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Impact of Burning, Cutting, and Chemicals on the Spreading of
Virginia Creeper ( Parthenocissus quinquefolia)

WU Jirying', WANG Qing-hai', SIN Zhen-yuan®, JIANG Guo-keng'
( L Beijing Research and Develpment Center for Grassland and Environment, Beijing 100089, China;
2 Research Ingitute of Forestry, CAF, Beijing 100091, China)

Abstract: Field experiments were conduded in Bejjing to study the impad of burning, cutting, and chemicals
treat on the spreading of Virginia creeper ( Parthenocissus quinqugolia) . Groundcover and growth vigiour were
detemined after treatments to assess control efficacy. It was indicted that burning in the early spring could re-
duce grondcover up to 36. 2% in average 30 d to 60 d after burning; Cutting at the basement( 0 cm), 20 an or
40 cm of stem decreased groundwver by 38.2%, 26.7% or 21.9% 50 d after cutting respectively. Applied
glyphosate at 1 500 g* hm™ 2alone or cambined 100 g* L~ ! glyphosate (750 g*hm™ %) with 100 g* L= ' sul
fometruorrmethyl( 75 g*hm™ ?) strongly inhibited the growth of Parthenocissus quinguefolia , the control efficacy
was up to 24% ~ 38% . It was concluded that the risk of Parthenocissus quinqugolia could be managed by using
burning, cutting, and some chemicals.
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