- EHRIEFF - 1m0

wF @ ¥ 201522):78~50

DOI.:10. 11937/ bfyy. 201522021

“NETBES AR ERFERAN

i

4

QUL BT Pl AR 2 S B » 177 B PR 110016)

B B ABEEERUCRNERSFERLABEANE FOLWET - FAEENG A
FEARGR AT T 3 B B 4 77 ik, BF T T 3 B 1) s 48 B AR SR A i IR S RS 35 “ AR 7 i

E5URNERFBRERGY 0, UL E"BEESCRNERFBRERELINRZ,

HRE

B FEREEAS AP E9 A La)hE AR R B AR P IREBORE RS AR —F
ABHNETH G AMELEI~2m AT FRFHEAT'HBEFRAT RERES EHTRE

FHE I, TR F

SRR OO AL A SR 2R B IR R

hE 43S .S 661. 116

UTEER , 1 3 d Pl BOR R 22, (E ELIE RE S 76 A7 1% L bl
DX A R B BT ) B TR, TS "I SR “ LN 7S
RIS T BA DU SURMREES IS,
HEA WAL R R T R S50 R ARE™ Y, BLLA
“OEHE” W 55 1“1 P 7 3 R 24 4 A B A O R DAL

'{’E%ﬁﬂ:%éfﬁ(1983‘) ) % 931?/\9$7H'9L7F—%M5 9Iﬂai£‘}>}\$ @
AR AT B R E R ERE I, Email: yangruid20@
163. com.

s B #A:2015—07—23

[13] Zer#t, L7, 2 B, 4. LU 25 41 3% 1 £h 35 38 BRIt 6 16 %% £ A%
S trT]. db 2, 2013(16) 1 18-21.
[14] T,k Fh RESZMETHRHRIT] BETNA—RE KE%E%

XEFRIDAG B XEHES:1001—0009(2015)22—0078—03

A E T — AR RO AR, R AT 2 &
HRZFHEDT R IR ST T 25 4 ) 320 9 B ARE AR AL I Al A
BELEXF T 5 5 “ L0 Y 3SR 2 B B AR AR D
BRSO 3 5 L A SR RIS R B R .
1 #REFEE
L1 sk

BERATRE D “ a7 3 5 “ 4L R B LAY
ZNETH LR H OO RSO N 7R SR
#o iy 2= L T — AR AR

#%,2005(6) :26-29.
[15] E gk, XIBk AR, 8 & Ak 1y B Ak 1 7E A 40 308 5% 0 3 8 A 2 b 9 1 P
[J]. A A B3 1, 1989 (1) < 1-7.

Assessment of Salt Tolerance of Fourteen Species of Ground Cover Plant

CHEN Jianan"? , YUAN Xiaohuan®* ,LIU Yanfen!
(1. College of Agriculture, Hebei University of Engineering, Handan, Hebei 056021 ;2. Beijing Research and Development Center for Grass and
Environment , Beijing 100097 ;3. Key Laboratory of Urban Agriculture (North) , Ministry of Agriculture,Beijing 100097)

Abstract;: By used the method of artificial stress potting,14 species ground cover plants were stress treated by two kinds
treatments of 25% and 50% seawater concentration. Comprehensive analysis was made by the growth performance, the
salt injury index,the salt injury rate,the cell membrane permeability and other index of plants which were stess treated.
The results showed that salt tolerance of the 14 ground cover plants varied and classified into four grades, Sabina
wvulgaris , Sedum spectabile and Sedum aizoon were the strongest; Iris lactea var. chinensis, Liriope spicata ,
Parthenocissus quinque folia and Belamcanda chinensis were stronger; Miacanthus sinensis ¢ Gold Bar’, Pennisetum
alopecuroides , Hemerocallis fulva ‘Golden Doll” and Phalaris arundinacea ‘Picta’ were middle; Rosa cvs, Aster
novi-belgii and Carex leucochlora were the weakest.

Keywords : ground cover plant;salt tolerance;salt injury index;salt injury rate;membrane permeability
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Technology on Bud Grafting of ‘Guanghui’ Crabapple and ‘Redlove’ Apple

YANG Rui
(Shenyang Academy of Landscape Gardenin,Shenyang,Liaoning 110016)

Abstract; With annual shoot of ‘Guanghui’ crabapple and ‘Redlove’ apple as a scion,as well as annual seedling of the

wild apricot, plum,siberian crabapple as a rootstock, ‘ T”-shape bud grafting and plate budding method was applied, the

effect of surviving rate on the time of bud grafting,part selection of scion for ‘Guanghui ’crabapple and ‘Redlove”’ apple

with bud were studied,and it was expected to reach the highest surviving rate of bud grafting. The results showed that

the best time for bud grafting was in the middle of August to early September; central part of annual shoot was

appropriately chose, and by which reached high surviving rate; annual seedling of the wild siberian crabapple as a

rootstock was used,which was advisable to choose the thickness of 1—2 centimeter; ‘ T’-shape bud grafting was priority,

which could reach high surviving rate,and if the best time of bud grafting was missed, the plate budding method was

applied.

Keywords ; ‘ Guanghui’ crabapple; ‘Redlove” apple;bud grafting;surviving rate
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