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Assessment of the South-to-North Water Transfers Project
( Middle-Route ) on the Invasion of Plant Species
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Abstract: The South-to-North Water Transfers Project will provide a new pathway—water dispersal—for
plant invasion. We compared the difference in flora between the water supplying area(i. e. , Danjiangkou
Reservoir Region ) and water receiving areas of the project. A modified Australian and New Zealand weed
risk-assessment system ( WRA) were used to identify vascular plants,which occurring in the water sup-
plying area but absent in the water receiving areas with potential invasiveness. Consequently,a secondary
screening system concerning the dispersal and productive capacities was applied for further evaluation.
There are 145 species absent in the water receiving areas in the Danjiangkou Reservoir Region. Of which,
40. 8% were non-invasive plants,43.5% required further investigation, and 7 species were invasive.
These 7 species were aquatic and wetland species implying that the project might influence the wetland
and aquatic ecosystems in the water receiving areas.

Key words: Interbasin water transfer; Weed risk-assessment system; Biological invasion; Danjiangkou
Reservoir Region
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Fig. 1 Decision tree used for assessment of the plant species’ invasiveness with respect to the new pathway for the

migration by the implementation of the middle-route of South-to-North Water Transfers Project!'s’
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Table 1 Invasive assessment using the modified Weed Risk Assessment on the plants occurring in the water supplying

area but absent in the water receiving areas of the Middle Route of the South-to-North Water Transfers Project

A % & IEWRA§ 4> % R
Family Species Modified WRA score Results
#AFt Pinaceae &M Pseudolariz amabilis 0 EES A
BB WA Keteleeria davidiana -1 FEEZHER
28t Taxodiaceae £ K Cunninghamia lanceolata 0 AR
& 522 %} Chloranthaceae B4R Chloranthus fortunei 5 TEHE—HITE
BIRL Salicaceae %45 Populus euramericana 0 FTEEZHER
BEAEL Betulaceae B RSB M Carpinus fargesiana var. hwai -5 e AR YT
523} Bt Fagaceae #H ] Cyclobalanopsis glauca -4 EARYF
45 B 1L #E Quercus acrodonta 0 TEHZHMER
SIFEHIER Q. serrata var. brevipetiolata 0 EETELHER
#E B Castanea henryi 1 FEEEMNEA
5B} Moraceae TCARNCHEAS Ficus sarmentosa var. luducca f. sessilis -4 FEABYFR
¥ Cudrania cochinchinensis 3 FTE—H s
HUB Ficus tikoua 1 FE LI
L HEPE Urticaceae 4Bk Oreocnide frutescens -3 EARY T
B | MR TS Elatostema nanchuanense -2 EARYF
/N5 BK Boehmeria spicata 0 EARYF
/NIRE Pellionia minima 1 FEARYF
F 5 Pilea plataniflora 2 TEH— 1P
E1E A B Nanocnide lobata 2 FBEH LG
Rt 258K B. clidemioides var. d 3 FEEHE— LIS
L&l Bl Aristolochiaceae M-Iy 5048 Aristolochia kaempfert f. heterophylla 3 TR
HH Polygonaceae Wit Polygonum jucundum 2 AR
£ 178} Caryophyllaceae K8 44T Dianthus longicalyx ! TEELZHER
FEHH Ranunculaceae P4 g FEAA B Thalictrum fargesii 0 FEE— LI
1 kR ¥ Clematis pashanensis 0 EEH— L1
58 18 FL B Delphinium anthriscifolium var. calleryi 1 TEIN— G
BRI Clematis henryi 5 EI PN L
RIS Rk TE C. obscura 5 EARYF
A ## Lardizabalaceae T A5 Akebia quinata 14 FBEF—EFE
/NEEPL Berberidaceae NI SRR 5 Epimedium fargesii -4 FEABYR
WIS VRETE E. leptorthizum -4 EARYF
PO B33 K. swchuenense -4 EARYFF
i K47 Nendina domestica 3 e AR Y
Bj &l Menispermaceae B i T & Stephania herbacea 4 EARYF
2P S S. cepharantha 10 TEH— B
HiP} Lauraceae SEA A ZE T Litsea elongata var. subverticillata -1 EARYFR
BT} Papaveracese PEVAEEN) 4 Corydalis thaliarifolia 3 TEEZHEL
B H # B} Saxifragaceae £ H M B KR Itea iicifolia -4 A RYIFS
EPHEL Rosaceae #5 S Rubus coreanus 7 FER -G
B 44 IF Rosa roxburghii f. normalis 6 TBEH—LIHE
L H¥EF Rosa laevigata 5 EARYTN
&8 Leguminosae AR 18888 Podocarpium leptopus -3 {EARYFH
H & WIHE Dalbergia dyeriana -2 EARYIFP
¥ 4% 12 5 Millettia reticulata -2 kAR
H4: /1 & Canavalia ensiformis 1 EARYF
A K Mucuna sempervirens 1 W — B
#Hir9 %% Tadehugi inquetrum 0 T E— L
HAEFAR T Lespedeza chinensis 0 TR —BE
ZHH Rutaceae F It BB Phellodendron chinense var. glabriusculum -2 EIPNCEE
# 3% Psilopeganum sinense 0 EARYFR
AR Zanthoxylum dissitum 2 TEH—B I
EMIEM Z. bungeanum var. pubescens 2 TEE— P L
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B} oA £ 16 IF WRATS 4y g% R
Family Species Modified WRA score Results
¥R Meliaceae FE LI ¥ Toona ciliata var. pubescens -2 EIYN Lk
# 4Bl Buxaceae KIEEAG Buxus henryi -2 EARYF
FF 53 1€ Sarcococca ruscifolia -4 EARYF
T F B Celastraceae LR Celastrus aculeatus -4 EARYFR
B Ly ¥ %t Tripterygium hypoglaucum 0 TEM LI
BN T wilfordii 1 T
X FBt Sapindaceae 5 PI-Z58 Koelreuteria bipinnata -2 JEARYIRR
1% KUBE B Sabiaceae BRVE 5 XU Sabia campanulata subsp. ritchieae -2 EAR YRR
RALZER} Balsaminaceae KB RAUAE Impatiens dolichoceras 0 e A f24%H
LIAERANAE 1. potaninii f. rudrobrunnea 3 TEELZNER
BB Tiliaceae ¥ KMt Tilia henryana var. subglabra -4 AR YT
HERIBIBR Triumfetta annua 1 JE AR P TR
FERHRFE Corchoropsis tomentosa 2 TETFLHER
FRBEMER Actinidiaceae FIRBKBME Actinidia deliciosa 0 TEEZNER
112584 Theaceae Ri%&EF Camellia cuspidata -3 EARYF
BEHB Guttiferae FHR /N E SR Hypericum seniavinii -1 EARYIFR
B F} Violaceae KB Viola gray: 3 EARYFH
FEEILHIE V. grypoceras var. pubescens 3 FEEZNER
K FH} Flacourtiaceae ¥EAR Xylosma racemosum 2 EHEM T
% 7Bl Thymelaeaceae I Wikstroemia angustifolia -4 AR TR
HIMFHl Elacagnaceae HE BT Elacagnus henryi [ TE M —2 P
BEHM BT E. lanceolata 1 TEH— ¥
WRAYSTF E. magna 6 B 2B G
HHEH Eriocaulaceae R B K ¥ Eriocaulon sexangulare 11 FHEM—F TG
BHHEE. buergerianum 12 HEH— 1
B BRFEH E. cinereum 7 T BTG
HEHF Stemonaceae KE &P Stemona tuberose 3 AR YR
TR} Lythraceae B 45953 Rotala rotundifolia 8 AR Rp
B Araliaceae BRZEMK Aralia echinocaulis -2 AR YR
IR Umbelliferae Wi 8% Hydrocotyle sibthorpioides var, batrachium 6 FE
¥4 4Pt Myrsinaceae B & Ardisia crispa 5 FER—ETG
BHIP A. crenata 2 T B 25 PG
R FHFAEF} Primulaceae SUEBLEKIE Lysimachia crispidens 1 EAR Y™
% B3 B} Styracaceae BFSE A Styrax japonicus 1 FBES; B
AKBE Oleaceae /g Ligustrum sinense var. sinense 1 FETP— I
S FTHEFL Apocynaceae WAL 451 Trachelospermum gracilipes var. hupehense 0 EARYR
WHEERL Asclepiadaceae B Dregea sinensis var. corrugata 2 FEI— I
Pt FRT Cynanchum stenophyllum 2 EAR Y
e ER} Convolvulaceae + T #E Evolvulus alsinoides 1 T p— G
K FB] Boraginaceae et K Ehretia macrophylla var. glabrescens -2 AR Y
L BBl Verbenaceae # IR Vitex negundo 3 FEABEYR
L {LEE Phyla nodiflora 9 A YF
JBIER} Labiatae Y6 1 W Teucrium viscidum var. leiocalyx 3 o
%35 BUE B Salvia cavaleriei var. erythrophylla 1 TEH—LE
MLAF S. cavaleriei var. simplicifolia 1 EIYN L L
Y B E Kinostemon ornatum f. falcatum 0 FTEFEZNER
Y6 Salvia substolonifera -2 TFEELNER
#n Bl Solanaceae /MK Capsicum frutescens 2 EE PR
Z & H Scrophulariaceae {8 5153 Bacopa monnieri 14 AE YR
W B EEE A5 Fp Melampyrum roseum var. obtusifolium -1 EARYIFH
/K # Veronicastrum stenostachyum subsp. plukenetii 1 E| PN &L
240t 4 ¥ Rehmannia piasezkii 3 FEEEHNER
LM Lindernia ruellioides 8 TEA—H G
4 J B Limnophila aromatica 7 [y i A ]



http://www.cqvip.com

340 RIXHEYEHRR ®25 %
#k 1
B % B #5 EWRAB 51 “ R
Family Species Modified WRA score Results
¥R Lentibulaniaceae HILHE Utricularia aurea 17 A@Yrp
FEEHR Rubiaceae KB Adina pilulifera 2 FEN— ¥
K M35 # Rubia dolichophylla 5 TEH—L1¥h
EHILYET B Hedyotis diffusa 12 FEE— LI
INHSEBUBE Galium trifidum 6 TES— 4G
LFILEEE Hedyotis tenellifloa 6 TEH—LE
I MM B Ophiorrhiza cantoniensis -2 FEARYHF
A& PF} Caprifoliaceae XEA Dipelta floribunda -3 FEARYFH
4 Uy 32 % Viburnum chinshanense -3 A RYF
A Campanulaceae R 2 Echinocodon lobophyllus -2 FEHELZNER
3%} Compositae HEIRERSL Echinops grijsii 3 EARYFH
P THI & Chrysanthemum segetum 2 AR
£ M8 Cirsium lineare 10 TEH—E R
FRZAF} Gramineae EAT Indocalamus tessellatus 5 T E S — G
B SR 458 Paspalum orbiculare 9 EE— TS
HLEL Eragrostis japonica 6 TE—L 1T h
{BA8 B Eremochloa ophiuroides 11 T —5 G
MK BBR Poa prolixior 4 B —
S ¥ F- 8 Bothriochloa bladhii 5 BEA— LIS
K ¥ B2 Setaria faberii 5 TR —L ¥
H A5 £ Miscanthus floridulus 9 BEH—E M
BN 8 Arundinella fluviarilis -3 EARYEF
AT Neosinocalamus affinis 5 FEARY
FEL:AT Phyllostachys nigra var. henonis 1 AR
WER} Cyperaceae M Cyperus malaccensis var. brevifolius 13 ARYFR
F RS F 8 Mariscus compactus var. compactus 11 NS
L BB EL Fimbristylis diphylioides var. diphylloides 13 MR
$2E B Scirpus wallichii 12 FBEH—L¥h
K E R Araceae /KB Pinellia cordata 8 FEH—L T
K Pistia stratiotes 18 ARy
AEH Liliaceae + %% Smilax glabra 7 FEH—LTFh
B4 Smilax outanscianensis 3 BEH— 1L
#H Y Smilax china 12 FEA—BITM
FLEH A Lilium leucanthum 5 EARYF
B HW#} Dioscoreaceae A E B Dioscorea septemlob 3 EABYF
Wt B % Dioscorea tokora EARYFF
J& B Dioscorea zingiberensis 5 FEH—LFH
2B} Zingiberaceae BT Zingiber mioga 11 B — L E
B Zingiber striolatum 4 e AR FR

B ESNAR R ERR,T #(4.8% ) YA
HWIEARNE, 1S #(10. 3% ) Y B T LR IEE
S HMTERH B RGBSR AP B A R T A BE AT
WAL
3.2 EYANEREHLESH
ABFRMNEP I E Y5/ SFRE G R
SR BLAE 7 T X 4 KBS 1S 19 B M 7E AR Y
HATHAE "™ o W1 RIER P YR B T
B RET AR EEM
B 0t 47 5 3 (Rotala rotundifolia ) | &5 M 3F I
( Cyperus malaccensis var. brevifolius) . % 18 F& + 1

( Mariscus compactus) {8 T 14 W ( Bacopa monnieri) |
HALIE ¥ (Utricularia aurea) 33 1.7 ( Phyla nodiflo-
ra) MK GE ( Pistia stratiotes ) iX 7 T TE A S 1Y
BARSGMHXT Bk AT W EFREH R
TR SRR SRR S A Y % R A Y
FHE(F2) FA¥IRBERE A FEE, B
WRAES B, EHEAE, FJ R G EE,
ESEREEHE A 6B A R 100 FE
SN A B L 7 8T JE 3E ( Lythrum salica-
ria) BRIFHEY) . BDHE K EBELERSE =T
BEHEWEY , ZAE YR E RS JHLR G I
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Table 2 The analysis of invasive character of seven species
2 gt WA FEYHE BERAKR EERESR RESHM ATBERN
AREAIN R IE Kay©  BRAE fRRR SERH MARR AL
fvasty T Wide Congeneric  Propagules dis- Vegetative Belonging to Non-specific
of plants distribution weed persed by water  reproduction native congenera mutualisms
B -5 45 3 Rotala rotundifolia B 7 P 2= & 2=
G TE Cyperus malaccensis var. brevifolius B B 7 2 & =3
W HEFS T Mariscus compactus 2= B2 £ 2 =2 B
B L5 B Bacopa monnieri 2 2 2 2 2 2
H{IEI ¥ Utricularia aurea B2 P 2 B % B
i3 LBk Phyla nodiflora 27 & o3 2= P 2
K7 Pistia stratiotes B2 5 B B B 7
BRIERRESEHAEA. SRR, ERABENL PR, X7 EYERRLIRE, WKL &
AR K E KR FERE AR THAER RKEKNRHASRARGWETEEE, HRVET
RSB AR R B R E AT G,

B R E AR, KES R FEE, R
ZTHE, TEF- K 5 4 K, B T H SRR
R T MR AMIE, BNk e 3R, B
K AEITET B K AR S RS, R BTN
ABHEY
4 itig

RKAL I 2 TR WA S B IR 4L T 3 A
Ho XABBRBRTTIL HEM B0 0 4 &
T, BT REREIENS FRBIS TR L,
IR TR B ARG RS, TRATIREA
SRR 2 (K /INAT I, T 4R 40 TR & KRS A K EE B K-
T SR R G, LA Bk B VR K 8 4R TR TR B
7K O B BT BT, K W KA AR A
BIR R T RO E R M T &1,

AR T R K AL & T AR IR KA
AR, 00 T AR T EX BK R R ZK K
A A PR R O B, 48 BE VLM K TAR A LE S
HE MRS, AT R TR m KRkt
e £ TRUK IR X IR A ) X 7 Yok, Xtk I K98
MY AT T BB A RIS, 2FEE3N
THBEAREY Z A K T/KHE M HE . FK
DA R VL0 25K R K T B IR 7k
HT/KAERE MR ESE, XY R A feE N TR
LR A IREE, ST HIK R R A0S M SR A TS
ARG B, B3R A RS
EIREREZKEARBYH, /TS YR &
MGF AT MERB A A L E R R Em
JER L EER Y, KO 2T R EMIEAR
Fi AR R R RS A KIERGH SV X, 2
TR REN T KEETREE R EEFNTESE—

B TABIFR T R RIS F i 70 A TR 3
A, Fop Xt TAR /K IR X X1 b AR 49y %of i 7K 4%
B 2K K SURGE & BEREAT S0 4T, 3k FR WRA
RGHER BB KA Y R E N E AT
AR

5 PBRK TR A TR TR ECE B A
IR ER AT BE XS B RS MR, B 5 AU 4k K
A ERBRAL IR AL 5 45 T 2R TE B0 b X A9 2R
B IREEY BHEYFERE, KEEYEE
KRR MR TIER L, EERRAR, &4
BFRKBASRRENREME, TIRLSERKEDY
MK REEBIE RA RS KUY R RS B
W, AHFFTR A WRA £ 34 B /Kb iH £ TR fi K
e R K KT HEY A RERI X PG . KR
PIEAREEY X TRHEKAREAARE,7 1R
BEARENHEY I RKITER R ZKKBEREE
AR, BT REAR M # X A0 A B ib A it —
W

Bl EATE T RIS SCVIRS B R R L DAL,
EWL L ERR GO BREE BESREXREEHRE
RLANEE L, SR OB BAR AL, XS0 TS TR B
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