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Abstract
selection, grafting time and preservation time. The results showed that when grafting, strong scions and rootstocks without diseases and insect

The twig grafting techniques of Pinus densifloravar var. Zhangwuensis were studied in high altitude areas from the aspects of scion

pests with suitable thickness must be selected; according to the climate characteristics and the influence of temperature on callus production in
Lhasa, the grafting time should be chosen at the end of May and the beginning of June; the preservation time of scions was negatively correla-
ted with the survival rate of grafting, so the transportation and preservation time should be shortened and the grafting time should be improved,

in order to promote the survival rate of grafting.
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Fig.1 Effect of preservation time on graft survival rate
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Fig.2 Effects of scions of different specifications on graft sur-

vival rate
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