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4- Simposon Dominance index
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3- Relative Abundance

4- Relative Frequency

5- Relative Uniformity

6- Relative Mean Field Density
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1- Abundance Index
2- Density
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Table 1- Weeds functional groups of pistachio orchards separated as species and family

535555 5 09,5
K3 50 e wgf R : : - functional grogps :
Code Weed species Family 9y 58 At e o ) 420 Colows 4> 43
Vegetative Photosytetic Vegetative Noxious*
* * oxious
form pathway cycle
1 Acroptilon repens Asteraceae D C; P +
2 Alhagi camelorum Fabaceae D Cs P +
3 Amaranthus blitoides Amaranthaceae D C, A _
4 Amaranthus retroflexus ~ Amaranthaceae D Cy A _
5 Atriplex hastata Chenopodiaceae D C; - +
6 Carthamus oxyacantha Asteraceae D Cs A -
7 Cascuta compestris Cascutaceae D Cs P +
8 Chenopodium album Chenopodiaceae D C; A +
9 Chenop(_)dlum Chenopodiaceae D Cs A
ambrosiodes -
10 ;2?12%%3?&[&?5 Chenopodiaceae D Cs A
11 Chenopodium ficifolium  Chenopodiaceae D Cs A +
12 Convolvulus arvensis Canvolvulaceae D (N P +
13 Cressa certica Canvolvulaceae D (N - +
14 Cynodon dactylon Poaceae M Cy P +
15 Cyperus routundus cyperaceae M C, P +
16 Descurania sophia Brassicaceae D C; A -
17 Digitaria sanguinalis Poaceae M C, A +
18 Echinochloa crus-galli Poaceae M C; A +
19 Eragrostis cilianensis Poaceae M C, A _
20 Ermopyron triticeum Poaceae M C; A _
21 Heliotropium Boraginaceae D (0% A +
europaeum
22 Hibiscus trionum Malvaceae D Cs A +
23 Hordeum murinum Poaceae M C, - -
24 Lactuca serriola Asteraceae D C; A B
25 Launaea acanthodes Asteraceae D Cs A _
26 Medicago sativa Fabaceae D C; P
27 Panicum miliaceum Poaceae M C, A _
28 Paspalum dilatatum Poaceae M Cy P +
29 Phalaris minor Poaceae M Cy A +
30 Phragmites australis Poaceae M (O P _
31 Plantago lanceolata Plantaginaceae D (O P _
32 Polygonum aviculare Polygonaceae D C; A +
33 Prosopis farcta Fabaceae D C; P +
34 Portulaca oleracea Portulacaceae D Cy A +
35 Rumex crispus Polygonaceae D Cs P _
36 Salsola kali Chenopodiaceae D C, A _
37 Salsola soda Chenopodiaceae D C, A
38 Salsola vermiculata Chenopodiaceae D C, A _
39 Setaria gluca Poaceae M Cy A +
40 Setaria viridis Poaceae M Cy A +
41 Sophora alopecuroides Fabaceae D C; P B
42 Suaeda fruticosa Chenopodiaceae D Cy A B
43 Tribulus terrestris ygophyllaceae D C, A +
44 Xanthium strumarium Asteraceae D C; A +

*M: Monocotyledon; D: Dicotyledon; A: Annual; P: Perennial; +: Noxious: -: Non noxious

-,+,P,A,D,M*@wﬁj@am;‘\]b.\»;ﬂb\.{i‘ual‘“&gﬂj)_vdué!:-
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K] K]
Code Village g, Code Village Gy
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(Koocheki & Nassiri ail (gl 45 £oi5 oo LYo 5l Wlgi 0

Mahallati, 2005; Ashrafi et al., 2004 ; Koocheki et al.,
2007)
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Fig. 2- Similarity of villages in term of C; and C, species

diversity
Villages’ codes are on the basis of Table 2.
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Fig. 1- Similarity of villages in term of monocotyledons and

dicotyledons species diversity
Villages’ codes are on the basis of Table 2.
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Fig. 4- Similarity of villages in term of annual and
perennial species diversity
Villages’ codes are on the basis of Table 2.
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(Suaeda  JS18,5 5 (Sophora alopecuroides L.) L.
{(Hordeum murinum L.) 509> druticosa (L.) Forssk.)
uils So> (Plantago Lanceolata L.) (¢l o5y S )l
(L.)Webb ex Prantl ) ,_zss (Phalaris minor Retz.)
Cressa certica L.« s,> i [ {Descurainia sophia
Chenopodium ficifolium .Chenopodium ambrosiodes L.
{Panicum spp.) —<l,; ;< Salsola vermiculata L., Sm.
¢«(Phragmites australis (Cav.) Trin. ex Steud.)
» Sj3—< 9 Chenopodium chenopodioides (L.)Aellen
(Prosopis farcta (Banks & Sol.) J.F. asoue g pgd a s
(Alhagi camelorum Fisch.) i) g pow adigs > Macbr.)
9 Sz yd e ((Epe dimiy g pilea AdgB ) (alre S g
o (2lagy p3 g i ddgB)d 4B )5 g woxiy AdgS)d By g
oo U 5 clacicle (b JS03) w38, 13 piie g3
ae)ip 081 (lee e 9 (FBIESG Cp il L g2
g o JyiS S 4 b 4565 pl 4 wd ooy lis g A
.(Kamal-Uddin et al., 2009)
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Fig. 3- Similarity of villages in term of noxious and non-
noxious species diversity
Villages’ codes are on the basis of Ttable 2.
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Table 3- Species frequency (F), uniformity (U), density (D), mean field density (MFD), abundance (A), relative frequency

(RF), relative uniformity (RU), relative density (RD) and relative abundance (RA)

i e &S B ISy ST oSe gl el Bl SIS gl
Weed species F U D MFD A RF RU RD RA
Acroptilon repens 42.42 0.13 182 5.52 52.34 3.97 0.09 0.79 4.85
Alhagi camelorum 72.73 0.32 204 6.18 89.31 6.8 0.21 0.89 7.90
Amaranthus blitoides 21.21 0.07 44 1.33 24.74 1.98 0.05 0.19 2.22
Amaranthus retroflexus ~ 27.27 0.08 70 2.12 32.19 2.55 0.05 0.31 291
Atriplex hastata 36.36 0.13 130 3.94 44.7 3.4 0.09 0.57 4.05
Carthamus oxyacantha 3.03 0.01 2 0.06 3.49 0.28 0.01 0.01 0.30
Cascuta campestris 9.09 0.02 27 0.82 10.51 0.85 0.01 0.12 0.98
Cenopodium ficifolium 15.15 0.05 29 0.88 17.63 1.42 0.03 0.13 1.58
Chenopodium album 51.52 0.19 183 5.55 63.27 4.82 0.13 0.80 5.74
Chenopodium 42.42 0.12 63 1.91 48.33 3.97 0.08 0.28 4.32
ambrosiodes
Chenopodium 3.03 0.01 1 0.03 3.26 0.28 0.01 0.00 0.29
chenopodiodes
Convolvulus arvensis 81.82 0.34 414 12.55 105.57 7.65 0.22 1.81 9.68
Cressa certica 3.03 0.02 45 1.36 5.19 0.28 0.01 0.20 0.49
Cynodon dactylon 48.48 0.24 3304 100.12 156.4 4.53 0.16 14.40 19.09
Cyperus routundus 21.21 0.1 1305 39.55 64.16 1.98 0.07 5.69 7.73
Descurania sophia 3.03 0.01 8 0.24 3.67 0.28 0.01 0.04 0.32
Digitaria sanguinalis 27.27 0.12 3519 106.64 137.71 2.55 0.08 15.33 17.96
Echinochloa crus-galli 51.52 0.29 3845 116.52 177.64 4.82 0.19 16.76 21.77
Eragrostis cilianensis 15.15 0.03 10 0.3 16.45 1.42 0.02 0.04 1.48
Ermopyron triticeum 3.03 0.01 3 0.09 3.32 0.28 0.01 0.01 0.30
Heliotropium 3.03 0.01 10 0.3 3.53 0.28 0.01 0.04 033
europaeum
Hibiscus trionum 3.03 0.01 1 0.03 3.26 0.28 0.01 0.00 0.29
Hrdeum murinum 12.12 0.02 9 0.27 13.19 1.13 0.01 0.04 1.18
Lactuca serriola 36.36 0.09 59 1.79 41.15 3.4 0.06 0.26 3.72
Launaea acanthodes 3.03 0.01 1 0.03 3.26 0.28 0.01 0.00 0.29
Medicago sativa 3.03 0.01 2 0.06 3.29 0.28 0.01 0.01 0.30
Panicum spp. 6.06 0.04 55 1.67 9.13 0.57 0.03 0.24 0.834
Paspalum dilatatum 12.12 0.03 112 3.39 16.51 1.13 0.02 0.49 1.64
Phalaris minor 3.03 0.01 3 0.09 3.32 0.28 0.01 0.01 0.30
Phragmites australis 3.03 0.01 4 0.12 3.35 0.28 0.01 0.02 0.30
Plantago lanceolata 3.03 0.01 153 4.64 8.07 0.28 0.01 0.67 0.95
Polygonum aviculare 6.06 0.01 20 0.61 7.07 0.57 0.01 0.09 0.67
Portulaca oleracea 81.82 0.54 4505 136.52 236.14 7.65 0.36 19.63 27.64
Prosopis farcta 87.88 0.64 679 20.58 129.66 8.22 0.42 2.96 11.60
Rumex crispus 3.03 0.01 10 0.3 3.73 0.28 0.01 0.04 0.33
Salsola kali 6.06 0.01 11 0.33 6.79 0.57 0.01 0.05 0.62
Salsola soda 39.39 0.13 57 1.73 45.32 3.68 0.09 0.25 4.02
Salsola vermiculata 21.21 0.05 14 0.42 23.43 1.98 0.03 0.06 2.07
Setaria viridis 78.79 0.4 2925 88.64 180.63 7.37 0.26 12.75 20.38
Sophora alopecuroides 12.12 0.05 44 1.33 15.05 1.13 0.03 0.19 1.35
Ssetaria gluca 36.36 0.13 771 23.36 64.12 3.4 0.09 3.36 6.85
Suaeda fruticosa 9.09 0.02 12 0.36 10.05 0.85 0.01 0.05 0.92
Tribulus terrestris 9.09 0.04 83 2.52 12.81 0.85 0.03 0.36 1.24
Xanthium strumarium 12.12 0.04 21 0.64 13.96 1.13 0.03 0.09 1.25
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Fig.5- Similarity of weed species in terms of uniformity, density and abundance.
Species’ codes are on the basis of Table 2.
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Table 4- Simpson and Shanon-Weiner indices in pistachio orchards of Bardaskan County

: Sahon- : Sahon-
Code Simpson ; Code Simpson :
< Village Liwg, >Imp Weiner < Village biws, >ImP Weiner
OFor 29 OPlw O 249 (gl
1 Zaab};f; Ul alls 0.16 23 7 Kalateno 5 IS 0.2 1.81
2 Hatiteh dalos 0.41 1.29 8 Zangineh A5 0.27 1.62
3 Kushe adbeS 0.21 2.06 9 Zaman abad sbl ke 0.39 1.23
4 Aliabadak Sobl e 0.25 1.69 10 Astan ghods AR OLL.:I 0.79 0.61
Shafi T Chah solatan )

5 bad S g 0.31 1.54 11 o] olals ols 0.31 1.45
6 Jalal abad sbl M 0.31 1.54 12 Khoram abad bl p )5 0.17 1.94

24,934 39,17 4

z 48,954 E 59,45 |
74.984 | | 70.72
100.00 t t 1 T t 1 [J_! 100,00 ’7_‘ 1 b b 1 [/“
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Villages Code Villages Code
Opuorw oW bl g Ll ) Calud —A JSS 29— OPW ad W (bl p Ll Calud -V S
el Y Jgis bl babisg, o8 ol Y Jgis olul pr Wby, a5
Fig 8- Similarity of villages based on Simpson.
index Fig. 7- Similarity of villages based onf Shanon-Wiener index

Species’ codes are on the basis of table 2. Species” codes are on the basis of table 2.
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