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P78 45 2616 mm, HHERTBNIREZE L o A
B, w5 BEANF 5% , i PR LA T A A i AR e
FEHCH 3 YW R 24 5 B8 )L (Caragana
roborovskyi) . [ 1% B2 (Atriplex cana) | £ A= B A W
(Anabasis salsa) . K3 %5 %4 (Chondrilla piptocoma) |t
FLLETES (Seriphidium transiliense ) , 2356 A A AT AEL4Y)
B,

PPk b T 2012 4AF IR A Tk 4k, N T ar AL
AN, TR T AR FE A, T2 A A b 7
FiA (Pinus sylvestris var. mongolica) . FAHii (Ulmus pumi-
la) VP (Elaeagnus angustifolia) SE5:(Malus pumi-
la) \FLFAW(Acer pictum subsp. mono)  EEFERE (Amor-
pha fruticosa) 25T % (Syringa oblata) 5. B4 4% Hh
N THEPIRE AT AR TR SR & S, 2 LA [

PRATER (3~4 mx3~4 m) Iy LF0AE, AR HEIE )7 X5
— R  BEAE 5—9 H EATHERE , BEWE SR R 7~10
d, AR 4 300 m*- (667m) 2,

2 WIRAZE

21 HMIEESEE

TG DX b A P RE B AR V5 IX 85 47 o 1l , 7 A5
SAFREA—F, AE X — XA SO B 0 Rk
e B A 2R TR AR 27 R, X 27 Pk 285 7 a
AR WS TE B T AR E N T- AR E A Y
REVE IO B2 (52 1), 2019 4F 6—7 A W —Fh i
TREVE TC 5 AR FH LR RE M Pk A TR R A, B4
FEHL N BEE 6 TR ARETT , 6 MHEARRETT , 6 HIAR
FEJ o FEARREDT K/N10 m x 10 m, #EARKETS 5 m x

F1 FREMESEEFHHR

Tab.1 Overview of plots with different plant community allocations

REVRZE RS Heve LAk
TR 1 P+ R AR (Ulmus laevis)— 545539 (Rose rugose ‘purple branch” )W JRERERE ( Clematis songorica )+ G144
2 P+ K A — 22 #8445 (Potentilla fruticosa ) —F 1 2
3 P+ A A (Amygdalus triloba ) - Ky A 45+ BL4H 8
4 I+ AR (Ulmus pumila * jinye” ) -3 BEML+ FHTERE MBI+ BER 25T (Carex physodes)
5 P+ 24046 (Ulmus laciniata ) —BA2Hk ( Cerasus tomentosa )~ FEEE HE+ T0PI 44 ( Rhaponticum repens)
6 FAT+ R 8 (Fraxinus rhynchophylla)—-TEPE—15 WM (Linum perenne )+ EL24H 5
; £ M1 % (Malus yunnanensis var. veitchii) + 4 2 LLA# (Crataegus chlorocarpa) = H 25 (Rosa chinensis) =55 # (Iris lac-
tea )+ VPR
8 I3 (Fraxinus sogdiana ) — 55K B -1 G144 + T00R) 24
9 RSB B+ FER - R A
10 FI— 25 4113 (Rosa xanthina )i W bR+ 3 45 5
11 PRI (Salix alba)-2ERME (Sorbaria sorbifolia) =10 P44 +IfENE /R ER LR
12 PR — SR+ TR R ZE
13 KRHMI-21HG A (Cornus alba)+TERE— P RLE S
14 ZemAf— VP ( Hippophae rhamnoides subsp. turkestanica ) #3156+ 15126
15 TP VD R BB + R
16 I~ 58T i+ TR - LA I JR ek
17 HE A~ LR - A+ DY B O
18 SRR A + TOUP 5
19 [ SIS 20 XY ]
20 B (Acer negundo )~ BEHE— AR
Irii 21 FLSAI-IF2F (Calamagrostis epigeios )
22 I A+ DAL
23 LBk (Amygdalus davidiana)-¥y EL A +EREE+ER AR AR
24 JHER (Rhus typhina )-8y G4 +3 A= B
25 T (Euonymus alatus)— 3454
R 26 SR+ PR - TIPS+ AL

27 Al YD I+ TR S L AL S + KK (Artemisia sieversiana)
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5m, EAET 1 mx 1 m, #% A A= B A
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1o TR M T
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F(F2) P2 AL A, =i R AE
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Tab. 2 Comprehensive evaluation system and weight of ecological effect of plant communities

- TENJZ S FRBR I Phrifie S
Hir 2 TR TebrZ Py i = FEbREA
RiPERYEBR, R ARG C W el T A gt H A EE BB W5 i iy 4 0.20
0.27 I E R ¥ NI x,
s U AR € FREA Jap Kk PR K 0.07
WL 4549 B, T E T Cs >0.4 0.2~0.4 <0.2 0.11
022 BEK R /(B - hm™) 500~1500, >1500 <500, 0.03
Y5155 45 BEK YR BRI
TrHE LA Cs TR =2, THER )R, TR )2, 0.02
L= 1:1.5 1:1~1:1.5 <1:1
TRREAR TR L >5000 2000~5000 <2000 0.05
/(B +hm™)
MRS psogen, SR G (i em) >2 0.5~2 <05 0.27
SRR o3 v
ZEOT A
G TEYIRETE Z 61 G >2 1~2 <1 0.05
TR IR B b >20 10~20 <10 0.05
SORTIRE B SO €, ERR Al 30%~60% <30% 0.06
0.09 >60%
R B R Co A7 4 Fh % L H2~3 5 1A 0.02
el
L RN AR Ca wesk, )2 WM, IREE, AN, 5Lk, A5, 0.02
ZHIAE LI HEHAER JeEAA R
LT AR Bs R A €/ (5T m™) <40 40~100 >100 0.01
0.05 EPIRA ol (T m™) <30 30~60 >60 0.04
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Tab.3 Membership matrix for comprehensive evaluation of ecological effect of plant communities
R | PR . | SN TP .| SEN YN P L. S—
R4 — % KA — i % RAf — i %
1 B 085 015 000 10 B 085 015 0.00 19 B 078 023 000
B. 026 056 0.8 B. 033 050 017 B. 026 053 021
B 002 075 024 B, 000 071 0.29 B 050 050  0.00
B 100 000 0.0 B. 060 040 0.0 B, 060 040 0.0
B 025 075  0.00 B 025 075 0.00 Bs 0.0 100 0.00
2 B 073 028  0.00 11 B 033 068 000 20 B 0.00 100 0.00
B. 026 056 0.8 B. 002 044 053 B. 016 070 0.5
B 000 065 035 B, 000 036 064 B 000 050 050
B. 072 028  0.00 B, 060 040 0.0 B, 060 000 040
B 025 075 000 Bs 0.0 100 0.00 Bs  0.00 100 0.00
3 B, 080 020 000 12 B 040 060  0.00 21 B 000 08 0.5
B. 036 058 006 B, 012 059 029 B, 016 064 020
B, 017 069 014 B. 0.0 100 0.00 B 000 014 086
B, 080 020  0.00 B, 060 040 0.0 B, 060 020 020
Bs 020 080  0.00 Bs 025 075 0.00 Bs 0.0 100 0.00
4 B 015 0.63 0.23 13 B, 0.78 0.23 0.00 2 B, 0.93 0.08 0.00
B. 019 040 041 B, 009 058 0.34 B 037 038 0.05
B 000 060 040 B: 0.0 100 0.00 B, 000 100 0.00
B. 060 040 0.0 B. 060 040 0.0 B~ 060 040 0.0
Bs 025 0.75 0.00 Bs 025 0.75 0.00 B, 025 075 0.00
5 B 055 0.45 0.00 14 B 0.78 0.23 0.00 23 B, 0.00 100 0.00
B. 016 077 008 B. 075 020 005 B 016 0ll 073
B 000 086 014 B, 014 086 000 B 000 029 071
B, 080 020  0.00 B. 080 020 000 B~ 060 040  0.00
Bs 025 0.75 0.00 B 0.00 1.00 0.00 Bs 1.00 0.00 0.00
6 B 040 060 0.0 15 B 085 015 0.00 24 B, 000 085  0.15
B, 010 057 034 B. 079 019 002 B, 006 031 0.63
B, 000 071 0.29 B 014 086  0.00 B 000  0.00 1.00
B, 080 020 000 B, 080 020  0.00 B, 060 040  0.00
Bs 0.0 100 0.00 Bs 0.0 100 0.00 Bs 0.0 100 0.00
7 B, 000 055 045 16 B, 100 000  0.00 25 B, 000 078 023
B, 018 050 032 B, 016 079 005 B, 016 0.1 0.73
B, 000 029 0.7 B, 0.0 100 0.00 B, 000 029 0.7
B. 080 020  0.00 B, 080 020 0.0 B, 060 040 0.0
Bs 0.0 100 0.00 B: 025 075 0.00 B 100 000 0.0
8 B, 040 060  0.00 17 B, 100 000  0.00 26 B, 000 078 023
B. 000 073 027 B. 068 008 023 B. 032 05 017
B 000 071 0.29 B, 086 014 000 B 000 036 064
B, 060 040 0.0 B, 080 000 020 B, 060 020 020
Bs 0.0 100 0.00 B 000 075 0.25 Bs 0.0 100 0.0
9 B 040 060 0.0 18 B 000 063 0.38 27 B 037 063 000
B. 008 059 034 B. 016 015 0.69 B. 000 075 025
B, 021 079  0.00 B, 000 029 071 B 000 064 036
B. 080 020  0.00 B. 060 020 020 B, 060 040 0.0
B 025 075 000 B 100 000 0.0 Bs 000 100 0.00
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SR R R B A R S AR R A
RGN A H] 27 MEYI LR L B0 B HE
JP (3 4) . AR YRS B E A SRR
Z5 . PR 14 FEHL 1S FEHL 17 FEHL 19 R REVE
A SR TP R R K, SR A
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4.46x100=87.89) , & H.45 R 4F iy A BRCR , T LIAE
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Tab. 4 Comprehensive evaluation result of ecological effect of plant communities

) BWIZEE T . ) BOMIZE ST .
s RS ghvr | P RS LEAVESY
RAF — FLAy —
R 17 0.81 0.11 0.08 4.46 15 R 6 0.20 0.62 0.18 3.05
2 15 0.53 0.47 0.00 4.04 16 A 8 0.16 0.67 0.16 3.00
3 R 14 0.50 0.49 0.01 3.98 17 R 27 0.16 0.66 0.19 2.94
4 R 19 0.51 0.45 0.05 3.92 18 B 20 0.09 0.65 0.26 2.67
5 R 22 0.40 0.59 0.01 3.77 19 R 11 0.15 0.50 0.36 2.58
6 FeH 16 0.39 0.60 0.01 375 20 R 26 0.12 0.52 0.35 2.54
7 B3 0.44 0.49 0.07 375 21 Rl 4 0.10 0.58 0.33 2.54
8 Rt 1 0.40 0.48 0.13 3.57 22 FE23 0.14 0.48 0.38 2.52
9 R 10 0.37 0.49 0.14 3.45 23 R 21 0.09 0.49 0.42 2.34
10 B 13 0.29 0.63 0.07 3.44 24 Bt 7 0.11 0.43 0.46 2.31
11 B9 0.29 0.64 0.07 3.43 25 B 25 0.14 0.37 0.49 2.31
12 FEHLS 0.27 0.66 0.07 3.39 26 FEHL 18 0.14 0.32 0.54 2.21
13 R 2 0.33 0.50 0.17 333 27 B 24 0.07 0.38 0.55 2.04
14 B 12 0.20 0.74 0.06 3.28
=5 EMEEEMUEERN
Tab. 5 Optimal allocation modes of plant communities

R b5 A REVE A AL 2 7 PEALTC BRI B A

R 17 TR - R - A+ B AP, BRATHE 3 mx3 m

R 15 P — I PR B 3 + R R R APFAIRAE , PO POV 121 IR, BRA T 3 mx4 m

FEh 14 AN A =P VDR 0 4+ TP 4 TFNAR AL, B0 5 PO VD 121 FIE, BRA THE 3 mxd m

P 19 AR - R A LM, KR4 THE 3 mx4 m
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Plant community allocation modes of protection greenbelt in an
arid gravel desert region

ZHOU Jing"’, YAN Cheng"’, GUO Ruizeng"’, YAN Ziyan'

(1. State Key Laboratory of Desert and Oasis Ecology, Xinjiang Institute of Ecology and Geography, Chinese
Academy of Sciences, Urumqi 830011, Xinjiang, China; 2. University of Chinese Academy of Sciences,
Beijing 100049, China; 3. National Engineering Technology Research Center for Desert-Oasis Ecological
Construction, Xinjiang Institute of Ecology and Geography, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Urumqi 830011,
Xinjiang, China; 4. College of Prataculture and Environmental Science, Xinjiang Agricultural University,

Urumqi 830011, Xinjiang, China)

Abstract: We investigated 27 different plant community allocation modes for a protection greenbelt in the
alluvial fan gravel desert area in southern Urumgqi. The ecological effects of different plant community allocation
modes were evaluated and ranked using the analytic hierarchy process and fuzzy comprehensive evaluation
model. We found that the allocation of several species was beneficial: Pinus sylvestris var. mongolica- Atriplex
cana-Chondrilla piptocoma+Seriphidium transiliense, Ulmus pumila-Hippophae rhamnoides-Chondrilla piptocoma+
Clematis songorica, Ulmus laciniata- Hippophae rhamnoides- Chondrilla piptocoma + Acroptilon repens, and
Elaeagnus angustifolia- Atriplex cana- Chondrilla piptocoma. The expansion of these optimal allocation modes
was analyzed based on the similarity of ecological effects of plant communities and landscapes. The allocation
modes composed of high tridimensional green biomass, high coverage, and strong adaptability are proposed as
being optimal. This study provides a theoretical basis and technical support for the construction of a protection
greenbelt in an arid gravel desert region.

Keywords: plant community; ecological effect; optimized allocation mode; gravel desert region; Urumgqi



