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Table 1 Different rooting power on new sprout cuttage ’ ABT o
of Tibet wild Rubus 3.4
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Table 2 Different thick cuttage on new sprout
Treatment 1 Treatment 2 Treatment 3 CK
2 2 2
Stick area NO NO NO NO
Germination Germination 2 buds Germination Germination Germination Germinaton 2 buds  Germination Germination 2 buds
3.0~4.9 12 3 3 8 6 20 3 5 7 9 2
5.0~6.9 45 10 25 25 4 25 5 7 25 12 4
7.0~ 8.9 3 2 1 19 11 18 3 11 13 7 5
9.0~10.9 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 2 0
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Preliminary study on Hardwood Cutting of Tibet Wild
Rubus with Different Rooting Powder

WANG Zhong-hong, GUAN Zhirhua, ZANG Jiarr cheng XI Gao-qgiang
(Plant ScirTech Department of Tibet Agricultural and Animal Husbandiy College Linzhi, Tibet 860000, China)

Abstract; T he effect on Tibet wild rubus hardwood cutting of different rooting powder were studied, taken Tibet wild
rubus with 5 strong buds and stem diameter 3.0 ~10.9 mm and one or tow year old as material. The result showed that
different rooting powder could improve cutting woods of Tibet wild rubus grow new buds at the same time increased
grow new buds of cutting woods and the rooting powder treatment better to CK in forming wound callus of cutting
woods. The stem diameters of cutting woods influenced to grow new buds, 5.0 ~8.9 mm was the best stem diameter.
The strong rooting powder was the best to Tibet wild rudus hardwood cutting, next was ABT1 and ABT2 in synthetic
effect.

Key words; Tibet; Wild rubus; Hardw ood cutting; Rooting powder
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