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ABSTRACT. This study was conducted in order to investigate the distribution pattern of weeds and ecological characteristics on
the dry field in the Eastern region of Korea. The weed species data were obtained from 12 regions in Gangwon-do and
Gyeongsang-do. 150 taxa were recorded from three main distinguished habitats; inside of dry field (IDF), embankment around the
end of dry field (EDF), levee slope of dry field (LS). The weed species of three different habitats were IDF 83 taxa, EDF 133 taxa
and LS 105 taxa. The species showing higher INCD value was Portulaca oleracea in IDE, Digitaria sanguinalis in EDF and Humulus
japonicus in LS. Compositae was dominant family followed by Gramineae, Polygonaceae and Leguminosae. Life form was
distinguished as Th-R5-D4-e and three different habitats showed the same results. Disturbance index was analysed as IDF 83.1%,
EDF 68.4%, and LS 62.9%. Naturalized rate was analysed as IDF 28.9%, EDF 22.6%, and LS 20.0%. These results indicate that the
weeding management, land use intensity, and human interference effect on the distribution index and naturalized rate of weed.

Key words: Dry field, Habitat, INCD value, Weed

Received on August 21, 2015; Revised on September 3, 2015; Accepted on September 7, 2015

*Corresponding author: Phone) +82-63-211-7122, Fax) +82-63-211-7123; E-mail) cave50joo@gmail.com

© 2015 The Korean Society of Weed Science and The Turfgrass Society of Korea

This is an Open-Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution Non-Commercial License (http://cre-
ativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0) which permits unrestricted noncommercial use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium,
provided the original work is properly cited.

QI7he] ZHTF A%F e So et Pa
)5} = 1 (Song, 1997),
2014 7|02 ghare] FA WA (L,691,113 ha)2 =  o|FA| WEshs FRE2 2= A Foixl 3 &
933,615 ha (55.2%), & 757,498 ha (44.8%)°o|H, o] 7}-&-4] A thefFst oA oy 7R HHAle g AL Z8-o Sic)
FRAY(FLE, Aol Eol & HAAHAL] oF 16.0%  (Weiner, 1990). ' 0] Ay 9l F=0] ¥i3} 55 v
(270889 ha) A5k QT 2 Aok WAE e = wlelsk 1 Avtel] ujeh 5&Hel AzHels} ool
S AR 50| T (Statistics Korea, 2015). 2/720] W 42 ohd 2o BARAL wEE A W A A% 1
off that HERANA AR A, vlol, hdo] 12} eby mTRE s|ohat % S Ao|ch(Hwang et al,
2, dol, Wol, ol SO gagol $HslE Ao 2013).

2 B vf @Iek(Kim and Kim, 2015 Kim et al, 2015). 2 7|5Hske A& 24 #££, YA 5 W

N B

it}
tlo
N
)
2
Y
b
e
o
X
ko
[0

188



Lo
>,
N
k1
30,
|o
B
)
N
i
1o
ox
£
&
=2
)
o
e
)
B
1o
™ r{g_

A8

W o] igt 2t At aeA Rl HEyy
o7 ERAE Aol Wsks F254 (Lee et al, 2014a,
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Fig. 1. Main survey sites in the Eastern region of Korea.
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. No. | A
. Latitude & rea
Main sites . of i
Longitude sites (m*)
Chuncheon-si I; 13 2773225,;‘273 3 5 110,738
N 37°4025.00"
Gangwon- Hongcheon-gun E 127°55'59 48" 5 | 11,745
do L N 37°25'33.94"
Wonju-si E 127°5513.69" 5 12,179
Pyeongchang-gun I;:I 13 27 83273‘}29629 L5 24,617
Mungyeong-si I; 1326804373,5741 f7,, 8 13,393
. . N 36°07'32.27"
Gyeongsa Gimcheon-si E 128°0952 25" 5 | 11,650
ngbuk-do °03’ "
& Chilgok-gun 3 1326892391,:;726,, 8 | 9,678
. N 36°28'44.59"
Andong-si E 128°35'44.56" 6 | 10,664
Changnyeong-gun I;:I f 2583; 65'32533 # 5 {10,060
N 35°19'46.36"
Gyeongsa Haman-gun E 128°29'47 83" 8 | 11,214
ngnam-do | . . N 35°21'37.30"
Gimbhae-si E 128°5022.50" 5 12,645
. . N 35°24'38.34"
Miryang-si E 128°45/52.15" 8 [10,969
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tisto] Fot u= WES-S AGA 7V & EEES BYAL v o= BH(Gramineae), VT

NCDi @EtJ7]4%=) = Ci/N x ni/N (Cmin < NCD < Cmax)
NCDi (Atf|7]¢{%) = NCDi/NCDmax x 100

o714 Cit AEZSRY iFe) = F, nit iFo]
2 2AFS, NS T ABgere] A 2Apgol) &
UENEECR R R D L

X519t AEE 2 Raunkiaer (1934)2} Numata (1970)9]

Z3}(Polygonaceae), F}(Leguminosae), H[Z2HConvolvulaceae)
59 0|t (Table 1). = &z Aol A= =3k, W
3}, vhr]E3ke] Ze&0] R9PE 202 B o] 9lo] (Park
et al., 2003; Chang et al, 1990) AYA1LL} FAISH A&
wyth 2EE ol A2 AR, BE, %, 9
=], SH7HE, A E o2 RAME AL HIE of
Hoh= AlES TREAOMAIE, AolAlE, S OHAIE, &Y,
vhgo] S0z eyt THAES BT, AT, 3 50
o, At £ dojH, g Ao], Mgl so' EQl

MRS S AEEo] 483 Lee (199b)E 3Hitalglon]
U, W%, AP os TRl Aelsact.
7t AAA 3 S B7IE] S8l BEE= © Table 1. The main families of vascular plants in study area.
25+ WA 4>(Di: Disturbance index; Benabdelmoumence, Family No. of species Ratio (%)
2014)2] ¥iR-L} A EL 0|83t F|3H&-(NR: Naturalized
rate; Numata, 1975)2 AF&3l . W 2kR|4=+= (Chi+Thi)/ Compositae 28 187
Six 100(%) 0.2 AHE3Hgon Chit ix|oo] xmag Craminee v 3
(Chamaephyte) £2=0]1 Thil ix]ojo] oldAjale Polygonaceae 11 7.3
(Therophyte) =015} Sitz i#]9j9] @A B 4eolc}, ] Leguminosee " s
B8-S Si/Ni x 100(%) 0.2 Nit= ix]eo] A4al g Convolvulaceae 8 >3
8] F0l0], Sit i o] Aalsh: Aspame) F42  Rowce ’ 47
ojth. WA R} FBHES AEgho] Waim A4 Euphorbiaceac 6 40
QPgAgo] Erhe AL ofujgin. Labiatae ; 33
Cyperaceae 4 2.7
z I'—I' gl & Scrophulariaceae 4 2.7
Table 2. The number of vascular plants by the taxonomic category in study area.
Family Genus Species Subspecies Variety Total
IDF* EDF' LS* IDF EDF LS IDF EDF LS IDF EDF LS IDF EDF LS IDF EDF LS
Pteridophita 1 2 2 1 2 2 1 1 1 - - - - 1 1 1 2 2
Angiospermae
Dicotyledoneae 24 3 30 55 8 68 61 94 67 - 1 1 6 13 16 67 108 84
Monocotyledoneae 4 5 5 11 18 16 14 19 1.6 - - - 1 4 3 15 23 19
Total 29 42 37 67 102 8 76 114 84 - 1 1 7 18 20 83 133 105

*IDF: Inside of dry field.
YEDF: Embankment around the end of dry field.
“LS: Levee slope of dry field.
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Table 3. Preferences of the weed species (>20.00 rNCD value) recorded from different habitat types.

IDF*
(rNCD value)

EDF
(rNCD value)

LS
(rNCD value)

Portulaca oleracea (100.00)
Digitaria sanguinalis (85.58)
Acalypha australis (39.65)

Centipeda minima (38.08) Acalypha australis (60.58)
(Czl;egzg‘;)odmm album var. centrorubrum Commelina communis (56.38)

Humulus japonicas (40.99)
Erigeron annuus (37.96)
Erigeron Canadensis (32.32)

Digitaria sanguinalis (100.00)
Artemisia princeps var. orientalis (81.57)

Portulaca oleracea (70.65)

Humulus japonicas (100.00)

Artemisia princeps var. orientalis (59.21)
Erigeron annuus (49.18)

Setaria faberii (29.85)

Commelina communis (29.61)

Pueraria thunbergiana (26.32)
Lactuca indica var. laciniata (21.38)

Erigeron Canadensis (20.81)

Cyperus microiria (26.08)

Setaria viridis (23.59)

Rorippa islandica (23.07)
Echinochloa crus-galli (22.90)
Centipeda minima (22.67)

Chenopodium album var. centrorubrum

(21.14)

*IDEF: Inside of dry field.
YEDF: Embankment around the end of dry field.
“LS: Levee slope of dry field.

AMAA SR dhj o)A 293} 83E-FEo], HHE o
A 423} 1335F<to], FAPHOA 373} 1052 F<to] £Ab
E Q3L (Table 2). o]i= HeteofA AR AlE/AtHTh= o

A HAE R, A, B 02 ABFe] s

Lhebgtek ol s fARE %ol SAeHCho et al, 2014).

FHNBFS MR A 401E, vkgol, 7}E, Foite)

F, WolF 59 WAYAES] FANESL £UT BEL
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% SO HAAAET SRRl SASHT Ao

At BEAB BUF B Y SHRAT, £, ABE,
H

THETO A E, HolE, 3o &9
(Table 3).

ez EAZ|o] 73‘11} MEFEA o2 FHE (Dormancy form)
DA B (Th)o] 8ORFE(59.3%)015] AP 5 A|57]
4 (Radicoid form)> Aol AZAAE WHEA] 2+ R5
Al E-0] 1058 F5(70.0%), AF3EHHH (Disseminule form)-&
ZZALE (D4)0] 7455711(49.3%)0] 1L 2425 (Growth form)

J

2 A F (e)o] 43EFL(287%) 02 BAEGITh o2t
A |7, W, HAPH mE gerom A xgk Bkt
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A EAJo g2 Ikt (Cho et al., 2014).
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ZA919] AN ST LR 7L 2
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2 AAA YRS B A, wK et
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Table 4. Life form spectra of the weed species recorded from different habitat types.

IDF* EDF LS* Total
Life form No. of Ratio No. of Ratio No. of Ratio No. of Ratio
taxa (%) taxa (%) taxa (%) taxa (%)
Th 65 78.3 81 60.9 60 57.1 89 59.3
N 0 0 4 3.0 5 4.8 8 53
MM 0 0 3 2.3 3 2.9 3 2
Dormancy form! M 0 0 2 1.5 5 4.8 5 33
HH 1 1.2 1 0.8 1 0.9 2 14
H 9 10.9 24 18.0 16 15.2 24 16
G 4 4.8 8 6.0 9 8.6 9 6
Ch 4 4.8 10 7.5 6 5.7 10 6.7
R1-2 0 0.0 1 0.7 2 1.9 2 1.3
R2-3 4 4.8 7 53 7 6.7 7 4.7
R3 0 0.0 11 8.3 10 9.5 14 94
Radicoid form® R3(0) 1 1.2 2 1.5 2 1.9 2 1.3
R3(V) 2 24 3 2.2 2 1.9 3 2.0
R4 11 13.3 15 11.3 5 4.8 15 10.0
R5 64 77.1 92 69.2 75 71.4 105 70.0
R5(S) 1 1.2 2 1.5 2 1.9 2 1.3
D1 14 16.9 25 18.8 18 17.1 26 174
D1,2 2 2.5 2 1.5 2 1.9 2 1.3
D14 8 9.6 7 52 3 2.9 8 53
D2 4 4.8 11 8.3 13 12.4 16 10.7
D24 1 1.2 3 2.3 3 2.9 3 2.0
Disseminule form” D3 6 7.2 11 8.3 11 10.4 13 8.7
D3,2 1 1.2 1 0.7 0 0.0 1 0.7
D4 43 51.8 67 50.4 49 46.7 74 49.3
D4,1 3 3.6 3 2.3 2 1.9 3 2.0
D4,2 0 0.0 1 0.7 2 1.9 2 1.3
D54 1 1.2 2 1.5 2 1.9 2 1.3
b 4 4.8 6 4.5 4 3.8 6 4.0
be 1 1.2 1 0.8 0 0.0 1 0.7
b-1 0 0.0 4 3.0 5 4.8 5 33
b-p 10 12.1 11 8.3 3 29 11 7.3
b-ps 2 2.4 4 3.0 3 2.9 4 2.7
e 18 21.7 36 27.0 34 324 43 28.7
Growth form" eb 4 4.8 6 4.5 5 4.8 8 5.3
ep 1 1.2 1 0.8 1 0.9 1 0.7
1 8 9.6 13 9.8 12 114 16 10.7
I-b 1 1.2 2 1.5 3 2.9 3 2.0
p 1 1.2 1 0.8 1 0.9 1 0.7
p-b 2 2.4 2 1.5 0 0.0 2 1.3
p-l 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.7
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Table 4. Life form spectra of the weed species recorded from different habitat types (continued).

IDF* EDF LS* Total
Life form No. of Ratio No. of Ratio No. of Ratio No. of Ratio
taxa (%) taxa (%) taxa (%) taxa (%)
p-ps 1 1.2 2 1.5 1 1.0 2 1.3
pr 7 8.5 11 8.3 8 7.6 11 7.3
ps 8 9.6 9 6.7 6 57 10 6.7
Growth form" ps-b 0 0.0 1 0.8 1 0.9 1 0.7
r 3 3.6 5 3.7 4 3.8 6 4.0
t 10 12.1 16 12.0 12 114 16 10.6
t-p 2 24 2 1.5 2 1.9 2 1.3

‘Dormancy form are as follows. Ch: Chamaephyte; G: Geophyte; H: Hemicryptophyte; HH: Hydatophyte; M: Microphanerophyte; N
Nanophanerophyte; MM: Megaphanerophyte; Th: Therophyte.

“Radicoid form are as follows. R1: widest extent of rhizomatous growth; R2: moderate extent of rhizomatous growth; R3: narrowest extent of
rhizomatous growth; R4: clonal growth by stolons and struck roots; R5: non-clonal growth (monophyte); R1-2 or R2-3: plant with rhizomatous
mutation of R1 and R2 or R2 and R3; R(b): bulb; R(c): corm; R(0): oblique type; R(s): succulent type; R(v): vertical type.

‘"Propagation form are as follows. D1: disseminated widely by wind or water; D2: disseminated attaching with or eaten by animals and man; D3:
disseminated by mechanical propulsion of dehiscence of fruits; D4: having no special modification for dissemination; D5: not producing seeds;
D1,2,D1,4, D2,4, D3,2, D4,1, D4,2 or D5,4: plant with D1 and D2, D1 and D4, D2 and D4, D3 and D2, D4 and D1, D4 and D2 or D5 and D4.

“Growth form are as follows. b: branched form; e: erect form; p: procumbent form; pr: partial-rosette form; ps: pseudo-rosette form; r: rosette
form; t: tussock form; I: liane form; b,e: branched or erect form; e,b: erect or branched form; e,p: erect or procumbent form; t,e: tussock or erect
form; b-1: b form with liane stem; b-p: b form with procumbent stem; b-ps: b form with pseudo-rosette; 1-b: I form with branched stem; p-b: p
form with branched stem; p-e: p form with erect stem; p-1: p form with liane stem; p-ps: p form with pseudo-rosette; ps-b: ps form with branched
stem; t-p: t form with procumbent stem.

*IDF: Inside of dry field.

YEDF: Embankment around the end of dry field.

”LS: Levee slope of dry field.

Table 5. Disturbance index (Di) and naturalized rate (NR) of ~ Table 6. Comparison of human impact by the weeding method

the different habitat types. types in three different habitat types.
IDF* EDF LS Total IDF* EDFY LS
Di¥ Weeding (nW=73) (n:73) (n: 17)
o 83.120.80 68.4£1.08 62.9+3.96 66.0+0.93
(Mean + SE) method type N of Ratio No.of Ratio No.of Ratio
w t 0 t 0, t [o)
NR 2894145 2264094 2004290 22.0+0.85 site. % site % site %
(Mean + SE*) Herbicide
.. 42.5 52 71.2 7 41.2
“SE: standard error. application
Di: Distribution index. :
NR: Naturalized rate. Mowing 2 2.7 28 384 8 47.1
*IDF: Inside of dry field. Hand weeding 17 23.3 8 11.0 2 11.8
YEDF: Embankment around the end of dry field. Mulching 27 37.0 0 0.0 0 0.0

“LS: Levee slope of dry field.

“n: Total number of site.

g eal QlgiH el gkl AAAle) bl Bt j}i%%:lgrsjlizglf(frfznftizliund the end of dry field.
1 AA AES AFZF o2 AYufs= H"LHTOHH 7P & “LS: Levee slope of dry field.
o] ololA| 1t Gt AL (A0 Lk Akt
Tete| Qi (LSOl A 463} 1174 127F 105 22 Fo] Z3He 1 OE‘
Faro] RAME| LA W Rof A 83RFto], WRolA] 1
2 o BRFo|, AAAA 10585720] HelEglr). $1%

b Ae7]o EGNCD)E ol A 41018, w5

ARAE, AAE, B oA shol, AAKCI AL BAFE 0] 2V B4 vt
R 0 A S s s e, o, oo, 2ol i)
A Eotth ABP LS ThR5Di-e2 SYA o om AR A

B AT AL SR F
9l ol s
=15

& sjeretglet. AL
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Appendix 1. The list of weed species in survey sites.
rNCD value
Family Scientific name DoFF RF DF' GF NP¥
IDF* EDF LS* Total
Acanthaceae Justicia procumbens Th R5 D3 b-p 0.02 034 0.00 0.14
Aceraceae Acer ginnala M R5 D1 e 0.00 0.15 0.66 0.10
Amaranthaceae  Achyranthes japonica H R5 D2 e 0.00 031 016 0.12
Amaranthus lividus Th R5 D4 e O 318 619 049 487
Amaranthus patulus Th R5 D4 e O 490 411 016 447
Anacardiaceae Rhus chinensis M R5 D4 e 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.00
Asclepiadaceae  Metaplexis japonica G R23 Dl 1 0.07 219 016 091
Aspleniaceae Pteridium aquiliunm var. latiusculum G RI-2 D1 e 0.00 0.05 148 0.09
Balsaminaceae  Impatiens textori Th R4 D3 e 0.00 001 016 001
Cannabaceae Humulus japonicus Th R5 D4 1 0.63 40.99 100.00 27.11
Caryophyllaceae  Cerastium holosteoides var. hallaisanense ~ H R5 D4 b 0.00 053 148 031
Stellaria aquatica Th R5 D4 b 0.03 341 493 187
Stellaria media Th R4 D4 b 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.01
Chenopodiaceae  Chenopodium album var. centrorubrum Th R5 D4 e 2238 21.14 8.06 2442
Chenopodium ficifolium Th R5 D4 e O 018 09 016 058
Commelinaceae  Commelina communis Th R5 D4 b-p 420 5638 29.61 32.14
Compositae Ambrosia artemisiifolia var. elatior Th R5 D4 e O 018 080 025 0.54
Artemisia capillaris H R3 D4 e 0.00 0.05 0.66 0.06
Artemisia princeps var. orientalis Ch R2-3 D4 pr 142 81.57 59.21 41.55
Aster yomena Ch R3 D4 pr 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00
Bidens frondosa Th R5 D12 e O 016 180 148 112
Bidens tripartita Th R5 D12 e 007 1.06 066 0.61
Centipeda minima Th R5 D4 b-p 38.08 2267 0.16 2834
Cephalonoplos segetum H R3 D1 pr 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.01
Cirsium japonicum var. ussuriense H R5 D1 ps 0.02 031 148 0.28
Eclipta prostrata Th R5 D14 e 881 529 123 730
Erigeron annuus Th R5 D1 pr O 448 3796 49.18 27.29
Erigeron canadensis Th R5 DI pr O 885 3232 2081 2481
Galinsoga ciliata Th R5 D4 e O 066 240 0.00 138
Gnaphalium japonicum Ch R4 D1 ps 0.02 0.04 0.00 0.03
Hemistepta lyrata Th R5 DI pr 007 151 066 0.78
Ixeris japonica H R4 D1 p-ps 0.01 0.09 0.00 0.04
Lactuca indica var. laciniata Th R5 D1 pr 0.07 1827 2138 9.26
Ligularia fischeri H R3 D1 ps 0.00 0.01 0.08 0.01
Senecio vulgaris Th R5 D1 eb O 028 038 000 031
Siegesbeckia glabrescens Th R5 D2 e 007 211 066 1.00
Siegesbeckia pubescens Th R5 D2 e 0.03 0.13 0.00 0.07
Sonchus oleraceus Th R5 DI pr O 000 009 000 0.03
Tagetes minuta Th R5 DI e O 000 001 008 0.01
Taraxacum mongolicum H R3(V) D1 r 0.00 025 033 0.12
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Appendix 1. The list of weed species in survey sites (continued).
rNCD value
Family Scientific name DoFF RF DF* GF NP
IDF* EDF LS* Total
Taraxacum officinale H R3(V) D1 r O 0.07 138 0.00 0.54
Xanthium canadense Th R5 D2 e O 070 293 058 193
Youngia denticulata Th R5 D1 pr 002 085 016 036
Youngia japonica Th R5 D1 ps 0.02 031 0.00 0.12
Convolvulaceae  Calystegia hederacea G R23 D54 1 0.00 0.80 0.66 0.35
Calystegia japonica G R23 D54 1 0.18 591 066 2.52
Cuscuta pentagona Th R5 D4 1 O 000 020 000 0.06
Ipomoea hederacea Th R5 D4 1 O 007 045 230 048
Ipomoea hederacea var. intergriuscula Th R5 D4 1 O 007 000 000 0.01
Ipomoea lacunosa Th R5 D4 1 O 000 005 066 0.06
Ipomoea purpurea Th R5 D4 1 O 000 041 008 0.15
Quamoclit angulata Th R5 D4 1 O 002 079 740 086
Crassulaceae Sedum sarmentosum H R4 D4 bp 0.07 0.75 0.00 033
Cruciferae Capsella bursa-pastoris Th R5 D4  ps 007 1.65 0.08 0.70
Rorippa islandica Th R5 D4 ps 18.62 23.07 0.16 20.34
Cyperaceae Cyperus amuricus Th R5 D4 t 0.28 020 0.00 0.22
Cyperus difformis Th R5 DIl4 t 149 131 000 1.32
Cyperus microiria Th R5 D4 t 18.09 26.08 2.63 23.22
Fimbristylis miliacea Th R5 D14 t 007 061 016 035
Dioscoreaceae Dioscorea batatas G R5() D1 1 002 020 148 022
Elaeagnaceae Elaeagnus umbellata M R5 D2 e 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.00
Equisetaceae Equisetum arvense G R23 D1 e 0.07 840 559 398
Euphorbiaceae  Acalypha australis Th R5 D3 e 39.65 60.58 592 52.77
Euphorbia humifusa Th R5 D3 b 000 011 016 0.06
Euphorbia maculata Th R5 D3 eb O 000 000 016 0.00
Euphorbia supina Th R5 D3 bp O 014 028 000 020
Ricinus communis Th R5 D4 e 0.00 013 016 0.06
Securinega suffruticosa M R5 D4 e 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.00
Geraniaceae Geranium nepalense subsp. thunbergii H R5 D3 psb 0.00 092 263 055
Gramineae Agropyron ciliare Th R5 D4 t 0.00 490 082 168
Agropyron tsukushiense var. transiens Th R5 D4 t 000 0.18 058 0.11
Alopecurus aequalis var. amurensis Th R5 D14 t 0.16 1283 0.00 426
Arthraxon hispidus Th R4 D4 bp 0.00 0.19 0.00 0.05
Bromus japonicus Th R5 D4 t 0.00 101 0.6 035
Digitaria sanguinalis Th R4 D4 tp 85.58 100.00 16.28 100.00
Echinochloa crus-galli Th R5 D14 tp 17.94 2290 452 2224
Eleusine indica Th R5 D4 t 0.68 244 049 170
Eragrostis ferruginea H R3 D4 t 0.00 100 049 041
Leptochloa chinensis H R3 D4 t 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00
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Appendix 1. The list of weed species in survey sites (continued).
rNCD value
Family Scientific name DoFF RF* DF* GF NP¥
IDF* EDF LS* Total
Miscanthus sinensis var. purpurascens H R3 D1 t 000 025 173 021
Panicum dichotomiflorum Th R5 D4 bp O 007 004 008 007
Phragmites communis HH RI1-2 Dl e 0.00 0.00 0.66 001
Poa sphondylodes H R5 D4 t 0.02 045 066 0.28
Setaria faberii Th R5 D4 t 0.28 9.43 29.85 7.03
Setaria glauca Th R5 D4 t 013 079 016 048
Setaria viridis Th R5 D4 t 356 2359 370 13.56
Labiatae Agastache rugosa H R5 D4 e 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.01
Leonurus sibiricus Th R5 D4 pr 0.00 1.01 066 042
Mosla dianthera Th R5 D4 ep 0.16 019 370 048
Salvia plebeia Th R5 D4 ps 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00
Stachys riederi var. japonica H R23 D4 e 0.00 175 082 0.69
Leguminosae Aeschynomene indica Th R5 D4 e 0.02 0.15 0.00 0.07
Amorpha fruticosa N R5 D4 e O 000 001 016 001
Cassiamimosoides nomarme Th R5 D3 e 0.00 0.01 016 001
Glycine soja Th R5 D3 1b 0.16 550 370 286
Kummerowia striata Th R5 D4 eb 0.00 004 0.6 0.03
Lespedeza cuneata H R5 D4 b 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00
Phaseolus nipponensis Th R5 D3 1 026 425 148 223
Pueraria thunbergiana Ch R5(S) D4 I-b 000 289 2632 278
Robinia pseudo-acacia MM R5 D3 e O 000 004 016 003
Trifolium repens Ch R4 D4 p O 002 107 29 073
Vicia angustifolia var. segetilis Th R5 D3 Ib 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.00
Liliaceae Polygonatum odoratum var. pluriflorum G R3 D24 e 0.00 0.01 0.08 0.01
Smilax sieboldii N R5 D2 1 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00
Malvaceae Abutilon avicennae Th R5 D4 e O 003 000 000 001
Althaea rosea Th R5 D4 e 0.01 0.01 0.00 001
Hibiscus trionum Th R5 D4 eb O 001 001 000 001
Menispermaceae  Menispermum dauricum N R2-3 D1 1 0.00 0.18 123 0.5
Molluginaceae ~ Mollugo pentaphylla Th R5 D4 b-ps 432 338 016 382
Oleaceae Ligustrum obtusifolium M R5 D2 e 0.00 0.01 0.16 0.01
Onagraceae Ludwigia prostrata Th R5 D14 e 0.16 0.00 0.00 0.03
Oenothera odorata Th R5 D41 pr O 002 372 411 187
Oxalidaceae Oxalis corniculata Ch R4 D32 pb 295 195 000 225
Papaveraceae Chelidonium majus var. asiaticum Th R5 D42 e 0.00 5.00 411 217
Plantaginaceae  Plantago asiatica H R3(0) D24 r 005 512 329 243
Plantago major var. japonica H R3(0) D24 r 0.00 0.01 0.08 001
Polygonaceae Persicaria blumei Th R5 D4 eb 1.04 218 000 151
Persicaria hydropiper Th R4 D41 eb 016 245 016 112
Persicaria Ipathifolia var. lapathifolia Th R5 D4 eb 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.00
Persicaria perfoliata Th R5 D4 bl 0.00 028 148 021
Persicaria senticasa Th R5 D4 bl 0.00 0.04 049 0.04
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Appendix 1. The list of weed species in survey sites (continued).
rNCD value
Family Scientific name DoFF RF DF* GF NP¥

IDF* EDF LS* Total

Persicaria thunbergii Th R4 D41 b-p 002 516 0.00 159

Persicaria vulgaris Th R5 D4 e 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.01

Polygonum aviculare Th R5 D4 be 0.02 031 0.00 0.12

Rumex crispus H R D4 ps O 013 211 066 1.09

Rumex japonicus H R5 D4 ps 0.00 001 016 0.01

Rumex obtusifolius H R5 D4 ps O 001 001 000 001

Portulacaceae Portulaca oleracea Th R5 D4 b 100.00 70.56 8.63 86.81

Primulaceae Androsace umbellata Th R5 D4 r 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00

Ranunculaceae  Clematis apiifolia N R4 DI 1 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.01

Rosaceae Duchesnea chrysantha Ch R4 D2 pps 0.00 0.01 0.16 001

Potentilla fragarioides var. major Ch R3 D4 b-ps 0.00 0.04 049 0.04

Potentilla paradoxa Ch R5 D4 bps O 000 025 230 023

Pyrus pyrifolia var. culta MM R5 D2 e 0.00 0.01 0.16 0.01

Rosa multiflora N R3 D2 e 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.00

Rubus crataegifolius N R5 D2 e 0.00 158 641 1.06

Rubus oldhamii N R5 D2 pl 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00

Rubiaceae Galium spurium Th R5 D2 bl 0.00 0.08 0.16 0.04

Rubia akane G R3 D2 b-1 0.00 0.00 0.66 0.01

Rubia cordifolia var. pratensis G R3 D2 bl 0.00 0.05 0.16 0.03

Salicaceae Salix koreensis MM R5 DI e 000 0.01 0.16 0.01

Saxifragaceae Chrysosplenium grayanum HH R4 D4 b-p 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01

Scrophulariaceae  Lindernia dubia Th R5 D14 bp O 002 001 000 001

Lindernia procumbens Th R5 D14 bp 0.86 031 0.00 0.0

Mazus pumilus Th R5 D4 b-ps 714 688 0.00 6.61

Veronica persica Th R4 D4 p-b O 002 070 0.00 025

Solanaceae Solanum nigrum Th R5 D2 b 0.16 045 0.16 035

Urticaceae Boehmeria spicata Ch R3 D4 e 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.01

Violaceae Viola mandshurica H R3(V) D3 r 0.80 090 0.08 0.88

Vitaceae Ampelopsis brevipedunculata N R3 D42 | 000 000 016 0.00

var. heterophylla

*DoF: Dormancy form.

‘RF: Radicoid form.

“DF: Disseminule form.

'GF: Growth form.

“NP: Naturalized plant.

*IDF: Inside of dry field.

YEDF: Embankment around the end of dry field.
“LS: Levee slope of dry field.



