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, 7.0 cm, RH75%
1
/em
0 5d 10 d 15 d 20 d
. 7 (L. boczkarnikowii)
RH45% 20.1 21.6(1.5) 22.5(2.4) 22.6(2.5) 22.9(2.8)
RH55% 22.0 22.500.5) 23.9(1.9 25.1(3. D 25.6(3.6)
RH65 % 21.6 23.5(1.9) 24.1(2.5) 25.003.4) 25.4(3.8)
RH75% 21.2 22.8(1.6) 23.9(2.7) 24.8(3.6) 26.0(4.8)
“ "(L. pallasii)
RH45 % 28.2 30.2(2.0) 32.003.8) 32.2(4.0) 33.1(4.9)
RH55% 30.1 32.1(2.0) 33.2@3. D 33.8(3.7) 35.6(5.5)
RH65% 30. 6 31.9(1. 3) 34.4(3.8) 35.0(4.4) 36.2(5.6)
RHT75% 29.8 30.9(1. 1) 33.1(3.3) 35.5(5.7) 37.0(7.2)
* 7 (L. edulis)
RH45% 25.5 27.6(2. 1D 27.92. 0 28.4(2.9) 28.6(3. D
RH55% 27.1 28.1(1.0) 28.4(1.3) 28.9(1.8) 30.1(3.0)
RH65% 24.7 26.9(2.2) 27.1(2.4) 29.0(4.3) 29.7(5.0)
RH75% 25.3 27.1(1. 8) 28.4(3. D 29.2(3.9) 30.7(5.4)
. ”(L. altaicai)
RH45% 35.1 38.5(3.4) 40.9(5.8) 41.6(6.5) 42.1(7.0)
RH55% 33.5 35.8(2.3) 37.1(3.6) 38.6(5. 1) 41.8(8.3)
RH65 % 36.1 37.3(1.2) 40.6(4.5) 41.7(5.6) 46.2(10. 1)
RH75% 30.9 32.6(1.7) 36.1(5.2) 39.2(8.3) 42.2(11.3)
“ ”(L. Kamtschatica)
RH45 % 21.0 22.2(1.2) 22.6(1.6) 23.12. 1D 23.3(2.3)
RH55% 19.3 20.3(1.0) 20.5(1.6) 22.1(2.8) 22.5(3.2)
RH65% 21.5 22.3€0.8) 22.6(1. D 23.8(2.3) 24.1(2.6)
RH75% 19.9 21.9(2.0) 22.1(2. 1) 23.5(3.6) 24.9(5.0)
“EYL-1”
RH45% 31.6 33.4(1. 8) 33.9(2.3) 35.1(3.5) 36.6(5.0)
RH55% 30.1 32.9(2.8) 33.4(3.3) 34.6(4.5) 35.1(5.0)
RH65% 29.6 32.5(2.9) 33.6(4.0) 36.3(6.7) 38.3(8.7)
RH75% 31.1 33.1(2.0) 33.9(2.8) 37.5(6.4) 40.7(9.6)
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RH45% 1.5 0.9 0.1 0.3
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RH75% 1.6 1.1 0.9 1.2
“ (L. pallasii)
RH45% 2 1.8 0. 0.9
RH55% 2 1.1 0.6 1.8
RH65% 1.3 2.5 0.6 1.2
RH75% 1.1 2.2 2.4 1.5
"(L. edulis)
RH45% 2.1 0.3 0.5 0.2
RH55% 1 0.3 0.5 1.2
RH65% 2.2 0.2 1.9 0.7
RH75% 0.8 2.3 0.8 1.5
“ " (L. altaicai)
RH45% 3.4 2.4 0.7 0.5
RH55% 2.3 1.3 1.5 3.2
RH65% 1.2 3.3 1.1 4.5
RH75% 1.7 3.5 3.1 3
(L. Kamtschatica)
RH45% 1.2 0.4 0.5 0.2
RH55% 1.0 0.2 1.6 0.4
RH65% 0.8 0.3 1.2 0.3
RH75% 2.0 0.2 1.4 1.4
“EYIL-1”
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Effect of Air Humidity on Relative Growth and Morphology of Blue Honeysuckle

QIN Dong, DUAN Guo-sheng, HUO Jun-wei, SHUI Wei
(College of Horticulture, Northeast Agricultural University, Harbin, Heilongjiang 150030)

Abstract; In order to provide theoretical basis for domestication cultivation of blue honeysuckle,2 years old cuttings of

five species (L. altaicai,L. kamtschatica, L. pallasii, L. edulis, L. boczkarni-kowii) and one variety (‘EYL-1") were

taken as materials to research effect of different relative humidity on height, relative growth, and morphology of blue

honeysuckle. The results showed that Air humidity not only affected the growth and development of blue

honeysuckle, but also on the morphology. Blue honeysuckle grew well at RH75% treatment, the height of blue

honeysuckle and relative growth decreased with the decline of air humidity. The relative growth of L. kamtschatica

was smallest at any treatment. Some leaves of L. kamtschatica,L. boczkarnikowii and L. edulis were wilting, drooping

and tarnish,even fell off on 20th day after at RH45% treatment,while L. altaicai, growth well at low air humidity,

indicated that L. altaicai, was a good breeding material.
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