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Abstract: Knowing weed species and dominant population situation in the corn field under different
ecological environment condition has important significance to draw up a comprehensive treatment scheme
to control weed by using herbicides and other supporting measures. An investigation of weed species and
their population in corn field of Jilin Province was carried out. The results indicated that there were 39
species of weeds, which belonging to 16 families. Main weeds population in different ecological zones of
Jilin Province was gained according to the damage level and situation of dominant population.
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Echinochloa crucialli 9.60 20.93 5.51 36.04
Setaria viridis 4.94 7.36 3.50 15.80
Digitaria sanguinalis 4.51 6.10 2.26 12.87
Eriochloa villosa 0.78 0.39 0.47 1.64
Phragmites communis 2.17 5.25 248 9.90
Ambrosia elatior 0.38 0.47 0.71 1.56
Sonchus brachytus 6.64 5.34 7.67 19.65
Ixeris chinensis 4.19 1.33 3.29 8.81
Xanthium stbiricum 2.75 1.85 3.73 8.33
Taraxacum mongolicum 2.06 0.12 2.26 4.44
Artemisia scoparia 0.81 0.40 1.69 2.90
Eclipta prostrata 0.62 0.24 1.36 2.22
Artemisia annua 2.16 0.12 1.16 3.44
Cephalanoplos segetum 6.70 2.09 591 14.70
Chenopodium album 8.17 7.91 4.72 20.80
Chenopodium serotium 1.17 0.63 0.38 2.18
Salsola collina 1.17 0.63 0.38 2.18
Polygonum lap athifolium 0.54 0.11 2.01 2.66
Rumex crispus 2.00 2.52 5.17 9.69
Polygonum convolvulus 1.37 1.68 327 6.32
Polygonum bungeanum 7.95 8.63 4.86 21.44
Polygonum aviculare 0.59 0.33 1.23 2.15
Abutilon theophrasti 4.99 3.72 6.31 15.02
Hibiscus trionum 0.32 0.11 0.20 0.63
Elsholizia ciliata 0.26 0.11 0.14 0.51
Amethystea caerulea 1.75 1.34 3.06 6.15
Capsella bursa 0.44 0.12 1.06 1.62
Rorippa palustris 0.78 0.36 0.50 1.64
Amaranthus retroflexus 4.71 3.69 5.90 14.30
Amaranthus lividus 1.06 2.52 2.48 6.06
Convolvulus arvensis 0.54 1.76 2.11 4.41
Calystegia hederacea 0.56 1.21 0.99 2.76
Solanum nigrum 1.13 1.58 2.47 5.18
Humulus scandens 0.54 0.12 0.75 1.41
Commelina communis 1.63 2.28 1.78 5.69
Portulaca oleracea 0.36 0.11 0.15 0.62
Plantago asiatica 0.58 0.91 1.27 2.76
Acalypha australis 4.08 2.12 3.73 9.93
Equisetum arvense 3.61 1.98 1.99 7.58
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