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Abstract
and light were analyzed by using the method of external morphological evaluation. Although L. glaucum is drought tolerant and does not have a

(Shenzhen Tenchand Yifang Environmental Technology Co. ,Ltd. ,Shenzhen, Guangdong
In order to solve the technical problem of maintaining Leucobryum glaucum in indoor landscape, the key factors including moisture

high light requirement, the results showed that it was greatly affected by environmental changes and required certain moisture and light environ-
ment in indoor. With the moisture content of 15%-35%, L. glaucum in the light intensity above 45. 00 wmol/(m’-s) can grow actively, and
meet the basic needs between 18.00 wmol/(m”+s) and 36.00 wmol/(m*+s). However, the growth was affected under 18. 00 pmol/(m”-s)
for a long-term. The maintaining leaf moisture at 70%—-80% was required during the care of L. glaucum. While high temperature in summer,

reducing the humidity of leaves to maintain at 60%—70% was conducive to enhancing the resistance.
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Fig.1 Art-wall of L. glaucum
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Table 1 Morphological expression of L. glaucum under different mois-

ture gradients
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Table 3 Morphological expression of L. glaucum under different light

gradients
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Table 4 Morphological changes of L. glaucum after different supple-
mentary lighting gradients
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Table 2 Morphological changes of L. glaucum after different rewater-

ing gradients
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