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Abstract

We studied the morphology of Pueraria lobata and Sicyos angulatus in Tama River, Japan. P. lobata, a
perennial legume native to Japan, flourishers throughout the meadows and river embankments. Elsewhere
in the world this uses as a live stock fodder. This species is known to be propagating at a very high
intensity causing retardation and/or inhibition of the growth of other plants. This argument is more or less
same with the S. angulatus. In this study we focused on the effect of soil morphology and its associates on
these two species.The results proved the colonisation of S. angulatus is possible in areas where the
substrate contained less gravels with high nitrogen and phosphorous levels. In contrast, P. lobata colonised
at a diverse set of environmental conditions as it contained stiff below ground biomass (roots) allocation

apart from its ability to utilise nitrogen in air.
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