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Effects of Grafting Methods on Grafting Efficiency and Grafting Seedling Growth of Cucumber in Mountain

Lv Wen-jun, WU Xu-jiang, CHEN Yin-gen" et al  (Xinchang Vegetable Station, Xinchang, Zhejiang 312500)

Abstract [ Objective | The aim was to screen out the optimal cucumber grafting method. [ Method ] Using Jinyou 4 cucumber as scion and
Yongzhen 2 as rootstock to carry out experiments, effects of three grafting methods ( close-joining grafting, cuttage grafting, double root cutting
close-joining grafting) on grafting efficiency and grafting seedling growth of cucumber were studied. [ Result] The results showed that the survival
rate, grafting efficiency and grafting seedling growth of cucumber by double root cutting close-joining grafting is better than by other two methods.

[ Conclusion] Double root cutting close-joining grafting is suitable for popularization and application in Xinchang Area,Zhejiang Province.
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Table 1 Effects of grafting methods on survival rate of cucumber

N BERHR ORI
1((?(1%7}—{2: Grafting Survival Survival
mle‘:h;?ii total plants plants rate

/S /S %
k4% Close- 192 176 91.7a
joining grafting
ffi#% Cuttage grafting 192 181 94.3a
XU 192 185 96.4a

Double root -cutting
close-joining grafting
T [FFAR NG FREFRIRAL BEHTE 0. 05 /KF 22 R 3
Note: Different lowercases in the same column stand for significant differ-
ence at 0.05 level among treatments.




44 %24 3

BXEF  WaEH ENL NG LA B S A KR 29

2.2 AEBEAEZNERNGEIRO®ME H%2 mH,
ARG 7 R W I B R 25 S I AS 35, A2 1) BB R
e, 35 94. 2 R/ A BRI IR B AR ARG, Ry 88,7 B/ h s WU
HRAT B G T T BT B S 4. 2% , T RE 2 PRk UK AR A 12 v
T AR AT BT A T, MR R i, ASRliga 7
PG TR 5 B3 DUSTHR AR Bavk i 6 T askdne i, 43 3
IR 5 3. 1% F1 6. 5% , 1] UL, S FH WL AR 47f 2 v 42
TG RN OR IS BRI G2 T34

2.3 AEBEAENERNGEESEROEME HE3 0
ST AR TR I 4 ik X 8 JTCIGR 2 1 4 K 10 5 i 7 7 I8 35 1 22
5o RUMTHRAT P2 I F R AR R 3 dme i, oo e iy, 3K 9. 35 e,
ORI AR IR LR, 23594 0. 39 F18.61 cm, ELM %, K 2.6
R SRR R A KSR ., LRl B 2 BRI 430
6.47.0.31.,6.27 cm, FLHEH 2.0 Fr ;i 5 e U I

HRIAAE R B2 . WL AR R e KR o
S, b OSURT AR A i e S I B
R2 AEEEREXENERE TR0

Table 2 Effects of grafting methods on grafting efficiency of cucumber
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Grafting Gmﬁmf Gmftnng Grafting

methods surviva rate efficiency
rate // % #/h

542 Close- 91.7a 94.2a 86.4a

joining grafting

1% Cuttage grafting 94.3a 88.7a 83.6b

HRT S e 96.4a 92.4a 89.1a

Double root cutting
close-joining grafting
T [FFIAE NG FREFRIRAL BREAE 0. 05 /KF 28 5 3
Note: Different lowercases in the same column stand for significant differ-
ence at 0.05 level among treatments.
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Table 3 Effects of grafting methods on grafting seedling growth of cucumber

g4k HeRd R B LML
Grafting Scion height Scion stem Plant width Euphylla
methods cm diameter // cm cm number //
4% Close-joining grafting 6.47b 0.31b 6.27b 2.0b
i1 Cuttage grafting 5.24c¢ 0.23¢ 5.38¢ 1.5¢
KUK 22 Double root cutting 9.35a 0.39a 8.6la 2.6a

close-joining grafting

TE RIS NG FREFIR A BRI TE 0. 05 K- 2553 3

Note: Different lowercases in the same column stand for significant difference at 0.05 level among treatments.
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