8507 B 12 B H A 2 # Vol.27,No. 12
2007 £ 12 A ACTA ECOLOGICA SINICA Dec. ,2007

REMTFEEARER

?’f’%’?@:l’z,gﬁ ﬂil’*

(LERRIRERERRE B 2100952, BAbE R LA £ B R - AEBF BT, B 430064)

WE AT R R R IR S ETUR AR I RS TRXR, 200, AR S AR RZI R WH. FTie
BEEANLERAFTHEIER . PIRRY, REMTEENE T SRR, SR IUKH B JR 2R E3h &8, IRARBR.
KB ARESFEN BB E. b AREREERMTEEWER) ZH—F, X BAEY B AR E TIRZI B R
Wi, FREFT R, MREM T R REMERSIERRE K BIRMTEEN R B SOLRAMRICE G R R
WLk RERMEST O TRERICE. ST/ LEENNNBT LR EERAEMH THEXNFH T ERENERZER
W EX RS B BT 5T S T A TR 1R Y B R AR B B s R A T I B A R L AR T AR SRR EARE S
Hi T EHm X RETHEL TRE,

KR P TR  RER TR A RE T AR R TS
ST E S :1000-0933(2007)12-5361-10 chE4HSS451, Qo48.1 STHRRRIRGAD: A

Progresses and prospects in research of weed seed dispersal

LI Ru-Hai'*, QIANG Sheng''*

1 Weed Research Laboratory, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, China
2 Institute of Plant Protection and Soil Science, Hubei Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Wuhan 430064 , China
Acta Ecologica Sinica 2007 ,27(12) :5361 ~ 5370.

Abstract; Seed dispersal links the end of the reproductive cycle of adult plants with the establishment of their offspring,
and is widely accepted to have a profound effect on vegetation structure. Research on the whole process of weed seed
dispersal, namely the dispersal cycle, will not only enrich the knowledge on weed biology and ecology, but also help
understand mechanisms of invasiveness of alien weeds as well as infestation of arable land by common problematic weed
species. These studies may provide a theoretical basis for development of ecological weed control, management of invasive
alien species, and even potential reduction on herbicide applications.

Weed seeds are dispersed through a range of means, including self dissemination, by wind, water, animals and
humans. Among all these factors, human activities have the most significant impact, frequently affecting weed introduction,
distribution, and seed bank. Different techniques have been used to study seed dispersal, include fluorescent pigment
labeling, radioisotope labeling, stable isotope analysis and molecular markers. Taking into account recent advances as well

as our own experience, the authors wish to provide some new perspectives for future research in this field. It is believed that
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our research focus should be placed on better understanding the effect of seed dispersal on the size and spatial dynamics of
weed seed banks, process of dispersal, fate of dispersed seeds, adaptive mechanism of the seeds, ecological weed-control

measures , and relationship between seed dispersal and invasiveness of alien weed species.

Key Words: seed dispersal cycle; weed seed dispersal ; disperser; dispersal mechanism; technique
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2§73 Pollination
%; ey . FFAE4 522 Flowering phenology
A}i/&*j}{éﬁiﬁi Fruit production 4& L4522 Fruiting phenology
ult plant
B BE R 4156 T Density-dependent mortality composition %iﬂ_ﬁﬁ_ E R Frugivory
¥ B Pathogens Fruit availability AR %R Diet choice
HE B Fungi sk T EiZ¢ Nutrition
Y&/ 7K/ AR Light/water/gaps Recruitment 1T R s T4 CompeltiFiOI?
TIRIETE Fruit removal F 3 Visitation rates
Secondary dispersal Biha lb 2 Fruit removal rates
kAT 43 Biffg 8 Scatter hoarding BARZHITH Frugivore behavior
Sapling distribution TR Seed caching FhFEERL K3 zh49 B2 & Attachment to fur
FhFH5 Seed burial Seed uptake
%E%Ué"]fﬁt Density-dependent mortality TN FT TR Seed passage time
\El%l‘ F}mgl ) AR T T // ™ 1E§E& 123 Disperser movement
Je/R IR, ngh_t/water/gaps Recruitment I [ \, %#%Hg}ﬁ 1&3% %47 A Disperser behaviors
4HTFIE Seedling survival { | Seed dispersal 4B Scatter hoarding
A \\ Fh P Seed caching
Seedling S| HEEALR
distribution Y*?%) Seed rain/deposition
JE/K/TEIRR Light/water/gaps  Germination — _ _
Ff 7% Seed bank AL BERF Seed handling by animals
5 JEA Pathogens i &b F Seed predation
EHH Fungi

2l 1. Seedling emergence

B1 AT EEE
Fig. 1 The seed dispemsal cycle

H 2, RN ARA SR HLE, ZE B o, B ) R BFET- G, MK SE3E (Vicia sativa) BILAX
R ESERER T, EARARRESD FEANEHESHR FURBAXFIH, EXEMHF, HRE
SR K G & RS , AW A B4 AR 8 (R 15 LU 3 A0 3% 48 , S BB i R BT 63 (Avena
faa) ¥, FYLEEE (Geranium carolinianum ) W R BN R  Kekh F RS M %, R —Fp E S EEH Ko
2.2 PeEhfeik

PR R IR T EE LY 807X, R R YL EEE T
2.2.1 S|HX) 4%

WEHRRERRFREES, M B FRE, BN 5 YR MR R 1%, K K A #E R BE B 5
o TE/NHE( Taraxacum mongolicum) 38251% 22 ( Eupatorium adenophorum) " F1/N %3 ( Conyza canadensis)'® |
Dk B —47 % ( Erigeron annuus) \ KHLEE (E. odoratum ) ™ o773k 78 Bk MK BE B 1618 . BE BB ( Carduus
nutans) FTHT HLIHE ATER/N CER AT, SREIR AR B AR 4™ . D948 (Aristolochia debilis) #F31
G B A GERE S, 1 & (Polygonum multiflorum) F 6T H M K EER P, B BERERAETE™

FER R, BV R B B RS IR R 20 SR T BB RS 8, YR IBIE A R, MRS %
4 ~7 F X}, ZEBE HL T 2m B9 22 R IR B T B ( Echinochloa crus-galli) | 5 J% ( Digitaria sanguinalis) . (8,
(Amaranthus retroflexus) Fp-F,
2.2.2 KB

X B E SR, AKX R T AR ERIEUD . BAEERM BRI E R/, ERK BB REBREN T
Qiang!"™ 'BRSE KB, 5 34 PR B AP T T LA S RE R4 A BRBEHE KB Rk H, Lo 35 T RS AN 3 L SR
H & A I #of R B2 B . 1 B ( Beckmannia syzigachne) . T4 F ( Leptochloa chinensis) ., 1% 3k B ( Polypogon
Sfugazx) JKWSE (Ammannia baccifera) 2B 2 ( Malachium aquaticum) \J5 5 5 ( Monochoria vaginalis) R JHE

( Cyperus difformis) .#8h7 ( Eclipta prostrata) B2, H 235 7 I (Alopecurus japonicus) ;B Z IR (A. aequalis) \FGHE
3¢ ( Lapsana apogonoides ) | & W 3E ( Hemistepta lyrata ) . /) 2 ( Chenopodium serotinum ) . T 1 W, ( Portulaca

oleracea) .- B ( Eleusine indica) BEE ( Sclerochloa kengiana) %,

[35]
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HEEFZUSTO) B FEER T EFETUEREKE, AERLEENRERS T URAIFAERTKS
BREKE, —SaEHFRASRREANSH . SRERS LERENAA(WARAR) , FPhREMNT
B AEKTE , R IR A7 RA S E , KT (Oenanthe javanica) B R B AG KIXHI AR, BRI, &
FEKE B ZE R EK RS SME G REHE.

2.2.3 ek

Y SEYAR, SiYEA S e AR KRR REsh M , B Y% DL s R A R 58 UL 1B 8. sh¥fe
ST, RS T SR E T AR M. MY NGNS Y BB I T — R FERARE , 4R L
S5RFREa. KA B IR BT R 285 AR 55, ECFEHEs Y 2 Bk r 8L
w/E,

W shY (B ) A i shi (I ER) e AHEE 243 fh T, TS T 22M T, Jacob Z B
FRI, THFHESI Y& s ifis Ze 7, Hrb i EE HA NUTCF S s R & X, BN 1iE
1 4 A RE B (Lolium rigidum) PR FFEF H N (Raphanus raphanistrum) fi 2%, W3R HEY HLZe
ﬁ?[ﬂ o

AR T B 2 R SR, BER I ZE S B E AR R IR BT3B B A & &
4895 ( Bidens biternate) , X IR {8 B ( B. frondosa) ., =M ¥ 4 B ( B. pilosa) . JBIL & ( B. tripartita) . & B-
( Xanthium sibiricum) 53 4< ( Torilis scabra) S22 E pFp1 BAG T H 54, LA K R 2% ( Carpesium abrotanoides )
T EA R ™

AADPARARZE BRI R AEE, X SR R s Y E b S5 R ERIFE TR T, X
SREM RS R ER SR MRS, . D BER HABEER FHHEE HEE,

V)& (Amaranthus sp. ) JUFFZ4E R+ 37F ( Chenopodium ambrosioides ) 3] PL B %5 ( Duchesnea indica) 3%
R (Paederia scandens) 3¢5 ( Cayratia japonica) %> > ! fyFpF Wl 5@IT 15 SRR BEHH MY 1538, SMk
e 2PN R ki ( Phytolacca americana) BB IERS, KR TR 54 X B AN HA FAEHBE BIMHX,
2.2.4 NKERE

WIR EILF B EEEE AKE SN, REEYE ARG S B E2EHE, LA XM
VX REERKRRE L RPIAKENNEE, FETAEHRE P, NREBREEWME 2 —, NEfLHE
St BRI/ i # SR e e T SRR, 3 B T AR A B,

H TR EILA 188 R A B, 38 FAMRZE ™ ) X sesh o LB R R TR K30, B, 18
FHEE B B A AR AT BRAL R X 4 KIEERS , RA MK T AKMTESIA 1T, BRI A
AR

F—RRAREHNEE, APEMIRIEERE 50% L) ERENE FHEYHE 350, RIE L HE XA
053 e AR BRATRE LA ) A A 2 PO R B SR Y SRR R IR S XY
TXAEHE R, AT L3077, 5 ki B 2

F—RKRAREEGE, XERELNKENIES, MELE TR K= MA L RERESETE
&R, EPERIRRESRE L 50% 2HEAGE TR #H OR™REFRBRILEBRALN, WKFE (Ambrosia
artemisiifolia) L THRIRASFIA LR BH W a b, 3 TREHE, JLXZEHT(Plantago virginica) M
DA 41T B R R R R TS0 T RAR ™

TN EYRAEMB B SR ERFOUEERGBY BREMN T, KA KB 1% B EET (Panicum
miliaceum) """ B2 (Sorghum halepense) "> FIBFeE "> W T, MEM T HABATEAYF T HEARE
BHP AT 8, RIE B 22 R B it YR IE R ENES

B, R T E BT A A4 7= AR 16 T S R 2 LU AR B B BT BA B4R Re ok RAE R = I 3R
AR
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£ HAR R, SR BILR AR R BRI AR, OF H—Fia Y SR R B 1 5 SOP R B vE—1,
HR LMY BT ] o B SRR R A3 5 REUA TRV BB A N, InFE
RAPERRF T LUER R K8, BT EL E RS e. Fn, —MERETEEEREMEE
¥
3 ZERMFEENEAERTESNSHER

FEMTFREBRNRERNFRENEENEEIITIEMBE R, ZEHFESER@EASEL) , A%
BRERMF RN, BERERFESE LEHS6, BARER T EN TR S, KRERNFTLUE
R KW BT B R A B BRI R SR A T R

WA E2EL AN ES U R—EE LD R TR R B R, XX RS AY
ZRBER T, BB ST RO HL AT P S B A28 B 43 A Y 0 . Daver %1% I RURBF ST B9 45 3R, TN C A
FREHEEER BN 100m, B CERIFF LI AT/ GENFF K, S X B Y R X 2, 7
KK 5.6m-s "B, DT 1% BT XK ZIEE -4k 100m SME ML T ; 48 K 280 F Y5 7EBE -8 1%k 50m LA Y B9
D R AR T , 2R BRI A 7 B B AR K T EE BB A T

RS A S P R ARG AR T, AT 3B T 2R T o Jacob F ' IR KB, Tt Mg
YIAG A s s Zc R, g i EE KA N EITTF S s B R OR . SITE SRR 1 SEAERE
BRI REM T S MR, #0E R R 8 7ESE R B R i, #is R R 7 78 H
Py JoR SRR, XSRS R R, S R T R EM TR NIRRT R B 3
YIRS T R T ROR MR R . A BB T AR I 7E Sh i B B L 5380 T
XY B E1E SN TI5R , B R XE L BRI R 18 5 S B BB A R A R o W81 B 75 3 do B
B T EH M. Smith Z 7 1 4F4 RIBSIEY M BT R, — B0 35 , A5451 BA S0 18 A0 3 v g
FEMTHERE LR FEPRRE. ERSIEMETE T PE 12 BREMHT, RPH0.5 ~4. Smm,
e 2 F/NF T RS E LB IF (Arabidopsis thaliana ) FIEE K S% ( Cardamine hirsuta ) BT 5 S BUH) 68% , 2= 1A
WESSHE TRE /T, X2 MEERFERLE DS 70% BE LB FEIRLOA/NT 3%, 4RE
B, W UBIR AR AR 4 e TR T A HB R K I 18] B, T 35 3R P 2% B R i 51 B0 0 T PO - M h R AR

YRR EI SR R IR B R T, M A shR . Ak BN IR T AR
R AT RUBE B #Ea 45m, Shirtliffe 1 Entz'® 7248/ W P BE9E & BR, BB IR BIML A5 48 B e 25 A 7 O BE
B 145m, MfIAEBR AW EINL EmEERRERE G, BE W T HHEEMN T EH LB HK 145m 1
H ], A R B R A IR BB B A RO KT 10 AL -m ™ s 7EEE -k 45m 1 FHIRD, I R B 1Y
AR EIDASBB R M TR B /N T 10 % -m >, Beckie %' BISL K B, 75 6a B EI Y, BELIST T #6F M A9
By HeE Rk (patch) WTE ARG KT 35% , M ARBHEIFFF B BER B EARIG R T 330% . M1k, By
BEERE THHRENT A FBRANERTRANERE, o, ZERN T HEBRREEYFF ST #T
EFii

Ph B S Ae B R T AER A BT E B A R, B BRI, B U N BER AKX A B R T
EBIEFBUNY o AT, AT AT, MR R HE R B4 T 92, 2001 ~2003 47 p ARl K 2B 5
FAEVLI B E A P X AT T S BUR U, BT B A HE K R e/ e b T s R R, K
BRALA 34 FhIRELRD 7 7T LAREE W A SREHE K i R B, Horp a4 TR AUVINE SR H B TR R M R &
Zei 510 AR IR B PR AR K P O R BE R TR, T B K IR BB R T BT o Bk 24 4R
MTERAMT SR 65% U L, SESMERK S RER T AHEMA EEERNRRERY AR, 7%
o R BFE-22 O BAE T R B ARG S, KIEHBUTFRAE FLERT BIWRERERER., B, EQ
M HARERE B KRS ARG, KR Z BT P 2 A SR B ST R ARIE
4 MRMFEBOETESZE

REMRC LI , BT BE RN BT R E S B 16 SIS mR K, (B 2 E
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TFRBIRIWFRANATEA, X REMFEHRNSRE S8 EHBENRERNFIfE, U R EERFMiE
N A FMERR BRI D . SR, 3 SRR F P H B B R RN  EEFEOR BB LR A,
3B

B AR BT AR B T B9 (5 38— R A VA 2 0 B b T R B A 28 1) 4 A s AS sRAR /D BB ™ i 0
o XL E MM IR B RME IR R RN ZREE A T I R R VR AT 2 TR 1 R s IR S B ma , A BE
B RHT R R L) , o LIRS 1 B TR 5 R AR B R S 5 A . Waang I Smith™ 0470, BB
BRI , Fh PRI R E 20  ER T B A — BRI R M AR & B BRI 75— R
2, P AR EL R ER , B R XE IR ER AR = A B b TR R BB i, R B XE LA € BN aE . 4
XK, — BB G ER D, X TR BRI T4 8 588X DR B T IRIFI BT . XA
% EEZAT RS ARS 7% 8% BT USSR TR R EM TR %%,

4.1 FAYHHRiCHE: (fluorescent pigment labeling)

RIEGURRICE: , B SE M AR RO e mic i 7 B dnic A PR B3 R, RSB B R 3
PRICHIFIT o Longland Al Clements!™ B VOB 5 JublARITH: B T AR SE e 5 sh IR Ah T 91T R 5 F T-6rig
BIRR, M B PO SRR IC S T8 22 5 ( Oryzopsis hymenoides) 761, 343 T 005 14 s IR )
MFHME A Y EER MMM EARE R XS EEME, I EE, JFRAEF RSP RBEREK
i
4.2  FEHENE B ARiCEE (radioisotope labeling)

B R R AR ICE: , B A& B R R BRI ORI, I B U R A R T s 10 s AR
DRI TR B IR D ARG R R4S, 40 GM-HRM#s " | 3548 $#% ( Geiger counter) ™ il SPA-3 #§
57 4 F IR SRR B AR ICHI R T R TR A, B B R BT R TR I —FF LB 3
Friko HTAROR TR R R 146 (LW 84. 5d) ™ 41-134 (R 3 2. 1a) FIBL-131 (LW
8.5a) ", (O FIMCEH: A BARICA T — RIS R AR, B BIE B T ARREB/MO M T, T H, M50
HIRF s R B WORFIE RS, TIRERBI BTN E , WEEEL R FR A RRBE XM FRATHEESR
BUVPR mERER R, BRE U R R & KB R RE v SR B AR AR DA T R S T
B (BT AT T R A R 67 2R i 22 A A Y Y B 4 ) R, TR i PR I AR B B R
4.3 FEENIE 17 (stable isotope analysis)

R M T (EERC.UN¥S.D.Vsr) B2 TR E R YRR IR K B B 6, S A5 18 Y
HERBE ™, BRI RN TS SR R T A B AR (IR TR S WL, R B BT B
X S Y R S R AR RS R . BN, T8 E3EUE (Danaus plexippus ) B —IRBEFE ™ & B, X Fhigh
PR AR E SRR 2R o 5 BT A s i S A 3 JBAR Y (Asclepias sp. ) (B ERIRHIEY)) MR R HREE
M, KB SLRI, RN R HAEWS FH THEBTTERS AR SR S T A AR A H 2 3, Wang Al Smith** $1 |
XIHAAW T UL TR T8, R S0 1 SRR/ SRR B B R A B, BB R U (RS 48 K BE S
B HEEE . 1B B BT R A R i B ST HGE .

e e [F) AL A MU M, R A R RIS R 20, (BRI 7 B WM i B AR , W TR R X
BRANPIFRR AN .

4.4 SrFfEFRiC (molecular genetic markers)

S FBABRMIC R R I E R R I M 2 ) 38 %7 S R B B A 27 i 2 R B LR S
T H SR RER, NTTE R FEERNEBSNBERNER, S FRERCEARD BRI
FAF B AR TR fE3E 202 2T,

AEM S TFACRES T ERER R, BRE A B AR5 )5, T8 BRI B B AU R B W R 5 38 = 4
DX BT i SRR SR BE B M T I E S R, AU RR FEBE A S, 2 FEEinicamE
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MEBES .

a. [ L

BBy PR ST AR T B AR PR SR R R L B EE R AR BN ERENEER BT, 1
B R G AR B R R S ST LU BN Z A R o 3 P B S e 1) 2 PR 3 AT TR 05 L o
B LURD T AR A BB R 0 , o BB A D B R Lu ) 2 R 3 B B S AR ( R A A
i DNA) Ffp T (375 SCASFI AR ) DNA) &4, M, 0475 FER 40T 4% DNA SR e At H b 1538
SHEEBHEE, BRSP4 DNA {0k B84, I RBFF %38, Wit b ARic S 41 bR
T AN X B, DR E R T LAB AR o A B 2 B R 5 LA b A3 RN R E R X A0 B
TERBR , I RE S5 M i B R IR DA IR AT R A0

b. HEFE

XEH R R AR T AT i 20 S E R B, Ak S RB BB HRA RS EE . TR E# R
AT RERE RO ZEF AR W E R F AR AEM R E R . NAREE RN Fioic, WM TPE, #Esh T g
“HBBETNCH RN E R, MR YRR A W R AR RER AR, ST AT R T8, # it
W2 AR F AR A Y, Godoy Fl Jordano™ 34T T ARMA MBS , M X R 404 T A
HBBk (Prunus mahaleb) B FIFPF B SHEBEFFF RO RN R K (LK B8AR) #1705, FEI8 8T
B 5FpEE A T RER BRI A B B B HEAT LAY, AT N B AT B9 95 SRR TR Y 82. 1% 1R B T AT R EEAR,
INHBEIAR 17.9% 3k B EiE 54,

REHFRIEPICHEASBRER TEBOIR , B LUEL #EMN F R4H S8R ZRF AN S R
RT @AM ERSRHEYFHEERAHHER. ZFENARZARSHBER FHARR, HATES
TFHEYFFER,
5 RE

BT, W2 E R FEBIE IR RN EA, S RER FERNE R ESERE M EAEMNTFRHE, D
B ER BN S FMER S RNES T EN TR R, RAE TR T &ERTEEBOILE, A4 REREUE 4
Stk B MR BB AL R T A SR TR, FF R R B T PR A 2R F BE A S 1, AT D82 FE PR) 4 B 19 1
WO UEREN R, AP RBESRE. NBRERMIFRTERE, S R&RER T ERIRE
HEEUTFIJLAHE:
5.1 ZeEFFAEBXIFTEEE NS N AR SR ER R

H AT BT A 2 B A T 1B R 7 RSB A S SR s iR R ¢ 7 R B Ze R T R AR 4k
B HMLEE, BLZ BH  ERPIR . )5 LR AR EF T R R R T 3%
SR FEEEESIAS, f R R S R SR . IR 75 T RS, 3 T R TR B R A4 B R A BB A A R
¥ IR, AT 5 B BRI RN, AR EN N FEHERAEEE L.
5.2 FEMFAENLIRE

EAMMEEMTFABNHAEETSR, MM ESRTHEAL, S UEEMERARFFEBNY
B, PRE R TR IB R A B A T B B B B, W LRSS TR EvRiC ik, Bl i e 4y
B TFRAE SEBRZ NS EER T B ERAET REMBEERIOMHE N, RAXETE, BB HE
AT BIEFpFERBNITR, AT E B YM A A Y28,
5.3 ZEMTFHABENAEZ

BRI B TERGHI e T BAL  RIET RIRE R K7 ERTHERE B AR T, &R
JRE R LR, o — AN B TR R e Fh T80 B PRI, e R TR B R 8 B o <8% 0 ™
ME—RB T RBEFERN . MM INRAERFEFREE - TFERN RN EERE. PREERNFIRIR
B & RO , AR 2% b T-ORAR A SRR , SR T DA S S A0 7 PRI R 2 B b T 0 2 B 0 R, 3T R T ORI, 3R
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i LB, ATTINRAER Z R T R, AR A Y B T 40 sh ) I AE WX e Ef F I I R AR 3, D
B BRI B 3 ZR BT AR A RN , SREBURE M 2 1= 2 R R % 1 L), T DU R R B R T R
W, R FABAER BARERNEHR

AR ARBHER sx R ER F g R E R — MR ERARREE, TRl ARSET=,
INBHE R X TR TS N R, B D f i AR R T AT RIR EUR A R , SERB S ARIE A [F
XAV A 7= SR, DR s i B SR BBOR [ B 5 R A AR IR R AR 8, O R Y B AR
HEENE
5.4 ZRERFENAGENYLIE

FEFDFREBOE PG B 158, B ER BN G RE FREASH, BirMBiE R RR T MEE
ST EWLE W R, B R T R BE M RUEHE S>> Bl & DR e 3h e B B AE3R0 4,
MEABRDHITERNR . SEIIMBX G EEMR. a0, RALAT ik, MBI ESrRRE R 1
TE NG TR M ST RHE ; B BT R 2 ER 19 L E (S AR R ) 18 s B DK BRI I R e fp 7
HBHE D EE S XA B RAB IR TGN XA AR T o
5.5 AEBEEEEIR

PR IREFPF L4, MU F BB Y #HIE , R RY N R AR IEEE R AR EE, 7
REESRGES, T LIRS MERL T 2 R T R RRE 2, N 2Bk R A, R AR K A
B8 BT LURBUEHIE , 085 H B AE A8 HK 2R /b 7, IR R EFp T FR RS , IR AT PR #6358
BRPE, BNERIX T AR, XM R ER B R PR ARSI, N T RES AR MHE, RERE
ZERAFEFEENENL,
5.6 RZENBEESHMNFEHBIXA

HhJe 2B 7% H 45 ( Mikania micrantha) '™ 4825722545y f—R & 76 ( Solidago canadensis) (567 g
ANBEIEFE A SRR Y Z AR IRRE R TR T ARE 2R, IE GBI i A R IR, 12
FISMRZERH — B AREED BV AMTEGE A TS . SRZERFF (S EHE) FREHIEETW
BHAEE, LR 3 Mok ARFEXNRABEXLEN R, AMERBIIR, 5B AKHIE S #EATE 1 w24
REBENENEERR, FIRIRAERM T (REHEE) WEHEO MY 87, xR BUE LHEER HA
REZERFGEZE N, BORBZ I AETFERIRE,
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