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Effects of Different Substrate Rations on Rooting of Betula nigra “redula” Cuttings
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Abstract
and coconut chaff on the rooting rate,, rooting number, total rooting length, and average rooting length of the cuttings of Betula nigra “redula”
were studied. [ Result]The results showed that the effects of different substrate rations on the rooting rate, rooting number, total rooting
length, and average rooting length of the cuttings were different significantly. The rooting rate, rooting number, total rooting length, and aver-

[ Objective ] To screen the suitable substrate formulas for cutting. [ Method ] The effects of different substrate rations of peat, perlite

age rooting length of the cuttings were 85.07%, 8. 14 roots, 15.99 c¢m and 2. 01 cm respectively treated as substrate ration 50% peat, 20%
perlite and 30% coconut chaff. [ Conclusion ] Mixed substrate of 50% peat, 20% perlite and 30% coconut chaff can be used as the suitable

substrate formula for cuttings rooting of Beiula nigra “redula”.
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