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The Mathematical Analysis of Leaf Morphological Characteristics of Hippophae rhamnoide L.
PAN Zhi-hui
Abstract
Hippophae rhamnoide. The results showed the difference of leaf morphological characteristics is up to extremely significant level (P <0.01)

(Station of Forestry Management, Wujiaqu, Xinjiang 831300)
The principle component, clustering and judgment analysis were conducted on leaf morphological characteristics about 6 cultivars of

2 principle components were selected, the variance accumulative contribution rate reached 69.633% , length and width ratio and leaf width are
the dominant factor of the first, second main components; on the basis of clustering analysis, stepwise discriminate analysis was adopted to se-
lect area, length, width, girth, length and width ratio and morphological factor parameters which have significant effects on leaf classification

of H. rhamnoide. At the same time, a discrimination model that has higher discriminating power was established.
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