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Abstract

By investigating the occurrence of weeds in wheat field of 90 wheat fields and 450 sampling sites
in Xiongan New Area, we have figured out there are 17 species of weeds in 12 families in wheat
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field, among which the dominant species are Descurainia sophia and brome, and the proportion of
severe, moderate and mild filed field are 4.44%, 8.89% and 86.67%, we have also clearly got the
density, frequency and abundance of various weeds. Based on the investigation, we put forward
some comprehensive prevention strategies, such as strengthening plant quarantine and weed
monitoring in wheat field, treating them scientifically by classification, changing the habit of weed
control in wheat field from spring control to pre-winter control, vigorously promoting profes-
sional unified prevention.
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Table 1. “Three layers and three levels” grass damage investigation method [3]
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Table 2. Survey and statistics of different types of weeds in wheat field
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Table 3. Summary of hazard severity investigation of different types of weeds in wheat field (three-level and three-level
method)
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