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Table 1 The different methods of peg grafting
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Table 2 The different mehods of bud grafting

Methods of budding grafting
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Table 3 The influence of different peg grafting methods on grafting survival rate

SR RS RAE G 2/ % Survival rate of peg grafting /Y%
Mehods of peg grafting 1 i m Average
B Cleft grafting 89.0 90. 0 89.0 89.3
Y1 Cut grafting 91.0 92.0 92.0 91.6
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Table 4 The influence of different budding grafting methods on graft survival rate

I ZEPEALIE R/ Y6 Survival rate of peg gralting /Y
Methods of budding graft 1 I m Average
T %1% Tgrafting 89.0 91.0 8.0 89.0
i ZF 3% Plate budding 95.0 97.0 94. 0 95.3
J7 HefE Square grafting 83.0 80.0 82.0 82.0
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Table 5 Analysis of variance of the graft survival rate of the five methods
25K o A B ¥y ¥r
Source of Variation Quadratic sum Degree of Freedom Mean Square Ratio of Mean Square
J7 1% 8] Between methods 100. 31 4 25.08 13.43*
i%2% Error 18. 67 10 1.867
EA Total 118.98 14
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The Prioritizing Methods of Grafting for Maluz spttabilis
Royalty in Changji Region of Xinjiang Province

LIU Xiao-ju' , YUAN Pei-hong’ , WU Hong-li’
(1. Landscape Technical Faculty Xinjiang Agricultural Vocational Technical College,
Changji, Xinjiang 831100; 2. Manasi County Forestry Technology Xtension Station, Manasi,
Xinjiang 832200; 3. Xinjiang Changji National Agricultural Science and Technology Zone,
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Abstract: Maluz spttabilis Royalty is a landscape tree in northwest area with higher ornamental value. Grafting
is commonly used in reproducing,in order to improve the effectiveness of reproducing of Maluz spttabilis Roy-
alty,the grafting experiments were surveyed on the spot through graft contrast test. The results showed that:
the survival rate of T grafting and plate budding were higher in budding grafting for 89. 0% and 95. 3% respec-
tively, plate budding was the highest;the survival rate of cleft grafting and cut grafting were better for 89. 3%
and 91. 6% ,cut grafting was the highest. Therefore, plate budding and cut grafting could extend in Maluz spt-
tabilis Royalty grafting seedling in Changji region, because of the difficulty of plate budding skill is less and
easy to patch,so has more promotional value.
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