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X RE i K TR s 25 FLA AR AT (PR o BRIk AR 5 g 0T RS U TS R L 2B T O R O DG o R R
g TR IR AL R A RGN RE B A HE R AE W) Z R R B R . AR, AT BE R 2 b TARMAES RS
(1L TR S 3o T vl PR T 45— I R R A R A A AR A A BT 5T O ) T R b X
TEVE B Bt /N RUBE B[] J2 T8 B2 /N A SRR RETS A A R 2 AR PR R R b A T DR AR W S AR Al /N RUBE B 1 )2
JEEJBE 73 S b v 0 e ST R A R S 2o %) e R R R A R A 3 AT PR S M DA (] e R A 5 b R AR ) R
Vi W) b IS ZH B Vi AL W 2 R R M b 2 W R BURR L T  EAN [R] e VR R DN A 5 Al 5 ) s S0 A A B K
SR B W R 22 RE AN A 7 0 DA RCBR /N AR B A L AR B A A T R A R AR A DT iR — 25
71N 0 S R AR B S B v S A ) 22 R R JRCRN 2 SR AL L O O AR ) 20 R R A BN R AP 1) ) E R A

1 MBEFE

1.1 HEXHR

AIFE XA, F B DR T VD R A 2 1 b B L M PR [ A AR 248 106. 42°~106. 43° 64 29. 65°~30. 057, 42 75 (14 5 307
LY 2 DA SR 2 RV, DU 243 W] AR 2SR 17, 4 °C s BT e il AR K B2 1 000~1 300 mm;
TN 500~700 m, BFFEIX F LA POE RN FAFEY) ; O A KL, LR REARY, R,
1.2 ELWigit

2019 4 78 HTEWFFE X FE UL 3 A AE B 2 AU AR [ L g 4k AH X — 30, B3R #HHAERR 0 10~15 a M9 9K & K
L TR REHBBEPLE L 3 4 10 m>X 10 m B REET (3L 9 4, WWEB D REF T AL (F 4 MO ER 1 m
WE 1450 em X 50 em M/NRETT AT ZEAE 4 A A EAT [ 8 o A0 SR g 45 % 1 e B 15 R () 8503k A9 /N RE T DA
by A B /NRE T TRIEE 23 30 /0 S R — 25 R AR 9 N RE T, O — SRR AR 6 N RE TS B KT AL iR 15
JINKE T CAn 2R 388 1) 7 J5T 25 ST S 8 JBORE o DU AR 98 52 B B0 1] 26 A A8 BORE D L 9 AN KR 7 363 135 AN/INHETr . FH AT
W 3B, UK AT A8 RS /NEE T N BEAILAGR A 6 IR B A BE P BB AR A 7 R0 . KA Y 135 AN
TR BRI R Ak 4 A4S IR /N AR B /AR (S10, HHEJR S >0~10 em) 3R P /N BE (S0,
FHEJEJE N >10~20 em) TR E /N BE(S30, R HEJE R ™>20~30 em) AR £ /N8 (S40, - HEJEE ™30 em) .
SRR BN /NSRRI 25 A B /ANVESRRETT 36 A IR E/NVESERE TS 41 A IR B/ANVESRFETT 33 4.
1.3 BERAZE

FA X 42 BURE 16 B A /NRE D7 DO ) B TR AT A IC SR B P I B 2 B 35 R AR T I RS E .
FETT NI A AR ) 53 W) Fl AT X 81 53 300 2 A A T [l S g =, BT S AR T BT 6

ST JRE A R AT S A R I S L AR R AN AR SR N BEALE 6 AN /NRETT L 5 RIUREVL DL 10 em S — 2 #EAT
R R AE R RZ AR A IS B I 1 kg AT TR N [ B4R I S A
1.4 fEHRITE

R EAE 3w S SO B IR W A 2 RO 45 A R AE 4T B &, R ] Shannon-Wiener #8 4% . Pielou ¥4 &
FEHUOF Margalel & B ECR R YR ZHERIE ., SRECGHE T EWT .

D) 5 SAH O IZ Y R B AR XS 22 B AR X T S R XA R 2

2) By A E S IR A ) R ) SR Y SR

3 FEERECH .

R=S;
4) Shannon-Wiener 384 .

H/Z—Z\)PilogzPi;
5) Pielou ¥4 BEARH N
E=H'/InS;
6) Margalef & B4R XA -
Duy=(S—1)/In N,
Hrb .S WY FEE N L RS NI A YR 0 SR P SRl e B AR T o SR H i
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1.5 HiELE

K] SPSS 17. 0 8% 4 Fp 22 B 1 8 550 A 10 55 5 AR W i T SRR 1 B MR AT O 25 57 A 58 (Levene £
55 FEAL K 28 07 22 70 HT (One-way ANOVA) L #E BRS04 SR B Ge it 2 3 LA 50 N R A LSD ik f7 £
R A7 2 AR SF I R AE S B 1 017 2 H R . 38 ] Pearson A5G 43 M X 4 HE B4k 4 ot 5 R ) 16 %
FRAESEAT A CPE T . 2 p<<0. 05 B, B3R GEIHor #r 45 R B A geit % 8 L. A Canoco 2005 5 Origin 2019
WA T2

2 MIRGER

2.1 72 RL AN S5 A 4 E

A BN T AT BT A 3L 48 BE 95 & 110 B, MR B Z 1 BHA 2 BE (Asteraceae) , O 21 Fl, o 6
B 19. 09 9% 5 H VR J& 3% 3% Bl (Rosaceae) , i 10 Fl, f BA B AY 9. 09% ; RABL (Gramineae) H 6 1, 58l
(Fabaceae) fll 4= JE B} ( Apiaceae) % 7 5 Ff; 5t K B} (Crassulaceae) . £ 17 #} (Caryophyllaceae) . J& & #t
(Lamiaceae) . 75 B B} (Rubiaceae) . f1 57 Bt (Amaryllidaceae) 4 3 M HA L W 1 el 2 B, 080 i TAK
Bl (Caprifoliaceae) . g B- ¥ B} (Saxifragaceae) . JE B} (Polygonaceae) ZE Bl ,

TE 4 Ff /RS £ (S20) AR 4 (S30) 35X 2 Ff o 45 o 8L B /N A 85 R W A RO S T (ST0) AN
TR (SA0) AE S B WA B R T B i AL FOBLF AR A R B ] L L e ke e TR R AE SR N R T IHAE Y I )
TSR a2 e BT L AR 00 T A o S S 1 s A TR A AR, IR R AR N ER A S 2 RHA
BORF SR A b K H B A - R R TR 35 SR RN A8 R E AR A U vh R L B A (GGR DD

F1 FRTEEENEETYUMERMERFEESR

Tab. 1 Differences in species composition and structural characteristics under small habitat conditions with different soil thickness

- . P24 B A T ZH B2
N IR/ A — — — —
L WL~ HEA AR AR KA} i 7l ) 5 F} HoAb Rl
S10 47 17.02%  82.98%  10.64%  76.59%  12.77% 6.38% 4.26% 21.28%  68.08%
S20 58 15.52%  84.48%  12.07%  74.14%  13.79% 5.17% 6.90% 20.69%  67.24%
S30 60 16.67%  83.33%  18.33%  68.34%  13.33% 8.33% 8.33% 23.34%  60.00%
S40 48 8.33%  91.67%  12.50%  77.08%  10.42% 6.25%  10.42% 25.00%  58.33%

2.2 R WEEE

M PN A HE A AT 5 BB o A B R A B (Vitaceae) (FERBE il SRR ELRL (GR 2,

15 4 F/NESE R A9 R AY B EAE AR B e, ELIZRE A (R A A /)N A 8 e TR R A 3 T 5 A 4 ) R TR
{ELTE 4 B/ B2 b U BCRRE BB AE 0. 30 oAy 5 5t KB 1y 1 SR Bl A /)N A 558 5 4 398 52 32 1) 38 1 3% 30 1S 328 0l 1)
AR R AR BT v EAEHE AL 5 AT 5 5 o SR Y T B B A /)N A B 0 JRE A B T 2 B L B 0 A R
TERE 3 N EAE RS 6 AL, FE kb 1B 0 & (Pueraria montana var. lobata) STHK . 73 8h, #5 R F} 2
(ELHE A BN TERE L P R REHEACHT 5, (EUR AR LA AR 58 b 29 vy B (L T R AR ) B B S8R0 B TR 0 2R 05
TAHTRERGR 2.

FEHL N B EEHEZ AT 5 IR 3 R 3 (Artemisia argyi) %84 (Causonis japonica) .J\F (Hylotele phium
erythrostictum) B 2§ (Dendranthema indicum) FlE (& 2),

PR AR EAE AR A 1 A0 SRR NS O O & Sk VB 45 R0 3 Wb R AR SR PR T
=) S ag AN AN BRI e B (A grimonia pilosa)  RIRBFIHE B (Humulus scandens) W, 5 & 7 B 2 #h
s R b AR B b S A S O BT A, TR AR B W) P (Miscanthus sinensis) K 8B 1Y ¥ AR 1L RR FF
(Alchornea davidii) ¥ 5 B %88 5% 00 08 B 8 4 A B b 32 2 DL 35 B a8 32 B 49 AN 3 1 8 (Crassocephalum
crepidioides) S NP HFI(FE 2) .,

2.3 Y EEE
Shannon-wiener 84X . Pielou ¥ 2] FE 18 50l Margalef F & B8 8TE 4 P/ AR B T B —2a0 L,
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B LA b A TR I 2 e S BRIV E ST R (R R 3D
F 2 EMRFIRE L RN RS R A R EEEHEF (8 5)

Tab.2 Importance value ranking (top 5) of plant families and species in plots and microhabitats with different soil thickness

A5 F Ly B fif Fh 7 22 {H
% Bk (Asteraceae) 0. 84 W (Artemisia argyi) 0. 27
i % BE (Vitaceae) 0. 24 5344 ( Cayratia japonica) 0. 24
AR H = K P} (Crassulaceae) 0.23 J\FE (Hylotelephium erythrostictum) 0. 21
% 3 Bl (Rosaceae) 0. 20 B 24 ( Dendranthema indicum) 0.17
TR} (Fabaceae) 0. 20 B (Pueraria lobata) 0.16
% Bl (Asteraceae) 0. 63 J\FE (Hylotele phium erythrostictum) 0. 49
5t KB (Crassulaceae) 0. 49 53485 (Cayratia japonica) 0. 30
S10 W (Vitaceae) 0. 30 97 44 (Dendranthema indicum) 0.19
A ¥ B (Caryophyllaceae) 0.24 W (Artemisia argyi) 0.19
5 B R} (Rubiaceae) 0.19 £ H (Cerastium arvense) 0.18
2 Bl (Asteraceae) 0. 67 5345 (Cayratia japonica) 0. 32
% B (Vitaceae) 0.32 Y& (Artemisia argyi) 0. 26
S20 %} (Fabaceae) 0.25 % (Pueraria lobata) 0.21
% 14 Bl (Rosaceae) 0.22 e 25 B (Agrimonia pilosa) 0.18
# % B} (Rubiaceae) 0.15 HEE (Humulus scandens) 0.15
3Tt (Asteraceae) 0.91 ¥F % (Dendranthema indicum) 0. 27
i % Bl (Vitaceae) 0. 26 535 % (Cayratia japonica) 0. 26
S30 £ K Pl (Crassulaceae) 0.22 W (Artemisia argyi) 0.23
RAE (Gramineae) 0.21 J\FE (Hylotele phium erythrostictum) 0.18
# 1% Ft (Rosaceae) 0. 20 = (Miscanthus sinensis) 0.17
% Bk (Asteraceae) 1.02 W (Artemisia argyi) 0.43
%4 Bl (Vitaceae) 0. 32 1 8% % (Cayratia japonica) 0. 32
S40 E R (Rosaceae) 0.22 B (Humulus scandens) 0.19
ARAEL (Gramineae) 0.19 B 24 ( Dendranthema indicum) 0.17
75 B R} (Rubiaceae) 0.19 WY 15 & (Crassoce phalum crepidioides) 0.16

R3 BUHAREIEEENEERYHESHEEREY

Tab.3 Plot-level species diversity index in microhabitats with different soil thickness

) N X ) R Iy WIS
Y Fh 2 R R EL SRR b
S10 S20 S30 S40
Shannon-wiener 15 4§ 3.55 2.83 3. 44 3.34 3. 20
Pielou #) 5] B35 %% 0.76 0.72 0. 84 0. 81 0.81
Margalef 3= & B 48 5 13.09 7.01 8.72 8. 70 7.53

2.4 BEEZE4DE

A Fofr /)N A B B TR B4 7 349 35 BE AR AR AN R (IR 1) i B4 T FR M | A ) Sk B A /0N A 5 A JRE R Y 6 n S 1
P S B R A T SR AR 2 R WK 2) AR HT R AR YRR 2 R IR () b R N AR
T BT TR A A 5 R A B M A i ARG I A, O ELAE TR P b AR BTN 55 R A0 8 0 A SR8 T A A
B 3.,
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’ go.3go 9178%  9397h 15457 155.58 0 »
82.84% o160 - - 2 30% -« a » R’=0.587%
w SO E 140 - RZ:%%;(;**/ @ =2.120
pre) . 25% - a0 =2.38C
= % = 1207 103.34 o ;-
0 0% - 5.2 22_ E
= 80t W oyl e e e R=0.257%%
= 40% | + % 0« =0.765
= =K 60 - Doy g e S10
ey e 10% @ pvi/ | 4 - %0
20% + E 40 .
“ 5% a ° - =830
B 201 "l 40
0 0 s s s ‘ ‘
S10 S20 S30 5S40 S10 S20 S30 S40 0 5 10 15 20 25
BRIy G s IR NS Ho Bt
1 FETEEENEERET B2 AELEEENEERET B3 BmMREEHZEEN
BUERHNTEAEE BUEmRAG EEYE M b &Y 2 H E 3 5
Fig.1 Average canopy cover per Fig.2 Aboveground biomass per Fig.3 Regression analysis of
unit area in small habitats with unit area in small habitats with average canopy cover per
different soil thickness different soil thickness unit area and aboveground biomass
A A
3 itie

FH TR 10 b 5 5 K AR T P B S e e b X ) M TR R B R A R, XA AR EES
SO [) A 2 TR /N AR 55 R WAl 21 8 A 22 5 o DT 52 0 A A 58 P i W R 2 R R B A A L AE R R R A A 8
T NE BB (Cerastium arvense) & L HE PP, U LE R T A B A Rl FAREBUN BE 2 X R EFH R0
e X SEIRE Y LA L Bl R A I L B AORE R AR A R A AE VS v 0 000 B 407 e b B g AT g
JE DR 4 R AR ) AE S PR 8 P R A BB S e B TN BTG B A KR MRS A AR RE W 20 v il B B AR B L
A SR A M BT TG R AR T LA KK A 3R R RCR DT

R IR IE 2 S (g 0 AR S R D L SR AR SO S A RO E R SR — W . BT
UM A B IR /N BT, oh A R N S R s B R T O R R R NAE RS AR R X,
SR X K A R A B 2 M DA SR 2 i RO R TRAR R W 0 AR A R 2 R DUNE B H AR NMEY)
RAREY T R BN £, MERELRAMT BRI R AR ST 4 T 3 2 (0 K 43 352 5> MU PR R A A7
25 Ja]  (EL S 0 J0r A i IX 10 SRR RS - A S A BN 22 N T S B — S Rl e vk E RO R, AR TR Y
A 35 Hp T M S 0 6 B IR G T A AR AR L TR AR R A B R AL T A B 4 L I R IR . AR
JIE - A 8 ELA R A K R R A A R B ARl v DR B A A B TR AR R T R e A ) A
WS Z PR, UMY R 2 S E . R BEREARFENER T EMEMT RS SN
TR RE L B /N 8 PR A L R R b R R I R S R B S B S i s e g kgL (3
AIERBUEK G AL, PR RV MERY N ER AR TR ARENE R LS U A
T A AR HER R, S BOE R R 2 REE RS . W R X ) R A B R VE A5 A R E I R R
Ay /5] B R S W R 46 M A e L R e P B Y L e R I P R A A T R A 4R L BB T DA T R R
o 1) DR ATl ZE BSC DA A A 3 34 3 U ) AR AR AR A o L DA T U B A A B AR Y g o i 7 A L
b A B T 2 R AR O AR E . ) — T R IR R AR SR R R B IR B H R AR M R Y
A Wy e R 5 8 B B 0 3 AR 0 R R AR B R RAR L KAV R S

R A KR TR S B A RE VR R IS AL R AE L TR E B AR S R BT e MG, WE 5
FE U HE R4 S B 00 T AR ELRE R A A BV A AR 7 ) AR, b R A W RS A st SR bR
i i DX v, A B b R R R A R AR S R R VR AR TR AR KR AE A LD B AR 0 AR Ak AR B A8 E N AR S Y
M P A - R R Y A B A ) 2 A MR R L R AR A 0 LA s B A B R R AR = KB A AT
BFAE R /I W 28008/ SORE | AR A5 v IR ) TE B R b b 2 T b T, 48 R W AE BE R b i O AR B I
KR BOY M RE P A 1) 25 N TEAT R

CESEE
(17 TR, 50w 30 e 1 IX A 25 R 05 iE 55 1k B He Ak 25 8 yA [ ], A 3R B Bl 24,2000,20(6) :547-551.,
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Ecology and Biodiversity Conservation in Three Gorges Area

Karst Different Soil Thickness Small Habitats Plant Community Species Diversity and Productivity

DU Haohan, CHEN Jinyi, ZHAO Yijie, GUO Xuman, LUO Jie, LIU Jingchun, LONG Yun
(School of Life Sciences, Southwest University, Key Laboratory of Eco-environments in Three
Gorges Reservoir Region (Ministry of Education), Chongqing Key Laboratory of Plant Ecology and
Resources Research in Three Gorges Reservoir Region, Chongqing 400715, China)

Abstract; The spatial distribution in karst areas is uneven and the soil is shallow, resulting in different niche with varying soil
thickness. Soil serves as the substrate for plant growth, and soil thickness affects nutrient availability, plant development, and
community characteristics. It focuses on grassland communities in karst areas to explore the characteristics of plant communities and
species diversity in habitats with different soil thicknesses. The results show that:1) Plant species growth varies among different
habitats; as soil thickness increases, Crassulaceae and Poaceae decrease gradually while Fabaceae and Rosaceae increase
significantly, indicating a more dominant position for Asteraceae plants. 2) Species diversity of communities is higher in habitats
with moderate soil thickness (shallow-medium soils, medium-deep soils) , suggesting that moderate soil thickness is more favorable
for the development of plant species and diversity. 3) As habitat soil thickness deepens, dominant species become increasingly stable
within the community, showing a trend from herbaceous plants to woody plants in terms of composition. In conclusion, in karst
regions, suitable habitat conditions combined with ecological niche complementarity make moderately thick soils richer in plant
species diversity which promotes symbiosis among plants to facilitate community succession.

Keywords: karst; heterogeneous habitat; important value; species diversity; vegetation restoration
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