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Table 1 Effect of different root color on PNS content
2
Ri+ Rgi+
Ri/% Rgi/% Rbi/%  Rbi/% (n)
” ’ 050 27 168 495 6
> 0 60 276 1 42 479 33
, 0 46 345 1 83 574 7
[5] 093 28 2 05 5 81 20
’ 081 420 2 03 7.03 5
s , 067 341 1. 98 6 06 30
0 81 35 2 00 6 33 7
2
Q0 54 313 1. 65 533 23
2 ’ — — — — 11
8] s 0 56 2 13 1 47 417 36
079 3 5% 224 6 58 18
’ 0 94 34 218 6 54 27
) D) « _»
’ “ — represents mising samples and no tested data
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Table 2 Effect of different stem color on PNS content
L2 : HPLC o Ri+ R+
. Ri/%  Rgi/% Rbj/%  Rbi/ % (n)
. 2
. Q 60 2 69 1 67 4 86 18
CH;OH( ) CH:CN( ) Sigma
Q 58 272 1 35 4 66 11
, ( Rg:1 Rbi R1) 058 2 88 1 40 485 10
Q71 315 1 98 5 84 9
8] 0 30 335 1 69 5 34 2
L3 : DPS 0 88 292 2 09 589 14
2 0 65 3 44 167 5175 14
21 064 2 81 202 548 9
052 352 1 83 5 88 7
s 058 278 1 31 4 68 19
Q 36 212 Q96 344 3
2 2
59 5] 04 299 170 513 10
0 55 1. 80 132 368 13
1 6 0 59 1 95 1. 90 4 45 5
0 63 231 1 65 458 38
6. 13% 5 70% s
0 88 342 220 6 50 21
> 4 a 77 356 1 99 6 32 16
R , Q59 374 1 86 619 5
25 53% , Rgi t = 23
2 6312, P=0.0581, s
Rl 2 2 2
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2 468 8, P= 0 090 2

3 6 3
3 55% 5. 01% , Table 3 Effect of different bending degrees
of compound petioles on PNS content
,
Lt ct= 29116, P= 0. 043 6< Ri+ R+
0 05, Ri/% Rgi/% Rbi/%  Rby/% (n)
052 270 1 46 4 67 18
2 4 058 2 81 1 45 4 85 20
s R 056 2 47 204 507 4
« » o« » Q71 286 203 5 61 o)
’ ’ 0 54 325 177 556 2%
« » o« »
> 099 307 216 623 4
057 306 124 4 87 14
058 340 195 5093 16
’ 056 219 168 443 8
4 048 169 1 07 325 45
5 02% 5 45% 0 69 295 1 83 5 48 1
, 4 4= 121 30 229 743 35
4
Table 4 Effect of different shapes of root on PNS content
R1/% Rei/ % Rbi/% R+ Rgi+ Rbi/ % (n)
( ) Q0 59 3 01 L 48 5 07 32
( ) Q0 86 313 L 71 571 6
055 253 1 49 4 57 28
0 54 331 1 50 535 13
0 61 215 1 56 4 32 45
0 63 2 04 1 58 425 10
1 01 250 259 6 10 36
0 99 322 2 38 6 59 9
25 : 5
4 5 Table 5 Effect of different compound leaf
numbers on PNS content
s
Lol Ry+ Rg +
’ ’ Ry /% Rgi /% Rby /% Rbi/ % (n)
’ ’ ’ 3 0w 2 85 123 462 3
’ 5 4 06t 293 153 510 3
26 5050 276 177 503 4
, , 3 4 3067 2 83 209 559 5
4 a7 299 1 99 569 15
’ ’ 5063 332 2 08 603 3
6 3 074 2 90 1 69 533 5
5 81% 5 27% s 4 05 361 1 90 610 18
5 088 318 2 28 6 34 7
Re ’Rbl ’ 3053 324 1 54 531 3
4 0% 306 172 537 21
6 1 ct= 28315, 5 050 338 1 68 556 4
P=10Q 036 6< Q 05, 3055 2 41 1 64 460 14
27 4 o6 227 1 60 449 3
5 07 197 135 405 9
’ S~ T, 3100 311 210 621 1
(1) 4 1 335 205 6 48 2
5 070 372 263 704 10
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Table 6 Effect of multi stem on PNS content 31
R+ Rei+ 191 [10] [11]
2
Ri/% Rg/% Rb/%  Rb/% (n)
Q57 2 % L 58 508 27 ’ ’
Q57 29 1 63 519 12
Q78 29 2 01 578 24 , ,
Q52 314 L &4 550 4
0 66 389 211 6 65 22 ’
Q74 304 L7 556 8 ) ,
Q56 352 177 585 20 ,
Q68 275 139 483 8
0 6l 210 1S3 403 20 ’
Q53 188 L 50 391 10
Q47 2 07 141 395 4
32 7 ,
Q79 3 5 29 7. 28 21
100 333 23 6 66 11 ,
(i= 2 3~ 3 5) (i<23), 3
[12]
2
2
L6l
2
2 2
2
7
4
1 ) , . ’
6 s
5.35% 6 22% 5. 62%
33 .
o
,i= 1. 8325 P=(Q0 1643 ’
,t= 1. 1523, P=Q 301 3, ’
7
" [1] . , .o Rgi -
Table 7 Effect of different shapes of leaf on PNS content 0 . 2006, 37(2)
Ri+ Rg + 29 233
Ri/% BRei/% Rbi/% Rbi/%  (n) [2] , , .
o ® ) _—— T = . [J]- , 2004, 35(12): 1408 1410
Q53 279 139 471 17 13l ? ? | o 2009, 40(5): 809812
Q59 303 153 535 4 1l ’ » 4005):
07 295 225 590 16 [4] , , . [J}
0 80 349 2 3 6 63 6 - 2003( ): 1618
_ _ _ _ ] [5] . . ,
064 28 L 79 529 8 - » 2001, 32(4):
357 360
Q65 338 L7 576 16
Q54 353 L9 599 6 L6] ’ ’ s
08 2 89 1 69 516 9 R > 2004, 25(1): 37
058 107 L 56 s 20 17 [7] [S} GB/T 190862008 2008
058 375 L3 570 4 L8] : DPS [ M.
0 65 18 1 & 420 26 : » 2002
0 54 238 157 450 29 [9] . , . [J]-
_ _ _ _ | , 2007, 41(4): 421425
0 66 338 202 6 05 25 [ 10] ’ ’ >
088 3% 23 6 94 18 []]. , 2007, 38(7): 10871090
1 63 312 310 785 4 [11] , , , .
[J} , 2004, 24(2): 16 14
B ’ ' [12] . . .
“ —” represents no statistical significance and no tested data due to few ( ) 11 ,

number of sam ples 2008, 28(5): 66F+670



