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Fig. 1 Cutting survival rate and transplanting survival rate

of different varieties under different plant

growth regulator treatments
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Effects of Different Growth Regulators on the
Cuttage Survival Rate of Hippophae rhamnoides L.

TANG Ke' ,SHAN Jin-you' , WU Yu-xi' , WANG Xiao-yang®
(1. Institute of Berries, Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Suiling, Heilongjiang
152200;2. Suiling Agricultural Technology Extension Center,Suiling, Heilongjiang 152200)

Abstract: In order to innovate the breeding technology of seabuckthorn seedlings. the effects of ABT rooting
powder and GGR growth regulator on the survival rate of the hard branch cutting of sea-buckthorn was stud-
ied. The results showed that Shenqgiuhong processed by GGR growth regulator had the highest survival rate of
cuttage and transplant, which were respectively 96. 77 % and 88. 70% , Processed by the same growth regula-

tor, the survival rate of different cultivars was different,order by survival rate were respectively Shenqiuhong.

Fenlan, TF2-28 and Jiuhuang from hight to low.
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