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Fig.1 Seasional chamges of the productive structure graphs of Com, Zigania Tatifolia

%1 MEFELDBHAFR (T TEROKESE)
Table 1 The aboveground standing erops (g +dry wt/m2+35 E )

of Com_ Zizania [atifolia

HUHEE 4 A MEEE IFR gk S H i
Sampling Water depths Shoot Standing Mean shoot
dates (cm) densities erops weights
3H9H 40 £17.34 2.7TE - 1.97 0.069
3A2H 40 07.8 +13,6 47.81+ 12.72 0.49
421 70 77T *18.9 129.79L 23.87 1.87
5 H24H 160 32.66% 5.05 335.89+ 52,69 10.28
6 H20H 300 31.33 & 5.47 464. 06+ 80.94 14.81
7 Hz228 300 29.5 & 3.42 618,63+ 71.62 20.97
8 H2sH 270 P o o e i 1449.17 220,20 58,43

9 H21H 230 24 £+ 6.78 1620.88 1 346.32 63.37
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Fig.2 Changes of the shoot densities of Com.

Zizania lalifolia. The vertical bars
represent the standard errors(S,E,)
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A PHYTOCOENOLOGICAL STUDY ON THE EMERGENT
VEGETATION IN FUTOU LAKE

m. THE BIOMASS AND PRIMARY PRODUCTION OF
COM, ZIZANIA LATIFOLIA
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Abstract The biomass changes of Com, Zizania latifolia was studied
using the harvest method, and its primary production was estimated, The
peak shoot density of the community, occuring in March 23 1990, was
97,8/m3,The peak standing crop 1520,88 g/m? was achieved in September,
The cumulative weights of the dead leaves during March and June was
reckoned using the productive siructure graphs, and according to the method
of Mason and Bryant ( 1975 ) , the production of the community was esti-
mated as 1792,02g/m2, 17,8% higher than its peak standing crop, and P/B
=1,24,The seed production of the community was very low, only about

14.46g/m?,
Key words Com, Zizgnia lati_folia_; Biomass; Primary Produ(;tion



