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Uniformity of Average - p Species Relative .
Weed species species in the density per usiiloartrlr}]/i? %2?;;;/6 richness at importance of ffeelﬁg,:/f
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Alopecurus 3.5 0.3 1.23 0.53 15 9.25 0.88
myosuroides
Avena ludoviciana 78.5 20.82 27.69 36.45 97.5 88 19.65
A fatua 6.5 1.18 2.29 2.07 17.5 12 1.63
Brom_us 35 4.66 12.35 8.16 70 52.5 8.76
tectorum/hirsotum
B.tectorum/tectorum 19 2.5 6.70 4.38 45 32 4.76
B.danthoniae 3.5 0.4 1.23 0.70 15 9.25 0.88
B_seca"nus 2 0.42 0.71 0.74 10 6 0.50
Cynodon dactylon 2 0.12 0.71 0.21 10 6 0.50
Hordeum 54 12.72 19.05 22.27 87.5 70.75 13.52
spontaneum
H.murinum 9.5 2.04 3.35 3.57 275 18.5 2.38
H.vulgare 12 1.72 4.23 3.01 35 235 3.00
Lolium sp. 5 0.46 1.76 0.81 20 12.5 1.25
Phalaris 4.5 0.58 1.59 1.02 17.5 11 1.13
brachystachys
P. bulbosa 35 0.58 1.23 1.02 15 9.25 0.88
Secale cereal 315 7.16 11.11 12.54 55 43.25 7.88
Sorghum halepens 4 0.24 1.41 0.42 12.5 8.25 0.75
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Figure 1. Grouping of species of grasses are common weeds in wheat farms in Khorramabad using cluster
analysis of species abundance at the farm level, relative density and relative uniformity.
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Figure 2. Distribution map of Bromus tectorum ecotypes (hirsotum & tectorum) in Khorramabad
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Figure 3. Weed density of gramineae family in different regions of Khorramabad
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