Fa424% % 6 MR
2015412 A4

Mol B
Journal of Jiangsu Forestry Science & Technology

SLEHE.1001-7380(2015)06-0015-04

AERBEERYR ST RN ERERRI

Eawy, R mtF

(UHAEMALBLZARITE S TR AL A BT 3 IR SR - S MR S IR, 7195 fiat 211153)

FEE SE R EEE, WE T 23 AR RIS RIEAMIR 7585 Y 1 M (270 mg/kg) BIAAIE 3 T = | BHASCECRT T4 5t
i 25 R R R RIVEAMI A A K R IAE AR 1 25 22 5, 9125 i 1 A K Fe B AR I ME AR JE P R 2343,35-9,55-2,
2358F12413 , gtk — e H 44 (B S 75 Y - 3ERE J7 (0 HE R BUMIAR SR 1A )

KR FE MR 55 A706 0 s TR T e
FE 4> 2K S ;S792. 11;X503. 235 XHEfFRER A doi:10.3969/].issn.1001-7380.2015.06.004

Growth performance of 23 types of bush willow in the lead-polluted site

HUANG Rui-fang, WANG Hong-ling, SHI Shi-zheng
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for Conservation and Utilization of Agricultural Germplasm, Nanjing 211153, China)

Abstract: We examined the survival rate, stem height, resprouting number and dry weight of 23 types of bush willow under
lead pollution (270 mg/kg) site by a field test. Significant variations were found among them in growth performance, and
our data indicated that Clone 2343, 35-9, 55-2, 2358 and 2413 had rather better growth performance, which might lay

foundation for the subsequent choice of the potential bush willow candidates for phytostabilization of Pb—contaminated soils.
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