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best condition for rooting of this species was identified as 4 hour immersion in ABT'# with a concentration of 0. 25 g/L.

The age of maternal plants could affect the rooting ability of P. likiangensis var. linzhiensis,indicated by the mean root-

number and the root effective index. Specifically, the rooting ability would decrease with the increasing age of maternal

plant. The rooting ability of the P. likiangensis var. linzhiensis was also affected by the source position on the maternal

plant,since the rooting rate,root number and the root effective index were the lowest in the cutting branches from the top

and northern position of the maternal plant. The results would be of great help to the field collection and the cutting

progagation of P. likiangensis var. linzhiensis.
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Table 1 Three kinds of physiological indexes under the conditions of
different drought stress change analysis of rariance
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Study on Three Physiological Indexes of Lysionotus paui florus Under Drought Stress

LIU Wei? ,DING Chang-chun'? ,CHANG Zheng**
(1. College of Resources and Environment, Wenshan University, Wenshan, Yunnan 663000; 2, Wenshan Biological Resources Development and
Research Center, Wenshan, Yunnan 663000)

Abstract; Taking Lysionotus paui florus as test material, using the method of setting up the arid environment, variation
rules of different drought stress conditions on relative water content, water potential and chlorophyll content of
Lysionotus paui florus leaf were researched,in order to explore physiological response of Lysionotus paui florus under
drought stress. The results showed that the relative water content had no significant change at different degrees of
drought,the water potential increased first and then decreased after 12 days,and the chlorophyll content sharp decline
after 12 days too. The results suggested that the drought had little influence on Lysionotus paui florus within 12 days,but
the Lysionotus paui florus were destructed after 12 days of drought treatment,it should be timely watering of Lysionotus
paui florus after 12 days of drought in order to avoid injury.
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