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Tab.1 Weed species under different mulching patterns
RIALBRX spot be found
B " ﬁ: p— S
Family Genus weed species E BRIk 42 Wik &
The first investigation The second investigation
5 B
LR b B CK BRI K
Axonopus Axonopus compressus ( Sw.) P. Beauv.
SEQE H e e
Imperata Cyr. Imperata cylindrica ( L.) Beauv.
ke AN CKER BRAAL CK LR A
Digitaria Digitaria sanguinalis ( L. ) Scop.
y M AR
AR Cynodon R CK B BRI BB 2B CK R R
Gramineae Cynodon dactylon ( L.) Pers.
BIE SN i e e - "
CK . BRER] R VCK BRI 2
FEleusine FEleusine indica ( L.) Gaertn. HEBRALH SRR AR R
R R R e
CK
Chloris Chloris virgata Swartz i
i IR - o«
Eragrostis Eragrostis ferruginea ( Thunb.) Beauv. e
RATHE =R " "
CK.JRJE SR
Bidens Bidens pilosa Linn W ER A R
B ?E ‘ B FH CK - B e b
Gnaphalium L. Gnaphalium affine D. Don
WK R B3 et o
3R Youngia Cass. Youngia Japonica ) )
compositae R e
o o CK A% % .CK
Emilia Cass Emilia sonchifolia ( 1.) DC i R
8 1 17 G
Eclipta Eclipta prostrata e
NS ) L& -
CK .CK
Vernonia Schreb Vernonia cinerea ( L.) Less. A
i i o« «
Amaranthus L. Amaranthus retroflexus L.
WA THE AL e
amaranthaceae ~ Gomphrena L. Gomphrena celosioides Mart.
TR T I e
2N 1N SR .CK
Alternanthera Forsk. Alternanthera sessilis (L.) DC i A A e ) A5 C
DR S =2 S e
sk Ho noe CK BB AR5 BREH) /R 8E CK SR B 55
Portulaceae Portulaca Portulaca oleracea 1..
Pase e 38
bl il e CKRHIAIER  BREH EE K
Solanaceae Solanum L. Solanum nigrum L.
BHTER BHTE
K BRI A L CK BREH
Richardia Richardia brastliensis Gomez CKBRATH A5 AL OB
P AR FAEFR I - » " -
K BREH] K BRI
Rubiaceae Borreria Borreria latifolia ( Aubl.) K. Schum. CKBRATH A AL CK B AL
W R PHHER S N
SRELT .CK
Oldenlandia Oldenlandia corymbosa L. B R A LG
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4k 1 Continued Tab. 1

RIALH X spot be found

%’4‘ Iﬁ fﬂl:l v vfr 3 Vi S
Family Genus weed species LRV S 52 R
The first investigation The second investigation
TR HEYET -
CK . BRH .CK
E1) Alysicarpus Neck. ex Desv. Alysicarpus vaginalis( L.) DC. b A
Leguminosae Sy AN A ——
Stylosanthes Stylosanthes SW. '
AR KA
ER
R Hibiscus Zhu. Hibiscus syriacus Linn. g
Ao~ A~
s SR L 8 .\
R Mimosa Linn. Mimosa invisa Mart. ex Colla £
PSR} Cypffﬁnn Cyperui%jfijdm L CK VRS BR G JRBE 50 CIGBR R R
IFER : . : -
Cyperaceae e N
HEE P . .
SR SR
Carex L. Carex sadoensis Franch. b i) b
y B F -
2SR Lindernia A CK CK
Scrophulariaceae Lindernia crustacea ( L.) F. Muell
T 2R T R , :
K BREF 7 CK R
Phyllanthus Linn. Phyllanithus urinaria L. CKBRATH A A P OB
KA BYE R By
K BRE] A HE L CK BREH
Euphorbiaceae Acalypha L. Acalypha australis L. CK B ) A L CRLBR AR
PN RS7ED
CK . BEHH CK
Euphorbia L. Euphorbia hirta b i
i A s N
SR CK BrEEH
Viticeae  Parthenocissus Planch. Parthenocissus tricuspidata b i i
A}l e N ~>| s A}I e
RO iy CK SRR BRHA T A CK R HER] LR
Oxalis Oxalis L. Oxalis corniculata L

2.3 AEABHEAXMBESE MR AALAE CK T EENZERK, 2 RIHEZE /380,112 4,
0.112 4 ,FMF4E 4 AL 2 A b Z2 B R I 7 0.5 BT LA B LS, Fi o 32, AR A B4 41K
FXFRE . BRI R DAAR E 7 EEAL2 A 212 70 R 0.344 3,0.302 1, HOR A/ 7,2 1K
WA Z S 514:0.197 5,0. 124 0, A= RUANERL DL K P A B R R A 2 LA T8 22 L B T R 7110265 2
WA A MR 2 B EFHAM( H0.096 2 |- F-510. 143 1) , HARAL AR 25 R Ko S48 1 78 Ab FRZH 7E 5 2
VORI, S AR A Z2 B ML O 20, 133 8, K HE AL R ZH fl 2 85 22 3 LU oS 1 WRE A oAy |- 7, (H R A
EANBRA AR 2 PR 28 B 2 ARG N R . X IR AL BRAL SR 2 YRIEA HUAR | IR A A ) 2 AR AT
TR

2.4 AEABEEXMBESTEME XL 2 RSN E L, FHF— B2 4 DO AR
S 1 IR (3R 4) TR AR B LA SR B T AT R A BT A (R R HE A L 22
T 1A% FEAEREALERAL, BR T &t 2 Ah , HAFP S R B EAE AN T 7% o 55 2 YA 65 b 3 e £ 3
FRBR T A Bt LASR 375 15 00 LA K A o HR R X 8 A #5325 ) R EAE 40 31 A 48. 4%
43.5% ,36.8% ,AHILES 1 WKIAAAR K . PAZE SALERA], = M AT R BL(E AR5 2, R 32.3% , ik b
W0 26.8% HEEHE 19.2% o HA I HEEWIH/NT 10% o 552 WA (3 5) , BT,
PR AL, N - S50 - B U N EWNF - MR - BRI R PR LA B X B T A
W7 T BAEAE 100% LA L, HoA 22w fp 2 d BE AR TE 20% LA T o 40 2 WA A b, SEFEI5 4B AR AL BRIX, 24
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FRDL STl DA B 52 S A B — 0 AR — I 2 R, SR AE B A B X, D34l DA A B 2 S 7
T =M AR o RIIALE X, 3R AR T~ - 5 - BRI S N A M T - F 5 - M P AR TR A B
DX, PLEA AR T~ — THik T — BRI — KT — A=A B — S 2 AR, 728 g = BT BT — RS R — J o AR
— R - Thi e X IR AR 2 YR A B DL SR O BT - S F AR - Th R BRI AR B A DL SR
ST - R - R S EAE - AT - AR AR B A B ORHER D A R R B ISR
HRNARA BT S AR, Dk DRk ik 8 LA K ol m i) s 7
®2 ARABEBSEATHRELRE
Tab.2 Weeds Density under Different Covering Patterns

KUFWER S TACH AR R REEEES MEAEE  BRES  Berom CK

M IR 2R B IR BRI B2R B IR B2R B IR B2RBIRB2R B IR B2R B LR B2K
FE & HE ME WA WA W& RE RE  BE BE EE BE EE HE  He

S / / / / / / / / / / / / 0.60 0.50 0.25 /
EES 12.00 6.40 0.40 / 0.60 / / / / / / / / / /
o, e 0.80 / 0.80 0.60 3.60 / 0.20 / 2.75 0.60 / / 1.80 1.90 12.25 11.50
T F AR 0.40 2.20 5.40 12.60 0.20 1.80 / 8.00 / 1.80  0.25 0.07 6.60 3.60 0.25 11.75
R 0.40 / 0.40 / 1.40 / 1.40 0.20 1.00 / 0.25 0.07 15.60 7.80 4.25 1.25
B 0.20 / 0.20 0.25 / / / 0.40 / / / / / / 0.50 0.25
SR B / / / / / / / / / / / / 0.40 / / 0.25
=MEAE O1.00 1.20 / / 0.60 0.20 0.40 / 0.25 0.20 0.25 0.07 / / / 4.50
SIS 0.40 / / / 1.40 / / 0.80 0.25 / / / / / / 4.50

wEE 080 / /0.40 0.20 / / /020 / / / / /
—Eg 0.20 / /o 0.40 / / / / / / / /' 0.50 2.25
B4 1 / / / / / / / / / / / /020 / /
WES / / /o 0.40 / / / / / / / / /0.25 0.75
B / / / / / / / / / / / / / /0.25 1.00
e 0.40 0.60 / 0.80 3.20 / / /0.5 2.00 @/ /' 1.00 0.5 0.50 /
o 1.80 /440 /440 5.00 / / 10.50 5.00 0.75 0.20 / /0.25 8.50
T 3% /0.20 0.20 0.20 1.20 / 0.20 0.80 / 2.00 / / 3.20 3.80 5.50 3.00
BT / / 0.40 0.20 1.00 0.20 0.60 0.40 1.00 0.60 / /2720 19.00 7.00 4.75
W /020 / I 0.60 |/ / / / /440 7.00 7.50 1.75
DREEE / / /020 /020 / / /5.00 2.00 @/ /
BT / / /020 / / / / / / /020 /  0.25 0.25
iy / / / /560 / / / / / / / / I 2.50
N / / / /020 / / / / / / / / / /

RYLE L / / / 0.20 / / / / / / / / / / /
ol 56.80 43.20 73.00 74.00 69.00 26.00 51.80 47.80 12.25 22.60 2.00 0.53 7.60 9.00 58.00 93.25

L E / / / / / / / /050 / /I 0.60 0.40 / 1.75
8 / /020 / / / / / / / / / /I 0.25 0.25
T Bk 0.40 0.60 / / / / 0.80 0.40 / 1.00 / /220 3.10 0.25 0.75
A 0.20 / / /2,40 0.60 0.20 0.60 1.50 2.80  / I 0.60 0.90 5.75 4.25
ki / / / / / / / / / / / /020 7/ 0.25 0.50
o / / / / / / / / / / / /[ 0.20 0.30 0.75 /

Tif: ¢ 3.80 0.60 1.60 1.80 5.00 / / /250 1.60 0.25 0.07 1.40 1.60 4.25 6.00
MAET / / / / / / /020 / / / / / / /

N 79.6 55 87.2 91.05 101 34.00 56.2 59.8 33  40.4 3.75 1 79  61.4 109 165.5
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Tab. 3 Weed abundance under different mulching patterns

CK KA EEAEES MR SRR BE AR BEEE BREALE
MR GBI B2 B IR E2R B IR E2R B IR F2R B IR F2R P IR F2R B IR F2RF LK $2K
WA A HA A A WA EA WA MA MA  MA  HA WA A A A

KOHHE  0.0023 0.00253
EE2 0.1508 0.1168 0.0046 0.006
o 0.1124 0.0852 0.0101 0.0092 0.0066 0.0357 0.0036 0.094 0.0149 0.0228 0.05723
M 0.0023 0.0870 0.005 0.0401 0.0619 0.1388 0.002 0.0847 0.1338 0.0446 0.0667 0.0909 0.0835 0.05723
4B 0.039 0.0093 0.005 0.0046 0.0139 0.0249 0.0033 0.0342 0.0667 909  0.1975 0. 12401
B 0.0019 0.0025 0.0023 0.0067
SR, 0.0019 0.0051
=it 0.0333 0.0126 0.0219 0.006 0.0053 0.0071 0.0085 0.005 0.0667 0.0909
By 2 0.0333 0.0050 0.0139 0.0134 0.0085
A 0.0101 0. 0040 0.0050
—H4 0.0046 0.0167 0.0025 0.0109 0. 0040
7 0.0025
®"HEE  0.0023 0.0056 0.0044
BiEs  0.0023 0.0074
BT 0.0046 0.005 0.0109 0.0088 0.0317 0.0582 0.0171 0.0495 0.0127 0.0079
oW 0.0023 0.0630 0.0226 0.0505 0.0437 0.1429 0.359 0.1238 0.2000 0. 1818
T 3% 0.0505 0.0222 0.0023 0.0022 0.0119 0.0036 0.0134 0.0495 0.0405 0.0604
BEIE0.0642 0.0352 0.0046 0.0022 0.0099 0.0053 0.0107 0.0067 0.0342 0.0149 0.3443 0.3021
WENFEAER 0.0688 0.0130 0.0023 0.0107 0.0557 0.1113
AL E 0.002 0.0033 0.0633 0.0318
BE¥ET0.0023 0.0019 0.0022 0.0025
FEAE 0.0185 0.0556
At 0.0020
iy 0. 0020
FMF  0.5321 0.6907 0.7136 0.7883 0.8372 0.815 0.6845 0.6878 0.9217 0.7993 0.4188 0.5594 0.5333 0.4545 0.0962 0. 1431
S A2 0.0130 0.0171 0.0076 0.0064
53 0.0023 0.0019 0.0023 0.0020
HFE  0.0023 0.0056 0.005 0.0142 0.0067 0.0248 0.0909 0.0278 0.0493
BRUESE 0.0528 0.0315 0.0025 0.0238 0.0159 0.0036 0.0100 0.0513 0.0693 0.0076 0.0143
KHE0.0023 0.0037 0.0025
MR 0.0069 0.0025 0.0048
BB 0.0390 0.0444 0.0477 0.0109 0.0183 0.0198 0.0496 0.0855 0.0396 0.0667 0.0909 0.0177 0.0254

0.0033
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Tab.4  Weed abundance under different mulching patterns in the first survey %

AR BAR FHEEd SFHEE R

F# " i wm g mm o gam gm On ok REA
HRE ESE A 5.1 2.0
PR
R wFHET 66.9  99.0 131.7  66.9 153.4% 123.7 93.4  16.0
BT R BEE 0.4 19.2 5.5 0.4 14.2 136.0
PHERE EREEE e A 5.3 7.5 12. %
LA Y I REN 0.6 0.6 9.0
L g ezE 1.6 5.5 1.6 6.6 9.0
[IRES B 2.5 9.5 2.5 3.2 7.8 1.0
PN
R 2R T R 7.1 5.1 4.0
T T 3.2 1.9 3.2 7.1 1.0
P
i) P53 4.5
BE 2 fif B 1.9 0.2 10.5 1.9 6.4 4.2 29.0  64.0
T F R T F AR 0.3 13.8 0.3 3.4 309  29.0  29.0
REHE [R5 5.3 3.9 7.1
AAR  WEER X B 2.3 32.2 1.0
FI & F 0.9 5.6 0.9 44.2
M R RE 1.0
2N 2y 5.0 3.2 6.0 5.0 9.1 23.9 5.0
DR ik bl o 6.6 26.8  16.2 6.6 9.0 15.5  54.4
(I 5.1 5.1 6.3
SR
TN i35 2.3 1.0
S B iy 2 0.7 0.0 0.7 6.4 11.0
RS =4 0.7 32.3 0.7 9.4 12.1
ESEs B3R B 0.1 0.1 11.2
AN — R4 0.2 0.2 3.9 7.8
BENG 8 A 4.3
B BRI R [ 3.1 0.5 17.1 3.1 2.4 142 4.2 3.0
AR R b R 1.0
zZR BHE B 5.3 3.7

2.5 AEBSEXPBRERZEE K6 Al [ | W& I XA REE ZRE(H) RN R R
7 > BA R > CK > HAER > BRI > KMl s > SFHER LR > SR E T WA EREE(S) R/ANR: CK > H
AEHE > BREGH] > RG> VA0 Aed: > BAZ G > AL E TS > BRI, S ()) R/AMHES D 2R > BReT
> B > CK> LR > RIMAE > PB4 > SAEH T R C) R/ BRADH] < CK < B
A2 < TR <HEAER < KB < SPHTHIEE <SRAEETE . 20 2 YOl AErh AR BXCRER ZREE( H) K/
CK > FRAw > MR > BRAFH > FEAE R > R a > SAEH T > R L B E PP C) RANN: F
FEIEAELE > SAEE R > Rl A > AEAER > CK > JRYE > JRAE R > BRAH, B ST T) K/ g RHle >
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TR > RAZH > BRAR > CK > HEAER > SAEE T > I3 /B4 WA (S) : R/MIESIY: CK > BR

1 R e = s

FR) > B E > S >

PHEVRALE > FEERE > R > B

R Pel A PR AR T LI I 2 B AR IR R R T A R O DL R A A b AT
AR ER T . Je R AT B R R IR I o) BRI B rh P D W A v A WU AR O
S5 R GEBGR R  X PRBEAE AL (0 2 i A PR , WA v SRS IR PR I R A S R . N2
U A 45 R PR AZ ORI AL R DL SO Ml w5 URp A= W 5 T OV S M R IR AN A 2 Z BB 2

M) o
x5 F2RAAERLGETHENEERE
Tab.5 Weed abundance under different mulching patterns in the second survey %
A i s FEAEE %z%iﬁﬂmt%%ﬁ ﬁwm W
AbE Ab 7 AEEE fEANEE EAbI
b 2y ST EE 7.8 2.0
WHEEL
P T 139.7 161.0 161.0 147.5 149.6 124.0 19.1  48.0
BETEE BT 7.9 9.2 9.2 13.3 12.2 83.0
EEL  FRE Il i = A 4.5 25.2
LA AL 8.2 14.8
iRk HilE T 9.2 9.2 14.0 9.8 29.1
o RS 15.7 8.9 11.0 23.0
sp O 5.2
MR R BR 13.3 3.8
) T 48.4 9.9 9.9 12.1 31.3
DRk i) LR e3 3.3
TH4aE ERAETE 8.2
BR A fifi L 8.2 6.9 47.0% 50.0
0 A AR T 2 AR 36.8  62.3  62.3  60.6  36.1 30.2  53.0
REHR KR 8.6 2.4
AAR  mJEREE SR 2.7
M s 2 61.4 15.0
R E PR 1.0
B I o 9.7 9.7 25.4 27.0
SR Bk vE i 43.5 16.0  32.0
OR HEXTE FEiEs 7
3T 9.2 2.7
U LR B 9.2 8.6
AR =M RAE 7.9 16.5 9.7 71.2
HEH BRYRE B
AN —ma 12.1 11.1
BN & g 9.4 3.1
WS RRL MRS 3 R 20.0  20.0 12.1 12.3  64.5 2.0
AR MR b 0.3
zZR BHE FEEL 2.4
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Table. 6 Community characteristics of weeds

Ve Z bk [ U YIS Wb 5 B
(H) (€ () ()
E ARV 1.735 0.313 0.570 21.000
CK
5 2 A 1.988 0.504 0.634 23.000
o EARVSLE 1.083 0.535 0.400 15.000
R .
2 IR A 0.799 0.638 1.555 7.000
EARUSLE 0.718 0.708 0.289 12.000
VEAC AL o
552 i AE 0.658 0. 684 0.299 9.000
o EARVSLE 1.407 0.480 0.470 20. 000
AL Ab 3] .
552 YA 1.031 0.504 0.530 7.000
o 5 1 KA 0.420 0.851 0.191 9.000
i b B .
55 2 KA 0.767 0.657 0.320 11.000
N CARVSLE 1.768 0.326 0.712 12..000
R .
55 2 KA 1.602 0.343 0.645 12..000
w EARTS 1.379 0.342 0.770 6.000
PRI
552 KA 1.130 0.365 0.691 6.000
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Effects of Different Mulching Patterns on Weeds in Orchards

ZHANG Miaomiao', DOU Menglanl , AO Su®, ZHU Chaohua'
(1. College of Tropical Crops, Hainan University, Haikou, Hainan 570228, China;

2. Hainan Bureau of Entry and Exit Inspection and Quarantine, Haikou, Hainan 570311, China)

Abstract: In order to reduce the use of chemical herbicides, different mulching patterns were used to control
weeds in orchards. Plot experiments were conducted on three treatments including mulching with five species of
plants, black plastic film mulching and herbicide in the experiment, with clean tillage as control. Weed species,
weed density and species diversity of weed community under the treatments were observed and recorded. The re—
sults showed that the mulching treatment was low in weed species, the weed density, the species richness ( S)

and the population diversity ( H) than the control, and that all the treatments except the herbicide treatment and
the mulching treatment with Medicago sativa L.. had lower dominant concentration index ( C) than the control,.

The evenness ( J) of the weeds was less in the treatment of mulching of Desmodium heterocarpum( L.) and
Stylosanthes than that of the control. This study showed that five species of plants cut for mulching can effectively
reduce the growth of weeds and reduce the species diversity of weeds in the field for better control of weeds.
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