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Study on the Adaptability of Several Cool Season Turfgrass in Jingtai Area, Gansu Province

ZHOU Yu-lei et al  (Department of Pratacultural Science, College of Agriculture and Horticulture, Zhongkai University of Agriculture and
Engineering, Guangzhou, Guangdong 510225)

Abstract [ Objective ] Eight varieties of turfgrass were introduced and the evaluation tests were conducted to provide references for the utili-
zation in Jingtai area, Gansu Province. [Method ] Characters related to the environmental adaptability and the turf performance were measured
by single entry and synthetic evaluation during 2002 —2004. The characters included winter hardness, summer hardness, disease tolerance,
green period, density, coverage, texture, and color. [Result ] The results indicated that there were 7 varieties which adapted well to the envi-

ronment. Thereinto, the synthetic evaluation of Poa pratensis cv. Dornie, Poa pratensis cv. Opal, Poa pratensis cv. Haga, Poa pratensis cv.
Eva, Poa pratensis cv. Sobra reached 7, and Festuca rubra cv. Lovisa and Festuca brevipilia cv. Slalom reached 8. They all reached the suit-
able level. Lolium perenne cv. Ronja wasn’ t overwintering. [ Conclusion ] The synthetic evaluation of Festuca rubra cv. Lovisa and Festuca
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Table 2 The surveying and evaluating results of various kinds of turf grass from 2002 to 2004
26 ) y ) 3 LAY
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degree 7 L()Verage 7 resistance resistance resistance perlod perlod perlod evaluatl()n
1 2002 7 8 95 6 9 6 9 03-21 02-11 226 7
2003 7 9 98 6 9 6 9 03-20 10-30 224 7
2004 6 9 98 6 9 5 8 03-23 10-28 219 6
2 2002 8 7 85 6 8 6 9 03-27 1102 220 8
2003 7 8 90 6 9 6 8 03-28 10-30 216 7
2004 8 8 91 6 9 5 9 03-27 10-28 215 7
3 2002 7 6 83 6 8 5 9 03-27 1102 220 6
2003 7 8 90 6 9 5 9 03-26 10-30 218 7
2004 6 8 90 6 9 6 9 03-27 10-28 215 7
4 2002 7 6 80 6 8 6 9 03-28 1102 219 7
2003 6 8 85 6 8 6 9 03-26 10-30 218 6
2004 7 7 86 6 8 6 8 03-27 10-28 215 7
5 2002 6 8 97 6 9 6 8 03-23 1102 224 7
2003 6 9 100 6 9 5 9 03-20 10-30 224 8
2004 6 8 98 6 9 6 9 03-21 10-28 221 7
6 2002 6 - 45 4 - - - - - - -
2003 - - - - - - - - - - -
2004 - - - - - - - - - - -
7 2002 8 9 100 8.5 9 7 9 03-28 11-10 227 8
2003 8 9 100 8 9 7 9 03-26 11-05 224 8
2004 8 8 99 8.5 9 7 9 03-27 11-04 222 8
8 2002 9 9 100 8.5 9 8 9 03-10 11-10 245 9
2003 9 9 100 8 9 9 9 03-11 11-05 239 8
2004 9 9 99 8.5 9 8 9 03-10 11-04 239 8

T EATEE CEEERATID 21 ~2: 823 ~ 48P 5 ~6:8H 7 ~9.

Note: The standards of comprehensive evaluation (evaluating the overall performance) were as follows: Poor, 1 —2; Comparatively poor, 3 —4; Moderate, 5

-6; Well, 7-9.
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Table 2

The mathematics model of setting Seeds under ecological conditions on Salvia splendens
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conditions seeding of main florets seeding of lateral florets inflorescence seeds
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