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Abstract: The plots were classified into three communities by the methods of TWINSPAN and DCA, they
are the community recovered from intensive earthquake disturbance (Community E), intermediate earth-
quake disturbance (Community T), and slightly disturbed forest community (Community F). The first
axis of DCA indicated clearly the tendency from intensive to slight disturbance caused by earthquake. The
results of ordination by DCA also showed the close relationship between plant communities and environ-
mental factors. The community E was positively related to the coverage of exposed rock surface, and nega-
tively related to the moss cover, while the community F was negatively related to the coverage of exposed
rock surface, and positively related to the moss cover.
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1.1 FFRMEER

IS N o v LW it | e v = 8 R N
HARGR X LR AR 32 297 hm? LRI e B 19 3
ASRBER HARAY X Z — o AR X Ah 75 8 55 i
ARG MDY i AR B A Ja TR U350 2L L 96 A B
J& 2 300~4 980 m, AHXF R 22T 2 700 m. AT I
SR ML RN, L R Bl AR 2. AU
R TP — R R A X PR 2 B Y
e T B 1 R U AT | T Al FE TR AT | I T A R K R AR
AN S i . AR AR 2. 9°C .7 AR AR
12.7C, 1 AP ¥ —6. 1°CL 4 K & 862. 5
mm, 51 5 MoK GRS A Y
A . TR R AR B v MU o0 A AT L 3B A (2 300~
2 850 m), Ll M IS A HE (2 600~3 500 m) , W i Ll 5
f) - CFHIE 2 300~3 500 m) . &5 1l # 4 + (3 500~
4000 m) & LA A7 FESEBE 42 (4 000 m LA P

S LU FE AR B AR 12 XA B Y A
g3 WIe o3 A fe T AR MRAR B R A L F B R
HH P A #A B (Pinaceae) R K2 & (Abies) , » K2 )@
(Picea) 9% M #8 J& (Lariz) W& (Pinus) VL XA
(Cupressaceae) B [B 4 J& (Sabina) 9 59 B Fh o 53 15
MR 2 300~3 600 m, AN[E] ML B HAS [ B A R
AN [7] 4 JE v 26 A0, g4k 2 800 mo Y K3 vk LA
VL2 (Abies faxoniana) BB F 434 - A7 AR 23 )
VIR = K2 (Picea purpurea) Bik £, TEEFRTE
5 0 4 BE W Ol 4 A2 (Abies) . 5 42 (Picea) 5 4142
(Larix potaninii) \J5 8 # (Sabina saltuaria) 55 4]
B /NHR AR, 7RI 2 600 m DL FHE: R &
2 TE R AR 5 75 L 4 53 A T T o AR o A A
A SRy R R A R A A 288 R R RR R
WA AT (Fargesia denudata) BT (Elae-
agnus pungens) . K1l (H 2) 5 B F (Ribes mey-
eri ) G 3 (Spiraea salicifolia) %,

1976 41 J5 24 1% XA I A2 L 13 9K TR

. AFE YRR E R R K IR A TR R 2
S T HEAEAMIX, BT R,
A1 78 55 R AL LD i RN 3 7E T AR AR X A
FEE A i DX ) DAVE AR L D R A A R (Sali-
caceae) FUMIE (Sali) H W) s 7 TR B H X, B &
T i SR L R R R A A b IX L R K
02 B2 R IR A .
1.2 HARF*
1.2.1 9#sMAE  JAA M S BEREN)IE M AR
TRYIX . 7E B A SR AR B X M R st | i 7R 3 5
AR 2o 8 AT | 52 5 e /N 1 AR 5 AR A
T 27 A FEJT AR 20 mX 20 m, 1) A% 100K FE
ik 5 mX 5 m B /NEE T 38 sk /NRE O rh R — B
RAYF 2 FR 5 RS MR (H<<1. 3 m
FeAr H>1.3 m MR L 0 2 BE 7 i 3 B L 1 48
BB (A ) a0 RRER B R BT 2 R
HEEJE R B eSS AR AR . RIRTBEALICSE 4 70~
10 em () 438, I 52 + 58 K 43 I BRUIR)BE 4 B 5
I 52 56 2 43 A7 3 A2 A

MR a2/ A LR pH HoR A £
B 5 )R BT VR G . AquaSorp 45 TiRLZK 43
A p 2 PRl T 5 S0 i - MK L A - AR R
IR 3 T B i 5 DT 43 AT A 18 1% W K AR K B
1.2.2 HEHH RIS AR B
AR ARG W) 0 22 B2 NIRRT — WA R R R A7 XU )
F5 R Tl (TWINSPAN) 4326, [m] IF 4 O3 B + 58 5
L EHOK SR RS N2 P e KL EIEA N
Ji e pH E A A VR 58 BE AR AL Y5 2R R
B BB EE RN T A — AT
W 30 8% s B0 7 23 B (DCAD 43 i 3 Fh BE 5 2 Y
PR A 4 1 R X 22 B AR AN TR) A B v i) 43 A R R G
PE R EHEHE T RR,

SR FH SPSS13. 0 f1 PC-ORD5. 0 % {4 i 17 4531
oA, B 2 KR p<<0. 05,
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TWINSPAN R 27 NFE 43 i = KK (F
DI I E Ve < N [ 7/ 93 < e B N i 7
JE B T 78 AL I B S5 A R AE L A SRR R AR A 22 57 L B
AR -
2.1.1 TEEFTHAHEE(FHEE #% ENMHTE
2 3 7% TP f Ry P A M AR M B L AL EE 10
J7 (DY 5 A R R FEAE 8020 DL b, - HEA
WA PLTT S AR, R o R R AR . L
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AR F R TR WA R R

S 5 HE 15

H AR A AE ) LA @ 19 R (Salix wallichiana ) A
F AR PR N 508 Bk « hm *(GR2) . AKF
PR F A I Z 44 (Lonicera lanceolata) (78 - L
1 (Sibraea angustata) K 2 55 4 44 (Spiraea lon-
gigemmis) 5, FEIEFIME R 3. 87 cm (0. 2~26
em)  JAR/NT 5 em IR Z SR B 2N

82. 6% FHEE N 1.1 m(&E N 11.0 m), W&

INF S m AR Z SRR R Z R 9770, KT
10 m PRAREA 18k, AR MR 2 10 FAS Oy 42
B ¥ (Sambucus chinensis ,525 £, F¥ 5 63. 2 cm,
AN 55 B 38. 2%) Ml 2% (Epilobium angusti foli-
wm 151 ¥k, I E 32.3 e, FAXT 2B BF 4. 4%) N
H (Anaphalis sinica ,98 B, FEXE 9 em, F X 35 &
50005,

x1 HWETHRERERE TWINSPAN S LER

Tablel Classification of restoration communities after the earthquake by using TWINSPAN

bl REENRS [: ) A2 T 5 R
1 HIKE Plotl.Plot2.Plot3.Plot4 ,Plot5.Plot6 . Plot7 .Plot8 ,Plot9 . Plot10 H
2 PR T Plotl1.Plot12.Plot13.Plotl4.Plotl5.Plotl16.Plotl17.Plot18.Plotl9 53]
3 % F Plot20,Plot21,Plot22 ,Plot23,Plot24 ,Plot25,Plot26 ,Plot27 %
2.1.2 M EFHRHAESFE T BETHRAE 8.8 e XTI 6. 6005,
Ho RS R AR AR S A A O NRE (R D, 213 T SETFTREZFEF) B F HBLE

X AR R B 26 V0 o 4 JRL B RN R U ) IR
JEAEHERAT BTG AN . Ao U M A IRV A2 VR IR B2
SETR AR Bl UR VTV AZ FIEE SR = A2 10 %% B 43 3l R 92
B« hm * 158 ¥k « hm * (& 2) . 38 45 %6 43 I it By
Foft o QRS B2 ME (Betula utilis) M BT 9 AR AR A
YA MM 24 AE VY 3 4% (Rosa moyesii) /N2 4
(Lonicera microphylla)%, HAN ZBEE P T
RAEA 1Y 2B AT BB AT, R 41,858k -
m CFEYE R 185 m(SR 2)., BEERCF YR A
4.8 em(0. 1~82 cm) s 942 /NT 5 cm (MR Z B 5
TR ZIER 79. 700 F XN 1.9 mUR A
25.0 m), BRI/ T 5 m MR Z L TR S 2 E
1 96.5% KT 10 m MIRIARA 20 #k. AR BREUR
Z WA Ry B 5 (Caltha palustris, 145 £, 1
510 cm, FHXF 2 B 1. 1%) 5 M JF (Smelowskia
calycina s 109 £k, 35 21,7 e ABXF B 1. 0%)

L b 52 M 3 e 1 Ml L A EE 8 MR (GR DL A
OB AN 5. 2%, L ERIE, S8R E K
W EIRF) 52. 9% BRI K LUK YT
2 VER DI T IR A2 5 2R 2 A2 10 % T 53 5
H 416 o hm * fl 161 #k « hm *, Ak F A %
AN A M 2L A T AE A MR R BEA
AT AT L B E R 72. 98 K « hm L F
KN 2.61 m(E 2), BEFHMEN 8. 45 cm
(0.1~96 cm) W 2 /NT 5 em BYMRZ BE 5 RETE
ZPEM 69, 4% P E BN 4.2 m (R R 30. 0
m) B EANT S m AR R REE R 2
65.2% KT 10 m BB A BAT 84 #k, AR HREUR
Z (R A R I SF (189 Kk, X8 19. 4 cm, MX) 35
B 20. 1%) KBk (Ceratopteris thalictroides »85 ¥ »
SR 19, 3 em, M X R E 8. 1Y) K EH BE (Urtica
Sissa 72 Bk, I 13,2 em  AHXF RS 7. 490 %%,

5.3 cm,

Mk 2 3 (Polygonum wviviparum , 97 £, F ¥ 5
K2 FEYMYSHM

Table 2 Characteristics of the main species in different communities

2 IR YLV 42 BREN i Ji g R AT
AL Mo Mo Moz Moz i B OB
Jem /(Bfk e hm™2)  /em /(Bk e hm™2)  /Jem /(B e hm™%?)  /Jem /(Bk c hm™ %) /(B + hm™%) /% /m
B E H/AME 110 - - - - - - - - -
AWM 5.30 508. 0 — — — — — — — — —
MM 2,07 — — — — — — — - -
FRAfER  0.17 — — — - — — — — —
BEVE T  foME 1,50 2. 00 1.50 1.40 2.0 5.0 0.1
KME  6.00 250.0 82. 00 92.0 14. 20 58.0 20. 00 68.0 80.0 40.0 3.8
T 2.28 36.73 6.67 9.25 41.8 15. 6 1.9
FRfEiR 0,32 7.16 1.58 1.38 7.0 3.6 0.1
B F  f/ME — — 1. 40 2. 30 1.00 5.0 6.0 0.7
S YN - - 96. 00 416. 0 80. 00 161.0 20. 00 45.0 292.0 75.0 4.6
S 49 — — 22. 14 30. 08 6.45 73.0 38.3 2.6
FrifE iR — — 2.24 14. 81 0.57 17.2 6.3 0.1
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hy A A At ABORE T HE Y 1 0% s 1 B D L SR 5 R
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DCA 3 FfE v B AL IR B, & F A O W
A3 A G R [ N ZE B A5 43 5 R A% b R T 4™
MIREVE E, B HLRE T eV T sz iR TR
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Fig. 1 DCA ordination graph of communities which

disturbed by earthquake
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E<MEvE T<BEE F(p<<0.05) ;32 Hh 7% 5% W 5 1 1
7% E B9 50K 5 4 A WL G - 2 (AT o KT
TLUE M OREVE T DL S ARMRBETE F(p<<0. 05), Ifii
% T 5% FZHMERALE, 3FHFEISAN
S M P HEZMAGHER ENZER. B E
(3% B T o A 2 FhETR TR T RBEVE F 2
[N FETE 3 25 55 3 FIREVA 1) 2 A1 MR 08 22 IR A 1E
BENZS BHEENAORBERE . BE TH
G BETE T U o0 A 7625 A B R T I e IX . EVE E
(R R 7 2 PR AR T 53 A 2 Bl v 2 R 1T BE O
T FIREE F 2 IR 1 3 25 55 3 FRFVA 10 25 i 5
T Z R i 1 22 5 FOUT S v E<<FVE
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ANITT S #EVE E=RETE TR0V FLRD 50K 5
A Y Sl VR F>REVE T>HEV% E.

D12 okEF X
& BT . 8
S 10 (o0 .
. g L
2 ® 8 ® o ® ° w
i 6 edp 00 © v v?Y "
z’ v
S »O I .7
gé[ 4- v M v'ww"qu N
H 2 ﬂ’:" vy
| aalesmwsap® § % % % o%0 & oo o Se0d @0
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

et 1%\
B2 &R WML

Fig. 2 Curves of isothermal adsorption of soil on water
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Table 3 Characteristics of environmental factors at different restoration communities (Mean4 SE)

WEE AT % E R T Rk F
45 A RJEE/cm 0.84540. 1772 4. 31020, 746" 9.52341. 356°
+ 8K 5/ %% 2.548+0.177¢ 18.788+1. 614" 23.493+2. 180"
ARG E/% 0.44040. 1272 0.94740. 140° 0.99540. 138"
BT R/ % 0.1000. 007% 0.11540. 0082 0.12240.011%
TR/ % 0.49540. 0712 0.55640.066° 0.6924.0573%
T HEA L % 7.248+1, 244° 27.074=+3, 837" 26. 79144, 063"
pH {8 7.08940,047¢ 7.14240.125¢ 7.29640. 139¢
e 22. 03042, 839¢ 16.436+2. 368" 15.79342. 834"
HAREE/ % 81. 18643, 025° 25. 90943, 235" 5.24742,135¢
AR & R R /em 0. 34970, 088" 1.70620, 455P 1.7384-0. 208"
HEEJRLE /cm 0. 8860, 1197 2.73620b. 536" 5.32240. 626¢
HEE /% 3.54840. 958° 21.884+4. 203" 52. 90147, 419¢

W RPAF TR a, b, c REHABEHEZER(p<L0.05),
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FAHE MR YA WA RS 0 B 2K S T 17

2.4 BEENREMNXR
DCA HEFF il 5 255 B 19 AH 56 4 Br 2R 1 . DCA
B A BRREE R HOK RS N SR
AP i A A TR R R B R A
o A PR IR S R 3 I AH G (p<<0. 01) , DCA
B — 5 e A BREE R AR B UM OC (p<<0. 01D,
DCA %% — 4 5 2w & & B EMX (p<
0.05), DCA 5 —#h 5 3 & | 3 17 A0 5 (p<<0. 05),
DCA %5 =5 13 A 285 & 6F 2 5 W 35 1E A
K (p<<0.05) (£ 4), K 3 BUFry R T Fa W BE 75
H5WENFZRIHE R, HE T 0™ & B
E W SE ARG E R IEMEC MY i A ZE
x4 REETFES DCA HFHABEXESH
Table 4 Pearson correlation between Axises of DCA

analysis and environmental factors

DCA 7 #h
W7
o5 —4h o5 5 =
+ 5 A RE R 0.759" * 0. 289 0.423"
+ Bk 4 0.947 0.371 0. 388
AR SR 0.533** —0.085 0.176
T AT R 0.417* 0.125 0.337
ke g iRs iy 0.206 —0.232 0. 055
A LR 0.536" * —0.167 0. 240
pH {H 0. 302 0.093 —0.012
e g 0.342 —0.383" 0.013
o PR —0.818" 0.079 —0.062
A 7 Ik 2 IR 0.574" 0. 069 0.133
R 0.911" 0. 344 0. 406 *
O 0.834%* 0.188 0. 241
x 3 p<<0.05, % x K p<<0.01
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Fig. 3 Relationships between environments and communities

which disturbed by earthquake
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K H TWINSPAN Jy kX £ B B SR A 47 X b 2
TR AT 7ok R R B MR T E
o 3 FRARRE RISl 3 R BEVE R . %4k R 5 0y
SMEVE PR E Ol 58 27 & . DCA P4k 5
TWINSPAN J5 k43 2 45 5 58 4 — B

DCA 73t 45 R BoR & S A 5 IR K+ Z [H]
FETERCF A . B T B EYE E 54
AR R IEAHSC. TS L4 A B 50K,
HRE R N 5 A D R SC L YR F A
R, SaAMEEENAEC. 5115 A BEE,
MK G R T S AT T R IE A

B AR YIX 37 3 M R OR R T R B
IR WA ) R A — B 22 5, &3t
30 AWK &, 2 M R TR ™ A B b CRE IR
E) S RAHE Wy LI JE A5 W) o & HE B A w0 2
2 EMEERAE K ZFFL A FEY . TR BS R AR
() 3k Ml CREVR T W MRV 10 5 A S 3R R 19
PR3 EE ZAE T, g PH 9 S B R Cn s RS R A
N FEAE T S50 B AR Bl IR VLV AZ L O R
VIR B A2 55 8 R IR WA A R AT HE AR B
BRE R ERED TP EN. ERE T Ak
TFHEARBR T I 24 A R LU A A N LA
S M TG P S A TR R W b L ) AMIRVE YR A2
SR RAZAE 8 KT AR B 4 S B AR AR 1 B B
Bar EEM - EE LA MK REMER
M —— R ET AT B . 52 B b 7R ¥ B ) /N 1Y
X B [ BE PSR AR YT A 42 VR = A2 R 4%
A 1 T2 Vi 25 TR0 v ) 3 B ) B A G S A AT AR
KR AF . N [R)HRR R Bk 52 1 10 A SR A A —
E 22 57 MRS AR 0 5 PR 58 ] 22 [6] A7 75 847 19 A
SMEN A VR R T R R T Hb R W BT
FRRE, — Ok U, o A BR R BE i 1y Xl ol T A gk
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