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Application of Groundcover Plants in Tiande
Lake Park of Taizhou City

LI Xia',CHEN Xia’,LU Chao'
(1. College of Landscape and Horticulture, Jiangsu Vocational College of Agriculture and Animal Husbandry
Science and Technology, Taizhou 225300, China; 2. Nanjing Jinyong Landscape Construction Limited Compa-
ny,Nanjing 211100, China)

Abstract; In order to further strengthen the greening construction of Taizhou City, this paper conducted on-site
investigation on the species and application status of ground cover plants in Tiandehu Park, Taizhou, analyzed
the application frequency of ground cover plants and the allocation mode with other garden elements, pointed
out the advantages and disadvantages of ground cover plants in Tiandehu Park,and put forward appropriate im-
provement measures.

Keywords: ground cover plants; Tiande Lake Park; application
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Reducing Effect of Rainfall Runoff and
Pollutant for Concave Green Space

WANG Guo-qing'* , WANG Hong'*
(1. College of Environment, Shenyang University, Shenyang 110004, China; 2. Key Lab of Eco-restoration of
Regional Contaminated Environment, MOE, Shenyang University, Shenyang 110044, China)

Abstract : In response to the growing problem of urban flooding and rainfall runoff pollution, construct a concave
green space device, artificial water distribution was used to simulate surface rainfall runoff and pollutants. By
changing the matrix type.structure and different vegetation to investigate the effect of the concave green space
on the removal of rainfall runoff pollutants and the reduction of rainfall runoff. The results showed that soil
mixed with the zeolite filling device without vegetation coverage had the best removal effect on COD, NH;-N
and TP than soil mixed with peat filling device and soil with zeolite or peat layered filling device, the removal
rate were 55.61%,99.55% and 89.00% ; The device with soil and zeolite stratification reflected the strongest
ability in reducing runoff. The devices with planting Bermudagrass and Tall fescue has significantly improved
on the removal rate of pollutants and the ability to reduce runoff,and the Tall fescue was better,of which the
removal rates of COD, NH;-N and TP were 66. 78%,89. 98% and 96. 92%, and the runoff was reduced
by 46.00%.

Keywords: concave green space; pollutant reduction; runoff reduction; matrix
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