. . A7 @ E 2000019 94~ 97

x FLOAETW, KZ B, R &, F AR

(1. s 621000; 2. . 558200)

s VA RHGAEAT 1 AR AEAT B R AR & AR, A SR BIAY K BUEL 33 2 A 4% 1
AR, HH BB 5 AR — Bl HUE N T AR A ARAT AT 4R S ATIR. R R,
W TR RAGREAT BN PR 0 FAF AR T AR & 5 09 K ASREAT 230, BAT B A M £ A0
FRF TR 09 KAGREAT A2 3 0 4% My 22 S R R K

H H H H

;S 688.4 A . 1001—0009(2010)19—00H4— 04
2 ) 1
s s 1.1
1 2~3cm , I em « 1 7 (Festuca arundinacea ).
5~84" ; 2007 9
’ 2 s
23
(23 N
, ’ ’ 46%.
’ ’ 11T
14
. , 1.2
. . 12~287C 0% ~
Tt ; ’ ’ 80%. 40 ¢/ m’, 1.
° 1
. ( )
. . . I 100A+ 100B-+1C
g (78] 1l 100A+100B
’ ’ 1 H00A+HID+1C
v 100A+1D
tA: ;B 3 G 3 D
. 4
.SOD
(911

L ERFA982), B, W I MA, Fid, R TE A

B3P E-mail, mengy ul(021 @163. com,

A EMHA971), B, Wk, BB R IR IE ERFE
Fok F L5 4 B 5 F M S AR LA E-mailk grzhouyf @
sohu. com. 2

CHH I A FRRAR S AT e S R 2.1
(A 6F K+ FF] 2007 6006).

. 2010— 05— 31

1.3
Excel SPSS 12.0

9%



=) - o °
b & T 2010019 % ~97
) . 2.2
. 1 , s
) 0~44d s . 2 .4
’ 6~8
) I . 4 .4 1
s 13%.13%.17%+19%. ) 8 )
) I IV, II IV 1 . 6
; . 1%  28%. [ I 10%
8 Y.
100 1l 1.8 40.00
L B 2 L1 T 3(3. 00
& 70 mayg S L2 @2 d 220.00 ‘
oy hg 844 g\;ﬁi 1.0 g4 d £20.00
Z Boa =Y |86 d = 15.00
Z % imgq 0.6 @8 d £10.00
£ 9 = 04 = 500
10 we 0 # n=
0 2 : O B T dbr W ARV hE BELTT AMERITT AREEIV
GE T AT AW GBIV LRBE T ARBETL ARBAIIT ARBHIV AREE T ARBETT ARBAIT ABBEIV
| 2 3
2.3 2.4
3 ) , SOD
) ) . I II
, ) 6 d. I
2.13~2.81 g/ g IV SOD 4 d,
) . I IL I IV SOD
2, I v 232%- 3.6 4.2 . I II
2711%. I II 142%4.150%. SOD 2.7 2.9 .
11 \Y I 1L I IV ,
4 , 2 6 I II . II
, I Y . 8 ,
) M1 IV 34.56. SOD ,
2.39 o/ g, 12.3 13.8 . ) .
I I 5.2 5.9 .
et (1 Bt 1 B (S 101 Bl (S 1Y —— KOPL T a- ARRLTT —— ARFETIT - BTV G T - G —a ARBETTT -—m-AbBHIV
10 000. 07 100.07 4.000 [
9 000. 90.0[
8 000. ]]Ti; 80.0L T 3000
g 7 000 % 700} El
~ 6 000. 4o 2 2.000F
v i 60.0} =
5 000. = g
& B, = 50.0] = 1000k
3 000. 40.0L . ; . . ] .
) ‘ 3 B o - &k 24 44 6d  8d
4 5 6
SOD MDA

95



At & Z 2000019); 94~ 97

2.5 3 4
5 , 2d —
4 d, . . . SOD.
) > > > I. N 6 4
6d 8d | v . 4
. II .
I 6d ,
° s IV H Al]: (X/_an )/ ()(imax _Ximin)a AI] -
° H Xy" - H .Xrimin
) o ;Xvimax_ o
2.6 | .
Ay=—24 Ay i
’ 4 ni—1
b °
b
, MDA 3
, , [(0.519> 11€0. 518> V(0. 481>
5 d I110. 478).
’
.6 .4~8d > I
N> III
A 1 AXvij_Xlixlirl
’ L L2y amm
Y leax _Ximin °
2
I I v
0d 2d 4d 6d 8d 0d 2d 4d 6d 8d 0d 2d 4d 6d 8d 0d 2d 4d 6d 8d
0.65 0.61 0.58 0.54 049 068 0.62 0.5 051 0.45 071 065 053 048 042 069 060 054 049 0.45
0.70 0.65 0.62 0.58 0.56 071 0.66 0.61 0.57 0.54 069 061 048 041 037 068 0.64 047 040 0.35
0.55 046 037 0.3 031 05 0.47 040 037 0.31 057 047 03 027 021 05 048 03 028 0.22
SOD 0.60 0.57 0.51 0.48 0.4 061 0.57 050 043 0.33 060 052 04 040 036 061 054 048 042 037
0.71 0.67 0.52 0.47 043 072 0.64 051 0.45 0.41 075 066 048 042 037 078 067 050 041 0.34
0.57 0.50 0.40 0.35 033 061 0.54 043 042 0.31 058 051 04 033 028 057 051 040 033 0.26
3.78 346 30 2.76 256 38 3.5 3.0 275 2.40 390 342 271 231 201 3.92 344 274 233 1.99
0.63 0.58 0.50 0.46 0.43 0.65 0.58 050 046 0.40 0.65 057 045 039 034 065 057 046 039 033
0.519 0.518 0.478 0.481
4 ,
b o b b b
b b b
b ° b b
. [ II
o b b
) ) I II
. . il IV .
, 4
6 ) .
N H ’ ’
b
o , 4

96



JbFE T 2010019, 94 ~97 ° °

, > > > N )
[ I . ) : > > N>
I | I I —
, IV [ II .
o . o b
b °
b b 4 5
0~8d 4
; I II il ,
IV . ,
. M1 LY .
b °
b o
SOD : [ S
[J. , 2003 26(6): 6872
[3 Patton A J, Hardebeck G A, Willams D W, et al. Establishment of ber-
° ’ mudagrass and zoysagrass by seed[ ] . Corp Sdence 2004 44.:2160-2167.
) I II (3 . . (.
SOD ) . - 1997, 6(1):38-43,
, SOD 4 . [J. .
2002(6): 32-36.
b b o
I [3 ; , . [
’ ’ , 2002, 18(2): 32-36.
II 111 IV. [§ Guerrero IIIR D. Vermi omposting improves fam economics [ J] . Bio-
. Cycle 2008, 49(8): 56-57.
[71 Pote D H, Daniel T C. Managing pine straw harvests to minimize soil
and water losses[ J] . Journal of soil and Water Conservation 2008 93(1).27.
‘ [g : (. L, 197 6
MDA ’ (D: 57-65.
) ) MDA 9 ) M. . 2003
o 161- 162
[ 10] s s , .
[J. » 192 7(1): 31-35.
’ [ 11] . (M. . , 1990

b

Effect of Different Treatment of Rice Straw
Substrate on Drought Resistance of Turf

MENG Yu',ZHOU Yufeng’, ZHANG Jian-bo* WU Jiaha?, TANG Cheng-bin’

(1.College of Urban and Rural Construction and Planning, Miany ang Normal University, Mianyang, Sichuan 621000 2. Guizhou Institute of
Prataculture Dushan Guizhou 55800)

Abstract; Taking rice straw, pig manure, straw decomposition agents urea as substrate, the effect of different substrate on
drought resistance of turf were studied, by mathematics analyse and membership function to physiological and biochemi-
cal index were analyzed. The result showed that the drought resisting of turf base on rotten straw under pig manure was
better than the urea, the effect of straw decomposition agent on drought desistance of turf was not very great, the rotten
straw under pig manure and urea.

Key words: substrate of straw ;soilless turf; drought resisting; membership function; Festuca arundinacea
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