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Rose Miniplant Propagation by Grafting

Chien-Young Chu

National Chung-Hsing University

Summary

In Taiwan. roses are evergreen and are propagated by marcotting all year round. The Growers
lund that productivity of *Samantha’ roses propagated by marcotting after three-ycar cultivation was in-
ferior to those budded to Rosa multiflora. However, budding a plant required more time and labor than
marcotting a plant. In addition, budded-plant has a too large root volume to be a pot plant. In this re-

view, many graftcdcutting methods for propagating roses were introdued.



