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Table 1 Basic overview of the six subalpine meadow survey areas in Shanxi Province

P45 i S W/ m
1 BRHEAKX 111°32'16" E—111°33'44" E;37°35'44" N —37°36'21" N 2020~2 078
2 KT 2051 B 111°33'18" E—111°33'29" E; 37°52'32" N—37°52'51" N 2 414~2 494
3 ProN T L gE B 111°50'17" E—111°84' E; 38°42'53" N—38°72'18" N 2 630~2 740
4 AT = 111°33'39" E—111°56'15" E; 38°45'1" N—38°46'6" N 2596~2 700
5 Kl ® 8 114°31'44" E—114°32'15" E;39°30'45"—39°31'11" N 2 000~2 040
6 KT RE 113°56'24" E —114°0'20" E;N 39°42'3"—39°50'59" N 2028~2 288

1.2 HMRF*E
1.2.1 #sMAE 20204F 7—8 A M BIALLE L PG4
6 /> V. ey L e ) 3 4% HL AT AR R SR B b B R AT
FEJT PR AR . BEMLIE L 34> 20 m” (i BE b, 45 FF L P 4% TR
Yo b HErh S RS AL BEALIEE 34 1 mP AT,
A A IR E 27 1 mPRE T . E SR RE T
TRl 22 BE B R AR R A A, A I SR
R b 114 25 20 J3 RN 4 v 5 45 PR B TR -
1.2.2 HBAEBEYA S HREEHGITE PMHZ
FEVE R HOZ S iy A s B RN ) BE SR G AR bR L IR
I ) b Z2 B PR DN R 48 B0 R T R L SR A R
2 B KEOR A RE FURE X6 8 BE 1 7 0 T 5 4% W R i A
X EEEP,) .

P = (KX} 22 BE + AR AR + AR X i 3 /30 IR
PATF A %048 B0 B2 o) Fh 2 B

Patrick - & JEH5$: R=S

Yk 42w B (S) 2 AR D7 1Y ) A

Simpson ZFEMEAER:D=1—>" P~

Shannon—wiener $§¥: H'=—>" P’

Pielou 5] JE48 %8 E=H"/In(S)

T V& AHALLE J2 48 A [W) 1 7% 205 4 4 AR i) AR L AR JEE
PEICLAR 3 i B0 2 A% v AH AL

Jaccard #HLEHE 2L (C) : C=c/(a+b—c)

Sorensen fHLEZAEEL(C,) : C.=2¢/(a+b)

a b P FEHL A AR ECH e g2 SRR
SRAS sy & g |

Cody R EFE(B) :p=g+1/2

g=a—c,1=b—c,g 1 &P & A ¥ A KR
#H

1.2.3 ##E»>H K Excel2010 F1 SPSS % k47
BHE gt o b ROV L, 43 00 6 6 A S g L ) 1 ) A
YLD A A REAE R 2 R e B AT 4 T 5 R
JH SPSS #AF %t Z 0 M 4 B 38 5 B 98 Bk AT Oy 2%
Vi

2 ER5HMH

2.1 BEYMARES T

HE W) T V& ) ol 2 B2 Sy G 45 0 7 Ak ) R 4
IR R SR TSR R RRE T  BT  OC B . AR AR
T3 PR A 45 2R R I, A 6 RO = Ll R f) B 3R AT 172 Fh
Y, $ 8 36 B 98 JE (£ 2) . MW F KM Z 5 D%
BHEFAR IR 5B RARE B GR BRI
FORFAE S Hob R 19 )m 36 B, S W B By
20. 9306 s RAKEE 15 J8 20 B, i B4 R BRg 11,7604
AR5 ) 16 A, 5 B A ERY 9. 300 5 TIRRIE RR
H YRR 6. 4006 s R RL 1 SRS 14 B R
ALlJE LR, SR )E0.58% ., M ILHA] UL, %
B ORABE AR SRR B RERN N A LR Y
e FHA

Hor 72 6 4 W0 Ll R S A3 A R O o R
& WS B (Thalictrum petaloideum) 77 15 % (Equisetum
ramosissimum) W ( Carex hirta) Wi £ B35 (Oxytro-
pis caerulea) . /> 9 ( Taraxacum mongolicum) % W
W (Elymus kamoji) & #¥ ( Geranium wilfordii ) /)
21 % ( Chrysanthemum chanetii) \¥k 2 2 ( Bistorta vivi-
pasa) « K G (Leontopodium leontopodioides) . 1 #i
(Sanguisorba officinalis ) .

R T ) R EL R i) B R e, R %
Jon B A A A R A (R 3) . [, KRR TR B
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Table 2 The composition of the family and genus of different subalpine meadow plant species

HY (T

P4 Ja& s i A f:f[:?% 4 J& r % A A f:f[:?%
45} (Asteraceae ) 19 36 20.93 5 KB (Crassulaceae) 2 2 1.16
RAFL(Poaceae) 15 20 11.63 AR Equisetaceae) 2 2 1.16
% 7 AL (Rosaceae ) 5 16 9.30 75 AL (Rubiaceae ) 1 2 1.16
R (Fabaceae) 7 11 6. 40 I F1EF}H(Brassicaceae ) 2 2 1.16
FE KB} (Ranunculaceae) 7 11 6. 40 2 H L (Boraginaceae) 2 2 1.16
PH B (Cyperaceae) 4 11 6. 40 W # AL (Valerianaceae) 1 1 0.58
AR (Apiaceae) 3 7 4.67 4 FH(Caprifoliaceae ) 1 1 0.58
£ 77 B} (Caryophyllaceae ) 3 6 3.49 JT 0 B (Juncaceae) 1 1 0.58
JeBEL (Gentianaceae ) 2 5 2.91 % H- 5 R} (Saxifragaceae ) 1 1 0.58
% 2 #}(Scrophulariaceae ) 1 4 2.33 228} (Orchidaceae ) 1 1 0.58
FF}(Polygonaceae) 1 4 2.33 #F}(Chenopodiaceae ) 1 1 0.58
H A F(Liliaceae) 1 3 1.74 i3 #L (Onagraceae) 1 1 0.58
A= AEEL (Primulaceae ) 2 3 1.74 i & Bk ( Thymelaeaceae ) 1 1 0.58
it AL (Campanulaceae) 1 3 1.74 1A £ (Santalaceae ) 1 1 0.58
ek JLH B (Geraniaceae) 1 3 1.74 BETE AL (Clusiaceae) 1 1 0.58
ZEHi £ (Plantaginaceae) 1 2 1.16 1 2 ¥R (Commelinaceae ) 1 1 0.58
JBIEEL(Lamiaceae) 2 2 1.16 & BB} (Iridaceae ) 1 1 0.58
AL (Violaceae ) 1 2 1.16 i 5 Bl (Polygalaceae) 1 1 0.58
Bt 98 172 100
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Table 3 Characteristics of plant community in subalpine meadow

il B/ YR

R

DL Bl

B
68. 66

B X

KIE
49.00

2 Joi L
P M T 90 35
HIER

P M T
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T H

NG
90.5

AR

NG
93. 887
ImRA 7

49

56

29

52

86

L2155

1979

L1973

L2528

.2303

L1402

4228 ( Carex duriuscula subsp. stenophylloides) IR 5 B ¥ B ( Thalictrum pet-
aloideum) /L35 (Chrysanthemum chanetii) 5EM 8 (Artemisia tanacetifolia)
PRI (Elymus alienus) K6 T (Medicago lupulina) & 32 (Galium
verum)

L (Festuca rubra) B 2F 3 ( Bistorta vivipasa) (2B 5% (Potentilla chinensis)
S E R (Carex hancockiana) % J& B (Ranunculus brotherusii) L& (Cir-

sium leo)

BRZFSE RS EAA R L R BOR (Poa versicolor subsp. orinosa ) AR BOR
(Poa pratensis subsp. angustifolia) . X 5 (Leontopodium leontopodioides) .17 111

HH (Kobresia pygmaea) .

e Ll L PR LR (Poa annua) 78 W (Kobresia myosuroides) (i 22 9¢

(Taraxacum mongolicum ) I &5 ¥ B

R (Carex hitta) Mk (Sanguisorba officinalis ) W 5 95 5 (Elymus kamoji) |
INEL 3 (Chrysanthemum chanetii) SR8 RN B A 5 (Potentilla discolor) %
F32 A (Delphinium grandiflorum)

S B (Geranium sibiricum ) ¥ L (Leymus chinensis) VKW H 15
(Medicago lupulina ) WiHL G (Amphicarpaea edgeworthii ) ZEM & (Artemisia
tanacetifolia ) BEAG PR (Poa araratica subsp. ianthina) i 5 ( Leymus secali-

nus)
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(0.140 2) , M M 7 X B & ) B9 OB EH &
(0.252 8) . i W Fifi & A 4 1 % 1 5 B2 A 42 i, 1 34 b
FERE VR Th B AE FH Bk 55 o 6 > A [) ) 7y 32 22 )0 3
Ay 2 5 (Carex hirta) 85 B 5 (Thalictrum pet-
aloideum) KW B 1& (Medicago lupulina )55 .
2.2 TRULERAYFHEEY
2.2.1 w4 ZAM KFETNRER B Patrick F
B AR MO R (21.83) L O B BT B A 1X (20. 67)
>R TR B (200 14) >l € H (16.30) >
O 2B (14.22) > o 7 B (12.00)
(F 1), Hp BrREmRER AR a X5 KHE
o) RE A MY A R R R s = W (P<<0.05) .
A RE S R AR A — E KR, R F TR

B R e E S BT A XX R 2L
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g. 1 Patrick richness index of different subalpine meadows
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W2 KA (0. 942 5) , ORI Sy B B2 1T 88 A7 XA 5
%A (0.940 0) L K )T R BT )
(0.930 8) N i %€ H 7L (0. 917 1) K 5T 28 Jt
FL 1l %A (0,916 9) M T 5 3K B = 1 A

(0.892 1) (& 2).

KR T R e B3 & 11 ¥ ) A9 Shannon-wiener £ #
PE R B K (2,957 0) , ko BB B A X
(2.908 1)=>RKT )™ R H(2.840 7) > M 1 7 ZE B

Fi

i

(2.624 5) = K57 2 1 8 (2. 555 3) =>4 M 17 7 il B
(2.341 8) (K 3) . ASIA)E & 1L ) (1) Simpson 2 FE P
18 BUFN Shannon— wiener 2 Ff 1 45 54 LA & Patrick £ &
JEE 95 BOUZ Ak B, B0 LG B9 1 & LR e Y 4 A
AR — i MU RRAE , R IRI T R B B A
) HA Y Z R

KR EE B R A XA RF T 22
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Fig. 2 Simpson diversity index of different

subalpine meadows
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(0.9630) . H Z B A X X = 1 #E 4 (0. 961 7) K
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Fig.3 Shannon-wiener diversity index of different subal-
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pine meadows
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(F6). X5l F ARG AARRKER, B
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*4 AETH LERAEYZEH Jaccard HMNEIEH(C))

Table 4 Jaccard similarity index (C;) between different subalpine meadow plants

i1 IX A B C D E F
BT A X 1.000
KT 2 i B 0. 300 1. 000
P M i L 2E B 0.194 0.180 1.000
el 7 et B 0.135 0.147 0. 349 1.000
Kl ® & 0.354 0.217 0.213 0.174 1. 000
K™ RE 0.270 0.195 0.164 0.127 0.255 1. 000

x5 FAETHLEREYZEHA Sorensen HHILEFE£(C,)

Table 5 Sorensen similarity index (C,) between different subalpine meadow plants

HiLIX. A B C D E F
BB A X 1.000
R DT 2 0.462 1. 000
P T A gE B 0.324 0.305 1.000
P T s A 0.238 0.256 0.518 1.000
Kl R 8 0.523 0.356 0.352 0.296 1. 000
KT RE 0.426 0.326 0.282 0.226 0. 406 1.000

2.3 AEAEAREYHESHEESERNXER
W 3 T 1A v R (MG, ) b 22 4 R B2 B
FOR AR E M (R 7)o 2 BRIk 1 KOt 3 9 4R T

EHEM TS, B K 2 000 m B 2 A1
MEMWHR 2600 KM ZREEREERY EFE
(P<<0.05).
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*6 ARATSLEREYZEAK CodyERERE(B.)
Table 6 Cody difference index (p.) between different subalpine meadow plants
X A B C D E F
B A X 0.0
sl 2 g L 28.0 0.0
T % S 37.5 36.5 0.0
P gH 7 B 32.0 29.0 20.5 0.0
Kl R 25.5 32.5 35.0 28.5 0.0
KT R 40.5 45.5 51.0 44.5 41.0 0.0
x7T FTRERASETYMEESHERE
Table 7 Species community diversity index at different altitudes
K/ m Simpson 5 %k Shannon— wiener & 5 Pielou 5 %
2 000~2 200 0.941 340.009 2° 2.932540.144 3° 0.962 4 £0.009 9°
2 200~2 400 0.930 84+0.026 8 2.840 7£0.3250° 0.958 4 £0. 008 4*
2 400~2 600 0.916 94 0. 009 2™ 2.555340.119 9" 0.966 1£+0.016 5
2 600~2 800 0.906 0+ 0.020 5° 2.498940.2131" 0.944 84+0.014 1"
3 it THZWEILEAMEEDFHERET. XEHT
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diola rosea) , 75 K T 2 BT B A 90 1 I PG 45 1 s AR P
B A W B 2 A N (Callianthemum farreri) o B K
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Composition and diversity of subalpine meadow
communities in Shanxi Province

SHI Ya-nan,ZHANG Xi-bin, GAO long,Gu si-si
(Shanxi Academy of Forestry and Grassland Science , Taiyuan 030012, China)

Abstract: [ Objective] In order to explore the community species diversity and spatial distribution pattern of sub-
alpine meadows in Shanxi Province, we selected six subalpine meadows distributed from south to north in Shanxi as
the research objects. [Method] We used a method of measuring biodiversity within a limited sample, calculated the
species composition and diversity index of plant communities in six subalpine meadows distributed from south to
north, and compared community similarity among the meadows. [Result] The results showed that 172 species of
plants were recorded in the six subalpine meadows, and the main dominant families included Compositae, Poaceae,
Rosaceae and L.eguminosae. There were significant differences in the species diversity index among the meadows
(P<<0.05). Community species diversity and richness indices were highest in the subalpine meadows of Datong
Lingqiu, and the Pielou evenness index of Taiyuan Loufan subalpine meadow was the highest. According to the re-
sults of the community similarity in species composition, the species composition similarity between the Liiliang Lishi
subalpine meadow and Datong Lingqiu subalpine meadow was the highest, while that of the Xinzhou Ningwu subal-
pine meadow and Datong Guangling subalpine meadow was the lowest. [ Conclusion] With the increase of altitude,
the diversity index of the subalpine meadow showed a decreasing trend.

Key words: subalpine meadow ; Shanxi Province ;species diversity ;diversity index
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