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Study on Control Effect of Weed by Grazing the Geese in the Pear Orchard
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Abstract
weeds in pear garden, the species of weeds that geese like to feed on, and the optimum breeding density of geese were investigated and tested.

( Xuzhou Biological Engineering Vocational and Technical College, Xuzhou, Jiangsu
[ Objective | To study the control effect of weed by grazing the geese in the pear orchard.[ Method ] The species and characteristics of

[ Result] There were 29 species of weeds in pear garden, belonging to 17 families and 27 genera. Duchesnea indica was the dominant population
of creeping weed, Aster subulatus and Amaranthus lividus were the dominant population of high stem weeds.The species most likely to eat by
geese match the dominant population of high stem weeds,which had obvious control effect. The weed variety that did not like to eat was Duch-
esnea indica, the ground cover of the pear garden was protected. In summer, 10 geese were raised per 667 m* adult pear orchard, the relative
ecological balance between food intake and weed growth can be achieved.[ Conclusion | This study provides theoretical basis and data support

for exploring the organic cultivation model of controlling weeds by grazing geese in pear orchard.
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Table 1 Species and ecological investigation of natural grasses in pear orchard
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Table 2 Consumption rate of various weeds by geese at different time
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Fig.1 Changes in fresh grass growth during different collection

periods
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