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Advances in Hemerocallis Breeding

HE Qi.GAO Yi-ke,GAO Shu-ying

(Landscape Architectural College ofBeijing Forestry University,Beijing 100083)

Abstract; Through analyzing the research situation of Hemerocallis breeding, the article summarized the breeding ob-

jectives of flower color,flower type, flower fragrance and flower season,and breeding methods of hybridization, ploidy,

and molecular breeding,and then pointed out the problems in Hemerocallis breeding, the problems were as follows:

lack of collection and protection of Hemerocallis germplasm resource, reduction of heredity difference in varieties, sin-

gle of breeding technology,finally, the development of Hemerocallis breeding was prospected.

Key words: Hemerocallis;breeding objectives; breeding technology;research advance
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