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Table 1 Effect of cutting methods on rooting of Hibiscus syriacus Linn,
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Treatments i &) /d Rooting time Rooting rate Rooting coefficient Root length
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Study on Water Culture Hanging Cutting
of Hibiscus syriacus Linn,

CAI Peng' ., XIE Qiang’ ,FAN Xiang-ning” , SUN Shi-miao’ , LIU Hua-ying’
(1. Lijiang College of Guangxi Normal University,Guilin, Guangxi 541004 ; 2. College of Life
Science of Guangxi Normal University,Guilin, Guangxi 541004)

Abstract; In order to explore effective propagation technique of Hibiscus syriacus and promote its production
and popularization, the cutting propagation of Hibiscus syriacus Linn. was studied using the method of water
culture hanging cutting and sand culture. The results indicated that the callus and adventitious roots of hanging
cuttings were occurred after 4 and 7 days, respectively. After 30 days,the rooting rate, root coefficient and root
length of cuttings were 100% ,38. 6 and 22 mm,and their leaves were keeping green and grew well. Comparing
with the method of water culture hanging cutting, the callus and adventitious root occurring time of cuttings
was delayed 4 and 8 d,the rooting rate,root coefficient and root length obviously decreased,and their leaves be-
came yellow and fade. It was found that the method of water culture hanging cutting was better than traditional
water culture and sand culture which was a good method for cutting propagation.
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