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Research on Cutting and Propagating of Rhodomyrtus tomentosa
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Abstract

factor experiment,the rooting rate, rooting numbers and average root length were used as rooting indexes, the effects of cutting medium, cutting

(Guangdong Food and Drug Vocational College , Guangzhou , Guangdong 510520)
[ Objective | The research aimed to study the the best cutting propagation condition of Rhodomyrtus tomentosa. | Method | Using single

age and naphthylacetic acid(NAA) and indolebutyric acid(IBA) on rooting of Rhodomyrtus tomentosa were studied. [ Result ] There were better
rooting rate of loess among 3 kinds of matrix. One year old cutting slips were better than others. 100 mg/L NAA and 100 mg/L IBA could in-
creased rooting rate to 40.67% ,number of rooting were 6.77, root length was 5.63 cm. [ Conclusion ] The study provides experimental technical

support for the cutting propagation of Rhodomyrius tomentosa.
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Table 1 Effects of different cutting matrix on rooting of cutting slips

s HE AR AR (SN

No. Matrix Rooting rate // % Rooting numbers // 5% Root length // cm
1 GRS 16.40 £0.62 a 4.30+0.26 a 3.87%0.25a
2 WA+ BT+ B 9.90 +£0.36 ¢ 2.50 £0.36 ¢ 2.27+0.21 ¢
3 BERE 12.30 £0.82 b 3.27+0.40 b 3.17+0.31 b

T RPN RV NG R R 22 57 35 (P <0.05)

Note: Different lowercase letters with same column indicate significant difference (P <0.05)
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Table 2 Comparison of rooting effects of cutting slips with different growth years

H= B33 He # ..
No. Cutting slips e ootng oot lengt
rate // % numbers // 4% cm
1 2 A f AR 6.37 +0.38 ¢ 2.10£0.20 ¢ 1.60+0.20 ¢
2 1.5 4FAE AT 11.93 +0.57 b 3.10£0.20 b 3.20£0.36 b
3 1 A A df Rl 16.57 £0.50 a 4.53+0.21 a 3.97+0.21 a

I FSIAR/ NG TR 225 2% (P <0.05)

Note: Different lowercase letters with same column indicate significant difference (P <0.05)
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Table 3 Effects of different plant growth regulators and concentrations on rooting of cutting slips

Qb AR AR [i:§S
Treatment Rooting rate // % Rooting numbers // 5% Root length // cm
I 19.13 £0.25 ¢ 4.27+£0.21 ¢ 4.07 £0.15 ¢
I 15.23 £0.40 d 4.07 £0.15 ¢ 3.93+0.25 cd
I 18.80 £0.36 ¢ 4.27+0.21 ¢ 3.63+0.21 cd
v 19.37 £0.31 ¢ 4.43 +0.15 ¢ 3.60 £0.26 d
A% 40.67 £0.57 a 6.77 £0.35 a 5.63+0.25 a
Vi 31.93+1.15 b 5.87+0.21 b 5.00+0.26 b
X} 18 Control 15.00 +0.26 d 4.00+0.26 ¢ 3.57+0.25d

T FPIA RV NG FRRR 22 57 35 (P <0.05)

Note: Different lowercase letters with same column indicate significant differences( P <0.05)
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