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Research progress on the invasion strategies
and control measures of Sicyos angulatus
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Abstract ; Sicyos angulatus is an annual grassy vine climber native to the northeast United States. It is widely planted because of its
ornamental value. It has now spread to most places in Europe and Asia posing a serious threat to the growth of native plants and is
considered one of the most problematic invasive plants worldwide. Its mass introduction into China has caused serious harm to agri-
culture,, urban gardens and the environment. The invasion strategy of S. angulatus is poorly understood. This paper reviews the distri-
bution and hazard, nutrition and reproductive growth strategies, competitive strategy, prevention, and application of S. angulatus,
and summarized the research progress to provide a scientific basis for controlling S. angulatus. The key factor of S. angulatus inva-
sion success is its diversified adaptation strategies and powerful ability to spread. The main reason for its damage to agriculture and
the environment is climbing strangulation and occupying different ecological niches. The control methods of S. angulatus include
manual removal and chemical and biological control. S. angulatus has been applied in agriculture, soil remediation, and medicine.
Further studies on the adaptive mechanisms in the natural environment, application development, and control methods are needed.

Key words: Sicyos angulatus; exotic species; invasion strategy; prevention; utilization
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AR S BRI S A, WA A AR RS R G A
FFITIRE , H He 080 7 o M) M i, X AfR M Y A
b Al F ol el 55 & il B K fE#E (Gandhi &
Herms,2010)

JIRIK Sicyos angulatus Linn. X 24 ] JIVEE ] SR
e , TR R — 4R AR B O AR R AR Y, I
P S EZRACER , BRH AR R e R S AL BOCR TR
AR, T AR AL R A RE ) B
R ERFRIARIH | EVER L2 N 1 15 i M 4500 R 2R
JRJE — B A 3 19 2% 51, JF R BCH i FR ) H A% 1%
(Smeda & Weller,2001) . 19 tH22, 5l 5 KAE K —
PO EAE BT BRI ( Zhao et al.,2019) , Z J5 1R
PR it ) Z2 AN WO I 5K, WG R TR | B A B
SeALFNE KA B T AR i (N 43
PEARANE ) Ji i PRl vk [ D P BESF A A
L HHAR, 1952 4F 2R AR B AR B, A
1REK Zea mays LA RIS 1 HE0 Tt , 8L
) 21 4 i A8 B AR 0 OF 3 T ™ EE A AR ((Esben-
shade et al.,2001) , H 2006 i, H AR BT E
HRIECA RSN R ik 5 ) B % AH PN E R IR A
{2¥%h (OEPP/EPPO,2010) , JTAFk , 764 & FIED
JE TR 4 X, A OC T IR A 4, K E
JEE R 2 b I T g Ak DA R S R Al 0
(Chang et al.,2015; Thakur,2016) .

2017 4£ 8 H 28 H ,HERIN#E A 39K 4:
SRGIEARYF A BRI ) . 2022 4, H
RGN T FE A AT 2 [F) TU AR R R A5 il
M S BAMR AR YR 44 %), I T 2023 4
1 AT HRRFEAT, 058 R 4 ) A Fe ) A6 98 0
ZeE, HHT, N TR TS A L AR 3
] ) — S TS R R 2R (A 50 ) 45, 2022) L 4l AR
KHUH (RIS A5, 2019) B HAR A T (25155,
2016) , HoAth 75 T A BIFE 408 B A7 R, ARG I T
BRI RIME, PRI A SOl 3 G 45 V3 9 1= N ok
X IR AR SCAT 5, BB BRI 5 R A K
SRR 4 SR W 45 5 T, 73 BT R RO AR A, 48
AN SRR AAR R EZNTER R IR
JEAAZ A S PR 5 ) B G 32494 Bl i i AR AN
W8, DU AR DG DS 1 il o0 SR TR 1 o 5 By
RIS H

1 RRRERENTGTREE
FISRIKF 1999 4 1 R A8 [H & 7 8k & B,

2002 AEAET AL TK 10,2003 4EAEIL T K Al 4R
TS R, U BT B 0 5 M | B RN
PR RE M, 280 H AR B R B TR R 4
2007) . 2010 4, ISR RAEIL b & B, e i 2 0
HARM =5 IX (2298 1%, 2018; L7
4 2005; AR 2019) , JE kAR AR MAE
R (AR 2016) , FIHRIE A X R Z AR )
VX RN L X AR AR X B X =
D v D DX R D1 b X 350 4 b X R 7 i AR WA
B (A R4 2019) o AL, HIER IS A AR
BBV 1] N i 38 20 9 B4 B 00 A (TR e 22 55
2022) , Fl| F MaxEnt B8 K 4 BRAM A i 5040 10 45
SR IR R 228 A v B A AR R | AP
1 A DX T R i v TR R Y 23.29% , 4 Gl
R T ROK T DX BT AT D T T o) SR T
T, e N e RS, ARk, B &k
SR TICAE Tk BH B J&] i i X 3 SOk, ™ RS
(2023 ) BT R W, S 2L JICAE 2R 3500 3 A= DX W A 40 0
(AR A5 b DX W AT BN, B KPP A DX 2 A
DD S8 R e R il PHAR G BRI I
St FEAR 3 M A5 A B v o A B SR I
R (PIFIFIAE,2022) o BEAR, B ¥ 45 (2022) AF
FER B, RS A X B0 A A s
P AR IR RS NG 25 T BOR R TGE A= X 4%
SRR, R I 1 PGy 1A DA B R 5 X B
R EE

SR A ) A L 1) A1 Sk AR ) 22
— AE R AEBE I B T AR H SR M YA R
T TE S AEBE A A, AR AR A K T AR 5
PRAEY), B8 A I 25 FRRERIK 3, 18 R VED)
FEE AR R ERIX AT SR AT A K
TN H SRR SR I TR AL G .
IR KA AR A& B 7] A5 3 oK | K & Glycine max
(Linn.) Merr. 55, M OCHFFE R, Y ok AR
ISR TGR 150 ~200 #k + m® B, ] K08 7 80% ,
M4 HARIAE] 300 ~500 #k - m* B a] £ 5K 477
(#2014 5 Tzonev,2005) . 7EF BRI idE AE
DX, MR B SR T3 30 T K FH ™ )1 0, DA e/ N
FEHH 0.42x10° km? 7 50% 5, il 5 KA
{2 oK T AT 5 350" S 9™ -4 A S AR | B
LRI IR 4.3 A0 ([T, 2022)

2019 4F 6 H, R84 7E W b s A i B
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SRAFST . SPRAE PR A AR HEE 5 B B 5 i - 29 -

SRNAEFHAR T BB 023 B 55 ) A A B 2
HE X TINEWN C27 N =B /A 3 OE AR A D W &5 o |
T 55 A DI, AR 3 2 A Y 2R K
AR A2 R 1570 2050 m*, 2023 4F, i #
R, RERINE &9 JHE PR T R4 X4 £ 41
AR 55, L KR 4 YT R0 T (9] 2 2 45 L,
A 2 ik SR HROCA 255 1) By 42 48 Tt A Nk 9, AR AT
RE S HRER Y HUBI o iz X0, AR 3 25 i
U (XIHAE,2023)

2 RIRINENEREE
2.1 EHEY BOREE

PR EAT B AL D oM AE AF R ), £
VPR T 1 A . 8 7 B 22 o I e ] ke 1 R
FEY) , B A R AR AL AR ), — MBI A
YW B U5 43 BC 6 B 8 2% R 09 e N ( F R A,
2018) Ml RISy 0l e [) ok B 14 A, EIEAE B SE AN
FEA AL EAE 6~ 10 mm, MEE LRI/, 4~6
mm (HECE R 215 2 | X 5 eSS 42
TR TZHE LSS . MERRE AL B 46 e 8 A 1 (0,5 B
a0 A a O REL, PTG Bk, T AL T A i VR
(6 T ABH Ik B B A B AT 08 i A S B e
(B, MESRR—IEtE BA 3 Nk Y
RAHEFSIEAL, W51 & U5 1] 52 e AL 18 43 45 ( Rust
et al.,2003) . FEAEH, HERIZE R E2Ef 0 KRAT R
AR FIMEAE Y o RN E S BE Y 1% 8 % 32 %2
AR W vE U WO RD & B A4S 8 4 (Duchen &
Renner,2010) , Zhao et al. (2019) 5% & B, 4411
AW WA R EEAE AT I H L AR A T 4% |
WA SNAE R, HEMG d30aT RS2 AR RS R, B
SR U IS ) A A MR 1 AN A B % BT A% 3 5 o
Wl A3 R T AT RE R A AR 58 1) 28 Ak i 3 1o, kA, I
SR I SR Z A O R R AR A, M
TNELR AL BE 1 B HAZ By HLA Y 2 R, 242
PR Y 25 S A8 AT Al A% 478 R4 30 B P
( E555%,2020)

UNELER7IOE SR RPN 2N & i
A AL 7 O Y AR IO B2 e (X
45,2010) RSP — ek 3 ~20 KGR
TR SR A, B AR A B A SRR B
SRALAMIE B PO R R, WA — KB O R
F¥- I BT R S A R S R 2 AT IR S
Je AL S SR T B SR S A R SR 2 — kb

(Kocyan et al.,2007) . Hn2R J 2R A 1~ 52 3] R 4
(LA RAER K BEERD FARRE L) & 28 &%
B BCE AR BB o R R I 3 S i - S5
HR 25 R B 25 R 16 B b A SRR E (0 ~ 15
em) (YNGR TR, Hr Fh 3% 2 om B &
2R 78% ~88% , i FHER 6 ~8 em K 2E 4% 30% ~
38% , A FHLIR 10~ 15 em B & 255 AT i 12% %
F) 1% (Onen et al.,2018) . 1EFF4 IR 2 X B 41
WA RIS A ERIIE A S A A SRR 4
K MR R Z A B K WA R AR, Az
FIPRRRAL A I, 3SR TR & i s ) AN —
AR EY A KN AR PR
Hi DX ) SRR 1 & B ] — RS R 9 AR,
BEAR R TS AR R R T 76 9 A BRI e sl
HHEA %At Re

SRS 04 B A= 25 4 % I 1 A 05 1) % 4%
Y HCEA B S R TCR e DL SR P J
IR 1 2 A A A £ ) ) A A Y
AR RS Z B RS Y= BRI AT B 5 AL 4%
J5 3 O, v LA & 7E SLAh ik | 2 s g )
BAR AT KB 214 4% (Sebastian et al.,2012) . Hl
SRR S G T b 21 40 0 K 238 B I 7%, T
TESLZRA PR s ARG IR, 1A bR 5+ AT
REUL 2 o) — M & TE S 1 2P B 8% B PEAR
P IR R, 7E 10 A0 FR R S22 AT LR
RURER, RIPE LI HBOT, o E#% ., IR
JNEEDFPRAARRGRIEE JFFHE R RET
R AL (Sebastian et al.,2012) 4 LL 5227 Op
T, A AT F 414 19, 22 v 38 4l ( Lira & Nee,
1999) . BtAb, Hal 5 n] LLUE i & 25 B B3 B
B IR AL M BT BL AR ) B 5 ( Zhao et al.,
2019) ,
22 EFEKKRE

FEY) ) SR 4 B S5 T8 L 2 Fhof R T HE
NSRRI . HERNAZER R 2~5 em DL B
IR AR T3 35 A 35 201, 45 251 11%) T vt 5 ) A 5 42 fil
AR R A K H R A 1 5 R4 S 3 5 5 5 201 1 T i
e GRS, FECKHE T R R =)
IR, X R 22 G oy S Ty A B R AR T v A R AR
T A ) ) SR TR A A ] B A 93K
B LA VE 23] (Zhao et al.,2019) . H 3K
I T A R R, RALEE D R A
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— JZHESIR L SUR AU 2, I - 25 AR R AIE
7N LT SR X 0 B ) AR R AR AR I B
M T ARG BT R I 22 T as TR D K Az
PRI S L2 A7 (T HURFSS: 12007 ) 0 SR R 25 i )2
BEL LUK AR A2 5 B2 50 TF i 245 oA B 0y
(B, T R A8 AR
FPTEMEDI BN N & —Fh S TR A KBS
5% 1) 1) B D) BE 43 BT AR L (Lough & Lucas,

2006) , Bk TOLE I —LE/ NI 540 FE 1 B R 5
BLE P IR AFAEZ TP IRSrF W) 5, WA 15T ( Xoconos-
tle-cazares ,1999) , LA [ i SE 4k 45 20 2R 5 AN s &5 1Y)
BIRINIT, REEAT ) SRR AR AR BT A HE P 1) A= 4 2
AE, 1S HRIN ) TG w A, W
H R B, R NS 50 T8 LB — AR 3T 7, Ao B
U LP-3A HA Fh 28 2 B R W L RE S PO A K
TEAR I GRS 37 )5 T A GBIl

1 RIRRFESEHE LR IR TR RR
Fig.1 Morphological characteristics of Sicyos angulatus and its damage vegetation
AERESY B HEAE)Y  C B H IS ;D A7 B R AR

A Female inflorescence; B: Male inflorescence; C: Heavily damaged to native vegetation; D: Seeds; E: Immature infructescence.

2.3 TEHERE

TE 4P B 1 RN T A SR MBI IA R R A R AT ) 1Y)
ANBRB—AEEHLE (H T ,2012) , FIRIKE
A W T 58 G A A7 25 [B) 3 o e A KR BOR
R AT 2 0 as [A] BEUR ,  ST JE AE I f SRTCRE
T, FRBU R AR E X 0] B85 HHEBT 4R hE
VI 3E B8 1938 A C (Zhao et al ,2019) o HI2R
JRGE L 7 P A b b B A S A, B A B g,
R SR R AR R 25 TR AT
PSR A, T DA 35 7E S R BT R AR B E R DA
RARNEFERR b, HEBFAS Mo 4 0 R 2 RBC: | I
JUEE PR A ML R G A VR, R 2RSS Y
H 28 B M ik, BEA A TR i, b
S5 FLAAR A, A v A O S o R R IR AR
TR 5E L,

FE A A F 2 48 48 ) 2 8] 38 2o Ak )
JBT R 5 M Ji) R BR B R AE W) 094 T R, S — R E N A

AL o R 2 7 e o, LA H A
AR TR ISRV, 20 A b ) Ao 14 A 2
FIVECHE | DTS2 W) 214 34b A 40 2 0 0 A 25 -, 36
B E 55 S AL RO IR P AR A AR AR A 2RI
HR 25 1 FH BB U X+ EAE R I3 Brassica jun-
cea (L.) Czern. et Coss. fll [12¢ Brassica pekinensis
(Lour.) Rupr. YEJRE}A VR Linum usitatissimum
L. REBRHYDT Setaria italica 1.5 BAH —F K
HIBAE T (255145 ,2016)

3 BrigEAR

i, TS s o o S TR 72 B B R LA
AN THRBR AR2EB iR EYIB 6 5 (5K T f )i
F1,2015) & UL HLAK B B3 6145 76 7T Bk b b PR B
JE AR A RS B B A, N SRR | Bl
BrJrik A B F RS H L RN F & (Onen et al.,
2018) , A T4k B RIS o 2R T MR Ak, %
B , JC 2 E 4l v B R s R e (AR B &
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N3, DR R R AR S i B 8 e (9 B B, 2015) o SRR IR T AE N TR Bt T 2 5 (K 22 F AF,

Bk B B TR UL A4 By Ja e it , PR XA
s HA BIE R, 76— & 0 Jm BR M (90 1 4%,
2014) , ZEAFASE (2022) BF5E & L, 7E F K H FIKR
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25, AREBTIA A RIS HLZ &) B 0 2 1R 45 SR,
TEEK 3~5 M3 AT FH 38% 75 25 HE B 77 57 i al 4%
TR R ) 389% 75 2 IR Ak 4 FH 25 i 25 kb 34
A SR A5 s ] 109 158 K 5L, BT 0.5 m K
FT10~ 15 7 0% ) SR I LAt FH B3 50 700 A TR e
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sativus L. FARGAS ) X 25 JICHE S fh 3 59 52 ) £ T 1
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PAEI I8 ) RT3 A7 DX, 456 o AALEEAT Wl
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