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Cluster Analysis of Morphological and Quantitative T raits
of Root in Leading Wheat (Triticum aestivum L.)

Cultivars of Henan Province

ZANG He-cang, HE De-xian
(College of Agronomy, Henan A gricultural University/ Ministry of Education Key Laboratory for
Regulating and Controlling Crop Grow th and Development Zhengzhou 450002, China)

Abstract; Cluster analysis was made on main morphological and quantitative traits of roots, such
as secondary root number, root volumn and root dry weight per plant, in 23 leading wheat culti-
vars of Henan province. The results showed that the 23 cultivars could be divided into three cate-
gories: the developed, the less developed and the underdeveloped. The results provided the theo-
retical basis for the reasonable utilization of leading wheat cultivars and the breeding of new elite
wheat cultivars in Henan province.
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