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Effects of Different Shading Levels and Planting location on the Growth of Big Blue Lily-turf(Liriope
platyphylla WANG et TANG).
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Fig. 1. Change of major agronomic charcters on shading in Big Blue Lily-turf growing stages.
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Fig.2. Change of major agronomic characters on difference planting location in Big Blue Lily~turf.
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Fig.3. Effect of shading on chlorophyll content Fig4 Effect of different planting locations on

growing duration in Big Blue Lily-turf chlorophyll content growing duration in Big
(Chlorophyil content : light absorbtion value Blue Lily-turf(Chlorophyll content- : Light
using MINOLTA SPAD-502). absorption value using MINOLTA SPAD-502).

Table 1. Photosynthetic capacity of plant on matured leaf stage in Big Blue Lily-turf

Photosynthetic rate Transpiration rate
Shading (meCO¥/dm */h ™} (eH0/dm /h™)
rate(%) - Light intensity(Klux) . Light intensity{Klux) :
0 12 19 36 65 0 12 19 36 65
Control ~0.53 112 129 12.8 9.0 0.04 073 0.84 0.86 0.75
60 0 - 135 135 138 125 0.05 0.85 091 1.01 119
70 0 135 135 135 1095 0.05 0.85 -1.04 1.15 1.17
95 0 - 107 11.3 11.3 9.06 007 074 0.98 1.05 099 -

* Control : natural light.
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