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Evaluation on Biological Invasion Risk of the Introduction of

Vetiveria zizanioides in Chongqing Area

LI Bin' ZHOU Hong-bo> PENG Xiu' GENG Yang-hui'
(1. Chongqing Academy of Forestry Chongqing Key Laboratory of The Three Gorges Area Forest Ecology
Protects and Restores Chongqing 400036;
2. Changqing Technical School of Landscape and Garden Chongging 400036 China)

Abstract: In order to prevent detriments from the introduction of species the ecological invasion risk
should be analyzed and the corresponding control measures should be established after the introduction of
species. In this article through such methods as referring to information field investigation and expert con—
sultation and by applying the invasion risk evaluation system of alien species and the invasion risk stand—
ard analysis is made of the ecological invasion risk of introding Vetiveria zizanioides in chongqing area.

The results have shown that Vetiveria zizanioides belongs to an alien species with a certain risk in

Chongqing area need to refer to more relevant information or take the precaution and control measures.
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( 36 )
4 ‘Snow Flake’
Table 4 Effects of different medium on rooting condition of ‘Snow Flake’
(%) (- (‘em)
medium Incubated buds Shoot rooting No. Rooting rate Root No. Root length Other
(1) 30 26 86.7 3-8 1-1.5
(2) 30 21 70 3~5 1.2
(3) 30 17 56.7 1~3 1.1
(4) 30 10 33.3 1~3 0.9 .
1 000 L' +1BAO.2 mg-L~' +KT0.5 mg-L"';
20 WPM1
. +6-BA 0.5 mgeL ™' +IBA 0.2 mg*L~' +GA3 1.5
mg*L -l 4.2 3 ~6
3 1/2MS2 +
IBAO. 2 mg*L ™" +0. 1 mg*L~" GGR.
0. 1% HgCl, ‘Snow Flake’ ‘Snow Flake’
7 min o
61.9%;
. 1 . ‘Snow Flake’
. ] 2010 26(23) : 271 ~274.
Snow
Flake’ > ° I 2006 4(5):51 ~52.

MS1 +6 — BAL. O mg*



