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Experiments on Characterigics of Wheat Roots Difference bet ween
Apple- wheat Intercropping Sysem and Wheat Monoculture Sysem

MENG Ping®, ZHANG Jimsong®, YIN Changjun®, MA Xiac-Gi?, FENG Wei-dong®
( 1. Research Inditute of Foredry, CAF, Beijing 100091, China;
2. Foredry Inditute of Henan Province, Zhengzhou 450003 ,Henan, China)

Abstract : The difference characterigics of wheat roots between the gople-wheat intercropping and the
wheat monoculture(CK) was conducted in the hilly regon of Taihang Mountains. The results show that :
during the wheat double ridge-meturity sage , the anmount of wheat fine roots in the intercropping is about
4. 74 % nore than that in the CK; there is no sgnificant difference of vertica and tempora roots di stribu-
tion trend between the intercropping and the CK.
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