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Root morphological characteristics, such as length , surface area,volume orders and number of root system
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of three greening conifer species — Platycladus orientalis: Pinus tabulaeformis and  Pinus bungeana, were
analyzed in the paper- The results showed that root morphology of the three species was consistent well, in
which the root link s accumulative length and surface area of roots in d~1 mm accounted for the majority of
total roots: while roots in =<2 mm were the principal part in root system- And link > surface area of roots in
order of 03 accounted for 7076 of total roots- Branching capability of the root system of Pinus bungeana was
weaker than that of Platycladus orientalis and Pinus tabulaetormis: and that of Pinus tabulaetormis root was

the most intensive -
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FIGURE 1 Relationship between diameter and morphological parameters to Pinus tabulacformis. Platycladus orientalis and Pinus bungeana
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TABLE 1 Proportions of root number oot length and root surface area in different diameter classes to total roots
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FIGURE 2 Relationship among the parameters of root architecture to Pinus tabulacformis. Pinus bungeana and Platycladus orientalis
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FIGURE 3 Relationship between root order and morphological parameters to Pinus tabulagformis, Pinus bungeana and Platycladus orientalis
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