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Table 1 Basic information of three slopes

, - » . ot B R B/ +EE T s

I Y RE/ YK /m Y= /m (x~a 1) B /em Ko %

2 BA Y (EN 40°) 34.18 52. 36 5.67 23 558. 68 10. 34 28.56

FH % (WS 33°) 42.58 82.67 6.37 34 781.52 13.38 19. 87

BAYE (WN 29°) 35.09 90. 56 4.59 18 051.79 11.25 31. 86
1.2 A&t PR X A= 5 2 A

2013 48 11 J . % 3 A 1o 4% 3L 4 09, B 55 AH [7]
2+, AT H C Houndog 57 & 3 & (Festuca elata
cv. Houndog 5). ¢ Axcella 2’ Z 4F 4 B4 32 &Y (Lolium
perenne cv. Axcella 2) . ¢ Classic’ % # B 2 K ( Poa
pratensis cv. Classic)3 i B BE 80, Fie b B0k 1:1:1.3
KL/ e 5% BETR A Al A Ve 2B A A o R B, A UR R AT
FRy. ArNAE 3 A b B 1.5 my [A]FE 4 m
3X1 m*BEH 6 4, F 2014— 2018 4E (55 1 3] 5 4F) , 4
43 oy TERRAT N EEAT AN TR I
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A FEHL 100 YWEF AL 5 RE AL, I B
Folt IR 490 B0 L B 80 A0 8 i R AR S 0088 = Rz 0t
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(ANOVA) f1 £ # H 5 (SNK) ,
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Table 2 Effects of slope aspects on degradation rate of relative frequency and relative coverage

AR X 9 SR Al R % AR 36 R Ak R/

SRR i . Pz Bl " I LA £ 4y o
™ W LS * : M R “
15.52+ 12. 06+ 39. 86+ 19. 82+ 41. 354+ 83. 64+ 73.26=+ 66,37+

2 R
é 1.33% 0. 88 4. 127 3. 12 2.36™ 9. 06" 4, 12™ 7.15%
Wt —6.89+ 27.49+ 41,36+ 17.19+ 36. 38+ 91.08+ 73.88+ 64,54+
4.11¢ 3.25% 2,584 1.22% 1. 254 17. 124 6. 924 4. 2270
514 15. 20+ 35.59+ 53.84+ 31,34+ 33.79+ 81. 76+ 59. 92+ 60. 36+
1. 34% 4, 12% 6. 314 1. 89 2,174 16. 964 8. 2240 5. 854¢
3 ] 35. 98+ 54. 04+ 46. 304+ 44. 404+ 8.33% 10. 82+ 25. 84+ 15.52+
é 3. 828 5. 124 1. 854 2. 144 1,118 3. 065 4.63% 1.52%
W 32,38+ 44,18+ 46,774 40. 204+ 12.15+ 5.93+ 24,99+ 14,52+
2,585 4,334 6. 334 1. 844 0. 96" 1.18% 6. 21" 1.57%
G 24,38+ 34,95+ 33. 06+ 29,82+ 20.18+ 10. 29+ 38.99+ 21. 60+
2.32% 2,528 2. 884 1. 777 1.08% 2.17™ 3.57™ 2. 24%
A ] 58.23+ 31. 80+ 18.56+ 40. 41+ 39. 09+ 4,74+ 0.82=+ 13.82+
é 6. 164 3,215 3. 428 2. 964 5. 174 1.33% 0.15% 2.61<
W 82. 14+ 26. 46+ 11.12+ 44,98+ 36,53+ 2.98+ 1.13+ 14,67+
4. 277 2.05% 1. 38 3.01M 3. 584 0. 69 0.23% 3.12%
59t 53.76+ 24,974+ 11.78+ 34,224+ 37.57+ 3.03+ 1.09+ 12. 86+
2. 594 2.33% 2.11% 1. 247 2,964 0.25% 0.06 2. 84
. ] —9.73+ 2.06=+ —4.71+ —4.62+ 11.23+ 0.79+ 0.09+ 4. 28+
é 1. 54" 0.08™ 0.48™ 0.82% 1.16% 0.09™ 0.03" 1.09™
b —7.93+ 1.87+ 0.75%+ —2.38+ 14. 94+ 0.00=+ 0.00=+ 6.27+
0.72™ 0.23™ 0. 28 1.20% 1.23% 0.00" 0.00" 1.21™
515 6.65+ 4,49+ 1.33+ 4. 62+ 8. 46+ 4.91+ 0.00=+ 5.17+
1,53 1.21% 0. 24" 1.32% 1.39% 0. 99" 0.00™ 1. 41"
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AFOF 6 R R R R T8 A B IR 33 1) X B
W A A AT R AN ] T 22 R 3 (P <Z0. 05), RBLA G 2
A2 T30 R X o R R b R S B KL 5 3 AR BB
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Table 3 Two-factorial analysis of variance on the degradation rate of relative frequency
and relative coverage
LERSE i BERIRUEES A X 53 B IR b A2
75 5K T e L B 4y . e e B .
BEF mxw oax B BEF mxw oaR =
JeRLEL! F 109. 187 79.562 84.231 98.363 63.228 91. 275 86. 384 71.573
P <C0. 001 <0. 001 <0. 001 <0. 001 <0. 001 <C0. 001 <C0. 001 <0. 001
HMERR F 89.082 52. 387 69.183 76.527 46. 821 79.365 73.186 61. 854
P <0.001 <C0.001 <C0. 001 <C0. 001 <0. 001 <0.001 <C0. 001 <0. 001
3 [ (7] F 14,117 12. 086 7.621 13. 686 13.527 11. 089 6.822 7.412
P <0. 001 <0. 001 <0. 001 <0. 001 <0. 001 <0. 001 <0. 001 <0. 001
A AR R Fn b F 22.312 16.124 5.323 19. 633 7.163 5. 918 5.371 5.722
mEAER P <0. 001 <0. 001 <0. 001 <0. 001 <0. 001 <0. 001 <0. 001 <0. 001
A A PRI R el TR AR A AR R R SR A 1 R B A D 2 AF 3 TP 5 AR X 4 L IR b T A RN g BH > 2 B 3
18 5 WAESE 2 — 4 SEZ AR N (P<<0. 05) s A X >FANE. 28 3 48 I Sy B =~ BRI > BRI v = 50 A X

2R AR B AES 2— 4 AR Bk, 3—4
SRR BRI B T B 56 5 AF SR K. 24
FRTE ORI R AR B AR R R A 2 AR R AL de R L B

WL A AFIRAL R R . B 2 MG 3 ARAN W R R AL
HBMEIE 330 /e A B A —5 ARBTG5 3 —4
@*Fﬂﬁi%ﬂﬁﬂbﬁ‘zi%f Pl id R B B E R TR

R4 FRERELEFENENZENEZERNLE

Table 4 Effects of slope aspects on degradation rate of relative density and important value

AH X2 B2 1R b i 2R EEAEIR R
R 3 g 2 R i s LR R Gl
" W LS . : W MR “
) ] 12.51+ 58. 62+ 55. 86+ 35,36+ 22,45+ 55. 99+ 58. 41+ 42,394+
a 2. 39Cab 14, 334b 9. §2Ab 8. G4 3. 590 4, 8§54 5. 794 4. 62
e 12.95+ 60.17+ 57. 88+ 32.36+ 17.13+ 65. 03+ 58. 55+ 41. 60+
2. 18(‘” 13 52.’\a 4 Szl\a 5 63.\I) 3 23(‘c 6 ZZAa 6 34/\;; 5 33/\[1
515 11. 28+ 39. 08+ 50. 19+ 29.17+ 19.39+ 57.13+ 54. 33+ 40. 87+
1.55% 10. 32%¢ 8. 23M¢ 7.08%¢ 2.85% 3. 5640 7,934 4. 26%
s B 30. 28+ 37.56=+ 39,02+ 34. 28+ 25.61=+ 30. 02+ 36. 19+ 29,57+
4 w 3. 845 3. 528 2.55% 3. 08M 4. 12" 1. 96 8. 24" 4, 31"
e 28,73+ 34. 11+ 36.99+ 31. 62+ 25,50+ 24,14+ 35. 70+ 27.39+
2. 85% 2.18% 4, 97" 3. 1340 2.82% 3. 855 6. 25" 3.92%
515 37.40+ 39. 81+ 44. 824+ 33.93+ 28. 41+ 26.11+ 38. 97+ 30. 10+
3. 0515,1 2. 89“" 6 3615:; 5 711\:\ 3. 0815:\ 4 21[%1) 8. 32]%:\ 4. 21“:;
A S 41,20+ 5.03=+ 3.56+ 22,62+ 45,994+ 12.11+ 6.66+ 25.17+
4 v 6. 377 0.31¢ 0. 08 3.29% 6. 33% 2.77% 0. 94 3,41
e 29. 354+ 5. 44+ 4,534+ 18. 96+ 45. 824 10. 29+ 5.31+ 25. 444+
4. 2270 0.12% 0.11% 4. 22" 5. 28" 1.92% 1.11¢ 2.69%
515 41. 04+ 7.13=+ 4.00+ 21. 74+ 44. 95+ 10. 39+ 5.88+ 23. 62+
5.28" 0.52¢% 0.19% 1. 828 6. 854 3,04 1.61 2.77%
. ] 12. 92+ 3.44+ 0.00=+ 7.36+ 5.94+ 1.88+ 0.26=+ 2.87+
4 1.57% 0.51¢% 0.03" 2. 24 0. 08" 0.08™ 0. 02" 0.08™
. 17. 06+ 0.28%+ 0.60+ 9.97+ 11.51+ 0.60+ 0.43+ 5.56+
P 2.71% 0. 02 0. 12M 2.71% 1. 32b 0.03™ 0. 35 0,31
515 6.58+ 9.93+ 0.98+ 6.24+ 7.25+ 6.36+ 0.82+ 5.424+
0.92¢ 1.24% 0.18M 2.33% 1.83M 2. 14™ 0.25™ 1. 22
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SR S AR AR BN JH 1 5 0 SR/ B Ay A >
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2.1.4 EHHRAEFE P xh 3 bR IR ) F
{ELIE B 3 HLE(B 2 A I 3 5 (P<0. 05) (3R 4).,
A A B ORI RE R SOR R AL R B AR
18 B2 W AESE 2 — 4 AEBAE B I (P<<0. 05) 55 2
AF 22 AR A PR ORI R b R SAOR T (R L R AR R

B AT B AR R . I R AL R
EMETESS 2 4 21 B3 > B > B 3. 26 3 4F BRI
TR BB AN B 55 4 AR B3/ T2 BISBERI B3 56 5
A2 BB/ T BB AN B 3 (P<<0. 05) , A 1R 1k 3
R E A A PR R AR 3 R Y B E %
(EL 1B A R R G AL 7 S A AT PR TAD L 35 1) [ R A T
AW R 3 25 5 (P<<0. 01) (3R 5) , (i 4F B2 52 i) 5
TR A F2 PR E L S ) A A AR BR ) A AR
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Table 5 Two-factorial analysis of variance on the degradation rate of relative density and important value

AR R 2 B IR Ak 3 % 2R R

ATEAR R AR AN T R AR AN T
RAb F 87. 685 96,728 97. 635 94. 671 89. 534 94, 963 95.128 94. 851
P <<0. 001 <0. 001 <0. 001 <0. 001 <<0. 001 <0. 001 <0. 001 <0. 001

A A R i) F 55. 325 62.607 69.127 68. 641 63.608 87. 644 76. 528 92. 624
P <0.001 <0.001 <0. 001 <0. 001 <<0. 001 <0. 001 <0.001 <<0.001

3k 1 8] F 11.086 8. 385 8. 085 10. 158 8.351 10. 082 5.338 9. 854
P <<0.001 <0. 001 <0. 001 <0. 001 <<0. 001 <0. 001 <0. 001 <<0. 001

A B R F 29.186 27. 354 22.618 28. 342 26.574 28,723 31.274 88. 638
BRI P <<0. 001 <<0. 001 <<0. 001 <£0. 001 <<0. 001 <<0. 001 <£0. 001 <<0. 001

2.2 WENENERLERNZI

2.2.1 #xtAHpEFRAEE P X3 PR R
ot %of A R Ak 3R N S A 35 R (P <<0. 05)
(6, B 2EF/FEFMBEEBERTLI A Y IR
T 32 A [ 38 > 2 BH = B 33k, 5 b LR U o BH B
SRR > B LSS 3 AE 3 b 4 AR R Ak R
B iR . 224 A TR FORI R M R BOR 7E 5 3 4R
3 AN ) b 4k A R A B R B KT O Al 2 A AR
B, 0 26050 2— 3 4 BRI 1% 46 % 4 4 R AL TR R AIK T
IR B4, 55 4 — 5 4R 0 R T2 B3 A 9] Bk (P <<
0.05) .55 4 4F 3 M B mi E R K. 3 Ak L4
XA R AL R R SE RS 2 AE I, 5 3 AF Pk
BB ATY 1 Jin iy 2 B B iR Ak L 5 4 —5 AR H R 3R
b B BRSO T2 B A B B . 268 4 4F 3 AN Y] b RLEp
f1h 26 % A ) G A AR (B Y R T A AR AR R . 3
ol B 46 X A4 06 8 Al o AR A A A BR 18] L 3% 1 ()

FIH AR A M 5 22 5 (P<<0.01) (& 7) , M AERR &
S L A R R B R BRI I N
39 T e 4 %ot A ) e 3R Ak S 1 5 o KN I Sy iR S S
= EVE > B LR > 2 AR A B R O AR R G R
e RS/ INIBY 24y i 2 256 = i = 22 4F A A A 15 > T il L.
BOR .

2.2.1 AAsrAdmE B 3 bR PR ECR A
R b R A E A B R (P<10. 05) (R 6), Z4F
A R Sk R B PR OR SR AAR G AR Ay IR b R TR AR
REAR 2 2 S AR T R ) i R AL R 5 2 RS 4 4F B 3
RTH 3 ARG 5 4, 5 2 48 3 MRsqE AL B a AR )
A e AR R K T 2 B S R B 8 R R SRR 2 AR A
S RN B K T B B A 3 AR R R A A
R ECRAE A A A F o i fE, B 2 AR R
TE 21 9 35 18 b 3 58 IR T B 38 0 B S AR ) o BH 3 1 5
LSRR R 2 B 3 A0 BH 3 L 3 P R A R 1k
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Table 6 Effects of slope aspects on degradation rate of absolute yield and relative yield
pe asp i y y
ot %ot A ) AR b E R/ Y X A R AL R
HARARRR i p— ZAEE B4 L i P ZAE R o
™ AT AR * ™ AT R -
9, ] —508.79+ —206.524+ —155.25+ —336.88+ 37.984+ 56. 21+ 64. 03+ 47,29+
4 92. 18" 54, 31" 34,33 69. 74™ 3,370 3. 127 2,36 3. 254
—1778.69+ —219.59+ —75.92+ —654.19+ 55. 744+ 74,81+ 86. 134 65. 024
FH 3
232.09™ 59. 28 21.08™ 105. 54" 5. 14M 5. 67 8. 37M 5. 127
1 —402.394+ —87.94+ —162.294+ —207.26% 40. 11+ 68. 624 54, 64+ 54.614
61.57™ 20. 27" 12. 66" 31.27™ 1.96% 7.117 6. 627 4. 82
3 L —11.17+ 222.51+% 172.56+ 107. 36+ 18. 10+ 35.25+ 27.70+ 24. 86+
4 1.36% 13. 694 14,174 13. 66 2.08% 2,22 2. 745 1.45%
Wb —906. 02+ 199.53+ 138. 78+ —153.63% —4.02% 17. 984+ 11.63=+ 3. 64+
91.21¢% 12.12% 20, 03¢ 19. 84 1. 11 2,178 1.10% 0.37%
T —367.53+ 128. 76+ 144,33+ —40. 18+ —14.19+ 24,20+ 30. 37+ 8.40+
26. 18 9. 39%¢ 11. 824 12,51 1. 68 0.96™ 3.02% 1.22%
4 e 450. 07+ 75. 43+ 79,27+ 247. 71+ 31. 54+ 7.64+ 7.91+ 20. 75+
é 68. 75" 4, 58" 9,67 56. 38"¢ 4, 054 1.12¢% 2.03% 2.06™
W 2 355.30% 111. 87+ 35,424 773.27=+ 41. 11+ 6.76+ 2,14+ 26.89+
112, 52" 11. 24" 11.22% 44, 74N 3. 25 1.45% 0.75% 4,718
T 829. 93+ 52.20%+ 115. 23+ 329. 69+ 70. 164 6.23+ 14,61+ 34,834+
42,52 9.87"% 21.85™ 31,17 6. 324 0.75% 1. 26 5.03%
5 ] 170. 79+ 8.58+ 3.42+ 81. 82+ 12.38+ 0.89+ 0.35+ 7.10+
4 26. 14" 1.12% 0.72% 9. 14" 1. 245 0.12™ 0.11% 1,210
W 429. 40+ 8.19+ 1.73% 134. 554+ 7.17+ 0.45=+ 0.09=+ 4,47+
13. 75 0. 965" 0.15% 11. 28" 1.06™ 0.09" 0.02™ 0. 84™
1 40. 00+ 6.97+ 2.73+ 17,75+ 3.92+ 0.95+ 0.38+ 2.16+
4, 68 0.63% 0. 24 0. 75" 0. 63" 0.21 0.08™ 0.13"
HRTES 4 WA K. 70,16 %, B4R IR AP BB 5 4 AR IR Ak B R, 3 Fl BT B AR XF

TR RLSOR W E S 2 AR B B oKL A i
74.81% M1 86. 13% ., 45 2—5 4F,3 D1 F AR EY)
IR b R S A 3 25 R (P<T0..05) .3 ANk T |
ARG A s R A R RS 2 4R Bk, HLBH 3> B Bk
RN 3 AR R E/NT 4 4 RIS 3 Mg 5

A=y AR A A8 (BT R R A PR ) L 3B ) ] D =
HAERA M B 2 5 (P<<0.01) (& 7) , i@ 4 BR & i
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Table 7 Two-factorial analysis of variance on the degradation rate of absolute yield and relative yield

o 36f A ) kIR Ak R A A 4 TR A R
AR SRR e BFEA EHR " s ZARAE F b L M
AR mpw owmp O R mpa omE BE
Mk F 352.189 154, 336 132. 587 209. 375 88. 963 95. 937 98. 964 92. 835
P <20.001 <20.001 <20.001 <<0. 001 <20.001 <0.001 <<0. 001 <20.001
A A B i) F 287. 286 119. 362 108. 345 178. 422 74.612 83. 824 86.135 82.116
P <<0. 001 <20. 001 <20. 001 <20. 001 <20. 001 <20. 001 <20. 001 <20. 001
I 1h) i) F 126. 824 68. 687 73.212 96. 315 11. 664 15.127 16.312 13.825
P <20. 001 <<0. 001 <20. 001 <20. 001 <0.001 <20. 001 <20. 001 <20. 001
A AF B Bk F 146. 852 97. 634 97. 612 119. 372 63.567 47.318 37.234 58. 626
BRI P <0.001 <0.001 <0. 001 <0. 001 <<0. 001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001




FALE A

OE 5 B 2021 4R 23

FPFIR AL A AR VB R R R B LR AR AT 2
PR A A bR A5 A RN 2 S R A U I R
A B o R I R A KT A (R BCER i A L A A I f
FHJST iR AR A R0, 0) S B A UL A= 25 R8T 0 i 3
FPERa VR - FUHT M TC 2 A B9 L& T1BE 0 47 B 55 PR
FREEROVFA T st DUSRURE | 3 B2 % B O ALl Y R
BE L LY BRE I R AU LA i A Py ) bk R
TEIR AR RE T b B MO0 Sz A KRB ) L (HL IR e 55 AR
AR T B AR T 4 W o 2 O SR R R
LA AR ¥ 11 B 0 A ) AR A L A R R PRI IR
(B

S 16 {7 A5 THT ) A2 ' A BEE L O TR B % O TR i 4
ANTR] S 521 3 v A= 2 PR a) 0 A R S S BA 3
S KR A LSR8 o A e T B i 4
I 2 R 0 4 G /D TR L Bl B S I
5 AN T 398 1) L P9 B A 1 5 AR R bR B AR B
S 8 A0 ISR PEE AR ) 0 306 4 3 L 4 2 R
i 22 5 o A [R) 358 1) B 3 bl e B R Al 3 B SGR AL
A

3 b B bR AR A AR K T ORI AR A R A
] 2 L B b L AOR R 2 AR AR R R AR A
PO AR U R Bl X 3 e B A X AR
XS 5 BE R X 45 JBE 1) 1B Al 3 4 82 Wi DR /N I Ay g
o> AR R R > O R AR L RSP B E A
PrimBAL s R8T AR R R A A R ROR . X 5
3 i BB 4 T BAE AT PR SRR A R AR L.
) ) 0 AL A FIR 1] 3 of e 7 38 A 282 B AR L i R
EANLHE 54 3 AN 3 AL RE R R AR R B
JT VLA [R) AR 24 B Sy S8 e A 11 U A 3

PRI 6 10 3 R A RO 5 2 AR R RS BT A
R R WO R R AR A Y AR R R BT iR
T O30 G T e B s R B L B 35 A BH 3 AR 2%
Rl RO AN [ L 27 55 i I8 R 00 AR A LG
Z \ E AR BB N A B AR e AR T A
X B EE R R R A S A O 3 B A R ARk
B A A R BT AR G 3 B AR G 2R ) R
P R BB AR AR S 2 A R R AN 8 A (ELIR Al
RIEHS 2 FNEE 3 AR5 2k 33 %0, AR A B e (3R b ik
AR 3 MG 4 EA5 4 400, R ZR B A2 87 e 5]

A 0 S R SR GS A o RE  RE AR A TS 5 1k
3B BN X A0 R 26 % A R A

L) AR ¥ 2 1 IV () A A7 PRI 1 7 40 21 45 T8 1Y
TG YR i R AR e RO A T A R
AL 00 0k B85 2% 7F 1) 3 7 RE 7 AR R X SR L 2 e B
B AR R RE R Y R
PR AL A Wy 23 BC M JR) B2 i AR A7 AR R BT RE
3 0 4 A 2R 0 T R 4 R R RE
3 b e B 5 ol A 5 A9 R X B R R A K R 2 S
AT TWRADIIE . A SCHl A I FIP 2 A
IR AL A FR W 2% B AR RS R D RE S R 1 45 R
AN 58 ok B VIR AL B ) B A ML EAT 0 AT . BETR
R i I TR N R A i G U7
M4 O T 4 1) T B AR A R S B R
FEAE » 2 2% RN R 5 S B iR B L A R T
WAWFFE .

4 g

1) 3k ) R A A A B X 3 e B el R Ak R
A I 52 (P<0. 05) o fAH A7 B 52 0 K T 3 1), 5L Fh
A LN E ZE R B S S
24 A PR R B R B ) AR B e Ol U O B iR
k.,

2) 35 [va) 1 A A AT B X R B 4 X R A X AR ) AR AR
BRI R (P<<0. 05) , FEA AF PR 5% ) K F 3% 1 .
FEOU A 9y i R Ak 23 K 46 %) A ) i L A G A IR
A 5 5 Sk R M LR > B AR AR IR RS B R,

D3 AP b3 I RLR AR IR HEE S
A R B 35 R b B R A A 0 3 R I AR A
W A e B R R SR SR R
Bk
(1] et Xl M. DU I8 60 el K SRR i LI L S

K EBRFFLT]. K L AR F72 4R, 2002,16(5) :6—10.

L2 X 4. B BE X P AR R 43 Ak R AL K A= 58 43 T6E 19 5% )

[J]. By BF2£,2013,30010) :1602—1607.

[3] ¥, 2846 252, 45, 3 P4 7 R 0 BF 20 0 3 )% 5 30 1 T

Iei 5 D 7 Py 2 S 43 e 0. Rl 5 3 4. 2015(2) : 28 —
(4] SRAER 9022, SE L 45 R[] 6 50 4 9k 4 b A 0

AR R Y S [T ], K AR $R 2 4R, 2008,22(6) : 193 —

196.

[5] ST, 2, ME . Ml A KA ST S EARKK+



24

GRASSLAND AND TURF(2021)

Vol. 41 No. 4

[6]

7]

(8]

(9]

[10]

(11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

TREFAOLWFFELT]. K £ AR 55241 . 2006, 20(1) : 164 —167.
XA TR B e N B 300 A R S R S R R (. R
23R ,2007,27(5) : 2090 — 2098,

ERBA PR . B SRR E X RS LT ol
HARTF K .2007(12) ;12— 14.
Canton Y, Del Barrio G, Solé-Benet A, et al. Topographic
controls on the spatial distribution of ground cover in the
Tabernas badlands of SE Spain[J]. Catena,2004,55(3):
341-365.
X B HE . i 9E ) AN (R 3K 1) AR W0 A AR LR RO A
25 [)]. A A2 ,2017,37(24) 8526 — 8536.

Tr ko B T M 2 WL 1) X AR [R] 4% 2R R K 1Y 5
[J]. 7k AR5 ,2018,25(1) : 167 —171.

TER T2 252, 0 4 55 R B BT AR R 258 AR &
X 28 ot 45 20 e A ) R BT B A R LT ). RO A AR
2019,28(10) :53—65.

B PEObR P AL Lt I T B 1)k 2R B A 5
Wel—— LA PR T R X R A [T, R3S AF 4, 2014, 34
(14) :4017— 4024,

PN B BP0 LML JE ot o A R AL,
2006.

AR i MOCEE AT AR R BT B B B R A AN
75 B[00, Bl B4, 2006,23(2) : 9297,

B Jr BRI LA A AL A T
Al MR R - 3 D X g e 1z [T ] AR A AR AR 2018,
38(5):1581—1589.

B S, F RS R 4o, 5 Bl Xk 3 e 2 R B B EE

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

(21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

FEMAEIR B 2 K B A g L], B0k B2, 2015, 32
(11):1823—1831.

XUT .45 K FR. TR 3 R 8 b B B RS LI AR HLE AR
AR R AELT . Bl 24, 2001, 10(4) : 85— 91,

B m N X048 5L 2230 R A XS 3 R A B
RS AR Iz ST Flk %k,
2016,25(7) :140—147.

FE R PN 00 4 FE Bk X IR A v 2= B 4P 4 AT
PR R E S Z AR R LT ], Rk 5 & #2017 (1) .
40—48.

BEWIE Ak B e S35 0 RO ) AR SRR R AR
it B AR Y B A e L) ). AR A 24, 2016, 36
(9):1—09.

IR, FRET WER FE MY EEENFENE.
TPEABC AR [T ). 49 2 B . 2009, 17 (6) : 533 —
548.

T PN 22 IR 7K 43Ik 3B NS 4 2 R il R O AIE R AR T
RS2 L], Bk 2009, 18(2) :33—38.

£ N T R S 12 S e BP0 PR e o2 LK
etk 2 Gesg i i Uy W VR LT ). AR %4R . 2018,38(5)
1770—1779.

TILMAN D. Plant strategies and the dynamics and stru
cture of plant communities] M |. USA; Princeton Univer-
sity Press,1988.

SCHENK H J,JACKSON R B. Mapping the global dis-
tribution of deep roots in relation to climate and soil

characteristics[ J ]. Geoderma,2005,126(1) :129—140.

Effects of slope orientation and planting years on

degradation rate of important value and

biomass of cold season mixed-sown

slope protection turf

ZENG Xiao-lin,MA Yong,LIU Jin-ping, WANG Da-wei, YANG Xiao-qin

(1. Logistics Department ,China West Normal University , Nanchong 637009 ,China;2. School of Life

Sciences,China West Normal University , Nanchong 637009 ,China)

Abstract: At three slope aspects(semi-shading slope EN 40°, sunny slope WS33°, shady slope WN 29 °) of

hilly area with purple soil, mixed-sown slope-protection turf consisting of Festuca arundinacea ,Lolium perenne
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and Poa pratensis were studied. The dynamics of relative frequency,relative coverage,relative density,important
value and relative yield of the turfgrass within 1~5 years after sowing were analyzed, to study the effects of
slope aspect and planting years on the degradation rate of the turf. Slope aspect and planting years had signifi-
cant effects on the degradation rate of important value and total biomass of slope-protection turf, which was
mostly affected by planting years,followed by the interaction of planting years and slope orientation,and least
affected by slope orientation. The degradation rates of important value and biomass of the three grass species
were significantly different among planting years and slope aspect. Effects of slope orientation on degradation
rate of important value followed the order of L. perenne > total value > F. arundinacea > P. pratensis, and
effects of planting years followed the order of total value™> L. perenne™ P. pratensis > F. arundinacea , while
effects of both slope orientation and planting years on degradation rate of relative biomass followed the order of
P. pratensis™L. perenne>total value >>F. arundinacea. Slope aspect and planting years had significant effects
on the degenerative performance of the three grass species. The degradation rate of total biomass for L. perenne
and P. pratensis was 74.81% and 86. 13% in the 2nd year on sunny slope; while F. arundinacea had 70. 16 %
degradation rate on shady slope in the 4th year. In conclusion, the slope aspect had different effects on the im-
portant value and biomass of three turf grass species,such as the fastest degradation rate for P. pratensis and L.
perenne in 2~3 years,while in the 4th year for F. arundinacea. Therefore, the corresponding turf planting and
maintenance technical measures should be formulated according to the slope orientation.

Key words: slope aspect;slope protection lawn;biomass;important value;degradation rate

Rt A% 7= B

T RAS ) B A RS RS U SR L i AR BAE T BE AR T VR AT AR E 2 AR T O RO B 78
AEAE CNKT A [ 0100 K HE 2R 808 ™ il b s AR A7 XS 02 A AT A5 B ISR AL A T &30, % E AL
{5 FH 2% BAR S AR P AR T2 A O 1 3 SO e 3 Lt R )™ S8 3 O A R I 480 A B Gs A ) 2 AT e » BIDAS 155 47
) P52 ST FUAE 3 1) A TR 52 303 e e 2 AT Dy BV D[] S5 2 A 08 Lo 7 W



