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Effects of Different Substrate on Cutting Rooting of a Early-ripening
Peach Cultivar ‘ Siyuehong in Guangxi

ZHANG Jing-chi GONG Hong-juan JIANG Qiao-sheng, LI Jiewei LI Chun
(Guangxi Institute of Botany, Guangxi Zhuangzu Autonomous Region and the Chinese Academy of Sciences Guilin, Guangxi 541006 China)

Abstract: Based on a early-ripening peach cultivar © Siyuehong” and 6 types of substrate i. e. sand+moss, sand, ash soil,
ash soil+-moss yellow upland soil, yellow upland soil+moss, the cutting propagation experiment was carried out for
filtering the best substrate. The results show ed that, in terms of 4 indexes of rooting ratio, rooting number, rooting
length and rooting diameter, sand+moss appeared to be more significantly effective than others; according to compre-
hensive appraisal of cutting effect about substrate with subordinate function the order was sand+ moss™ sand> yellow
upland soil>> ash soil> yellow upland soil+-moss™ ash soil+moss. Therefore, sand+moss was appropriate to cutting
propagation for early-ripening peach cultivar ¢ Siyuehong’ .
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