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Abstract

Japanese privet (Ligustrum japonicum) evergreen shrub of Oleaceae family has many applications
for urban green spaces. In order to study the role of cutting types (semi-hard and soft wood cutting) on
Japanese privet rooting system the experiment was conducted in a completely randomized design. The
semi-hard wood cuttings (with 15 cm length) and softwood cuttings (with 7 cm length) were prepared
from the suitable mother plant, respectively. To reduce the cuttings water |oss the fogging system was
used. The results indicated that the effect of stem cutting types on rooting percentage, rooting average
time and number of roots was significant. So that, rooting percentages for the semi-hard wood and
softwood cuttings were recorded %78 and %96, respectively. The average rooting time in semi-hard
wood and soft wood cuttings were determined 104 and 32 days, respectively and also, the maximum
root number was relate to softwood cuttings in compare to semi-hard wood cuttings.
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