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Abstract

In order to filter the optimal cultivated substrate of Iris ensata “Dewa No Sato”, turfy, peat and
perlite were used in nine different cultivated substrate with different volume ratios. Growth in-
dexes and quality indexes such as plant height, number of leaves, fresh weight, dry weight, and
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root length were measured as evaluation indexes. Comprehensive evaluation method was used to
evaluate the effect of different substrates on the growth indexes of plants. The results showed that
the ratio of turf to peat was between 3:1 and 2:3, and too low ratio would lead to the increase of pH
value, which was not conducive to the growth of plants. And the optimal formula ratio of sub-
strates suitable for iris pot cultivation was selected as turfy:peat:perlite = 2:1:1.
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1. 3]

16 B 2 X 8 T 5 B R (Iridaceae) 5 2 J& (Iris L) G5 5 R W& (Subgenus Limniris) EWELE(Iris ensa-
ta Thunb.) 7 J [ 205 B SRR . BT A8 ENR AR o i Mie § T H AL, BEbs E XX RS ER N H
A R (Japanese Irises) [1], EHARCEAH 500 ZFMAREE . 165 H— B KA TE FE 0 2 1 7K
Hy, ATRLRHPEARMR . KRR LGB B R SE, ATIRIRE S8 . KA & & 7R A6 [2] [3] [4].

TEEHRTE GG H . AER M TT 2 BATHOGE, 2w B Z AR 2 R[5, iR &H N
MFET N —. LEHHIRMIE, M, HAEEWREZFAEE RN, SHEEBRNE, FRES
PIARERHL T, A BT SEBm A A = Sem =i BING5r et . #5552 ma 7K AR IR WS AN AR & 1
WAL, EM R R AR B AR [6], O E AR B N Y B — g B AN DROK R TR TR R IR A R
A RECRUEFE MR B IR A . IRGERM) pH . B F2ZE(ECAE TR E N FRHEEEY R § R s
BREEMEH, BONEATIGE THEMIFEHFKS G T]. FoR. VoK. BEE B ZNHT
F LA A = e FORE —FRRIRE NN 77 37, BB, E4itEsm. AHLR &2 mSr (8],
TR BAEEEDAEKKF R, A 2R, S5MAE AR . 8B KIELE FKAE 758,
R 2 FREEER9]. BBRAEBRFERET. RS ElRNRE S, 5K, BRIEAE, TR
REE I EE, MR TUE KM E. AR AR BERA . FR B A [F L) IR A ik & S48 B 7
R E H BT, N SEIAE B B A A S B R AR R

2. MRk
2.1. R
AT 2019 4F 10 H~2020 4F 9 JAE LY E BT EEEAT, ERAEE M “ BRI B
TERIRI A Ko
2.2, REHE

AR FRA AR 1 INCAER, RN 20 x 17.5 x22.5 (48 x JRHE x & cm). AHRIEFIEFEL
FEEACA = A B Z IR R . R . BEREAEREE R T A MR, BRI R K B AL, B
BAE KN 4~8 mme.

KHBEHL X HS v, RARIEFRE LR 1, AR 10 2, FHE 3 K. 2019 4F 10 H Rk .
e BRI AR BRI — SRR AR AT L2, A AT 8 R B A B

][l
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Table 1. The pot substrate ratio
=1 AREREE

Qb BRI R BB (EAEL)
1 1:1:0
2 1:2:1
3 1:3:2
4 2:1:1
5 2:2:2
6 2:3:0
7 3:1:2
8 3:2:0
9 3:3:1

2.3. MEMBRF*

2020 4F 6 HAEAE Ei AR KHEBIINE B, Gy mESE. rBEE. M. AR SRR B R
BAEHGE TR A E fe4e, 8 A AW RN ER K, e, EHEFENTHE, OB 5
R, HBRIEMAC, M58, A, R BONRITHM R 8 H, mHCAm SRS 28 3 i)
KRR BB, I M s AR S A A i T (R B . T REH S R A e i AR s & & IR R R
WEAess; WL mn, REKEFRER, WERRERAKS, MHE R (Scan Maker 1800 plus)
XPAR RBEAT 4, SR E R J3IR LA-S R 700 R G0 MR AR AR BLAR s ) F R 000 8 2 ff o Ooff
FEAR S T5, /K5 5 &) AT E(105°C A&7 30 min, 80°CHLT 48 H £IHE, AH).

5T A B o ey T el AR 2 R R 5 3 P 2 B E

2.4. BB DTS E

{# Fil Excel (office 2010)% H#i it 47 40 FE, i ] SPSS18.0 Xt & NEhrdk AT 2 B & b . RALGE
PRIMERS AN A AL B S AR BRI OUEAT VA o R PSR B v S5 J R B0 K AN [ B TR B T &
TEASTEAR B SR & PR 21 -

X('u) = (X _Xmin )/(Xmax _Xmin )

A X AZARAR ) BITE s Ximar (Xonin) IR BRI AE HI IR ()
R e 5 pR T BN AN R 2 B BC LU AT 2R 5 PR R HE R BRI R AR 2R AR, T 726 H
I8 A AN[E] b AL B AL ST EC T .

3. ERESH
3.1. FRIFBIEEREEENFTEBUMR

FE A B T POE T AR AE RS . RSB AL R, SRR ER AR KR B A BRI
FERRE, B, KRR E. EC A pH E%, EWAKITEENENGE S E 8FE 0 &8l
REERLIE R, — B RINERAAEEE 02~0.8 g/em’, HFLBE 70%~90%2 8], pH {H{E 6~8
Z [ L& S AE TR A K [10], A [RIAE YDA 48 BR AR A [R] AT 8 4 o 48 B 0 T e R ME SR B ™ 4
— MR ELR AR BT L4 pH B HITE 5.0~6.5 Z[H][11], HmARe 7.5, 7.5 L ESmiEkAERK, HIUAR
FIRER . AFE 2 WA LA tH T1 A T6 FE5T 1) pH 5 KN 7.36, (HIFFE 7.5 IR, @A ERHRALK. WE
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HASLBRERE, T7 MAEERKN 023 glem®, FALFE R FLBREETE 74.5%~89% 2 1], HJ7E3E B IR 1)
TP .

Table 2. Physical and chemical characters of nine different substrates

2.9 MEFRIEARBUMR

ECH  HHUR KA AR AW mRm AW mam aE OO agm

B pHIE K
s (ms/em) (%)  (mgkg) (gkg)  (gkg) (mgkg) (gkeg) (mgkg) (gem’) ( gjjl?;) JE£ (%)
T1 7.36 0.29 71.0 339.0 18.99 3.54 1474 1.39 135 0.19 4801 89.0
T2 7.32 0.42 59.5 491.8 22.97 3.92 1914 2.87 365 0.21 3714 77.9
T3 7.27 0.67 48.9 398.8 15.95 4.46 1595 1.31 98.5 0.20 3900 76.9
T4 6.51 0.44 43.8 384.6 17.10 4.00 886 1.77 120 0.21 3563 76.4
TS 6.98 0.52 42.7 369.3 17.57 4.10 1148 1.63 139 0.20 3736 74.5
T6 7.36 0.86 56.0 4513 20.61 3.85 1981 2.54 148 0.20 4191 82.9
T7 6.11 0.30 41.4 446.1 19.91 4.13 496 0.96 58.9 0.23 3278 76.5
T8 6.61 0.60 56.5 519.2 21.19 4.12 1316 1.55 81.5 0.22 3669 80.1
T9 7.17 0.75 60.8 575.5 19.61 441 1772 1.22 110 0.19 4196 81.5
3.2. FEIERXMEEFEKRE KRR
Table 3. Effects of different substrates on plant growth of Iris ensata “Dewa No Sato”
= 3. FNEERMEEFERE RS
e % - e ; e . Iy 2R 2%
W Biem  WVEOAR dbdgem  dRem  pEEUt Gieme g 0

Tl 6030+8.83b 3240+4.72a 126+026a 63.30+4.15ab 9.20+1.48a 74.42+097a 19.46+1.89a 41.42+1.27cde
T2 59.40+2.16b 27.00+4.18a 1.24+0.12ab 5420+3.90c 6.00+£0.00b  49.58 +1.39f 12.41+1.26bc 38.70 £ 0.96ef
T3 58.00+899b 24.40+577a 1.11+£0.02bc 43.00+1.37d 6.40+2.19b 39.24+1.00h 9.85+136cd 37.42+2.55f
T4 60.70+1.89b 24.60+55%9a 1.21+0.02ab 60.60+3.29b 6.40+230b 4595+0.55g 13.46+1.47b 50.82+1.88a
T5 62.80+11.08b 30.80+7.05a 1.14+0.09abc 67.20+6.18a 7.80+1.92ab 53.09+1.38¢ 8.13+1.33d 42.00 £ 1.65cd
T6 5530+7.07b 29.20+5.63a 1.06+0.09c 58.80+3.63bc 8.40+2.6lab 53.06+0.84¢c 13.03+1.26b 45.10+2.49b
T7 73.20+6.30a 2580+832a 126+0.19ab 61.10£4.07b 5.80+2.05b 64.80+1.00c 14.06+ 1.58b 39.96 + 3.62def
T8 65.00+543a 2620+2.68a 1.22+0.13ab 602+2.95b 7.20+0.84ab 62.42+0.86d 13.80+2.56b 44.02+ 1.43bc
T9 61.88+4.49b 31.00+3.39a 1.23+0.04ab 58.90+2.61c 7.80+1.64ab 71.43+0.81b 17.56+2.06a 45.76+ 1.89b

e A RERR, ARG FRERRZE SRR E (P <0.05).

MFE 3 ATRAE i, S ACERIE N AR B AR KR bR bR R BN R B 2R . HRE R IR K
SRIF I — DN EEARAR, LUK B E FRAE L, —RISOLT, MRmi, AR KSR, T7.
T8 A% E itk i IS AT T1. T2 T3+ T4, TS5, T6. T9 AbFE[H B#E £ R, T7 Sk, MEnlik 73.2 cm,
HUN TS, PN 65 cm, HARKAHR 2 RAEE . B A B B 22 S AR E . T, T7 15
WK, A5 T2, T4, T5. T8, T9 ZRARZE, MEFEKT T3, T6. T5. Tl KKK, ZHZIH
ZRANEE, BREEESTHMAH, T3 4HE/N. T WSEREZ, (HE T1 5 TS5, T6. T8, T9 2
[z ARE, MEEmT T2, T3, T4, T7. ZAHEEERE SO F AR R E 2R, T1 M6 85 K (74.42
g), T3 f/he T1 HZEMFEREA(19.46 g), T9 RZ(17.56 ), —FHZIMEFRARE, HEEZERTHA
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WEEE, TS f/N8.13 g)e MR REMYICEEHTREZENERS T, SE5RGIEH P LREMRL. 8
AL, e R S B DU BB MO SRR RS, AT HIWRE AR S TR A KR . AR LA
H, BAFEEHGRSEERLE, T4 SERA, T2, T3, T7 SEBK, WX RE AR T
MRIEFRER, 672 400, ATReR T7 A BB s SR8, T2, T3 1 PH EE A K. ML
TR LAE AL E TR E R A KB A RN T1. T4, T8,

3.3. FEIERMIEEEERIR R IR

Table 4. Effects of different substrates on root system and flowering quality of /ris ensata “Dewa No Sato”

4. TRIEFRXMEEHERIR R R FFE R RAIF 0

A3 RS S 1e4t/em A /em P EAE/mm B
T1 3.00 +0.71ab 92.33 £4.40a 7412.51 +£1219.77b 0.8267 = 0.05a 19,115.00 + 1520.76b
T2 2.00 + 1.00b 77.04 £1.25d 4929.14 + 898.10c 0.80 +0.03ab 10,481.00 + 358.93de
T3 320+0.45a 82.48 +3.07¢c 7645.53 £972.10b 0.83 £0.03a 1249. £ 676.74d
T4 2.00£0.71b 83.21 £4.29¢ 6339.91 + 603.30bc 0.8267 + 0.03a 11,439.83 £ 961.14de
T5 2.60 £+ 0.55ab 87.87 £2.38b 10,717.35 £ 1234.52a 0.74 +0.036b 22,808.67 £ 1855.41a
T6 2.00£0.71b 72.41 £4.52¢ 6544.84 £ 1233.44bc 0.6533 +£0.045¢ 9693.33 £576.31e
T7 2.00£0.71b 90.00 + 2.83ab 10,308.33 + 1503.59a 0.73 £ 0.045b 16,663.33 + 1066.13¢
T8 3.00+0.71ab 68.24 + 1.03¢ 7384.27 £ 843.11b 0.7667 = 0.015ab 18,881.33 + 1085.106b
T9 2.40 + 0.55ab 77.14 +£3.39d 7303.59 + 509.68b 0.733 £ 0.0416b 20,373. + 1488.074b

E: WERERR, NN TREORERRE (P <0.05).

5 ARIJrGs, 1B CHPIZ B FENEATEN . EEER T DU MAEMR T RS, W& 4
FRTDUEH, T1. T3. TS5, T8, T9 Wb ERE T T2, T4, T6. T7, T3 fLEH KN, N 3.2 %, HIKAH
T1 M T8, 793 2. HRMERKNKE, SAHKRIM LS AMHEE, HEZEZREE, T1 &K, 149233
mm, T8 I T6 Hi/N. MMRIER RWUCHHIEE TR, BT AR R P DU WU R A KA BRI, IR RRIE,
RRA KRR . R 4 ATRUEH, T5. T7 MR KK, BE&THMAR, T2 &/, T1. T2, T3.
T4, T8 M-I ERRE KT HALEE . TS MRAREURZ, WHRRER Kik, HXKON T1. T8 A1 T9,
0% Z T H AR,

3.4, FRERSE THEERE KRRMONGEATN

BB BE N EWAE KR EZR D, EENMERBRNZERRIDIA B HOGES—4ERA
REAE A PP — B P T L 2 758 B A R B A 121, ASHE SR FH RSO B0 v S T BRSO % ik
ITERE TR IRIERE R A KT EA N EAR ISR R EUE, 285 TH A AR B ) S B 2T 241
R TS EL B R/ 5 AR BRI i i AT HE P VP 2 o 35 B O T B VR A AR UL O ZR S B A% 5 BT :

Table 5. Comprehensive evaluation index of growth status of Iris ensata “Dewa No Sato” cultivated in different substrates

F 5. NEERBENEEFERRRNESITNIER

hb ¥R TI T2 T3 T4 T5 T6 T7 T8 T9

R 0.4150 0.4833 0.4884 0.6400 0.5020 0.4056 0.5143 0.4667 0.4357
% 0.4400 0.6364 0.4923 0.5077 0.3222 0.3714 0.3900 0.6000 0.4444

e 0.2333 0.4533 0.2800 0.2000 0.7000 0.3000 0.5120 0.4000 0.3000
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Continued

SN 0.6300 0.4200 0.4286 0.4500 0.3875 0.4800 0.4235 0.6000 0.2923
IrBERL 0.5500 0.2000 0.2800 0.4000 0.3600 0.2333 0.3600 0.6000 0.7000
ZEHHeE 0.4845 0.4934 0.5025 0.6330 0.3375 0.5596 0.4439 0.5361 0.3841
LT+ H 0.3394 0.5724 0.4440 0.5176 0.4692 0.5646 0.5548 0.4629 0.4204

-4
;éj; Z\%E% 0.3735 0.4432 0.5157 0.4858 0.4956 0.5583 0.3484 0.4859 0.5427

=
= 0.5000 0.5000 0.2000 0.5000 0.6000 0.5000 0.5000 0.5000 0.4000
1z 0.5464 0.4082 0.3896 0.6372 0.4254 0.6269 0.4318 0.3859 0.4599
R 0.4566 0.4698 0.3590 0.4040 0.3727 0.4446 0.4260 0.3969 0.4286

R ER 0.4074 0.4000 0.4000 0.3333 0.5714 0.4815 0.4815 0.5556 0.4167

R % 0.3351 0.3729 0.3559 0.5106 0.4157 0.5286 0.3429 0.3417 0.4421
jﬁﬁ?ﬁéiq: 0.4393 0.4502 0.3951 0.4784 0.4584 0.4657 0.4407 0.4870 0.4359
He# 7 5 9 2 4 3 6 1 8

M s LA, T4, T8 ZiAHEaiim, HION T6. T5. T2, T7. T1. T9. T3. 4i&# 2 HH
BRSO, U] T4, T8 BHABEL FIRC 77 #) T A6 Ea A . T T9. T3 & s BUE HF 44 82
ik, VLSRR pH EXTAEEH “HP 2B MAEKERKEW, Y pHERT 7.0 B(T1. T9. T3), fHk
AR AR [ 27 G R I AN o A AL B

4. WHLE5%p

M9 T R AE B AE AR PR IR M RCR AN ER G PP R HCRTE , FOR LEBI RO ] AR pH fH,
FOR AR FE pH Thi, S2MAE BN RAR A ARG, X B th SR IR PR O RF I € . AT
IR HRIRE , FORAVER M ELEILE 3:1 2 2:3 Z (A LLEGE &, PIVER G EL ma SEAMBTR T
B, AR TAEMRIEIFRERK. EHMA—EREINB IS, WA FUE K E, AR R A K ATE
PREIH. BB LA RAEE, SEERRCI &M BT, WEE. BRI MR, T4 1E T
B U SAREKE SRR, MERER BEE =2:1:1,

AL AL S T FAC A IR R 2, FL A B E SRR K . AU 24 B, R
Jem BUAVE T YR 2 A, Hrp ek 2t A% B A NI Bl (o Ed i R —, B
Bea — BOTAR N LR SRR, WIS T T B ERA RS I SRR, SRR
BYE 60%n] BEUGEGIRIE I ZEI N[ 13]. RIRFEFIAT T LA ARIET R, ZLEWN,
G B A A B TR R B Ecs = 11 [14], @ PEREVe R BEa MM LT 5 & H FH
BFHTILE, SRRRPPRRBIE = 311 ZIEGHREHFHBIRERT[15], HAARERMIERZ S
BEEXT— $ LR P S AT 7T, R iR R UM IR B A B = 2:2:2 [16]. MIRIRE &
AHEPL, ERERVE, FTUUNEYMAEREME TR, &S ERERE. SOk, BARK
TR 2 N 2% BATIE K VS L giAn . DROKERIEYERF, REXSHEARAR A BIRE SCRrER, HLATH%
197

B oW
U B T RHEEORZR AR BT RIITH “ S2IFE I 2 AL B IR 7 5 8 M 7(19DZ1204004) 305 -
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FlEHRFARRZ ISR RIIUE “ SIS S TRIERE 57 (19DZ1204004).

SE

(1]
(2]

(3]
(4]

(5]

(6]

[10]

(1]
[12]

[13]

[14]
[15]
[16]

MR, BEPN, FEM . SRR 2 A IR, Ak, 2018(9): 2-7.

TS, T2, JRIGHE. Cu ¥5 Y TR IR AL B I A KRB S Cu R R Kb ia pe A1[0]. MR IR 536
Bi2E4R, 2011, 20(2): 49-55.

P, H. 3 RS R B B E IR ORI E D], R E R 2 IEH], 2010, 26(12): 194-196.

R, W, . 4 MERBEHEYS D X R E S RN E EREAE IR ST, SR,
2010, 19(8): 1918-1922.

i, ZEXEE, AR, XFFER, DE, TKET, & HAREE WA R G35 R0 IRk RRE, 2016,
44(6): 283-285.

Mohammad, M.K., Suraya, R., Nadiawati, A., Mohd, K.S. and Mat, N. (2019) The Effects of Different Growing Media
on Growth, Flowering and Quality of Petunia grandiflora. Journal of Agricultural Sciences, 25, 373-383.
https://doi.org/10.15832/ankutbd.407900

Awang, Y., Shaharom, S.A., Mohamad, R.B. and Selamat, A. (2009) Chemical and Physical Characteristics of Coco-
peat-Based Media Mixtures and Their Effects on the Growth and Development of Celosia cristata. American Journal
of Agriculture and Biological Science, 4, 63-71. https://doi.org/10.3844/ajabssp.2009.63.71

EUE . TR AR X VE SR b B SR I AR B U [D]: [ A ). KA HARORAE, 2012,

T, 08, R, HEE, TAY, [ME, & RREREENRRERSRYHANERDI. BA
FIRZEIR, 2012, 27(7): 1252-1258.

FKoE, PMAIPH, (EART5, TR¥E, AN, ki, 2. [RARSAL R 750 HE AL A VR T8 T 4R 55 22 R A R ). h
BB K 244, 2011, 31(9): 7-13.

MR, WKL AEEH——BHRRY 5 A ST M), dbat Bz HRRAL, 2018.

mlE, SRR, B8, SR, ARdkte, HEME, 5. EE TR SR R EUA G A TN B VAR YRR B B R[]
Hilv ok 2224, 2019, 54(6): 93-101.

AR, WHEME, XIER, 0, B, A ARG ERE DR HE AL MR 5 L2 B AR K2 ).
AR, 2014, 25(7): 1949-1954.

RE, ok, KT, B0, THRE. Afem ZRERT ] TRRVENE, 2011(15): 33-36.
47, FUtER, G, Aor, AP, B8E A AR SIRIL[T]. SRR, 2015, 43(7): 140-143.
JAAR R, TRl — B LR m AL 77 i 1R 5 A A [J]. b7 2, 2009(2): 184-186.

DOI: 10.12677/br.2021.102018 126 JERZIEERTI


https://doi.org/10.12677/br.2021.102018
https://doi.org/10.15832/ankutbd.407900
https://doi.org/10.3844/ajabssp.2009.63.71

	花菖蒲盆栽基质筛选试验研究
	摘  要
	关键词
	Screening Experimental Research on Cultivated Substrate of Iris ensata “Dewa No Sato”
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 材料和方法
	2.1. 试验材料
	2.2. 试验方法
	2.3. 测定项目及方法
	2.4. 数据统计分析方法

	3. 结果与分析
	3.1. 不同栽培基质配比的主要理化性质
	3.2. 不同基质对花菖蒲植株生长状况的影响
	3.3. 不同基质对花菖蒲植株根系及开花品质的影响
	3.4. 不同基质栽培下的花菖蒲生长状况的的综合评价

	4. 讨论与结论
	致  谢
	基金项目
	参考文献

