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Abstract

Germplasm resources hold significant importance for the development of the seed industry and the
safeguarding of strategic resources. However, the vast quantity of germplasm resources presents
new challenges for management and utilization. Therefore, exploring precise evaluation methods
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for germplasm resources is of great importance. This article reviews recent research progress from
the perspectives of evaluation index screening and evaluation model construction aiming to facili-
tate researchers in conducting germplasm resource evaluation work.
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T o B Yt A [ S A T 005 A A e B U ) E L AH B O3 R W 2 RE It ATEA 22 A R A PR R A
T EFKAERZEMAE T2 FrE R A 5 B2 X [1] [2]. B ZMO AR5 R 7R HE T 4 AR SR 5T 5%
PR TAER i AR S 2 M E A, E Lo RMOA . REME RAREAS KRG FELR BRIV
Fenif, HORSTEL LKA RS RG0E B O R BE .

2019 4 8 H E KA & MR TN IS 2, H AR R IR AF & SRR M5 5208 15 Ji 6y, ARE
JRETURE DNA FEA 20 Fitn, fRERWYG. BES LIREARMEL 1128, BAEY . AT REE
R FHANME AN AR O E 1) B AR B 5 55 0R A5 B 2 2 0R A7, RITFREE “— 38507 IE K
BB SR WOt R AR R, B AR Z T e S 2R BraESE 6 NIy PR, R E AR S R R A A A IR
PEE SR AR ORFR, [R5 IR BB ) B U s A 58 OB AN B A 7 U T

P B IR VPN AR 2 R B B B b, AR TS B R H AR SR A PRI R R A B PR T A SR PR
T R AT R P R, AR R A R A0k T (Corylus heterophylla) [3]« 5T & 1 B2 IR IUSCEE S 1A
TAE, #E5FH AR (Punicagranatum) [4]. #Z#Bk(Juglans regia) [5]. %S (Camellia oleifera) [6]55 t B I
NBIFFL o A SORAS [F A R0 SR PR Fa br e 36 BAR TR VP SR mE DA SR 0PN AR B T vk 34T
TERIR, MRER 5 BEIE VT (A R AR L S %

2. MRFRITH KB
2.1 REYIRE

FA 2 B WA T RS 2 (O FR BRRRAE [7], 388 B4 e 2R (0 SR S8 = B IR (A &)
DUt (hnime k) & . DAEE ) 4 B R B (Robinia pseudoacacia) A, FFEHLEIE X 1095 ANfI#LAS A
(1 13 AN R AR AN E . NS AT E ST, 454 SSR 4r TARICE L ZREME T, HiE
T H 338 ANMEEAK A A Z O, RO R RNE 260 30.9%, KRR TR FH AR PR T AR
AFREAR[8] s BT EEH X A = & B R BT AR BRI, W IREE[9]X4) 87 84 2 4 (Lonicera tatarica L.) % YA T
PR BHIRVPAN, BRI THZ& A fe. SRS 16 MNRBIHR, 45 AR U H 8 2 AN A R A A
T PR AR B o3 A 2 5, Forp o BA 4z o0 SR BE RO, ZARIRRRZREMERCE S BEAYMEE[10]E B
B4 4R (Rhodomyrtus tomentosa)15 MR ALFEFRXT 36 NMEHETE T R BRI, TEIERE
FERGEETE . e, PR A S, 45 RN L Il R R SR KRR 2R i AR 7,
METL. TR L BB AT A ) & 2
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2.2. ThALSY

F L0 F PR (Citrullus lanatus) 55 2 1487 5 TR SY s X F5 = [L1 KB T AL R & Xt 21 437K
BEAT T VPAN, /N RZY P RN WL-11 AR AL PG IR 5T All-Sweet Scarlet ] 75 gt 5 i 7= 76 JICHT i Fh ik
BEA; 15XV ik (Hippophae rhamnoides)F i idEAT 1 5 A R TR R VEAY, EL4E nT A YERE TR
PURIMER . B JEVERE . AR S, B 11 b BRAE R AR R I 3 28, W T 38 B &F & Som T i) Fh
JR[12].

2.3. BIF MK F

oo % VR A EE AR DR B ORAF B A AT, R B I () SRR A, AN [ER o B 5 BT 465 77 1) 8t A%
ZAEVERIFE R G M BT L E S PR, 7RI T MR R, B KRB IR AR B 8 A% 2 R PRSP X T
s EPUE R A S 2 S5 B S . FRMR[13] LA SSR bric X 85 43 2 AR (Dimocarpus longan)fili 5
R R0 22 BEPE M T 2257 T 4R S0 EIE, ¥ 85 My IR B US4 8 NEE, HastL 2 REE IR B B e R
it SRR AL 2 REVEAR, IR BRI o T SC 14146 B ISSR 43 FhricBiA Xt 21 43 5 #R (Pueraria
montana) F i ZE I A 10 X5 51T T FLF BRI SR, (58T 5 AR 5 B U T BN R 5 BRI 15)
) fT A 3 DR 2L 0 B AR (RAD-seq) 5o iy L X f) 67 47 =1 (Tetrastigma hemsleyanum)F i A4 kF3E4T T
AL ZREVEVPANY, AT T BRI AR 25 . DL A 9T 3R B I8 A 22 RPN TR SR RPN R AR A B
HENEH, AFEZRME S ThRdBoR Y AT T TR

24. itk

TR T ARV A R SR8 1 AT R AR A, AR AR AR T PR T AR R 22
DA, tndhiddh . miR X, TRXEE, O T IR BRI EEAT T A . AT
AOAE AR A, AR A2 BR AR VS A A 2R 3R, B2 (1610 18 Mk (Catalpa bungei ) it 5 7E 1
KT T M FEEPrAN, ERR AL FRARARSEHEAT 0 AT VRO, B2 18 AR B YR 3 3%, Hh 5 AN A
BRI FENE s 53 1 X (0 R 3 BT B BB A R AR, DR [17]%5 W (Camellia sinensis) &5 U5 (14 i
FYEITRE T VRO, M ERT Tk b AR AR RIEAT PR SRS VRO, S5 RIS 5T
PRI F R T 250 T 53 A = AR B 5 B R

EFIF M BB IEPPO AR, 428 HARRBHEAT 1 2Rt Wk 1.

Table 1. Comparison of the effects of phenotypic on germplasm resources evaluation
1. MRERRIENREMPRELER
AR IR U Az e &G LU= A

1] 2 2
%E%QKE%?\ 0
R R S

i3

R RS FU18]. ZESH19] ) FIMMRRSE SRARIIE I 75 R BOASE AL

AR RAEAH R,

S

RS TOR[L]. WH2] . BAIES e N T =S
- b e ISSR. SSR#RCH A RUIFEBAEILMENRIT  HIERHA, P iEE AL
e BRAE RIRAS] BRI T “oNp fr s R FWTHAS B E bR

Futk £wmippog  OD ﬁ;féi@ Yo 2 MR ”EE?QE WG R
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3. MRFERFEAMNTTE

FER R VAP R b R T (SR b T 4 T T e
PP T BT PR R, RO — N 2 MR A AT, DT A AT I P
L7 WA

3.1 EMSSE

TG o TS T R TR A e, AR S A HE AT B ORI Ty 22, BV R A AR il ) i 2 R A4
WRIE RSP 5 % U BT 22 R, BB T 2RSS, SRR AR 5L . IR e A Bl
U, PEELFTRFE, SRTBIES MRS AN R AR E R, FEOPBREREBIRR L Yo7 R R
S WERHE R BAREE . W R U E T S B . ERIESE[21]7E 70 E B (Acer truncatum Bunge) fi
JRGHE R PPN AR, AEXT 22 63 0 TR IR A R K 19 R ER AL - S5, R R S AT Oy
2, PRECE] 3 AN E R (R I TTHR T 85%), E BT EARF SR B B LA R R, B &
TR U B H bR R

32. REBR¥E

GITEFET MRS AR, HTHATRB TENEEGNEE, B aixET 1%
A “REEE” FHARN—E IR ER, WREREE LT —MEE xR T — MM EE SRR,
XAMEE T AE 0 ) 1 2 (8. HE [20]F] FH A A6 369 2 4% (Populus deltoides Marshall) Gk &Pt 5E. Hi 5
PEEAT T VR4, BRI FIACEE R B A T R SR AR . S B M SRR
PRINE S5, ) S8 R B0 e BT Ut s s AR, AT AN [ 8] 1) 22 Sl BUE AT = AL

B UL LR 75, AR G RO, Q0K 6 O B 43 T [2 2] RN 3 25 18 i B AR R P i
(DTOPSIS) [23]55, T Ft7 15 785 7% R 4 B P st B ECR RF s AVE AR B b B A kAT 1 100 14 ) 155 2

H AT R B PPN 772 1 B R — 2R Y R R, BR o /i el fE SPSS &5 H 2 o4t 40 #
BT EREMHSN, HRTIEH R R E NS R BAE. Matlab SEE07 0 Hricft, B ERA —E R
4. I

o U A T A O T WSO A BRI HE AT VR PPN BRI T B JEA, E  H AR AR S RO PRR
TRPRBAE A IE AR SR, X 3 B R o B DR A7 AR AR 0 58 3 A B AR, AT BRIV ORAF 261 T AT LA
REZMRAE R CE K, T DUE A2 35 108 % 2 B Y A SRS B S 4 R A7 . DA PP o0 3R 2 - 2]
- RS HARHR ST EAL, KRR G Z A AR RS .

BEE NATDRE T AN [F) Aot B3 5B B po 3 o, [RIIS N2 7 s AR AR A, e SR Bt 2% 14F T T Ji
ZRAE R L U 85 EEEAT i ER B R PR 032 s e T 7R S Wi R R SR M 5 LA T 5 ) E 0 3 9
DRI 1T e 2803 ST R Aol o B RO VA AT B 2L i

SEEk

[1] S, HEeg RERWEDF R EEARAE SRR B4R 25 243), 2024, 35(2): 98-106.

[21 WM, MK, AR, S SRAUMORRP T R IRLE G 0 T SR £ MHRMSVHR D). Wbl R, 2024(4): 52-57.
[3] MR, SVEEVE, MR, SRR T SOMORRI BT SR P R WK R i UL [I]. T Mol RHY, 2023(1): 57-59

[4] PiE, iR, AR, & AT AR E K AACM R IR R QIR ER[I]. 1L SRR, 2017(6): 10-13

[B] ZEWE. FrsmAk R AZAR P DR 2 R R B MR (0 B BRI 2H B A0 AT [D]: [ L0018 30]. B AT #ramdll

DOI: 10.12677/wijf.2025.142033 282 R H: 5


https://doi.org/10.12677/wjf.2025.142033

8
4
B
#

(6]
(7]

(8]
(9]
[10]

[11]
[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]
[17]
(18]

[19]

[20]
[21]

[22]
[23]

K2, 2019.
FRTAS. SYCHB X AR 5 SR 7t A R U B [D]: [ 24 Ari8 3], Jbat: db sl K2, 2018,

Weckwerth, W., Ghatak, A., Bellaire, A., Chaturvedi, P. and Varshney, R.K. (2020) PANOMICS Meets Germplasm.
Plant Biotechnology Journal, 18, 1507-1525. https://doi.org/10.1111/pbi.13372

FRBL BN BT A 2 REEVEAY A% A B [D]: [ A0 3] dEnt dEstiRilk k2, 2019.
FOR, Fifg, i & PRI RMEEE AR B RE T[] L5 2, 2024(17): 8-16.

BAGME, RIE, T8, 5 T A FE SRR IRk S R R B RER R 2 R AT [0]. MOl SRR}, 2024,
40(6): 1-9.

NFEz, WHEE EATH, & TR RR RN R SRS E SN EJREE, 2025, 38(2): 25-31.

]
TR, FAE, R AT, 25, 11 0 BFAE VD BORN B BERCR SE RN T S LR A R[], BRI R, 2024, 61(12):
3020-3031.

FOUREE, HAE, TFF, 55 T SSR 4 TARIC R IR AN T B RIS £ 2 RE v R Hfe SR R 0], R AR
2£3E 4R, 2022, 38(36): 67-73.

130, $I6%5, PhRovti, S5 BHUR BRI % 2 REE 0T 2 T B UER R[], P R ARl 24, 2023, 36(11):
2358-2366.

MR, =M SR K JE T RAD-seq I3 Hs L 2 ¥R M43 HT[D]: [W-k2= 00 3C]. B Wi E Tk
2%, 2023.

BREWE ASFIA i R GTEENE VR BT FE[D]: [ 1850 fRsE: bAoA, 2021,

B, SRR AR R SRR BT BEYR 8 2 AR PR 1 AT [D]: [t AL ). BRFH: SRR, 2021,

SKEE, WS, EESE, . TR R B R 5 B2 REE[D]. B AR AR, 2018, 51(17):
3353-3369.

BT, FRZE, SR, 4. WA R X A0 E R R 0 R SER B E R T 0] o TR & i, 2018,
16(22): 7487-7494.

HE. T FERBIER LM BT RPUFE. PLREIF[D]: [ 20018 3], B FEdb R MR K2, 2018,
FEAE, FLWYE, MemsE, 25 ILARE 22 e BN R 2R Sl R EARIBR A4 i [0]. g poll b K 52
%, 2023, 43(2): 180-187.

VUNE, mAs, B, S RE 71 ANE TR IR K GOCHE AT R 25 AN [9]. FhF, 2017, 36(9): 63-66.

FHaT7, =k, B, & T IREOSLBEE T A DTOPSIS V:HI S 2 F R B 42 & TR [I]. R 22184k, 2017,
33(10): 92-99.

DOI: 10.12677/wijf.2025.142033 283 R H: 5


https://doi.org/10.12677/wjf.2025.142033
https://doi.org/10.1111/pbi.13372

	种质资源评价表型选择及评价模型研究进展
	摘  要
	关键词
	Research Progress on Phenotypic Selection and Evaluation Model for Germplasm Resources Evaluation
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 前言
	2. 种质资源评价依据指标
	2.1. 表型数据
	2.2. 功效成分
	2.3. 遗传多样性水平
	2.4. 抗性

	3. 种质资源评价方法
	3.1. 主成分分析法
	3.2. 隶属函数法

	4. 小结
	参考文献

