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Research advance on healing mechanism of plant grafting
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Abstract: Plant grafting healing is a process in which the same or heterogeneous plant’s cells, tissues or organs
interact and interplay to form a complete organism. The process is not only regulated by the scion and root-
stock, but also influenced by some external factors. It has become a hotspot research area in botany. Grafting
can improve plant productivity and quality and help the plant adapt to environment. Understanding the mecha-
nism of graft healing makes a great significance to grafting survival rate and the application of grafting technol-
ogy in production. This paper reviewed the morphological process, physiological and biochemical mechanism of
grafted healing as well as its molecular regulation and determinants, and proposed several directions for future
research. [Ch, 71 ref.]
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BT, LA R AR 22 1 52 00 8 T 2850 0 o P 3 R Aol P ™0 BRI, T 1 BTG 252 R T 06
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