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Vegetation succession of arable old land after being abandoned in Loess Plateau hilly
region & ascertaining dominant native herbages in the process, analyzing their

chemical nutrient composition

TANG Long, LIANG Zon@2Suw , DU Feng, HAO Wen Fang  ( Golige o Life Sdence, Northwest Sic Tech University  Agricul ture and
Forestry ; Institute Water and soil Conversation, Shanxi, Yangling, 712100, China). Ada Ecologica Sinica, 2006,26(4): 1165~ 1175.

Abstract: A 2year experiment was carried out in the Loess Plateau to better understand vegetation succession of arable old land
afer being abandoned in Loess hilly region. Based on 2 kinds of ways, one was quantitative classification using system clustering,
the other was abandoned year. Again with the overall understood of 25 sample plots research, the result showed that: fran 1to 6
years, anmial weeds community y anmual weeds + tuff grass community y annual weeds + peremnial herbage communty or
rhizome grass y from 7 to 16 years, peremnial herbage community y perennial grass+ undershrub community y fran 17 to 42
years, rhizane tuff grass + undershrub community or undershrub + perennial grass community y undershrub community or

perennial grass + tuff grass community. The representative communit ies were: Artemisia sooparia Waldstet. et kit community a
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A. scoparia Waldstet. et kit + Stpa bungeana Trin. community y A. soparia Waldstet. et kit + Artemisia sacrorum Leded.
community (or Agropyron cistatum( L.) Gaertn community) y Artemisia saacaum Leded. community y A. scarorum Ledeb. +
Lepedea var. dahurica (Laxm. ) Schindl community y Bothriochloa ischaemum (L. ) Keng + Artemisia sacrorum Leded.
community Or Lepedeza var. dahurica (Laxm. ) Schindl+ Artemisia sacorum Leded. community or Artemisa saaaum Leded. +
Poa phondylades Trin. et Bge community.

In order to restore the degraded environment in the arid zone, it was important to know how to collocate kinds of pastures with
wild grasses. There is a new way: first, based on the result of the investigation into succession, all kinds of wild grasses were
aranged in order of their important values, 1~ 35th herbage was warranted that being able to yield more quantity production than
from 36 to the last grass according with the model of important value, this character was the nost important not only for the
ecological benefit but also for the econamic effectiveness; second, according as the result of palatability experiment, 23 kinds of
pastures were selected fran the 1~ 35th grasses to be analyzed their chemical nutrient composition, then, they were graded
excellent, fine, good and inferior by the score that gained appraisal by chemical nutrient compostion in accordance with the
pasture. s quality standard; third, these kinds of pasture canmunity. s ecological benefit was analyzd, then, they were graded
excellent, fine, good and inferior too; ultimately, over efficacy of 23 kinds of herbage cammunity was ascertained.

To summarize: 23 kinds of pastures were classified into 3 groups according to their site quality of locality in the community in
the succession process. One was constructive or dominant species in the period of succession process, but in the cher times there
were not these herbages, such as Sophora vidfolia Hance, Phragmitas communis Trin; Two was subdominant or canpanion
species in the whole period of succession process, such as Gueldenstaedtia multiflora Bunge, Potentilla bifurca L. ; Three was
those grasses that transform their site quality of locality in the community in the succession process from constructive or daminant
species into subdaninant or canpanion species, or reverse, for example Lepedeza var. dahurica (Laxm. ) Schindl, Bothriochloa
ischaemum(L. )Keng. Besides, chemical nutrient campositions of these pastures have shown much variation, so, we should be
atach importance to this phenomenon. When these conclusions being have applied, t appears important to repair vegetation based
on the community structure in the succession process of different abandoned lands, the different pastures that should have
overwhelming chemical nutrient composition will be selected from the grasses in the corresponding nature canmunities.

Key words: Loess Plateau; succession; native herbage plant; nutrient composition; effective coverage
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M3t 25 e b 1~ 19 SREHUY T 2 AR 19~ 25 SREHIAL T 322 1, R A K AR R R IR
(Robinia pseudoacia L. ) A LLIT0T 1) A0 i 24T B 2 ) O E 36401479 .N10% 131071 F1 E 36b411064. N10%b
141034; & FF 1+ 350~ 40am +)7%) Feor HE A 3, MO S 08 LA 0 BT S Bk R 4% ( CaC0s ) 7 2 Y
I35 H: 11270~ 11440mgPkg. 611050~ 591950mgPkg. 01045% ~ 01072% - 01030% ~ 11200% K 121065% ~

141125% o R 7E 2003.2004 4F 7~ 9 HBEAT, 4] M3 AN AURE J7 (Im @1m), #FEHEIL 18 AMFETT, id &k TT
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Table 1 Distribution district of sample plot

Ff: 1 Sample plot 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
W4 1] Aspect FH FH B FH BB HT B BB B FR B TR P
4 FZ Slope( Ab) 17 2% 3b 2% 2D b £ 100 ) 10 b 1D 1D
33K Altiude( m) 1190 1240 125 1260 1280 1290 1290 1270 1190 1240 1190 124013 1270
P2 31 4F Bl Abandonment time(a) 5 8 12 17 7 4 30 25 14 3 3 4 20
Ff:H1 Sample plot 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 2 23 24 25

W4 1] Aspect FH [ B CER B ] [ [ T R M

4 FZ Slope( Ab) 17 b 2% b b 1D ) ) b 10 % 1%

33K Altiude( m) 1270 1280 1300 1300 1280 1150 1160 1240 1220 1205 1270 1210

PE 3 4F fl Abandonment time(a) 5 8 27 5 19 16 33 2 4 40 4 3
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VAT R, FEREA I 200 40a A2 AT TR R R TS, TEVA S 70 M RLAR 1) 26 B e Bl R VA 1) I 0 11 AR /s JER
BEEIL A Y 67 Fh, b 0 & + & B} Leguminosae) « A A B} ( Gramineae) « 24 £ ( Compositae) « % 15 £}
(Rasaceae) ) Fift 1y 2R £ 601 0% LA L, 2 W% 4 M- 1 0197 o X 18 el ok B o 4 e K™, BRI
HOIX ki X Zarb s ir ™Y | e aie S B2 A A WP Bl SL A A M DX S R gk B
21111 DMBSEAFERR R B 51 2R 1 nl 45 H DUR BAffh 18 BRAb 3 1 e B IXER ST 380 v 1) 25 N H )
BEERFIE 20 3 AR, — IR B Sa S UF BORE-L, JErp 2200 1 AR R FIAR R0, s B8
(Artemisia soparia Waldstet. et kit) <4 & %% ( Setaria viridis (L.) Beauv. ). %32 2%( Sonchus arvensis L.) - 77 Ei 3¢
(Sonchus oleraceus L. ) &5, K FiA il )L =% ( Cephalangplos Segetum ( Bunge) Kitam) « — %1 Z5 % =% ( Potentilla bifurca
L.) - 11135 32 (Ixeris chinensis( Thunb. ) Nakai) « 1 Jig f& ( Convolvulus arvensis L. )« #F % == ( Dracocgphalum moldavica
L.) B /R Z844E 44 Heteropappusaltaicus (Wild. ) Novopokr) &5, Hogs B A A5 9 7 =5 (P hragmitas communis
Trin. ) « X HH% 29 ( Scazonera divaricata Turcz. ) - %% JFK 75 ( Ephedra sinica Stapf) - ¥ /K 4k £k 3% ( Clematics fruuticosa
Turcz. ) « LI#F 5 ( Vicia amoena Fisch. ) Fl1 K #9 ( Gnoglossum divaricatum Steph) 25 o 7821 SR MFh2k e 43
FIRHEE D, 22 AE R A LA 3, 12 A RE T 27 3 1 A 08 24 110175FWePn o I 2HE M 4053 24 PIAS b 2% 1.
6.10.12.14.17.21.22.24 “FFEHL— 2K, T B0 Ak i A 4a b U3 e v, 11,25 “Shed o 55—38, 11 S A
HHEEE+ M RBEREVK, 25 58 BT B (Artemisia sacrorum Leded. )+ /7 35 BEVK, X A& 1 T #8 5 ur Aopd AF A
5, BT O S i o 5 2 2T 6~ 16a FEMIL: 2.3.5.9.15.19 5, Bl INFIA) 8400 2045 6 4, 1 4E 4 #14)
WL /D, A AT S O 3, TS RIS M b/ e 86, I8 A R A B 115146FWePn, FhEVR A 38
MR AT B 288 (Artemisia giraldii Panp. ) vik 5% M i # 1 ( Lepedeza var. dahurica (Laxm. ) Schindl) « [ 3 5
(Bothriochloa ischaemum (L. ) Keng), X % 24 Bif 7K Z& %) 4 4& « 11 % ( Pennistum flacddum Griseb. ) « K [ 48
(Guddenstaadtia multiflora Bunge) « 2% MK 1 4% ( Guddenstaedtia stenophylla Bunge) « 11175 32, — {4 ik . ( Oxytropis
bicolor Bunge. ) « 1| 2555 3¢ 6 T2B& 1% ( Kengia songorica (Roshev. ) Ohwi) il Jii 5 #K( P oa sphondylodes Trin.
et Bge) Fll #ER3 - L ( Cleistogenes chinessis (Maxim. ) Keng) %%, /£ 14 5 V5 % ( Rubia cordifolia L. ) « A5 9H s 1
(Rhaponticum uniflorum (L.) DC. )X E%j( Saussurea japonica (Thunb. ) DC. ) ffi & ( Incarvillea sinensis Lam. ) Al
B8 ( Gmanchum auriculatum Royle ex Wight) &5 o V&R AL FH 2oAF i+ 28 EREVK I8 3 BB 7+ BRMs
TR A5 B A7+ K PRI Stipa bungeana Trin. ) #f 74+ VKL ( Agropyron aristatum( L. ) Gaertn ) P& F 1 5 Bt
R R R o A5 3 RIETE 17~ 40a FEHL, 73 P AN IS FEHD 4.7.8.13.16 5 08— 28, KN, M4 FhE 4k,
TFURE B 2, 58 yIh 5 AR 7 80 (SRR RRA R S LA T+ S E A A S AR T+ R
PEARN (126 T 351 BUSIR TREVR, ST 29 b/ Mk 2411 01FWePm®; 20,23 52—, 1 T-4b T M1 Ak i),
DA R+ B0 LA R VA 3805 B N, 18 3 BB i 295128F WP
21112 RGEEEDHTERIINEEF S B 1 AT LU R 75 2R G0 58 00 M Rl 20 % i B 45 5L P8 e 4R PR
i 5a S LUR, FEML 1.6.10.12.14.17.21.22.24 5 A1 11 520 —28, B A LA o0 | SR MW i E E
FEEL AR A A, BEVE 11 50 PEE R P89 6a Je L L, 2.3.4.6.5.6.8.9.13.15.16.18.19.23 571 20 5
FEHR 2, VR 2 BR O AR R AT L SR SEE RS 1 IR . 3.4 KR 5 2 2K R15 X e
T 5 A 20, B Ak oy A 2, 20 £ AL TR, BERR AR ATE AR T R, I BT L Rl KA 5
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Table 2 Theimportance value of the plant species in the all sites
A Important value
ByH Species i 4E P Abandonment time ( a)
6~ 16 17~ &

1.6.10.12.14.17.21. 2. 24 11.25 2.3.5.9.15.19  4.7.8.13.16 20.23
] /R 28 #0 e: € Heterappus altaiars (Wild)N ovopokr 4167 713 3118 2123 125
3 # Artemisia argyi Level . et Vant 0195 ) 117 ) 0149
[ % Penni setum flacddum Griseb. 1163 112 3147 1131 317
13k 4 Pulsatilla chinensis (Bge. ) Regel ) ) ) ) 013
13- %% Bothriochl oa ischaemum(L. ) Keng 0152 020 61 63 17160 )
VKL Agropyron aristatum (L. ) Gaertn 2120 226 16130 2155 022
# H- Xanthium sibricum Patrin. 0124 ol 30 ) ) )
HJPR 3% Ephedra sinia Stapf 1166 ) 0152 ) 098
R HRIR 35 1€ Asragalus mdil otoides Pall. 0. 14 1107 1143 1166 5140
N KA 2 Scorzonera divaricata Turcz. 1105 ) ) ) )
K: ¥ Stpa bungeana Trin. 4135 165 8193 7135 )
W AR EH K 8 Qalystegia hederacea Wall 0128 ) ) ) 0l 09
$ JL3% Cephalanoplos Segedum ( Bunge) Kitam 3.31 035 1148 0173 )
518 Artemisia annua L. 2117 no2 ) ) )
B Bk T Lepedeza var. dahurica (Laxm. )
Schind] 3137 54 15135 3649 8183
KA HEl Cynoglossum divaricatum Steph 0109 0l 08 ) ) )
KEFF Stpa grandis P. Smim. 0106 ) ) ) 226
45 Euphorbia humifusa Willd. 0149 1105 01 03 ) )
#i b Androsace umbellata (Lour. ) Merr. 0107 ) ) ) )
J& U # Roggnaria kamoji Ohwi ) ) ) ) 281
T A ZEBE 3 Potentilla bifurca L. 1.8 189 s 0140 081
A G Qxytrapis bicolor Bunge. 0140 ) 1140 1184 13
2% 7 Cynanchum awriculatum Royle ex Wight 0113 ) ) ) )
5 &1 - 3% 48 Thermopsis lanceolata R. Br. ) ) 01 15 0143 )
7 /A %€ Taraxacum mongoli um Hand. 2Maz. 0189 a2 01 16 0127 )
AR 4 Rhapontiam uniflorum (L. ) DC. 1150 ox4 01 30 0127 )
ek 1148 Gueldenstaadtia stenophylla Bunge 0157 ) 1100 0146 16
Pt 51 Rubia cardifolia L. ) o 17 ) ) 3192
V0% Argiophyllum aremarium Bieb. 0162 o 68 0137 ) 041
11175 5% Ixeris chinensis( Thunb. )Nakai 2112 231 2115 2111 048
111 ¥ i 5. Vicia amoena Fisch. 1143 ) 0106 ) 3106
KT8 Artamisia sacraum Leded. 2198 20118 10130 7185 17109
ToTEBE T 5 Kengia songorica (Roshev. ) Ohwi 0142 103 1110 1156 )
432 & Polygala tenuifolia Wild ) o0 01 32 1100 2102
777 > Dracocghalum modavia L. 0185 ) 0121 0125 )
4  Scazonera ruprechiana Lipsch . et Krasch ) 005 ) ) 15
B 1 ZE B 2 Potentilla discolor Bunge 0111 ) ) 0126 0 89
A B4 Sausure japonica (Thunb. ) DC. 0107 1100 1121 0109 )
M 75 Setaria viridis (L. ) Beauv. 1114 341 0170 0118 0l 82
¥4 M Gynodon dactylon (L. ) Pars. ) ) ) 0115 443
HEABL L% Aematics fruuticom Turcz. 1t ) 0152 ) )
#E3 22 JE Taraxacum siniaim Kitag 0191 ) ) ) )
HEB 75 Qdstogenes dhinessis (Maxim) Keng 0193 0l 46 1143 1155 057
B H AR Mdilotus. dfidnalis (L. ) Ders ) 0 31 0105 ) )
H AL E Artamisia anmual L. 0112 ) ) ) 029
% Satellaria baical ensis Georgi ) ) 0109 0121
K45 Leontopodium leontpodioides (Willd. ) Beauv ) ) ) 0116 028
X U 3% T Astragalus kifonsanicus Ulbr. ) ) ) 0127 )
%81 Artamisia giraldii Pamp. 1149 14147 8124 3120 121 80
17 Incarvillea sinersis Lam. 0157 0l 55 01 07 ) 029
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2
i SE3E Sonchus arvensis L. 3141 ) 01 92 ) )
KM Perpica spium Bnge. ) 169 01 50 ) )
W B 3% Sondhus oleacus L. 2111 ) ) ) )
5237 Ixaris denticulate(Houtt. ) Stobb 0131 159 0198 0128 )
JRF il Soohora vidifolia Hance ) ) ) 0154 )
% % Geanium wilfordii Maxim 0.41 0l 26 01 07 ) )
74 %5 Phragmitas communis Trin. ) 12159 0178 ) )
K48 Gueldnstaedtia multiflora Bunge 0158 o %4 0176 0150 058
[ /ig 1€ Convolvulus arvensis L. 0179 0l 38 ) ) )
U PR Linum stelleroides Planch 0107 ) 01 63 0154 0l 22
SEIFYC% Patrinia heteophylla Bnge 0181 o3 0107 ) )
T4 B & Artemisia capillaris Thunb. 0143 039 ) ) )
il J5i . 24K Poa sphondylodes Trin. et Bee 0153 o 52 1174 0142 151 54
¥ 3% Salsola collina Pall. 0151 ) ) ) )
¥ B8 Artanisia scgparia Waldstet. et kit 4172 9 40 473 1179 018
AL T Viola phil ppica Cav. ssp munda W. Beck 0106 ) 0118 0137 025
I Ji§ Eragrostis pilosa (L.) Beauv. 0108 005 ) ) )
(Stipa grandis P. Smim. ). K ‘K %L ( Anemone tomentosa g
(Maxim. ) P i)« %5 #( Gmodon dactylon(L. ) Pars. ) %%, "
N A b L S oA N N N 12
11 SR B AT S5 RE, AT G S A s Ol 1E 4 2
%E‘J%ﬁﬂi,Sﬁﬁﬁ*ZUﬁj\%%j’yZ& %D 5 %&E%ﬁﬁ\j"j# 5(5) ——— }—
11
%, I 2 03 W UKREREVE. RR, 6 2 IS 45 Rk I
COREHD 1.14.17.20: B BB+ SAE AR EIBRE, © B lg
#112.22.24: PR E R » AL 10.25: R &+ 24F -
1A R R e REM 110 R 25+ B RV E —
B 2 3 DRI % B 6: 7 B K BB 1 B
o BEHL4.9, 15 18: BT i+ 2885 BEVEEIA & HLHIE 1 5%
+ BRATERE VR, A FEHL 23: 25 VR A FEHL 5.8, 16, 0 014 028 042 058 070
13: jﬁ%i ﬁﬁﬂz ?4» )\}\’EE ﬂ%ﬁ ﬁ%’ A *i i,m 7.19: Ea‘g E Bray-curits #i B & 3} Distance coefficient
B SR+ A RS R T R ; fJm o BRAHE + i T R 1 REE BN R A
BBV, KR 20, Fig.1 The system clustering of communities cuccession of arable old land

TEie WA FR A B A2 58 G028 2SR 70T W B, R T R VR R AR — 3, 1~ 6a: | AR AR AR B R HETR
y VAR AR FRETR y 1 A J i s AR RO IE (R X RSB ) y 7~ 16a: ZAEA A
BNy AR AR NEARTEN y 17~ 422 R ZBNAE TR+ /NEARTE sl NEAR+ Z R y /D
VEARBRR SEAF A AR WAR KRB, AR MERE VR DO BT i B+ KUl y B E+ B
FRERE VR S UK R y AT B y BT+ X S EUE R y AR Gk 5 B 7 A 08 B
BeF+ SRR B i+ 0T R REE VR
212 JEHEF R B S L HOE Y
21211 SRR 2 S O B YD AR A S ) T A VA A S e HE 44 R 35 4 AR
A i B SRR AR TP A v b B LA P B LI BA X — AR A Lo o5 R U ) Y A A T
(o FEIGEER b, Z808 1 SEBGMH 25 7/ NOZ LA 15 52 3. 76 L, 41 M1 7 ( Polygala tenuifolia Wild) « 5L
(Artemisia annual L. ) HEJBEE . 3 ( Artemisia argyi Level. et Vant) KB YR XEH Bam K 148 55 EE 44
Folr, JLARI0 23 PRS2 3 G/ TNOZR, PRI . B/ Z09), K480k 1 HUBARG 1~ P ok i
IRFEMEE AR A R L 5 el 3, JLR N O .
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21212 SRR R 2 B RO SRS Y DGR 2 WAL AR o ZE e O . A nl L
BN, Al B R B AR R R ) 22 S nl A R A% . 0 LS R & s R I 7174% (2808 ~
1103% ( JF M), 122 7151 1% CHLE TR 45 3177(75 3E32) ~ 0109mePke( 2575), 225 1l ik 41189 1. KLt
QM 5, 1Rl —W) R0 FER o A4, LLUE PE 2030 = (1R 24 1 ( Sophora viciifolia Hance) S : U & B 97
FSA e JE A 1, AR TR 5 0 T KPR PP B B AR ) T LS 5 i ( 2102mgPke ) B IZE0E =y H AL
ERh (BOEP 3 BEE AT 0155~ 1120mgPke) o W7 T 76 A T 050 R B3 10 3 R o, 538 (0 425 T S B it Ay e
TR T AT RS R G 2

Wi R A2 T e AT 23 B BCE RSB HE P 45 R 2 B Ja— 21 23 FBOEHET o 1~ 13, B4k
TR PU R, FHEE: BV 20\ 54, HEA 7 1~ 3, HJE T BRL 4% BWFa%0 24, Hi4 4~ 8 20, R
AFRE3 PG RE 3P AR 4R GEERL LR N AR BRI 8, HER 9~ 11 Z0A], 4 PRSI JE T RA R
Hodx Jg 2 ™

3

Table 3 Chemical nutrient composition&general comment of herbages

Wi BN KREHA HEN HLET 4 HH G Wi Ky 5 i PV H7
Species Impotant  Sampling Crude protein Crude fiber CGrude fat  Coarse ash  Calcum  Phosgphorus Egtimate Collate
P value perid  (DM%) (DM%) (DM%) (DM%) (mPkg) (mPke) v
55 B T Lepedera var.
dabnrica ( Laxm, » Sehind 63158 B 1586 30011 251 817 1115 0109 36 5
ﬁg‘f" Artemisia sacrorum 58140 g 1371 3108 469 a7 0140 1164 3 6
357 Artemisia giraldii Pamp. 40120 e 1157 25 68 7174 a7l 01 09 0191 36 5
FI% & Botriodhloa ischaemm ) o A 7186 3259 3113 6 04 0146 0179 32 6
(L. )Keng
gfn nAg‘Wm aisatm(L.) 553 A 6122 3428 21 84 12109 17 0173 12 10
K25 Sipa bungeana Trin. 23128 AL 7121 31150 341 a4 18 0105 12 10
Té‘j“, .

MR AK Poa phondylodss )¢ e 8167 3297 301 8 74 0117 0114 4 3
Trin. et Bge

[ /K Z& 4 4k 46 Heter pappus

altaious (Wild) Novopekt 18146 B 101 66 31108 3127 945 1165 0132 48 4
725 Phragmitas ommunis Trin. 13137 IR 7130 33124 458 13142 3142 0121 18 9
gsze“mmm flaccidum 10170 A 9191 35 4 476 11112 018 0121 6 i
B IR .

PABRIRITIC Astragalus 970 H 23134 3267 274 527 01 50 1127 72 2
melilotoides Pall.
gﬁvﬁ Setaria viridis (L. ) 625 A 8130 3758 118 12197 0176 0157 4 3
L HIZEFE S Potentilla bifurca L. 6 17 2 %13 100 31 3108 259 6 08 4178 0107 48 4
RIS Gphalanglos Segetum g ) A 4181 2149 412 961 0110 2102 27 7
(Bunge) Kitam

g o o ‘
{EE 7 Qeistgens diinessis ) Wik 1074 4251 265 137 0157 0164 18 5
(Maxim) Keng
fjg R Cynodon dagylon(L.) o B 6191 300 67 103 15109 0193 0152 8 1
I IF 8§55 Vida amoena Fisch. 455 2 %13 9154 28 73 509 10114 0148 1104 54 3
JETERE T # Kengia songaica -
(Reshex: ) Ot 41 B 12196 35161 5128 116 1ol 0162 36 5
;gm* Qeytrepis bicol A7 A 15186 30011 25 817 1115 0109 24 8
K 4% : ;
;QmE;‘ Cueldendaaltia multflon o ¢ B 1626 29 12 35 11174 0132 0194 24 8
S”t;;* Ixeris danticulate(Houtt. ) 5 0 B 7164 16 03 66 21136 317 0119 27 7
WA H Sphaa vicifolia Hance 2176 B 1787 2731 28 6% 121 0155 108 1
K4S Sipa grandis P. Smim. 2132 2 %13 8142 3418 26 456 012 0105 4 13

* ST IE O Pk R U, JFAE )5 T B# Palatability is excellent or fine in the vegetative period, deteriorating with blossoming
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1 26 &

21213 B R B S R ORI AR RRE VA A ST LR R AR 1) 5 B A O B, 5 AR A 08 AR A
2000 FFEH M2 AR, FARGE WAL 4. L0 Mk Bl A28k B AR 2R O 2314% B [ % ki
K 30min F5E -5 IR BER BRI 5 A9 460 B ORFFZK A B KB A i, 50T IR 31 e R sl AR A A Y]
i B RER Ja T 9555, Bt ds a2 A 2010% DK HEREVE, ATRA R 5E B9 FUEE R oAl K, vk T~ 4
SEEIR) RV PETR O (T i 2K TR 3 A AR AR 1 S AR v M mT LAAE AR AN R 55 K L, ) JL et
%, 35% [~ w5 BE T8 AT LATE [ 200 3 1 Y K 30min Ry 38 59 B Y S e AR [ 10 1A 10 B OREFZK 15
T 2585 KR AE AR K b ORRF BE D WA 5, 2 SR B 2B AE 30010 35 3t thy m] A B HRA AR 10—
RN (VX B K 30min WY 555 B BB AR BN 70 NG B0 1) 225K, BERJSEN 7111% , 1 i S8 foe KA i 15 HLI
B RV AR T RV I e 00 i JEE v 3K 95% ZeAq, T LAERAIE 3501 353 £8 VX fe K 30min R 55 55 2K B 7 11
FAR A 120 FE DL T KB ALK, BIATHRHTRE 20a — 3B 5&F
4

Table4 Ecological benefit of 23 kinds of herbage community
HEP Collate WP 44 Species

AT Artemisia saaorum Leded. , 1% Pennisetum flacddum Griseb. , 1| Z5 B 32 Potentilla bifurca L., [ Bothriochloa ischaemum
(L.)Keng, /" Phragmitas communis Trin. , & 7' #] Sphora viciifolia Hance, 875 Artemisia giraldii Pamp., K4l'3 Stipa grandis P .
Smim. , i5 % B ¥ F; T Lepalea var. dahwria (Laxm. ) Schindl

7% HORARR 35 B Astragalus melilotoides Pall. , 154 Stipa bungeana Trin. , # 4T %% Cleistogenes chinessis( Maxim) , Ji 2 & Setaria viridis
Better (L.) Beaw. , o1 [ T %% Kengia songoria (Roshev. ) Ohwi, 41 #} Cynodon dactylon(L. ) Pars.

145
Best

[k Ol . Oxytrgpis biolor Bunge., 77 322K Ixais dentialate (Houtt. ) Stobb, fifl it it #4 K Poa sphondylodes Trin. ¢ Bge, #ll JL 2%
Good Cephalanglos Segegum (Bunge) Kitam

Wors K048 Gueldenstaadtia multiflora Bunge, 111#7%i %7 Vida amoena Fisch. , K% Agrpyron aistatum( L. ) Gaertn
or

21214 SR B2 S MO LRGP HXE S RO A SR S R AR VR A5 R (R 4 R
5), ZEA K o LLINBF B - (A 5% 1l P D FHAE, i A K R ORFFROCR PR E 0 95 55, DR, AT 25
ELGTCE TR S AR OK HARFFRE 7)) 8R4 T2 T P2 RO Rt i
WKIEASCER G VPN T4, 23 P B2 EHCEE I VP 0 5 HPP 450 WAk 50 23 FRACRHE o8 1~ 8, B 4kn]
KI5 4 K, HAE: BT B\ 4145, FEAALE 1~ 3, Hrp G 2 B RARE LRP RE 2 B R 1 255
EVEEN 3165, HE44 3~ 5 ZIA), Fe ORARET P SRR B SR BPE R0\ 3135, Hf 44 6, LR 2 B4
FE3 Bl HA N SO, BP0 8 3110,
5
Table 5 Over efficacy of 23 kinds of herbage communit

MV E He .
General comment Collate WH 4 Species

5.00 1 JRZF #] Sophora viciifolia Hance
%1% Pk T Lespedeza var. dahurica (Laxm. ) Schindl, — %125 [ 3¢ Potentilla bifura L., 38 Artemisia giraldii Pamp., 9

4.55 2 £ %1 Bothriodloa ischaemum (L. )Keng, kAT & Artemisia sacraum Leded.

4.45 3 HORBEIR 3 B Astragalus melilotoides Pall

4.10 4 7% %5 Phragmitas communis Trin. , #F& T %% Cleistogenes chinessis (Maxim) Keng, J& 7 & T % Kengia songoria (Roshev. )
’ Ohwi

4.00 5 4 % Pennisetum flaccidum Griseb. , K %1>F Stpa grandis P. Smirn. , 7% Stipa bungeana Trin. , 1548 Gmnodon dactylon

3.65 (L) Pars

3.55 6 8§ 5 Oxytropis bicolor Bunge. , 7735 3 Ixeris denticulate( Houtt. ) Stobb, FiJ/K Z&4 {d: £ Heteropappus altaius ( Wild )

3.45 Novopokr, #i| JL3% Cephalangplos Segeum (Bunge) Kitam, 111 %% & Vicia amoena Fisch

3.35 7 M) JB L Setaria viridis (L.) Beauv

3.10 K 148 Guddenstaedtia multiflora Bunge

;2(5) g fill i L #OK Poa phondylales Trin. et Bge

2 45 VK Agrepyron cristatum( L. ) Gaertn
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3
311 ASCR R PR A B 4 R A3 W T S i (1~ 6a) T0RF A3 SEMEAS, IO TR W1 TR
O = BT b B A B 0T T R P C6a DA L) TR St e, IR R T 4R R B T
BT A BRI 451K, (B AR AN RTRE 58 4 HEBRISUAT R (K058 W0, O FL 32 37 3t 2 AR RV V% J 10 3R B 2 1, Qi
) 35 E - SRR AL 3R K 4 53 5, A TR A R R 1) B4 A AN T R R T 1 R S 23
BT HOST A P 12 ST R A S o AR M 15 DR T R AR BR AR, TN 12 R FE A0 S (05 1, RN AR PR
AN 6a, CLIERE BUBKAT S+ 2 FEIRE I 11w Je JUMRR v 2 IR0 AR5 SRR T) W 2t i JUIRE Vi A B i
TS R N B2 A
312 BB 7 B MO A (2 B A A ek AT T T AROK, B SR L JBUE A BOIRATT R, A K
SR e B s R AN X2 ST A, N e 2 FE KR K AR A ) K A28 B A © 20 5 B A 34
K3 B B B T 755 5078 AT KA 510 F IR A TR 1T 20 s AR AR #1322
SIS B 5 Pt 77T AR A i 50T 2 25 R8I R E™ o 53 Ak, T P, DR A AR it X o 3 A ELA
[ 5, ARSI SR  FBCAT BE T AR X 5 e R B0k € 17— AN MR Vs B AL, B IR SR WP 9 R
TR AT BEVERT A ZNE, [RI A R P v AR vl B TR, B9 5 R B sy Jofe T D AR )
LY Al SO IR O 7L 73 T OI BV R S5 i) DA i A ) A E KA 1R i, X TR
el S5 TR ) A PR I B R P BT AR T AR BRI, DD 7K i RS i L i R AN ELRAT R 2
S, BAT L 2 A

AR SO AL R PR AR ) B /N I PR 2R, MHEA 7 35 37 1 55k w0 38 A0 1) 9T
FELUT P AR B ORAIE: 2900 2 HR0Rh, i RDR A BT & B, W] BLAT R M T3 S SRR 0 B DR
a8 I 88, © AR R SR o A8 Al 44 AT S0 S48 AEAE T S5 REDT 9 A 7 00 v 7
RIS, AEBIERS ., 2008 1 PR 06 P i DRI DRAT B 10 23 FRCE A D B8 97 BRRIE (14 58 52 L TBCH bl Rk
RIHEA 3, WS E PR (At A0 775 105, K 23 BlCRE EAT A 2% 1 7 20 B, AR O AR 7 B oy S5 o)
9, KGRy, IRt D M T AR VR I K b OREF BE D 5 S 28 LD B DA 45 3OO0 e, VP2 T BkAb SR L
JR A2 S MO (LR 5 A, DR 1 HER SR A A T, AT ) D SN A U AN Bl D G el BEE R
B ARSI LA

AR 34 R SRR B 45 ORI D RERH AT RE A 7 H b A B MPARLASC A HE DN, IR 6, J01 SR I AL 51, A7
GBI G0 4. BRI S, 23 FiCEn] 20 3 28— 2RO AT BE A R ik 1, RS — i Bt b Bk
SRR EAIL Bl BT SR P S S DU O A, AR BN R DA AR Hh i AR R A A A
i K AR 2 B 2 3 SO0 BEE O IR, PR AR (K BEAT 025082 ) SH AR v T S, ol
AERf DA S WAL SRl 2 A b, sUAR R, B 38 S HUWIRG 1 SRR TR I, 250 ORE (78 TR 1)
B KoK LORE RET) 2250 B 0 , FE I I 7 LA A - A AESE BER R L 1 ) 5 SR PRI, i 2 S 3

6

Table 6 Herbage collocation on kinds of arable old land

PR IR Mk
Period of arable old land Kind of herbage

T FHZE L SE Potentilla bifurca L. , 77 3Z3% Ixeris dentiaulate( Houtt. ) Stobb, | JL3% Cephalanopl os Segetum (Bunge) Kitam, /=

Phragmitas communis Trin. , L ¥ i &7 Vda amoma Fisch.

I8 5 P T Lepedera var. dahuria (Laxm ) Schindl, #£ f& T~ % Cld stogenes dhinessis ( Maxim) Keng, — il & Oxytropis
7~ 17a bicolor Bunge. , LT I3 7 % Kengia songaica (Roshev.) Ohwi, [1f % Bothriochloa ischaemum (L. ) Keng, B /R 8 #iy % 1t
Heergappus altaicus ( Wild)Novopokr, HEAME R 3% 1 Astragalus melilotoides Pall.

KT Stipa bungena Trin. , VK5 Agrooyron cristatum( L. ) Gaertn, 15 % HLiH A 7 Lepedeza var. dahurica( Laxm. ) Schindl, [
% Bothriochloa ischaemum (L. )Keng
33~ 40a IR #] Sophora vicifolia Hance

1~ 6a

17~ 35a
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EE-P-22 HMOZAE MR IR) RS A 0F T BE S ™ AEAR WA SR K, Wiy 76\ 250k 3 1 i LA K =GR 4562 ) 58 FHC
BN s 0P AL N DB IR ROl T, UL BESR 5KE R A IR, A8 0 BLEs Aol 25 e
BRI 23 DS BN o g bl SN T S, W AEAS 7] 4 PR P Sic b b DATSORE rh eV 4 D JEHE, JF
JEAEAH RN B AR P BUS IR AN R 0 2547 FE IS, AR 2 Th A RS RGO LA™
JI B R e FREE MRS 4 S MY FRERIO R R VPG SRR, MR AR L R DK RS R R
A
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