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Table 1 Effect of different grafting method, grafting time on survival rate of Chinese prickly ash

W% %/ % Survival rate

I HE )

Grafting time

I
Single bud grafting

I B
Bark whip graft

R M

Twigs side grafting

g 25 4%
Plate budding

T 5
T type budding

06-16 0 10. 00 20. 00
07-01 0 60. 00 52.38 0 0
07-08 0 25.00 95. 24 0 20. 00
08-08 50. 00 80. 00 10. 00 7.14
08-28 14. 29 37.50

-] Average 0 31.86 56. 60 33.33 9.43
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Table 2 Effect of different soil moisture on the survival rate of Chinese prickly ash

%™ Aij Before the rain [&H Jg After the rain

[CE/ PN
Grafting I A5 R B LT R B IR/ Y I A5 PR B T R B T %
personnel Investigate the number  Survival number Survival rate Investigate the number Survival number  Survival rate
A 69 46 66.67 238 234 98. 32
B 167 53 31. 74 239 214 89. 54
C 288 105 36. 46 133 130 97.74
D 231 109 47.19 120 94 78.33
E 315 158 50. 16 205 139 67.80
/Nt Subtotal 1070 471 44,02 935 811 86. 74
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G B —BR TR B AERT 3. 2 min,

s ) 25 25 O R B Q2 T L 0k B B 0T R A 1]
B, hE 4 F M AER—RE G H 8 H)H
ﬁ'i%i%ﬁ{f,uﬁzﬁé/\ﬂ PR AR ZEAT IR 3% . 2
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Table 3 Comparison on efficiency of different grafting methods

4% %/ % Grafting efficiency

Bl
Categors s T R e b 3 4 1
Twigs side grafting T type budding Plate budding Single bud grafting  Bark whip graft
5 4% 5 Bk I /min 12 10 6 16 13
S 347 15 22 i BE / (mine Bk 2.4 2.0 1.2 3.2 2.6

T4 AR ESMEEITEMBEEMNZ G
Table 4 Effect of different varieties scion on
the survival rate of Chinese prickly ash

o RERE RIEHE R/ %
" Investigate Survival Survival
Varieties

the number number rate
AE IR 7 2 28.57
He JETC I 7 5 71.43
LIRORIIR 0 21 9 12. 86
Rk 15 20 16 80. 00
&t 55 32 58.18
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Grafting Techniques of Chinese Prickly Ash in Summer

YANG Jian-lei, LYU Rui-e,ZHANG Xiao-jun,ZHU De-qin,REN Miao
(Chinese Prickly Ash Institute of Gansu-longnan City Academy of Economic Forest, Wudu,

Gansu 746000)

Abstract: In order to discuss grafting techniques of Zanthoxylum bungeanum in Longnan city,different varieties

of Chinese prickly ash,grafting method,grafting time and grafting person.the types of the root stock, the rela-

tionship between soil moisture and the survival rate,several grafting methods and the grafting efficiency of Chi-

nese prickly ash at summer grafting were analyzed. The results showed that survival rate of plate budding on

8th in July was the highest,reached 95. 24 % ; grafting survival rate after the rain was higher, grafting efficiency

of plate budding was the highest; grafting survival rate of local varieties Wuxuanl pepper as scion., Longnan

August pepper as stock was the highest.

Keywords: Chinese prickly ash;grafting;survival rate
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