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Study on Selection of Stocks and Productive Capacity of Tree via Hard Branch
Graft in Varieties of Vitis amurensis rupr. Mainly Planted

SONG Run-gang, LU Wen-peng, SHEN Yujie, LI Changysw FAN Shu-tian
(Institute of wild Economic Animal and Plant Research of Science of CAAS., Jilin 132109)

Abstract: Study was carried out on high affinity and rooting rate of cleft grafting of hard branch and high via-
bility rate of plants and plants percent transplanted into nursery garden among the varieties of 'Zuoshanyi ',
"Shuanghong ', "Shuangyou "and "Zuoyouhong "of Vitis amurensis rupr. (v.a.r.) mainly planted. Root si-
zes of plants out of nursery garden were bigger than that of self —root, which growth and trees taking shape
were faster and one year earlier into full fruit period than those of self-root trees. Yielding per hectare of 2 ~
6 years ‘grafting trees of those varieties of v.a.r. used 'beta " as stocks was 20.8% higher than that of self-
root trees and which trees had good productive capacities and hereditary stability. Cleft graft of hard branch
of those varieties used 'Gongniang No. 1" as stocks showed low affinity of stock and scion, rooting rate,
plant percent, bloom percent and yield in a productive garden, 3 ~4 year-old graft trees showed low fruit
while full bloom, 5~ 6 year-old graft trees showed alarge mount of death. Treatment of Zuoshangyi"and "
Shuanghong "as stocks and scions for each other and treatment of "Zuoyouhong "as scions, 'Zuoshangyi"
and "Shuanghong "as stocks respectively showed “false living” and no plants.
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