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Abstract

In order to explore the adaptability of different shrubs in coarse-grained sand dunes, we planted
selection experiment on the flowing coarse-grained sand dunes east of Hongyashan Reservoir in
the lower reaches of Shiyang River to carry out the planting selection test of Polygonum sylvestris,
Haloxylon ammodendron, Saguaro jujube, Bawang, Ammopiptanthus mongolicus and Tamarix. The
results of the three-year test showed that the survival and preservation rates of the six tree spe-
cies from high to low were Bawang > Polygonum sylvestris > Shaguaia jujube > Haloxylon ammo-
dendron > Ammopiptanthus > Tamarisk; the growth of new branches from high to low was Poly-
gonum sylvestris > Shaguazao > Bawang > Ammopiptanthus vulgaris > Haloxylon ammodendron >
Tamarix; the crown coverage from high to low was Polygonum saguai > Shaguazao > Tamarix >
Bawang > Ammopiptanthus vulgaris > Haloxylon; plant water utilization capacity from high to low
was Bawang > Polygonum sylvestris > Tamarisk > Shaguaia jujube > Ammopiptanthus ammoides >
Haloxylon ammodendron. It can be seen that Polygonum sylvestris, Shaguaia jujube, and Bawang
have strong adaptability to coarse-grained sand dunes in arid desert areas. From the comprehen-
sive analysis of the four indicators of survival rate, preservation rate, growth, and crown width,
Polygonum sylvestris performs best. Shaguazao and Bawang are the next, and the three tree spe-
cies can be popularized and applied in the afforestation of coarse sand dunes. Haloxylon ammo-
dendron is not suitable for normal growth on coarse sand dunes.
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A SR e b b E P S PR AT IR A bR Sy, IRk, BT N R S A RN
R LI BIRA S BRI, B XA S EE 2™ EAOR . izt X B R 2R A MK 2,
I ELAE 3 BOA R T ISR S ORI 1] SRR B AR R, BOE ARSI,
BT ZRREATTIE 7 R R Vb 3G AR TE 2l , 45 HY & B A I MO e [ 2]- [ 8 A AR AR5 9] [10],
PIRAR 33209 R MR sh ¥ o N TR vb i s s iz N A 9F UG T 35 MR BRACR (1] (HAE REYZL
JE LK P CAZR BB RRL YD o8 3 K IR B N 3 S MOR P B8, (HRGERAF L, A REAR, HELL
A ROFERT RV AERT, D 1 e $ 50 220 S MURL VD FLaG AR A, 2017 SRAEZ X IGEAT T ARZE, WAL,
B B WATE. REREMEIR, B A TR I S HAR U DR Sl R D Vb o AR AR Ao
PRI AL PR -

2. M5 FE*E
2.1. IR XHBENR

N X BEAEAEM AW B KERMBsI Y K. B IRA 3826'03"~38°26'10"N .
102°56'17"~102°5624"E, 4K 1395~1403 m. % X A MY F KFEMEVR RS %, FHRE 7.8C, &FH
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TR % 3134.5 h, FHHEKE 1132 m, FREE2675.6 m, LAWY 152d, FEHIXE 3.7 m/s, 8 FKLLL
RRHEAFY) 29d, wARIIE 11 . FPLREHE37d, FRIAS.7d. RS HE 13.3 hm, 7%
P RTRARENID I, 2N AP e, W 14°~25°, AR E S 3~8 m. HIERAN
Wb, EHERAR TS . WA EE S AAIK, PR 2%~5%

2.2. EHRERH AR

2.2.1. BifhiEIE

B 12 FEAEWARE, WAEH. S, BRR. DA, B A.
2.2.2. ERMIEE

AR IR SRR CREAR 0.5~2 mm)Pb FEIl X 2/3 LAR, S E T4, KA E. B RM T
R, Hik& 1.5 % 1.5m.

2.2.3. #HEEH

FAEEE 1.5 x 3 m, BRI IEL RV ETRRE K 1/3~2/3 &b 8% 3 NER, BHEERL
BN 3 HRIR: 1 VPR, 1 V. 18 E: 1 ¥&H: 1 &N,
2.2.4. EWRGE

VBN, NTEIZER 20 cm. 3 30 cm [R7GHES — V0K, #EKE 15 kg/7%, FRKoe4s
TBENL IREZ &, 7S 40 x 40 x 40 cm 7%, HUHHIR U HER —14, Kk &% AR B E M X
MR, AMEst. HEAEE 13 B, BEREARMER RO RIS BV SL, ME] “=H R .
TG HE S8 —OK(BE7He/K 15 kg), KGN, BRI, Frayb R, B A5 T 30 cm.
15 cm FHATET, HAWARER M, FRXEATK. MR R TE 400887, EMW G B E
A, ZBIEANEE,
2.3. HiTiR

EMIRIGIH 3 47, B 2017 H£~2019 4F. fEETERRLIENMF, EFEYAEKS S ok E R
AN, IR H A R E AR 2 1 S B0 AR 8RN R R T SR A K B, Rk R . W
ARZE, WP, B WATFREN 6 NMEARFEH, I GPS ENL. FAFEHAIE 3 4 10 m x 20 m FIFE
Jr ORI, ERANFERR LS a3 AN AR AL AR
2.4. TIRHESBIRSE

2020 49 A FA], fEREAMFEHAAT R 3 AN TFERE &, 7EHIH % 0~20 cm. 20~40 cm. 40~80 cm.
80~100 cm VUM ZE R FFF JJERE, T HIE/KFRME .,

2.5. EYEHERE

2017 4£~2019 4, HF4E 9 H FAJLE 10 m x 20 m HIRETT Y, 2 25 MEAR R s MAR B KE . TEiE.
2.6. THAKFME

8K B E PR IRAE T
2.7. BIESLE

IR S5 Excel 2007 # AT 3T i iH 45, H SPSS18.0 FAFBEAT 73 AT Ab 2.
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3. ER518
3.1. ERSEEER

e 1 w5, EMFEMHEM T, WARSERIEE 95.24%. {R1EF 95.24%, IWBABIEER 95.24%.
RAFZ 95.24%, B ERGER 100%. RAFE 100%, HRIRBIER 93.65%. -7 88.1%, WA FHMIEHR
73.02% TRATH 66.67%, PEMIEIEZ 52.38% PRATHR 42.86%. 6 AT A IE S RAT 2 M i BMRAK R

BE > WARE > PHA > B > PDAF > Bl

Table 1. Statistics of survival rate and preservation rate of tree species

F 1 RMBUER, RERRITR

L HE survey data 1 SFEHb Plot 1 2 SkEHD Plot 2 3 S Plot 3

WA SR BUE RIE T BUEMR BuE RIF RSN BUEHE BUE IRTE
i Fb species # oo K% K% K oo % Rw 0 B E% K%
WK
Haloxylon ammodendron 21 21 100.00 95.24 21 21 100.00 95.23 21 17 80.95 76.19
(C.A.Mey.) Bunge
WARE
Atraphaxis bracteata A. Los. 7 7 100.00  100.00 7 6 85.71 85.71 7 7 100.00 100.00
. DA . 7 7 100.00  100.00 7 7 100.00 100 7 6 85.71 85.71
Calligonum mongolicum
W
Ammopiptanthus mongolicus 7 5 7143 57.14 7 5 7143 7143 7 5 7143 7143
(Maxim. ex Kom.) Cheng f.
Bt 7 7 100.00  100.00 7 7 100.00 100 7 7 100.00 100.00
Zygophyllum xanthoxylum ’ ’ ’ ' ’
. T%*BIJ . 7 4 57.14  42.86 7 3 42.86 28.57 7 4 57.14 57.14
Tamarix chinensis Lour.
3.2. EKENEIE
B 2 AT, TEARFDSZ AR R, WA MAKRE 63.1 em. HHIENE 6672.11 ecm®, 454 HH
AR 36.3 omy HPREDE 3171.57 em®, B EHAEAEKE 23.7 om. HARTEIE 1816.004 cm®, ARBFI A
Kit 17.7 om. FHRE IR 259.884 em®, WA HAHAKE 20.7 em. HARTEIE 1142.927 om®, BRADH A

K& 174 cm. HHRGEIE 1700381 cm®. 6 MR R KBNS BURKTONID AR > W% > HE >
WA > R > B d RS NS BRI IO AR > VW > B > #E > A F > BIR.

Table 2. Growth of tree species
2. WifEKE

1 SHEHs Plot 1 2 SFEHs Plot 2

3 S#EHh Plot 3

P& HHE survey data ‘ ‘
— itk itk TS weog Wik e T ek W e IS g
) b (cm) (em?)  H(kk) F(tk) (cm) (em?)  H(kR) F(tk) (cm) (cm”)
WK
Haloxylon ammodendron 21 21 147 175467 21 21 22.85 423.745 21 17 15.69 180.44
(C.A.Mey.) Bunge
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Continued
A E
_///7'('/’3 7 7 523  6251.263 7 6 63.7 4019.854 7 7 733 9745214
Atraphaxis bracteata A. Los.
WHE
. . 7 7 313 2226.036 7 7 373 3048856 7 6 40.3 4239818
Calligonum mongolicum
S
Ammopiptanthus mongolicus 7 5 20.25 561.569 7 5 20.2 1433.606 7 5 21.6  1433.606
(Maxim. ex Kom.) Cheng f.
HE
7 7 17.1  885.901 7 7 32.6 2748.201 7 7 21.29 1813911
Zygophyllum xanthoxylum
FER 7 4 17 2723.23 7 3 185  762.333 7 4 16.7  1615.579

Tamarix chinensis Lour.

MBTGRIE SR BIE R TRAF R KR, EIRGEX LA Dars, WARZE., WPt $iEm
ERAEKEWE G TR, WAE. B, WARZERIRLT .

100. _
98-8 ) )
B
55.00
goi
4
25.00
?(é.%%
0.00 A — - ! ‘ﬁl . I
RIR AR S hEE BT R
THREE%  93.65 95.24 95.24 73.02 100.00 52.38
FREE% 88.10 95.24 95.24 66.67 100.00 42.86
HEEKEom 177 63.1 36.3 20.7 23.7 17.4
nEiREIECM? 2.599 66.721 31.716 11.429 18.160 17.004

FHIRGER % REFE% " FiFEEKEcma BkE iEem?
Folks SRR HORCR, B RGOy SEBR I R R LA 100 TS

Figure 1. Comprehensive comparison of survival rate, preservation rate, new growth, crown width

B goER. REXR, IHEKE. BREAEL

3.3. RERTIFEAK S

M6 AW AR FEARAERE A & 10 Bk, FEAEAR 50 om AL B I E HIEAOKE, 6 MFIR RIES
ARTE 30~60 cm )2 . EAHENZ AR T, AN 2 S K il e 2 i B 2 RgE & 8 5K il e 4y
Ml 3 mT41, 0~20 ecm 2 &K E R 0.85%~0.99%2 8], Z#E 0.14 NE 05, WA E S KEMNET
IR AW ATE > B > WPE > $E > BIR > PR, 20~40 cm LJZEKE 0.27%~0.53%Z 1],
ZPE 025 NAS A, RAEEBEEKENEEMRIKECHDAZE > WAEH > Bk > B0 > DL > %
F;40~80 cm T JE /K E 0.41%~0.67%2 18], ZEH 0.26 A~ F 4 £, M &R F & /K & M s 2R AR O R >
WAE > W > B > HE > AR, 80~100 cm 1+ 2 S /KE 0.53%~0.74%2 18], ZFH 0.24 AN
o8, RAFE S KEMNEERKTCNRR > WAH > BT > B > $iEt > WARE, WiFEm
— KA, 0~20 cm + 2 FIEES/KETIEEZEAIE, MRRSM0)E 20~80 cm 12 T35 /K& AR R
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FER o e 6 MR AR &K MBI, IRAE )R 20~80 em )25 /K& M BMRHE Yt
REqntt. WA 6 AN RRIRISOR F 8K 2 O R SR ANRE T AN, ML % SR A I K 7 B8 0 M s B AR OO 87
£ > WARE > BE > R > WAF > RIR.
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Figure 2. Soil moisture content of different soil layers analysis
B2 FAREEIREKE

3

25
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WARZE DHE BE ORR DEF EW

Figure 3. Comprehensive soil water content measurement

Bl 3. e HIRESKEVNESH

WRIEWEFC[12] [13] [14], (EFCMIFEY) L amiG 2l B0 MRS A7, K2 2R IR . A =R
T AR T, FHENENH 110 mm 24, N2 KegRr R, AR EE K KER 71
LN HEEAN IR Z 1 3K > & &, 17 20~80cm 2 38K I B2 3 R K BOSEI , DR et R K SR AE
ARy CERERMP AP P E EE A . S TOKERMERE 10 m BURR, BSKEBKRT 2%, T
FKERR 10 m A 53 5 mO0 R 3% 20~80 om 2 335 K F /N T 2% S AR AR AR A 52 B 1) — K 2 e 47 1
20~80 cm £JZEIREAMET 2%, KR RIERRM I FEH R R —. @ AR5 & 20~80 cm
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TREREIET 2%, ARTHRRIEFE AR BT 2 IR 1.09%, HIRAHE 20~80 cm
TEEKEN 0.9%. b, WA, §iE. PHENHESKEIRT 1%, ERDD mRER
X IABE G ML S5, ARBOE NS, ATVE NS A, VDA 7 BEMIANE B RV A

4. &5t

1) FE47 0 R ALY IR RS AR R, il =i bk, AaE 3. RAFR. ALK
e ERERE N, WARE WAL §EX T REXHE R A RGN RE . RV b
TR R R DA WP .

2) MRAEARLY o ERF R E, ERGERAEZE, AREMR, AR i ARl 7R 4 B
e BEMD. YDA AE BA R  E R .

3) I REEKENE, MR RS KEREE L RREN N, Ko TEYE. RIRANEEES
BT 2 SR BART 2% IR e EIEH AR, WARE., YA, S ERIMEBGRIENRE S, B, W
A HENIERZE . BRI R A FITR B K 70 fa SRR A it — DI

EHEWH

E K AR I 0 H —— [ EH SRR B X U0 A 5 AR o A v - A S HLER A 5(31760709) s H ol
B RA L I——f En SR 7 AR A 2 0 RO B R U R 7 S os Y 7 BI(20CK4FHO18)s HIN&
Ml T 2018 4528 AL RN I H —— gk i AL XA R L 5 N TAR B 2 78(2018kj027)s HR4&
TR RH G 0 H —— [ SRR B DX U AR B b - S8 e A A e L BRI AJF 90 (18JR3RA019) 3L [A] 7%
Bi.
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