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Abstract; SPSS cluster analysis and CANOCO ordination method were applied to discuss the relationship between
vegetation and its environmental factors in the west slope of Helan Mountain. The results show that the vegetation community
can be divided into three types, namely Salsola passerina -Reaumuria soongorica community , Stipa breviflora - Stipa grandis
community and Prunus mongolica-Ulmus glaucescens community. Canonical correspondence analysis suggests a significant
difference on the relationship between vegetation and environmental factors. In Salsola passerina -Reaumuria soongorica

community, the first ordination axes explains the salinization gradient, along the order of Caragana tibetica community,
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Salsola passerina-Oxytropis aciphylla community , and Reaumuria soongorica-Salsola passerine community, soil alkalization
increases. The second ordination axis explains soil structure gradient, along the order of Caragana tibetica community,
Reaumuria soongorica-Salsola passerina community and Salsola passerina community, soil texture becomes coarser. In the
Stipa breviflora-Stipa grandis community, the first ordination axis indicates the soil water gradient, and the second
ordination axes explains hydrothermal coupling gradient. In the Prunus mongolica-Ulmus glaucescens community, the first
ordination axis explains the soil pH gradient, along the order of Ulmus glaucescens-Prunus mongolica community, Prunus
mongolica-Potentilla fruticosa community, and Potentilla fruticosa-Prunus mongolica community, soil pH value reduces.
The second ordination axis explains soil structure gradient, along the order Prunus mongolica-Ulmus glaucescens community ,
and Prunus mongolica-Potentilla fruticosa community, the contents of silt and clay increase, and soil texture suggests a fine

trend.

Key Words: vegetation community; soil water; principal component analysis; Helan Mountain
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(Ammopiptanthus mongolicus) JyFEREFP IMEARTEE B 7317 s 72 UELIE ST 3 RETF A N BB R TR IR B R
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B P+ =T B+ B U EREEIR Form. S. brevifloriatAristida adscensionis+S. passerina
KT SF+B R B EIEAHEAR TR EIR Form. S. grandis+H. altaicus+ A. fruticulosa
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16 —
20 —

[t 4838 JL]- e FE R Form. [Caragana stenophylla) - S. brevifloria

[BRPH4R3S JL]-REF EIR Form [C. stenophylla |- S. grandis

4R ) L]-E e F+BERE B ER Form. [C. roborovskyil-S. brevifloria+S. passerina
[AR]-FHIEE F EIR Form. [R. soongorical- S. brevifloria

[Bemt 4875 JL]- B4 FER Form. [C. stenophylla] — Stipa tianshanica
RS+ HK BB Form. S. brevifloria +C. latens+A. cristatum

AL F+AEE R Form. S. brevifloria+A. frigida

[R5 38 ) L)-JE 4T F+ BB BB R Form. [C. stenophyllal- S. brevifloria+ 8. passerina
[#R K BEAE)- A4 F BR Form, [Convolvulus ammannii -S. brevifloria

S5 Ak WA BEM Ass. +P. mongolicatP. pelliotii

Z k-5 IR s F B Ass. P mongolica-S. brevifloria

F i mPHE S IR EBEM  Ass. P mongolica+C. stenophylla+Setaria viridis

FE R B A F M Ass. P mongolica+S. tianschanica

B R 558 ) L-E R R BE A Ass. P mongolica+C. stenophyllat A. fruticulosa

Z R+ RIS R EAR TR BN Ass. P mongolica+Rosa xanthina- A. fruticulosa
RI-Z T R A BE ML Ass. U. glaucescens-P. mongolica+ P. pelliotii

F RPN & T+ AR B Ass. P mongolica - Potentilla parvifoliatP. multicaulis
ZiRM-BM T BH+ R EREM Ass. -Syringa pinnatifolia+ S. viridis

N G BRI B B AT EBEMN  Ass. Dasiphora parvifolia-S. laricifoliat P. multicaulis 34 —|

INI G BE A ICBEEL SR B Ass. Dasiphora parvifolia + S. tianschanica

KT mbk-/N & B REEEFEBE M Ass. P mongolica- P. parvifolia+ S. tianschanica

F i m- KK EBEM Ass. P mongolica- U. glaucescens+ A. cristatum

B R EARREE-VKEBEMN Ass. P mongolica+Clematis fruticosa- A. cristatum

B2 k- KA R RAVEEAEBE M. Ass. P mongolica- U. glaucescens+ H. altaicus

S R B - BLUERE M Ass. P mongolica+ S. tianschanica-Thymus mongolicus
IKH-/N & B TR SEBE M Ass. U. glaucescens- P, parvifolia+ 8. brevifloria

IKKT-BEAR TR B EBEN Ass. U glaucescens- A. fruticulosa+ S. viridis
IR-EARWH BT R B EREN Ass. U. glaucescens- A. fruticulosa+Roegneria alashanica
IRI-F 1 Ak HEE R EBG B AN Ass. U. glaucescens - P. mongolica+ A. fruticulosa
IRIN-ZR T Rk 838 ) LB N Ass. U. glaucescens - P. mongolica+C. stenophylia
KHi-22 T AR TS BB Ass. U. glaucescens - P. mongolica+Enneapogon brachystachyus
IRA-MERE T E B EREM Ass. U glaucescens —Leptodermis ordosica+ S. viridis
R+ ANSEE T H-EARTRBEN Ass. U. glaucescens+Leptodermis ordosica- A. fruticulosa
K- R BE B Ass. U glaucescens - P mongolica-Artemisia subdigitata
IR+ IR R R4 B HE A Ass. U. glaucescens+ Rosa xanthina- A. subdigitata
K- & BB IR Ass. U glaucescens- P, parvifolia+S. viridis
IR-BR T MBS BB Ass. U. glaucescens - P. mongolica+Artemisia. mongolica

F R HEAR G- FE S B Ass. P mongolica+ A. fruticulosa- A. mongolica
e 4w as ) L HA IS B3R F EIR Form [C. roborovskyi+ S. laricifolia)- S. brevifloria
BERE B K- WL H+RERE F I Ass, S passerina- O. aciphylla+ §. tianschanica

BERIE BR800 )L+ REEEN TR Ass. S, passerina- C. stenophylla+ S. tianschanica
BEEER- AR T EITE Ass. S. passerina- R. soongorica+Cleistogenes squarrosa
BEEER-AW-FLRITTE Ass. S passerina- R. soongorica- O. aciphylla

PRAANG )L-AL P HRERR T BRI Ass, C. tibetica- R. soongorica+ C. squarrosa

BEIE R IEMSN+ B RIRIEETTE Ass. S. passerina- O. aciphylla+Peganum multisectum
BB R4+ BRI ETIIR Ass. S. passerina- R. soongorica+ P. multisectum
BHREER-FEUE R T ETRIE Ass. S. passerina- C. lateens+ C. squarrosa
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B 1 =P S0 R RRIRE R iR
Fig. 1 The dendrogram of 50 plots in the west slope of Helan Mountain

B AR
3.2 ERHIPHR

10 15

20

SHESE R B A SR R R E 15 AMETERS T BSREN, w3 A E
B RER R R & 49% \26% T 14% (£ 1) i 2 A E B R TIREE 75. 6% 56 LW )
BR o SB—E R PRE B A SHEBOREIINSE N TR AR AL AL, K 3 pH R T 2R, 3 B bRE
& & .pH EREHIIREE RN LUK R, 2k & B R REE: B — M EERBA IR BRF
FAE AL ) B v I Bk - SRE AR PR R B 15 7258 = £ o, BEE R LI IR B 4 I AT

BEXR,

hitp : //www. ecologica. cn



9 BRI SR VSRR ERME R SRR TR R 4563

WRIEERDAIER, ER T HNER PR EBRHE T, R ER T 5 R EREEIKR AR
BEBRDPIRET . FRE—ER PR R KRS 8 3 N8, B+ L EA VR BRW
AR = A AR B AR A, 3ot B BB ) BT 2T AR

®1 TRSHETFHAHE BERSHAHRE

Table 1 Loading factor, eigenvalue and contribution ratio of principal component

HF F 43 Principal component

Factor I I m
=& Coverage 0.601 0.237 0.239
EHIF %L Species number 0.117 0.424 0.477
4 /8 Latitude 0.137 0.387 0.913
£ 8 Longitude 0.132 0.117 0.851
¥53% Elevation 0.214 0.372 0. 662
Y [7] Slope direction 0.017 0.849 0.222
YA\ Slope position -0.127 0.711 -0.004
Bhp; Sand -0.968 -0.165 -0.128
ks Silt 0.948 0.175 0.108
kik: Clay 0.876 0.392 0.175
K4 Water 0.933 0.013 0.357
A LT Organic matter 0.200 0.955 0. 166
A, Total nitrogen 0.180 0.958 0.118
pH -0.426 -0.006 -0.014
B 53 Electrical conductivity 0.535 -0.214 0.007
4SS Eigenvalue 2.920 2.296 2.143
Fi#k 2 Contribution ratio( % ) 49.058 26.112 14.285
211 5i# % Cumulative Contribution ratio( % ) 49.058 75.57 89.855

CANOCO #f PCA HEF4iR 5 SPSS WA 4 REA—3, PCA HEF K 50 MFEHR BRI 73 3 Fh
B3 MREI A E 22 5 BOR , R EFAMAZ TR, AR R TRFREE L, Uil 2 K LB A3,
MEMBES S RERE 3 MBI HIRE T ARRE R , SRR P A UL 2,

F2 WEWFBRNEENENEAR
Table 2 Vegetation components of the typical community in the west slope of Helan Moutain

KA Type H¥E R Life form Y1#h 42 Plant species
FEETEN HER Shrub BB EHK Salsola passerina
Desert shrub 41 BP Reaumuria soongorica

V>4 Ammopiptanthus mongolicus
33K K Oxytropis aciphylla

FE Zygophyllum xanthoxylum
4538 )1, Caragana brachypod
UE 48 HE Ceratoides latens

Z4EHE AR Perennial herb £ BUIRVETE Peganum harmala

BB TFE Cleistogenes squrrosa
& L3 FF Cynanchum komarovii

1 £ E A Annual herb B Astragalus galactites
FEVK#E Bassia dasyphylla
FEEEH K Shrub BB EHK Salsola passerina
Desert grassland 41 BP Reaumuria soongorica

LA Ceratoides lateens
SR IKBERE Convolvulus ammannii
7 7 %655 Asterothamnus centralia — asiaticus
Y8 Artemisia frigida
Z4EHE AR Perennial herb 4L 3F Stipa breviflora
K413 Stipa grandis
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A Type

H¥ER Life form

Y1#h 42 Plant species

] /R Y {46 Heteropappus altaicus
AR Prilagrostis pelliotii
K H Stipa bungeana

1 £ E A Annual herb

X8 & Scorzonera pseudodivaricata
#8224k Allium mongolicum
K BER[T&K Asparagus gobicus

BARTE

Prairie shrubland

K Shrub

22 bk Prunus mongolica

& B&AE Potentilla fruticosa

JRHy Ulmus glaucescens

FL B4 %8 )|, Caragana roborovskyi
33K K Oxytropis aciphylla
RT3 Ajania fruticulosa

Z4EHE AR Perennial herb

4L 3F Stipa breviflora
K H Stipa bungeana
& X ZHBR3E Potentilla multicaulis

] /R Y {46 Heteropappus altaicus

1 £ E A Annual herb

#5158 Artemisia pectinata
P L& phFT3E Lepidium alashanicum

3.3 HYBRESHSIEETZHEBXR

B2 IV SR T 89 CCA P 4R I 3./ 4 FIE 5, HRETREHANEBE(RE)F
R, B R ER SHT R R AN EIN RN T SHEF A SRR R/, 7 3K Brde 77 10 R I T 2R

E 8
1.5
B B
141311
15 12
Q
19
Q
18
L 29
SO0y ©
42393733 37 3
o
-1.5
1 1 1 1
-1.5 2.0
B2 =G 50 REHIE PCA HEF
Fig. 2 Principal component analysis of 50 plots in the west slope of

Helan Mountain

3.3.1 FEEMPESHRETZIALR

020 P N

-0.20

,
.
' 4
HE-To I
\
Ay ,,

-0.20

B3 FEEENFESIEE T CCA #F
Fig. 3 Canonical correspondence analysis of desert shrub community

and environmental factors

FESCIREAR T, CCA S—HFFMBYRRL(E Y 0. 832, S5 HEF MBS BN 0. 516, B BY A HEFF Rl RFAE
B 5 BAIEER) 96.7% , WP SR R, CCAE—FFMEEIR LR pHOKSERBEIEMX, 52
4 R EAVUR R B EFHEE; Db & 8 BRI A 55 T HU P il 2 RO IEA X, AR R
PEEEE_HFHERENMEX(E3) . CCA HFRTTEEARER Y 3 MR BT R R B8
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FXG LA (9 SHEH) PP DB B3R KRR (4.5.6 .8 SR RGBS N IREBR-
AWEE(1.2.3 SHH) . &6 CCASE— HIFMRESE 7 CCA “4e P = M, #iE CCA SB—3
FRMNZEZS , FEE RN T M, T B 20 T M, DR RN, IR R s s g
CCAE_HF MM T Z b, DEFbh& B BA N, Bk Kok & BNE T R8BS . HF&REN, ER
B LEE — BRI KRR — DR B3R AR T 5, DRI AR BN W R T R RS
ILBRE—OR BRHE —DHE TR KRB FS, RS A BErH LS.
3.3.2 REEMBESAS HERTZRKXR

FEFCIR A, CCA S —HUF MR AL(EDY 0. 826, 55 —HEF B BHRFEAE Dy 0. 552, BT w11k i B 54
{EL o5 BARAE(EY 88% , I 4 FTLIE H, M A B 5 CCA S5—HE P ih 2 8 38 SR 6 3 1) (07 B3R
FPRAPAFTES CCA F_HFHEBFEMX, R PAYVR SR RS2 5% _HrHE
BEAMX, CCAfHIFPRREEMAERA 4 F2RE A TE RSSO PR (20.25 SHH) AT
H RSO EA R R EEMER B S F 9% (15,16,17.21 SH3H#.10,11,12,13 14 SHEHIFI 7 S+
H)o GE CCAHFPMAERER S AR Al T 2 1, FEE RN IR, Bk E2HE N, 130K 5
WAARBE N ; & 4 BT LIE H, AR TR, IR abR & 870 Bragin, Tokes ke & B2 T
B, RO I 7E A M SRR T N S R, SR R . BRI, SR B BRI, B
Mg RS AL S P R S 50 1 52 KU A K Bk
3.3.3 BMENFESAS TERTZRKXR

FIARTEAEE CCA SB—HEFMIRYHFE(EY 0. 610, 25 kP MR RHE(E Y 0. 426, By P11~ HEFF B R IE(E
b BARE(ERT 98.6% . FRHIRIZE K AHURALER & &S CCA H—HFMAUERX, pH 55 —HF
PR B SUNISC REMLE A PR RS RL AT S R G —H PR B EEMK, MRS E 5% _HrHE
BERHERX(ES),

038 Lo Sad 20,7
725 S
58 DN __pw
PH X 1B . 0.15
L X . {7
|
- q o]
6
’ o ;’
Wh<= N
L 15’/::&’ ..
- 3 10
L e % -0.15
- Sl 14 i Clay XA sily L L ! ! L
08 NS ---TOMMIN, -0.30 0.40
-1.0 1.0

Bl5 SAEAEESTEETH CCA #F

Fig. 5  Canonical correspondence analysis of prairie shrubland

B4 FREERFESHEETH CCA T

Fig. 4  Canonical correspondence analysis of desert grassland . .
community and environmental factors

community and environmental factors

CCA HEF SRR BIMTE AR 3800 3 28, BIVIRAT-28 i DRV (37,3942 ShE3l) (581 I bk- & BRI
#%(22.23.26.,36.,38 40,43 S ) MSE T bkt (24 S o SH—HEF MR BLAYR 138 pH BREE  FEE
IR TH R , K BB HHE N, pH ZHTFEAS, ARUH B TR M-5 AR REE (S e th- @ B AR FI sk
BERRE; CCA B _HIFRE R R T HREMHE I E 50 Mk & — KM S Mtk % —X Rk . &
BRE TS, L3RR Kok & BB HRE N, ek & B 2 T R
4 HZitHitie

T BRAMN Y HRILFEMEA T R gEE 3R, B — 1T 0 Z8RHEES RN i REE R RS
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FAR BRI ISR SA R, — & MR YRR 0 AR BB B B — R R . R
MPEETFHRRRFEFER UL —SHAE R, BT 2R EA SN AR, X E A
BRI SR BR B LM . R, BRSEE REW, 10K R AR S RER T 582
I PSR B R AR B, R BN IV B AR XS L — B R B3 . L — B 3R AE B 3 I K g
FP3, 1R BE AR s TR AR R ITE S mb— Rt R Rk — R Rk & B HE RS, -
bR Kk BB, TR & BN E T M. HEFRMARE L EE RN RS E >,
I BB L RFE RAYIK S F AR | M7 AR e 4 B 2 A A S R o 3
EEEAED,

HETRERX, B TR BN, I B R AR ER G, R0 R BRE 405, B
M, T TR B R BEEH . TEABIRRREENE TR RS L2 HE B3R L
RI—23E B3R LD RE P, RS E 2 REH RN B eSS s B %)
HIR AP e 5 B R B

Rk B WEME R S FHR TG IR L 3 LB R KRR AE , RS R SRS e B A (B 4) . R, 7&E
TR R B , 75 T 3K 4 BEYS IR I T R T B[R] B, -3 ol & 8 T2 g 3 o , 4 I By ey L FIRE L 5 B
B T, BERRNRERMBEE L ERENAREN, A T RFEETREALREE

B A A OB TE R e R T S SR A SR R AE A . B0, AR 2P R <
MR 7 S (E 4) IR ERR, FEE S FHE, PHHEEXT 80% , B3R B3R A0 .0t
B LG AR AL PR P E VL0, R AR E B AR R B AR D5 R T =
& IHEBENY , S ARE, TERE(/NT 20 cm) , AN FHEH 20% , £ LRI B T2, XS L
( Caragana tibetica ) FENTEIRXTET B9 b3 35 B JEBR A0 , 35 )8 1= 7% 30% , [F] b Pk AR B R W) b il A 45K e
A6 . BET WK 35 ( Ephedraceae thytidosperma) (218} ¥R EB3E FAM 3 B3 (Salsola laricifolia ) FFiBRHIETEMN,
D RFEAM AR K 1 FERER,

AN TR TR TRERXSEZRENPIMRIR, KPR BRSO 2 0T B 4F A R 5
=R T M, B4R BB, B & T 130K 20 RRER I 5 1A 7T R %2 X 25
AR RGN E W BB TERR . PSR MA T — B Y ASE A YR TR R EREEE , TR PO X
WRERFESEESHHRR, AP TEXEAABRRNA TR TR TREEMAS RGN EENE
#, DA KA HR RS R IR 3R 5 B 1 shas e
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