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Table 2 Comparison of phenological period of tested species

A, e/ rEed/ 1B 4/ AP/ i 4/ FFAEH/ B/ il B 401/
i o HA-H H-H H-H H-H H-H H-H H-H H-H H-H
Species Sowing Seeding  Tillering Returning  Turf forming  Heading Flowering Maturing Withered and
date date date green date date date date date yellow date
KEHE15S 05-16 05-26 06-13 03-28 05-02 05-14 05-22 06-12 11-08
XE 25 05-16 05-26 06-13 03-28 05-02 05-15 05-23 06-12 11-11
K] 05-16 05-27 06-15 04-01 05-07 05-18 05-25 06-13 11-08
NI 05-16 05-28 06-16 04-02 05-08 05-19 05-26 06-15 11-19
A+ 05-16 05-27 06-15 03-28 05-09 05-23 06-02 06-18 11-13
L PN 05-16 05-27 06-16 03-27 05-02 05-12 05-20 06-11 11-11
AR 05-16 05-26 06-13 03-28 05-03 05-13 05-20 06-11 11-13
W 2 5 05-16 05-29 06-15 03-28 05-03 05-15 05-22 06-13 11-09
IR 05-16 05-26 06-14 04-01 05-05 05-16 05-25 06-15 11-17
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Fig. 2 Comparison of canopy height of tested species
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Fig. 3 Comparison of the length of leaf lamina of tested species
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Fig.4 Comparison of the width of leaf lamina of tested species
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Table 3 Leaf color,tillering.density.coverage and texture of tested species
i Ao {5 S BERL/ Bk W /N i il / cm
Species Leaf color Tiller of plant Density Coverage Texture
A2H 1% 40.1%x0.7 a 8.0£1.0 ab 558.0422.6 b 95.041.0 ab 0.29£0.01 a
X% 25 39.8%k1.2 a 8.740.6 a 579.0435.8 b 95.342.5 ab 0.2520.02 ab
vy 39.140.8 a 9.0£1.0a 633.3%39.3 a 99.3%k1.2 a 0.2820.02 a
EINIT] 36.543.4b 6.0=1.0 ¢ 512.5%x31.8 ¢ 95.044. 3 ab 0.23%0.01b
A+ 38.1x2.2 ab 10.7£1.1 a 647.0446.1 a 92.7X25b 0.27%0.01 ab
LEYN 37.4%=1.1b 5.740.5 ¢ 421.5E16.4 ¢ 96.013.6 ab 0.25%0.01 ab
TR 38.2%0.7 ab 9.340.6 a 636.3115.1 a 94.344.0 ab 0.2420.02 ab
TR 2 5 37.5420.5 b 6.740.8 bc 461.54+27.8d 99.5%=1.2a 0.23%£0.01b
ER 36.441.0 b 7.3%£0.5b 520.3%19.8 ¢ 95.340.5 ab 0.21£0.01b
K1 BRMEAEIILER
Table 4 Compare of composite scores of tested species
e - {5 F - - o }Eﬁﬁﬁ 3] %E‘%‘fi ‘ ?frf’:.\??rﬁj\l
Species Lea Texture Density Coverage Homogeneity Disease Green Cold Comprehensive
color resistance period resistance scores
X2HF 15 8.0 6.7 7.8 8.1 8.3 7.8 7.6 6.8 7.64
LXF 25 7.7 7.0 8.0 8.2 8.1 7.9 7.7 7.0 7.70
ViSh] 7.5 6.8 8.4 8.3 8.0 8.0 7.2 7.1 7.66
LA 6.7 7.6 7.5 7.8 8.3 8.2 8.1 6.7 7.61
S+ 7.2 6.7 8.7 7.3 8.9 8.6 8.3 7.7 7.93
L= PN 6.8 6.9 7.1 8.2 8.7 7.7 7.7 6.9 7.50
TR 7.3 7.3 8.5 7.5 8.5 8.3 8.0 7.4 7.85
W2 5 7.0 7.6 7.3 8.5 7.9 8.1 7.8 7.0 7.65
TR 6.5 7.9 7.7 7.6 8.0 8.0 8.0 7.2 7.61
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Evaluation on the Introduction Adaptability of Nine

Kentucky-bluegrass Turf Grasses in Harbin Area

WANG Jian-1i"? ,SHEN Zhong-bao' ,PAN Duo-feng' ,ZHANG Rui-bo' , LI Dao-ming' ,ZHONG Peng’

(1. Practaculture Institute of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Harbin, Hei-

longjiang 150086; 2. College of Life Science and Technology, Harbin Normal University,

Harbin, Heilongjiang 150025; 3. Agricultural Energy Research Institute of Heilongjiang A-

cademy of Agricultural Sciences, Harbin, Heilongjiang 150086)

Abstract; In order to select suitable lawn grass varieties for the high latitude cold region, taking nine Kentucky-

bluegrass turf grasses as experimental materials, growth characters and turf traits in Harbin were evaluated.

The results showed that nine Kentucky-bluegrass of tested species had a good performance in terms of adapta-

bility,density, texture, color and uniformity, which were well adapt to the environment of Harbin, Geronimo

and Corsair had the most excellent performance and were recommended for planting lawn.

Keywords: poa pratensis; adaptability; evaluation
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