Fok F¥
201046 A

+ B
CARSOLOGICA SINICA

£ % Vol.29 No.2

Jun, 2010

S . 1001 —4810(2010)02—0113—07

FEGRCFRIBHBAES

:‘%?IE&;E\EI ?E Tlu\

RIFER, RBx"?, FAM%, BB, #F5K
Q. EhXEFraAFER, F4K 400715;2. PERAAFREZREALN, /& ik 541004)

W EURNEAAREFDREIREFEAA, S W TAASRERALH
IHRIARASBE BT TRRNAGRESTRAGEEWHERXRZ. GRE
T ERARE AR A AARANKE . FASEAS S 16.1% EXE5RX
MAEES8 9%, ZRRTERAMEUERX Y AT HHAERA AR L4
RN RERFAAXRY, ERXMYB RS AN AR L ES AR
HI7. 6% . X B4 HH w27 f . FALB R ELEH6. 9K HE2.6% . HYH
AXEHR AP RBRE W RERERXADM BT RU LSRRG ERY

PREHE,
¥R HIRBR ;BRAS
th 4 25 .Q944. 571 ;X826

0 5] &

FEEEHRX, RSB E A Akm?, G
FEALEREE 12. 9 7 km?M, HLIE4E1 650. 26 km?
MEEHKYABMRXRAOREER, 2K E
E4SHERPHTEARRY., EHERT.FE
AEAHRKEGTRENER. —E¥EMNETER
WR,AELRE . EREVLEHTTRERANHE,
BET—RINE5AELMEXHEF, FELER BB
BTRELSERITHER NETFEFRAR
Resl, BERZAELFRU S XERR, HIF
PIAFHEREEMNETFER, LHREGER, —
FRTF R E R LA B o S X R O B R AT
R, REFERIEYHR., XEREE YA EL
BENSR, BFREERITER BB AEEN
BAFIE, A M FRERAFRABEMAF RO AENS . B
WA EARIEA AL X A SR R 51 5 i e MR
HYHTIA

EHRHMETFEEYDHERSE, URFE R
HEWTEERBR T HBSABCRA L, TiEY

BT RLER HB
REERIAS A

X FF SR AL R o B U B, X RE A AR A R R R B
B 0 X ) A SR BF ST PR B AR T AN HL KSR 5 4R
TR, ARKBRELRCRTARLRER
HEHEHBETERE S O, RIBEL MR — KR
AR RECFRMENRLNRRIT LA ELHEE
R AR AL, A B RN A B TR AR LB .

1 HREXHER

HLRRRTE XML FHME X Bt fT
16T B B9 i L 5 1 (N 25°397 13"~ 25°417 00" E105°
36'30"~105°46'30") , RIEX BT 47. 63 km?, H
BHESMER G 4% RS 500 ~ 1200 m, #H
%% 700 m, ¥R 18.4C, =10CTRE6 542°C,
FEHEKREL 100 mm, FHRBRWERNZELHRY,
5—10 ARMERLS2FEEHRTENSIY . KNHEEH
HE R - WEEMFAES . KIREXTRX.BTFEE
EE.FARYMECETESK, BRRETESE
3AAMEKERRE 50 mm TR EAEHEEL 0K
E . XAREA T ER T, R

EeWE . ELRER. KA REEEHNFENEREFRORER LW H (KDL2008—15) . AH K HFEHELITH (swu208001)
F—EHAN, BERO084), B FL WA HEHEER, NH B WL RS 2 REHF E-mail : tsuzzy0905@163. com,

WOH H #9.2010—01—03



114 hEA%

2010 ¢

EEM EWRHUEENE, TR ERE,
ABARZERTES, MZEHANEHHE, £
SRR S, AFEE— EEH R, TR AR
A4 naRaE .

2 BRAE

2.1 EXFH

ABCRE R KB SR, R
BRFERETRKEHHFER BRI —EEH
P, X EEE T —E L DR T R E RS
AT RR B H SR 3 Luo-pacais REEXTH A E , BEAT
UBREZHAREBEAOMR ., FAELRK, 40
BARELUE, LEEH, T HARKENRS, HiE
BhEZ EL RGBS ERRFREERERS, B
M, BT LGE SRR L B R IK T A B A
RE . NBRTFEENHERE, REARESBAELD
REFEAEFARERD, B A, WBH . A,
EALTFAME, FEFWN. LRTF. EREAN; E
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RERK. B8k, EAR ERS, Frd it
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A%, f— S R TE KEMBTRERL P
HOSBAAEENRTER, BREARTFIERE
R BESEaanagRAEs B, HTRES
¥EERn Sha R X 4. 1, P.D Moore et
al. Q97 R ZETHM AV MHRELZ IR, LRI
BHHI 5 G158 BB 2GR 7 , BN KR4 Hodn R
B R LRI JLE KEEN P ERBRE
AP TR 2 K4 B 75 A Y R B T R TE
RHRIBILABREEBEZERZT, 6 o7 #
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HYER) X AR TTEBRER A FRFER RN
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Fig.1 Distribution of rocky desert in Huajiang area and location of samples
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BRREEBES, H10%HCL.30% HF fl5Y%
Na,CO, T B, EMFREH RHEHR VA
Luopacias RHEHITEE . ELER , SMERER
HEHE 500 ¥,

#1 BHAREHOHESTIRBE

Tab.1 Eco-environmental features in sampling plot
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B RERR L RnHE S L€ 58 # 80 /& 92
Fdtit2 881 L, kK2, EAMBRAKHEY TS HLEIH
K. BEARZ, FAREBED, RFEFAKFLH
(Pinaceae) (25. 96 % ~8. 4%)F ¥ X 17. 34% ., W §}
(Cupressaceae) (9. 96%~0. 9%)FH K 7.00%, &

RS GRABRE  #BR/m KK/ HBEEHER/Y% % B B (Mimosaceae) B9 &k ™ # B (Acacia
XD~1 223 682 30 >10 auriculiformis A. Cunn. exBenth) (2. 62%~
XD—2 E 784 32 >50 0.877 %) ¥4 1. 40% , 1718 F (Palmae) ¢y 7 &l
XD—3 HE 784 38 >30 (4. 3% ~0.8%)FH K 2.09%, i B#F (Fagaceae)
XD—4 -4 3 729 49 <20 %, BAHZEZEPF (Rutaceae) # T # (6. 01 %~
0.13%) 38 2. 81% , K AREE Bl (Gnetaceae) f) K FR
F®2 ERMELERRRLER
Tab.2 Table of palynological identification results
% A k1 4 z B/
XD—1 XD—2 XD—3 XD~ 4
Pinus spp n 9.6 21.6 13.6 7.6
Juniperus chinensis B 12.8 1.4 10.0 0.9
Pseudolarix kaempferi & 5.5 2.6 0.9
3% Podocarpus macrophylla FU® 1.8
Trachycarpus excelsa 23] 4.4
Ulmus pumila L W 0.5
Cycas riuminiana Rgl EapiR 3 0.5
Alnus incana L Kark 0.8
Lithocarpus glaber ] 1.5 1.1
K Robinia pseudoacacia K 0.9
Premna fohaiensis =X £ 0.9
Quercus glauca Thunb R 0.4 0.3 0.2
Acacia auriculaeformis g5 0.9 0.9 2.6 1.2
Ilex rhamanifolia Merr &% 0.4
Cudrania cochinchinensis o] 2.6
Zanthoxylum spp bt | 6.0 2.3 0.1
Gnetum montanum LR 4.0
- Debregeasia edulis KK 2.4
Fatoua villosa /NEERE 0.9
Spiraea spp FEH 0.4
Licuala spinosa pukg 1.8 1.4 0.8
Smilaz china L BR 8.7
* Mimosa pudica L aEx 0.6
Litsea cubeba thF 1.8 1.2 2.2
Itea oldhamii e AV 1.5
Aglaia odorata Lour. K2 1.1
Piper kadsura (C.) Ohwi HERE 6.2
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XD—1 XD-2 XD—-3 XD—4
Apama corymbosa B LK 1.6 0.8
Alopecurus geniculatus BER 1.3 1.1
Artemisia apiacea Hance % 2.5
Pogonia japonica Rchb. f Rz 2.9
Leiphaimos flavescens EREtE 2.6 4.1
Alternanthera gracilis HMETFH 0.4
Balbisia meyeniana B/REELHR 0.4
Pandanus gressittii INER 0.4
Chenopodium serotinum s34 0.9
Butomus umbellatus & 0.4
Nymphea tetragona 39 0.4
Urtica fissa RUHHAR 13.9
Nonnea pulla ERBRERE 3.1
Antéotrema dunnianum KEBFE 1.8 4.9 3.4 1.2
Zea mays L ExX 2.0 1.9 1.2
Eriocaulon truncatum AWE 0.7
Asparagus brachyphyllus PRXIE 0.8
Tagetes erecta L ik 2 ] 0.4
Herba Saururi ZHE 18.2 21.8 17.6 43.2
Gramineae AEH 2.9
Pteris spp REERR 2.5 1.4 13.9 7.6
Cibotium barometz HIERK 0.4 0.5 0.2
Selaginella helferi E: ). ] 2.4
Phyllitis scolopendrium Liga33 88 3 1.3
Hicriopteris spp BOm 8.2 4.7 0.6
Lycopodium complanatum sRlFHR 0.5 0.3
Pseudocyclosorus subzylodes EEER 0.5 0.1
Hypodematium crenatum WER 0.6
Cyclosorus aureolepidotus EHRERK 1.5
Abacopteris nudatis EFHMAR 1.3
Rhachidosorus blotianus HeE o R 0.4
Cystopteris sudetica B ¥ 3% 0.4 1.8
Athyrium pseudo— epirachis BRI R R 1.5
Nephrolepis cordifolia B % 1.3 0.7
Microlepia spp 30 2.0 6.0 10.8
2it 98.1 99. 4 95.6 99.8

ERPHRT Bl wpl<o. 2% HBFR

Fgh 25.18%, Kk Z& # (Gramineae) (4. 91%~
1.31%) ¥ K 2.61%, & E $l (Boraginaceae)
(6.54%~1.82%) F¥H 4. 2% L REHEH

B 4.1%, # Bl (Lauraceae) 1] & F (2. 20% ~
1. 8200) F¥ 2. 01% EAMBRF LK S, TEH
ZHE ¥ (Saururaceae) = B & (43. 2%~ 17.56 %)
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(Pteridaceae) 1§ = B BX (12. 84% ~0. 73%)FH
M4, 72% , BBR B B 3R (6. 0296 ~1. 28 %) F
HH 3. 30 % %%,

EFAER TR M AR, X545
EREABESBP KRB TRHEEEYR -
iy, KMEEIINBEROBREFEGETEYBRE
BERREBTHREERIKEBER BB RIERES,
SEASH LB IE S A B ) , 55 S EBR B R A A B M
MR XS, EHHZ NBIRE TR E
WEASESAER T EE S AELSERTEE
MESHEBMES IR,

®3 EIREEREFEHFT-E-ERBRESE

Tab.3 The percentage of arbor, shrub and herbs among rocky

deserts of different grades in Huajiang demonstration plot

ERS  RBLSR FRk/w  EBR/N EE/%
XD~-1 bi-:d 6.9 23.3 41.0
XD—2 nE 3.5 5.6 53.5
XD-3 I 3.0 8.8 63.3
XD—4 L4 4 2.6 1.7 77.6
i 4.0 12.1 58.9

ZHB AR ARELFRI R HSTFESRWT .
3.1 XD—1 BEGRLHBXEBES .S aE—=
KED—HEHFERE R

ZHEBHEREF—E-ETD LA FIRZ6.9%
123.31%. 41.0%. FE R P AR B &R W
(Trachycarpus excelsa Nandl) 5 4. 37% , 55 - B 7
(Lithocarpus glaber (T.) Nakai)§ 1.46%, &%
FEBRS BE5MHARDN EAERTEFZEH
By T (Zanthoxylum multijugum Fr)i§ 6.01%, 4
HWE B A H 5 E B (Piper kadsura (C.) Ohwi) f
6. 19% . B L KB (Gnetum montanum) i 4.01%;
HRIMEEXRBRBREEEME OB EREY, HP=
BELY 18.21%, 2 % B B8 (Hicriopteris glauca
(Thunb) Ching) & 8.20% , KA H E KR R E K
SHEF 2. 91% M 2.73%.
3.2 XD 2 ¥R BRIEHBREMAS . ZaE -
HEFZGE0—KERHE

ZENAESRET—E-ETLLSHNK
3-5%.5.61%.53. 51 % A FF AL S iR B H IR
1. 75% . 55 RS 1.05% , S EE R R
&0 88%, WAMEH Wit . B K% AL M PR H
BRdT 13.86%, TG 2.28%, R @t H £ S
L23% BB AR AR A, & 21.75%,

KERMES4.91%,Z2B 85 4. 4%, ZHRARB
Bb1.40%, BAMER KM E R B FER.2EM
3.3 XD—39ELRLBRBEMAES.EaE—=
HBREE-EH#ER —KERDE

ZHEBRASKBFE-EHH RN 2.97%.
8.80%.63.30% ., FEHIEARIEW LIS H /A, I
WMEEEHRMBWL 2. 62%, HANERE. ERH G
HBIR/AD AR P RBHBRSY 2. 62% . =
B 5 48 (Licuala spinosa Wurmb) 5 1. 44% , R 69
L% W (Litsea cubeba (L.) Pers) i 2.23%, S #
Y 7K BE (Debregeasia edulis (S. et Z.) Weddell) &
2.35%, MEMEMHL G M L BB /D R A TE R L
FHR=AEL17.56%, ZHREK S 12. 84%, B At
8 5B (Microlepia caudiformis)h 6. 03% , M £ EF
H@ﬁgﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁaﬁﬁﬁ(Nonnw pulla DC)4Y
3. 4% 3. 10% , F & (Artemisia apiacea Hance)
b 2. 5%, AR H AR T —FM /T — IR,
3.4 XD EERRMBRAKAS.Z0FE &
R-BEHRSH-BEREAHE

BB ASRAT—E—EHHIKK N2 60%,
10. 70%.77. 60% FF R IEMY B 4 LLARSEBER, B3k s
2.6% KT A STEERHRIARE G 1. 200 s ER
B K HFE K (Alnus incana L) I EBHEB TR EEE
nxo; EAERLAE —ERENHA G KPER
Bl 3 (Smilax china L) 8. 7% , WM # A L/
BREN G LAR/D EARLGEREMA, Kb =8
BEILH Bk 43. 20% , BB BHA9 25 £ 8% 25 SR AV b 9%
RO A 4. 7% 3.5%, B B B AT B (Leiphaimos
Sflavescens) 5 4. 1%, ZHREBEK & 3. 9%, I EHF
SRR KARR . SRER RAER L EEREE,

4 it ®

4.1 FIFBRRLEHESFSRHIASN
GESMZBRHMRAES (ER2, LD, BMNK
RELHXHEEWREEERMBEE, KRRV E
K, ALY, EREERVAS P L 41. 005~
77.60%, F ¥ di 58.9 %, EAERNAET S
5.61%~23.31%,F¥d 12.10% ., FAERKAS
2. 6%~6.92%, FH & 4. 0%, LR EBHRSF
B B 5% X gy s e o —— TR &R
PRAAE, B R T R e R A AL IR - E AR IR
BESHET , AERGENHLSLFEHNTHER
B EBIRE, KWK E, L EEE, LR
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AR MK H E BRI YA B, HET R SRR Y
B s IR R TR BEE ),
4.2 BBASHEARMEFROHTHESH

X 7R T X 2 - A ROR B I R B A £ IR
AEAERGTME 2.
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Fig. 2 Proportion of arbor, shrub and herbs
among rocky deserts of different grades in

Huajiang demonstration plot

ME 2 PRI HEREMFAEY 5HEL
SHAH B MY, EREEYTS LA S A EL
SREFEEMHE AN S AELSRERER
X, TPHEEGEAEEMNNR, EREERRA
AR RIS, T IRARAE R, XS EE
AT R A RSB RE— M e 2, ot B2
SRESH RN L. BE B EEEH KT
BERASEDEEFEHA, HTRAD R
HEMHRBRRBERE, XE5FHBEEXH
KRPHBHRARETER—FESEE—RER
ENFRER—F,

4.3 FRARECFRNEESHEELIN

SR IR B R AR E T

. R NE 4,

F4 WITEEXTARBRLERNHEDFEFR
Tab.4 Vegetation diversity among rocky deserts of

different grades in Huajiang demonstration plot
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Bit 27 22 31 37
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5 3 5
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5 11 11
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8 12 16

GRER - HERBEASRNTE, HENHAY
FERE MRS HEETELRA N ELMBELED
EKem, FAMBRAERRERAE. NEEARK
RRXD—1 FIEFABEALKBXD—4, B 6 Fiy
o1 #h, B2 8 FE N 16 # FARKBRRRE
3~5 FIZ LB K; EART XD—1 4h HR=
FELBRK, HAXHASZHEE. —REEGR
HRBREM IR, FFEEENERIBYE SR RS
TAL, FrEAZREH R ZRH TREANZEHEL,
FHRERERA B2 KERE, W BN ZHHES
M ERARENERSRBRET &4, EOF
KRB, AN EHBTEZE BB TRE. B
WA EL L ER TR .

4.4 BBAERRNHEBESEREST

S AR A ELERHRAE, RITEKR
FHHEBAEPRERENTEEE. EEEHERL,H
HEHEEKALE, MEFRE. KERHIE ZHRB
BAERBEZESE XHPN=0RE K (Peris
trifurcata Ching) JFEF E A BEALER XD—3 15
ATHNERM12.8% , EEFEGEMLER XD—14
il B T 3. 9% ; B 2 BB (Microlepia) M TEEE
BEABERXD—4 FHHEHRRIE10.8%., ATLIH#
#: ERBR A YR B VS A EAL IR A MR & AL
B, RERETESSLMARAREPERF. A, £
REMYBEREYRE ST EBEREESTHEY
RFE AR AA BB B SR A B F
THES% . XE5E KBS RA-R., ik
MEMNEAELEESBIRIBESEVEHTHE
Mg AEESE L.

5 & i

DELFRERRLAMAGUERRNE.
ARZ ,FARL ., I—HERSRBRT BLKBEX
# A BEARE, FEt IR R A S R T 5 LB R
S R R AL X A A O BT °T AR N A B
AR —FRALIER.

OHEBAELERG AR ERA e 2R
HARN: NEEREAAEREREL, ERRERS
BZEHAG ENRBRHML, RRT EELEY
HEMFEAZHIE I T AR E F R RE
B BIRZH WD, R T FFAEPHZHH R, B
MEBRRTHRASHESE  ARLIBERHE
BHEHEEL B REATR T EE RS ED
HEHRRRGET R L EBRE N ENRETR
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Aalynological assemblage characters and the ecologic significance
among rocky desert of different grades
— A case in Huajiang

ZHAO Zeng-you', YUAN Dao-xian!"?,LUO Lun-de?,SHI Sheng-giang!,HAO Xiu-dong'
(1. College of Geographic Science,Soathwest University,Chongqing 400715,Chinas
2. Institate of karit Geology »CAGS 'Guilin ,Guangzi 541004 ,China)

Abstract; Taken the demonstration plot in the Beipangjiang basin to the south Guangling County, Guizhou
Province as an example, the authors analysis palynological assemblage characters from surface soil among
rocky desert of different grades, reveal the rclations between palynologyical assemblage characters and rocky
desertification grades. The results show that the palynological assemblage characters is of distinct
individuality in rock desert with 16. 1% of arbor and shrub and 58. 9% of herb and fern, which reflects herb
and fern are the dominat plants in the vegetation of rock desert. The results also show that the palynological
assemblage quite correlates to the grades of rocky desert, i. e. the content of herb and fern goes up from 41%
to 77.6% with the species from 14 up to 27, but the content of arbor goes down from 6. 9% to 2. 6% without
species changes along with the increases of the grades of rocky desert. The palynological assemblage
characters reflect that ferns like Preris trifurcata Ching can adapt the desert environment and has
representativeness in these regions.

Key words: Huajiang demonstration plot; palynological assemblage; grade of rocky desert; vegetation



