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Abstract: Agave americana L. , a drought-tolerant plant with high-value of medicinal use, was introduced to the arid valley
of the upper reaches of the Mingjiang River in 2000. In order to evaluate it role in vegetation restoration and determine the
optimal adaptation range in the area, plant traits such as height, crown diameter, leaf number and sprouts were measured
along altitude ranging from 1400m to 2000 m for the purposes of assessing growth conditions and estimating above- and
below-ground biomass. It was found that 1400 — 1500m above sea level is the optimal growing area of Agave americana.
The mean height, crown diameter, leaf number and sprouts in this altitude were up to 62.7 cm, 0.385 m’, 22 blades, 27
buds, which are larger than those in other altitudes. The upper limit of Agave americana is 1800 m and it can only survive
but not reproduce above this altitudinal limit. The biomass is significantly correlated with height, crown diameter and leaf
number, which can be used for estimating above- and below-ground biomass through established allometric biomass

equation.
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PR 3 9 7 A2 DX R R A PRI XE IS AR SR B X IR — o AR EARIUIAR, BB 2 1 Js U , 2000
8 16T A48 B PR3 i R IR S 3t B , MR AE B AR R 78 WK (Agave americana L.) | J& 7 2R =
&, ZHEEARFEA, A E I 15a LB, P9 32,19 e A E . FBIRRE R R, B X FE 295,
X AR ARG o KM S A B MRS T, A0 AT AR R AR R ZEOR AN SE 2 N, BA 2 M
AR SCE AR AN [F AR RR A ORI B TR 2 20 A, B HAE T B A XA KT AR A B FR, i X 5 | Fp 2 it
Wl . HTHRRAM EAYE (A E) SRREYE IERR, A SGERBERRAERKERSEWER
RS bR LR B A R A TR BRSSO R , DAV 5 R B B R DA DA R AR R R Y
A FEIRYE AR E S He ) (A R ZETTRI LU 20 1:4) M R TS = B E LA

KBRS A @ RS LEARE YRS 5 F Z B X R AR , A% B HCH] B e HE AR
H Y B INGERE , E AR A P AR R, Bk B E MAh R e . BATE NN Z 1
Sy T RAGR R AR RoRiR B AR . FRE ) SR R B AR R B A A B A
AT . Harniss'™ SR PR R 0 287 01708 008 J1 4K A0 8 BRI B0 7 LB 4t A5 95 T 111 3E (sagebrush ) 78 DA g -,
i Rittenhouse"®! S JF i AR HR 5 AR BLAR B0 —J0 A oo B I 7 # B mT 200, e sr AR W B 5 18
BA T A A AR AR 22 1] 9 [ G R, BR A5 7 b S B 0 500 VEE AL A ) A K B LT 1 o
1 HREER

WFFE X AL FURYL b 35 T 5000 45 (9 Hr s by —— 24 45 T V) S 2 L B L, b Ak 31°31.47 ~ 31°32. 4N,
103°14.6' ~103°15.5’E 2Z[8], ZXEHSIE 11.0°C, =0°CFHE 3 800 ~4 500°C , TLFEHA 190d, =10°C )15 3h
AR 3 200 ~3 800°C , x4F H RIS AUTE 1 200 ~2 000h, 47K &g 500 ~700mm, EEELHTES ~9 Ay, F
ZER & 1400 ~2 000mm, &K B HFEKER 2 ~4 £F, LIRS E 56, FTHE 1.6 ~2.5, HHEAIPIL
g+ F ,pHE 7.4 ~8.4, HMWBEEREW B —  HhHERN, BAH/N 25 B R RS E
ARG MY E, EEENA BTN (Form. Ajania nubigena) | R TEHE M (Form. Sophora
viciifolia) /Ny -2 5 F E )\ (Form. Bauhinia faberi) SkFFEHEM (Form. Artemisia gmelinii) .4 1635 S E
(Form. Pulicaria chrysantha) . F . %8 %5 /K ( Form. Asterothamnus centraliasiaticus ) | | i€ #& ¥ M ( Form.
Convolvulus tragacanthoides ) %% ; A T E A REEF 5 3F ( Deyeuxia scabrescens) 2 HE ( Capillipedium parviflorum)
A3 | JB &L ( Eragrostis nigra) )| 3836 23 ( Taraxacum maurocarpum ) %

RN TIEATRES B ERARKEZE, TR0 T8, BROK R, EARHERE K, 20 HE KRB
DX ARAE FHR SR BV G 3 DA AR 48 , R BRAFRAE] 10% . 456 2R SR, 2000 4E AR AL
T 2R, T 2 BT AT DA S L SRR T TET A BRI , LA PR g4 80 ~ 100m, FEFIAE T 5 x666.7 ~6 x
666. 7m’

2 HMIREMMRAGIE

TEZR R AE I R (1400 ~2000m) P45 % 80 ~ 110m ¥ B —MEHL (3R 1) ARIEFFR 2047 0L, B4
FEHL AR 3 4~ 10 m x 10 m B, 2 RRARAE 3 B 2F B0 (HR/100m” ) SR ( AR o X EL R ) KT L BAAR
MR SRR IR . BN R RS M A AT RR 25 R, i ARy R R AR BORE, T MR s A A
175 AFEAS . RZE I [E] 2 2005 AR KADHA (4 AJR) FAEKZER (10 A7) PIKIEAE

GBS R G B AME A E S I DA SOCHE T R IE T, TH B A L& /K &, AR YR & T AL 7 WORH T3 bk
AWE . kAl EXCEL X % BR (0 & 5 08 R A S i 2 Bk 47 48 3t , SR A3 SPSS12. 0 1) Bivariate
Correlation 734732 % Ak i TR I 405 Z RR SRR AR ) B AR DG PR EA T 40 A, RIS Y Curve Estimation 4347
Barax kR SEYE GER S A E RS A ER TG, B AW EMEIE TR, RS A
BIRB(R?) KN, 1 B LA BT 56 F 5 U0 BRI AR o 26 1 B Ak SRR, 5 DA S4B 5 A T 18D A AR X
EPATRE RIS . FITHEARR A — KR y =a +bx . KAy = a+br+od” SRRy = a+bx+ o’ +
d’ SEREL y = a + bIne FEREL y = ax’ JEBEB y = ac" %,
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Table 1 The basic characteristics of sampling spot

B 58 (m) st B () Belr  MARE(m) WABE(%)  EEMA
Site number Elevation Slope face Slope Slope position Height Coverage Major shrub
1 1410 SE68° 36° T 50 75 0RO 06)
2 1520 SE154° 45° T 40 70 2Bee®
3 1610 SE138° 42° T 45 50 OOEIO6)
4 1700 SE138° 42° T 35 35 ®e®
5 1780 SE153° 41° FF 25 50 2BC®
6 1880 SE164° 34° HF 30 45 ABBO®
7 1980 SE157° 27° Gl 20 45 OGO

DLW A. . nubigena; ;@ HHKITE Sophora davidiana ; @)/ Ty ¥k £ B B Bauhinia faberi var. microphylla ; @%kAT 1 Artemisia gmelinii ; &) .48
%K Asterothamnus centraliasiaticus ; @ H| e 4F Conwolvulus tragacanthoides ; @) 43 4% % ¥ Pulicaria chrysantha ; @ #ij# Lycium chinense(©) PU JI] s Bk

Amygdalus dehiscens

W BE A6 R B AR X 1R 22 TSP S A X R 25 248 S — P 7 I A T A S -
FEAxTRE = X (| (KBRE - fEHE) /5EBME | )/ Ny x 100%
BAXTRZE = | (ZERAE - TMTHE) |/ Z5FRME x100%
T 7 R AR X IR 25 /BT, — B < 20% BB 207 7 LB A A S
3 GR55MH
3.1 FRERBS
B 1 2R 4 A0F 10 A58 &TUAE KIEPR B AL B K 45 SRR AT & IE S0 A, AT 3
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Fig.1 Growth traits of Agave americana L. in different altitudes
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BARALH 8. 0,14, 6em, R[RIEEIR I bR i A7 AE B E M2 57 (p <0.05) 5 SR E] 0. 297m” Fil 0. 385m” , R ARAL g
0.015.0.016m’ , 4K 1400.,1500m ZF R (SF-1) TG 5 H B R AF1E BE 2T (p <0.05) 5 Bkt i Bk
Z AR 21.22 B ARAUCH 3.5 i, 183k 1400,1500m R (7)) it 5 805 ek B &=
5t(p <0.05) s B ZEHL (k) /100m” B ik B 1227 #k, ZEMEIR 1900m FI 2000m , HIA K IE Kbk, XUEHIT
WHRFNE A KFRFE R ERIEREBZ MK 1400 ~ 1500m o
3.2 FRREAREY R I E

K2 BEMEDE LR, SRR BIRIF & ES S, UTHLPFSERR . 8%, NERHE L
&, iR 4 Ak 10 A4y, 4k 1400,1500m F R H_E b F AR B AR A )8 5 14K 1600 ~2000m
BEMWZSR (p <0.05) ; AR 1400 ~ 1500m &b 9 % R B R A Y B (FEB L T ) HEE & T 1600 ~
2000m ¥k, 1700m K DL b3 & R AE ) B B & PRk, W BRIRAEY B0 L&, #ik 1400 ~ 1900m 5K
2000m A B EMEZE R (p <0.05) s A BARAIBEIR L, 3t - A=Y)8 5 AR AE Y B A4 K L), 1400m AR/ LE
BERTHEREK (p <0.05) ,2000m R/ KRB FF o R 1400m,4 A 4F01 10 A 43 3t _E Ay 505
H 3] 95% \96% ;T E| T ## 2000m , 3 EAEY 2 AT 5 LBl B i, AR/ L 4 H 430 10 A 735024 52% 76%
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Fig.2 Biomass and its allocation of Agave americana L. in different altitudes

3.3 FREYRARREIRHL

TIRRE R IG5 PR BRI GR2) R bhm A BUEIE AR S BRI ER B E
PEIEAR . Horpith bAEY RS S AR R R B, K2 0.998 Hk, bhm i M 85 i B AR Y &
AR R BB, B ik B 0. 970 5 Bk iy A B I 1 2R 405 Bk AR W) B AR SC R BB R, 7 Ve L 7E
0.877 ~0.967 s ¥kms JEIE M} B30 T A W) B AR SCHEIRAR B3, ORISR T3t B3R AOAR G4, 7 A VS
7E0.691 ~0. 783 ; B ZF A St T AE W B 2 BE VAR, AR R EOH 0. 711, BUAR SCR ik = e i A A 55
PEI B A YR HE R . P ¥ (1900 ,2000m ) BA B 28 bk, A F IR B ZF R S BRIRAEV RN KR . AFE
AR AR R B A R ISR AR ) B3 S B 2 B M SRR , LN AR SCTERE A Rl g 4R BB BE I
LA 1) AT |37 B S AR — ORI HR , IR R 5 e 0 S T A Ay B R A T M SR B L BT G
A
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Table 2 The correlation matrix of Agave biomass and growth traits

T YR o LA

A Ttem Ai?zie ﬁfh Le: iﬁer Crowna_g:i,limeter G;ﬁrfi?fte Und’erground Aho‘veground
biomass biomass

R -0.877** 1

IR -0.899 0.977** 1

bEA -0.872** 0.974** 0.945** 1

WA 24 -0.713* 0.853** 0.823** 0.875** 1

WA YR -0.623* 0.783 ** 0.755** 0.691 ** 0.711* 1

Hh AR -0.893** 0.970** 0.966 ** 0.957** 0.872** 0.821** 1

Bk -0.879** 0.967 ** 0.959 ** 0.944** 0.877** 0.857** 0.998 **

* % Correlation is significant at the 0. 01 level (2-tailed) ; s Correlation is significant at the 0. 05 level (2-tailed)

3.4 FWERAEKIE SEY R RIS

BRI I B e A B TR x MR B S F R AR Y B A RS AT (3R 3) DR R R i B AR B 5 &
R A B R P I VAR L ) R4 , 3978 0.9 LA b, BRI AL AR AE K IFEH 3 2IBRI R (AL IR BER
K, 7E0.005 ~0.011 F10.016 ~0.027 Z [l 3t F A= 95 5o b ] YRS U LA B 0 A S [ U1 f) R (i F A
B/, 35 0. 772 0 40. 543 5 A BCHEAT IS R*MEAN F (B8R , 43500 0. 826 Fl 56.899, MKE BER B
R pRR X R L 3T DA SRR A M B B LA A TUAR B b AR IR 22 <20% , R SE P S AR FF
HER

*3 APESERKEBEFENSRAEEAGMNERSEERE
Table 3 The optimal estimation models and accuracy test of biomass

£ IR

Indexes Optimal estimation models X R N F P U b
¥k High W, = —24.801 - 1. 664x +0. 4787x> —0. 004> 10.5~67.5 0.947 175 59.21 0.00  0.02  0.00
W, =0. 17244 (em) 0. 804 49.12  0.00 0.32 10.81
W = —66.207 +3. 830x +0. 3302> —0. 0032° 0.937 49.56 0.00 0.01  0.00
I H % W, = —28.138 +6.59x +1. 0724> 3~22 0.953 175 110.20 0.00  0.03  0.02
Leaf number W, =0. 8495!- 38 (B) 0.826 56.90 0.00 0.28 11.50
W = -32.695 +8.821x +1. 11822 0.938 82.77 0.00  0.02  0.02
g W1 =0. 0287524 150 ~3850  0.948 175 220.17 0.00 0.01  3.46
Crown diameter W, =0. 1177 7% (em?) 0.772 40.54 0.00 0.38 11.43
W =0. 0563« 17 0.950 229.65 0.00 0.00  0.00
i’ti); PR I{./l4=>< 1_04: 1536; +0.0098x7¢ x107%4* + 120(2 ;335 ;)OO O 0958 175  76.00 0.00 0.02  0.00
W, =0. 1275x0. 509 0.791 45.30  0.00 0.35 10.80
W =0. 0689x0. 772 0.954 250.54 0.00 0.01  3.76

U, : AT IR 22 % average relative error; U, ; i A X 1% 22 % total relative error; W, : #i | 4= ¥ & aboveground biomass(g); W, : #i F A ¥ &
underground biomass(g) ; W:Bipk4: 4 single plant biomass(g)

4 gnSie

TASRAEAE KBV S OV RAELE KFARHY 10 76, TR0 HbRiPRFE TR 1 H B0 B E 5 2
BRI ELAB 1 FUAEVFIR 1400 ~ 1500m, 22 LS FE A % B 0, B0 AR VT 00 25 38 2 I 10 A3 M
Fy FAR VL L ST 4852 S BB IS W, BB K 235 e, U BRI 28 o400 M B S M FRLARL R 2
B8, J MUK AR I K SR B . BEAIRIOTIRE, “ SER F A PTG, A% LK A
P82 I, (LB SR IR FE T R B2 4 0 AR T T AR 1400 ~ 1500m B8 T
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P, D) R -4 - R AR KR, LA R I 3 R P S 0, 2 P AR AR s, < R AR AR, IR A K B R
TZEXEHR 1600m 1 1700m 32 FFRE“FE X" B0 + 38 £ 7K B e, 3K 1900,2000m YRz o Bl e 33K
XoF e R BRI K A3 T B A , R T H AR K, X S BT #4KR 1600m D b B ERAE Y B X HA KISR0 BERK, 1§
& 1800m DA b Bl 37K 43 Fy ek , B AR 6 RR RO BR 2 AN R AR B8 (H B P B B R, S T A E R
AR (B 1) o 53—J7 T, BEE R RSN R RO AR K R E RS 7o BRI PR, A KR
FER 15 ~25C, #R¥E 2003 ~ 2006 4 W 25 SR 3% B T 229 45 Mg 4k 1400 ~ 1500m 5 [ /) 457 ¥R 12,7 ~
15. 1°C , 3% B — IR BE R 5 B R 0. 6°C/100m > 4R 2000m Beg 4R 1400m SRR T3 4°C
MRIRIP R T = R B R A, Xt AR BRI . i b T A B AR, B ZE
HEEATEY) b FAEYE S RAEYENAERE S NTRMAXBRAKBRRL S5 EY RSB E, BIRKE
Bl A A K H X N AE AR 1400 ~ 1500m , RIS HE , 7K 43R B0 AH X BE AT, 1 BEAH X 45 55 A b X 76 R g4k
1900 ~2000m 3 [X., Z BRI BB BT , AN RE B FRETH , BIAE & HAEK,

F PR X HE AR A ) B AT RS , AR R ARHA € 1 , BB W H A W A1 5] BB e R e it
FREAZR , YR ECEFTORIE T LS , R 7E DUl 78 2 2 rh 8 B 5 W i R, AR A B g
IR ENEYE. ZHEEER, B KEEI TR, WA LR Y , B G BRI, X AR
b ST N TAEBERME ER RGNS T R A 1 X E B A SLAME. Paton D. SEMBFFTHE A9 & Ak T
BRI FESHEATEBRRZFEMR ) 2  HroT s R namE AT A 1 I K -08 M PR B i
TR A BE AR ITE S L&, B EERIE . B BRI A& 5 2 00 B 78 & e iE
AR RBOR (B2 51AR/N , JEEFE 0. 957 ~0.970 F10.944 ~0.967 Z [a] ; ¥k IR 803 Ry s Ho A=
YENEZIESE T, RS ARSI Y BEASHRE R, W IE R B T BRI R BRI 1)
FHIE

ARG REH AYBEERIL KRB W=a+bx +cx” . ZREH W=a +bx +cx’” +dv’ FIFRE W =
aX'3X 3 Fh R IEAE . SRAAE T (MR B EE) BRI R A B F (G « AR ) Xt A 9 & [l
ARSI R RMEASCAR K o TIN5 MR 155 A 4 S ST T AR A iy [ U A Y LA 0 T R e 515 ) 2
MRS RIEL RIS P B AR o i B AT AR P BN TR e o A A 785 AR JlR B A 4
A AT TR BT
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