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results showed that compared with the CK treatment, the treatment with the highest rooting rate (77%) and

rooting index(34. 28 cm) in summer cutting propagation test was that cutting materials soaked in 100 mg « L™}
NAA and 100 mg » L™ IBA for three hours(the following was replaced by T2). The trend of dynamic changes of

nutrient substance content of T2 and CK were similar, concentration of the soluble sugar had shown ‘down-up-

down-up-down”’ changings,the soluble starch had shown down-up-down-up’ changings,the soluble protein had

shown ‘up-down-up’ changings. T2 had improved the content of soluble sugar and soluble protein in phloems and

promoted the degradation and transformation of soluble starch. However, there was no obvious effect of auxins on

shortening the breedingcycle of adventitious root occurrence of Acer buergerianum Miq.
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Table 1

Species source

4 # Species

F I Source

JM¥ Pinus tabuli formis Carr,
& T WS Pinus sylvestris L. var, mongolica Litv.
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K Ligustrum obtusi folium Sieb. et Zucc,
ZLER AR Swida alba Opiz
LM #y Ulmus pumila cv. jinye
EIA M Amygdalus triloba(Lindl ) Ricker
&3 Caryopteris clandonensis * Worcester Gold’
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Fig. 1 Growth of green tree speciesin different provenances
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Fine Greening Tree Species Selection of Ordos City

DANG Xiaohong™? ,GAO Yong™?,GAQ Lirong® ,CHEN Xiaona' ,BAO Lei* , WANG Zhenyi' ,LI Peng'
(1. Desert Science and Engineer College,Inner Mongolia Agriculture University, Hohhot, Inner Mongolia 010019;2. Wind Erosion Key
Laboratory of Central and Local Government, Hohhot,Inner Mongolia 010018;3. Inner Mongolia Autonormous Forestry Information
Center, Hohhot, Inner Mongolia 010010;4., Urban and Rural Planning Management Center in Tongliao City, Tongliao , Inner Mongolia
028000)

Abstract;: Several tree species under different site conditions were used test materials in Ordos. The plant height,
DBH, crown width,new branch length and other indicators of the city greening tree species were studied with the
methods of field investigation and historical data collection. Furthermore analyzed the existing specie’s advantages
and problems. The results showed that, Pinus tabuli formis Carr, Picea asperata Mast. and Pinus sylvestris L.
var. mongolica Litv. were all better in local growth. The growth of Pinus sylvestris L. var. mongolica Litv. was
slightly better than that of the other two species, and it could be used as the backbone tree species of future
greening tree species Pinus sylvestris, Ligustrum obtusi folium Sieb. , Pinus sylvestris L. , Sophora japonica ,
Picea asperata Mast, Caryopteris clandonensis were suitable for growth in aeolian sandy soil, but Pinus
tabuli formis Carr. and Ulmus pumila cv. jinye had great growth in the chestnut soil.

Keywords : Ordos ; urban greening;fine tree species
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