Vol. 48 No.3
May 2009

48 3
2009 4 5 A

IR (B AR
ACTA SCIENTIARUM NATURALIUM UNIVERSITATIS SUNYATSENI

* DX A A B B 3 e T

#ooK, wAak, T B, REER, KLE
(PR e e F5, A M 510275)

i . xITR=MMXAGTIL . KRB, BRIGHNINTTRORE IR A B RTINS, IR BEE I SR RIS A
B BRER, TR A RS R AR SRR 2 25 B, 57 s LA H R B SRR VR R, MR,
FNTEEED SR 2R RS, ENSE R, S MBS SWEEREER, PR, BEEDN
BRI 2R TR S AR Tl bl S A TR, ZeB Bk SRR MR

SCHRIA : BR=4h; ZRBERET; LAEME; Y95, Rarefaction B4 Clake R 1038

g 4SS, s181  SCEKERIEAD: A STEZE: 0529 -6579 (2009) 03 0089 — 04

An Amnalysis on Weed Communities around Rice Fields of Pearl River Delta

WEI Wu, ZHANG Danlin, WANG Rui, CHEN Haidong, ZHANG Wenjun
(School of Life Sciences, Sun Yat-sen University, Guangzhou 510275, China)

Abstract. We investigated the diversity and evenness of weed community around rice fields in Zhong-
shan, Dongguan, Zhuhai and Guangzhou, the four cities in Pearl River Delia. The results show that
there are 57 weed species which belong to 25 families in the weed habitats around the rice fields of Pearl
River Delta. The biodiversity and evenness of weed community in Zhongshan are the lowest; however,
the biodiversity of weed community in Guangzhou is the highest. The community structures are statistical-
ly different among the four cities. It is indicated that the community structure and biodiversity of weed
community depend on the strength of industrialization and agricultural intensification. The higher level of
industrialization and agricultural intensification will result in a lower weed biodiversity.
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