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Table 1 The general situation of different vegetation restoration stages

i H &S &L WEER (a) e e #814 (m)
Items Number Community name Restoration year Slope Aspect Altitude
o e 12 G R AR B s - B 00
Herb communities abandoned for 12 years Sunny
c2 o R TREREEL o 5~8 40° B 1160
Bt Artemisia giraldii + Stipa bungeana association Sunny
B 3 5 TR — 11 BRI 13 - B "
Sunny Lespedeza bicolor-Bothriochloa ischaemum association Sunny
slope U
ca | MEARBEDL 20~25 35° a 1130
Miscellaneous association Sunny
o BRI B CEED FEM - - b -
Sophora davidii-Bothriochloa ischaemum ( Artemisia giraldii) association Sunny
o 185k 1~2 AR RS - » b 0
Herb communities abandoned for 1~2 years Shady
c7 o BEETEEEL 5~8 40° b 1160
B Artemisia gmellmﬁ’ Artemisia giraldii association Shady
T S AT RERRS o ts - g 6
Shady Lespedeza bicolor~Stipa bungeana association Shady
slope o y
c9 ) *{g*ﬁ&\ ) 20~25 20° B 1100
Miscellaneous association Shady
b
clo _ BRI TR - 28~35 30° b 1070
Hippophae rhamnoide | Ostryopsis davidiana association Shady
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Table 2 Species composition of soil seed bank

it 4 TR B e i B

Plant name (strain;) Level Life-form C(:y(gc Family
¥ Agrimonia pilosa 3 BEAZ Herb layer HBTH ZEAE %) Hemicryptophyte 14 Mesophyte FEHEL Rosaceae
UKEE Agropyron cristatum 2 B JZ Herb layer HOTH ZF 4% Hemicryptophyte A Xerophyte ARAEL Gramineae
e ot B R e pla S Moy 7 Vitaceae
P Agropyron mongolicum 3 EIARJZ Herb layer  HU[ 2F 4% Hemicryptophyte BErhE Xeric mesophyte KA} Gramineae
RE Artemisia annua 13 B JZ Herb layer HBTH ZEAE %) Hemicryptophyte A Xeric mesophyte 45 F} Compositae
3H Artemisia argyi 88 B JZ Herb layer HBTH ZEAE ) Hemicryptophyte s 4= Mesophyte %%} Compositae
T MRE Artemisia capillaris 123 FIAJZ Herb layer —4FEAELA Annual herbaceous A Xeric mesophyte 4§ F} Compositae
HH Anenusia giraldii 60 EIARJZ Herb layer  HU[fI 2F 4% Hemicryptophyte ErhE Xeric mesophyte  2§%} Compositae
KA Artemisia gmelinii 146 WERJZ Shrub layer  Hi L ZFAHY Chamaephyte A Xeric mesophyte 4%} Compositae
$138 Antemisia japonica 10 FLAJZ Herb layer HBTH ZEAEY) Hemicryptophyte H A= Mesophyte %58} Compositae

INBE Berberis amurensis 2 #EKJZ Shrub layer
B 2E®E Bothriochloa ischaemun 162 LA JZ Herb layer
LEEH Bupleurum chinensis 20 EAJZ Herb layer
¥r % Caragana korshinskii 15 HEARJZ Shrub layer
PEr B Carex lanceolata 161 HAJZ Herb layer
IREFHE Chenopodium glaucum 10 HAJZ Herb layer
W )L3E Cirsium setosum 47 LA Z Herb layer
HHAERRT B Cleistogenes chinensis 98 HAJZE Herb layer
Wt T Cotoneaster acutifolius 5 H#EK)Z Shrub layer
€L Comolvulus arvensis 14 HAJZ Herb layer
HE Deyewria sybatica 12 HAZ Herb layer
W% Duchensnea indica 24 HiAJZ Herb layer
HIER L Euphorbia humifusa 18 A2 Herb layer
B Forsythia suspensa 17 HEARZ Shrub layer
Ve tHzE Hemistepta lyrata 12 FZJZ Herb layer
Pl /R Z& %6 Heteropappus altaicus 62 B JZ Herb layer
ﬁf S:ZZ:Z’ hae - rhamnoides g 4 K 2 Shrub layer
L Humulus scandens 40 EA 2 Herb layer
EYEZE Iveris denticulate 90 A2 Herb layer

JE =N ZEAEY) Nanophanerophyte
HTH ZE 44 Hemicryptophyte
HiTH ZE 44 Hemicryptophyte
SRENLZEFEY) Nanophanerophyte
HTH ZF 44 Hemicryptophyte
HTH ZE 44 Hemicryptophyte
HuTH ZE 44 Hemicryptophyte
HTH ZE 44 Hemicryptophyte
SR ZFAEY) Nanophanerophyte
HiTH ZE4H ) Hemicryptophyte
LT 2454 Hemicryptophyte
LT 2454 Hemicryptophyte
T 2454 Hemicryptophyte
SR N ZFAEY) Nanophanerophyte
HU T 2454 Hemicryptophyte
H T ZFAE YY) Hemicryptophyte

J& = ML ZEAEY) Nanophanerophyte

HiTH ZE4 ) Hemicryptophyte
HOTHT 2FAEA) Hemicryptophyte

F A Xeric mesophyte
B4 Xeric mesophyte
E v Xeric mesophyte
B Xerophyte
E v Xeric mesophyte
E o Xeric mesophyte
E v Xeric mesophyte
E v Xeric mesophyte
E v Xeric mesophyte
B A Xeric mesophyte
s Mesophyte
4= Mesophyte
E 14z Xeric mesophyte
F 1 Mesophyte
iz Xeric mesophyte
F £ Mesophyte

H A Mesophyte

F1 4= Mesophyte
B A Xeric mesophyte

/NEER} Berberidaceae
RAF}E Gramineae
TERL Umbelliferae
ZF} Leguminosae
JHEEL Cyperaceae
#FB} Chenopodiaceae
3%} Compositae
RAEL Gramineae

F $iFl Rosaceae
JEFERE Convolvulaceae
RAFE}F Gramineae
3 F} Rosaceae
KBl Euphorbiaceae
AREF} Oleaceae
%58} Compositae
%%} Compositae

AR
Elaeagnaceae

2P} Moraceae
s Compositae
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Plant name N ' Level Lifef Ecological i
(strains) ’ €lom iype Family
5B Iveris sonchifolia 34 B JZ Herb layer HTH ZEAE %) Hemicryptophyte B4 Xeric mesophyte 3§78} Compositae

BB B#RT Lespedeza davurica 123

HEAJZ Shrub layer

M E S Lilium pumilum 1 EAJZE Herb layer
T EGELSG Spiraea pubescens 10 #EKJZ Shrub layer
JEIET Ostryopsis davidiana 4 HEARJZ Shrub layer
WS Oxytropis bicolor 33 FIAJZ Herb layer
B E Parinia heterophylla 87 LA Herb layer
FLA0 Periploca sepium 5 HEARJZ Shrub layer
i Polygala tenuifolia 51 A JZE Herb layer
PERE Tribulus terrestris 13 FAJZ Herb layer
RYEBESE Potentilla chinensis 63 EA)Z Herb layer
JAR Prinsepia uniflora 3 HEA)Z Shrub layer
TR Rosa hugonis 3 FEA)Z Shrub layer
PE® Rubia cordifolia 37 E ffﬁn plant

& Rubus pamifolius 15 HEARJZ Shrub layer
55 R, Saposhnikovia divaricata 42 HAJZ Herb layer
KB Saussurea japonica 88 FAJZE Herb layer
B3 Sedum aizoon 16 HAJZ Herb layer
KRB EE Setaria viridis 69 HAJZ Herb layer
BREE2E Smilax stans 2 H#EARJZ Shrub layer
AR Sophora davidii 23 HEARZ Shrub layer
KEH Stipa bungeana 11 HAJZ Herb layer
BE Suaeda glauca 12 HA 2 Herb layer

Hi_EZF 4 %) Chamaephyte

Hi S ZEHY) Chamaephyte

SR LZFAEY) Nanophanerophyte
SR LZFAEY) Nanophanerophyte
HiTH ZE4E 4 Hemicryptophyte
HBTH ZEAE ) Hemicryptophyte

J& =S ZEAEY Nanophanerophyte
HBTH ZEAEY) Hemicryptophyte
HiTH ZF 454 Hemicryptophyte
HUTH ZF 44 Hemicryptophyte
SRENLZEFEY) Nanophanerophyte
SRENLZEFEY) Nanophanerophyte
J= B

Interstratum plant
HiTH ZF 44 Hemicryptophyte
HTH ZF 484 Hemicryptophyte
HTH ZE 44 Hemicryptophyte
HTH ZE4 ) Hemicryptophyte
4EERIA Annual herbaceous
¥ E 5L S AHY Nanophanerophyte
SR ZFAEY) Nanophanerophyte
HiTH ZE 44 Hemicryptophyte
—4EE RIS Annual herbaceous

i/ Xeric mesophyte
4 Mesophyte
A Mesophyte
s 4= Mesophyte
E o Xeric mesophyte
A= Mesophyte
H A= Mesophyte
A Xerophyte
B4 Xeric mesophyte
B4 Xeric mesophyte
E o Xeric mesophyte
E v Xeric mesophyte

dirgE Mesophyte

H1 4= Mesophyte
1A= Xeric mesophyte
4 Mesophyte
4= Mesophyte
E 1A= Xeric mesophyte
FF 4= Mesophyte
E v Xeric mesophyte
B A Xeric mesophyte
FH Xerophyte

7 F} Leguminosae
HEE Liliaceae
T3P} Rosaceae
HEAREL Betuaceae

T F} Leguminosae
W F} Valerianaceae
B EFl Sclepiadaceae
& E} Polygalaceae
PR} Zygophyllaceae
T3 F} Rosaceae
T3 F} Rosaceae
T F} Rosaceae

PEE R} Rubiaceae

T3 F} Rosaceae
§JEAL Umbelliferae
3§F} Compositae

5t RF} Crassulaceae
RAFE}F Gramineae
T A Liliaceae
ZF} Leguminosae
RAEL Gramineae
#R} Chenopodiaceae

FZARJZ Herb layer
FZRJZ Herb layer
FZRJZ Herb layer

T ADE Taraxacum mongolicum 34
Y Hi T Vicia sepium 18
EWHT Viola phillippica 54

HUTH ZE 44 Hemicryptophyte
HiTH ZE4E %) Hemicryptophyte
HiTH ZE4 ) Hemicryptophyte

g Compositae
TR Leguminosae
HEFL Violaceae

B A Xeric mesophyte
el Mesophyte
el Mesophyte

Horp REURRASHIY) 38 B (A 690906
WA 15§, RO 27. 2790 R HEM 2 F
*ewy 3.64%

3} (Compositae )809 ¥k, 5 B %Ay 36. 72%;5&
AF} (Gramineae ) 415 ¥k, 7 SLEAY 18. 84%; g g
(Leguminosae ) 212 fk. & S %y 9. 6256; 35 25 B}
(Cyperaceae ) 161 #f. 5 B %Ay 7. 31005 % ik Bl
(Rosaceae ) 126 ¥, 7 BV 4. 68%0; I R (Valeri-
anaceae )87 ¥k, 5 BB 3. 95y;5{>ﬁ2ﬂ»(Umbellifer‘
ae )62 Bk, b7 M%eny 2.81%0 s HoE Rl 312 k. 5 B
14,1690, FHLUAEIE RIS, —4E R RA Y 3 Bl
AR 5. 4500 Hh 2R 2 Bl o R RO
36400 3 N ZERIY) 1 B R 1. 8200 M T 2
fE4 35 Fh. o BBy 63. 6400 e i 2EAE A 12 .
B 21 8200 R 2 Fh. o ARG 3. 6400,
DAA A Sl o, SR AR 4 B BB 7. 2700 B

AR 29 B o R 52. 7300 rh B AR M 1
s o R Ko 18200 s A e 21 b o B R
38.18%0, BhAh. A 19 BR&h A H R FE TR %
EFR .
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3.2.1 XRMFEGEFEFE RIS
RN BT T E 0 Rl T A %, &5
WF 3, W LLE M R T K8 B 5 505 -
625. 537*i/m27 Horbr, BRI AR % B2 KRR, 3%
FhF RS A T LAy A b, 0~2 em )2 L HEFP T
JERE AR 2 762.5i294.5395]€j/m2, 2~5 em 5%
1 770i210.030*j/m2, 5~10 ¢m X% 975£138.799
B /m’ s AT 0~~5 em 42 Ay 398 1 25 3 57 38 K
F5~10 em +JEH) TIEFPFEER L. 2972 510 em
T2 4.6 %,
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Table 3 Changes in density of soil seed bank
TN BH3 R 3 PSR 3 0~2em 12 2~5em L2 5~10 em + )2
?ﬁ‘ H ;Hé,i;ﬂ 3@ Total sunny Total shady 0~2 em soil 27~5 em soil 510 em soil
tem o slope slope layer layer layer
B (R /m”)

55054-625. 537 48304-436.491

Density (grains /mz)

61804419.211

2762.5+294.539 1770+210.030 975+138.799

3.2.2 FRBEXEMTFEEEMFIE NFEKLA
DUE th FERF 7 R BRI BHE PR B AFIR 5~8 a
AEE s R R BN AY R TR R & K
(4 987.54972.163%; /m”) , Hk HR Tl — 5 2=
(ZEE)BEM (2 187.5+103. 564 /m? ) 2L M A BEM
B - S5 o 7 3 B D B /[ (1 425273, 9431 /m”) ;
BRI = B 3 Pk 52 AFRR 5~8 a BUBRATE T 25 RE
Bt S T P 55 B d (5 237. 50497, 7748 /m?),
R VDR R TREM (3 612.5170. 37981 /m”).
FTE A BE N B9 1 R RE 2 R U /) (1650 =
66. 8151 /m”) . pi A2 HA . RS 4FRR 58 a 1R
TR P o T 2 HEARTE B B de /N

T OEHMEERTEEET

Table 4 Changes in density of soil seed bank for each sample

BEAS  BECR/mY) | BREMS BECGE/m)
Number  Density (grains/m”) Number Density (grains/m”)
cl 1975480.178 c6 2850+360. 803
Cc2 4987.54972.163 c7 5237.54-497.774
c3 1512.54157.016 c8 21004-273.943
c4 1425-+£273. 943 c9 16504-66. 815
Cco 2187.54103. 564 cl0 3612.54170.379

T e g s R IR 1, TR,
Note : The community numbers represent the same samples as those in

Table 1. The same as the blow -

3.2.3 TREMKEFIRANLIFAT T EE EAFIE

TTZEHTEERR I, FHSEEBASE 5 A+ 3 Fh 1
PE R FEARIA B B E A AT (f=0. 291 Fp.05=
3.838, p=0.05) ;s BB I3 5 /e 1 3 Fh 22
é%fﬁ&%ﬁ?ﬂi%*ﬁ%?ﬁ?@zo 587 Fo.05=
3.838, p=0.05), Joh, NE L 0] A . BEE KR
SERRAHG AN, BHIE - BH S - S 1 PR Y S 2% A 3
Jla s (y=—313.75,1+3358.8, R*=0. 1137) : [
=4 53 - S 2 Y R [ PR R R AR A B
— 3 (y=—206.25,5+3708.8, R*=0.0532), L& H i}
W Bt PRS2 AEPRIG N - A [m] 35 1] - 398 b P 8 E 4

6000 [ B B34 # /¥ Sunny slope density
[0 B3 4% % S Shady slope density

LI
"""""
CE RN

~ea,
1000 | g_l

C1/C6 cC2/C7 C3/C8 C4/C9 CS5/Cl10
¥ % %% S Number

# RE(K/m?®)
Density(grains/m®)
g
(=]

Bl tEMFESERESTL
Fig-1 Changes in total density of soil seed bank
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AESE A MR AL R v A S5 A LK

T IRR T R E O AT R SRR AN AR S B
o BEORRWT AN 0~2 em L2 P 3R T
A PITR ZREPERR B A B B M KT 275 am K
5~10 em;2~5 em LJZ KT 510 em, HEHBEE 1
JZ= OB NPT A S kA

PRI E . 0~2 em LR FEE £
FEVE $i8 BOAE 2% R B M\ B BEak B f ok (3. 007
3.498) , 5] BEARRIRE 3 WK A2 AR PR Sl R B AR TS
DU A SR A — B 3R 5 (G258 B AP Bele ok
(0.218)327~5 em HZHYEE K SHMHERHERE T
I~2 a A= FARAE W) B v B BOA Bl B ok (2. 051,
2457 , B4 25) AR KR K A2 AR R RSB 1 b 3
PSS BEMAE IR — B £ 7 (38 BEA R B
K(0.473):5~10 em L JZH)FFJE  ZHAETEHUE
ZREARTE A BOAE 5K (2. 3942, 199), ¥ 5] B4
Bt E W AR ST A 5 ARSI B A
IR — B R CGEH) BEABT Befi R (0-153) 5 BRI
ERAYEREH A 0~2 em 1 )2 ) £ 5 B 38 O AT
HTIEE AR B SRR BRI 12 a B
AAEYREE B BOA S 5 K (7. 0333, 342) , 5] 4R
Fbt PR G AR S e R R A 7 2 BE A EE A B
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Bk KAA (1-513) , A3 U 35 BE AL YD R R R 5
BEABT BRI (0-204) 1275 em 8 EEARBAE VD BR
R T BB B SRR ERR B BAT I T R RN
WrBasE oA (2.914,3. 168) . #4 5) BEfR BB R
PR EIEIRE S A S0 B A 2 HEACHE A

BB K (0.286):5~10 em + 2 EE JE . ZFEME
FEHOAE BRAT 8 1 22 78 B DA B B ok 1] 3 K (1900
2.059), #45) FEAR ARl IR S AR S5 D5 3
A SRR & B A — KSR BRI Bod
F(0.292)
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Table 5 Changes in species diversity of soil seed bank

f*% F- 8 4R Richness index £ FEPESE L Diversity index 5] BEHEHL Fvenness index A3 Ecological dominance
anzr 0~Zem 2~5em  5~10cm 0~Zem 2~5em  5~10cm 0~2em 2~5em  5~10cm 0~2em 2~b5em  5~10cm
cl 2.592 2.051 1.632 2.837 2.457 1.926 1.049 0.972 0.997 0.106 0.131 0.144
Cc2 2.125 1.716 1.025 2.221 1.959 1.278 0.803 0.642 0.608 0.065 0.231 0.105
Cc3 2.238 1.613 0.721 2.373 2.154 1.481 0.942 1.028 0.500 0.141 0.158 0.095
c4 3.007 1.450 2.394 3.498 1.728 2.199 0.968 0.645 1.000 0.099 0.070 0.036
C5 1.549 0.993 0.397 1.766 1.050 0.454 0.852 0.581 0.413 0.218 0.473 0.153
Cc6 3.220 2.832 1.553 3.342 3.099 1.904 0.971 0.984 1.001 0.075 0.076 0.163
c7 7.033 2.659 1.900 3.116 3.168 2.039 0.972 0.994 0.739 0.086 0.059 0.113
c8 2.156 1.782 1.690 2.516 2.043 1.672 0.975 0.809 0.948 0.138 0.268 0.292
c9 1.513 0.601 0.361 2.282 1.250 0.605 1.513 0.250 0.250 0.152 0.286 0.125
c10 2.704 2.941 1.830 2.466 2.493 1.659 0.726 0.986 0.620 0.204 0.103 0.212
3.3.2 T RZELEATF EMAT SN N

K 2 LA 5 BH3 - BRSSP £
JETERHL, BE K 2 AR PR A A2 AL AN B 22 T BA38~- FA
YeREH AR R AEER RO N 2 TR B (A 220 ]
AT, — 3 AR B ARSI (P=0.05) s JIE
3 LA R PR AR PR A S0, BH 3 BH A b
TR TR ZREYE TR RCE R S B3R B3
FEb S REPEIR RO LTS (At AT K
AR L ST R S AP TR B AR B B A 5K
F(P=0.05) 5 JIEN 4 T LA s B K 2 4R PR A 18
s R ER S AR A R R ETHES T
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Fig- 2 Changes in richness of soil seed bank
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Fig-3 Changes in diversity of soil seed bank
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Table 6 The similarity of soil seed bank in plots on sunny slope

o
gf\f{ﬁf cl 2 3 4 c5
cl 1 — — — —
2 0.095 1 - — —
3 0.429  0.381 1 -~ —
cd 0.273  0.400  0.400 1 —
5 0.231  0.421  0.571  0.714 1

R PRGN IR AR U
Table 7 The similarity of soil seed bank in plots on shady slope

6 1 — — - —
c7 0.531 1 — — —
c8 0.364 0.370 1 — —
c9 0.528 0.556 0.370 1 -
cl0 0.528 0.389 0.370 0.667 1

RS MRS FRAE HK a8 - S FhF A LU
Table 8 The similarity of soil seed bank on opposite

slope of the same abandoned year

S

Nombe ¢5/¢10
umber

cl/c6  ¢2/c? @3/c8  c4/co

AEUUYE 2 B
Similarity ~ 0.653  0.560  0.546  0.609  0.231

coefficient
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Studies on characteristics of soil seed banks in natural
vegetation restoration of the Loess hilly gully regions

YUAN Baoni, LI Denngu* , LI Jingkia7 WANG Dong*mei, XUE Ling7 LIU Jie
( College of Forestry Northwest AR University s Yangling, Shaanxi 712100, China)

Abstract: Field survey and laboratory experiment were conducted to study the characteristics of soil seed bank
such as species composition, density, diversity and similarity in the natural vegetation restoration of loess hilly qully re-
gions- The results showed that 2203 seedlings of 5 species: which belonged to 23 families and 48 genera, germinated in
the 10 plots- The total seed density reached 5 505+ 625. 537 grajns/ m’, approximately 4- 6 times bigger in 0~5 em
than in 510 e¢m soil layer- The richness. diversity and evenness of soil seed bank did not achieve the remarkable relat-
ed level with the restored age: but the ecological dominance increased while recovered years increased, and it took a more
significant increasing trend in sunny slope than in shady slope- The similarity coefficients of soil seed bank composition
ranged from 0. 0952 to 0. 7143, and the similarity coefficients got smaller with the increase of recovered years. which
showed hat the vegetation succession of the abandoned cropland was basically an enlarging process of spatial heterogeneity -

Keywords .. soil seed bank ; vecetation restoration; Loess hilly qully region



