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1 RMBEHRARFTE
1.1 HREX#EHR

T LA A A R XS R H XA TR g B B, AR L R AR ARRIIR T N T4k b 1) 2%
MK, RIEK 245 km, BIILTEZ 3. 4 km, MR 150 km?. XN FB L B8 B R AN H . HAH oE
T RERTA] B0 X A Bl 2 4 SRR (AR . BN S CB A, A Y E 35 RE 0% DL B
CHnyb B s s s DX H7 L DX L DR B R A PR o 6 AR 1 4 S i S, B A = A T FhOR Can o 5 A
AR BED . W5 XA T P 52 1l R L A 90 380 0 B0 U VR O, A S 111°397157 —111°42"27" E, 40°
54'48"—40°55'59" N. Hu AR LAk, Bl kb B, a8 1 o T 5 R Bl M A XL R LA R A )
ik 110 A AR KO B % . MR ZL . AR, RS R 1300~1 450 m Z (], (T R4 1
900 m. WFFE XAESIR 3.7 °C . AFHREKE 450 mm; LUK KB 1 HLE . K8 5 + 4
e F L WA XA T b B v A e B, AR e e A DL R0 Y AL T R DX R AR AR A W
PR, BAWX, ARSH XK EEMML, &A KA.
1.2 #HR##

VeI AR ENIC” (B 1) B R SRR V& A BIF 58 %t 4
AR E M (R e . AR SIS N PR sR T, A AR
T LR MR A R R A

WF9E X 52820 A T 4K 1 300~1 700 m H I 4 1
WHEMN, 2510 Populus davidiana I #¢ Betula
platyphylla . FEtE T Ostryopsis davidiana . 5% Jé 3%
Viburnum mongolicum R il Z Bk Quercus liaotungensis
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F1 XBFLBREWAREBEEFEEMME, SHRAM
745 B 2k FE b5 CHREO 7 L
1 Rl Rosaceae T HEFHLH Spiraca pubescens 2(NE, 6(3)NE, 7(2)NE
9 ST U Crataegus sanguinea Z%)SW\ 6(1) SW, 12(1)SW, 19(1) SW, 24(1)
3 WIS Armeniaca sibirica 3(1SE, 13(1)NW, 19(7)SE, 19(6)NE, 21(1)
NwW
2C(13)NW, 2(3)SW, 4(1)SW, 6(3)NE., 6(7)NW .,
| » ] 6(2)SE. 8(10)NW, 8(2) NE, 9(1)SW. 12(1D)
1 Wk B Prunus pedunculata NW. 12(2)NE, 14 (3)NW, 17(13) NW, 17(9)
NW. 17(3)SW, 17(1)NE, 20(2) SW. 24(2)NW
. . 3(1)SE, 4(8)SE, 4(2)NW, 4(2)NE, 5(1)SE, 10
. S g ) . . . . .
5 BB Aceraceae ARF Acer mono (DSE, 13(1)SE, 15(2)SE
o B AR Saxifras KBl Hydrangea 6(1)NW. 8(1)SE, 9(1)NW
gaceae bretschneideri
7 ZARL Caprifoliaceae 52 1l JE 3 2(2)NE, 7(4) NW, 13(1)NE, 14(2)NE
2(2)SE, 5(2)NW, 7(1)SE, 9(10) SE, 9(4)NE,
8 . Z=Fl Rhamnaceae INIFBAZE Rhamnus parvifolia 16(9)SE, 16(3)NE, 16(1)NW, 18(8)SE, 18(2)
SW., 18(4)NW, 24(11)SE, 24(3)NE
9 5% 3} Bl Fagaceae iR 5(HNW, 8(2)NW, 19(1)H)NW
e - . . . 1(3)NW., 1(2)NE, 14(7)NW, 14(3)SE, 20(8)
=X N Vel ZBE . e
10 EEF Oleaceae WEAR R Clematis fruticosa NW. 20(4)SW. 22(1)NE
11 #i A} Ulmaceae KM Ulmus macrocar pa ?\I(VZV) NE. 8(1)SW, 22(2)SE, 22(8) SW. 22(1)
12 IR} Salicaceae dr [E AN S, sinica 15(1)NW, 18(2)NE
13 14 3(1)SE, 15(1)SE, 16(3)SW, 17(2)SE
4(1)NE, 5(3)NW, 10(1)NE, 13(2)SE, 20(1)
14 He AR B Rutaceae e NE. 21(3)NW. 21(9)NE. 21(2)SE. 23(2)NW,
23(6)NE
3(10)SW, 3(3)NW, 3(7)NE, 7(2)NE, 7(10)
15 T SW, 7(12)SW, 10(10)SW, 10(2)NW, 10(4)NE,
e 13(3)SW, 14(3)SW, 15(8)SW, 15(4)NE, 20(1)
SW
16 Bl Cupressaceae M#1 Sabina vulgaris 10(1HSW, 21(1HSW
17 KN Juniperus rigida 9(1SE, 12(1)SE
18 A B} Pinaceae AR Pinus tabuliformis 4(1)SE, 11(3)SE, 11(2)SW. 20(1)SE
1.3 HiEAE

AW R R K B AT A R 5 T H XA AT B AR B, R W 2 A s RO AR A
Shannnon-Weiner $§ % H'7.
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KA B A AR B R A 22 157
P, = (2)
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F(H ) 2 BB bR AL (L. H, D950 ¢ U SEIE. H o i ¢ TSI/ MEL H e 9 5500 B2
KAH.
SR FH 58 U L {0 T 4% P Rl S ORI 80 38 S 00 000 o8 FH B 2 LA, AR A el o ok e B 0K, i
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FEXS AT ALRE (Vi) VRSB0, Vir S8 2 X B i I8 1) 43 BT 15 ke AR
S EEHE V) HEAXN

IV =Dr + Fr + Vr %% (3
A
FAXS 2 B (Dr) = CEFRE ) % B2/ 2P B3 ) < 100 % 4
AEXS W BE (Fr) = G R AAREE / Ji A ot B2 S 1D < 100 %% (5)
AEXT AT A BE (Vir) = CRE [ A SR w00 1o AR 2 0/ A 8 v B T AL TED B X 100 %6 (6)
2 #EHREOSMW

2.1 YMEEE

B o B RE 4 DL IR 3. SPSS BdE M ah R . F R R BUR RN 7, B/AME R 2, BEHLY) R E R Y
50 4.29, FRufE22h 1. 33, BREAR « K36 CEFIXTH 0. 95) Kl % F 4 #Y Sig 6N 0. 295>0. 05, Hf%EZ
BEFEEERE N 4. FEEMRNM. FEERECY 2 M, HWER 3, BAEMB(NEREE) N
12.50% ; F & EARECH 3 WMEHL, FLMEE R 4, RAMEN 16.67%; £ & EIRECH 4 WAL, MR 4,
KRN 16.67% ; F & EREECH 5 MFEH, WUl 10, RAEMER 41.66%0; F & ESEE N 6 MR- HL,
SRE R 2, RAMER R 8. 3V FEEIRECN T MREL, HAREN 1, RAME R 4.17%. Big L FEEERK
PR 4, MG A 5 AREH B B e, g SR EoR, R EIC” EE ERE X 4~7, fER
“HPIERIC” S .
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FESE, YL SR A ORAS PIOMIRSHERE 0w, S, A 58400k T S UL G e 52 4 B A 4 B
87, WEFROSRE S A WL 4, A LR 2.

B A SO AL S B B it S R LR 2. BRIPHESIKIR O HE . TRAR T Wm Bk . ER R E . /it R
LA g, BESLA . LTI RN . KA. Sl AL I ARAR. T E RN,
TS L S FEAS (GEARE AN L S5, AR HEF XS,

2.3 EYSHEE

FEHLARAKE Y H oy BT 25 R B 5. 4 Z AR DL IR 4 D FEHRFF (0.65) . BHEF (0.65~0.40) .
— 0. 40~0. 200 FIFL Z (<20. 200 7 R4y, H'F & SFHMFEHHEF K B/ME R Plot 5, Plot 13, Plot
14; B EHE K Plot 7,Plot 20,Plot 6,Plot 15,Plot 8,Plot 4,Plot 9; —#%AJ>4 Plot 10,Plot 24, Plot 2,Plot 3,
Plot 19,Plot 12,Plot 21,Plot 16,Plot 17,Plot 18,Plot 22,Plot 1,Plot 11; %X = BY 8 Plot 23. H M FE3{E K
0.46>>0.40, H 95% B AFIX[E] N 0.37~0.54, SPSS 73 #1453 /R Sig 4 0. 15>0. 05. #Et. #FsE X H K
FREE.
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A= S lR7 I A

1 + EFHLL A Spiraca pubescens 6 0. 294
2 I T I Crataegus sanguinea 5 0.291
3 W4 Armeniaca sibirica 16 0. 301
4 Wik Bk Prunus pedunculata 88 0. 306
5 ZLEMR Acer mono 18 0.278
6 K )AL Hydrangea bretschneideri 3 0. 289
7 ETES: 9 0. 280
8 /N ZE Rhamnus parvifolia 60 0. 303
9 ILARHR 4 0.271
10 HEARBRER S Clematis fruticosa 28 0. 305
11 KFAMy Ulmus macrocar pa 14 0. 285
12 EBAEMD S. sinica 3 0.263
13 114 7 0. 297
14  #E 30 0.393
15 T 79 0. 349
16 ¥ Sabina vulgaris 2 0. 254
17 KW Juniperus rigida 2 0.232
18 JMAN Pinus tabuliformis 7 0.262
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FE &SRB 4 BFEAA 24.21,19 F1 12, BN 4, H H 2 XE N 0. 36 ~0. 39, /KFHR—fE; F
BN S AEHL, 210 A4S, H O H LA R 0.37~0.72, H kB FHKFU BB R 7, R K
29.16% ; FEEEF R 6 MyREHL, H H A8 L IX W] K 0. 58~0. 91, HiEEH 2, Wb TERFEEALEUE, &4
BERN 8.3%; FEEIRECN 7 WM., H H O 1. B R 1. b TEREFKFEUL., AR R 4.15%.
FEERBCH 4 TR, H O AKESTF—BmaA =, Wi AERTHEX S FEERECN 4 Mk,
PG Lol (VR ZRE A TR FEERE, BRI B R R 05 EEE RS, M R, Hp 70X Mk
Mo H' ZREME A TR 5 K. X0t A Y 20 5 R E & R, R E EHE T, AR H
IMEIR M Plot 5,Plot 20,Plot 13,Plot 15,Plot 14,Plot,9,Plot 8,Plot 7,Plot 6,Plot 4. 7F ks, Z4E
PEFE B KT 5. Mk, @R ZEEERE = 5 DL,

2.4 HEWYENIERKRE

H' . Wy Fh=F 5 B 48 40 % 35 50 BE 45 5002 50t o sl IR0 4 06 S0l o A 2R @ vk, it A Tofk. AR 5T
b A HE AR R B R 25, (S 00 M A KRR R b 4 i K AR AR A AR (AT BAS R, WA
ERKE 2 5, H KB & 0. 46.

AWFFREER B, BT 58, M 5 0 2 00 308 0 R B /MR R L RE . FRBE T W i Bk B i K
BREGE , ZES R SRS RIS 22 5. Z R BRI IT N K BUMRGCE /B2 iy . b, £ RS
B AT I AR L KR L SR I L R I ARAR . R AR . A L DUAA L FRAS.

WA A5 ) S AR A, SERR R BN R R R I e+ FRAR T AR Bk R, BT
FEHR -+ Bk -+ HE AR R 43 + /v ik B2+ I Ay, H HO AR MR IXJE] R 0. 56 ~1.

2.5 HEHERE

W R EERE . H SO AR 3 A R B S BT HELS . FA L aT DL 4 1 o 6 b Sz i hiE ) B
WCTRORE. 1 0E, NOTTAEBE B 35 B 5 ERn kT, R As N TR w7 25 B MRS B A vk 43 Sk A B 7 2
FE(<C30%0) . P IRAB B 2 55 B (30 %0 ~45%0) . VAR B 35 B (46 90 ~60%0) . AR TR (610 ~T75%0) .
MR 75 B (75 %0) . LATI H DX 4% AT b DX 4 30 R P Al 0 B ™ 4 5 D i A EA T AR HE R

2T R G R HE G X T 00 H X R A R s N T A Al bR X e R AR W BN . He W A R R ) 8 &=
S5~8Fh. Wil F R R S AE 5~ . KR IA AL R, DIRARMEBEERETERE 1S hS IR, HEFEIRH
AR E E 44. 44 %.

SO B SR AL R0 HE 5 N TR b S B AR R i I H X AR A KR A ) B A, R BN e s B
WL ]I E XA S R K AT RE LR A SRR A, R B E AT A A F AR R 10 %0 R B gk Ak IX s Cln
FRRER X AP A FEFTE ST X AT A AR RO HE R, DAARF 5T X R AR T A AR S5O0 B S 5
SR F AR G AA , N T A AR A SR W] RN R 02 6. 2200, DA A mr e . fIRom Bl 4 35 B (<30 %0) =&
WL R E AR & 63, 22% s AR 5 (ST %) L Al K E & 29. 22 %, Hoh“MWENiC” 5 KR 5
R ) 15 22 e A58 15 25 1 2 A

H' 3R ARG A (D . B E M A S BCH EE . BAP R A B E . W H 3550l s . R i
PRI 5) oA, H IR B i KAE. %R E 0 B KA A R 203 45551 A AR FLEE . BOR F A Fh 5t 00 8 22
EHESS, AT TH N R 2R, At T 5 43 B ATV P [R) AR A 1) A AR 22 S 5 AL B T 3 B 1) 1R 25

R S s 2l o 7 R X H e, PRI X R X8k H K F IR E EFE U LR MR E N, T
AT AL B o EE S B MR AR R T R B R kR LR B 0N
0.393,0. 349,0. 306,0. 305. X T~ A AL 4 B V% 191 180 A IR A9 DX sk, 32 FREDSC AR . H e KT PR &R = 0. 86,
b F = E K.

F W78 55 B DX, S A PR 25 AR AR X R 29 75 % ~90 %, Y A ENiC R £ N 5 iF, H
H' S X [8] 24 0~0. 49, K¢ H K 5 R SO0 AT XEFE 8K s R F A Rl 808 = A D EDGE . 4 Fh 3 &
7 HF, H KRR Z 0. 55.

3 HREER
3.1 it i
A SR MK &2 H R FE AR 2A B 5T BRI - 3K 0 B AR EDIC IR R B P 2L R S TR AR L AT % S R
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PEAFFE. AR AR 355 A AL FL R 32 A 10 X 3k 1) R 98 A w4 IO 4 Rl e £ B, FR A BRI, ik
H AR B 5 b L2 = AT AT I AR SO &2 1k

A FE B B 58 BT AR, OO (R RS DL e, SCRRPEAS DI s SO B A R T F
FERGUERE S0 A SR BE (R B 1 R N FH B v T I T A R 0 T S M R A ML I XN T R A 8 e A
R REE S, T TARERI, S H . W EEE LW H RS E ISR, & T
SO ) BB RN BT B R R XTI H X gk M AR T, B S8 H KR R R R R SRR OE A, R SO0
N T Ak,

LA EN R U B R EE R ARAARE Y B S8, H KPR 8 R EGE AN 216, HinS 5y
o BE LR SR T B SRS L O AT R A S R v S5 A R B AR . SRS EORE Y SO R BE I F AR AL
FEHES B AR R RZEN . A6, X TN T 55 5 5 A X8, A Be "R BAIR, iR n] B
it — DR A,
3.2 &

FH SO0 B B A0 SR ISR R BN T T B T AR 22 5 I S0 iR 22, AR TE VR 45
Fa) R A0E S A, ) s 3 el e AR o, RS v R A DR

R0, “HYEC " Y i 5 B BUE T B 5~7 B, i KARBEYR, PR %08 v, T H X 4 A
FEERRE 5~7 f%; MAHEYEIC BT EHIX H' FHZ 0.56 LLE, #35H X H' 53] KRMOKFE-, 8
AR A T R Ak S A%, e T PR R 1L RO, SR ENIC IR HOR R R R O R

S SR A0RE T 38 a6 e 4k T A DX A B N T A gl bR AR B I A AT AR I, Al N TR R B T
FEDX S, BT S AE Y Bl s (A B, ORI 6 TR o A 7 5 X, e e IR 2
UL R AR MOK T R R . SR B, SO B AR AN Bl N AR A 7 T R A3 SRR AR, ST SO B AR
SOWAESBEN EEY e bR, S H XA KR P ENie T LR .
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Abstract: Our research aims to test the effects of the plant signature, which was developed in New Zealand
as a central concept for plant arrangement in the practice of Low Impact Urban Design and Development
(LIUDD). This research is focused on the plant signature of Tilia mongolica growing in Halagingou
stream valley of Dagingshan Mountain, Hohhot, which is going to be implemented to improve ecological
restoration in suburban area of Hohhot. Route investigation, typical sampling methods and plot investiga-
tion methods were used on this wild dominant tree species in forest populations. Based on analyzing their
biodiversities index, distribution patterns, spatial structure feature and species composition, the effects of
plant signature of Tilia mongolica have been testified from following three aspects: biodiversities, species
richness and natural degree. In order to improve the accuracy of plant signatures, the IV and the natural
degree were implemented from the preceding information. It is showed that the plant signature can improve
the indices of species richness from 5 times to 7 times, and the natural degree can be increase from 33% to
67% , and biodiversity indices can be restored to the maximum value of 0. 55 for the original site with high
coverage of artificial forests and above the richness level for the naked sites with the variation of plant coverage.

Key words: biodiversity; plant signature; Tilia mongolica ; ecological restoration
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