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Spatial distribution and species diversity of saline-alkali plant communities in

northern Xinjiang
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Abstract; In order to explore the relationship between the spatial distribution characteristics of plant communities in saline-
alkali soils and the species diversity between communities, based on the data from 84 sample surveys of saline plant
communities in saline-alkali land in northern Xinjiang, using the abundance of each species as an indicator, a two-way
indicator species analysis method ( TWINSPAN). In addition to trend correspondence analysis ( DCA) and canonical
correspondence analysis ( CCA ), the quantitative classification and analysis of the relationship between community
distribution and environmental factors, community species diversity and similarity change characteristics. The results
showed that TWINSPAN quantitative classification can divide 84 plants into 11 types. The species diversity characteristics
of each cluster type showed that cluster III had the largest diversity, cluster X had the smallest diversity, and cluster 111 had
a significantly higher diversity than cluster X (P <0.05), cluster VII had the highest uniformity, and the uniformity of
cluster X was the smallest, and the uniformity of cluster III was significantly higher than that of cluster cluster X (P <0.05) ,

the richness of cluster cluster I was the largest, the richness of cluster cluster X was the smallest, and the richness of cluster
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cluster I was significantly higher than that of cluster cluster X (P <0.05) , among all clusters, cluster III contains the most
species of halophytes, with 26 species; the similarity feature was that cluster V and cluster VII are the most similar, and the
competition between cluster V and cluster VII species was relatively high small, high cluster stability. The CCA ranking
results showed that the distribution of halophyte clusters in saline-alkali land in northern Xinjiang was related to altitude,
average temperature, soil pH, etc. Among them, the highest impact was altitude, followed by average temperature,
precipitation, evaporation, soil conductivity, and terrain factor slope has little effect on the distribution of each group. The
analysis of the number classification and species diversity changes of saline-alkali soil plant communities in northern
Xinjiang reveals the spatial distribution characteristics of plant communities in saline-alkali soil in northern Xinjiang: It was

of great significance for the investigation and protection of plant germplasm resources in the saline-alkali soils in Xinjiang.

Key Words: North Xinjiang; saline-alkali land plants; numerical classification; spatial distribution
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Bk oy JERNHE T 5007 1 BB AE R G ST AR 3 S B L PR 1 R IS B 43 2 R HE T 1
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Fig.1 Study area and survey sample distribution
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Table 1 Survey sample description
FE EERH s ?&wi[ﬁ/m ffﬁ%&%@ JRAEATELX PE R g
Number Survey area Latitude and longitude range Alitude Veelation A'dm.lmstralwe Number
range types district of samples
L E R N44°15'48. 1" E87°52'24. 3"—N44°20'25. 1" F88°43/34. 3" 441—574 BRLS B 2
2 BB ABERE  N44°21'40. 8"E88°51'46"—N44°09'22. 7"E89°1225. 5" 532—612 Tl HEM 6
30 HEAAL N44°13'02. 4"E89°19'20. 7"—N44°05'43. 3"E89°5126. 9" 597—1765 FiEi ERFl 5
4 FEARE N44°07'17. 6"E90°1122. 6"—N44°10'14. 4"E90°53'54. 5" 801—1280 jRL i 12
50 WA N44°1012. 9"E87°4239. 4"—N44°27'30. 4"E87°05'19. 1" 406—429 Tt EEM 4
6 HEbER N44°28'55"£85°52'34. 8" 375 Fieist X 1
7 HEERERT N44°53'28. 6"E82°07'52. 6"—N44°0821. 3"E82°39'50. 7" 194—496 Fieibt RIERLIN 5
8 MR N44°17'34. 5"E82°47'22"—N44°34'51. 7"E83°4841. 5" 200—369 Tl X 7
9 B N44°40'35. 5"E83°51'46. 2"—N44°45'44. 9"E84°54'06. 3" 314—400 e IR 7
10 i N45°11'50. 7"E90°0650. 7"—N45°36"20. 6"E90°12'07. 8" 1139—1222 Tl (LRSS 3
11 HimEsL N46°48'35. 5"F89°34'07"—N47°09'04. 3" £88°45'26" 729—1001 Tl (L ES Y 4
12 HE N46°39'41. 1"E82°54'22. 4"—N46°21"40. 1"E83°46'39. 9" 394—562 Ficibe X 5
13 TR N45°48'40. 6"E85°20'49. 7"—N45°11'01"E85°05"13. 1 247—269 B TR 3
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PR R AR B E A 10 mx10 m REDT  EATFR AR EAAEI I 2, 7551 10 mx 10 m #£77
WHEHEAE RORFEIEBEE 5 > 1 mx1 m BY/NEDS T REAAEY) 098 4 10 5% B R 7 N R A, D 7€ 5
FRAE A I R B SRR R SR AR, PR A R DR S R [RIB H GPS G0 SR AL 2R 2 B I AR 1) (R B HE A%
FEHSR 87 I TR B M . SRAEM BR 20874, ] 1 8h4% 0—20 em 2R 3 WEAE  F R R +
FERETE B4 ] S 50 28 70 AT
2.2 THE A5 HOBHFEUE K

PR TR R T 1:2.5 LK FE BRI BE T HIN 8 T SRR BREE (pH) , JH 1.5 Lok FeiR 2 0 35 v
R RS R PR R R RGO (http ://data. ema. en/) T 2808 584 b S SR B IR P
RAE AR, NI E T 54 A3 2 20 AR AR REOK i AR S0OR AR 28 R AR, AL Microsoft excel
2013 BRAFHATINACE Y975 3 245 P KK i 24P BRI 24428 K BRI AT AreGIS 10.4. 1 82
(i) 4 {1 A r ) 5 L 46 7 ( Krriging ) %SGR B HEA T 48 (B B2 B A SR AE A0 SO IR 1450408 5 H 1R v 1) ¥
W B A GPS 2 AR H, 35 1 A 1) #1FH ArcGIS 10. 4. 1 H1#%) 3D Analyst—slope/aspect . 2%} #i & DEM
SR IEAT AL FRIT AR RAE s 1B .
2.3 WdhZRE S 0Tk

FETE I Th Z2 R AT SR I rh A W 28 1) 32 8 AR, T AR 7 0 b 22 RE R I 9 0000 32 R ] -2
T B-ZREMEIRIL ™ - ZREME AR {CRE S WIS R i =F & B RV P AL S A ] 2 e R /e B V% P oA
PR SIRRRE . B-Z RIS 2 ATV B b b oG R 5 SRR ] B L G 3R BB R, 36 2 A
75 SRR I P 8] 1) B 4 BN BEVS BURE E . ARBF SR T -2 RE PRI B2 TP Y Margalef 46 BEHE80( D, ) .
Simpson ZAEMFEEL (D) Shannon-Wiener ZFEMEFERL(H') Pielou 5] BEFERL(J) 27 | U4 HETE ZAEMEY
AARAEAE , SR Sorenson’s AHBIPEFE (S, ) Al Jaccard's FAAPEFERL(J, ) T EEREE B BE 1 B-ZREMER Y b
WA TR TAAR IR S i, Ha B AT .

Margalf F& FEFEEU(D,,) :

e = Sln_Nl )

Simpson L FEFEEL(D)

D=1- )P (2)
Shannon-Wiener 350 (H')

H =-) PlnP, (3)
Pielou ¥ BEHEEL(J)

J=(=2 PlnP)/InS (4)

p. =N/N (5)

S S W BETT G RN S RE TP 38 T N, S £ RIS Pty ¢ RBP4
RECEL A
Sorenson’s FIPEFEEL(S,) .

28,

(6)
Jaccard's FUPEFEER(J,) :
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K, S, o0 2 RS ER BRI R R S, AN S, 2 B R B 1 AR 2 AR S,
2.4 BRI

Jb s B A R VR B0 4 FNHE R A 22 5 0 b 4 R R % 2 Sy SR B R A T 5, R
Microsoft excel 2016 FFXTEF AP A K HEHE1 AL BE 15 5] 84 A B i xR Ml 00 T 8 N FRBE IR 2R (R IR BT x
B, o ERCHE , SR WinTWINS 2. 3 B F 50 St ) FfrF 4 642 300 47 XL 1) 45 7R F 43 HF ( TWINSPAN ) 3, X%3b
SRR DR MR Y B VE A TR 4 TR Ak R v Sk T AR b R RR 2 A i 0 R 1 RS, SR X R 4% F R
ST DI EHE | 2 IR B PR 130 40K 1k, Rl H B ABFR 5 9043 50 .0—2 . 2—5 .5—10 10—
20 F1>20 , EFR IR 2R3 K TR 6, BRI e 22 53 H 80k 21 5 R I CANOCO 5. 0 FR 42 v (i Bk R 346F 1 4
BT (DCA ) I FIBLIEXT B 3B ( CCA) 43 BrAd I RE 3% 53 A T 58 R &R [R] DG R 5 B V& 2 FE I A8 AL R R JH SPSS
20. 0 HAFXFILHEAT B PR 25 2553 HT (One-way ANOVA)

3 £R

3.1 BEEBGER
I TWINSPAN 252505325 B 84 AR RGN 12 4157, 456 BF AR AT ) SE BRI 0 FRETS A= BT | R
FHEE 4 BREMNKER R AR e ZOB H A9 11 DMREMERI(E 2)

DI N=84
E=0415
______________________________ _ Y
DI N=63 D3 N=IT %
E=0319 E=0.434
______ DaN-42 | T T T pswn-2a1 T T T mewn-17 | T T T =%
E=0316 E=0.383 E=0399 D7 N=4
————————————————————————————— =] =%
D8 N=17 D9 N=25 D10 N=17 DI2 N=6 DI3 N=11
E=0.415 E=0329 E=0324 DIl N=4 E=0403 E 0325
S T T ST e =T T T T T v T v T — Tl e wITE e o — = |— W%
D16 N=6 DI7 N=11" DI N=22[ ~  © = D20 N=7[ D21 N=10 D24 N—1 | D25 N=5 D26 N=6 D27 N=5
E=0.490 E=0438  E=0287 E=0386 E=0295 E=0403 E=0299 E=0428
41,68.47.48 i 36
123 49,55,59,65 26,13 18,22 20 34 i 78 44 30
60,61 5,6,7 4 27,52 35 H 74
66,67,09,15 17,16 21 H 42 45
62,63 8,9 23 19,31 39 38 H 75
29,53,58,70 24,25 50 H 73 5
64.72 10,11 46 33,37 40 H 76
2 82,83,84,14 28 5132 77 » 1 79 81 71
54,56 ’ 1 80

B2 HEEuEmEE 84 NS E TWINSPAN B 5K E
Fig.2 TWINSPAN tree classification diagram of 84 sample points of saline-alkali plant communities
E fRLEEHE(E , E stands for feature value; N {83 S5, N stands for the number of samples; D {84335 %L, D stands for the number of
classifications ; “ A" F2/R 43 FIKEHL, "level” indicates the number of classification levels; % B4 74t £ BN Roman numerals indicate the

type of cluster

3 I 2R A R /NI S 25 2 DR 3R ARk Al i AR ) 4 B 43 S BN AN R G, Xk Tl o RE AR A T
2 B RPN B B R DL (R 2) AN
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KA LA -Eh A R - i BN SRR R 60—64 72, 4046 TR I B R B L TR s
332.70—368. 80 m, TR (pH>8. 5) , HA K+ A4S £ AP 28 A8 -3, -3 5% 0. 17—10. 23
ms/cm, Z AR REKEEN 220. 47—221. 84 mm, ZAEV- 3478 L 70 1341.94—1827.95 mm, FeARJZIEHFI N
ﬁ)ﬁ‘fj(Populus euphratica) CEYEEE N 560. 00 em; HEARJZOEEFD N EL A2 I ( Nitraria sphaerocarpa) 3 i
38,75 em; WA ZALIFI N R B HGE (Suaeda acuminata) N 5.93 em, FEN G HEHZEHR TG
FEl o 20% —90% ,~F-Y 35 7% 61% .,

KN R+ BERTE + LW RE A . SR 1—3 5—12 4046 T-RURETT , MK 5 i 441.00—546.00 m, +
eI (8. 5<pH<9.5) , HAA K+ FN R+ AN - 498 +- 498 598y 1. 48—5. 19 ms/cm, Z4E T
Rk 209. 01—254. 08 mm, Z4E V-8 & N 1542, 41—1735.26 mm, HERBHEFKR L HRE 2R
B (S. physophora) Z1HY ( Reaumuria songarica) 5T ( Kalidium foliatum ) , 341155 B 4351 A 164. 00 38. 50 .
27.66 .40.66 cm, HEM GG EEAH 228K T 30% —90% , -3 56 B 65%

A I AR+ L0 — BRI B3N . & FE 5 14,15 29 41 47—49 53—56 58,59 .65—70 .82—84 , 7}
A TPk B BT AR SO A8 OR2E SRR R 193, 60—1222.00 m,
o a M (8. S<pH<9.5) , HA KB 4 JKbFE A KD+ B854 4 Fh2em 418, +358H F38 0. 17—10. 68
ms/cm , ZAEFREIK &R 134. 87—223.73 mm, 24375 & 80 1055. 24—5733. 24 mm,, HEARJZHPLEFN
MR RNLLRD 350 55 B 43 3 R 89. 65 .30. 44 em; FEAJZ PL AT M IS B3¢ (Salsola brachiata) R E T3¢
(S. subcrassa) ,FYIEEEAT 1A 27.33 8.56 cm, BEMEEEAHZEK  JERIA 10%—90% ,F-H 35 43%

RV, SRR B B3+ LEBERA, THEA 4 .23 46,5010 T B BRRET  HARFR A,
PR B 429. 00—532. 00 m, H e GRAEME (pH>9.5) , HAT K+ —Fp2al + 18 + 18k S5 3. 48—6. 80
ms/cm , ZAE I K R 205. 51—237. 04 mm, 24 F-HI28 & 18 1699. 44—1806. 49 mm,, HEAJZ AL HF
N KA HI ( Tamarix ramosissima ) , 3 75 BE R 126. 00 cm; B AR Z M A B3R MY £ E
( Petrosimonia sibirica) ,~ Y215 BE 4354 8.26 ¢m (6.53 em, BEMLTEERIK, N 60% —80% , K751 70% |

BV R RBE+ LR BRI BB, ARESS 13,1617 .24—26 28, 43 A T B HETH AT AR R &
TR 5 526. 00—604. 00 m, IS SR HIE (8. 5<pH<9. 5) , HiH e RN It 4 |+ 3 S50 1.08—4. 75
ms/cm , AR K EON 192, 64—241. 69 mm , ZAF V4478 4 1733, 13—6342. 27 mm,, JEARJZ I HFH
e R LI P340 B4 55.50 .25, 66 cm; A E AR HRE B3, I m N 6.50 em, HF
INETERE T 30% —T70% 4435 R 47% |

A VI ZURD + = B BRI - BN, & FEAT 18,19 .22 27 31—33 37 51,52, 434 T-RLEE T 1 2R
W AR RE ASH HEE EIKEE 374.00—942. 00 m, +IE R R (8. 5<pH<9.5) , HAT K + il
TRAFTE - PIRh 2SR 4 48 | 8 55 8 0. 20—8. 03 ms/cem , ZAEEH [k 4 130. 45—279. 55 mm, Z4EF-1
KN 1382, 13—6547. 47 mm, EARJZHLHEF ML R AR (Anabasis elatior) WRAR , 315 4>
B4 33.00,16.00,220. 00 cm; FAZEHEF A L EE, FHEEN 6.94 em, FENBEIEEK, N 50% —
90% , VY5 71%

A VIL A + B TUR-J B HGERF A . S FEAS 20,21 .50 .77, 4045 TR S s B 1
PR 375. 00—468. 00 m, L SRBBNE (8. 5<pH<9. 5) , ELAT IR+ ARG + P A ) 3+ e SRk
3.21—5.35 ms/cm , ZAEF KRN 188. 78—266. 95 mm , Z 41475 & -~ 1080. 08—5100. 59 mm,
ARIZ W EFR R ERFEA (Halostachys caspica) BLGEER TR (K. caspicum) , Y515 B 43514 80. 00 ,70. 00 cm; #
AR JZ BT A 0 T % AN AR ( Cynodon dactylon) ,~F-31 18 43 5120 51. 46 13,20 em, FEM G55 B A 2555
K, HM30%—90% , 5% 65%

R VI, = BB I - 5 25 08 + B RE N, A A 34,35 .38—40 .43, 401 TR &2 B 4R = B
801.00—1112.00 m, T3 SRAIME (8. S<pH<9.5) , Ho 3 A N K+ | + 32 5% 4 0. 50—2. 18 ms/cm),

http ; //www. ecologica. cn
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LA IREK BN 235. 88—275. 74 mm, B F-37E L BN 1893.37—1941. 13 mm,, FEARZ BRI R = AL
BRI, ST B 19. 33 em; FAJZ AR S Ry 85 28 85 ( Seriphidium schrenkianum) 1 LB | -3 15 B 4351
496.00.2.64 cm, #EANSTEEE K, A 60%—80% , -5 70% |

HIIX B R EREMN . S FER 36,42 .73 . 78—80, 43 A TIE T A2 B B4 B IR E 393. 50—
1280 m, +3E S0l (7. S<pH<8.5) , BA K+ FAEES + Wifp 28 R + 4 | + 3 5% 0.43—5. 13 ms/cm,
AR K 7R 188.99—278. 37 mm, A V78K 0 1117, 62—1945.43 mm, PR Ry HA 2 B B
Hi, %’Tﬁ‘ﬁ?ﬁ 30.83 em, AR EEAHZEER N 30% —90% , V- Y55 B 58%

B X, [Al A RS — o i 2 s + A R N, NS AR A 44 [ 74—76 81,404 TIEOT K28 &2
2, /ﬁ%l;zmr“ 562.20—1037.00 m, +3Eom AT (8. S<pH<9. 5) , AT WK+ FIAEES + P Fp A + 18 + 1
T34 0.51—2. 53 ms/em, ZAEF YRR K& R 142, 92—207. 21 mm, Z4E V178 & & h 544. 37—8099. 05
mm, FEARZHF K W5 REREE ( Camphorosma monspeliaca) , Y1155 B g 4. 40 em; HiA J2 00 29 Rh by H 5
YHE A R BE ( Ceratocarpus arenarius) | 321 15 & 43 5 22. 60 ¢m 3. 20 cm, FE R TG EEE R, N 40% —
70% , -3 55 56% .

A XL FR AR+ B RABAR A . S FEAS 30,45 .57 71, A PRI E K& H HH5E FiE BIR
£ 204.00—1197.00 m, T3 2 581 (8. 5<pH<9.5) , THEHL T K 0.20—1. 38 ms/em , HA KB+ JRFRBEE
Tt FIARES - S Rh 2R - | AR K R 187, 99—215. 42 mm, ZAE V78 ki 1353, 54—6151. 62
mm, PEFHF A HEAZ ER 5T AR (Halocnemum strobilaceum ) T BUARAML, 74575 BE 43514 18. 66 ,16. 33 cm,
M BRI, N 13%—60% , FY 55 43%

R2 BEMASHREBRAESHRH

Table 2 Distribution area of each cluster and the number of samples included

B AT BB R PR G3 DX
Cluster type Cluster name Included samples Distribution area
I A —H8 A - 0 R R A 60—64,72 K E SR e
i} PR+ B AL + 2L D BE A 1—3 5—12 BLE
. . o 14,15, 29, 41, 47—49, 53—56, 58,  SfiF K B B MR AT RS
= B A B-BHREREL 59,65—70,82—84 ﬂ% HHE ARL L
v SRR B+ L BERA 4,23,46 TR AR R
v BERE + L1 - TR B 13,16,17,24—26,28 Eﬁéﬁi*ﬂ*?fiﬁm
&+ R H &
VI LLRD + R BB - B TERE A 18,19,22,27,31—33,37,51,52 %)ﬁ?ﬁ TR AR E A LR
VII B + B TUR-J B AEERE A 20,21,50,77 BT IR Vs B
Vi1 EA AR - R R AR + RN 34,35,38—40,43 AKRE
IX R E R 36,42,73,78—80 B AKR2B Hak
X () DR AR R 2 — B L e + R AN 44,74—76,81 B Al waE
XI R AR + R B R A 30,45,57,71 e K2l el Hi

3.2 HHEZ AR

it TWINSPAN AR5 11 ANHEYIREAN a-WFh Z AR BT 25 R UL 3, e ETAT AT, 25 HE AR
I Margalef =F & 8% . Simpson Z2FE4: 45 %4 . Shannon-Wiener Z2FE 448 %4 Pielou #)4] 8RR b — 3L,
BRI TR S HEM Simpson ZAEMFREUEILRIN BE VIISHE ISHEA VSHEA TISHEAA TISHEA
IV>TEA VIIISFEA XISHEA VISEEA IX>THEM X | i Shannon-Wiener Z2REVEFE B8 A0 U 26 LA FEM VIISEEM T
SEEI VSTEM VIISEEA HISFEM TISEEA IVSFE VISEEA IXSEEM XISFEM X, Hid#EM VI B9 2RV i
K, Simpson ZAEPEFEEURT Shannon-Wiener ZHEEFE 554 0. 595 (1. 182 FLURZREM 1, F8%504301°M 0. 582 |
1. 159 FEA\ X 2 HEMER /DN, 368073500 0. 213 0. 375, BEM\ VII B Simpson ZHEPEFE XU Shannon-Wiener £
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FEPEFEE L RE A X 205000 47.27% F151.819% , BEM VIT FIEEA T ZREE B3 5 TR X(P<0.05) ; 4 REM
Pielou Y5 BEFE B AL FE TR BEM VIISEEM ISEEM VSEE TISEEM IVSEE IISEEA VIITSEEM IX>HEM VI
>HEN XISHEA X, WIRNZERE N VIT FIREIN T 09734 L350, 4620435010 0. 686 0. 681, BE M VII FIFEIA T 3%
BB = TR X(P<0.05) ; £ BEMET ) Margalef =F & FEFE B LRI R, BEON ISHEM VSBEM VII>FEM
LISHEA IVSTEA VIIISFEEM TISHEM VISHEA XISEEM IXSHEM X, BEM T F 87 3 0 35 5 THEA X(P<0.05)

1.0 ¢ 1.6
a
& os a ; 3 L4 b l
s Vor g abc
ﬁg a ab b l b ﬁ s 12 T _"ﬁ
= ab 'z abc
S2 o6 l] ab Do L0 e
35 ab ab b ®S D pe be
N5 55 08
n » g '§ C c
g ™ =% 06
Q. o =
EE g ¢
S =
wna 02
0 0
[ I I IV V VI vivliIX X X [ I o v v v v v X X X
1.6 - 18 -
L L4 ab L6 ab
%é 1.2 E514ata "
R=] E [ a
by a 5512 | P b
Ha 10 ab gz 2 ab
# 3 f&é 1.0 b
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B3 11 EhmihE Y8 A Simpson 1§%1 . Shannon-Wiener 154, Pielou 5] 541 Margalef £ = Ei5 AT 4FE
Fig.3 Sampson index, Shannon-Wiener index, Pielou evenness index, Margalef richness of 11 saline-alkali flora Index change
characteristics
R T -0 2R - H0 B R A A 5 SIS T A M+ S R + EE T S AN 5 A T MR + EE 8 ST B S DA 5 2628 IV . Z AR -
RO B+ LBTERE N R Vo S0 + 58 B S8R B3 288 VI BE B 58+ i BUBOR - SR HE A 5 28 VIT: A + USRI
T B THE RN 2580 VI, = BB - R0 8 + SR SR DA 288 IX B JSUAR s A Y X, [ DR e DR - o S5 0 v + A R B 26 A
XT3 5 AR+ R BB AR A

BRENSA B-Z R S B (R 3 A 4) iRm0, BEM V FIEEM VIT BRI 55, Sorenson’s 5
BRI Jaccard's $85053 710 0. 368 0. 412, FHLUONEEI V FIEEA VI, F85050 518 0. 364 0. 400, FH R R A BE V
RN VIT AR R L A TEA R 0 A O RS 0 R S LU R AR, Vg 4 o | - SRR AR | 247 - 34 %
IR Z B 22 AN, ULEHHEN V S5 HED VIT Y 1] 0 5 e /N BE AR E P v T LA E A . JEAA VIT FURE A
X AT AR, F8 800 O, =R BN VIT SHEA X A7 S Wb ik s | Rl 2
AR K i ZARF R | AR 28 Kk i 2 R 22 S A, Uk BH TR A B (B A7 A R e 4, B AR 1
I HL 5 AR A2 RS ELAT A AR
3.3 BEIE RS R S PAEE R I Y O R

SR FHA A A b RE B0 X TWINSPAN Jr &l 43 (4 11 B EE N E 4T DCA HEJFP , R IES 1 MirBREE K B2 R
3.85<4.0( M5 1 MK EEAI(E>4. 0 B, W 1L FRIGRIRY  7F 3.0—4. 0 Z 8], BE FLIG FIZ MERIRI AT . 25/ N T3, 0,
D35 2 P AR ) 6 L RO AR | KR A I 5 15 P PRLARE R X6F 84 ANEBE s & 50 Fh Bl A 71T DCA HEF /3 Hr
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BEREIR 4 AP BB FRAEE 20 0. 5475 .0. 5157 0. 3816 ,0. 2967 , Herb &y 1 HEFRlRRAE(E R, 5 2 4
PRI, IRMCR AT P HE s e HEP 18], 18 4RI, DCA HERPSE 2R -5 TWINSPAN 7328 T 7= AR ) 4%
FEHUBEAW) & BLAE “ZEHR P 18] b AR L B/ R, HEFF 45 R 5 LD HE DA 70 A5 SRAT AR R B AR L , 15d
W1 DCA HEFF RERF A B et S PRl A% B0 .

F3 11 EFMEWELL sorenson’s HBIELLE

Table 3 Comparison of Sorenson ’s Similarity in Eleven Saline Alpine Flora

Sorenson’s AfIfRIHE N BEALI BAIL BEAIV BEAV BEAVE BEAVIL BEAVID  BRAIX HAMX
Sorenson’s similarity Assoc. | Assoc. 11 Assoc. Il Assoc. IV Assoc. V Assoc. VI Assoc. VII  Assoc. VIII  Assoc. IX Assoc. X
FEAL Assoc. 11 0.350

FEM I Assoc. I 0.291 0.235

FEA TV Assoc. IV 0.240 0.345 0.238

HEAAV Assoc. V 0.316 0.316 0.291 0.296

T VI Assoc. VI 0.300 0.300 0.349 0.276 0.364

FEM VI Assoc. VII 0.333 0.333 0.245 0.261 0.368 0.316

FEM VIIT Assoc. VIIT 0.125 0.176 0.255 0.222 0.263 0.286 0.133

FEM IX Assoc. IX 0.154 0.214 0.186 0.211 0.267 0.2%4 0.167 0.29%4

FEA X Assoc. X 0.091 0.167 0.154 0.133 0.231 0.154 0. 000 0.214 0.333

FEM XT Assoc. XI 0.154 0.083 0.255 0.118 0.214 0.143 0.091 0.200 0.182 0.200

R4 11 AN ERFEMEYEM Jaccard's HBEIELEE

Table 4 Comparison of Jaccard ’s Similarity in Eleven Saline Alpine Flora

Jaccard's FHEIE HEAT REA L VNI FEA IV REM V BEAVI BEMVID  BEAVID B IX
Jaccard’s similarity Assoc. | Assoc. 11 Assoc. 111 Assoc. IV Assoc. V Assoc. VI Assoc. VII  Assoc. VIII  Assoc. IX
FEM T Assoc. 1T 0.368

FETIT Assoc. TT 0.258 0.182

FEM IV Assoc. IV 0.188 0.357 0.185

MV Assoc. V 0.300 0.300 0.258 0.267

FEM VI Assoc. VI 0.273 0.273 0.367 0.235 0.400

HEM VIT Assoc. VII 0.333 0.333 0.194 0.214 0.412 0.300

FEM VI Assoc. VIII 0.077 0.120 0.206 0.167 0.217 0.250 0.083

FEM IX Assoc. IX 0.100 0.158 0.129 0.154 0.222 0.263 0.111 0.263

FEM X Assoc. X 0.053 0.111 0. 100 0.083 0.176 0. 100 0.000 0.158 0.333
HEM XT Assoc. XI 0.100 0.048 0.207 0.071 0.158 0.091 0.053 0.143 0.125

TR B b R 2 50 ot A e el s 84 AN SRAE AT CCA HER? | 20 AT 22 4F - 34 3R R 2 4 - 2 b K o
ZARV- B R IR | e R R B B 4E 8 MBI 5 11 AR B AR ) A O3
AR, CCA HEP M, #i Sk RSB T, 753k Ir b S BRAR FE IR 5% P 75 HE 7 b ] 1) 1 B A5G
P | TR 7 Sk 78 G A 0 0 A A A 5% A58 TR AH G 0 R/ AR R IO 7 2 K, AR DG MR | i
LR, AR SRS s AT PN Sk =2 1811 3 A DR/ N sz e 9 A R 458 R 7 ) R S 1) /D, Bk 3 ffy
/N FH SRR

M 4 A& 5 AT LUE 520K I& (Monte Carlo) K5 5025 3R s Al A7 S0l i) 2 25 803K 31 18 25K (P =
0.0020) , MK EE S CCA 5 —HEF 2 B IEAJE (P<0.001) , MIERECN 0.4513, L3 SR L4
YRR 278 ki 5 —HE T 2 AR R 2 TR G (P<0.001) , AH G R E i A -0. 3868 . —0. 4659
-0.7632 5F—HEP R R B R BT ZAET 25 R a RS R | R R AR B R AR Hh 2 AR
P2 R e %o 25 DA A3 A ELA A o (A RE DG 5 VAR v B N 2 AR P 4 K B 5 CCA B8 ZHF T Sl S A 0 35 TE AR G
(P<0.001) , #HERE 512 0. 5826 0. 3785, ZAE-F- 275 ke 5 CCA 55 ZHEJF il 2 i 3 1EAH ¢ (P<0.05) , 4
KRECN 0.2127 , - FHRE S CCA S HF il B2 U C (P<0.01) MG RETH-0. 3679, 55 —HEF il
B TR S AR K i 2T 25 ki 2 AR R AR A, DL PR = B 5 A5 B E A A A A G
PERER; BIERRIRE 5 CCASE —HEP 4l 2 B35 IE A (P<0.001) , M5 RECH0. 5012, 35 17 528 = HEP il 2
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B IEAHDE (P<0.05) MO RECH 0.2209, 558 = HE P RlAH SRR I A58 702 T MR ; 3 %
5 CCA B UHF 4l 2 B3 IEAH I (P<0.05) AR RECH 0. 2638 , Z4E-F- YR & -5 55 DU HE 7l 2 1835 f AR O
(P<0.01) , ML R B R -0. 2992, ZAEF- 125 & 1 B 55 58 DU HE 4l At 0 35 T 56 (P<0. 05) , HHE R BN
-0.2562 , 5 VUHE P RAH SRS K IR EE R 2 2 A P34 ARTE AT 4 AHEF il A A OC R BRI A I 45
R 76 ] b s B 25 SR AT AL 46 PR R 5 M i DA 313 K/ MU AT 4 8 2 > 2240 - 1 78 kit > 240 - 1R
JE > Z AR YR K i > 3 T s - IR BURE > 3 1) > B R, HG v S R ) AR A A A R IR BE R R AR
B ZAPP IR AR REK AR k| RIS R 8 NIRRT R ST 4 N HE PR O B R,
SR GA (RREIAS K

4 BREWS

AT At A 255 J7 1 0 b i AR B AR ) A I AT B 43 A, @3 TWINSPAN 2543 25 Fil DCA
HEF T AR Y, — B 45 A Be B UL 00 ) 20 BREVR S R Wb 7 ik ] TR LRI ; TWINSPAN 43255 DCA HE
P A S R — SOt Ul BT 3k AR ke b s AR B b 84 AN A A R Ak b AT ) B VR R A R T RE T
CCA HEFF A M a2 ANHEF 3l b, P05 258 7 A AHOC R 05 51124 0. 8970 F10. 7670, BTG 2 A~HE) 7 il
R AT B U B IR B T SIS A I SC R, — M9, /0 3 NHEF Bl 0 5 908858 56 R 7 22 RABLDTIOR 78
40% VI b, U BHHE P RO A4 0 AR BFSE T A AT 3 A4l 22 BESTRCRIA S 62. 6% , I CCA HE
J7 BE AL 114 S5 e i 3B P58 PR 1 5 1 A [B) 1) 06 3 ELHE P 45 R AT 1

x5 WREEFER 4 MHFREPOEXRY SITE SR EHFERILE

Table 5 Comparison of correlation coefficient, eigenvalue and interpretation variance of environmental factors and the first four sorting axes

W7 4 o5 il 55 =il S5 DUl
Environmental Factors Aixs 1 Aixs 2 Aixs 3 Aixs 4
TRTAE pH 0.0436 0.1463 0.5012 *** 0. 0450
13 5% Soil electrical conductivity -0.3868 ***  -0.0838 0.0705 0.2638*
T Altitude 0.4513 *** 0.5826*** -0.1127 0.1102
Wi Slope -0.0594 -0.0768 0.0154 -0. 0850
Bl Aspect 0.0179 -0.1678 0.2209 * 0.0433
ZAEEHAIRE Annual average temperature -0.4659 *** -0.3679 """ 0.1712 -0.2992 "
ZAEN-H K Annual average precipitation 0.2175" 0.3785***  -0.1280 -0.1709
ZAEN-47% 42 Annual average evaporation -0.7632*** 0.2127*  -0.0740 -0.2562 "
FHIE{H Eigenvalues 0. 7000 0. 4530 0.3590 0.2860
b 5 R55 M 5 R BU Species-environment correlations 0.8970 0.7670 0.7340 0.6160
WD 5 BT G FR O 24 R R LA /%

Cumulative proportion of variance interpretation of species- 29.0 47.7 62.6 74.4

environment relationship
T B30 A ) B S A Test of significance of all canonical axes 0.0020
s o oo S IFRIRAOGHETE P<0. 05 ,P<0.01 Al P<0.001 K TPHAG 28 L

S TEAG R R B, 50 S R B AP A v o0 A1 1) 2 BRI IR B AR s B2, LR AR L
IR ZE N S R A T EPRSE A 1 r S R 3 R R el AR A A A A SR AN R D R A
G X A S A A AP TE AR AR B T R B0 . AR TWINSPAN 3 2R 85 R AT LU & DM EATEZS 8] 3
BUAANESENE , — L7 i P 1A B A A R B 1 R I 8 DA (B e DA X T 5 R 5 T S 3 St
DX B gl 2 X | B DR FIG N ) Fh O AT 3 A 3 A1 55 5 X P 2 2% B I 2 R R Ui 56, FSEIX
AL TR SAL SR X R A G R FFEAR KRR S R R 0 010 7 R A2 O R 1
TR HIE AU TS R T R ZR B AE T B AE A TR RUBE XTS5 ma AE P A v 20 A 1) 32 ZEBR AR R R 2 AN )
08 FERRUEE XA, SRR DA 7 21 110 5 B A0 DR g A0 PR, T A /DN DXCSBRRUBE Py, DA 3t T 1=
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HEP TR R REE B 404G 00 REARAR AR RS P B LA SR T A A PR R AR B 1
o B0, R A3 A B S MR 2R, HUIR 52 - 3 D 1) S 5 /NI 5 12 e 93 ol A e e 11 e
PSR BIWTFE FR A R IR AR IRV o0 A 9 32 2 DR O AR R R, FEUORAF B Rk B, RIS
25 AR A S BRBE A 1 0 B A G A0 1 28 SRR — B, I B 4 X g A R b A S R
S RV 0 A1 6 Jr) ) 2 PR PR T SRR A [0 5 YA D5 45 XS ZR 08 B IR BRIV 20 A1 ORI PP AT H 3¢
JE A - SR AR v o0 A BL R K, AN BIF T 45 R e LIRS DR X AL e v o A RS2 W AN S 25 DG DR
FERZAMFFE IR BIATR], AT X BR B | SARE N S 0R IR AR AP AR RR 22 5% . N CCA HE
FRRhai R B AT S OB R T 47. 7% 33X n] BB 55 01 50 XS — /N RS Xl Py - 398 B A [R5 40 2
BRI REA L,
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