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Study of different cutting strength on landscape vegetation growth
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Abstract

From the aesthetic and landscape plant tree crown integrity to be taken into account by
direction, pruning is still mild pruning in a relatively short time initiates can achieve the design and
user requirements, and therefore different pruning methods can allow plant trees have different

growth potential , from the most appropriate method for trimming.

comparable of Acer and Terminalia , strong pruning in Acer growth large new leaves and
high-growth evident, strong pruning in Terminalia is growth large new leaves and have no apparent
high-growth, the laboratory results indicate that both species are planting deciduous trees leaf,
presented the physiological phenomena, that there are significant differences between different
planting pruning to physiological plant implications must be individually testing should not be
generalized.

Because of the broad leaf plant species not yet mature trunk skin transplant survival rate

(36.36 % ) compared with the mature trunk (73.69 % ) , which generally broad leaf plant
species the overall survival rate, it can be seen that broad leaf plant species the transplant work
should choose mature trunk plant material, it would be consistent with the principle of cost the
economy.

Field planting deciduous trees leaf Terminalia, Acer part of the strong pruning than the faster
growth rate of a little cutting, but the branches are concentrated in the trunk of theapical trunk , the
growth should be forced to break the dormancy caused; evergreen tree Michelia the opposite ; part
of the new planting, possibly in the process of transplantation is not fully developed root system,
And resulting from improper maintenance of some dying planting survival percentage, evergreen

trees survival percentage of 66.50%, deciduous trees survival percentage 80.63%.

Key word : strong pruning ~ mild pruning ~ growth potential ~ landscape vegetation
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