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ABSTRACT

Field weed identifications is considered as the most important step in weed management in
crops. Weed numbers for each genus and species were counted. Based on the cultivated area and
the area of the farms in Eshtehard county, weed population indices were calculated using weed
numbers in each area at the sampling points. In each area, latitude and longitude, and altitude
from the sea level, and the place of measurements were recorded by the GPS device. Results
showed that there are 47 weed species in Eshtehard. The most abundant species of weeds in this
county were: Syrian beancaper (Zygophyllum eurypterum), wild barley (Hordeum murinum), camel
thorn (Alhagi camelorum), Black bindweed (Convolvulus leiocalycinus Boiss.), Russian thistle
(Salsola dendrioides), common lambsquarter (Chenopodium album), woodsorrel (Rumex vesicarius
L), bermudagrass (Cynodon dactylon), barley grass (Hordeum spontaneum), respectively. In
addition, the most important weeds of the Eshtehard county are wimmer ryegrass (Lolium
rigidum), prickly lettuce (Scariola orientalis), russian knapweed (Acroptilon repens), corn cockle
(Vaccaria grandiflora), common yarrow (Achillea wilhelmsii), sophora (Sophora alopecuroides),
burdock (Xanthium strumarium) and other weeds with a lower frequency. The most noticeable
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point in this experiment was the increase in the prevalence of weed and goatmeat (11 and 9%) over
the past five years, which gives rise to the concern that, due to the climatic conditions and soil and
soil conditions, these two weeds are prone to become the dominant weed of the region. New species
of creeping thistle (Circium arvense), swallow wort (Cynanchum acutum) and prickly lettuce
(Lactuca scariola), could be a serious threat to the county farms, which could further expand to

adjacent areas, although found at low densities.

Key words: Abundance Index, farm management, mean density, uniformity.
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Table 1. Specifications of water quality used in the fields of Eshtehard

Samoling date Water EC H Calcium Magnesium Sodium SAR adjRna
piing class ds/m? p megq lit? meq lit! meq lit! (meg/lit)°s (meg/lit)®®
2013 CsSs” 3.68 7.7 8.39 4.1 13.96 4.36 5.62
2018 CsS3 4.45 6.38 6.00 4.4 15.96 5.95 6.24
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Table 2. Specifications of soil quality in the fields of Eshtehard
Phosphate Potassium Nitrogen .

Sampling date Soil Textute dg /?nz pH P.ava K.ava N.ava c;?t;gml‘;)
mg kg'* mg kg* (%) °

2013 SandyLoum 3.37 6.97 17.2 136 0.52 1.0

2018 SandyLoum 4.23 7.62 15.3 128 0.51 0.8
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Figure 1. Weed diversity zones and neighboring definition using proximity method

5 o SSE a g pglbacds 5 (W el Jle
Uddin et al.,, ) Lus iled 5 pluls 48
olegs Vsl I eslimad L5 (2009
(S Sl (b 7 4 (Thomas, 1985)
A3 S il ua;—hﬂjmjfvﬁf” Sl

oo O S 4w U gl 5o (sols i sed
Coler pole W jos s5) p 3 Ve Jol 5 L calaks
Sap pdd Too fol b odbl & 51 (oS i
aais VY5l OSs cas (VL Eolr 5 e
ol S &K kg (Hasannejad et al., 2010)

J@)L@% )J ng\éfsu}u).)w: rl;u\ CJ.AJJ.A '/YO



Yo

gy s aslacde Ul e (LS| 5 65 s e

&30 bawd (541> diges bl&i g dnlllao 3,90 ddlain (o Ldlpda Coundgo .Y S0

Figure 2. Geographical loction of the studied areas and sampling points in the farms
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Figure 3. Sampling pattern for weed fields
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Table 3 - Weeds of Sehat Abad region in 2013 and 2018 based on Abundance Index
Mean
. Frequenc Frequenc . Field
No. Persian Sciantific name Family y (%) y Unlfr;mat Density Abr:é’;(nce
name 2013 (%) 2018 Y (planym2
)
0=
1 & Zygophyllum Zygophyllaceae 88 92 057 9.32 96.75
&S il eurypterum
2 S Hordeum murinum Poaceae 70 77 0.42 8.25 82.47
3 A Alhagi camelorum Fabaceae 65 67 0.44 6.32 71.93
Convolvulus
Sony
4 leiocalycinus Boiss. Convolvulaceae 61 61 041 4.36 69.31
5 o f dakes Chenopodium album Chenopodiaceae 51 53 0.31 3.54 62.86
6 osh ke Salsola dendroides Chenopodiaceae 38 50 0.18 721 58.6
7 osh ke Salsola kali Chenopodiaceae 41 50 0.18 4.32 56.91
8 tr Cy“(’donpo'e‘icsty'o” L) Poaceae 42 43 0.18 254 52.35
9 03 Hordeum spontaneum Poaceae 34 38 0.16 3.67 42.98
10 ks Acroptilon repens Asteraceae 40 38 0.16 1.2 40.13
11 G5 Xanthium strumarium Asteraceae 21 20 0.11 0.8 27.95
12 sleas g Calendulapersica C. Asteraceae 23 20 0.11 0.95 27.67
A. May
2 e Carthamus
13 oS K oxyacantha M.Bieb. Asteraceae 21 20 0.09 1.01 19.95
14 w5 Artemisia sieberi Asteraceae 15 18 0.08 0.56 16.92
Besser
15 5K Centaurea depressa Asteraceae 18 16 0.08 0.6 14.13
16 ST Datura stramonium Solanaceae 12 13 0.05 0.64 11.58
17 4 yls Alyssum minus Brassicaceae 8 9 0.05 0.75 8.31
18 el Secale cereale Poaceae 8 7 0.03 111 7.01
19 ods e Polygonum aviculare Polygonaceae 6 7 0.03 0.86 6.92
20 thss Galium aparine Rubiaceae 7 7 0.03 0.1 6.9
- Amaranthus
G
21 s retroflexus Amaranthaceae 7 6.6 0.02 0.08 5.42
TS
22 °f Alopecurus Poaceae 6 5 0.01 0.06 2.92
Wty myosuroides
23 ey Ny Avena ludoviciana Poaceae 5 5 0.01 0.05 2.87
24 Seby e Bromus danthoniae Papaveraceae 5 5 0.01 0.04 2.86
25 el Sisymbrium irio Brassicaceae 4 35 0.01 0.6 2.81
26 LasS Kochia indica Brassicaceae 4 45 0.01 0.3 281
27 Convolvulus arvensis Convolvulaceae 4 3.2 0.01 0.02 2.79
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Table 4 - Weeds of Anjomain region in 2013 and 2018 based on Abundance Index

Mean
. Frequenc Frequenc : Field
no. Persian Sciantific name Family y (%) y Unlfll';maty Density Ablunéjance
name 2013 (%) 2018 (*0) (Plant/m? ndex
)
1 oS il b b Zygophyllum eurypterum Zygophyllaceae 92 96 0.64 8.32 97.31
2 st Hordeum murinum Poaceae 73 80 05 8.1 83.03
3 S Alhagi camelorum Fabaceae 70 72 0.36 4.35 72.49
Convolvulus leiocalycinus
4 oy Boiss. Convolvulaceae 64 64 0.38 5.4 69.87
5 oF aeb Chenopodium album Chenopodiaceae 54 56 0.27 2.84 63.42
6 o5 e Salsola dendrioides Chenopodiaceae 42 54 0.19 7.12 59.16
7 5 e Salsola kali Chenopodiaceae 45 54 0.18 5.84 57.47
8 Sy Rumex vesicarius L. Polygonaceae 49 50 0.15 321 54.02
9 ¢ Cynodon dactylon (L.) Pers. Poaceae 45 46 0.19 1.49 5291
10 = Lolium rigidum Poaceae 44 42 0.19 0.8 45.28
11 g Hordeum spontaneum Poaceae 25 42 0.11 2.36 43.54
o Scariola orientalis (Boiss.)
12 oS Bl 58 Sojak Asteraceae 39 40 0.19 1.36 40.87
13 Al Acroptilon repens Asteraceae 38 40 0.19 0.84 40.69
14 Srir Vaccaria grandiflora Caryophyllaceae 38 36 0.19 0.57 37.68
15 clyslesy Achillea wilhelmsii C. Koch Asteraceae 28 28 0.19 0.16 37.63
16 el Sonchus arvensis Asteraceae 27 26 0.1 0.19 31.63
17 el Sophora alopecuroides Fabaceae 25 24 0.07 0.2 28.89
18 o5 Xanthium strumarium Asteraceae 19 22 0.06 0.2 28.51
o Calendula persica C. A.
19 ek S May Asteraceae 21 22 0.11 0.11 28.23
e Echinops glanduloso-
20 dus S punctatus Rech. f. Asteraceae 20 20 0.07 0.16 24.71
21 S Tragopogon sp. Asteraceae 19 18 0.04 0.14 21.2
o Carthamus oxyacantha
2 Sk M.B. Asteraceae 19 18 0.04 021 20.51
23 e Artemisia sieberi Besser Asteraceae 13 16 0.05 0.16 17.48
‘ Artemisia lehmanniana
24 i Bunge Asteraceae 14 16 0.04 0.04 16.47
25 Kt Tribulus terrestris L. Zygophyllaceae 15 14 0.03 0.021 16.01
26 r*‘f £ Centaurea depressa Asteraceae 16 14 0.04 0.01 15.36
27 gl s Rumex crispus Polygonaceae 9 12 0.05 0.015 13.12
28 58 Datura stramonium Solanaceae 11 12 0.04 0.023 12.81
29 g S Ephedra filiata Boiss. Ephedraceae 10 10 0.03 0.032 1191
30 sk Alyssum minus Brassicaceae 7 8 0.02 0.04 9.54
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31 by Secale cerealel Poaceae 6 0.02 0.12 8.24
32 o5 Cynanchum acutum L. Asclepiadaceae 6 0.02 0.021 8.22
33 Hylda il Polygonum aviculare Polygonaceae 6 0.02 0.016 8.15
34 Eh = Galium tricornatum Rubiaceae 6 0.02 0.08 8.14
35 Eh = Galium aparine Rubiaceae 6 0.02 0.08 8.13
36 R Amaranthus retroflexus Amaranthaceae 5.6 0.02 0.062 6.65
37 S S Capsella bursa-pastoris Brassicaceae 4 0.01 0.032 4.17
e
38 oS Alopecurus myosuroides Poaceae 4 0.01 0.032 4.15
39 s Vs Avena ludoviciana Poaceae 4 0.01 0.04 41
40 Sty e Bromus danthoniae Papaveraceae 4 0.01 0.032 4.09
41 sl Phalaris minor Poaceae 3.8 0.01 0.03 4.05
42 & s Sisymbrium irio Brassicaceae 25 0.01 0.027 4.04
43 s Kochia indica Brassicaceae 35 0.01 0.027 4.04
44 Sopesl Hypecoum pendulum Papaveraceae 2.4 0.01 0.027 4.02
45 Sl S Convolvulus arvensis Convolvulaceae 2.2 0.01 0.027 4.02
46 o Daucus carota Apiaceae 1.8 0.01 0.027 3.87
47 Gl Roemeria refracta Papaveraceae 1.6 0.01 0.027 3.68
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Table 5 - Weeds of Rahmanie region in 2013 and 2018 based on Abundance Index

Mean
. Frequenc . Field

no Persian . . Frequenc Unifromat Ny Abundance

name Sciantific name Family (%()1 2013y . y (%) y Density Index

(%) 2018 (Plant/m2
)
1 Cata Hordeum murinum Poaceage 62 70 0.51 7.22 87.64
2 A Alhagi camelorum Fabaceae 50 61 0.46 531 77.51
3 255 e Salsola dendrioides Chenopodiaceae 45 55 0.43 4.75 75.31
4 g Hordeum spontaneum Poaceae 30 34 0.35 4.13 70.88
5 255 e Salsola kali Chenopodiaceae 38 38 0.34 3.1 43.14
6 e Vaccaria grandiflora Caryophyllaceae 30 32 0.25 22 32.47
7 S Sonchus arvensis Asteraceae 20 23 0.21 13 24.25
_. . Carthamus oxyacantha

g Sk M.B. Asteraceae 15 17 013 1 19.35
9 e Artemisia sieberi Besser Asteraceae 10 16 0.76 0.61 13.14

] Artemisia lehmanniana
10 e Bunge Asteraceae 10 12 0.33 0.54 9.22
11 sty Tribulus terrestris L. Zygophyllaceae 7 5 0.16 0.21 4.67
12 Gl Roemeria refracta Papaveraceae 2 5 0.11 0.08 3.46
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Table 6 - Weeds of Epack county in 2013 and 2018 based on Abundance Index

Mean
no Pﬁ;:zn Sciantific name Family FI;?((];:)“C Freqyuenc Unif(;z)r)naty D'::1esli(1y Ablu:éis(nce
2013 (%) 2018 (Plant/m2
)
1 ta Hordeum murinum Poaceae 67 75 0.5 7.64 81.34
2 LS Alhagi camelorum Fabaceae 50 55 0.38 45 61.73
Convolvulus

3 Sy leiocalycinus Boiss. Convolvulaceae 48 52 0.27 3.84 60.34
4 of sl Chenopodium album Chenopodiaceac 51 51 0.25 3.61 54.02
5 o9 e Salsola kali Chenopodiaceae 25 44 0.19 5.42 43.67
6 R Hordeum spontaneum Poaceae 28 36 0.19 3.26 40.32
7 2 Artemisia sieberi Besser Asteraceae 25 28 0.18 0.19 39.68
8 by Achillea wilhelmsii Asteraceae 21 13 0.1 142 2171
9 o Sonchus arvensis Asteraceae 5 3 0.01 0.08 5.12
10 S Daucus carota Apiaceae 4 3 0.01 0.05 401
11 el S Convolvulus arvensis Convolvulaceae 3 2 0.01 0.03 3.8
12 ke Sisymbrium irio Brassicaceae 3 2 0.01 0.03 3.8
13 i Cirsiumarvense Asteraceae . 5 0.04 0.84 9.52
14 el Lactuca scariola Asteraceae . 3 0.01 0.07 4.3
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Table 7 - Weeds of Moradtape county in 2013 and 2018 based on Abundance Index

Freq Mean

no Persian uenc  Frequenc Unifroma Field Abundan
name Sciantific name Family y y tv (% Density ce Index

(%) (%) 2018 y (%) (Plant/m

2013 2)
1 Selbgd Zygophyllum eurypterum Zygophyllaceae 94 98 0.78 9.34 98.35
2 Casro Hordeum murinum Poaceae 70 77 0.63 8.61 82.34
3 s Alhagi camelorum Fabaceae 65 73 0.51 6.25 7457
4 o Convolvulus leiocalycinus Convolvulaceae 60 66 0.47 4.87 70.34
5 o7 aak Chenopodium album Chenopodiaceac 56 56 0.32 2.82 67.48
6 5% ke Salsola dendrioides Chenopodiaceae 40 55 0.21 6.34 61.55
7 55 e Salsola kali Chenopodiaceae 43 49 0.2 4.15 56.49
8 S Rumex vesicarius L. Polygonaceae 47 49 0.18 341 54.78
9 ¢ Cynodon dactylon Gramineae 42 46 0.18 1.67 52.45
10 e Lolium rigidum Poaceae 45 42 0.18 0.9 49.34
11 27 Hordeum spontaneum Poaceae 32 43 0.16 4.38 47.34
12 o5 3 S8 Scariola orientalis (Boiss.) Asteraceae 37 37 0.16 1.54 46.84
13 b Acroptilon repens Asteraceae 35 40 0.16 0.88 43.12
14 ool Achillea wilhelmsii Asteraceae 30 24 0.15 0.55 40.57
15 el Sophora alopecuroides Fabaceae 27 22 0.14 0.79 36.19
16 o5 Xanthium strumarium Asteraceae 21 25 0.13 0.51 28.64

e Echinops glanduloso-
17 dis S punctatus Asteraceae 20 18 0.11 0.25 25.36
18 o Tragopogon sp. Asteraceae 17 15 0.1 0.37 22.92
e Carthamus oxyacantha

19 =Sk M.B. Asteraceae 15 12 0.1 0.33 20.99
20 02 Artemisia sieberi Besser Asteraceae 12 16 0.09 0.89 17.36
21 (a5 S Centaurea depressa Asteraceae 18 11 0.08 0.48 15.71
22 56 Datura stramonium nightshade 10 12 0.06 0.34 12.75
23 g Sl Ephedra filiata Boiss. Ephedraceae 9 11 0.04 0.12 11.29
24 Seabls Secale cerealel Poaceae 5 8 0.02 0.62 9.55
25 RY e Amaranthus retroflexus Amaranthaceae 6 6 0.02 0.31 6.56
26 Y Avena ludoviciana Poaceae 4 4 0.01 0.37 4.25
27 & s Sisymbrium irio Brassicaceae 2 2 0.01 0.02 33
28wl S Convolvulus arvensis Convolvulaceae 3 2 0.01 0.017 2.03
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Figure 4. Plant families and percentage of weeds belonging to these families in the fields of Eshtehard county
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Figure 5. Weeds of Eshtehard county fields based on Life cycle
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Table 8. Weeds of Eshtehard county during 2013 to 2018 based on Abundance Index
Freque Frequen I\élizzlig
no. Persian Sciantific name Famil ney &y Unifroma Densit Abundan
) name Y (%) (%) ty (%) (Plant /r); ce Index
2013 2018 2)
1 swlbzd zygophyllumeurypterum  Zygophyllaceae  91.33  95.33 0.66 8.99 97.47
2 Eeta Hordeum murinum Poaceae 68.40  75.80 0.51 7.96 83.36
3 o Alhagi camelorum Fabaceae 60.00 65.60 0.43 5.35 71.65
4 Convolvulus leiocalycinus
S Boiss. Convolvulaceae 58.25 60.75 0.38 4.62 67.47
5 55 e Salsola dendrioides Chenopodiaceae ~ 41.25 53.50 0.25 6.36 63.66
6 oF aule Chenopodium album Chenopodiaceac 53.00 54.00 0.29 3.20 61.95
7 oS Rumex vesicarius L. Polygonaceae 48.00 49.50 0.17 3.31 54.40
8 . Cynodon dactylon (L.)
&g Pers. Poaceae 43.00 45.00 0.18 1.90 52.57
9 5 e Salsola kali Chenopodiaceae  38.40  47.00 0.22 457 51.54
10 03 7 Hordeum spontaneum Poaceae 2980  38.60 0.19 356 49.01
1 = Lolium rigidum Poaceae 4450  42.00 0.19 0.85 47.31
12 __  Scariola orientalis (Boiss.)
oS58 Sojak Asteraceae 3800 3850 0.18 1.45 43.86
13 b Acroptilon repens Asteraceae 37.67 39.33 0.17 0.97 41.31
14 Srir Vaccaria grandiflora Caryophillaceae 3400  34.00 0.22 1.39 35.08
15 ) Achillea wilhelmsii C.
alyslesy Koch Asteraceae 2633 2167 0.15 0.71 33.30
16 Ol Sophora alopecuroides Fabaceae 26.00 23.00 0.11 0.50 32.54
1 o5 Xanthium strumarium Asteraceae 2033 2233 0.10 050 28.37
18 P Calendula persica Asteraceae 22.00 21.00 0.11 0.53 27.95
19 e Echinops glanduloso-
dis S punctatus Rech. f. Asteraceae 20.00 19.00 0.09 0.21 25.04
20 S Tragopogon sp. Asteraceae 1800  16.50 0.07 0.26 22.06
21 02 Artemisia sieberi Besser Asteraceae 15.00 18.80 0.23 0.48 20.92
22 S Sonchus arvensis Asteraceae 1733 1733 0.11 052 20.33
23 S carthamus oxyacantha Asteraceae 1750  16.75 0.09 0.64 20.20
24 5 Centaurea depressa Asteraceae 1733 1367 0.07 0.36 15.07
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25 gl S5 Rumex crispus Polygonaceae 9.00 12.00 0.05 0.02 13.12
26 L Artemisia lehmanniana

S 3 Bunge Asteraceae 12.00 14.00 0.19 0.29 12.85
27 256 Datura stramonium nightshade 11.00 1233 0.05 0.33 12.38
28 ey, S Ephedra filiata Boiss. Ephedraceae 950 10,50 0.04 0.08 11.60
29 syl Tribulus terrestris L. Zygophyllaceae 11.00 9.50 0.10 0.12 10.34
30 < Circium arvense Asteraceae 0 5.00 0.04 0.84 9.52
31 s Alyssum minus Brassicaceae 7.50 8.50 0.04 0.40 8.93
32 Sl Secale cerealel Poaceae 6.67 7.00 0.02 0.62 8.27
33 o5 Cynanchum acutum L. Asclepiadaceae 0 6 0.02 0.021 8.22
34 g Galium tricornatum Rubiaceae 5.00 6.00 0.02 0.08 8.14
35 Eh = Galium aparine Rubiaceae 6.50 6.50 0.03 0.09 7.52
36 Sty e Bromus danthoniae Papaveraceae 9.00 9.00 0.02 0.07 6.95
37 Niigal Amaranthus retroflexus Amaranthaceae 6.33 6.07 0.02 0.15 6.21
38 Hasda e Polygonum aviculare Polygonaceae 3.67 4.33 0.02 0.29 5.02
39 L Lactuca scariola Asteraceae 0 3.00 0.01 0.07 4.30
40 S S Capsella bursa-pastoris Brassicaceae 4.00 4.00 0.01 0.03 4.17
a4 s Phalaris minor Poaceae 4.00 3.80 0.01 0.03 4.05
42 Sopesl Hypecoum pendulum Papaveraceae 4.00 2.40 0.01 0.03 4.02
B e Daucus carota Apiaceae 5.00 181 0.06 4.04 3.87
44 Vs Avena ludoviciana Poaceae 4.33 4.33 0.01 0.15 3.74
45 Gl Roemeria refecta Papaveraceae 2.00 3.30 0.06 0.05 3.57
46 DY Alopecurus myosuroides Poaceae 5.50 4.50 0.01 0.05 3.54
47 s Kochia indica Brassicaceae 350 4.00 0.01 0.16 343
48 ke Sisymbrium irio Brassicaceae 3.67 2.67 0.02 1.48 3.38
49 lpe Sy Convolvulus arvensis Convolvulaceae 4.00 2.47 0.02 1.29 2.95
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