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Fig.1 Survey sites distribution map in the Otingdag
Sandy Land
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Table 1 Typical vegetation types in the Otingdag Sandy Land

B T B A i g RER KK 431X
Bk DR EF AR (=)W L BT bk 1. 14 (Picea meyeri)bk 3
() TR B Ak 2. M:A” (Juniperus rigida)bk 3.4
fia] B Ak T R bR (=) Tkt v i R Ak 3. F1¥E(Betula platyphylla)bk 3
4. HEMI(Salix pentandra)Fk 3
()AL AR 5. AR (Ulmus pumila)gitk 234
N TIhR 5 o] v CTL) s e R 2L 6. ¥ Wl (Salix gordejevii)iE M\ 2.3
T 7. 5 (Salix cheilophilayii A 2
8. 1WA (Prunus sibirica){EM 4
9. /N8RS JL(Caragana microphylla)iE 1.2
10. A8 XS JL(Caragana davazamcii)TEM 2
11 AT 587 )L(Caragana  korshinskii)iEM 3
12. KA g Bk (Prunus pedunculata)T# M 2
13. 46#E(Betula fruticosa)E M 3
(75) M0 35 L R - A 14. T BRI (Juniperus sabina) i 2
i IVIRAFFEBE (L) IR AT 15, /N (Nitraria sibirica) gt 1.2
OOTRAEEAR JB2EFEARTER 16, 4P (Reaumuria soongarica)Tic 15 2
17. 464U 3E 403E (Krascheninnikovia arborescens)Tic {5 2
18. Vb (Artemisia desertorum)3ic i 2
19. 30 (Artemisia halodendron)F&Ei5t 3
LI Z AT 20. 8 TUN(Kalidium foliatum) 2T (Reaumuria soongarica)icix 1
HEJ Vil 5 () s DA AR R 2 AR 21. 25 (Leymus chinensis)+ Kl 3¢ (Stipa grandis) F i 3
22. %5 (Artemisia frigida) %5 3
(=) NV ERR AR JRf0E 23 A 441 ¥ (Stipa tianschanica var. klemenzii)Jic {5 ¥ i 2
AFEBL R 245G ACEF 25 (Stipa breviflora)3ic 7 5 5 1.2
25. VB3P (Stipa caucasica subsp. glareosa)Fii 5 i 1.2
26. XEEEFSE(Stipa tianschanica var. gobica) it 5 Wi 1
(=) TR e R 27. 3% WY (Peganum nigellastrum)Fie {5 7 Ji 2

[&K 431X :1,<200 mm; 2,200—300 mm; 3,300—400 mm; 4,>400 mm.
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Table 2 The plant dominant families in the Otingdag Sandy Land

FE7K I3 IX # JR%L o7 U Ee Bl % T 7 S HE /%
<200 mm b5 B} (Amaranthaceae) 9 31.03 12 36.36
AAFE} (Poaceae) 8 27.59 8 24.24
AT 2 17 58.62 20 60.61
st 11 29 100.00 33 100.00
200—300 mm 2%} ( Asteraceae) 11 11.96 21 15.56
RAF} (Poaceae) 15 16.30 18 13.33
T F}(Fabaceae) 8 8.70 17 12.59
Ak ( Amaranthaceae ) 11 11.96 15 11.11
£175F(Amaryllidaceae) 1 1.09 6 4.44
JEIE R} Lamiaceae 5 5.43 5 3.70
R (Rosaceae) 4 435 5 3.70
ARG 6 55 59.78 87 64.44
Bt 37 92 100.00 135 100.00
300—400 mm %% ( Asteraceae) 15 13.27 26 15.38
RAF}(Poaceae) 15 13.27 19 11.24
7R} (Rosaceae) 9 7.96 18 10.65
R (Fabaceae) 10 8.85 16 9.47
WAl ( Amaranthaceae ) 7 6.19 8 473
£ H A (Ranunculaceae) 4 3.54 6 3.55
JEE R Lamiaceae) 5 4.42 5 2.96
AJEF}(Apiaceae) 5 4.42 5 2.96
{1778+ Caryophyllaceae) 3 2.65 5 2.96
K14 B (Asparagaceae) 2 1.77 5 2.96
7P (Amaryllidaceae) 1 0.88 5 2.96
AT 11 76 67.26 118 69.82
Bt 40 113 100.00 169 100.00
>400 mm RAE} (Poaceae) 10 18.18 12 16.00
S F}(Fabaceae) 6 10.91 10 13.33
558+ ( Asteraceae ) 4 7.27 10 13.33
Wi Bl ( Amaranthaceae) 5 9.09 7 9.33
Rl (Rosaceae) 4 7.27 5 6.67
Al (Ranunculaceae) 2 3.64 3 4.00
K114 %} (Asparagaceae) 2 3.64 3 4.00
A1 7-FH(Amaryllidaceae) 1 1.82 3 4.00
AT 8 34 61.82 53 70.67
B 27 55 100.00 75 100.00
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[ 45 28 % (Spiraea aquilegiifolia) . W)l (Salix chei-
80 7/ lophila) %e¥E( Betula fruticosa) %5 , TEREV% TH A ML
% FE AR T F2 AR JZE Bt % (Ulmus pumila) ; BA
< 604 % JZ LT Ry VK EE (Agropyron cristatum) 187 (Arte-
E misia halodendron) V% & (Artemisia frigida) % . 2
= B A ULy N0 JLAE A, DRk I L
gi (Caragana microphylla) , f¥ A= # A B it & X9 )L
207 fﬁiﬁﬂ: (Caragana stenophylla) . Vv #ii (Psammochloa villo-
. B kR sa) 5 (Artemisia halodendron) 5%ty WL 5E ( Cori-

<200 mm 200—300 mm 300—400 mm <400 mm
Bk 4 X

K2 R s U A DA 36 R X L
Fig.2 Comparison of life form spectrums in each area of
the Otingdag Sandy Land

AL TP UL 4. 3 X f R H LAY VD M A A B

spermum mongolicum)if;"rfo

I AT LI H, 2—4 X 394 f A 7 AR 43 A
AR AR TP RN A EH BN 2R 4 X
W EH A K 0.36,3 X4 0.39,2 X 4 0.64, X ik
BH R K o3 S5 1R 25 B b T, A RS 6 TRE R v 17 A7
HE,

R3I EFEBEERDHRPEVER
Table 3 List of protected plants in the Otingdag Sandy Land

hE EZREARE ASETEAAE K

s " AR EPEM WREVEMS K
V03 (Pugionium cornutum) +FAEF} (Brassicaceae) N N 2
YR (Ephedra sinica) W2 Fl (Ephedraceae) 1 N 1
AL (Limonium bicolor) [14£ /1R (Plumbaginaceae) v 3.4
B X (Saposhnikovia divaricata) AJERL(Apiaceae) J 2.3.4
HE (Glycyrrhiza uralensis) 7} (Fabaceae) Il v 4
5% (Sophora flavescens) T F}(Fabaceae) N 1.2
VPR (Atraphaxis bracteata) 2%} (Polygonaceae ) N 1.3.4
[0138] ( Equisetum arvense) AR} (Equisetaceae) N 3
4t 258 % (Leonurus sibiricus) JEIE AL (Lamiaceae) N 3
B E e (Medicago falcata) =R} (Fabaceae) N 1.2
EA1(Polygonatum odoratum ) T4 FH Liliaceae) J 2.3
A0S (4denophora stenanthina) FEAERL(Campanulaceae) N 3
KA i B (Prunus pedunculata) %Al (Rosaceae) v 1.3
H T (Picea meyeri) FAF}H(Pinaceae) N 3
B B4 (Thymus mongolicus) JEIEEL (Lamiaceae ) N 4
AbLeH (Bupleurum Chinense) A JE R} (Apiaceae) N 3
JE#ET (Ostryopsis davidiana) HEAREL (Betulaceae) N 4
B P (Artemisia wudanica) 4%} (Asteraceae) N 2.3
KA (Clematis hexapetala var. tchefouensis) FE A (Ranunculaceae) J 2
R Yk (Hippophae rhamnoides subsp. sinensis) AT FF} (Elacagnaceae ) N 1.2
I3 (Iris lactea) & FEF}(Iridaceae) II 1

f& K A% 2 1,<200 mm; 2,200—300 mm; 3,300—400 mm; 4,>400 mm.
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Table 4 Quantitative characteristics of typical communities in the Otingdag Sandy Land

VN . , R FHEE PR SR 8
53X R fire)= o /(K- hm™) " /r: q?ﬁ/FE{/mZ % E{ﬁ

<200mm  PNREAGGEE AR NRERI(Nirraria sibirica) 3929 0.65

FAR RN (Achnatherum splendens) 20.00 2.23

A PUALER S (Stipa sareptana var. krylovii) 1.00  1.00

WA FYKFE (Bassia dasyphylla) 23.56  0.70

ISR ILEN  HEAR NHERRYIL(Caragana microphylla) 460 0.67 436 2004 0.68

HAR Ui Psammochloa villosa) 2820 1.94

WA Vb (Agriophyllum squarrosum) 5222 0.74

AR Sl S (Corispermum mongolicum ) 6.56  0.51

WU A IR (Kalidium foliatum) 20.00 0.97

FIAR  ZIRP(Reaumuria soongarica) 10.00  0.65

B BB (Salsola passerina) 6.67  0.70

200— A i AR VEE A WA KWW (Prunus pedunculata) 1760 0.42 0.75 1026  0.62

300 mm WEA NMERS L Caragana microphylla) 370 0.28 0.63 138 039

YA V¥E(Psammochloa villosa) 2.67 146

HAR W RAKR (Melilotus officinalis) 10.00 139

WA A5 (Stipa tianschanica var. klemenzii) 3.94  0.76

NS JLEEAN  EAR /NIHERRS L (Caragana microphylla) 753.3 1.65 218 1336 0.66

WA Bt JL(Caragana stenophylla) 410 0.40 0.19 0.70  0.41

FAR VP ¥E(Psammochloa villosa) 11.80  1.18

A ERE5 (Artemisia halodendron) 1127 071

WA Gl S (Corispermum mongolicum) 1726 0.52

Ly MIHE WA BWI(Salix cheilophila) 230 1.86 477 9.85  0.49

WA B (Salix gordejevii) 420 1.25 1.77 7.63 045

WA /NHEERY L ( Caragana microphylla) 355 0.77 2.91 11.69  0.41

HA YHE(Psammochloa villosa) 10.71  0.96

WA EhE (Artemisia halodendron) 27.88  0.73

B Sl SL(Corispermum mongolicum) 21.64 0.48

HA B AR MW (Ulmus pumila) 4235 6.75 2038  20.66  0.64

WA KWk (Prunus pedunculata) 700 1.61 1.58 11.07  0.68

WA NS L ( Caragana microphylla) 320 0.55 3.23 1032 031

HA VPHE(Psammochloa villosa) 400 103

B (Artemisia halodendron) 36.00 1.02

WA ZEVKEE (Bassia dasyphylla) 4733 0.83

300— ERLZIN F*AR  E#E(Betula platyphylla) 257.3 8.94 733 3049 053

400 mm TR BEHHR(Quercus mongolica) 485 5.26 18.04 279 027

AR BELSEM LA (Spiraea aquilegiifolia) 1293.3 0.71 0.89 287 035
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300— [ERLZIN WA WA (Prunus sibirica) 400 1.37 289 1155  0.67
400 mm AR T3 (Calamagrostis epigeios) 9.00 0.94
WA B (Artemisia frigida) 22.17  0.52

WA PISE(Achnatherum sibiricum) 12.00  0.95

HHIHEM WA HWI(Salix gordejevii) 160 1.84 14.33 18.57  0.54

WA NHERRS L Caragana microphylla) 1350 0.67 0.80  10.84 0.49

WA B (Corispermum mongolicum) 27.58 0.3

B VHE(Psammochloa villosa) 11.80  1.01

B R (Artemisia halodendron) 20.87  0.90

T B A EhE (Artemisia halodendron) 12.12 105

WA UKF (Agropyron cristatum) 17.31  0.76

FAR PR Carex duriuscula) 54.65 0.73

R B AR oA K (Ulmus pumila) 35.5 6.45 26.78 2.17 039

WK HEHI(Salix gordejevii) 176 2.57 6.74 1102 0.50

AR BELSRME L4 (Spiraea aquilegiifolia) 1066.7 0.65 0.56 6.09 043

R UKE (Agropyron cristatum ) 14.46  0.81

BA i (drtemisia halodendron) 31.44 081

VAR BH (Artemisia frigida) 2139 049

>400 mm FEFABR oA WA (Pinus tabuliformis) 7 7.00 32.99 049 036
oA KA (Juniperus rigida) 40 6.00 28.27 240  0.32

WA WA (Prunus sibirica) 2060 1.22 1.71 3520  0.62

WK I (Salix gordejevii) 20 1.80 7.07 141 033

WA T (Calamagrostis epigeios) 19.00 0.76

HA 9525 (Sophora flavescens) 30.00  0.66

BA i (Artemisia halodendron) 10.00  0.64

LLIA A HEA WA (Prunus sibirica) 640 0.90 0.78 501  0.53

ok i E YL i ( Hippophae rhamnoides - 530 37 076 042

subsp. sinensis)

FA B (Saposhnikovia divaricata) 55.00  0.86

HA 2B (Leonurus japonicus) 5.00 0.78

AR JREE(Stellera chamaejasme) 20.00 0.69

HIEAPATRIN oA MW (Ulmus pumila) 79 3.47 3.18 274 0.36

HEA I (Salix gordejevii) 980 0.88 1.89 18.54  0.54

WA ThEVI(Hippophae rhamnoides subsp. sinensis) 340 1.30 0.79 267 039

WA W5 (Leymus secalinus) 1.00  0.98

WA BF1E (Artemisia wudanica) 20.00  0.69

wA AR HEE (Hedysarum gmelinii) 35.00 0.63
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Types and characteristics of plant communities in
the Otingdag Sandy Land

Qi Danhui'?, Yang Hongxiao’, Lu Qi"*, Gan Honghao'*, Chu Jianmin'"
(1.a.Institute of Desertification Studies / b.Experimental Center of Desert Forestry / c.Research Institute of Forestry, Chi-
nese Academy of Forestry, Beijing 100091, China; 2.College of Ecology and Environment, Southwest Forestry Universi-
ty, Kunming 650224, China; 3. College of Resources and Environment, Qingdao Agricultural University, Qingdao
266109, Shandong, China)

Abstract: Vegetation in the Otingdag Sandy Land plays an important role in maintaining the desert-grassland
ecosystem stability, promoting ecological security of the Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei region. Due to different water
conditions, the vegetation in the Otingdag Sandy Land has obvious zonality from the east to the west, and the
species composition and community structure are obviously different. On the basis of field survey, the vegetation
types of the Otingdag Sandy Land under different precipitation conditions were classified, and the species com-
position and diversity characteristics of the community under different water conditions were analyzed. The re-
sults showed that: (1) There were abundant vegetation types in the Otingdag Sandy Land, including 5 vegeta-
tion type groups, 12 vegetation (sub) types and 27 vegetation groups, which has obvious zonal characteristics.
(2) There are 256 species of vascular plants in 46 families, 149 genera, and more than 75% of them are herba-
ceous plants. (3) The community diversity varies greatly from east to west. The dominant families in the middle
and east side are Asteraceae, Poaceae, Fabaceae, while the dominant families in the west side are Amaranthace-
ae, Poaceae. The results can provide basic data for vegetation protection and utilization in the Otingdag Sandy
Land.

Key words: Otingdag Sandy Land; community type; species composition; community characteristics



