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Effect of Different Methods of Grafting on success
percentage and (chlorophyll, carbohydrates) percentage
in scions of walnut (Belhsein2)

Malek al hafez*

Abstract

The study was carried out during 2020 and 2021 in private farm in Deir Al-Asafer -
Damascus countryside governorate, to determine the effect of different methods of grafting
on success percentage of the grafting and (chlorophyll, carbohydrates) percentage in scions
of walnut (Belhsein2). Grafting was effectuated in spring by using 2 methods: chip and
annular budding.

The results showed that grafting in spring by using annular budding reached a significant
increase in grafting success 20.81% compared to grafting in spring by using chip
budding13.87% for both seasons.

The results also showed that grafting in spring by using annular budding reached a
significant increase in (chlorophyll a, chlorophyll b, chlorophyll a+b and carbohydrates)
percentage in the leaves of scions (0.11mg/g, 0.19mg/g, 0.21mg/g, 1.74 %) respectively,
compared to grafting in spring by using chip budding (.007 mg/g, 0.15 mg/g, 0.18 mg/g,
1.51%) respectively for both seasons.
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