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Fig. 1 Comparison in survival rate among different

depths of sandy burial
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different depths of sandy burial
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Adaption of Creeping Stems in Ipomoea pescaprae
Under Sand Burial

LUO Juan
(Sanya University,Sanya, Hainan 572000)

Abstract: [ pomoea pescaprae growth on the sandy coast of Hainan,in order to promote artificial breeding of
I pomoea pescaprae, taking trimmed the creeping stems of equal length as materials, which has 1~ 3 inter-
nodes, respectively. The four levels of sand burial treatments were set up: light sand burial(2 cm) , half sand
burial(5 cm) ,all sand burial(10 cm) ,severe sand burial(20 cm) .the survival rate,leaf length and adventitious
root length were analyzed after 30 days of the treatment. The results showed that the percentage of creeping
stems survival rate was the highest at depth of 5 cm,and it decreased at depth of 2 cm. The creeping stems all
died when the depth increased to 20 cm. The creeping stems which have 3 stem nodes had the highest survival
rate than the other which have 1 or 2 stem nodes at burial depth of 2~10 cm.
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