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Effects of PP:3; on Physiology Index of Two Festuca arundinacea
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Abstract; Through determination and analysis of the physiological characteristic and quality characteristic, the method of

spraying PP=3 of different concentrations to deal with Festuca arundinacea was used in the experiment. The results
showed that the usage of PPs3 could improve the SPAD of leaves. Catalase (CAT ) activity, the free praline (PRO) con-
tent and malondialdehyde (MDA ) content increased with the increasing of ncentration;  Qiangjin’ was the suitable

lawn grass of the Liaocheng city because its’ resistance was good than' Hongxiang’ ; Lawn quality score was the highest

. 2 : : 2
when the concentration was 600 mg/ m . Lawn quality was the best when the concentration was between 600 mg/ m’,

that was the best application rate. Lawn quality was not significantly difference between ¢ Qiangjin’ and ‘ H ongxiang’ .

Theoretic guide w as provided for the management of lawn.
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