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Effects of Planting Density on Appearance Quality and Productivity of
White Cutting Chrysanthemum

YANG Lin
(Beijing City Agricultural Technology Extension Station,Beijing 100029)

Abstract: Taking single flower cutting chrysanthemum ¢ White” (Chrysanthemum mori folium cv. Shenma) as test
material , the cultivation density of 80,100,120 plants/m?® greenhouse cultivation conditions on chrysanthemum growth,
morphogenesis index and yield were studied. The results showed that within the ranges of test planting density on the
greenhouse condition, no effect of the plant height and leaf number was observed, while the stem diameter, flower
diameter,fresh mass,and class A product rate decreased significantly as the planting density increasing. Therefore, there
was an equilibrium point of productivity and quality. Combined with the benefit analysis,the density 100 plants/m’ had
the best economic efficiency. This study could provide a reference for the white cutting chrysanthemum production.
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Fig.1 Changes of total chlorophyll in different species
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tree species in different locations
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Study on the Main Physiological Adaptive of Air Pollution of
the Garden Plants in Jilin City

SHEN Lu',JIA Yun-sheng’ ,PAN Li-mei®
(1. Jilin Green Office, Jilin,Jilin 132011;2. Redstone Forestry Bureau in Jilin Province, Jilin,Jilin 132400 ;3. Bethua University,Jilin,Jilin 132013)

Abstract:In the environment of different air pollution of Jilin city,the chlorophyll a,b contents and their ratio changes,

changes of the conductivity and net photosynthetic rate (Pn), transpiration rate (Tr),stomatal conductance (C) of the

main garden plant leaves were determimed,the adaptability of plants under different environmental conditions as well as

the degree of injury were studied to screen greening tree species under different environmental conditions. The results

showed that Weigela florida , Ligustrum L. , Euonymus hamiltonianus , Catalpa ovata and Sytinga microphyla were

suitable for industrial zone. Catalpa ovata , Ulmuspumila L. , Euonymus hamiltonianus and Sytinga microphyla were

suitabe for heavy traffic area.

Key words: garden plant;air pollution;physiological adaptive
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