FEAL AR BT 2009, 24(3); 102~104

Journal of Northwest Forestry University

AEHBIEHEEX MR FIRR LB E R

FrLH, B &

Y,k &, EHEH

(Bt AB B RE Kk BRFRSESHTBESLRE, KE HE 712100

B EATF.FTFREAT Ad ERA/XAS, B FRRARARARAASRE, LR
TRARFHASTERBFRER AKFOY R, SRAN.FRARFHAERRALELSR &
AN BRERABKEEZFARLRAE A 2HRFRER FTHRZFLLEFHALKRIGYHY
HA AR I HARAGHRAR, RS ARRBEARER, RAEEK,

XRF:RFEH 8% 50,89
S EAfHES.5728.2 NRERIAE A

S E K-S :1001-7461(2009)03-0102-03

Influence of Different Drought Afforestation Measures on the Growth of Seedlings of

Pinus tabulae formis and P. tabulaeformis f. sekannesis
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Abstract:In the arid and semi-arid conditions, differences existed in the performance between the applica-

tions of integrated and single technique aided afforestation. Pinus tabulaeformis and P. tabulaeformis f.

sekannesis were selected as the test species, influences of different drought resistance techniques on the
survival rates, and growth were investigated. The integrated technique of applying water retaining agent

~+ plastic water controlling bag+ permeable membrane exhibited more significant performance than that of

applying single technique in seedling survival rate, seedling growing height, and the growth of the new

twigs of the seedlings.
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Table 1 Influence of different drought afforestation measures
on the survival rate of P. tabulaeformis and

P. tabulae formis f. sekannesis Y%
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Table 2 Influence of different driught sfforestation measures on
average height of P, tabulae formis and P. tabulae formis f. sek
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Table 3 Influence of different drought afforestation measures
on the average growth of new twigs of P. tabulaeformis and
P. tabulae formis f. sek is em
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