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The Effects of Long Term Different Fertilization on
Community and Biodiversity of Crop Weeds

ZHANG Zhi-ming', HUANG Shao-min>, YE Yong-zhong' , YANG Xian-ming’
(1. College of Life Sciences, Henan A gricultural University, Zhengzhou 450002, China;
2. Henan A cademy of Agricultural Sciences, Zhengzhou 450002 China)

Abstract: A survey was conducted in Zhengzhou on species constitution and the densities of weeds
community which is under long term different fertilization. The paper gives analysis of the diffe-
rence of weeds constitution and diversity index existing in the stage of wheat in both wheat-corn
rotation and wheat-soybean rotation under long term different fertilization. It is due to the diffe-
rent kinds of available soil nutrients which may have different impacts on the growth of different
weeds. For example, the Galium aparine 1.. and Capsella bursa-pastoris Medic showed certain
dependence on specific soil nutrient.
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