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1960

21
1992
allelopathy
Molisch 1937
1987
1978
Tukey 1969 leaching
exudation volatilization litter



Rice 1984
300 Cicer arietum
Rice 1984 300
Lee Mons 1983

Ridenour Callaway 2001 Nilsson, 1994

1990

1998

Noss 1990

1996

alian species

2002



,2002

1996

700
800 1988 10
Naturalized weed  Alien weed
1988

Biological invasion

1998

2000

1988

2000

1997



1996

1993

1996
1996 Green etal., 1994
2001
1996
1996
1996
2000
Connell 1978 Fox 1979
1993
1996



1998 2000 1996

1995
1978 1993
2000
2000
Aster kantoensis
1992 Inoue et &, 1994
1996 Takenaka ef /., 1996 1997 Waeshitani era/., 1997 Inoue ef a/., 1998
1998 2000
Slidago altissma Ambrosia trifica
Robiri a pseudo-acacia
1999
1990
1993 Chase et dl.,
1991
1977b Rice1984
Rice 1984
1977b 1999



2000

2000



pH

2002 2003

138km

2000 1980

2001

1240km?

51.8km



53.3km

2m°ls
2000 7
15 56 63
51.7km
2001 10
2002 4 6 8 10 12
58 150 2003
2002
2001
60
1994
Lactuca sativa ver. Great Lakes 366
1994 10mg 10cm  10mi™

45 5.0ml

1.6km
Table 2-1
53.1
Sorghum halepense
6 10
Table 2-2
24
50mg 10cm 10mil*
50mg 10cm 10mi*
35mm 18mm
115 15 40

5ml



20

2001
2001

2001

Fig. 2-1
11
15

1999

0.75 wiv

1 10cm 5
3 3
3
1998
11 15
2001
Table 2-3
30 30
1974 16 1982
1974 1982
Table 2-4 Fig. 2-2
2001 6 7
11
15

10



529 53.0km

T-1,T-2,T-3
Porenitilla chinens's
K-1 K-2
K-3 K-4
S1
S2
S3
15cm Im
3 3
Eh 60
2.0mm
2.0mm
5 =15 1
pH EC NO; NO, HPO, CI,S0,*
NH4+ Ca2+ Mgz+ K+ Na+
Eh 1962
RM-12P mvV
Eh
pH H O 15 pH pH METERF-11
1996 EC EC CM-14P
15 0.45um
L-6000 1997
Table 2-5 NH,"
uv1200 1997
Ca®* Mg® K' Na' Zeeman

10



Z6100 1997

Table 2-6

Festuca arunadinacea

Oanothra biennis

Eragrostis curvula 6

Lolium multifforum

canadens's 1993

2001
1999

23

1992 Adter kantoens's
1992
Robinia psaudo-acacia
Bidens pilosa Erigeron boneriensis

31 2001 6
1995 Erigeron

Saria viridisvar. minor

10
1994

7cm
D8h

9cm

13 Li6h 28

11



N-P-K 84-4

1000 4 100ml/
4
15 2
100mg
3 5cm
1994
3.2cm 60x

60 100mm

36 0.75 wiv
30-31
Great lakes 366 1 lcm 33
Li6h 28 D8h 23 5
3 2
Table 2-7
Aster ageratoides sp.
ovatus Chrysanthermum boreale Patrinia scabiosaefolia

12



2002 2003 4

Soogos
angulatus Ambrosa trifica Humulus japonicus Helianthus
tuberosus, Chengpodium album 2003 Robiria

psauao-acacia Festuca arunadinacea
Oenottra biennis

2 3
28 16h 23 8h 1
1000 2
Bhowmik and Doll, 1982
1998
Bhowmik and Doll, 1982 1994
2002 8
Oenothra bienis Ambrosa trifida 10
Robinia pseudo -acacia FPueraria lobata
60 24
2002 10 15cm

13



Im 3 1

3 pH
Eh 60
Eh pH H,O EC
6 50mg 1.0g 5.0g 115
15 0.75% wiv 5.0ml
5.0ml
Great Lakes 336 5
20 3
pH
pH
2003 10
60
pH *
115 15 0.75 wiw
6 10ml 10mg
50mg pH 1.0mg 5.0mg
pH
1998 2002 8 2003
10
Ambrosia trifida 60

14



50mg 100ml

50ml 30 1
No.2
pH * 90
80
65mm No.2 2.4ml Great Lakes
366 10 25
3
1990
pH
1990 11
KOH pH 40 56 70
9.0 pH H,O 2002
7.1 9.1

15



1994

1979
2001
Table 3-1
Fig. 3-1 50mg
Fig.3-2
10mg
36 89 63
50mg 30
10mg
40 140
40 100

16

10mg

66

20

80 130

106

20

10mg
Fig. 3-1
100



Fig.3-2

10mg
50mg

Fig.3-3

2002

50mg

10mg

10mg

10mg

10mg
50mg

65

50mg
10 80 30 130
1998 1999
Fig. 3-3 10mg
r=0.736 p 0.01 Spearman
50mg 10mg
0473 02 =1/5
5
50mg
50mg
65 10mg
50mg 65
Table 3-2 Fig. 34 35
1998 50mg
18 108% 50mg 4 82%
39% 50mg 4%
4 4

17



10

2001
2001
15 56 (Table
3-3 Fig. 3-7)
p<0.05, Tukey
1,000 20,000
1990
10mg 50mg
78 74
67 66
c/sdehydromatricariaester (cisDME) Kobayashi & &/., 1980
asDME
Numataefa/. 1973 Numataetra/. 1974
1996 26ppm
100ppm  csDME c¢/sDME

agsDME
Sawabe  (1999)

18



10mg

87% 2001

1987

Rice, 1984

Campbell

1982

50mg

Rice, 1984
53

2001

33%

50mg

57

Sashida, et a/., 1991

, 1999
Rice, 1984
50mg
81
Lactuca tatarica
Kisiel, 1997
1990
50mg
2001
54 )
2001 50mg

19



700 10,000

10mg 50mg
10 82
87 10mg 63 50mg
69
7 10mg 86 50mg
53 120 140
fou
Jou
Rice, 1984 Menges 1987
Martin  Smith (1994)
50mg 78
1990
50mg 67
50mg
2001 90 68%
50mg 4

2000
Smith Martin (1994)

Naqvi Muller 1975

20



1989  Luu 1982

2001
Staia
74 72
Seteria
2000
1984
600 13,000

10

Rice, 1984

Tominaga Watanabe, 1997

21

Rice, 1984

1990

2001

Peters, 1968
Luu e &/,

2001

50mg
Slaia

Rice,

Rice, 1984



Table 3-3

10mg
60 50mg 80 50mg 33
2000
1996
1991
1997 2000
Leaf aldehyde
Obatake Suzuki
1985
1996
1994
Waa
1992
1990
10mg 50mg 68
83

22



40

10mg 29 50mg 68
1998
Rice, 1984
Rice,
1965 Sriga
Ibrehim ef &/., 1985
Elmore and Paul, 1983 2001
10mg 50 50mg 76
10mg
55 50mg 76 Bieber Hoveland 1968
50mg
71 Salix pelita
Brown, 1967
50mg 70 Newman Miller 1977
2001

23



Teble 3-4

10mg 50mg
3
C
Downton, 1975 Raghavendra Das, 1978 10mg 50mg
2
C Downton, 1975 Raghavendra Das,
1978
50mg
C
2001 C
C
Maillet
Garcia 1999 C Grime C-R-S
Grime, 1977 C
1996

24



Guenzi etal., 1967; Tukey, 1969; Smith, 1989

2002
Table 3-5 50mg
Fig. 3-8 2002 58
4
20%
1996 aggressiveness
and Cottam, 1950
2002
1996 3
Erigeron
1977
2002 28 54%
csDME
Kobayashi efa/. 1980 c/'sDME
asDME

25

Curtis



1991
10mg

2000

2002
92%

2000

2002 2002

52%

Robinetin

4
1983 1989
2002
1990 1998
70%

Bieber and Hoveland 1968

70%

26

50mg 59%
50mg 75%
Habib ef al.,
7%
1997



I[UCN

100
1998
1998
10mg 46% 50mg 71%
10mg
48% 1998
50mg 63%
2001
32%
1988
71%
1%
2001
2002
Warashinaand Noro, 1998
67%
1997
23 66 10mg
3 82% 50mg 18 88%
Table 3-6 Fig. 3-9 3-10 311
2001 2002
2001 2002
22 6 8

27



2002 2

8 2001
7
2001 2002 6
2002
65% 2001
2001 2002
2002
2001 2001 7
2001

C

Avalos and Mulkey, 1999

Putz 1984

Kazdaand Salzer 2000

20018b

Jensen, 1932

28



3-14
14-68%

SR

10mg

29

Teble 3-7

100%

Fig. 3-12 3-13
38-97% 50mg



1984

1988 1991 1993 1999 2000
1993 1996
1977
1978 ,
2000
pH P
1995 pH EC Green 1994
Eh P Fe
1999 1999 P
Table 4-1
T-1 8
Sand 9

30



T-1 T-1
8 9
T-3
8
60cm
T1 T2 T-3
K-1
K-3
S2
S3
Table 4-2
8 T-1 9
8 K-1 K-2
S3 K-3 S2
pH
pH7
pH /

31

T-2
9
K-2
K-4
S1
pH
S1
K-4
pH



pH

pH cat Mgz+, K+, Na*
400 600mV
T-2 200
300mvV Fe
1991
EC 3 16dS m*
EC T-1<T-2<T-3
1997
1997 - 15
NO; P N NOs
1986
NO; T-1, T-2 S1 1 2ppm 27.2ppm
T-3 K-2,K-3,K-4,S-2
K-1 NO;5 T-3 K-4
K-3 S2 T1 T-2 K-1
1987
N
P pH Ca
P05 ppm
1989
HPO, T-1 T-2 4ppm
T-3 K-1,K-2 S2 5 6ppm K-3,K-4,S-1 S3 10ppm
K-3  21.7ppm
NO;s T-3 NOs
K N K

32



S5ppm

1989 K

K-2 1 2ppm T3 K4 S1 S2
8ppm K-3 14ppm
NO; HPO,
ca* T-3 S3
NH,” Mg®* Na'
K-2 K-3 K-2
P
K T-1 T-2 K-1 K-2
NH,* NOs NO;
K-1
NH,"
N P
pH
pH 7
2
Fig.41a /A pH T-1
T-3
Eh T-1 T-3
EC T-1 T-3
T-2 NO5
T-3
HPO, T-1
T-3
T-2

33

T1 T2 K-1
S3

cl,
0,%

T-1 T-2

NO,

T-2

27ppm



HPO, 1999
500m,S*
Sef ca' T-2
,T-1 T3
K*
T-3
K
NH4*  T-1
T-2
T-2 HPO, SO/ Ca&*
T-1
T-3 NO;
T-3
EC
EC
mmol EC

N

EC NOj EC

EC
S0,% mmol L* Fig.4-2 NOj
NO;3 EC
HPO, Fig.44 CI' Fig.4-5 ,SO,” Fig.4-6
EC
C&" Fg.48 Mg* Fg.4-9 K' Fig.4-10 Na* Fg. 411
EC
EC

34

Mg®  T-1
Na"
T-1 T-2
1999
T-3
NH4*
K
1991
NO; HPO, CI
Fig. 4-3
EC
Fig. 4-7
EC
ca** NO5



mmol L™ 1997

NO; +HCO5;+HPO, +Cl"+2S0,% = 2Ca* +2Mg® +K *+Na"

Fig. 4-12, Fig. 4-13
HCO4

HCO5

35



1972
1990 2000
Luuetal., 1982 Luuetal., 1989
Martin Smith 1994

1996 2000

1978

2000

13

Table
51 Fig. 5-1 Table 5-2
T/R Table 5-3

87 1

36



54
2000
46
10mg
73
Fig.3-1 Fig.3-2
50mg
70 90
1
85

Stevens Tang 1985

1984

90

10mg 50mg
44
14
Fig. 5-2 Fig. 5-3
80
2001

Jog
Stevens Tang 1985

37

75

85

10mg 43 50mg
15
5 50mg
1999
Fig. 54
Bidens

Marchant e &/., 1984
Brandao & &/., 1998

Rice,

50mg



66
Campbell et al., 1982
2001

2001

Erigeron
2

2
K obayashi 1980 Erigeron
c/slachnophyllumester osLE
221ppm
LE cisDME issME trans-ME control
1977b

10mg 69 50mg 84

Kobayashi efa/., 1980

Erigeron 2

38

Saeshida, eral., 1991

10

1977b
1979

506ppm 864ppm

transmatricariaester (fransME)  30ppm

54
10mg 43 50mg 46
75

1977b



1993

70 1992
74
10mg 47 50mg 67
2
2
2000
68
10mg 28 50mg 68
2000 2001
1993
76
10mg 33 50mg 71
Martin Smith (1994)
2001
90
50mg

90

39



Rice, 1984
65
1996 1999
78
10mg 75 50mg 86

, 2001
1997

1992

Peters Zam

80
10mg 25
Saia
2001
73
Seria

1981

50mg

72

1993

70 80

68

2001

90

75



Luu 1982

Luu e &/., 1989
10
2000
1994
81
10mg 53 50mg 79
10mg 27 50mg 50
Aster
Sakal eral., 1999
Aster batangensis
Yueral,1996 . Agter bellidiastrum
Schopke & &/., 1995
Rice, 1984
A
B 2 A - B C6-C3
1989
% e
B
L-3, 4- L-DOPA
1994

41



1996

1996

1995 1999

2000

1997 1 Larson Schwarz 1980

42



1999

2
1
10 1994
Guenzi er al., 1967; Tukey, 1969; Smith, 198 9
Inderjit Foy, 1999
1
Table 5-3 1
T/R 2
T/R T/R
Table 5-1
T/R

43



1991
2002
2000
2000
Table 6-1 Fig.6-1 6-2 6-3
2000
10mg 54-77% 50mg
2000
Rice 1984

1994

44

2000

2002

27-65%

Fig. 6-4



pH

Table 6-2 65
Fig. 6-14

Table 6-6

87%

Reynolds, 1975

Rice 1984

Fig.6-5 6-13

6-15

pH

pH

19

19

19

45

1997

Eh, EC, pH
62% 5 35%
19 84%
1g 59
59
15% 5q 34%



pH

19
59

pH
pH

pH

2000

46

OH-



2002

2002 58 150 26
Fig. 7-1
4 6 8
10
4 23% 6 26%
41% 8 32%
6 8
12 A47%
4 42% 6 51% 8 45%
10 70%
12 49% 59%
8 39%

47



4

9

trichome

Luu

35%

31%

10

1982

61%

33%

Luu

56%

67%

35% 50mg

48

35%

10

10

glandular

Nilsson and Zackrisson, 1992



Zackrisson and Nilsson, 1992 Gershenzon, 1994

trichome
10 28%

1996

cis-DME

10

10

35%
26%
70%

8

21%

40%

2%

cis-DME

cis-DME

56%

53%

25%
27%

24%

10

49

glandular

6 53% 8 38%

46%
1977 Kobayashi etal. 1980

1998
23% 25% 6
8 45%

6 8 38%
12 23%

4

6 8
33% 12
1999
1998
8



10 12 35%

Avalos and Mulkey, 1999

4 50mg 66%

35% 4

4 6
8 35% 41%
28%
4 50mg 18%
10
4 12% 50mg
18%
10 34%

25%

26

50

8

17%

10

38%

10mg



Gershienzon, 1994
trichome

glandular trichome

glandurar

1996

Mizutani and Yamane 1991

hirsutin

3t/lha year

51



52



2000 Shiraishi eral., 2002

Table 8-1 Fig.8-1
Fig. 8-2
15%
51% 5 15
Fig.
8-3

1997

Fig. 8-2

2000 Shiraishi eral., 2002

Impact Factor

SR

Impact factor 3

Impact factor 1
1 sw /100 xS/R+ 1-PB /100

Impact factor 2
1 sSw /100 xL/R+ 1 PB /100

53



Impact factor 3
1 SwW /100 xLAR+ 1 PB /100

Table 8-2
Impact factorl 2
trichome
Nilsson and Zackrisson, 1992  Zackrisson and Nilsson, 1992
3

Impact factorl

5 SR

Impact
Impact factor2 3
SR Impact factor
Jensen, 1932 Impact factor
SR
trichome

54



pH

pH
Table 9-1
pH
pH2.6 10.6
Reynolds(1975)
pH
Table 9-2, 3,4
pH7
pH9
pH4 56
pH

pH

pH

Fig. 9-1 pH

pH

Fig. 9-2, 3, 4
Fig. 9-5,6, 7

55

pH7



Nasir etal. 2003 90%

pH pH

1987

pH

pH4 pH pH7

pH9
pH

56



2004

pH

57

pH

pH



58



1988

38 73-84
1991
41 31-43
1998
43(3), 258 -266.
1999
44(4), 316-323.
1994 64(10), 657 -659.
1999
190 59pp.
1996 In pp.-1-5
1978
4(1), 43-112.
(2000 In : ) ppA422-424 ()
2000 In : ) p7 ()
1993
56(5), 355 -360.
1989 In pp.96-109,
1997 In ,
pp.231-255
2000
28 347-352.
1987
20, 51-66.
1976 \Y, ( 30)
(1998)
43(1) 19
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1991

64 13-28
1979
, 14(10), 643 -645
1995
1996
59 5 93-96
1993
56 5 163-168
1997
60 5 557-560
1985
48(5), 169-174.
1992
55 5 199-204
2000
25(4), 385-390.
2000
123 27-32.
1995

58 5 113-116

15, 120pp.

1979) ¥ 7 RHEE LR Y T F L ALY LELERE P OB E N E-

14(10), 643 -645.

1977 In pp.236-247
1999 - In
pp.231-242
1987
36 1-5.
1989 - 292pp,
1996 In pp.1-5
2001a 4
54(7) 40-41
2001b )
54(10) 40-41

60



1992

37( ) 164-165
1994
39(4) 222-228
1995
53,
19-26.
2000
49(7), 727-730.
1987 242pp
1999
8-10 No. 08506001, 172 -178.
1988 26 10 667-673
1990 65 9-16.
1978 32 7 , 88-93.
2002 (Digitaria adscendens Herr .)
47(3) 153-160
1999
5 71-76.
1996 cis-dehydromatricaria ester
41(4), 359-361.
1962 Eh In
pp.497-540,
(1991) 234 pp
(1994) pH 236 pp
(1968) 20(3) 97-101
1977a In pp.6-8
1977b 15 7 412-418
(1989) In
) pp.62-71
1992
37 1 68-71.
(2001) (2000 )
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1986 2} — ¥R~ A
~ +fEsE, 57(5), 518 -520.

(1983) 719pp. ,

1997 In ) pp.231-255
(1999) , 37(7), 454 -459.
1994 L-DOPA

10, 115-218.
2000 R E OAER &R H-. 230pp.
1994
39 , 90-91.
1992 Vicia villosa) 7 L1 733 ——jE M o ZE4ff
LESICB LRS- R, 37 , 160-161.
1990

35 4 362-370.
2001) EA-EAEHO 7 L u A —HEMNL D T T R

W KD REE-. MEEETSE, 46 , 112-113.
1987 148 4
231-237.
1993
38 144-145.
1996 281pp,
2002 In 204p
1997
47 131-143.
2000 In
pp.107-122
1996
1, 25-47.
2002 In
pp.3-4
2000
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45 82-83.

1999 57
35-78
1999
3622, 168pp.
1996 , 219pp
1997 67 10 , 779-784.
1998 52 5 , 18-22.
2000 52 1 , 1-6.
2001 116pp. NHK
1996 270 pp.
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Table 2-1. Plant species used for Sandwitch method sampled in July from the floodplain vegetation of middle stream of Tama River

No. Family Plant species Origin? Lifeform® Flowering period C4 Plant ¢ Location
1 COMPOSITAE Ambrosa artermis agrolia var.elatior NA Ann Jul-Oct T-3
2 Ambrosia trifida NA Ann Aug-Sep T-3
3 Artemisa capillaris Native Pn Aug-Nov T-3
4 Artermisajgpanica Native Pn Sep-Oct T-3
5 Artemisa princeps Native Pn Sep-Oct T-1
6 Aster subulatus var.obtusifolius NA Ann Aug-Oct T-1
7 Biaens fronaosa NA Ann Sep-Oct T-1
8 Bidens pilosa SA Ann Sep-Nov T-1
9 Erigeron annuus NA Ann/Bn  Jul-Oct T-2
10 Erigeron canadens's NA Bn Aug-Oct T-1
11 Erigeron sumatrens's SA Bn Jun-Oct T-1
12 Lactucaindica Native Ann/Bn  Aug-Nov T-3
13 Soliaago altissima NA Pn Oct-Nov T-3
14 PLANTAGINACEAE Pantago asatuca Native Pn Apr-Sep Bank
15 Rlantago larnceolala Eu Ann Jun-Aug T-1
16 SCROPHULARIACEAE Verbascum thapsus NA Bn Aug-Sep Riverbed
17 UMBELLIFERAE Torilis jgponica Native Bn May-Jdul T-3
18 ONAGRACEAE Oeriothera biennis NA Bn Jul-Sep T-1
19 Oenothera biennis NA Bn Jul-Sep T-3
20 EUPHORBIACEAE Euphorbia maculala NA Ann Jun-Oct o T-1
21 Euphorbia supina NA Ann Jun-Sep o T-1
22 LEGUMINOSAE Indigofera pseudo-tinctoria Native Pn Jul-Sep T-3
23 Kummerowia stipulacea Native Pn Aug-Oct T-1
24 L espedeza cuneata Native Pn Aug-Oct Riberbed
25 Robinia pseudo-acacia NA Pn Jul-Aug T-3
26 Puerarialobata Native Pn Jul-Sep T-3
27 Trifolium pratense Eu Pn May-Aug Bank
28 Trifolium repens Eu Pn May-Aug Bank
29 Vicia angustifolia var.segetalis Native Bn Mar-Jun T-3
30 ROSACEAE Potentilla nipporica Native Pn Jun-Aug Grassland
31 Potentilla chinens's Native Pn Jun-Aug Riberbed
32 Rosawichuraiana Native Pn Jun-Jul T-2
33 POLYGONACEAE Polygonum cuspidatum Native Pn Jul-Sep T-3
34 Polygonum Igpathifolium Native Ann Jun-Nov T-1
35 Rumex obtusifolius Eu Pn Jun-Sep T-1
36 URTICACEAE Boehmeria nipononivea Native Pn Jul-Sep T-3
37 Boehmeria spicata Native Pn Jul-Sep T-1
38 CRASSULACEAE Sedum sarmertosum Native Pn Jun-Jul T-3
39 CUCURBITACEAE Sicyos angulatus NA Ann Aug-Sep T-3
40 SALICACEAE Salix integra Native Pn Mar-May T-2
41 GRAMINEAE Agrostis alba Eu Pn Sep-Oct Bank
42 Bromus catharticus SA Pn Aug-Oct Bank
43 Digitaria adscernaens Native Ann Aug-Oct Bank
44 Eleusineinidica Native Ann May-Jun o Bank
45 Eragrostis curvula Af Pn Jul-Oct o T-3
46 Eragrostis curvula Af Pn Apr-Jul o T-1
47 Festuca arundinacea Eu Pn Jul-Aug T-2
48 Festuca arunadinacea Eu Pn Aug-Nov T-1
49 Imperata cylinarica var.koenigif Native Pn Jun-Aug o T-2
50 Lolium multiforum  litter Eu Ann/Bn  Jun-Aug Bank
51 Lolium multiforum Eu Ann/Bn  Jul-Nov Bank
52 Miscanthus sacchariflorus Native Pn Sep-Oct T-3
53 Miscanthus sacchariflorus Native Pn Jul-Oct T-3
54 Miscanthus Snensis Native Pn Jul-Oct o T-3
55 Paspalum dilatatum SA Pn May-Jun o Bank
56 Phragmites jgoonica Native Pn Aug-Oct T-3
57 Phragmites jgponica Native Pn Aug-Oct T-2
58 Setaria viridis Native Ann Aug-Oct o Bank
59 Setaria viridis f.misera Native Ann Aug-Nov o Bank
60 Sorghum halepense (Sampled in oct.) Eu Pn Aug-Oct o Bank
61 Sorghum halepense Eu Pn Aug-Oct o Bank
62 Sorghum halepense Pers. f. muticum Hubb.  Eu Pn Aug-Oct o Bank
63 EQUISETACEAE Equisetum ramosissimum Native Pn Mar T-3
ANA NohAmenca oA SounmAmenca Eu. Europe AT Amca

b: Ann annual Bn biennia Pn  perennial.
c: Plants with C4 photosynthesis pathway.



Table 2-2. Monthly precipitation and temperature in Ome, Tokyo(April December, 2001 2002 normal

Month Precipitation(mm) Temperature(

2002 normal 2001 2002 normal 2001
Apr 63 109 34 14.3 12.3 13.3
May 92 111 144 16.6 16.9 17.7
Jun 214 169 106 19.7 20.2 21.3
Jul 214 183 38 26.4 23.6 26.7
Aug 309 221 226 26.4 25.1 24.5
Sep 207 243 336 20.8 21.3 20.8
Oct 277 155 230 16.1 15.7 15.9

Nov 30 81 88 7.9 10.1 10

Dec 74 27 15 4.2 52 4.9




Table 2-3. Dischargescale m s-1 of TamaRiver at Chofuhashi, Tokyo

Date ) Typhoon Maximum discharge
2001 Sep.8-12 15th 1561
2001 Aug.21-23 11st 414
1982 Sep. 18th 649
1982 Aug. 10th 2129
1974 Sep. 16th 2149

Data was given by Keihin Work Office.



Table 2-4. Soil samples collected from the floodplain of middle stream of Tama River

Location  Sample Date Landform Habitat Plant community
Nagata T-1 010716 Low floodplain Type-1¢) Riverbed Annual plants
T-2 010716 Low floodplain Type-2) Grassland  Pharagmites jgoonica
T-3 010716 Highfloodplain Type-3 Wood Robinia pseudo-acacia
T-1-8% 010826 Low floodplain Type-1) Riverbed Annua plants
T-2-8% 010826 Low floodplain Type-2) Grassland  Pragmitesjqponica
T-3-8% 010826 High floodplain Type-3 Wood Robinia pseudo-acacia
T-1-9° 010918 Low floodplain Type-1) Riverbed None
T-2-9° 010918 Low floodplain Type-2) Grassland  Pragmitesjqponica
T-3-9° 010918 High floodplain Type-3 Wood Robinia pseudo-acacia
Koremasa K-1 010605 Middle floodplain Riverbed  Poterilla chinensis
K-2 010605 Low floodplain Riverbed  Rumex spp.
K-3 010605 Riverbank Lately created Grassland Biennial and perennia plants
K-4 010605 High floodplain Grassland  Miscanthus sacchariflorus
Sekido S-1 010605 High floodplain Grassland  Bunchglass with Potentilla chinens's
S-2 010605 Riverbank Masonry Grassland  Bunchglass with Potentilla chinensis
S-3 010605 High floodplain Grassland  Potentilla chinens's

a Flooded after TyphoonLith.
b Flooded after Typhoon15th.

¢ Typeclassification by Leeer & .(1999)



Table 2-5. Operating condition for water soluble anion analysis

Pump HITACHI L-6000

Detector HITACHI L-3720 Electrical conductivity detector
Recorder HITACHI D-2500

Analytical column HITACHI #2710

Eluent 0.75mM Potassium Hydrogen Phthalate

5% lsopropyl Alcohol 2% Ethylene Glycol
Flow Iml min-1




Table 2-6. Plant species cultured in "Kiryu" sand used for bioassay

Family Species Origin®  Lifeform® C4 Plant ©
COMPOSITAE 4 Ager kantoensis Native  Pn
Bidens pilosa SA Ann
Erigeron sumatrensis SA Bn
Erigeron canadens's NA Bn
ONAGRACEAE Oenothera biennis NA Bn
LEGUMINOSAE ¢ Robinia pseudo-acacia NA Pn
POACEAE ¢ Eragrostis curvula Af Pn o
¢ Festuca arundinacea (Fawn) Eu Pn
¢ Festucaarundinacea (PureGold) Eu Pn
Festuca arundinacea (wild) Eu Pn
¢ Lolium multiforum Eu Pn
Selaria viridis Native  Ann o

a NA North America SA South America Eu Europe Af Africa
b: Ann annual Bn biennia Pn perennial.

c: Plants with C4 photosynthesis pathway.

d: Given by N.Kuramoto.

e: Given by KANEKO SEEDS.



Table 2-7. Effect of dry leaf exudate from invading plants and native floodplain plants
on the radicle and hypocoty! elongation of L actuca sativa , tested by sandwitch method

Dry leaf weight(10ml agar)

Donor plant Status 10mg 50mg
Radicle Hypocotyl Radicle Hypocotyl
Aster kantoensis® Rosette 47 73 21 50
Bidens pilosa® 74 104 36 75
Erigeron sumalrensis a Rosette 31 79 16 48
Erigeron canadens's a Rosette 57 85 54 100
Oenothera biennis ° Rosette 53 101 33 108
Robinia pseudo-acacia ° 25 49 14 27
Eragrostis curvula ® 72 109 32 93
Mowed 2 - - 28 105
Festuca arundinacea ® 50 116 24 114
Festucaarundinacea ° 63 114 25 108
Festuca arundinacea (Mowed)) - - 22 101
L alium multiforum"® 67 110 29 95
Mowed 2 - - 23 91
Setaria viridis ° Flowering 75 103 28 77
Mowed 2 Flowering - - 25 93
Patrinia scabiosaefolia ¢ Flowering 62 101 37 97
Chrysanthemum boregle © Flowering 74 122 46 91
Dianthus superbus var. longicalycinus ¢ After flowering - - 48 91
Aster ageratoides ssp. Ovatus © Flowering - - 33 64

“Plants were tested after 1.5-2 month cultivation.
A. kantoens's was tested after 6-month cultivation.
a Tested after plantbox method examination.

b: Tested before plantbox method examination.

c: Cultivated as garden plants.
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Table 3-1. Effect of dry leaf exudate from floodplain plants on the radicle and hypocoty! elongation
of Lactuca sativa, tested by sandwitch method

Dry leaf weight(10ml agar’)

No. Species 10mg 50mg
Radicle Hypocotyl Radicle Hypocotyl
50  Lolium multiforum litter - - 10 32
2 Ambrosatrifiaa 63 112 13 67
60  Sorghum halepense (Sampled in oct.) 18 37 13 31
20  Euphorbia maculaa 32 58 17 60
17 Torilisjgoonica 56 116 18 63
12 Lactucaindica 44 88 19 70
26  Robiniapseudo-acacia 39 92 19 67
29 Vicaangustifolia var.segetalis 44 117 20 90
25  Puerarialobata 46 109 22 76
54 Miscanthus sinensis 79 113 22 69
39 Sicyosangulatus 50 109 24 74
11 Erigeron sumalrens's 53 101 24 62
18  Oenotherabiennis 45 106 24 79
33 Polygonum cuspidatum 62 97 26 72
13 Sdlidago altissma 22 33 26 34
43 Digitaria adlscenaens 59 96 26 76
59  Syaraviridis 72 110 26 68
19 Oenothera biennis 48 99 27 88
63  Equisetum ramos/ssimum 47 89 27 76
58  Saariaviridisf.misera 33 77 28 80
23 Kummerowia stipulacea 44 98 29 78
28  Trifolium repens 67 125 29 87
41  Agrostis alba 74 123 29 84
40 Salixintegra 69 103 29 88
35  Rumex obtusifolius 48 77 29 75
36 Boehmeria nipononivea 49 129 29 132
15  Pantago lanceolata 54 117 30 92
22 Indigofera pseudo-tinctoria 49 103 31 90
62  Sorghum halepense Pers. f. muticum Hubb. 47 113 32 83
21  Euphorbia supina 71 110 32 98
44 Fleusneinidica 70 130 32 103
32  Rosawichuraiana 54 88 32 65
53 Miscanthus sacchariflorus 59 114 33 105
55  Paspalum dilaatum 85 112 39 89
27 Trifolium pratense 68 118 39 93
31 Potentillachinensis 83 118 39 104
5 Artemmisa princeps 85 103 39 64
38 Seqdum sarmentosum 71 113 40 103
16  Verbascum thaosus 92 126 41 106
56  Phragmites jgoonica 62 97 41 92
47 Festuca arundinacea 67 113 42 107
4 Artemisajgpanica 71 116 42 93
9 Erigeron annuus 81 102 43 104
57  Phragmites jgoonica 78 108 45 96
52 Miscanthus sacchariflorus 81 105 45 104
10  Erigeron canadens's 96 121 46 103
48  Festuca arundinacea 63 106 46 107
8  Biaenspilosa 69 96 46 98
46  Eragrostis curvula 95 140 46 114
51  Lolium multiforum 95 141 46 121
1 Ambrosa artemisiagfolia var.elatior 57 103 47 104
61  Sorghum halepense 86 140 47 117
6 Aster subulatus var.obtusifolius 76 90 49 72
24 [ espedeza cuneata 66 113 50 110
37 Boehmeriaspicala 103 124 52 124
30 Porentillanipponica 88 118 52 110
3 Artemisacapillaris 80 88 55 80
7 Bidens frondosa 71 97 56 106
42  Bromus catharticus 96 127 57 123
14 Pantago asatuca 73 127 58 105
34 Polygonum lgpathifolium 102 125 60 105
49  Imperaiacylindrica var.koenigii 80 87 64 100
45  Eragrostis curvula 85 100 66 110
Mean + 8D 66£19 106+£21  36+13 80+22

Vaues are expr@ 25 00 agal NSt the contror.




Table 3-2. Radicle and hypocotyl elongation of lettuce grown on agar gel containing dry leaves of lianas sampled from the Nagata District of the Tama River,
tested by Sandwich method. Values are expressed as percentage of each length of the control
Dry leaf weight(10ml agar-1)

10mg 50mg

species Japanese name n Radicle Hypocoty! Radicle Hypocotyl
Chlematis terniflora 1 75 115 16 41
Glycinesgja 1 38 77 18 64
Sicyos angulatus 7 62 «}16 106 - }11 26 + 19 86 « }11
Metaplexis jgponica 3 50 «}15 110 « }29 26 « 17 73 « }49
Cayratiajgponicus 6 71 «}10 114 - }10 26 + }10 86 « }19
Pueraria lobata 4 55 « 115 89 « 18 29 « 18 80 « }13
Humulus jgponicus 5 68 « }13 101 - 16 30 <18 93 .« }14
Amphicarpaea edgeworthii var. jgponica 1 66 101 33 86
Ampelopsi's glandulosa var. hetergphylla 1 63 87 37 77
Calystegiajgponica 1 60 91 37 75
Dioscoreajgponica 1 66 96 38 92
Cocculus orbiculatus 4 68  }7 92 « 18 41 + }15 88 « 17
Paederoa scandens var. maired 1 77 104 49 118
Cuscutajgponica 1 97 108 68 90
Mean+SD 37 64 «}14 101 - }14 31 - }12 84 « 119




Table 3-3. Comparison of alelopathic pottential of floodplain plants by family

Dry leaf weight(10ml agar)

Family n 10mg 50mg

Radicle Hypocotyl Radicle Hypocotyl
COMPOSITAE 13 6719 96 « P2 3914 81 « P2
GRAMINEAE 22 68« 16 105 « 16 37+ 13 91 - U5
LEGUMINOSAE 8 5312 109 « 11 30 10 86 « 13
Others 20 65+ P0 107 - 19 3413 91 « PO
Mean 63 66 ¢ 19 106 « P1 36« 13 89 « P2

Values are expressed as % against the control.

Table 3-4. Comparison of alelopathic pottential of floodplain plants between native

and naturalized plants

Dry leaf weight(10ml agar-)

Classification n 10mg 50mg
Radicle Hypocotyl Radicle Hypocotyl
Native 30 6618 107 - 14 37« 14 90 - 119
COMPOSITAE 4 7018 99 - U3 39« 15 77 « 13
GRAMINEAE 9 6716 107 « 15 349 90 - 115
LEGUMINOSAE 5 50+P 108 « B 30« 12 89 « 113
Others 12 71139 112 - 45 3914 9% « P3
Naturalized 33 65-p1 104 « P5 35« 13 87 « p4
COMPOSITAE 9 65-p1 95« P5 3914 83 « P6
GRAMINEAE 13 72+p4 112 - p8 38« 116 92 « B1
LEGUMINOSAE 3 5816 112 « 17 29 « 110 82«4
Others 8 5719 100 « p2 298 86 « 116

Values are expressed as % against the control.



Table 3-5. Allelopathic activity :Radicle and hypocotyl € ongation of lettuce grown on agar gel containing dry leaves of floodplain plants
from the Nagata District of the Tama River, tested by Sandwich method . Values are expressed as percentage of each length of the control

Dry leaf weight(10ml agar-1)

10mg 50mg
species Japanese name Family n Radicle Hypocotyl Radicle Hypocotyl
Cheropoalum album 4 6/ .+ 118 101 .17 32} 11 19 e} 7
Chenopodium ambrosioides 1 70 84 51 78
Paederoa scandens var. mairef 1 77 104 49 118
Galium spurium var. echinospermon 1 NA NA 65 89
Oerottra biennis 5 6218 112 « }18 34.1}110 101 » } 13
Setaria viridis var. viridis f. jgponica 2 55 81 26 60 « }
Lolium multiforum 1 54 150 27 121
Festuca arundinacea 5 60 « }16 103 « }25 32.}12 92123
Agropyron tsukushiense var. transens 2 57 103 33 9
Poa sphonaylodes 2 55 72 34 72
Setaria viridis 3 65+ 111 108 « }5 3519 8619
Eragrostis curvula 3 57«18 80 « }7 41111 7816
Andrgpogon verginicus 3 70« }22 105+ }4 44 « } 20 101 - } 18
Zoysiajgponica 2 66 121 46 109
Imperala cylindrica var. koenigii 4 73 113 104 « }2 47 « } 14 101 «}5
Miscanthus sacchariflorus 5 66« }12 80 « }9 51.}11 78 +}5
Miscanthus sinens's 4 72+ 113 87 « 119 54 +110 80115
Poa acroleuca 1 62 75 55 64
Sicyos angulatus 7 61 .1}17 109 - 311 2519 88 .111
Metgplexis jgponica 3 50.}15 110 - 329 26}7 73 <} 49
Ambrosia artemisiaerolia var. eatior 1 60 149 27 118
Artemisia princeps 4 64 «}17 109 - }6 35.114 8618
Ambrosiatrifida 4 65.119 101 « }5 36.}11 87.121
Bidens pilosa 4 73 .}117 108 « 113 37.15 85.114
Erigeron philadelphicus 2 68 113 38 101
Erigeron annuus 3 67 « 124 124 + 120 42 124 116 + } 35
Erigeron sumatrensis 3 80 .16 104 . 321 50.14 9% .15
Erigeron canadens's 3 83.112 111 - 320 51.}5 100 « } 13
Helianthus tuberosus 4 84 .113 114 .18 51.121 103.}15
Solidago altissima 4 81.1}110 106 « }33 53.113 90 .} 17
Gngphalium affine 1 NA NA 54 108
Aster ageratoides var. ovatus 1 87 103 59 85
Artemisia capillaris 3 91.}22 89 « 19 6le}24 7218
Ranunculus cantoniens's 1 39 100 4 18
Chlematis terniflora 1 75 115 16 41
Ranunculus sceleratus 1 67 119 21 78
Delphinium anthriscifolium 1 48 105 41 99
Humulus jgoonicus 5 68+ 1}13 101 + }6 30-}8 93.}14
Chelidonium mgius var. asaticum 2 50 96 29 66
L amium purpureum 1 60 93 35 86
Glechoma hederacea var. granis 2 68 92 47 81
Torilisjgponica 2 68 115 41 100
Torilis scabra 1 55 99 47 107
Polygonum jgpornica 6 59 « 112 95 « }16 36 .} 17 81 .1}118
Cocculus orbiculatus 4 6817 92 « 18 41 - } 15 8817
Sgponaria  officinalis 3 7918 83« 123 45+ 110 68 « } 17
Arenaria serpyllifolia 1 67 93 46 80
Duchesnea chrysantha 1 64 104 48 100
Achyranthes japonica 1 54 102 29 78
Calystegiajgponica 1 60 91 37 75
Cuscutajgponica 1 97 108 68 90
Cayratiajgponicus 6 71.310 114 . 110 26} 10 86« 119
Ampelops's glandulosa var. hetergphylla 1 63 87 37 77
Glycine sgja 1 38 7 18 64
Robinia pseudo-acacia 5 503120 94 . 124 24 .18 76 .} 17
Puerarialobata 5 55.115 89 « 18 29.18 80.113
Amphicarpaea edgeworthii var. jgponica 1 66 101 33 86
Dioscoreajgponica 1 66 96 38 92




Table 3-6. Allelopathic activity :Radicle and hypocotyl elongation of lettuce grown on agar gel containing dry leaves of floodplain plants collected from
the Nagata District of the Tama River, tested by Sandwich method . Vaues are expressed as percentage of each length of the control

Dry leaf weight(10ml agar-1)

10mg o0mg
species Japanese name Family n Radicle Hypocotyl Radicle Hypocotyl
Chenogpodium ambrosoides 1 70 34 51 78
Oeriothra biennis 5 6218 112 - }18 34.110 101.1}13
Agropyron tsukushiense var. transiens 2 57 103 33 94
Anadropogon verginicus 3 70 ¢ }22 105« }4 44120 101118
Eragrostis curvula 3 5718 8017 41 - }11 78+ 16
Festuca arundinacea 5 60 « }16 103 « }25 32112 92123
Lolium multiforum 1 54 150 27 121
Sicyos angularus 7 61 3}17 109 « }11 2519 88+ 111
Ambrosa artemisaefolia var. eatior 1 60 149 27 118
Ambrosa trifioa 4 65+ 119 101« }5 36111 87121
Bidens pilosa 4 73« }17 108 - }13 3715 85.114
Erigeron annuus 3 67« 124 124 « 120 42 124 116135
Erigeron canadensis 3 83.112 111 - }20 51.1}5 100 « }13
Erigeron philadelphicus 2 68 113 38 101
Erigeron sumatrens's 3 8016 104 . 121 5014 95+ 15
Heéljanthus tuberosus 4 84 .113 114 .18 51.}21 103.}5
Solidago altissima 4 81.110 106 « }33 53113 90 . 117
Delphinium anthriscifolium 1 48 105 41 99
Lamium purpureum 1 60 93 35 86
Sqponaria officinalis 3 7918 83123 45+ 110 68+ }17
Cuscutajgponica 1 97 108 68 90
Robinia pseudo-acacia 5 50« 120 94 . 124 24 + 18 76 ¢ }17




Table 3-7. Radicle and hypocotyl elongation of |ettuce grown on agar gel containing dry leaves of lianas sampled from the Nagata District
of the Tama River, tested by Sandwich method. Values are expressed as percentage of each length of the control

Dry leaf weight(10ml agar-1)

10mg 50mg
species Japanese name 77 Radicle Hypocotyl Radicle  Hypocotyl
Chlemnatis terniflora 1 75 115 16 41
Glycine sgja 1 38 77 18 64
Sicyos angulatus 7 62 «}16 106 - }11 26 « )9 86  }11
Metgplexis jgponica 3 50 «}15 110 « }29 26 * }7 73 « }49
Cayratiajgponicus 6 71 « }10 114 - }10 26 < }10 86 « }19
Puerarialobata 4 55 « }15 89 <18 29 « 18 80 - }13
Humulus jgoonicus 5 68 «}13 101 < }6 30 * 18 93 « }14
Amphicarpaea edgeworthii var. jaoonica 1 66 101 33 86
Ampelopsi's glandulosa var. heterophylla 1 63 87 37 77
Calystegiajgponica 1 60 91 37 75
Dioscorea jgponica 1 66 96 38 92
Cocculus orbiculatus 4 68 « }7 92 « 18 41 « }15 88 « }7
Pacderoa scandens var. mairel 1 77 104 49 118
Cuscutajgoonica 1 97 108 68 90
Mean+SD 37 64 «}14 101 - }14 31 «}12 84 «}19
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Table 4-1. Characteristics of floodplain soils sampled from midstream of Tama River

Sample  Soail type Soil texture Soil color  Wet) Soil color  Dry)

T-1 Regosol Loamy-Sand 2.5Y/3/2  brownish black 2.5Y/6/2 grayish yellow

T-2 Regosol Sandy-Loam 2.5Y/4/2  dark grayshyellow 2.5Y/6/3 dull yellow

T-3 Gray lowland soil  Loam 25Y/3/3 dark olivebrown  2.5Y/5/2 dark grayish yellow
T-1-8 Regosol Sand 2.5Y/3/1  brownish black 2.5Y/6/1 yellowish gray
T-2-8 Regosol Silt 2.5Y/3/2  brownish black 2.5Y/6/1 yellowish gray
T-3-8 Regosol Silty-Loam  2.5Y/3/2  brownish black 2.5Y/6/2 grayish yellow
T-1-9 Lithosol - 2.5Y/5.5/5 yellowish brown 2.5Y/7/3 light yellow

T-2-9 Regosol Silty-Sand  2.5Y/3/2  brownish black 2.5Y/6/2 grayish yellow
T-3-9 Regosol Silty-Sand  2.5Y/3/1  brownish black 2.5Y/6/1 yellowish gray

K-1 Regosol Silt-Loam  25Y/3/3 dark olivebrown  2.5Y/6/3 dull yellow

K-2 Regosol Loamy-Sand 2.5Y/3/2  brownish black 2.5Y/6/2 grayishyellow

K-3 Low layer of trass Loam 10YR/3/4 10YR5/4

K-4 Gray lowland soil  Loam 2.5Y/3/2  brownish black 2.5Y/4/2 dark grayish yellow
S Gray lowland soil  Loam 25Y/2/1  black 2.5Y/5/2 dark grayish yellow
S Brown lowland soil Loam 2.5Y/3/2  brownish black 2.5Y/4/3 olive brown

S Gray lowland soil  Sandy-Loam 2.5Y/2/1  black 2.5Y/5/2 dark grayish yellow




Table 4-2. Chmecical characteristics of floodplain soils from midstream of Tama River

Sample pH Eh(mv) EC dS m?) Water soluble anion (ppm) Water soluble cation (ppm)
NO;-N  NO,-N  HPO,-P cr SO,“-S NH4*-N Ca" Mg*" Na’ K*

T-1 89-1008 450116 55+}04 15} 02 05 3.0 0.72+} 0.05 15 044+ }0.10 214+ 199 1041024 320+ 069 144042
T-2 84+}026 463+}9 7.6+}05 17} 06 05 37+} 06 081} 014 15 0.36+}0.08 31.6+}12 098+1}0.19 2.84+}030 152+ }059
T-3 81+}002 495+}22 128+}11 272} 20 05 62+} 19 142+} 024 28+} 034 073+ }0.18 479+ }47 107+}010 270+ }0.22 4.06+ }2.05
T-1-8 83+}0.12 448+}7 7.3+}10 05 05 3.0 038+} 013 15 026+ }0.02 248+ }25 080+1}0.07 349+ }053 113+}027
T-2-8 7.6°}010 218+ }51 162<}11 05 05 84} 34 059+} 017 66°} 035 064¢1}015 408+}65 111°}025 3.02+}014 161°}0.12
T-38 82+}002 439.}10 95-}08 7.1} 47 05 56¢} 21 029} 008 19} 031 056+ }0.16 352+ }3.6 069¢}005 218+ }0.10 551+}0.18
T-1-9 7.7+}005 513+ }14 48+}06 05 05 3.0 049+ } 012 10 0.39¢}0.11 143+ }10 1.01+1}001 344+}034 054+ }031
T-29 80+}021 314+}50 147+}31 05 05 42+} 17 1.07+} 020 37} 1.03 0461021 330+ }45 090«}0.09 250+ }0.37 1.13+1}0.06
T-39 81+}005 462+}10 109+}12 10 05 3.0 0.25 2.7} 048 054+}0.08 285¢}30 072+}006 266+ }0.17 373«}342
K-1  6.6+}040 502+}22 55¢}15 05 05 55¢} 06 117+} 1.16 15 0.33+}0.05 254+ 1}38 165+ }150 3.24+}0.98 0.94+¢1}0.32
K-2  72+}017 554+}13 85.1}24 126} 136 05 55} 1.7 030} 0.06 81+} 885 0.62+}0.28 179+ }40 1.18+}051 689+ }227 206+ }1.09
K-3  64+}008 490+}33 4.1+}22 151+} 175 05 217} 99 206+} 030 89+} 121 1.33+}055 225+ }11.0 1.81+}1.10 3.33+ } 1.33 13.92 « }8.40
K-4  63+}006 561«}27 11.8+1}37 11.1+} 61 05 126+} 40 068} 023 31} 1.85 090« }024 251+}29 129¢}043 2371014 549+1}205
S 7.3+10.14 539+ 116 133+}23 22} 15 05 94¢} 12 134} 027 27+} 093 090« }0.09 322+}94 173+1}0.18 269+ }0.09 272+}055
S 6.0+ 1003 557+}2 29¢}10 75} 29 05 54¢} 10 075} 022 27+} 093 181+}048 228+ }55 155¢}0.79 278+ }052 621+ }224
S 70+31015 537+ 114 151+}25 53+1} 35 05 109} 1.0 129+} 074 35} 0.73 1.06+ }0.12 497+ 153 1.96+}0.09 327+ 1061 7.50+ 1176

Vaues are means of 3 replications with SD.
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Table 5-1. Effect of root exudation from donor plants on the radicle elongation
of Lactuca sativa, tested by plantbox method

Donor plants n Radicle elongation® ro a®
Aster kantoens's 3 1911 0.81 0.37
Bidens pilosa 4 15} 4 0.90 0.54
Erigeron sumatrens's 3 2516 0.67 0.49
Erigeron canadens's 3 4619 0.45 0.28
Oerothera biennis 4 26} 10 0.71 0.43
Robinia pseudo-acacia 3 2216 0.84 0.56
Mowed 2 20 0.88 0.60
Eragrostis curvula 3 323111 0.85 0.64
Mowed 2 41 0.79 0.55
Festuca arundinacea
Fawn 3 21} 7 0.88 0.69
Fawn - Mowed 1 13 0.92 0.75
PureGold 1 24 0.92 131
PureGold - Mowed 1 31 0.70 0.78
Wild 3 2812 0.62 0.72
Wild - Mowe 2 26 0.86 114
Lolium multiforum 3 2415 0.81 0.64
Mowed 2 20 0.83 0.60
Setaria virials 3 20} 10 0.89 0.77
Mowed 2 20 0.88 0.67
Meant SD 48 249« } 8.2

a Values are expressed as percentage against the control.
b: Correlation efficient were caluculated from correlation line using distance from root of donor plant equivalent.
c: Trend of correlation line.



Table 5-2. Effect of dry leaf exudate from invading plants and native floodplain plants
on the radicle and hypocotyl elongation of L actuca sativa, tested by sandwitch method
Dry leaf weight(10ml agar)

Donor plant Status 10mg 50mg
Radicle Hypocotyl Radicle Hypocotyl

Aster kantoensis® Rosette 47 73 21 50
Bidens pilosa 74 104 36 75
Erigeron sumatrens's a Rosette 31 79 16 48
Erigeron canadens's a Rosette 57 85 54 100
Oerothera biennis ° Rosette 53 101 33 108
Robinia pseudo-acacia ° 25 49 14 27
Eragrostis curvula ° 72 109 32 93

Mowed ? - - 28 105
Festuca arundinacea 50 116 24 114
Festuca arundinacea ° 63 114 25 108
Festuca arundinacea (Mowed) 2 - - 22 101
Lolium multiforum® 67 110 29 95

Mowed # - - 23 91
Setaria viridis ° Flowering 75 103 28 77

Mowed # Flowering - - 25 93
Patrinia scabiosaefolia ¢ Flowering 62 101 37 97
Chrysanthermum boredle © Flowering 74 122 46 o1
Dianthus superbus var. longicalycinus ©  After flowering - - 48 91
Aster ageratoides ssp. Ovatus © Flowering - - 33 64

“Plants were tested after 1.5-2 month cultivation.
A. kantoens'swas tested after 6-month cultivation.
a Tested after plantbox method examination.

b: Tested before plantbox method examination.

c: Cultivated as garden plants.



Table 5-3. Height and dry weight of donor plants

Donor plants Height cm) Dry weight mg T/IR
Root Shoot
Aster kantoensis 6 244 382 1.60
Bidens pilosa 15 119 366 3.19
Erigeron sumatrensis 4 270 555 2.05
Erigeron canadens's 6 402 698 1.74
Oeriothera biennis 5 184 538 351
Robinia pseuido-acacia 11 64 160 2.50
Mowed 7 75 49 0.67
Eragrostis curvila 45 73 183 2.73
Mowed 14 50 66 152
Festuca arundinacea
Fawn 32 135 353 261
Fawn - Mowed 7 79 81 1.03
PureGold 14 29 103 3.55
PureGold - Mowed 7 13 22 1.69
wild 32 58 353 2.76
Wild - Mowe 13 12 80 1.03
Lolium multiforum 34 97 253 3.09
Mowed 10 70 52 0.79
Setaria viridis 32 141 500 3.63
Mowed 7 100 61 0.56
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Table 6-1. Radicle and hypocotyl elongation of lettuce grown on agar gel containing dry leaves of floodplain plants growing on Robiria pseudo-acacia woodland
on the Nagata District of the Tama River, tested by Sandwich method.Vaues are expressed as percentage of each length of the control

Dry leaf weight(10ml agar-1)

Species Japanese name Family 10mg 50mg

n Radicle Hypocotyl Radicle Hypocotyl
Cocculus orbiculatus 4 68}/ 92+ 18 41115 88«17
Polygonum jgoonica 6 59112 95+ 116 36 }17 8l.}18
Poa sphonadylodes 2 55 72 34 72
Achyranthes jgoonica 1 54 102 29 78
Ambrosia trifida 4 65+ }19 101« }5 36+ }111 87121
Festuna arundinacea 5 60« } 16 103 « }25 32112 92123
Torilis scabra 1 55 99 47 107
Glechoma hederacea var. grani's 2 68 92 47 81
Humulus jgponicus 5 68+ }13 101+ }6 3018 93+ 114
Agropyron tsukushiense var. transens 2 57 103 33 9
Pueraria lobata 5 55115 89.18 2918 80 }13
Miscanthus Snens's 4 72+ }13 87+ 119 54.110 80+ }15
Ampelgpsis glandulosa var. heterophylla 1 63 87 37 77
Erigeron philadephicus 2 68 113 38 101
Erigeron annuus 3 67124 124 « }20 42« }24 116 « }35
Ambrosia artemisiaefolia var. eatior 1 60 149 27 118
Paederoa scandens var. mairel 1 77 104 49 118
Galium spurium var. echinospermon 1 NA NA 65 89
Cayratiajgponicus 6 71+ 310 114 - }10 26+ }10 86+ }19
Torilisjgponica 2 68 115 41 100
Smphicarpaea edgeworthii var. jgoonica 1 66 101 33 86
Dioscorea jgoonica 1 66 96 38 92
Artemisia princeps 4 64« } 17 109 « 16 35+ 114 8618

AVESD 64 102 38 91




Table 6-2. Radicle and hypocotyl elongation of lettuce grown on agar gel containing dry soil and dry leaves
of Robiniapseudo-acacia collected from the Nagata District of theTama River

Soil Treatment Elongation mm  Percentage ot control Percentage ot each control (%)
Woodland soil 1g Control R 19.6 206.4 Leaves/Control R 24.2
H 9.5 200.0 H 65.5
Leaves R 4.8 50.0 Soil/Control R 62.2
H 6.2 131.0 H 100.3
Soil R 12.0 62.2 Leaves + soil/Leaves R 114.6
H 8.1 100.3 H 98.2
Leaves+ soll R 54 57.3 Leaves + soil/Sall R 92.2
H 6.1 128.7 H 128.3
5g Control R 19.6 206.4 Leaves/Control R 24.2
H 9.5 200.0 H 65.5
Leaves R 4.8 50.0 Sail/Control R 35.4
H 6.2 131.0 H 83.3
Sail R 6.4 35.4 Leaves + soil/Leaves R 91.2
H 6.3 83.3 H 98.2
Leaves+ soill R 4.3 45.6 Leaves + soil/Sall R 128.9
H 6.1 128.7 H 154.5
Riverbed soil 1g Control R 19.6 206.4 L eaves/Control R 24.2
H 95 200.0 H 65.5
Leaves R 4.8 50.0 Soil/Control R 84.0
H 6.2 131.0 H 99.1
Soil R 15.8 84.0 Leaves + soil/Leaves R 156.7
H 8.7 99.1 H 119.6
Leaves+ soll R 1.4 18.4 Leaves + soil/Sall R 93.3
H 7.4 156.7 H 158.1
5g Control R 19.6 206.4 Leaves/Control R 24.2
H 9.5 200.0 H 65.5
Leaves R 4.8 50.0 Soil/Control R 8r.4
H 6.2 131.0 H 103.9
Soil R 16.4 87.4 Leaves + soil/Leaves R 145.0
H 8.8 103.9 H 121.4
Leaves + soil R 6.9 12.5 Leaves + soil/Sall R 83.0
H 7.6 159.1 H 153.0




Table 6-3. Radicle and hypocotyl elongation of lettuce grown on agar gel containing dry soil and dry leaves
of Ambrosia trifida collected from the Nagata District of theTama River

ol Treatment Elongation mm Percentage of control Percentage of each control (%)
Woodland soil 1g Control R 22.1 100.0 L eaves/Control R 29.8
H 111 100.0 H 87.0
Leaves R 6.6 29.8 Soil/Control R 62.2
H 9.7 87.0 H 100.3
Sall R 12.1 62.2 Leaves + soil/Leaves R 94.5
H 119 100.3 H 104.6
Leaves+ soll R 6.2 28.2 Leaves + soil/Sall R 454
H 10.1 91.0 H 90.7
5g Control R 22.1 100.0 L eaves/Control R 29.8
H 111 100.0 H 87.0
Leaves R 6.6 29.8 Soail/Control R 354
H 9.7 87.0 H 83.3
Soll R 7.9 354 Leaves + soll/Leaves R 74.3
H 8.9 83.3 H 83.9
Leaves+ soll R 4.9 22.2 Leaves + soil/Soil R 62.7
H 8.1 73.0 H 87.7
Riverbed soil 1g Control R 22.1 100.0 L eaves/Control R 29.8
H 111 100.0 H 87.0
Leaves R 6.6 29.8 Soil/Control R 84.0
H 9.7 87.0 H 99.1
Soll R 19.0 84.0 Leaves + soil/Leaves R 126.6
H 11.7 99.1 H 97.7
Leaves+ soll R 8.3 37.8 Leaves + soil/Soil R 45.0
H 9.4 85.0 H 85.7
5g Control R 22.1 100.0 L eaves/Control R 29.8
H 111 100.0 H 87.0
Leaves R 6.6 29.8 Soil/Control R 874
H 9.7 87.0 H 103.9
Sall R 17.3 874 Leaves + soll/Leaves R /5.9
H 109 103.9 H 97.7
Leaves+ soill R 5.0 22.7 Leaves + soil/Sall R 25.9
H 94 85.0 H 81.8




Table 6-4. Radicle and hypocotyl elongation of |ettuce grown on agar gel containing dry soil and dry leaves
of Puerarialobata collected from the Nagata District of theTama River

Soil Treatment Elongation mm Percentage of control Percentage of each control (%)
Woodland soil 1g Control R 22.1 100.0 L eaves/Control R 151
H 111 100.0 H 59.0
Leaves R 33 151 Soil/Control R 62.2
H 6.6 59.0 H 100.3
Soil R 13.7 62.2 Leaves + soil/Leaves R 95.0
H 104 100.3 H 116.9
Leaves + soil R 3.2 144 Leaves + soil/Sail R 23.1
H 7.7 69.0 H 68.8
5g Control R 22.1 100.0 Leaves/Control R 151
H 111 100.0 H 59.0
Leaves R 3.3 15.1 Soil/Control R 35.4
H 6.6 59.0 H 83.3
Soil R 7.2 354 Leaves + soil/Leaves R 88.3
H 9.0 83.3 H 105.1
Leaves+ soil R 29 134 Leaves + soil/Soll R 37.7
H 6.9 62.0 H 74.5
Riverbed soil 1g Control R 221 100.0 Leaves/Control R 151
H 11.1 100.0 H 59.0
Leaves R 33 151 Soil/Control R 84.0
H 6.6 59.0 H 99.1
Soil R 19.7 84.0 Leaves + soil/Leaves R 166.7
H 114 99.1 H 145.8
Leaves + soil R 5.6 25.2 Leaves + soil/Sail R 30.0
H 9.6 86.0 H 86.8
5g Control R 22.1 100.0 L eaves/Control R 151
H 11.1 100.0 H 59.0
Leaves R 3.3 151 Soil/Control R 87.4
H 6.6 59.0 H 103.9
Soil R 18.0 87.4 Leaves + soil/Leaves R 93.3
H 11.2 103.9 H 135.6
Leaves+ soil R 31 141 Leaves + soil/Soil R 16.1
H 8.9 80.0 H 77.0




Table 6-5. Radicle and hypocotyl elongation of lettuce grown on agar gel containing dry soil and dry leaves
of Oerothera biennis collected from the Nagata District of theTama River

Sall Treatment Elongation mm  Percentage of control Percentage of each control(%)
Woodland soil 1g Control R 18.6 100.0 Leaves/Control R 22.5
H 8.2 100.0 H 89.2
Leaves R 4.2 225 Solil/Control R 62.2
H 7.3 89.2 H 100.3
Soll R 13.1 62.2 Leaves+ soil/Leaves R 104.0
H 9.4 100.3 H 106.1
Leaves+ soll R 4.3 23.4 Leaves + soil/Sall R 37.6
H 7.8 94.6 H 94.3
5g Control R 18.6 100.0 Leaves/Control R 22.5
H 8.2 100.0 H 89.2
Leaves R 4.2 225 Solil/Control R 354
H 7.3 89.2 H 83.3
Soll R 1.4 35.4 Leaves+ soil/Leaves R 104.0
H 8.7 83.3 H 109.1
Leaves+ soll R 4.3 23.4 Leaves + soil/Sail R 66.0
H 8.0 97.3 H 116.8
Riverbed soil  1g Control R 18.6 100.0 L eaves/Control R 22.5
H 8.2 100.0 H 89.2
Leaves R 4.2 225 Soil/Control R 84.0
H 7.3 89.2 H 99.1
Sail R 14.9 84.0 Leaves+ soil/Leaves R 101.3
H 8.0 99.1 H 113.6
Leaves+ soll R 4.2 22.8 Leaves + soll/Sall R 271
H 8.3 101.4 H 102.2
5g Control R 18.6 100.0 L eaves/Control R 22.5
H 8.2 100.0 H 89.2
Leaves R 4.2 225 Soil/Control R 87.4
H 7.3 89.2 H 103.9
Sail R 19.6 87.4 Leaves+ soil/Leaves R 73.3
H 10.2 103.9 H 116.7
Leaves+ soll R 3.1 16.5 Leaves + soil/Sall R 18.8
H 8.6 104.1 H 100.1




Table 6-6. Chemical charactrics of soils collected from the Nagata district
of the Tama River

Location Eh(mV) EC(dsm 1 pH
Riverbed 433 « }4.36 5.05 « }0.69 9.06 « 10.07
Woodland 468 « }20.4 16.81 « }2.34 7.12  0.27

Values are mean of 3 replications with SD.
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Table 8-1. Effect of exudation from doner plants on the radicle of lettuce, tested by Plantbox method.

Doner plants Japanese name /7 Root Inhibition % Root dry weight g Shoot dry weight g Leaf weight(g) Plant height cm Leaf area(cm?2)
Sicyos angulatus ) 47+13 0.06=0.01 0.32+0.08 0.16 33+15 67+14
Ambrosia trifida 5 1943 0.52+0.18 0.8140.15 0.46 1442 151425
Humulus jgponicus S 153 0.11=0.02 0.43+0.06 0.22 49+14 112425
Heélianthus tuberosus 5 3943 0.56=0.03 1.384+0.09 0.85 20+1 205423
Cheropodium album S 20£3 0.29+0.08 0.66x+0.19 0.26 287 7620

Inhibition value are expressed as percentage of each length of the control.



Table 8-2 Allelopathic impact factor and its factor.

Doner plants Japanese name Root Inhibition % Leaf Inhibition(%) S/Rratio L/Rratio LAR  Impact factor-1 Impact factor-2 Impact factor-3
Scyos angulatus 47413 37 51=12 24 347 3.71 2.03 22.38
Ambrosiatrifioa 1943 28 1.7£0.4 0.9 228 2.02 1.46 17.36
Humulus jgponicus 1513 39 3906 20 410 3.25 2.07 25.88
Helianthus tuberosus 39+3 42 2.5£0.2 15 211 204 1.48 12.83
Chenagpodium album 2043 28 2.4=07 09 16.0 2.50 1.45 12.35

Inhibition value are expressed as percentage of each length of the control.
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Fig. 8-1. Distance from root of doner plants and radicle length of Iettuce tested by plantbox method.
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Table 9-1. Radicle and hypocotyl elongation of |ettice grown on various pH agar gel
containing dry Robinia Pseudo-acacia leaves. (Vaue are % of each control)

Leaf weight pH 4 pH 5.6 pH 7 pH 9 Normal
1mg Radicle N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A. 75.1
Hypocoty! N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A. 84.1
5mg Radicle N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A. 71.2
Hypocoty! N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A. 86.6
10mg Radicle 75.4 63.9 74.2 739 60.8
Hypocotyl  107.5 80.4 89.0 82.4 87.8
50mg Radicle 58.1 28.8 45.8 311 29.8

Hypocotyy 980 663 775  64.4 74.4




Table 9-2. Effect of variours exudate from dry leaf of Robinia pseudo-acacia on the radicle and hypocotyl € ongation of |ettuce.
Extraction pH4 pH5.6 pH7 pH9  Norma Methanol Ethanol
Elongation (% of control) Radicle 62.9 62.9 52.8 70.4 60.4 66.7 83.0

Hypocotyl 92.4 86.4 74.2 93.9 103.0 100.0 75.4

Table 9-3. Effect of variours exudate from dry leaf of Ambrosa trifida on the radicle and hypocotyl el ongation of |ettuce.

Extraction pH4 pH5.6 pH7 pH9 Norma Methanol Ethanol
Elongation (% of control) Radicle 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Hypocotyl 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Table 9-4. Effect of variours exudate from dry leaf of Oerothera bierniis on the radicle and hypocotyl € ongation of lettuce.
Extraction pH4 pH5.6 pH7 pH9  Norma Methanol Ethanol
Elongation (% of control) Radicle 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Hypocotyl 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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Fig. 9-1. Radicle and Hypocoty! elogation of lettuce grown on various pH agar
gel containing dry Robinia pseudo-acacia |eaves.
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Fig. 9-3. Effect of various exudate from dry leaf of Ambrosiatrifida on the radicle and
hypocotyl elongation of lettuce.
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Fig. 9-4. Effect of various exudate from dry leaf of Oeriothera bieriris on the radicle and hypocotyl
elongation of lettuce.
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Fig. 9-5. Radicle and hypocotyl elongation on agr gel containing dry soil and dry Robiria pseuido-
acacia leaves.
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Fig. 9-6. Radicle and hypocotyl elongation on agr gel containing dry soil and dry Ambrosia trifida
leaves.
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