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A Study on the Adaptability of Ten Liana Species Coverings in Side Slope

ZHANG Zhao-yang', XU Gui-fang', ZHOU Feng-xia', XIANG Zhuo-xiang?
(1.Changsha Environmental Protection College, Changsha, Hunan 410004, China 2. College of Agronomy, Hunan Agriculture University,
Changsha, Hunan 410128 China)

Abstract; The applicability of ten liana spedes coverings in side slope, including survival rate, vegetation cover, tillering
length were compared in the study. The result showed that all materials could adapt in side slope of the area. A mong the
10 materials, Ficus tikoua, Parthenocissus tricuspidata and Euonymus fortunei were the best in the side slope environ-
ment, and that of Ficus pumila and Mucuna sempervirens Hemsl were the better. Therefore, Ficus tikoua and Euony -
mus fortunei were two kinds of quality liana that were suitable to the side slope environment.

Key words: Liana; Side slope; Adaptability

U = NI = =N = i
v YA M I M AR = R 85 R R N
U M
[/} n
\ Mn
U B T e 51 R G (4o B d RBR S ) 006 AR A B IR E Tk 104 n

=g B A A
R AT TR

U iR, A RF RGBT RR ST L TR (FERMK) T E

¥
UoOMBRI, R LA F IR BT AR R FF R ITREALNR LR AEGRY L

201



