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The effects of different restoration years on plant diversity in Wushan's alpine

emigrant region
SHI Dan', NI Jiupai" ", NI Chengsheng', LIU Jinchun®

1 College of resources and environment , Southwest University, Chongqing400715, China
2 School of life sciences, Southwest University, Chongqing400715, China

Abstract; This study examined cultivated land (A1) and cultivated land abandoned for one ( A2), five (A3) and eight
(A4) years, as well as the arable land abandoned for five years with the growth of Argyreia seguinii (R1) in Wushan's
alpine emigrant region. The method of space series replacing time course was used to compare the plant diversity and
community structure among different abandonment periods in terms of importance value ( P), Margalef richness index (S),
Shannon diversity index (H') , Pielou evenness index (J,) , Simpson dominance index (D), Jaccard similarity index
(Cj) , Sorenson similarity index ( C,) and threshold of plant species diversity (D,) . The results indicated that, as the
abandonment period increased, the community structure transformed from a shrub-herb (1—2 species) community to an
arbor-shrub-herb community and the dominant plants changed from heliophilous annuals or perennial herbs to shade-loving
perennial herbs. For the herb and shrub layers, the plant diversity followed the same rules: its maximum appeared in the
medium or late periods and the similarity index was the highest between A2 and A3. After evaluating the situation of plant-
species diversity over the different abandonment periods, it is clear that plant restoration failed to reach the “Well ( Il)”
level. Plant restoration required a long period of time before it was able to achieve a “Rich( I )” degree of diversity. The

growth of Argyreia seguinii should also be monitored during restoration to prevent it from invading plant.
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TS TR AR B A A A B BT ST A, X DX IR A A v O AL R DR S A R v A B M) T s
A BB ST YIRS, W0k 2R (0 SR A R B P ) — AN E R AR BN T IS AU S R 1 22
PEHUEE ' M AT T R RIS AR R PR R R AE IR S LR R R i R b e 2
FEMEAR AL ORI ASE T IR O 9T ) A BT O XA A 2 R R S 0 AR R AR L X
AR LK 28 EL L Bk Aty | A SR g R 5, e AL LR S o BER L AR SRS R 2T
I T ARG T A A S AR M AR S T LI X AR S IR RIRE . BRE
TR B 0 M, FRF i B R R P TR i A IR T A R R SIS . AR LU FR DT AR LD B g L 7
P H XA [RIAE BR A SR D X R 0 S AR 11 SRS A MO AT T 0020 R, DU RE X w85 1L A%
I XA A B A A e VA SR ST LAV SO B BERE ST AR S D e 58 14 e LD A SR

1 #RKEHR

IFFE XA F 7 PRAR LU B3 E AR X (31°21'—31°22'N, 110°5'—110°6"E ) B Y, & B AU () i 1L 8 R4
I DGE A 8 T IR LI S EIEER 1415 m, ARFHR 18.4°C P HIRERT E 1049.3 mm , FEKAE
7.8 Ay, LN B S0+ o8 3, FRMBEREEWMATHEY . AR MK (Cupressus
Sfunebris) . 80 Bk ( Juglans regia ) . il 2 ( Keteleeria fortunei ) . 5 ¥ ( Ailanthus altissima ) , ¥ #i ( Firmiana
platanifolia) FAAE KK ( Paulownia fortunei) 7% ¥5 ( Larix gmelinii) JAF ¥ 4% ( Buxus sinica) 1. 5.4% ( Taxus
chinensis) B ( Thuja sutchuenensis) 5§ , AT Z /AT A 2580 A, 2009 XTG4 A DA TR, A
HECH 127 A,

2 WRFAE

2.1 FEHLEE SR

£ 2015 4F 8—9 J1 SR HHAS T HIV R AR 6] 3 81 1) 5 i b AT SR A SR BRCT 1SS0 b 7R DL H 2 55 8
AERRANTR] 458 S BB bV S R b B MR B A AEBR 4390 R 1a 5a 8a, HCYHbE RFFHIIE A XTR . AR
FAIREHE 3 S 3 PRI, 76 R AR RS b PR PR IR b Berh BRI 3 ATy, RARREA R
HIEL 2 mx2 m RS AR LA TR AHMRHBI 5 mx5 m BIRETT . VA N AL FE TR AR L B e B elme
TEARFIE U SR B e Wf , REARNS LS B Mk 55 B, IR A AR E MEEA B LR 1,

F1 TEFHERETHFHERERFR

Table 1 Questionnaire of abandoned cultivate land of different years

eIzt ANIEFHHERR Different abandoned years

Index Al A2 A3 A4 R1

Wi 1 Slope aspect N N N N N

Yefii Slope position e Yerp Yerp Berp Werk

¥ Slope degree /° 32.5 32 30 31 32.5

K Altitude/m 1133 1134 1137 1130 1135

TEVE 2598 Vegetational type RAEY) AR AR FAR JER AR B HEAR TR
BAR S5 Herbage coverage/ % 50 90 75 20 30
FEAHABEAJE Shrub canopy density/% — — — 23 30
FRAHEHI B Forest canopy density/ % — — - 60 5

N:dt, North; Al.#H, Cultivated land ; A2 : 548 1a s, Cultivated land abandoned for 1 year; A3 5#f 5a ##1, Cultivated land abandoned for 5
years; Ad; 77 #F 8a #F i, Cultivated land abandoned for 8 years; R1: 7 #F Sa 4= & 25 K& 1L 4R 15 #E, Cultivated land abandoned 5 years grew

Argyreia seguinii
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2.2 Bk

P ZAE I B FE AR I o AR EEEBR , 6045 : Margalefl 45 EEHEEC(R) \Simpson JL#EIRE(D) |
Shannon ZAEMEFEEL (H') (Pielou Y2485 (J,) o VAR HFARIPEFEEL Jaccard (C) F1 Sorenson (C,) fl1Z£
FEPERME (D,) o BFEAFSEBHERIE T AF s SR i AR AR ) 2 e Ha R AT .

(1) Margalef 35 FFE%K .

R=(S~-1)/InN (1)
Ko, S HIFECH SN R I PR B A
(2) Simpson fL#EFEEL .
D=1-Y p’ (2)
p, = N/N (3)
Kb, N BT i FFEA N, AN A YRS B
(3) Shannon ZHEHFE%L
H' == 3 plogp, (4)
b, =N/N

Kb, N WIETH i FIRA N, AN TR PR A
(4) Pielou ¥J5] FEHE%K .
J, = (= 2 plnp,)/InS > (5)
p; =N/N
X, N, AR T MR N, AN 8T RS BCZ S g H
(5) Jaccard FHALLPEFE £
C =j/(a+b~-j) (6)
PN 2 B SRR A R, o AT b AR BICHREML A RIREHL B AORIFREL,
(6) Sorenson FH{BIPEFE £k

C.=2/(a+b) (7)
Ao o 2 ARSI A RN R, o R b B EEHL A FIREE B AOMFR R,
(7) ZHE A
D,=H/], (8)
X AN (R AN [ A R A 22 R R R A 7 AR, AR 338 X R B
W.=(C/C +h/h)/2 (9)

Ao, CMBEEMIEIE. €= ) C, (i=1,T7AK)2,;i=2,MER)Z;i=3,5R2) ;b WBEES LKA P2 8 1 4
Feh=Y h (i=1,F°AK)Z;i=2,ERZ;i=3,5AK2) ; W, NEHES | MERBZHEIRBONMSEL, ¢ N
i NMAERBIMTERE 5 b, AR | M ERBIRPTIEBE  TeAR)Z RO R B BRI AR - B BE Y 173 15
A2 B TE AR 22 8 BE ) 1/2 THEL, SR 24 B A 2 B B Y 1009% 318
FETE SR Z R R B R DL T AT
D =Wl xDl+W2xD2+ W3 x D3 (10)
K, w1 W2 W3 S BIATIA)ZE EARZ AR Z IS DL D2 D3 HIATIAR)ZE EARZ EAZNE
FEPETREL
FEAH(P)= (AHXTEE BE+AHX 0 + AR 55 5 ) /3 (11)
DL R S i A N 2 e St B AR Sl AR X v A AR ) 23 | 7 AR 2 A A X e B i A
FIFEARRREL, FEAJE A HIX 25 3 SR A X g i
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BHRGETTH 573 Bl F] SPSS18.0 BRAFHEAT | AN [FI R 2H 18] 1Y) 22 5 7K 1 1) BL R FH 1 2 R DR 2R T 22 00 B ik
(LSD).

ARG Y)Y R 2 FEE R 3 ST AR XA R SR BRAE MU AR v 2 BEVE BEA T R Rh 21
WIEL D G bR L3R 2,

®2 EYOFSEERENDLTRRED

Table 2 Evaluation criteria for threshold of plant species diversity!**]

M 5D Grade \ v 1 I I

P Fh R R Threshold of plant species diversity <0.6 0.6—1.5 1.6—2.5 2.6—3.5 >3.5

SFRANIA Description 2% — Hely = eE
3 BRESW

3.1 AR YR R A A RAE

PR AT EARRIEE b, BN R R 28 BL 40 J& 46 B, H BRI A 3 B3 JE 3 M.
AEYAE IR LB LA T ARIF 3 B3, AR 6 F o8 7 F, FEHKZ MR N %5
( Compositae )7 7', #% 7% %} ( Rosaceae ) 5 F , RAFE}( Gramineae ) 3 1, L EL ( Umbelliferae ) 3 Ff1

FEFE AT R DA 7 A2 REM T NMARRCR A — BRI A . /N RE (Conyza canadensis ) A9 11115 14
( Podocarpium podocarpum) MW¢%s ( Duchesnea indica)

TE A3 B P AMABUR A —RREYIA  2F B8 (Achyranthes bidentata) B JE ( Digitaria sanguinalis) .

TE A4 FEH T MK R —BRAOAG A ( Vernicia fordii) AW 4 01 ( Ligustrum compactum) FEBE( Cerasus
pseudocerasus ) 1% FR ( Stenoloma chusanum ) | Bk ( Pteridium aquilinum ) | B & ( Digitaria sanguinalis) | ¥T 5 %=
( Clinopodium polycephalum) .

TE R1 AP AMAEUR A —FRAYA . /NEF ( Conyza Canadensis) V& (Amorphophallus rivieri) Y6 25 5
3 ( Rubus lambertianus) 11155 ( Rubus corchorifolius) .

13 3 A R0 A2 (A3 A4 #R i 10 B AP AL, Foh R 2 (902 A3, i 17 BHEPI 4R, PR
M AL, FAA L BHMEIALAR, AL RIS AAEY) A2 A3 R1 AR B Ry BOAR +EAR | A4 AR SR Ry AR
HEAR+TTA

ANTRI R T )Rl 2 ORI 25 R0 FFAE A0 R 3R 3 R

K3 TREIBEEWTER K GHIFFAE

Table 3 Composition and community structure of different communities

FE 2 it & A DIFIEC Numbers of species
Types Family Genus Species oA Tree HEA Shrub AR Herb HEA Vine
Al 1 1 1 0 0 1 0
A2 12 19 19 0 2 17 1
A3 17 23 24 0 1 23 0
A4 13 16 17 3 4 10 0
R1 6 8 9 0 1 8 0

HEEAE—E R BIPH T YR E RS 4500 v B9 LA, & — R ) AH 25 T 53 S — P ) 7 BT I8 o 4
AR 7 T ) L

FHE 4 AT, A2 BRZHT = AW R UK R 3 (Artemisia argyi) B ( Amorphophallus rivieri) B iH %
N (Daucus carota) , FeTEEAE 435 0.185.0.096 .0.083, A2 FEAJZAH WIFMEY) . FE%F ( Rubus buergeri ) A L
B (Hlex pernyi) , AL ELE A 0.590 F10.410, A3 HA)Z [T — I EWIFMKIR R /INEEL ( Conyza canadensis) ,—
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43 ( Erigeron annuus) KK ( Cannabis sativa) , Fe B EAH 43724 0.197 .0.092 .0.074, A3 #EAK)JZ HA MY
AL (Buddleja officinalis) , A4 A Z AT = L F W FPARK IR R 1028 500 ( Woodwardia unigemmata) | 115
(Imperata cylindrica) .\ T B3 ( Senecio scandens) , H:BEEAH 4354 0.229 .0.181.,0.119, A4 FEARJZ /T — HI L
YIFIR IR A 111%F ( Rubus corchorifolius) AT ( Lespedeza bicolor) 1M 4 b1 ( Ligustrum compactum) , Ho 8 EAH
53914 0.325.,0.192.,0.164 . A4 T ARJZAH =MW, MK ARk (Juglans regia) i ( Vernicia fordii) FEHE
( Cerasus pseudocerasus) , Fo B ZAE /34 0.581,0.215.,0.205, R1 HARJZF] = AL EI AR IR N AL RS
(Argyreia seguinii) %822 ¥ ( Cuscuta chinensis) 3 (Artemisia argyi) , He 8 BAH 4354 0.277 ,0.170.,0.138, Rl
TEARZ HA —FEY) « 11%F ( Rubus corchorifolius) o

Sk Sa, BEVE A IR & SR a3, —Fh & /NE W ( Conyza canadensis) NAREAEY) , HHEZH N 0.197, 575 —Ff
VLA TS E (Argyreia seguinii) HILHEAEY) , HREZ(E R 0.277,

R4 ARBHFPEEED 3 LHEDFH

Table 4 Plant species with the top 3 importance values in different community

T RK R o e s .
Types Layers Species value Types Layers Species value
Al KA FAZE Brassica pekinensis 1.000 A4 HA Ifoifﬁia unigemmata 0.229
A2 AR W Artemisia argyi 0.185 13 Imperata cylindrica 0.181
BEY Amorphophallus rivieri 0.096 T H1 Senecio scandens 0.119
YFAE N Daucus carota 0.083 N 1I%F Rubus corchorifolius 0.325
A FE%E Rubus buergeri 0.590 BIALTF Lespedeza bicolor 0.192
3 )L Tex pernyi 0.410 KM 01 Ligustrum compactum 0.164
A3 B JNEHE Conyza canadensis 0.197 TrAR Bk Juglans regia 0.581
—A4EYE Erigeron annuus 0.092 Wi Vernicia fordii 0.215
KK Cannabis sativa 0.074 BBk Cerasus pseudocerasus 0.205
WA WBHE Buddleja officinalis 1.000 R1 A FIFEAR TS E Argyreia seguinii 0.277
4% Cuscuta chinensis 0.170
I Artemisia argyi 0.138
HEAR 111%F Rubus corchorifolius 1.000

3.2 RRIBEEED YT Z R A

ViR Z R R ORI RS DL A S R G R e MR b , S FP 0 £ 5 BE LA I 51 B Wi Rh ) 2Rk
MK, FORTER AR RGeS A AR A A

HH 5 Al , AL (A2 A3 A4 R1 BARZE HERZEY) 38 ERE(R) M ERE (J,) MHEER (D)
B FEESS R (H) 25 BB,

A3 I R1VEARZ RA —FEAR, NIEARIZS ZREMIRECH 0, R A4 fEAERETRE . AR HE
KZZFEMIE BRI OAT , 5 B 5 R R R 0 T8 50 D BH Yl . Ad>A2, 5] EHREL
J, BUE N A2>A4, R1 B2 RI SRS B B BIR ZREE A B/ N TRE T X IR AT B9 HALEE |

AL T A BE SRR BRGSO RS AR 2 2 RE R B ARG DL N R . 38 BEHR 5k R I R/ MR
F:A3>A2>A4>AL, ZREPEFR R H BB R /AMEIR R - A3>A2>A4> AL 5] FEFRE J, BB R/ IMKIRN : Ad>
A2>A3>AL AR FEREEL D BUER/IMEIR Jy : Ad>A2>A3>A1, BEFHHERIE K, FH B R 524
BOH WA, B G 8 FE A3 iR B R, ST TR R g, AR R D ARk i —E,
BrSeul /NG, E A4 K E R

L 2 W BE A FE R AR IR A3 R RI RV SR Z AR BB ARG L an R - SR 5 BER U R, R/

http ; //www.ecologica.cn
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WK A3>A2>A4> AL, SR ZREVEFS S H BUE I K/IMKIR R : A2>A3>A4>A 1, SRS S REFE 5 g, BUE K
MR N Ad>A2>A3S AT, BRI EEFR L D, BH K/IMRIRK - A2>A4>A3>A1, BEFFHEAERAYIG K SRR
R R, SEHINE D FE A3 AR B EOK SR SRR B, — BN 7 A2 Ab R, AR 5 BE R AR
Jo, FEUBUING N FE A4 AR B IR R, SRR E RS D, SR InE b 7 A4 SRR

£S5 TREBERRERREEDMTSEEELY

Table 5 Different layers’ diversity index in different communities

Margalef Shannon Pielou 3 Simpson
=2/ B it FEERB(R) ZREERREC (H) SJRERREL(T,) RFEEFER(D)
Layer Plots Margelef richness Shannon diversity Pielou evenness Simpson dominance

index index index index
EAJZ Herb layer Al 0.000e 0.000d 0.000d 0.000d
A2 3.006b 0.938a 0.762b 0.817a
A3 3.831a 0.956a 0.702b 0.800b
A4 2.427¢ 0.826b 0.866a 0.818a
R1 1.710d 0.516¢ 0.571c 0.529¢
FEARJZ Shrub layer Al — — — —
A2 0.621b 0.292h 0.954b 0.480b
A3 0.000c 0.000¢ 0.000c¢ 0.000¢
A4 1.559a 0.642a 0.919a 0.746a
R1 0.000¢ 0.000¢ 0.000c 0.000c
F*AJZ Tree layer Al — — —
A2 — — — —
A3 — — —
A4 1.443 0.452 0.946 0.625
R1 — — — —
SR Z TR Al 0.000e 0.000d 0.000e 0.000e
Total diversity index A2 2.609b 0.830a 0.794b 0.761a
A3 2.735a 0.683b 0.501c 0.571c
A4 1.837¢ 0.638b 0.910a 0.726b
R1 1.392d 0.420¢ 0.465d 0.430d

[RIFIA [l ING G RER R AN R ZE B i ] 22 53 .35 (P<0.05)

3.3 OR[GIHEDS AL R A AR L

AL AL AR B — R AR, I ASRE AT 5 AR [R] 5B AR BRAE A T AR L8 RO T35 5 LU

ME 3 AT LIE H, A2 il A3 AR B = ,/ﬁ\: Jaccard FHRIEEFE EUE M . 0.344 , Sorenson RIS £U{E
$9:0.512, SRJEJ& A2 I R1, Jaccard AHBIPEFEELME 7 :0.217 , Sorenson AHAPEFEEUAE 4 :0.357 5 FiJ&: A2 Fil A4,
Jaccard AHITEFEZLE 2 :0.200, Sorenson ARRIPEFE AL (E 4 :0.333, /& A3 Fl R1,H: Jaccard ARRIPEFEEL(E R .
0.179, Sorenson FHIPEFEEN(E 7 .0.303, T2 A4 F1 R1, H Jaccard AHRIPEFE Z0{E 7 . 0.083 , Sorenson AL HE
BAE R .0.154 , AHRIMEFE B/ N2 A3 FT A4 , H: Jaccard AR FE BB R - 0.051 , Sorenson AR $8 BB
0.098, FEHFHIH A2 Fl A3 R1 AUARMIVETS KA AR i, 7T UL S0 5 RH Q4 BIR A4 2 22 TR) AR L1 B v, T A3
5 A4 Z AR RIPEFE BRI R, A3 R Z R 3 HEOR 2 U — R B, I A4 BAT RO JER TR =Fh
FA N Z MR 2E R E R,
3.4 AEIREEEY YR Z R DAL

ANTRIRE & IR ) b Z2 R BRI L3R 6

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



15 1 FPE A AR LR T H X AR [R) 0 B4R RO R 0 i 22 R ) S 7
*6 TEBEENNH S RE
Table 6 The threshold of plant species diversity in different communities
FE Mode JZIK Layer Al A2 A3 A4 A5
Wi Z R (D,) FAR 0.000 1.230 1.362 0.954 0.903
Threshold of plant AR — 0.306 0.000 0.699 0.000
species diversity EIN — — — 0.477 —
HH 2 6 WA, AN [R] SRR FRAE M A 2 i s A asro
VERIMEIRRIR A3, ZREPEIRI(E Y 1.362, HUGR A2, 5401 o
A4 Rl RL, ZHEERIE AT 314 1.230,0.954 0.903, A1y 535
ZREFELRAN G 0, e 2 MpPmM ZRERE R 20T
IPPPBRIETT A, A2 A3 A4 RUBT VL BUABRE % |
TEFEHE 1a 5a.8a J , HE A Y PR ZHE0E— M, Y1 Tst
J&T V9, IR B AR R 2R 2 AT oot
FEHHE BRI A2 (BT SR I G R T 2 A4, Fos b
ZREVERAE N 0.699, HIR I A2, ZFEE IR(E A 0.306, or
BURJE A3 FIRL, ZREMERIG 0. MABHIRI 2 A x© X A

PERIE 3 BIEAMFRUERT R, A4 J& T IV G, Ui I H Ak b
FEFHE 8a Ji , HUEARM YW Fh Z % — . A2 A3 R1
J&T V9, B sE B AE 558 1a 5a J5 , HE R W)
FhZFEPE2E , ARSE KA 58 8a JE BB L T Fe K
JZ, HZREPEIRE N 0.477 , $7 BEAMLY ) Fob Z2 REE R 1)
SrRARAETT AL, HBE 570k 8a 5 , AR AR JZ MY W Fh £

FEEZE
4.0
—a— R,
35+ —e—H,
30 L —A— Jp
’ —v— D,
55 as5]
oo 8
=220
Qg;s 1.5 +
m;“; 10 L
05
0L
-0.5 L 1 1 1
Al A2 A3 A4
JB#k4F PR Abandoned years/a
B2 AFREEEZEDDHEESHERER

Fig.2 The total plant diversity index in different communities

R, . BAREEEFEEL, Total richness index; H," ; BAKZFEPEFEEL,

Total diversity index; J,

R 5] BEFE X, Total evenness index;

o

D, : BRI BEFEEL, Total dominance index

JE#H4E R Abandoned years/a

1 AEFHEEAEEYYT SIS
Fig.1 The herbaceous diversity index in different communities
Al #F H, Cultivated land; A2: 3 #F 1a #F b, Cultivated land
abandoned for 1 year; A3 ;-8 5a #3tb, Cultivated land abandoned for
5 ycars;A4;§2-1:4$}F 8a *}-H’@, Cultivated land abandoned for 8 years; R
Margalef EFEEEFE‘QI, Margalef richness index; H' ; Shannon LR
F6 %0, Shannon diversity index; J, : Pielou Y 5] B ¥ #, Pielou

evenness index ;D : Simpson A TS % ,Simpson dominance index

0.6
C1¢G
05 b B3 3 G,
5 0%
2 3%
g %
o 04 ,“04
£ 02!
= o2} XA
E o XX
2031 R 0% "%
«n KX 0 <X
0% 5% o
S < <4 [
ay LX) 00 KX
=02 B % B
£ 020 KX (A i
= oo % )
s oo % )
= <X XX 0%
R I 0% (<A 0%
K5 (<A %
2o (< %
o KX (KA 0%
A2—A3 A2—A4 A2—R1 A3—A4 A3—R1 A4—RI1
Fr#EAEFR Abandoned years/a
3 R[E) BT LA Ak iE B4R e
Fig. 3 Similarity of species composition between

different communities
o s Jaccard BIPEFE %L, Jaccard similarity index; C, ;Sorenson ]
U8 %L, Sorenson similarity index
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4 itig

4.1 FERFERR XS R P 2H U S5 1Y 5 e

Fibh b A ) A VR A ST TR T O AR TR AL AR A ) TR AL B E S RER SR RO FRE SR Y
B BEE TR I R (RS Se B AR ) 1) B A G5 R R BB 5 A R A R AR AR AR T FAR TR
BITEBLT | SR A B 8 B B 3 < FEASHE T 95 B Be— HE MBI T IR B Be— I RV B B, BIA T R T VR
B, VR AH MR, STTBS Ry 40—50a, 7EBEPYA PRI XY O R4 5 7—10a, JE URCHE T 1
VRN 2 30a Lh 1T ABIRGE I B FeBRAR B A B B VA TRORR B B O - E R R TR Y B — TR R BETE
B Iy 8a, X SE R BIFFEIX 4= 5 B K SR, DA K fE h rh A it A 2 0 Ll BRAE B R OT R Ik
MRS AR . IR BRE R 0, — AR R A BTV TE TR P 2 AGRERE T 0 7ERIIN [) I
BCRAEHR AR A AR A AR GG T RIS AR AR T A R0 B, TR N AR AR
Y, ENTRFR IR SePd sKREE o IRoK Ty o JEAREE I B WO Rl . EREE 005 39, — M LAt B AR
Pk R GAPIR AR B AT, 558k La, BEE 1O PR30 E 3L (Antemisia argyi) , 558k Sa, B
5 AW &/ NE R (Conyza canadensis) , 58 8a , BETE AL FEAEY) & 10 28 195 ( Woodwardia unigemmata)
W (Artemisia argyi) J2&: 5 FHEIRIE B9 2R A /NE B ( Conyza canadensis ) S FH =121 ) —4F A BAS | T2
T8 ( Woodwardia unigemmata ) F1 5 (Imperata cylindrica) J2& i B =18 1) 2 04 5AC R o] LR ) BEE 7+
PHEBR A 3BT AL F A i 5 B A —4F AR B AR AR RO ) 5 T ] 1 2 AR A AR A TREARFIFR R
BYA A PRI S Zdsli sl | BAS 55 BE RS/ Tt B A9 2245 A2 BT 0 AR B DLFAFT 75730 Ll 2 ]
b PR 0 08B 7 R I A AR (0 oA B0 AR/ INBR T A2 M L TR] A B
A EZBNVAEE TARFREE  DASGB AR R ), JEIRBE T 45 Bl R R 25 S VTS5 SR L 5ok 8a, TR
BAEY N 1L B (Rubus corchorifolius) , iiE:? (Rubus corchorifolius) SE T AT Bk v R v R Se s Y R
4.2 FEHHERRXS RS YY) Rh 2 R 0 5 e

AWFFEH, 58k Sa, BEVE I B T A & a3, —Fh 2 UL L AE R TS (Argyreia seguinii ) A0S 1) B
7%, —F2 DL /N& B (Conyza canadensis ) N AR B DI R TEVE . 5E0F Sa A2 K& K& A LR #E (Argyreia
seguinii) FITETR 1 25 J2 U 22 A 1R 46 B DL K SR 2 RE PR B8 /0 TR 17 00 IR A A 7, 11 78 4R 75 18
(Argyreia seguinit) B R A KBRS T R T R R ﬁ%%ﬁ%%(flrgweia seguinii ) BB 43 LA Th EEAE
FRMOL A FRY B B R A KRR S5 A KA AR I, S5 A A e S e RE AN 3R 43, DA B b /R
WK, TERRVEIR R 42 m X FAE R T B (Argyreia seguinii) A= RKARZS B W15 | THBR X AE D) W) Fh Z2 FEPE 1)
S

Bl SR PR A BT AR 2 ZRE AR R B RN BE TR A RSeS| 3 55 A 21 i i 7 R i
B RIRTTE A R —2, ] BER B, A A YA L | R R R A B R B B T
BT ZAE A A B, N PEHAF , —4E AR REARE YR 58 rP i IR DA T 22 R R = B 8 B A1 1
BJE I, AR BORANARAE KT s IRV B (e e o A, DR bk 2 R D o R R AR T Y L A SR
F MY AW S A BRI ) A A TG R b S A B i (B S T R, 2RISR 5 B
B 0.956, A L 4.5 AR AR AR Z Y IR ZREMAR EOR R R UTREE A B AL TR I
4.3 FERMEYIN ZHEETEAL

T SRR b Z2 REPE IR0 73 PR UE AT, RS AR 2 ERJZ AR At ik B IV 4%, s HAR Y 1)
FhZREME — M . BEETTARZHEY AR m 25 VR, Fon Ky 2ret 227, it 8a KA, iif
FEDAE D Z2 FEE R GR B B RS T B I B2 A RE IR BB = nRAS

Jeb A b T PRAR LU T AR ORAP X, SRS FRHRE AT T E AR ORAP X BAR R A SRS AR R A A, S
Jit e LR BT AR, B LAE FARMR S At vy | BT IURR E AR IV A B T 2 A S i e AR, 7RI
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St R AT DU 48 5 MR A e A R , 5 ACRE L TR B BE AR ), e 4 T b AR B (R MR B R A 2 5
PEAR LB, FL W/INE B ( Conyza canadensis) Ak L1 LY ( Rhododendron roxieoides ) P EH % BN ( Daucus carota)
S PR R E L IR FAE R T R (Argyreia seguinii ) R W I AAE BE By 1k H R H8 AR ROBIR A= 25
4

5 #ig

WA FERFAR FRAGIG I A DU TR A R A Al . R+l R+ T IR AR RIS R R s i —
AP A 5 BH A S T ) 4 R Dy 22 AR A T B AR ), AR S RTRE A 2 AR ) 1 o 2 R e B o 0 A PR 0 S
KM AR A 5 A B iR R, O B A vt B AE BT 7k (Argyreia seguinii) 520 T HAB R A
AUAE I, BELASHECE R AR | 75 % i W B SR B, AN [R) SRR AF BRAE s AB i v 2 REVEE TP R IR EI T
o, BB H A AR BRAE PV i AP SAR DR 18 BB IRES , W 2R IO IR S A R 1k 2R = RS
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