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Abstract
years old and 30 years old Aquilaria sinensis (Lour. ) Spreng in spring and autumn was studied, and the scions surviving rate of different ligni-
fication degrees (young shoots, medium shoots and mature shoots) in different concentrations (1 000,1 500,2 500 mg/L) of different growth
regulator treatments (IAA . IBA NAA ABT) was compared. Meanwhile, the survival rate of mature shoots under different rootstock height was

[ Objective | To study the cutting and grafting technology of Aquilaria sinensis. [ Method ] The cutting and grafting of 5 years old 15

also studied. [ Result]The survival rate of IBA treated with 1 500 mg/L concentration was higher than that of other growth regulators; the sur-
vival rate of semi-lignified mature shoots was higher than that of young shoots and medium shoots; the cutting and grafting survival rate of Aqui-
laria sinensis (Lour. ) Spreng in autumn was higher than that in spring; the survival rate of the cuttings was the highest when the rootstock
height was 100 c¢m in mature tree grafting; the grafting was higher survival rate than cuttings. [ Conclusion ]It is suggested that grafting methods
(choose the mature shoots) should be adopted in the vegetative propagation of Aquilaria sinensis ( Lour. ) Spreng. It is better to choose the ro-

otstock height of 100 cm in the mature tree grafting.
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Fig.1 Comparison of cutting survival rate of Aquilaria sinensis ( Lour. ) Spreng with different growth regulators treated in spring and autumn

2.2 FEREER
2.2.1 AFEREANART KW SR E R, AR 1A

X T R — Z IR T, Al AR R 100 em G
gy EAF FKF=2 0 70. 00% ,90. 00% A T AN [] 2= 4



47 £ 14

FERE LRAIAEREERRTR 117

IR T 7, AN R AR o I R s R R TR
o b TRKRAE 100 em B B9 GG AR L BEAT 2 2R I 4%
ARSI R 5, 7 90. 00% , T TR ZEAE 50 em B AYREA |
PEAT B BRI RE 1 G A R, 9 20. 00%

£1 ARKSHATZHHEERERRETEHRERERLER

Table 1 Comparison of grafting survival rate of different cuttings un-

der different rootstock height in spring and autumn %
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Table 2 Comparison of grafting survival rate of different degrees of

lignification in spring and autumn

BERR R = e S
Tree age Season Scion types  Average survival rate//%
544 HE TR 13.33£15.28
5-year old LRE 33.33£15.28
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