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Study on Soil and Water Conservation Benefits of Several Grasses
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Abstract: Grasses(tall fescue, Bahia grass, crowfoot, pueraria) could decrease soil bulk density, increase the porosity of soil, and
enhance the water-holding capacity of soil. The water absorption of stem and leaves amounted to 39. 5% 48.3% of its own
weight. In soil layer 0 20 c¢m, the amount of small roots that diameter was less than 1 mm was 76 85 percent of total roots,
The output of fresh grass were 60t/hm?, 42.5 t/hm?2, 45 t/ hm?,23. 1 t/hm?. It has considerable benefits of soil and water con—
servation and ecology. They are excellent feeding grass species for soil and water conservation.
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