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Table 1 Selection of the stocks
fili AR Fh 2 I H B/ bk LEEER VR RLE RS JRE R/ %
Stocks No. of graft No. of investigated No. of survival Survival rate
BM Salix matsudana 50 50 40 80
Ml Salix babynica 50 50 39 78
109" Salix X chuibaonica CL109” 50 50 48 96
F Mg Ulmus pumila L. 50 50 1 2
Y4 Poplus alba * Berolinensis” L. 50 50 0 0
2= Prunus padusl.. 30 30 0 0
PEIA R4 W Populus alba 30 30 0 0
W Populus nigravar. italica 30 30 0 0
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Table 2 The effect of grafting method

on survival rate
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Table 3 The effect of grafting
time on survival rate
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H-H No. of No. of No. of Survival
Date graft investigated  survival rate
04-05 60 60 55 91.7
04-15 60 60 54 90. 0
05-01 60 60 49 81.7
05-15 60 60 46 76.7
05-25 60 60 35 58.3
06-10 60 60 19 31.6
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Table 4 The effect of scion thickness on survival rate
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Scion thickness No. of graft No. of investigated No. of survival Survival rate Average shoot length
0.8 60 60 55 91.7 48
0.6 60 60 53 88. 3 43
0.4 60 60 51 85.0 30
0.2 60 60 31 51.6 23
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Table 5 The effect of moisturizing treatment on survival rate
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Moisturizing treatment No. of graft No. of investigated No. of survival Survival rate
FY-1 7467 FY-1 petrochemical 60 60 55 91.7
W liquid beeswax 60 60 54 90.0
¥A4% 44} plastic bag full closure 60 60 56 93.3
%t ## The control 60 60 19 31.7
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Study on Grafting Technique of
Multipurpose Salix X aureo-pendula CL.

WEI Song' , WANG Dan’ ,SHU Yu’,LI Jing’
(1. Third Nursery of Harbin, Harbin, Heilongjiang 150050; 2. Heilongjiang Forestry Re-
search Institute, Harbin, Heilongjiang 150081)

Abstract; In order to enhance the environmental adaptability of Salix X aureo-pendula CL. ,using salix aureo-
pendula as scion, the factors affecting the survival rate of grafting such as rootstocks, grafting time, grafting
method, scion thickness,moisturizing treatment were all studied to screen the most suitable grafting method.
The results showed that:salix X chuibaonica CL 109’ was the best stock with highest survival rate(96%),
followed by weeping willow(80%). The best grafting time was at the early April in the spring, the survival rate
was more than 90%. The best grafting method was bark graft(93. 3%). The appropriate scion thickness was
0.8 cm,and using plastic bag full closure was the best moisturizing treatment.
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