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Abstract; Xiaojiang drainage basin locates in the upper reach of Yangtze River, China, and is one of the regions suffering
from serious erosion and ecological degeneration due to the climate, geological and geomorphological conditions and the
heavy human activities. Reforestation is an effective measure for the ecological restoration, which has been done sine 1980s
in the region. Four kinds of pure plantations, i. e. Eucalyptus spp. , Acacia mearnsii, Leucaena leucocephala and Pinus
yunnanensis were investigated in the sample plots. Developing processes of species diversity and community structures of the

3

tree layers, secondary shrub layers, and herbaceous layers were studied with the “ergodic hypothesis” method and the
indexes of species richness, coverage, importance value and Shannon_Wiener index et al. And erosion control abilities of
the four types of plantation were compared in this paper. The study made clear that Acacia mearnsii and Leucaena
leucocephala grew faster, and had higher crown coverage and stronger erosion control ability than Pinus yunnanensis and
Eucalyptus spp. Pinus yunnanensis had the highest secondary understory biodiversity, and Eucalyptus spp. had higher
secondary understory biodiversity than that of Acacia mearnsii and Leucaena leucocephala mainly due to the different

characters of the tree layer coverage. Different kinds of plantation had distinct effect in promoting plant diversity and had

different erosion control ability. So plantation species selection and association mode should be considered in the process of
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reforestation for ecological restoration.
Key Words: plantation; community structure; plant diversity; erosion control
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Fig. 1 Temperal variations of the erosion rate and plant coverage in

Xiaojiang basin
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AU EL BTy I ARt AR 2 20 40 80 4RfR UG IBAHEMFIE AN AR, FEHIERE 17° ~40° (3R 1) . H
14 ARAE Je 20 AR AR 0 2 R RA BT SROMR st BEER , {EL 5 WA bRt i 7 FR) 7 B Tl 4 v BE AR B, B 3K
R BERNE , T R TN, X PE— e R BE L WRAh T B X K 7 26 AR B 5 3 50, ol TR AR A BT A AR R
BEAT T KBt usiie TR 2 . L3R UK 45486 BARRME , T Rt A AT et &R
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Table 1 Basic condition of the sampling plots

AT AR AL E WEHR BE Bera) 953 Hiké
Plantation type Location of spots Elevation(m) Aspect(°) Steepness( °) Tree age (a)
AR E103°09.311" N26°14.737’ 1635 NW 6 30 3
Eucalyptus spp. E103°16.155" N25°54.110’ 1914 ES 23 22 8
E103°16.045’ N25°53.981' 1825 SE10 30 14
eGP N E103°16.095' N25°54.154' 1999 SE 50 10 4
Acacia mearnsii E103°16.191" N25°54.329’' 1957 SE59 27 7
E103°16.197" N25°54.106' 1914 SE 52 24 8
ARG WK E103°07.994' N26°14.733’ 1635 NE4 31 4
Leucaena leucocephala E103°13.228" N26°06.881’' 1645 SE65 16 10
E103°12.431" N26°06.300' 1587 SE7 17 20
= AR E103°16.097' N25°54.086' 1934 SE 37 17 4
Pinus yunnanensis E103°17.633" N25°54.730' 2176 SE 49 40 14
E103°17.612" N25°54.827' 2152 NW 23 35 20

2.2 AETHEH KR T

TCRAEH AL B R AR B e BT R AP S bR | 3 T R 1 O A B R B SR A R T R R
%o MHHANTHRIARBZHTEARE, WEICKEZE & E BT & R, WSS e I8 Ak
BHMANTARZEE ., SHEARZRESBHREY ML ZE SE IHMEERSE ., HFbRNRETAR FER KL
TRAS T A 1 1o BE — MR LR/, O T B SE 5 8 K R A T R TR SR A HE Y BRI RAE AR HEARE N
XPRA AR AR ZE PR E, I WSS E . KT R 15 O v 43 S i B
B PE=C DSE G HR)E A U R T EAR I ; DU A R (R R B R SRR S AE
TER S b B A W ARl 5 DA T A — 5 JEE B T L3 A 3805 B0 P BB R v i J2 i i R ok o

FAAR B BAE X — LR B HE AR B 3t N FE AR N A A R S I SR T R B

Iv=(Cr+Fr+Dr)/3
K, Cr X S, Fr WA AR EE , Dr S AHXS BB
XA A2 Z RN R I 2R AR -4E 4 (Shannon-Wiener ) $544 :
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3.1 FeRZEHEEEMZEA

BEARIS R 4 PN TR SR B ES (R 2) . &3 ~4a 1 4 ﬁ}\I%%‘MH:@fI%%
B, EREEL 30% ~40% ,Horp BRI A K s, -3 15 BE AT IA Om, FE LY 40% B 3 RN AR B |
1 BE MRS FEAR AR IR e SR 8a K 14a JE AR AR 275 BEIAE 20m DA b, MRAREE ST, BT ATk
15m PL_E A58, iR — 2 ~3m, R HBEL 40% ~50% o ik Ta J 8a MR- 25 L 11m, £
THEZA2 ~4m, 942 3.8 ~23em, BRI IE 75% ~80% ,MRNICL T, MR EEAARP . K 10a AYEREIX
MFRREL 14m W2 R, 70 i — EA B T 38, BT MY 1. Sm, AT AL B8R -E K4 i
B o BT RBWA SR B BRI R, E Ak 20a H4R G JOMAE AR 5 BE B 38 K, HEAR /MR A% o 20a B4R
BT T, EEFAFE R ELA 14m, @R ERE/NT 2. 0m, B4R, EHk 14a K 20a Bz BIAAAK
TR i BERAERTE 60% oAy , Horp bkt 14a I IO R L 4. Sm B 25 0. Sm, ARt 202 F =B
AR BEAAE 15. 2m, BT 3K 10m 724 .

R2 FAREHEEWERNE

Table 2 Fundamental characteristics of tree layers community structure

FrARJZ Tree layer WA )Z Shrub layer HEAJZ Herb layer
i p AR BE
ik Tee PR TLOOC i P VRN gog d O g A
Plantation type age Average di & Cover  density hei }? C Count of  Cover hei 1&" Cover Count of
(a)  height(m) tameter (%)  (Number eight ount species (%) eight (%) species
(em) oy () (m)
Ak 3 3.1 1.4 32 2 600 0.3 5 2 6 0.10 25 7
Eucalyptus spp. 8 21.0 16.4 40 1 000 1.5 18 5 10 0.45 93 12
14 22.0 18.5 50 1100 1.3 23 6 15 0.45 93 14
LZETPN 4 9.2 2.6 40 5 600 0.25 20 1 4 0.10 20 11
Acacia 7 11.0 8.3 75 3200 1.1 31 4 7 0.05 9
mearnsii 8 11.5 9.1 80 2 900 0.6 23 5 6 0.15 7
AR WP 4 5.5 1.9 30 3700 0 0 0 0 0.10 22 5
Leucaena 10 14.0 3. 64 80 2 200 1.5 10 2 4 0.50 88 8
leucocephala 20 16.0 4.5 70 6 000 1.4 1 2 0.05 0.7 4
AL VN 4 3.0 1.93 35 3 400 0.2 2 1 0.15 30 8
Pinus 14 4.5 5.63 60 2 000 0.5 94 7 10 0.15 18 13
yunnanensis 20 15.2 17.8 65 1 400 2.5 136 12 25 0.20 46 22
I—JM *ﬁtt 4 ﬁ}\I%Z‘F* 'z~ T Fiﬁﬁkl_ﬁpﬁ% —— B3| Acacia mearnsii
N Eucalyptu. X
jg h\\ﬂ > %EAXJ\ > K%‘*’L\ > @W( Ig 2) o ,.\\#JIEEE 100 - 1 ggml;inzizz;’ggnensis
TE LT B4 X R BB RA B . RA AT o o T WK Leucaenaw leucocephala
NN o | 5 80 N
FERK, RIRTEHTRE S7 58, R 76 LAY 1) T A0 5 R 55 Bs o)
ZF T REEAR T WA KB4 T3 R . B B 5 gg i
ARG IRFEA IS A5 10a i 3 BEBIGA R 80% Ze i, 1 M 4o
. N = = L
FHOMBRE B B, He TR BE I 5 1k, 20a K 0 | | | |
AT A — R B W bR 4 R LB e T
— N L e % Tree age (a)
1000mm , - VR TR H ST 40 P A KARAF™), 4 )
FERK BB 900mm a4 (HRS M EARK SRR B2 FRASE R AR

i%g% , B] ‘H‘E%:‘@}ﬁ@mﬂﬁgﬁ ﬁ%‘lﬁ HEERE Fig.2 Temporal variation of the coverage of tree layers
Ho ZEIMTESEEIRE] 35 ~ 40° AR A AR b A5 SR fE

http ://www. ecologica. cn



43 Bl A8 NIRRT & 454728 10 K vt (R i i 42 il 4 1925

BIEHAERKKE , Ham B K S ,20a £ MM ARZE 2 E RiA3] 65% A4, 7T e 5 H AP E % BB/
A—ERRo
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324 FATHIEARE (BIERAETAR ERBEAEYFE) NIREEYF R R BEEZER .
TEAK 3 ~da BN AR H I i H B0 B /N BY P R B R, A3 ) ( Dodonaea viscosa ) | B ¥ 4 ¥ (Indigofera
bungeana) i ¥1 ( Campylotropis polyantha) 5 , X SEHR & 2 |12 43 A0 )/ INEAR TR . FhAe 8a IAL IR ARAE
PR A AR AS FE ) 2B N30 ( Dodonaea viscosa ) | 2 WHF-( Sapindus delavayi) T B ( Senecio sp. ) .UM JBE
(Illigera cordata) \F5HR( Melia azedarach) 5, LAFHAEPERN 2SS £, FhAH 14a MIRERIAR IR AE AR AAE ) Fh 2
AT B, O M B F W ( Broussonetia papyrifera) | 3€ 3% ( Viburnum punctatum ) . /N2 13 ( Ligustrum
quihoui) 5% o B FARRAR OGBS TR R , AR A KR HE B . FAH 7a J2 8a MY BHIARNER TI&A LM &
B iah , B R AR 2E SRR NBIE L, (BB TIRARB 2R, RRELS , YK R E. )
BT 55 BE K, FERR B, KT BR T BB Z B & R4 oh, HE R AR D, Horh 10a A 4R -5 Ak
WAL i A /D B AL RS ( Rhododendron sp. ) I B il (Jatropha curcas) ,20a A= 4R & WAL H H LB 2 #RBERR
(Ricinus communis ) ,(KHEIRE . FiE 14a WM P IRAEERF R LB FE , IR & 28k (Hypericum
acmosepalum) i AR ZEF ( Neolitsea aurata) 34 (Kerria japonica) \J&3% /M2 v PR ZE ( Quercus acutissima ) %
B i EEEOK , R BETE 0. 5m DL, T4 20a M BRI MAMK T IR FEARFI R I E &, [ & ;TR EZ IR
A2, RS ( Fraxinus chinensis) T X] ( Cyclobalanopsis glaucoides) R34, B FER] 3K Sm, IR A R ARG Y)
R LAGAE 25% W25 T8 T 5t FHR SSAR 50

R3 HRTREBREEUMLERREEENH

Table 3 Species composition and importance value of the secondary shrubby layers
PN VoS RN IR AR PYEEL /AN
Plantation type Eucalyptus spp. Acacia mearnsii Leucaena leucocephala Pinus yunnanensis
Bt Tree age(a) 3 8 14 4 7 8 4 10 20 4 14 20
YAl Dodonaca viscosa 62.2 14. 4 15.4 - - - - - - - - -
BLFAH
Campylotropis polyantha
S WS F Sapindus delavayi - 14.1 - - 28.7 18.0 - - - - - -
TF B Senecio sp. - 24.8 17.6 - 18.5 34.8 - - - - - -
DM 8 llligera cordata - 28.5 24.8 - - - - - - - - -
MR Melia azedarach - 18.2 - - 18.6 17.3 - - - - - -
Sk Viburnum punctatum - - 17.1 - 34.3 - - - - - 8.6 5.0
/NN U Ligustrum quihoui - - 10.1 - - 15.2 - - - - 8.1 -
F5#4 Broussonetia papyrifera - - 15.0 - - 14.6 - - - - - -
Wi Bk Quercus aliena - - - - - - - - - - - 8.5
R4 24 Bk
Hypericum acmosepalum
iR ZEF Neolitsea aurata - - - - - - - - - - 11.1 8.7
13 Kerria japonica - - - - - - - - - - 24.2 8.8
WESE Quercus acutissima - - - - - - - - - - 16.4 10.3
Ligs e
Indigofera bungeana
F R Fraxinus chinensis - - - - - - - - - - - 10.1
AR Reinwardtia indica - - - - - - - - - - - 9.9
2.4 Lonicera japonicaThunb - - - - - - - - - - - 10.3
W
Cyclobalanopsis glaucoides
#:0% Rhododendron simsii - - - - - - - 73.9
B Hi Jatropha curcas - - - - - - - 26.1 - - - -

B WK Ricinus communis - - - - - - - - 100 - - -

37.8 - - 100 - - - - - 43.7 - -

- - - - - - - - - - 22.1 15.5

- - - - - - - - - 56.3 9.5 6.9
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3.3 EARRMEGEWENL

TIEPERAFA A FE E W EAEY R Z T, Fr A EMRE T T R MO8 W EREY MR E R
B 3 ~4a (14 B N TAKT AW P LB AL, E 2 LIS F ( Eulaliopsis binata) \FEFE (Arthraxon
hispidus) \Ji) F H ( Cynodon dactylon) 422524 FM-4k437F (Lespedeza cuneata) %M BRAE ( Rumex hastatus ) %%
HE, DB TAREAR SR SR ER S 8 B, IARAR AR5 R 2R L, B E 20% ~

25% (% 4).

*x4

HRTEXREHLXEANREZEDH

Table 4 Species composition and importance value of the herbaceous layers

N TR

Plantation type

R
Eucalyptus spp.

R

Acacia mearnsii

BAY

Leucaena leucocephala

P

Pinus yunnanensis

Fikh Tree age(a)

3

8

14

4 7 8 4

10

20

4

14

20

Eupatorium adenophorum
JLEL Arthraxon hispidus
Wity ¥5 Arundinella Raddi
Y M Cynodon dactylon

[ UR/S=
Lespedeza cuneata

I—%3 Gutzaffia aprica
1Y HE Themeda triandra
ik BRI Rumex hastatus
R

Equisetum ramosissimum
+ 4§ Achyranthes asper
JNAGHE Clematis armandii
=M-YL4&t Bidens pilosa
Ay

Oplismenus compositus
H#i3E Viola verecunda
#1143 Eulaliopsis binata
ZMHERE

Lysimachia insignis

/NEHLES B

Cynoglossum lanceolatum

A R
Dichrocephala auriculata

/MR

Urtica atrichocaulis

RGP

Leontopodium sinense
BRI Iris collettii
Wi Geum aleppicum
/N JE %L Eragrostis minor

Bemt 1L 88
Desmodium sequax

N =SS

Desmodium triflorum
WAL 5L Rubia podantha
Y

Gnaphalium adnatum

4 K Pratia nummularia

7.7

25.7
8.4
38.2

8.2

2.8
9.0

64.3

3.6
1.0
2.2

1.4

1.4

7.5
1.4
5.3

6.5

4.0
1.5

63.2

3.6
1.0
1.5

5.3

4.0
7.6
1.4

6.5

2.2

1.4

1.4

0.3

0.6

6.3 10.9 22.5 -

20.8 7.3 6.1 30.7

27.6 - - 29.7

- - - 15.4

- 18.2 15.3 -
- 16.2 13.4 -

- 8.1 6.9 -

4.7 - - -
10.7 - - -

2.3 - - -

1.7 - - -

73.0

2.2

1.8

7.5
1.0
5.7

3.3

25.1

2.1

15.1
9.7
36.3

4.7

2.0

1.1

2.6

13.3

3.6
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gk
NTIARFR Hep Ak EESS VN BREWObK P /NN
Plantation type Eucalyptus spp. Acacia mearnsii Leucaena leucocephala Pinus yunnanensis
Bt Tree age(a) 3 8 14 4 7 8 4 10 20 4 14 20
Rk Pteris cretica - - - - 3.8 - - - - - 4.2 5.1
ARG IR
Onychium lucidum - N N - N - - N - N 10.2 6.1
B S5 BR Athyrium darkei - - - - - - - 5.5 12.9 - - 5.2
BT Incarvillea arguta - - - - - - - - - 2.9 - -
15 Herba Artemisiae - - - - - - - - - - 3.0 5.3
ﬁ%‘]‘%.&assocephalum _ B B _ B _ _ B _ B 3.2 6.7
crepidioides
&EHK
Hedyotis chrysotricha - - - - - - - - - - 2.5 10.4
T
e T 1 . - - - - - - - - - - 9.2 6.5
Mariscus sumatrensis
B X Ainsliaea fragrans - - - - - - - - - - 11.9 1.2
KAk
Allium macranthum - - - - - - - - - - 7.2 2.4
INRFEAE Primula forbesii - - - - - - - - - - 12.7 5.0
RZEWVIKIE Pilea hilliana - - - - - - - - - - - 3.9
— R B _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ L6
Arisaema erubescens ’
AR _ B B _ B _ _ B _ B _ L4
Aristolochia kunmingensis ’
W% 2% Calanthe discolor - - - - - - - - - - - 5.1
Fﬁ%%ﬁﬂ%ﬂ% E‘Jigjj[l ,4 ﬁ}\I%_F ll:l:'l Bﬁﬂ@ﬁﬁg 25 - —o— B34 Acacia mearnsii
< —8— W Eucalyptus spp.
HEA R R T (G 4 T W B (2 4) | TR e s

—o— WA Leucaenaw leucocephala .o"

MR BE , Z BRI AR R B
WK RS BT EAE YA EE TGS,
WEVMT EAEYFEIH DEMEK, REH T
%, — BE4ERRE BARIAKT (B 3) o ARTFEAMEYFIRE
HIX R AR TS TR AR R 35 B AR L R s B LA )
BT , 2 MR S M A 36 L o BN, T " s w0 5w
T AR R L T S SIS A L P Trecaee @
TEAEYIFIEA TR . T35, HEE A5 BE 5 B3 KT A AR SO T A 1
fin , MRF it B B A A B Fp 2SR 3 &2 , BH AP EAS A Y Fig.3 Temporal variation of herbaceous species count
FPA il , 07 3 FpiE M AR A A R B 4
B (Achyranthes asper) ./INAIE ( Clematis armandii) \ #35g ( Viola verecunda) #4514 ( Pratia nummularia) %%, TAE
WA AR o 4 B B B ( Hedyotis chrysotricha ) | Bk 28 ( Pteridophyta ) | 1 & ( Herba Artemisiae ) . %¥ 5 5
( Crassocephalum crepidioides ) \SH-JX (Ainsliaea fragrans) ZEii FAFPZR EE(H K, JLHAE 20a A8 K = B AR
TR T RS BB RS B (Iris collettii) \MFE 2% ( Calanthe discolor) /N F A€ ( Primula forbesii) 28 h
ERF R A, B T AR BE i3S R Bk K 2 A o0 2R AR BT G
FR-YEPNFEEU IR T YR ) ZHEE R o A 5 BE , R R 2 S R , B R-EN e H0 , (H—
JEAEBNTF 1.5 ~3.5, MRt 4.5 . B 4 AT AE B, i B0 SRR T A Z Y EE R - R
3, b 20a MRS B B AR T AR R -AEPIEECE BN T 2.6, 2 — MR BBUE ; B TAR G bk
TEAMEYFEAEE B E D, HER-ENTEECR TR,

FAFhIHL
Herbaceous species count
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TFAIRHREE IR BE , DSR2 B — E MOWK B IR BT SR, ST AR A WORK A 1 A 3 T
HRPRLJEE K, 7K 90 2 5 AR 5 TOARAY 25 R PR 3 1 K 00 , X33 0 452 o A AR PRI X35
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BT FKR T B, X B IR SRR (R R + 5 BB I

®5 HTHASMEANRMRRBRL

Table 5 Fundamental characters of erosion and organic mater accumulation

—&— B3 Acacia mearnsii
—B— W Eucalyptus spp.

A ZHIRS Pinus yunnanensis
—O— AW Leucaenaw leucocephala

______
o

BAR- YR
Shannon-Wiener index
—_ [S)
T
D

herbaceous layers

PN VS HER AR FRIAIBK AW P/
Plantation type Eucalyptus spp. Acacia mearnsii Leucaena leucocephala Pinus yunnanensis
M Tree age(a) 3 8 14 4 7 8 4 10 20 4 14 20
MH Tree age(a) 3 8 14 4 7 8 4 14 20 4 10 20
ﬁ%%g)ﬁ 0 0.5 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0.2 0.4 0.3 0.5 1.2
Forest litter (cm)

ARSI 0 1.0 3.0 0 3.0 3.0 0 0.5 0.5 0 2.0 5.0

Humus layer (cm)
AT LN

Slope erosion

CE ORBM OBMOTE BM O BM OME OBM B OME R il

4 Hit5itit

LA BRI, ERBUALH BREMT 4 MALHEFIERAR . RIS AERIGE, BBERLT
3 L 3 PR, KARFAE Ta 724007 LATE BUAT PR BR) N b 5 REAR Ak i BE 4 R BB 2 48, T B -5 4 bl T 1
IR R B H RIS A K 5 Zra MR A O b 8 0L 52 SR RO BE T LU, — AR P T REIE W AE KRR F .
FE/NTFIBE B REMT , N THREE RS 70% ~80% J& , 4 RES L 17 b ) 42 1 3k 1+ 4R b i 1 A
R B IR AR 5 BERE RBR, BEAS BB bRt 2 #4242 1 7K 5K B4 D, TR AR R 2= i A N TP 8 B 3 R 2
18, ik PR M RE T HLBSS o

TEfEH M BRI 4 AT, MR AESREFEY SRR S XK HEH
KBS AR TAMIOEE R AR T AR & F, 55 SHE RS . XK
HWELE MNP REMYNERSTARZEEA WBETIN KR mr e N TR AN BN, 7248
REBEBEPFAREEE P FAE— R, AT = R YR T SRR RS, R THAT
BRI T MR, B RE VAR AR S B MM = 2 BE A, BRI AR IR R . 1B
WA RGN R T B4 M 2K B [8] , AR~ 3 2R TR MR 2Ry b X BB 5 , AR | AR VK A2 2
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EHEISMFT /NI XA TSR] 53 28 bk G R R AR R LB |, B2 LB B IR SRS
), REYT B 20a Fe A HRYR [6] 5 (B, Q2R N ARG 2 2t BE R Ao PR 18, DU 2 FE X — 3o 7 B B 1]

PR PR A PN AR A 2SR 5 I R v, B — AR e LA i DR IR JBE il 4 4% 402 1 A ) 2o o 4 J 42 K
TR AELEE IRE, AR RARYE B AR e 08 S N T b 8 Be 5 2K, 60 N TARFORAR S 5 B2
SFHATE S T, A BEE A e AR S I I o
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