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A SYNTHETIC APPRAISAL OF DROUGHT- RESISTANCE
OF SUGARCANE AND ITS DROUGHT- RESISTANT
PHYSIOLOGY INDEXES

Zhong Xigiong Ye Zhenbang
(Dept- of Agronomy, South China Agr. Univ., Guangzhou, 510642)

Abstract
It was conducted to applying PCA to analyse the drought— resistance of seven sugarcane
varieties (species) and seven drought— resistant physiology indexes. Physiology indexes
were divided into three types. The drought— resistant ability of seven sugarcane varieties

(species) was ranked from strong to weak.
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