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Abstract

In recent years, the tourism industry has been one of the key industries in
the world. Although tourism industry contributes to regional economy, its
negative effects on the local society, culture and especially on environment
cannot be ignored. It has been shown that land deteriorate (soil and
vegetation) with the increase of tourism activities. For example, the
linearly developed degradation caused by the activities such as trekking
tours, and the spatial degradation such as grassland tourism that can
influence large extent of area are observed. In order to make tourism
industry sustainable, it is crucial to develop the analytical techniques to
quantitatively evaluate the degree of deterioration for future remediation.
However, only the limited number of studies have been done to
quantitatively evaluate or analyze the land degradation from its linear and
spatial aspects. To construct proper utilization strategies of tourism
resources, this study aims at establishing methods for evaluating the
impacts of tourism utilization on the linear and spatial land degradation
based on the field studies in Endau Rompin Johor National Park, Malaysia,
and in Hulunbuir Grassland, China.

This thesis consists of five chapters. The summary is shown below.

In chapter 1, the background, the objectives, and the framework of the
study were stated.

In chapter 2, in order to develop the evaluation method of soil erosion
(water erosion) linearly taken place on the vehicle road caused by tourism
utilization such as trekking tours, Universal Soil Loss Equation (USLE)
was tested in Endau Rompin Johor National Park, Malaysia. The transect
of 800m was set on the vehicle road to compare the observed and the
predicted soil loss. As the results, the observed amount of soil loss (27 t
ha™' y! in average) was not identical with the predicted (122 t ha* y™*). It

was due to the fact that bio-crust or gravels covering soil surface reduced
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the soil loss. Then the author introduced the coefficient into USLE and
corrected the difference between the observed and the predicted.

In chapter 3, to clarify mechanism of the development of invasive plant
linearly induced by the tourism such as trekking tours. The tropical woody
shrub Clidemia hirta (L.) D. Don (Melastomataceae) was used as a study
species in Endau Rompin Johor National Park, Malaysia. Generalized
linear mixed model (GLMM) was used to examine the relationship
between the distribution of C. hirta and soil properties and light conditions.
Six transects were set to examine the effects of soil properties and canopy
openness on the distribution of C. hirta. The number of C. hirta, canopy
openness, and soil properties were measured. One thousand eight hundred
and seventy seven individuals of C. hirta were found in the vehicle road
and the nature trail, while none in the forest. Canopy openness and soil pH
affected the distribution of C. hirta in the vehicle road, while the soil
hardness and the total carbon content did so in the nature trail. The author
concluded that the development of the invasive plant was controlled by the
factors unique to the type of land use, i.e, the light conditions in the
vehicle road and soil conditions in the nature trail.

In chapter 4, in order to characters the land degradation caused by spatial
exploitation such as grassland tourism in Hulunbuir Grassland, China, the
soil compaction due to tourism activities was spatially investigated with
geostatistical analysis. Soil hardness of the topsoil was measured in 434
locations within the area of 500mx300m including the plot used for
tourism activities and that not used. The author found that the mean soil
hardness was significantly higher in the used plot than that of the non-use
plot, and showed high spatial dependency with the range of 111m. It meant
that the soil degradation due to tourism activities affects 111m or less
distance for the center of the activities. In order to avoid the grassland
degradation caused by tourism activities, the tourism facilities should be

moved more than 111 m away from the original location. The author
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concluded that it is possible to quantitatively propose the method to use
tourism resource in a sustainable manner by using geostatictics.

In chapter 5, the causes and countermeasures of linear and spatial land
degradation by tourism activities were summarized based on the results
shown in the previous chapters: 1) surface soil coverage is very important
since it can reduce soil erosion linearly observed along the vehicle road,
2) the invasive plant species can be controlled with the methods which fit
to a type of land use, such as vehicle road and nature trail, 3) large-scale
and spatial soil degradation due to tourism can be reduced or recovered
with a specific method by using geostatistical analysis.

In conclusion, this study provided necessary knowledge and tool for
sustainable management of land resources by the use of the quantitative
methods for evaluating and remediating the land degradation caused by

tourism activities.
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2B WMHORBXAACHS BEHERBICB T3 LEEABOH E & M
FEOKE

2.1 MEOERLEDN

2.1.1 EET7YP7OBEERNKOBIR

B WARIZIIHER Lo AR O EELL EAAR L, #R Thb 2R E)
MY aEETLAERBIRNMED BiF o, EWESHREOBAENS THOERK] &
FEIZAL TV D (PR, 1999), BAVH AR &%, M4 U TRIEE/ /NS
< HHRIE T, BE K23 25 W BV B I N2 3 5 R AR T d D BV AR,
EALEYRRICIT S EREEEME O/RK, HT 708, HET VT &
FZoaAm L TR Y (Fig. 2-1), TSN ICb~F T AT, =V vy
A, Bz VR EDA L RERHE, ATXVTREOHKVE#E, &
— 27U T7AMCHAEL TWD, BVERNARTHEROZRMKO 47 %% 50
(FAO, 2001), M KODEMWAOEAEAK 400 5 km*, FET 7 U I 234
180 77 km*, 7 T NEBLZ 250  kn*IZEH D,

~ L=y TR EORMET YT MEITERE - Bl AeRETICH D, F oyl
Y OEBEX Y TIE, A EH KSR 18°C &M 2 5 Mtk 23 BUH & 5 & 3%
STV D, B Utk oo S X BV R AR e, BAViFE v A — U R, B
WY AT RBEC T oD, BERKKEIREREFORELZ T D
7o, B A FEAKEN 60 mm LA EE, MENRAEMAEL TRIBEREIC
bh, BT A —V RBEITT A= DOEBICLVEVGEERNLHY, 8
B Eo THBBABET LI bd D, BTN RIS RE R EH
EHREERIER OB CHEVHIFICEERE L ARBAKE? 60 mm L TICR D7
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R DORBER Y TIE, M7 V7 OFMIE, BOERENLLA L Y
FHERT 4 Y VAT T L A — RIS, ER WY L —
A2 MR, AARTBEIBEENHRCIBEICK D END, W7 27 OB
AR IIRIE O FZFHEPIFEAERVD, M - LHEV A — %D



MEEZT CEFEOBRKEOFTHEIIFE 110D 2RO —7 2D, B
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F7o, R A0~T0m (T D ARD TITkE~ 28 @ oA DN/ L T
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[[] Principal regions where tropical rainforest

Fig. 2-1 Tropical rainforests of the world

(Quoted from http://kids.britannica.com)

WE7 V7 CEICHMT H X Ultisol (USDAZ0¥) ThsDH, 2o+
BoR#eE L TIE, BHET, HEEH MEEERIRZLLTL, 0T


http://kids.britannica.com/

= ULNEEBE, fEhosnwoitE MEOREREOCRS, ZLTEWV
SZRENZBZT OIS, Ultisol [FEH BB CAR ST W HED 1
DOTHY, RWELE HEAROBRELZ RS2, ZDOL T HWLER
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ZU LT, AHRAMELTIWAIATWD,
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FRmicAM 2 dia 2 2 L2k, RS PEHEZRFORREALKD &



Lz (BRI, 2011, @QFICx L CEBAREZENLAREFR LT HZ B8 E
WV, EEE B ARREE S (TUCN) I, B L7 B RMIR T, FINM, BEH,
L7 )x—vavhk, EECFEEMNICEEZRAZOT STV HEE
ENZAR R ERE LT,
BELBHREREZHES D2~ L — 7 T, EARITAKREE, HFEHR
T, BEHE, ik oRH, v Vo —va v PR RittT o5 E L
THAESh TS, BE, ~L—vT7 TlRE~Y - XA TENARSCT
Foya e ENARRE 28 DENARMNBFEILEINTEY, 20955, 5
ONRTL—EBIIHY, BORRALRFBIMBLTNS, L —L 70
ENVARTIEN vy X 7RI 7T 007, A4 MU+ — 772 EBUOLIEE)
MWEEAT, 25, 489km*lCbld v oy ErEVARET~YL—VT
ENT2HFRICKRERENLART, BERICAKOD 5ELARDO—>T
b D, ZTORETIE, 1970~1980 FFIZ ML ITOI, EEERLA
MOWHIZHEWE R HENR G 2 b, 1985~1986 HFITILBUFIZ L v ik
BRENTOI, (RE~O KA EBE A & 72, 1989 4FICE AR & L Tk
MEN, FOENLREOEKERFHIN TS, BE, = F¥vnst
VENARIZY aR— s Fa R —2 - a—R R L — 3 (Johor
National Parks Corporation : JNPC) 2 EE X 41, 1993 £ —fRICHHE X1
7o BRAREOTD, EOOLNTLMIBLOABLEICARINLTWS,
BIE, v L=y 7 T, B2 T 79 vy 7o 07— a DB
BICEDHBMEELEMT S 1 2DOFELLTEXZTND, XL - EHiff -
B4 (Ministry of Culture, Arts and Tourism) BAH L& 720, BLE%
FET 2O OBCITET 2R A EN T 5728 R R I A EIT o
TV, BB REZERT 22 L ICLvAEAAEERKIZISHEL, B

‘W AEE-EOBAREED Z), HERBAEORBEMES KOS R FED
—orLTHMESTLNS, EYARIEZERRBCH BN ORE, BLERE
LLTCOMM-BRZKDAMHT, HAOEL TRESA TS, EILARIL 1872
HIZT AV DA T —A b= ENVARPGEI S TLOK, 2015 4 KF 5 THER
WK 7,000 fFEfEL TV 5,



HHEF~Y L= T REOEEREE 4 - T, WIERICKRTE 20N E

A & 72 o 7= (Razak, 1995), ENZARILE 272 HARBRENFEL TV
L, TOBERE L TOMEITSW,

ULy L, BUTEZR AR E A3 L 45 i C R0 IS 7, HER ML © o B 5% [ 8
o TS, EEESRREEEKE (FA0) 28 F & 0 7 SR bR & I 3 AT
2015 (Global Forest Resources Assessment 2015) 12 J4LiE, 1990 4EIC
X, AR OKRMKEREIL 4,128 F kn®, EHEEO 31.6 %% 5D TV,
2015 AE 121X Z AU AY 3,999 /1 km?, 30.6 %2 L7z, ERITE K L&Ak (=
ELUTEE MO BAMERICE D) 130 137 kn* ThH D, FEMASBEE
DM O BRI IRIC L0 HRARE R OER MG LFIL, 1990 £/ DI
0.18%Td o 7h, 2010~2015 FHITIX 0. 08 %IZPE L7223, ZhixEiz
HEICE D KRBEABKICL 2 b0 THD, B7VT, HET VT DEL
DENZB T 2 HBAREEIIERE L THEITL TV D, BAREEL L OHMKS
ik, HET7T T OE N AR EY S RE A V7 V&5 2
D, L2V Z—va rRBEKRERET DLV B TRLINTZEHIZAR
IZBWT, FIHOZERAECBUEE OB W, WA, HEES, sk
FORA, 72 ERBEMAE T CTHE Y (Campbell and Gibson, 2001;Chin et al.,
2000 ; DeWalt et al., 2004 ; Foxcroft et al., 2008), ZTDOXKRMNEAK L
o TWVND,

2.1.3 L —VTOBERKICBIT 2 HEMABEEL KEOBERF

~ L — Y7 IEE L EED 33 ko, B ARO®EEO 9FIGH DR S o i,
LR FER A FREEARBEPFEDZRIEEZRE TH 5 (Fig. 2-2),
W7 VT ORLICAELTEY, vL—¥BLERALXTEDO—H (A
MEHFZTZT M) DHRKY N> TV D,

v L= U7 THERERESCHIESR OB, FHRORINBKE L
AL CT&E iz, W)l (1999) W khniE, ~ LV —FBOHKEREIL, 1966 4F
21X 9 7 km®, 1972 4F1C0E 8.3 7 km®, I B2, 1985 4F(21E 6.2 7 km* £
T LT M ESZ U 7 MBI 2 R E I, 1980 121X 8.4



77 km?, 1985 411X 8.2 5 km*, 1999 411X 7.9 7 km* £ T L TV,

ZOB AR T AA A~ ZADBEE L LHEEY ORI X D b
RFEFEA, MAEDOHERIZ X D “BMALRBRINEEREOERIZL > T, KK
oo TR R IR 2 BN S, MERIERRIL 2 B RET 52T TR L,

ZIRTLEL OMEMEOMIEIZ L > TEYWSHEEORMD 25 &2
FIREME S VY (ARG, 2001), BAHEF AR O BB I, G B 0D P 2E (R B OB R
e, AR BEMEECKANBR), RERIE, ARENREPMAEI
BELLWARBRLE I > T D LM T 5 ()1, 1999 FAO, 2015 ;
KH, 1994),

Fig. 2-2 Location of Malasia (Adapted from Malayan Nature Society, 1988)

=07, WKM7 YT MO &5 R FEREKE DL DHRTIEKRE L v ) B
ENECEZLS, KEFLERAEO M THY, HICHEWICERNT 2 15
DTz &4, HEEAEIHE, tEOME, JREMm, A, Az Rk
DR, KA, @k, NTERE) BDEHECERLL-> T, B8



HE RS HBL - M E IR L, LHARET B AR L TS (AARA
Ny —22, 1997), KEIFHARFAZD 1oL LTHATOEL T THRAE
LTWa2, AHLEHMICERLZRLORREIE, BRICEZ > TW5HE
BRY 100FUL LOEELH2DLEEDRTWVD (X E,2001), _HEFT ¥
TR TR R SR EE S K & W oo, KB OB I M o KR HF O AR SR IT
TH L < EVW (Hamilton et al., 1983),

KB KD EEEOF TR, BB O A RE R o A pE M (2 R
AHEZDZ LD, HERBBEOREMEO P CHRALMED —>2 Lo
TW5% (Eswaranetal., 2001 ; Lal and Stewart, 1990; Pimentel, 1993),
KEFHLS DO REELZBICEA S, 19 HALDOKRE, FAY D Wollny
N7ay FRREKICEBT 2 HEEROMENZOMEY LS TS (A
4], 1995), LEERAOREKB IOV TIE, BEEEICHT IR RKE R
SEIINE OE R & RHOR - O K- BB & S hTn b (a1, 1995),
W OBEIC LD HEEBREICOWT, BRI O MR A 5 Wi
BIIBRRE M WMHBEEZRF> TWVWD 2 EE2H LI L (Laws, 1940),
FHEOZARMEIZOWTIL, Meyer & (1984) X7 AU Z D 18 FEHO LHED
ZEMEICOVTHRFTLEREER, YIFEEOZWEBIIRRE ST,
B WHEELOZELITPTH T, MEEEOL VN EBITIREEN KT
HDZEEDL N LT, BV U O BFZE I D\ TiE, Nagahori & (1984)
TX A ORIEBTHEREORREZITV, EHSOMEN D4 HE 5 A
DR, KEOMHMRE R bmEm<, WH (6 H, 9~10 ) oWHIZB T 5K
BXPRNEE WA LT,

B AR CIEAEMEIC LY, HERAE OKR) BEZLTWD, B
mHIE X, MIRZEARENET T, TERBMORIE LENO DES DR
i« RS, TENEIGREREREICRDLT VWD, BADORIE
HFEROY X —BRHENRELPICEIIOMLTL— vy FEERL, &
RS TEABRD ORI L > THRKSN 2B 2 EHERINT 5 X5 I
J& LT % (Stark and Jordan, 1978), BVHWAIZZ O L 5 2R@ESIZ LY
EouBERL, ThHEMEAELEER - RELOMTHRELDDHS I
BT22LICkoT, RER-WAEEZHMFLTND, £/, ZOMKHA



DY F—BIIBEORNERBEICLIINBOHRLEML, HEREILIC
B KD SR, FEEKICE D BEREAZMHE LTV D (KA
B, 2001), L2vL, BV D LR, AR O Moo+ #UF) ]~ 28 S
HZ LRy, HMEmCHMWEZEN CEH2MAENMEEL, FMMICED
BILCIEE 2 ENFAE LR, MWICRIHRER LEES N2 251
P, REIEEARKDOEEINIZHE S RO LEFEREDPM L <722 (Brooks et al.,
1993; Department of Environment, 1996; Ismail, 1997 ; KM, 1994),
FLomRITES (FICEFE, Vohly) oFLVWRKEZSEZIT LH
BRlZ, XMICES B EOBRWTE ERAREICELN SN D DI, HBHKRDS
T 530 E LS VWEERELZAVHT Z 2225 (A, 2001),
WA S (1998) 1, M TH5EONTHEMREZITY, LEBRGREN LY DY
S D EERAGMNC LI, F£72, BRICK S HEEAIE, WXL
F—DOHEET LR E - KRB L FREIC, THEOREERDEAT DS LA
MLz, MHD (1975) OREIC LD &, B T 7 ¥ — £, B
B LN HERF v MV AT v 77 BRI OB D 72 O T IR
NEHBEMREICY D720, HEKRKEOZ T A NBEK S, BEEIK
FTli, =L —v7 « B R 70 O RKBFH TIXE4ET ha H72 Y
450 t (Liew, 1974) 7%, & Ol o> iR OB M TITARM 1,000 t ha
bbbtk PEZ ol bdE S TWD (Brunig et al., 1975),
B WA BT 2 BOLTE BN B OBSEIC K 0l E D o R
B, TEER k&) BBEAELRCR2B00NH 5, B AR ITEEH
Mz BRI HERF T 2 - O ICEBEAREE 2R - L Tk, ExAEICET
HKBEOBUREZHEE, T 0 LHICAEB LM FEOLER AR TH D,
KEZGHTBHIEL, THERZGEMICERL XOFHT 5 720121F,
TEHEEABRZ FMRICHET I2LERIDHY, TOHIcE, HEEREREICE
BhGE2H5KBRBEERZEENICHM T L5200 ETARMLEL R D,
IHNETOMZEN»S, HERERBICEELZSALDBEEERE LT, BW (—
FNREM R, 30 /yE 7213 1 RN RE), flimk, B, LEOMWE, H
A CREWEER, R, e (B W CTEE R e S22 BHEN LY
T5) REEHBEOBEROMAGLEICE > TRKEL B D, BE, LR
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BREEHETIETNVEEEZLS DY, ZnHEZTOEE»L, REBRAUET
N, MAKET L, WRNETFTLO SHEEICKEXLHIT DL LENRTE S,
INHDOETAOHRT, HRAMICELESFFHMMESNANTNEIET LD 1 DL
LT, 7TAU D THESNERBRUETT L THS R EERETRADH
F 535 (Universal Soil Loss Equation: i@#k USLE, Wischmeier et al.,
1978),

2.1.4 —ETEHRHFERX (USLE) oA

USLE [ Il O BT T NV E LT, TET AV EMHT 57 DICHLERER
BEZAOBPRD W LR, GENEELE L VWO FERH D, iR T
bIHEOmWEERAEETRIET VL TH D (KM, 2002), USLE i,
TAVAORBEEZRLICHBEESNL, AEASTLICBT 2R RERERZ
KRk, RME, L, B, FERESCRAEEHEEOERK LR aR AT
TEHLT = R—RACELVEEIN TS USLE XL 2B ETFH OB
MiE, REAZSISECTEREEETML, ZOMBICEAT 2R HE
Di#t 25252 L THDUSLE I X DERMHHEERED FHRIIL 6 FEHD
BHEOETKRADLHICFEIND (Wischmeier et al., 1978) :

A=RKLSCP

A M HEEREE( ha' v!)
R: BERNAREMJ mm ha™' y')
K: B3 EE G M) o)

LS @ H % 4% 0 (M o)

C: 14 & BRAR 5L (M8 YR T)

P PR R (R L)

USLEIZ HBR 2D =00 1y — T, 7 AU BT TR, HRE
MmchLzo@mEHAEIcO VTR S, REIOSLEREOEEICL Y, it
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A& H T ST % (Renard et al., 1991 ; Shi et al., 2002), F&H
(1975) 1% 1950~70 AR TH AR TITb - T HEE & O EHE B 4 5
(Z, USLE O &5 E z 5l fli L2k R, OBWAKEZRO L2546, 1EHORNO
R 30 HIREDMRVIZ 60 MMELSL L, OQLEOMBERIILEORA
WEELTDbOOREL L, OBFRHRE, EHE GRS X OR2EK
FEETHILENRDHD L L, MILE - B (1984) (X USLE OBEZEIZ S
THEFEL L, USLE OBREMAIE L K FI SN D 72 0121E, B ARREBIC K
ENTWET — X %1520 2 & BNLET, FICEDE BB, REfkicon
TOFMMARELTVWD Z L A2EM LI HEIZHE VTS 1990 4ER1C USLE
ZEHEANL TR, FHICE W T HERAEEO THlE X O E O + Hkr
CHDLETEERTFOEEREOWENEM SN, ILH (2005) [THEOD
WL EROBAMEIZIBNT, OV (EWE) B THEEREICKE R
G525, OEMEBBE, REREIIET LT -2 OEBRMI AR LTWVD
CHERE L, £ USLEIC ) VR RRBR 1 2 o o THE L7 T HIME & 520
&l LA, PRIMEOREIX 88 WLk EThom @t Lz, b
(2001) % USLE 2 £ & 2 P [ £ HEjit & 5 #20 (Chinese soil loss
equation : CSLE) Z/Epk L7z, Z o FRERAIFEHOKER - EH - {R2BUR
% B\, USLE O E SRR A /AW BR v, THEEER -, PHERER
T &3 ODRFITEEL T,

2.1.5 HFE&EB®

MLy 7Yy —E OB R BRI K 2 B E RIS T 2
TEERE OkE) M FEZHARET 5720110, AF%RIE, L —3 7 EHWN
TEBERICANGZLNDD =X yn B ENYARICEWT, USLE &4 U K
HEZ AW TEANICHRE S L -HREELRO HEERELZFH L, USLE &
DEBLETHEE TV WmEMELY B LEEREL KT L2 & T,
USLE 2T 2O MBS 2 Rat L, sEfi P2 &ET D2 L2 BT
A
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2.2 RAEFE

2.2.1 FAEHOME

ATz o B UoENARO Peta = U7 (2° 317 N, 103°
247 E, YVadrx—INIZET %) AL+ 5 (Fig. 2-3), =¥ un
VEUVENARIZY a Rl =AM E NN E TR o TN D, ARICIE
A hTHA, v bL—=F AT =L —NI R EDOHFVE - HAENER
L, ZZARATXHRBEIEBLETL2BWERBIENR->TEY, ZOEAMAET
TIX T T T = aryRlo TS, ORI R RS RIE 27C,
EMFEEKE 3260 mTH D KIIEZRM & T2 HEDN 5 L T D (Idris
et al., 1987), BAEMIM X 4~10 A DM T, MK 4000 N DB IEE M Fh
NTWD (JNPC, RAKRT—HZ), 256, BORNDLOBIEED 20-30%, ~
L=y T ERAR Y TR = b OBICE D 80-T0%0% 50 5 (JNPC, RA&
KRT—H), T TEIATONIBIEERIX, Fryxo 7, 74 MU+ —
V., TI7T 4T, N=RugrvwvFroriERnEFfons, 056, —
BANEBHLOIE ML yX U I THD,

Fig. 24 IR L7 L 91T, ZOoMIBIIEBRX & BOLEERXIZH T 65,
FIRX T, AEBGEOZDOAREHEFEE Visitor's Complex 3 L O
BHFE - BHEBRAZHSNATEY, I3 BEDICET 5 ERREAN
JE/R & CWb, F72, Nature Education and Research Center & V95 #f
REMTOMB S H D, BEFITEARNICESH CRLITH X ~BH L,
ZD%, A REATCEERMKEZRE L, BLEHXTIX, Sy 7V o
N, JIRWER EBIEAR Yy bR3bH Y, T ARBEKE L TRHHSL
TWHEHIE (RAF ¥ — b L AL) & BETORMREERFH (1970~1980
B) WCAMMEOLDICELNT-MED 2 EOEREMINTND, 72
B, HETITE I~2RRECAREREOENERT S,
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Fig. 2-3 Location of Endau Rompin National Park (Adapted from Malayan

Nature Society, 1988)

Kampung Peta

APPSR <l bt ... T EL T o—
: Campsite & i :

Visitor's
Complex

Nature Education
and Research Centre

Janing Barat
: Gunung Janing

Legend
— Road
— Vehicle road
— Nature trail
2 — River
U 1600m | g Tourist spot

Buaya Sangkut
: Waterfall

Fig. 2-4 Location of the 800 m transect in Endau Rompin Johor National

Park (Adapted from Malayan Nature Society, 1988)
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2.2.2 +THEPEE
2.2.2.1 T+HEEAEEBOTH

201245 HL 201443 H, = Aoyt ryak— LEHLAROHE
JEIEEN X D Kuala Jasin 7> 5 Upeh Guling £ TOMBEICE VT, £E 800m
DrF7roE7 bEFEEL, 10 m 82 USLE OFBREITIECTLLFO X 95 72
A A L7 (BF 40 fEPT), 2 2 THAREOFHE KL Wischmeier et al.
(1978) KL= b D& AWz,

(1) B R

KEOERIFRIZERN TH Y, FICHEWNMELENEDOZENEZEL T
BY, BERKAIERN-Z AL —LBRNBREOEOFMAFREL LTH
Hansd, —HWIC /IR, DHEABEKEDOT =200/ 060 5 KW OE
o Rx VX —L 30 pHORERKNEEZHWTEHEIND D, KIFJE TiEo i
MEREDOT — 2 NFIE Lo Tclz, WA TRT ABRWNE & TR E
HWEESEHETRMEB L

12
R = Z 1735 x 10(1 Slog —0 8188)

i=1

2T pl TABHRE, pIIFERNETH D, RIEILHEA O E DI E T
% Kg. Peta Ulu Sg. Endau &R TRk SN T — X 2 EICHE L 7=,
1972~2011 FO T —Z L RKEME L RFHEEZBRNT, 3 4 FHOT—X
ZMWT RIEZRFH LT,

(2) B3R K

TR L X RHIE o TEOSZ B EZ R THRETH Y, TEOR M
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B, AW aeaE, tEEER I OEKEENDEB SN S, USLE TIE,
VIV b, AR, BB oEsEN LEOZENICKREREELFEZTWVD
EEZILNTWVWEEOTHD, AMEIFZRADO L >ICHEB LT

K = (2.1 M** (10™%) (12 — @) + 3.25 (b — 2) + 2.5(c — 3))/100

ZZT M EEREANT A—H (v k(%) FRAD (%) X (100— k4
+ %), alxAHEYEaRE (%, b EEEEa—F (1=MHk, 2=/
R, 3=rrhi~HhRL, 4=7m v 7R, BOR, HR), c ZTFARMERER (1=
B, 2=~ 3=, A=\ ~f1, 5=\, 6= EFHIZE ) Th
Za38

KEZRDDHTDIZ, FF o227 MZBWT, 20m #IC 100 m]l KM H %
AWTHEROZEE - (0-5m) & 2 XKE CTHELAE, BRELZE 40 S0
AORH L2 S B A2 ATV, 2 mm DU O B GE &2 BRI T aaTicft Lz,
TR NRT A —=F WIZONWTIL, B EEREE VL NEEEZE Y MET,
AR, A, A S &2 WA HIE CHIE L7z (USDA D43 JHIC HEHL)
¥/, " HWoRwEEMBBRL, 2KREGZE (1C) 2T EoNERE

(NC-800-13N, fFfkmtrt v ¥ —) ZHOWTEHRREEICTHEL, £56
NETCHEIC 1724 2R CCABMERE a 2 HIN Lo, HEAE L o HiE
HiEa— R b EBARMEWR clcO>WTIE, USLENY KT v 7D K ET T
Z7EMWTHRM L (Fig.2-5), 7z, R L7Z—H 0 4% 105CT 24
R L, THEEEAZWME L, RKEEEZHFM L, p (H,0) BLXOESR
g g (EC) 1, hiktk 1:5 TKRKEZFZZATV, 7 AEMiEEZ W THE
L7c, ok, ZHb 00 HiEix LERE OTE (HEREE O IEREZ
H%, 1997) IC¥ELTWD, £/, 10nfEO AMEEZRD D=0, EEICH
YTV TR, HERXNSEL20nEO MMEEZAVT, HEiEL TW5D
2HIR DO KEDOTFHEZZOMICH S 10 m A0 AE & LT,
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o / / 4.70 *I-Ulf'r tine granuler /
T 2-fine gronulor ,’ y /]
7 3-med or coorse gronvlor v s /
10 \: E) ~ 60 4-blocky, plety, of 77
Vi vy
1 \ N %, OM=0, ) I s S\
20 NN /l/ Py (. 3 * SOIL STRUCTURE || 23
oy P T 37
1 \E\\‘\ // / H oA 7,’
NN / 4
30 i ‘\ NINNQN / A - /mé /L
ARRNARS ey ieyid "3 2V,
Z40 ‘\‘\\\‘\\ /:'/./ 7 A 308 :/ o
»
Y PP i IO U Sntiod B
Y i \‘\\‘ XL L E A y
£ 50 AN * 70 VL 7%
> 20 .
& L RSN =0 Pl 07
7 3 ¢ \\\xb\ Fyes A7 A
560 ,{/;/ \\\_:\\\\ 10 .60 2 s H ’//, ”/
e ] RN % i .0
" i o ORI RS \\\ N ~ ¥ H ///,/
§7D A \ o 50 H 2 “/
& AOACAN: ' i WA
+ N . x T ; # /,
80 PERCENT smo\ R % 40 | 86/ 9}{’) PERMEABILITY
(0i0-2.omm)| SN’L N~ ]2 2 L7
1 PN -] Q ] v S,
s & V. s /
90 Qe L R ey
~N~. [= P ,/f/
2 \5‘)‘. J /S 7 .
1 Rl i
100 forrt + } } 4 ¢ + t .20 ~ -
PROCIDURE: WIth appropriate dati, wnter scale at 18ft and proceed to pofints representing 5 //,’// :' ::: o mes,
the 5011’5 T sand (0.10-2.0 mm), T erganlc matter, structare, and permesdility, in that sequence. 0 ¥/ /A 4 2- ,M,'::':”i‘
Interpolate between plotted curves. The dotted 1ine {1lustrates procedure for & soll having: = s i I- rapid
shevts 653, sand 51, OM 2.81, structure 7, permeability 4. Selutiom: K = 0.31. 2 104 —
g
¥,
0

Fig. 2-5 The soil-erodibility nomograph (Quoted from Wischmeier et al.,
1978)

(3) i tatk LS

HIEARE LSITRIE RARE L AR SER U2 O Th D, Ml EK
BMLEBERRE SEZAPLETHENIND Z LR Z W, ZORBITEBHIC
BT LAR L HEEDFELF L, USLE B4R 0 o THEAHH o 5k J ol
ErwBT OoRVEERRFTHDL, LSHIEIRADO LI ICHE M L

LS = 0.065 + 0.0456 (slope) (slope length)m

+0.006541 (slope)? 221
Z I T slope IR E AR (%), slope lengthlZftiEiR (m), mITMWERITO

f5%% (m= 0.5 (slope 25 %) , m= 0.4 (3 < slope <5 %) , m=0.3 (1
< slope < 3% , m= 0.2 (slope < 1 %) TH5D,
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LSTEZRODHTDHIZ, FFrEZ MTBWT 10 m EICL O X 5 7225
BhFEM LT, BEAR slope lTOWTIE, L —HF—FEEE (Disto A6,
Leica) Z HHWTHELZMENLHEM Lz, REE slope lengthlZ->W
T, FFrEZ b5 o0fEHIZEBNT, ~HEOESOFKEEE 10m
&L, & ORENZ A 1A O R} R 3R O R0 B F OS5 ETE T O R (n)
ET D, oW TIE, REAB slope B3RO T,

(4) 1EW & BRAR %L C

TEM S BRI CIIM ORI E 2D 6 DOAEFEBNSHEHHTE, Z0
EVEY O EE O K & SOMB ORI KL OB RR LT L EhL, #
HkEEZ 1.0 & L, EMICHE SN D & 0128 /e d, WY O 8 EHIX
YA, BEVERE, EBFWRBICEI2b0 T TR, BH5HLEZOE
Mokl b ELAESND,

AW T, HREBISE W (B CIIE AR OFENHERTE220)
WBEZEZMESGZE L TWD R, —HomEm T, X442 7 A b
(Biological soil crust) R LV FITEDOINL T Wz, A F 27 T A MIKRRKE
B, B, el MRERBXUOEIMEREO 7 (B3 2K T
R L, THEEREORZE, ThbbREMEICEREREHEZRZLTVWD
EWV O HAENH D (Neuman et al., 1996, Belnap et al., 2001), F7=—
o, MY 22—, L&, KBhEomBEDMPIMECHDIHAICH LER
BENMBBIND ZERHRESNTWD (Wischmeier et al., 1978), %
IT, CEERDDT-DIZ, XA A7 TANPHEBL L 54 HiS, LXICE
biviz 16 HSIZHB W T H0X50md =2 KT — k% 2 m @, 5 XE Citi
LA T TANOWEBRLELVXOEIERHNELZ. NAF 7 T XM,
ART—=FDOENPL I nDEITETRIAAT LV X 2m Tiksg L, H
GfEHr Y 7 b (Image] 1.48v) # W CHERAH I Lz, L XX, = K7
— FAOHMERRIZH DL LF 2RI, "XXEPVZ2HNWTZEZOHS % |
EL7, LU, USLETHEHAA AT TAMNOHERLLXOEREI LXFIET
D CENRWED, PHEZFHET LRIE CEEZ 1.0 & L, CE%HA
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EORHZ, BEMN WO CEx 1.0 L L, tHEERAEOTNE L A
A7 7 A MOWEFEOMGKN, TEEAEOTAEL L XFOHEI DOHFKX
MWHETH L ERAREOTNEE CHEOMEMRKE T2 GEMITRHE L
BROE TR~ D), WIS, CEOHIEREEZ W TLLT O T USLE
C R H#EE L LR ERE (THMM) ZMELEL

A, =BXA

ZITC, AFHELE LEEREO THME, BIIANAFT I TANOWERD
LLEFVFOEREIPLTFPHLELEREREOTNLE (C EOMERE), 4
FtHEREOTHETH D,

(6) REtR% P

JRHIIC BT D @mMmakhr, WK, T AR LEORENRHEOR
ERTHRET, ModRbiESNn T ARAngEA%Z 1.0 LT, ishTw
HIRORKESICHEST, 1.0 LTFTOEREDOLND, AEX TIE LT
EOMBERRENPEI N TWRWD, PEZ 1.0 & Lz,

2.2.2.2 THEBEAEBOREH

THEREAZFMT D200 KN RERGEL LT, FHEXORE
DFMICREINT LEZRHRT2EBELZREL, —CHHMEICHREL -
TWEHmY F—FEINL, ThENOMEEEL E T 5 HERE LN
D, LM ULAMREOFEMNELARECTH Y, FEBRICHE S FBIALEE 2 8T
L7728, 800m DTk s MW THiEREDO T Y (Fig. 2-6) OWrm
e, TtHEEEEOEAEEL Lz, HU LIIKBIZIVMEICTE L
BOVENPOHKBEOL Y RO L E2IET., RREOESWVICEVmEIR, Y
NV, TIVREBIZHTONDDN, RFEIZEBIT LAY L) EHEIXFERNKIC
TR OEFREY, POBEBICBWTHZOEENFRiT 5 L5 7%
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HEEWRTL2b0E LTHENT S, BAIZIE, Fig 2-7T 0BRSS
ALEEXIIE, 980 m b7 &7 MCZHBWT 10 mfEICEEZFHI L,
WA TE NG % ] > 7= Hi AL O BRI 5 1012 5 20 em IS AT Y O S (M O =K
ZAb) EZWPE L, FHEOFEHT I BEEIL TRORICLVEHLE

Gi=(hyy + hiz + -+ hy) + 1

ZIT, GF I A O Wik kg, Ay 03 1 HIUE O 20 cm fEO T
DEE (em), nT iHEOHEHTH 5.

WA, FHHT D WER ¢,z T TFROAIT LY LR RO ENHEE
B LR

Al.=Gl.><Rl-+yx108+106
DIT, AR MO EERAROENME (¢ hal v, RIT 7 HADIK

e, vy IXENAROFRSES, 10851 3~7 Z— VAR T 5ME, 10°1% b
VICHE T A TH D,

Fig. 2-6 Photograph of water erosion in study area
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* Collecting soil samples

Fig. 2-7 Layout of the study transect

2.3 HRLEBLE

2.3.1 USLE D& OEH

(1) BEmAR%E R

Table 2-1 2R L72 X 91T, Z o Hidsf o 4 FH) R K BI1X 3250 mm T >
o 12 ADMMEN KB L 718.8mm Lk S, ZIVUTEKRKED 22%
oo, £72, 4~9H, 10~3 HE 2 oOFM ¥ —rNREA LT,

HER L OER O FEHYBERBRE RO R % Table 2-2 128 L1z, Btk
Bk, BMEOZ WSS, BNEOD R WIKRHITES o7, 74
U ToO REOFEFEMEIL, o 50 MJ mm ha ' y ' BLF 26 RWE B
@ 550 MJ mm ha' y' OFMAICHMALTWD, £/2, HRATIEHRWNEDOZ
UNE IR O B RIAREC R O EIEAY 680 M mm hat y ' E WO MEAH D (M
- BEJR, 1984), AREFZETIE, ARBIOREFRIREEIL 394~1485 MJ mm ha™'
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vy, FEHTEER 900.3 M mmha y' THY, T AU I OEREMHD 1.6 £,
HARD 1.3ETH -7,

Tt 7 bOX ) RIFEWMEOHEEN L VGET T, FICENEDZL
WEEHHIZWBERIC L 2 TEERAOEENGVWEEZ X LD, Loz &
kY, WHEXKTZOEWENREICEES T,

Table 2-1 Average monthly and annual precipitation values 1972-2011 in

study area

Monthly values (mm) Annual value (mm)
Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul  Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
535.7 217.9 2295 193.6 189.8 146.7 144.9 1349 161.2 217.2 328.0 718.8 3250.0

Table 2-2 Average monthly and annual R values in study area (50 MJ mm

ha'y™)

Monthly values Year
Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
2241 541 666 349 137 92 80 99 125 280 90.0 349.2 900.3

(2) B3R K

THRE AOFE R % Table 2-3 1R L i At O LB O 5 &3 26. 4 -
52.5 %, AN EHEIX0.6-5.9 % T PMEEIT5.6-42.7 % KiLEHE
X 25.56-58.7%ChHV, FICKHLEWOEHEENEL, v b
GHENMEN o7, USDA OREMETIE, BRI LZHSO L8O LT Loan
(H 1), Clay loam (Wi¥€ 1), Sandy clay (BWEIE L), Clay (JEt) T
bole, TOAREDLHIE, #WENF LU HRI~MKL T, AlME &N Z
NEN 0.5, 0.6, 0.9, 1.0%TdH Y, Loam O L HEH KM 1T PR CLHERH
\ZB4F72 57228, Clay loam, Sandy clay, Clay @ HEEFZKEIZZENZ N
BV, B~ EFIENWTH-T, TNHOMEEFRICH B L AH
(E¥JfE) 1% Loam 2% 0. 28, Clay loam %% 0.27, Clay 2% 0. 15, Sandy clay
230.09 t MJ mm ' Th o 7=,
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AR o@Y, v b, B EAEDO T ETEEOZBIEICRK b EE
52 L5RFTHD, £0EN, K[G, #HE, HAEHEBESLHKRSEMRNE LT
SMHETTH, LEOBEOEWICE > THERE F T KRELELT D
(Wischmeier et al., 1978), AMFZETIX, FTF7 &7 FEEKD 95 %D
7y N0 REFKENELS, RERNICEEY SRV DR, RAE
ZTRT VIV LIRS RITEEN D oo Te®, KX 0.09~0. 3
tMImm ' & o7z, MA T, ZREINIEL VW Clay (A& : 0.15 ¢ MJ mm )
DEGIZEERDOK 70 %% iz, USLE N> K7 w7 Tk, 7 AU BD 23
fEOTED FEIX 0.03 (BEEEL) 726 0.69 (L MEEL) t MJ mn!
DODHEPIZH D EH LN EINTWDZ &b, RO+ (LG L
0.09~0.3 t MJ mm ") [ IZBENHEBEIEWY (TRDbLMEEDORY) +
BThorZ R bhrotl,

Table 2-3 K values (t MJ mm™) in transect

Soil texture  a b Cc M K
Loam 0.5 3 3 3295.2 0.28

Clay loam 0.6 3 5 2857.8 0.27

Sandclay 0.9 3 4 640.8 0.09
Clay 1.0 3 6 724.6 0.15

(3) #itr%k LS

BRHEO RN T o227 PTEFSORMENRH Y, ZNENOFMEE X 150,
240, 145, 125, 130 m Th o7z, FEARS 1 SLTOMFIIT F T &7
FNEEROK 21 %% Lo, RIERENFICHEICZRS 5% (Wischmeier et
al., 1978) L b 7wy MIK 35 & 50, 2055, Kb RABREHT
OREAEIL 16.7 % Tholz, 7 AU WEANTHRE SN TWD USLE D LS
il (0.06~12.9) Lt~ 2% &L, RKFFROPFEM TIL0.07~4.9 L K& R
molz, 77 FOREIZHENIZESHT, HEN LEERARIZS
ZDEBI/ IV EEZEZ LN,
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2.3.2 THEBAEEOTHAMEL EZREDLLEK

AV oOWEBCIVRERLESA - HEREEOENEIX 3.4~83.8 t ha'
y ' T, EEEIX 27.0 t ha! y' Th oo, USLE I K 0 #EE S vz 1R
BREOFHEMMEIX 7.7~750.7 t ha! y' T, F¥fEIZ 122 t ha! y' THhHo
7z (Table 2-4), L¥EREBEO TREICSWNT, FT7 &7 h&{KD 95 %
DRERRIE~ L — T OFEBFAMR T & (Table 2-5) DKW ~IEF (Z
EWEIFAIZH D, FEFITE VIS D D ME ST 2RO 25 %% iz,
ZOMBTIIHEREICIDIEEDN RSNV LR DN- T,

Table 2-4 The rate of soil loss values (t ha y*) in transect

R K LS A
900.3 0.2 0.9 122.0

Table 2-5 Soil loss tolerance rates from erosion risk map of Malaysia

(Department of Environment, 2003)

Soll erosion class Potential soil loss (tha™y™)
Very low <10
Low 10-50
Moderate high 50 - 100
High 100 - 150
Very high > 150

USLERZ T GMIICEN 2 2 Lo U2 Hmat+ 2720, USLERRIZ XL D
THME L 7Y OWmEE O R Lz EHEZ R Lz, 2 0f5 %, Fig. 2-8
AR LT LI TPHME E EREOMICHEIZ 2R o7, T 0B MO
SIS TS E RRMEO B EH DL, MMBHENB AL A7 T A MR LFIC
BbhiHgs (Fig. 2-9, Fig. 2-10) TiX, THMEEZ LHEEAEZZ DI,
FPEIE DRI R > TWD Z ENH oz, FriC, BEIDY, »oRl
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M A FLAY 5 %L b oD R TR T IIME 23 ERE O 10 fF & 72 0 KER A2 L T
WD Z LR ol WMITREROE FTESHT R ALF—Z2RILL, BFEROR
BREZHBIESE 1T, BMZ—RIrE L, MEHEELZHD IBENH D
(Wischmeier et al., 1978), JIlO & (1957) 1%, @iz %G CcHE > 72
JCTREEN 1/I0LLTIZRD EHE L AL K DB 2V EEH Tl
A ESEMKEIC S 25720, BEKEDOZ T A MBBRINWRERE
B HE, TERICRETE R RoTMAKITIREIREKE 2> TLHER
BEHER T (LK, 2002), Z07H, HTERAREZRET IR T L
LT HMRESICHEET HDHBOEEL T T L OMRICHEREI LT
Wo, FlxiE, THEEACMEDEEICEL TIX, BREMDSOHEYICR D
R E B R B RE (=5, 1951 5 BXOK, 1966) RSN TWo, £72, THE
MK D7 72 MERMIED R (BHE - HI, 1995), HEKREBICL DR
B IEMEEO BEEM (A - B0, 1957), b / R0 T @A 9% 3 5%
Wic L2 FRBE LEOBHRBMKE RIS, 1981), BEHBRELEA T
WaELOBRMK RIS, 1992) 2 L8bHEIN TS, JIIA A5 IFZENE
TOLEOMEH % E LT, HPEOEVWICLZ2FEMORAELEm v' &
BEHC, SiBEHL 100~10, #RH 10~1, Bkt 1~0. 1, B i & A H 0. 1~0.01
ThdE L,

100 -
}; “0 . y =-0.013x + 33.018
a R2=0.0181
S 0 l®
Y o
E 40 - > .
2
g 20 4 o R dbis
2 b o L 2 A
£ 0
O 1 1 1 1
0 200 400 600 800

Predicted soil loss (tha! y1)

Fig. 2-8 Relationship between observed and predicted soil loss values
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Fig. 2-9 Photograph of biological soil crust

Fig. 2-10 Photograph of crushed stone
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ARWFZETIZ, P77 PTIEHL A RMBEAERE TRV, BRGE IO
MR, "AF7TAIRVLVIFOHFBICILY HEEREENEAD S TWD A
RRENREZEZ DN, DFEV, NAF 7 T ARV FIT LD HETOHER
HEBERELIRPoT2Z Ly, TEEREEOTHME & FEHE ORI IZA E 724
ERRonzmrocRRICEZ bR, £ T, MMREONNA A7 T X b
RLFOHBREZEE LD X, (FWEHRK CEMETOLERDH D
L& X, UTOMRI&ZIT> 7,

2.3.3 EHEBEBRBOMEICES FRIFEOKRE

USLE i 7 A U HICREW K - HHERERET 2 KEHICE VW IR
RBXCEMIN LERAEEOBNT — % 2 LITHRE LR BRET LR
Thv, ]G LE - FHFUEREDNRELS B R 2ETCRET VE2EMT
D0, RBEORHFEREFZEET LI ENLE LI TS (FH,
1975), T E TORENS, USLER X 0 B S 7-BERAEK £ HEEK
K& WIEARE LS OfEIX USLE N> K7 v 7 OFPFANICH D720, FHEXS
HIZCHHACE 22 N RSN, —FHT, BHHRMAOMA D KERE 1L
BEHRE I 6F L Tid, USLE OEWE B € OREMIE A+ 20 TH - 7 Al gEE
MRENT, USLE NV K7 w7 Tk, CEIXHERIZ 135 t ac' @ L F 124
L TWDHEZ 0.05, 240 t ac' OIFIC 0.02 TH D, HiFK D IRE N B
MR MR Lo GEM (MFRICHELED X S 260, T oYk
CEDNLD) CRT O, CEZIEEROENIZE T 0.003~0.45 TH
5, LML, AR TBIMENTEZL 7135 t ac ' A FDO VX2 W GEH
RNAF I TANOHBRSL5EO CEORIEICEA L TIXUSLEN~NY 7
v 7 TIHEEEIN TRV, N 47 TR FDOIEREIZ OV TIET TIZ
ik S NZE < OWFEDNH Y (Neuman et al., 1996), EHSBEBEMNEXL
AREETIE, WH LR EARHUIREEIC R T 10 %L TS T 5 2 L 2k
L UNMUNDS, 2004 ; HEH S, 2004), LR FEREHECI< b T
B, Z0REILEED ZHHME S T D (Wischmeier et al. 1978),
FoT, RREOREWEFIOMEBEHREZ NS F 7 FAILLFTE Z LI
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LKV, hEmHO TEEREEZPBIETEXILEEZOND, TIT, RAENSREK
DR ZEZBSE LT CEOFHEZLLTDO X217 o 72,

FT7rv®Z7 FCHE, VRIZBDLDRL TWEHEE 16 » AT (AEXEED
20 %) T, VXOEWEEN 5.5 ke m?%, NA A7 T A ML 54 5 F (A
68 %), T DONKJPEHRN 23.2 %L rote, THEEAEEAMIET DD,
F9, REN1EDLTICREERNELZ D, 1| EU LY T
L, 2z, O EoXnE R L (MEmicwgEEr), OFRmIiZA
A X7 A OWEHY, QHMEmMILIOHBEL Y THESTEZLTH
FaiTo7, 22C, hEREEROENME, LHEEAED THMME, LHE
BEOTHAR (FHE/TRE (%) ThZnzQ, @ LT &AT ook
R, THEREEOTNREZTINO, QLABRRMEE L2216, +
BREBOTNEELHBEMN L CLTOMIT 21T o172,

ZORER, Fig. 2-11 o X512, TEREEOTHRL QMK mIZ /N A
T TALOKBEBHY EORMICABLAOHBENR LN (R*=0.54, p
<0.001), DX 5> 2EKARE LT,

y = 74.9e70:032x

TIZTy R EEREEOTAE (%), e IFHEHT, TOHIOHIZ 10 ® n
AT DLDZEERL, xINA A7 T A NOESE (%) Thd, HHERE
BEOTNRIEINA AT TR NOWELEOEMIZON, WAL T HEMNH
Lo, FEECGEEIMBREER L,

Fl, TEREEOTNRLOMEBEmMIILIOHEELV L OMIZH,Fig.
2-12 IR L XD ICHBERAOHBEN R LT (R*=0. 34, p <0.001),
IhzUTolERANTR LK,

y = 22.209x70:546

Ty REEEEEOTNE %), xFLXOEE (ke m?) THD, 72

B, THEEEOTFNLRIVIOEEOHMIION, FEDORTH ST D
B2 572, RREEEdhHRE A L7,
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Fig. 2-11 Relationship between soil loss and biological soil crust coverage

rate
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Soil loss (Observed soil loss / Predicted

soil loss (%))

Fig. 2-12 Relationship between soil loss and weight of crushed stone
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ODWERE, THEEREBEOThRLLXOBEFANCLTOEZEZMNAL,
TnthotBEREEO TR (CHEOMEMRE 2Tl LEZ, 20 CHE
D EREEZEN LT, BELERREEO FHMELHILLLE Z A, £l
EEMELEZTPHMEE OMICIAERMEBERS -2, Lo T, 1EWE IR
¥ () #%ETHZLICED, USLEIXYgMiiio HEREEL2 PRI T
XL EN RSN (Fig. 2-13, R*=0.20, p<0.001), 7=, LEFAE
THRIMOMPEDIIKRE ELAINTWDLZ ER 0o, LD Z &
O, HAEM TIIHERmORELH-ICEE TS L TUSLE XN EMTHETH
LT lERLEE, A%, BVEHBOENAROREEEZ X HI21F, EKIZ
BWTEDLLEBEOLXFXAREFZHMS 20NN A7 T A a2 NARICE
AFHlicky, BRAEERE T2 LEEFEOEMICHE 5T 5 ATREMED
boHEBEZLNT,

100 ~

y=02887x +20.732
R? = 0.20%**

o0]
<
I

N
<

\®]
<

Observed soil loss (t ha'! y)
=N
>

<

0 50 100 150
Corrected predicted soil loss (t ha! y!)

Fig. 2-13 Relationship between observed soil loss and corrected predicted

soil loss

2.4 ¥&®

My k7Y T —E OB BRI K95 HOE A B T D
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THEAOFMFEELRET LD, vL—v Tz Zunrry
a3 AR — VENARIZIB W T, USLE O A7 b NCZE O e HEFIEICE L Th
L7z, BonERMNEMEEZLTICR LI,

OBOER RIS Z o Mk o WEAE L TIix, 7Y oWEEIc L Hil
ENETHERAROENMEITFEE 27.0 t ha! y' T, USLEICX VWV EH S
FHEEREED PHEME XYY 122 t ha! y!' ERE B KRAFMT AR &
mole, F£7z, USLER KV R S 7B WAEE £, HEAE £ & HIBAREK
LS DAEIZ USLE N> R7 w7 OFHANICH 2720, AR GHIC#EH T
HTEMIREINIZ,

@USLE XA THE L HBERED THIME L H U Wmko ZRicESn
THEHLZEAEOMICIE, ABEREENRONRN o7, ZORKIZIE,
NAF I TAIRVUFICLOMREOBBEREZEZEE L RN ST ENER
bivle, £Z T, USLE AN OMEEOHKERICET 5B TH S EHE B
R AEFEHT AR, 1) TERREBEOTNRLEMREIIANSAFT 7 T A MO
WEBOEE, 2) LHERABRO TR LHREHICLIOWBOXELEE L
THTEICEHLEEDEEEEEZH WD &, THRME & EREOMICH E 72
BRA R b7z, 2D Lnh, Magillicis W T USLE 26 3 57291
X, MERHROWAESLSL IR EOWELZR T L EENRMLETHDL Z LEHR
ENTe, FRINHLOREND, BEFHAOEAREO RS (FFICEAE
DD EHERBEOBIE) 25#%5 25 LT, BEEHVIC-EEDO LXK
JBEHLS L, N A7 TAMDANBNEEICLY, B NKOB LA
FIZHE S THEEAOEMICH G T 2 AR H 5 Z LN RBINT,
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SE BRMARBNXFAACHEIBRKHMANARBEORAAI=XLDMEH -
Clidemia hirta (L.) D.Don. DA L BRIBER OB -

3.1 FEOERLEH

3.1.1 KEMT7TYTIRBIA2EMEENELZDET

EMZRRYEL, A7 HICRBHOREL, MBI R R LY, S xS ERy
BTREZLLEL LTS NL2EBEEREROERETH D, HARDHEMKD 47 %
EEDDBEEARITEN A SRR T DR Lo TV D (FAO,
2001) , HE 7 ¥ 7 OB HRAMITHER TR b AEWZEEOH VKO — o
EEDLNLTEY, BIZIEATIANR—VT 4 HEMNEIAL WL L —VT
2iE, MR HEE Y ZRRR AWM FAE L, 15,000 FELL Lo m R, 286
MO, 150,000 fE 2 2 2 WAFHEB D 2 Bk 2 AW N ER L T
W5 (ZH B, 2008),

SR E DV DTH LVWHE - & Th D, Z O HEEIX 1986 12K
ERZ2THTI-NERBT I 7+ —T AL THELNL, TOBREMSHE
RO EBEHIIEBEMNICEHICRMIND L5112k o72,1992 4F5 I
ST DOFABREICEBNT TAEMSRESRK) PEREN, 6 AlcT 7Y
NOYF T« Uy ATl TRESHEBICETIEESE)
(MK X > ) T, 15T VEPRFMNICES Z L, 19934 12 HIZHEZL
2o EMEEVERKNTAEM S ARIEIC v B E R A BRSO IR, F A
BT o2mMordDERLE, EVWERERESFTHNICTEBWT, £V X LM
(Biodiversity) (X BBl LAk & D W IXHESE O LR ME (EHE R O Z AR
LW OTEIO LR (FEOZERME), ThZ N ONICE T 2 EIKEEO %k

BIEFLULARLVTHIESNDZHENE CBERNZHENE) S0y =50 L
NDEHEENGRDbDEERIN TS (WRL et al., 1992),

L7L, ERERET V7 TIRAERREOMBELCHEAREICIV AMFED
MRS BRI AT LT b, B2 1E, ITFEO KRB Z2ZRIEERICED 706
FEOHMEE RN EHEICBE L T 5 (Myers et al., 2000), EWZ M %
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BT BEITRBEAT, KRG, § 2B TR zHRmEC L5 v
v FDOHRERHRHKOW b2l fax b D, HNREORALZDOEERKD
1 2L LTI TS (a—b vy b, 2013; A5, 2005), 4k
(Alien species) &, WEFITHIED BRI MEINIEA (NI X
o> TEH#R - MEBENICAERSMEIMNIBEI ST L2 L) o, ifE,
HOHWTENUTOSEHEZERL, TOENEFL, BHETHZLNT
TLHLWHLEE, BT, 1, O, BENBM L2560 THD (B
BB, 2002), EDO L, EMESERMESC ANHITEINCRAREEL LD
THONRMEAIKFE (Invasive alien species) EFREN 5 (McNeely et
al., 2001), RESMS AR, VA VR, BE, ¥, a7, V&, B%H
Yy, MEHEB Y, fOE, WA, EhEE, BELWAHER S EERSEY
DI IN—T &G T,

3.1.2 HkBEDOEARE

DT B — ST DI EY, MO FEEC A B o mE kA
EWMEOREBRXICEY, EMNTOERBBLACEAShHHENE L
SHRLTWD, RRAEYIL, HBEHNREES, BE) - 5iEE o6l
SRV, BRROMOILRAR O TWD, TDD, HfIIOMRWE
WH WL PR R, FAELTICLDWERLE, —H ORI B ARHS %
ZOoLd KO RAEMBMAEFERITERPNICRESATZbD LY, ThZ
£V, MAOBHAEESHFEZOXBCERHIRICEIMEET 5 2 L B3 ImHl &
o (B Ek-Ba, 2002), L2A0, EROANBHBE OESNHE 22
LICMA T, KREBNOHEEICEZ > ZRBITASHELR, BRElR LI
LD NANRBREGEM KEORAMSZ®mD D (BR, 2007),

HORFENARER, EWEERIE, ANMORE - £dil KOAEITE 2 £
HIEOTEELLL RVWEEBSZNICER T 2 MEZ S RMEME L M5, 4
REORAITELET - - ERROZRMEICKREREELEZ WD, T
b, 1ERFE L& DOARHET I 2 15K A A RE DB AS AL O EL, S 72
WAL 2 TR LeBEgr - el - fli R - 3/ - HFARECOREMMEEIER O
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WHEL, ERGTOUEZN LICERAERROBETH D (A, 2006), s+
S L AEKTE L ORRMEL, ERBE~DOEETFRE, BENZHEEORILS
TR 720 T2 <, A8 R FE oo MERE R o B GEAT B) 0 1 F MR O R IEARIZ K o
T, TERFEHIBE O AR OMMEH <N b dH 5 (Rawsonet al., 1999),
HRFEDAEBBLREYOGERMNERME L EET 5561%, WO MICIE
BANAEL, TORME, ERENED LY, HWRLEVTSZ56H5
(FH - &HH, 2006), £/, sARFEITEZENDS L < TH#EMICR AL OM
WY OMIBITEBE H X 5720, RKOEWSZEEEZRAD L, £RER
AEASELIARERD DL HEME N TS (Leishman et al.,
2014 ; Rejmanek et al., 1996 ; Usher, 1991), RN KDL A, Fh
TR, B, S ¥, T RX R L ORI R RIS @)
ICHEEDOHELH 2 TLE S (Pimental et al., 2000 ; McNeely et al.,
2001),

20 i DL LI, R T DL OAERERE L OHIKIZ BT, sk
DR ARENZHIZH ML TV (Ruizand and Carlton, 2003), 7 AU
BT, 18 AL 0 AR OWEPEA M OFEE AL, TOHEFEIZON
T, WKEDLED T KAKAEEYBEREELICE 2 - RENIRE LB
WCHELZBEHAORENFER 24 S FrIcb E2EABELOR TV D
(Pimentel et al., 2000), F7z, S RFITH D A DOMEHE > 72 LT &
L, dERRBEEEITIN > THIIRFECERA LRGBS Z6LTWVD
(Lagerstedt, 2007), B§7 7 U # Ti, Ak (BA) 222 Z &Ik
ST, ELICHIHOBAKERD S, KKOEREHL, YHOAESR
DEMERENEE & ) LTz (Turpie et al., 2000), &—A KZ U7 THA
KO T XNERRACFEE EHAEEDICREREEL KIF L (White
et al., 2000), HATIX, 1950 AU DA KIE I & 2 1ERFESCAKEH,
TARNF—EEF~OHEENRRL LRE SN TE 2GR, 2005), #21F,
FAPERE R DREERBITIIZL OBAERAELL, MBOAERNREEN T
72y, 20 AR OBHIEIC & D HRAKRDHE /D - Wik LA SRFEDR A LI
LoT, MALEBROZEERERITINELRLRNICH -T2 CAHAL, 1998),
Flo, MNERERITBESOZS, ZO8MMMAEIL, A kfEIC X 50 <E
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I LT T TH Y, RARITEEZZ T TWDIRIICH D, REIZ
B THBOLE AT OB O W 255 2 RSB S hle 2 L kv,
NERFEOX L X LNRAL, BEA 7 T8I 2 G DB RIE, R
FIZ X v R A DIEREMRET D FREMEN B D (85K - 5K, 2009),
HNRFEDR AT, AR T 2 EEMRIRY HAabiERLSOOH
Do EBRGEK THEMBHEMESRLN] OF LTI, REORAZESZ &
&, WERZR EOMEOLBEENHTL I TS (Rl etal., 1992), 2000
EICEER B AR REES (TUCN) MAKRAEWIC X D AW Z R B o7
DDOHA KT A ZFREL, 2001 FITITEM S HEMESOMOE S CAR
R, NEZ Yy FBIXUOEEZENINREICLD2EEO T, BA, MR
otz O FEHRA AR S T,

3.1.3 EMXABRICRIT A4 ERIE

ENARITHEEXBENOBROEL2EZHE LN, BER-AREZREL
Tl D REE LT Ax OBCRIHZRIET D 2 >0 HMER S, LiL,
A, ENARICE T 24 kR AN L TE /2, Pickering and
Hill (2007) (38E%K O R L BULIERE D LRI HEYY, BLE%R 28 44 kAl
WorHIcE#HE S LOXMBEMICHFESE L LERM L, 2 0EEIE,
RATD P ESLAROFRARAE LD BRI AT CERE NS E RE K OE
MWICE L FHET D LR TS (Trombulak and Frissell, 2000),
Speziale and Ezcurra (2011) X7 V8 v F oAbl E O ESLARICB W T
NRFEDOHEWTECOEMAMREL, =y FOEHME, KR,
#HiiETORBME AMICEDBMEINKFEORAT R EL 2D
ZEEWHLMT L, Tan & (2012) IR P T LAOENAROEKE L
ANV TIAFEDOH KR FER SN, D5 H O 25 MPMRMHNRETH D
& L7z, Foxcroft (2007) HOWMEICELD E, M7 7 U I OELAR
20, SR SRFENILCE IR WIS L, 36 DB LEF Y 7Y A AR T
268 FEOAKFEN A S vz, B H (1984) [ ZESARICHE S WA ER
REAFT DR BN & o CTIERMOBEE SRS S 4, kTS L 5 7F kB A
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DfEBRMENHRE Sz, Wolf and Croft (2014) OFA—AF VU 7 DOH
NEICET 2 EICED L, BRI H OB S, EJEE O KD
R LHMENEM LU, T (2014) X4 RRXTHY v TMO
FRICB W THEBIB WO RFEDO AT ONWTHAEZITY, B 25.2
kmD kLA VT 31 FONRFEDNIE A I, ¥FIZ Clidemia hirta (L.) D. Don.
PIZFERBICOIz > THM L THEY, HEBBEEO WA KRR ILE R
DEBE G2 THDERELL,
bHOLEPARKOSHILTRVGFTICHETCESFLTCLEY &, Thik
R 2 2 SIXITIERATRERTZD, ARBOE L ZNTEREIC KT T HE
I AHRT L —FHThHD (a—L v b, 2013), ESARITS WL S 07z 8
AR 2 FFRE R ICHERF T 2 72 O ICHBERE R Z R LT D2, EAR
DR EY SR EZ RO DI, ENARICB T 9 KEORADT
BiixEEARBRE L 25, AREMELZEZEX2ICB0NT, E0 X9 RN
P L, &2 pMmT 203 EMFNRAD T - HH A AFLITIT O
DI EARA RN TH LN, HAICEX2REERZFARLELER
Thd, LPLARRG, BURTIIAKRED /oA & REEE & o B3+
HBEF SN TELT, BICHEDKE LEITHND > T 5 L L DOBK
IZOWTIZIE LA EmFT SN TR,

>

m R

&

ESRYARZN

=
P

3.1.4 WS

ZIZT, HBHYESN KD C hirta (T AV Y RE L) ITEBL
72, T OFEE Melastomataceae J& / AR ¥ VB OKA T, FHFBHALRET
% (Fig.3-1, Fig.3-2), AHFRMHFORBICLVRADOE ST In L T2 b

2720, FEITERWAIR & REZRMR TR D, xtA&OFEITMAE 720
iy, EEN5~18cm O&HICH D, HWIERKE, LADOE STV
FEIFIEHETEE 6~8 mm, —DODFEZIIEE 0.5~0.7 mm =2 —k —&
D% 100 RiLh E& T (Francis, 2004), 72, K& WA T4 500 KL
FOEEZAPEL TS (Snith, 1992), C hirta IHREERARD D70,
LS B ORFEBIOIEH, FAENR DI ZSFD 72 O AR Al O AR H 3
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ELTHMT VT OJFEAERICHA &4 T & 7= (Francaet al., 1996; Novy,
1997 ; Ruysschaerta et al., 2009),

ZOKHE, BMNRAER D D728, € hirta (XEE A KR #EH S (TUCN)
DRI A EFEH & B4 (Invasive Species Specialist Group, ISSG)
O THRORIEANRFET —2 F 100) (CBIENL WD, BIE, C hirta
INTA, =z, T4 TV—, VK, XY =T, v HER—I,
v L — T PR OB 2 12K L LTS (Rejmanek, 1996 ;
Wester and Wood, 1977), —MXPIIZ, AR ITE R SCEBIP VY, FIZA
MLEIC L VBBV IES N TWSEAT (Leung et al., 2009) (ZH
SEON, EEOL A, FEALBELI ATV ARWEKITR AT D4k
LB BIFEIEL, C hirtalNZED—>TH Y, 12 AHOHEK TILIER
72 #H & 7> T b (Dewalt et al., 2004; Rejmanek, 1996), C. hirta
I B AR B 00 8RR T (DeWalt et al., 2004), W7 7O A
R R~v L=V T7TOAFOAS TR WEKMBAEKRIZLEREALTWVD
(Peters, 2001 ; Teo et al., 2003),

NT AT, TONRMBIIEROEBEREEL AKX, S50, fEkEE
MaIR S & D A REEN B D LR S L7z (Wester and Wood, 1977), L7 L,
JRAEH D ok E K TIEL, € hirca (T RS0 B o 4] 72 & B i) < <
HEZTTWLIEOAEBTLTWVDLR, HWHEKITITHBE L Tnin X
5> Té % (Wester and Wood, 1977, Rejmanek, 1996), C. hirta \ZJF/E
HTHWHEKRO FTREICHBE LARWERRK L L TIEBWRERAH L0006 TH D
(Dewalt et al., 2004),

YL VT IREFERERENELLS, AR EDOKERIZL VA KREDOR
AMERERL TV L2 NRH D, PTTHBAKICIERL WD XY
BBV a R VENARONKEY X7 I3FICE W EBbR S, FEEE,
ZONETIE, BEHSRED ¢ hirtaNEIEL TW5, Lo T, C hirta
DENAFENS~OREANREZBERET L2 EEEETHY, MXT, Z0H
MOBEERNZ BN L5 L, YELAROLEWSRMELHRET 5 ETHE
B CTHDID, C hirtaDHRAAICHEL G5 2 2REER (BEICIEOLE
B THBRERLY) COWTHRMETILERD D,
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Fig. 3-1 Photograph of . Airta @

Fig. 3-2 Photograph of C. hirta @
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3.1.5 HFZ&EBH

ZTARMEE, MLy XY T OB RBOLR IR R T 5 4
REORAAN=ZRLERWT D7D, L —vT O Hyr By
EARAN~ORAPRBER ST WD KkTE (Clidemia hirta (L.)
D.Don.) Zx& &L, —MRILMBIRAGET V2T, BREZERK (LEER
BEHBREE) 0 C hirtaD Az 588 % TR RAE (KiE, EHE
BLOMA) CHATL2ILEE2ANET D,

3.2 HAEFIE

3.2.1 AEHBEOERT VA v

FEHITFE 2EZ LR v Fyu sy yars—LVEYARE TS,
BOLIEENCHE DS RO 3 AIRERL T OBEER ZH 61T 5729
20124E 5 H L 9 A, BULIEBIXKOEIRWICEWT € hirta DFEAEFE,
MOl ZE R, HHHAZ R Lz, H2ETHELL I, ZonETIE
RHLAROIBIEII ML X7 Th D, BORIEBSXICIX, #EHEL
E (BB AT O AR (1970~1980 4F) ([C KM O 7= I/ES R
72) O2FBEOENPBAFOARBEKE L THHAINTWD, HEAE I
MR HE WA O FIALE L, EIE2SH 0.56~2m Th D, MIE 1T b H
AKOWENH T ZHTICH Y, AREEHOZDARAZ v 7 BNl 1~2 B
EICHECEm L, EEFESELVDLUELS, H2~TnThd,

C. hirta DRNFTHFTICL > THHOEWNNEL D0, £ LHFIHIZ
RS L0 E2Hm T 22010, BIEEHXICENTYH A FA &Y A4 FB %
R, TNHOH A MNMIhbHilEHIE, BB X CESEND 5 mBfilz Ak
N (BOLOEBEZ T TR BN TEREN300 D hT7 &7 b
(Ft6X) Z%EL, I bl 10nEFIZ7 Yy M&2FT T (B 120 &) C
hirta DFEEFA, MWEBH2EE, LHEREAZIT->7, Fig. 3-3 IR L&
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o -

214z,
(Fig. 3-4, T1) & MW (Fig. 3-5, F1), Kuala Jasin 75 Upeh Guling

DMWE (Fig. 3-6,R1) TH o7, V1 b B i Upeh Guling »>5 Kuala Marong
DOEAE (Fig. 3-7, T2) &N (Fig. 3-8, F2), Upeh Guling 7> & Kuala

YA FAD KT E®Z FiX Kuala Jasin 225 Kuala Marong O ilE 4%

Jasin ®#iE (Fig. 3-9, R2) THh o7,

Kampung Peta

Kuala Jasin

Campsite % Pacau

§R1 Nature Education
‘F1 : and Research Centre

~ ¥ Janing Barat *
Gunung Janing

Visitor's
Complex

site B F\RSAF
) Kuala Marong Campsite
Upeh Guling + Tasik Air Biru

Legend
— Road
Buaya Sangkut Vehicle road
Nature trail
River

Waterfall
0 1600m | Tourist spot

# Batu Hampar .

Fig. 3-3 Location of the study sites in Endau Rompin National Park. R
indicates vehicle road, F indicates forest and T indicates nature trail:

numbers 1 to 2 represent study transects (Adapted from Malayan Nature

Society, 1988)
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Fig. 3-4 Photograph of T1

Fig. 3-5 Photograph of F1
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Fig. 3-7 Photograph of T2

42



Fig. 3-9 Photograph of R2
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3.2.2 SkERE

Fig. 3-10 OEBRBENIZ R LEXLOIE, 62D T &7 FO&T R
v FOWANZHBWT, IX10m Oa R7—FE2REL, TOHRICERLLT
W5 C ohirtaDfEEZRE L, 2FB, RZOGEBELRHEIZE W T
mX1mDa K7 — FERIT THEELIT o7, HAEMBE Y- O A & E
W Ll7e, £, MREZFHMM T 27D, £F7 827 MzBWT, HEHOD
faflR L > X (Fish-eye Converter FC-E8, Nikon) Z# ¥ L7757 V¥ /L X
Z (Coolpix990, Nikon) IZXV &7 my hOFRTERETHEREY L
Z D%, WY 7 k Hemiview (Delta-T device inc) % F U TRt BA 22 &
EEAEAL LT, C hirtalZBT 57 — X130 ELEORBRIENTKNLTENT,

ma1 taking hemispherical photos

Fig. 3-10 Layout of invasive alien plant research
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3.2.3 THEHEE

65D T bOKETE Y MZEWT, 100 ml AMME 2 AWV THE
O DFR A2 2 KET 5 em £ CTHRIT 2 & A REIC b e i g 5
(No. 351, HEEEAERT) ICXVEE LOBEAE (mm)% 5 KE CTHIEL
(Fig. 3-11),

B L 725t 180 SRR BHZ DWW T, —#oake Bt) % 105°CT 24
Rrfsge L, HEESESAZNE LEERNOREEZHEL Lz, R0 3R
BIZE B 24TV, 2mm LU O Bz &2 — B EE o s ric gt Ls, F
Tz, —HMoORELEMHAL, ERAGZE(TOBIVOREREE (IN) T
FoHTaEiE (NC-800-13N, A bmtrt s 7 —) 2 M TR URBEEIC THI
L7z, pH (H,0) I22WTiE, HHOERBE L TEHRAKABRKE WD LR
15 TH I AEMEZHNT, EXUSEE (EC) oW TIE, KEHIE
TR RiRk 1:5 TRIE L, 2 b 0o 7k BB Sk
(LEREOTEREZ S, 1997) (¥ LT,

*O S K ©

* 0 V4= "% ©
Yo Collecting soil samples
© Measuringsoil hardness

Fig. 3-11 Layout of soil research
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3.2.4 FEFHARAT

C. hirta Wi Ai L CWVWDEONRER & THEEEAHOLNICT D0, —
TERCE T 2 T C hirta OB, WREBIZEREE, HEEEEE (L%
{REE, THEEEEEE, pH, EC, TC, TN) 2B L T, Ak, WAuE & RN D
bk aiT o7, £, TORMETHEENBEH I NTLHEGITO A, Duncan
BERWEZERBEEZITolc, AEKEIX 5% L Lz, 28, HNIZEW
THBEME L MR ZEDRR AL FITT L2 ENRRNERZD, ZbiZo
W TCHIEARGE & AR E T O L D I B 4T o T2,

F72, C hirtaDNHICEEEZ RIETREZEROMIT X, LHFAHO
HEWEEBRE LD AT, C hirtaDRBADHERINTZNT 827 FORH
ML, OWE, QFE&E, @MiE EO T HFIHRB T O FHikEEH
Wiz, C hirtaDBEEX HEHE L, Wbl Z2E, HEKLE, pH, EC,
TC WA A LT 5 —RILMFIERASET /L (Generalized linear mixed
model : GLMM) Z#§ZE L7, Z ZC, LHEEEE L {tE, TC & INIFZENZ
NEBICHBEL TR, ZELEBEOEEZRT 2700, @A L TN
WBEALTIHELLLETVOHRMERE L TIIEM Lo 7, GLMM O fif
RBRMEAO_HAMLE L, BHOBEVEZBET LD A b (5T
M7 v XA Rae b 2k, E61C, Rl @& H ¥ (Akaike’ s
Information Criterion : AIC, Akaike, 1973) ZJ#EL T2 M47=v EF
JVIBIRZAT W, AIC /N ot ET NV ERANET L E L TERL I,
Z OB, EFNVEHEITY, delta < 4 (2 L7, —HEOMHTIZHEY 7 b
® R3.2.1 (R Development Core Team, 2009) % i F§ L 7=, GLMM (X MASS /¢
v 77— @O glmmADMB B %k &, £ T /L@ T MuMIn X v 77— D dredge
BE i,
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3.3 MRLELE

3.3.1 C. hirta®XFRH

6 °OD 77 MTEBWT, A5 L,8TT KD C hirta ® HBL S HeR
ENiz, TOWNRIEL, VA4 b ADRLTOEMK, T1 T28 K (HEXENE
D 1%, F1 TOfEK, ¥4 KB R2TI1,082 Kk ([F 58 %), T2 T 767
ik (41 %), F2 COf{ACTH -7, +A FBIZHD R2, T2 & F2 (T
A MAICHDRL, TL EFLICHRTHEBLLR C hirta DEEENZ L, &
FIiC ko> T C hirtadD 3 mRWICENRHD LB DN,

GETORBEYPRT D202, b1 NITONEITo72, 14 MMEIZH
7= C. hirta DBEEOWE, WEHEEKRNOLE A Fig, 3-12 (2~ L7, W
A NA TUX, € hirtal¥ Rl & F1 TRIE SN o7, T1 THEN 0.05
Nm?® (GE¥%fE) TH Y, TL TR, IHAREEICEN-T (p = 0.03),
YA FB T, C hirtaldF2 TBIEINRIoTN, C hirta DEFEN
R2 T 13.7 N m? (CE¥IfE) &&m<, T2 T1.3 Nm? CE¥MHE) THY, R2
T T2, F2 ICH_RFEICEN -T2 (p<0.001), L » T, LHFIHBIZ C. hirta
DOHBURW N E 2D Z ERH LN o T,

MAEBZEEEIC DWW T, A N A TIE, RL OFMEA 35.8%, TL2S 7.7 %
T, RI TTLICHANTHRFMICARICEm»>7 (p < 0.001), ¥ F BT
X, R2 OFEMEN 7.3 %, T2 28 9.4 %THY, R2 T T2 ZLEFHEITE
-7z (Fig. 3-13, p<0.001), EEF A FHNIHIEHEEN R D Z LN
bivoitz, C hirta DHBBEEOKR b E W R2 OMREHZEEN 71.3%TH 5
ZED, C o hirtalIHLZBREOPLIWVERELZERIGFL TN ERDI-S
oo EZAN, TI OWRFERZEEN 7.7%C, HEMEEN KLV R2 DK
BAZEE L 72 DI TW DD, BEMNO0.05 Nm? t{lhoTz, THD DR
X, MOEBZEE, T RDbBNREUNOBREEIRN ¢ hirta 5302 E
HHEZTWLHZEERLTWVD,

THOEEORETH HILEIL, Fig. 3-14IZR- L2 L 212, 4 hA
TIE, R1 OFHMEMN 1.5 g em®, T1 2 0.9 g cm®, F1 23 0.9 g cm™ T,

IF
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R1 C T1, FLIZSRTHHMIZAERIZEHEP»>T- (p < 0.001), 4 K BT
X, R2 OFHMHEN 1.4 g em®, T2 28 1.08 g cm®, F2 7238 1.02 g cm®, R2
T T2, F2 IZHRBFEICHE > 72 (p<0.001), /-, BHHEMEIL, Fig. 3-15
WRLEZXE D, A4 b A T, RI OFHfEA 23.4 mm, T1 7% 10.0 mm
THY, RI TTLIZHRTHIWICHAEIZEN>72 (p<0.001), 1 B
TiX, R2OFEHMEA 12. 7mm, T2 7.8mm TH Y, R2 T T2 (T HF
WCHEBIZK2 272 (p <0.001), LEDZ &EI2XLY, C hirtaldb b
WHEEBRETIIR, BWEERRBEIZEA- DML TWDL Z LERbroT,
F7, C.hirta OZFBERWIZHMALTED, BHAEONLHAD 78 &I
EOBEICbMWETHDL Z ENRE X LN,

pH IZ DWW TIE, Fig. 3-16 IZ/R L7 X512, ¥4 N A TlE, Rl OF¥IfHE
2 5.0, T1 A 4.6, F1 284.7 T, RI TFLICHR_RTHHAMICHEEILEL,
FI TTLICHEANTAHERREN>7 (p < 0.001), A kB TIX, R2 DI
B2 4.9, T2728 4.8, F2728 4.5 TH Y, R2 & T2 TF2IZHRTHEIZEMN
272 (p<0.001), EHIF MBI EHE pHDOEN AN ENnD, C hirta
XTI pH BEMMEDORREIC M T 52 L broT,

Fig. 3-17T1Zm Li=& 21, A4 M A TIiE,RLDECOFEEEN 2.0mSm,
T126.7mS m', F1287.4 mS m’, RI TTI, Fl1IZERTHHMWICHEREIZ
Ko7 (p<0.001), 4 R B TIEX, R2DECH 3. 1mSm', T2 7 6.8 mS
m', F27288.8mSm!' THV, R2 T T2 [CHAAKIHMAERICKLS, T2 T

2T ARE A BT~ o7z (p<0.001), C hirta ® HBBE O K
b E WG O B OHERRE TGRS TH D L b o T,

TC (Fig. 3-18) (T 2WTIX, ¥ A F A TIL Rl OFHED 4.0 t ha'l,
T17%12.8 t ha', F172512.9 t ha!' T, Rl TTI, Fl ICHNTHIHMICAH
BT o7 (p<0.001), ¥4 b B TiX, R2D TC O F¥JEA 6.6t ha'',
T2737.9 t ha', T2238.4 t ha! THY, F2 TR2, T2 IZH~FEHMICH
BloEm» ol (p=0.02), F£7, TN (Fig. 3-19) &2\ T, ¥4 k A
TIE R OF¥EA 0.3 ¢t ha!, TI1 A 0.8 t ha!, F1230.8 t ha! T, RI
TT1, FLIZHARTHRIBICAERICEK,2 -7 (p < 0.001), ¥ kB TIE,
R2 @O TC O FEHMEA 0.46 t ha', T2 2% 0.51 t ha', F2 2% 0.55 t ha! T
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HY, BEENEDLONRENT, ZORENDL, C hirta I HEFEED
G RDDRVGITICOMT S BRI,

1990 ER DT LHEHIZT V—FHEO Y FTHRREX TR SN C
hirta OAIE, A4/ VXD HEONSEEBARPE L L HEINT
(Peters, 2001 ; Fujinuma and Harrison, 2012), LA LEDO#EFR NG, B¢
WEHXWN, HEre LA HIC L > TC hirtaD 3 AARMICENH D H O D,
Ml L WEHE DI C. hirta DIRADHER S, BXARICE T 580% D
TODREREREEL C hirtaDEEEZRE L TWDEEX N, F
7z, C hirtaDWHBBHERESEWSAIEY A FBDOR2 THY, R2 DI
REBRZERE, TC, ECIZRI UH A F D T2 IZH A EITE - 7208, L,
RIEEIL T2 ICHRXTHEIZEN>TZ, Ko T, C hirta IRAFLEOKNA
THLHLOBREWHLIVWHEEFTICHM - BAL, LEITFHBETESSEN
RISy, EE SN ERREICOM - RAT DI ENRENT,

Site A Site B

S p=0.03 8 ‘a p <0.001
£ 0 A
z 3 )
e ¢ b
g b a b ¢
A = o . 3 b

g o - —‘—: [S=———

R1 Tl Fl R2 T2 F2

Fig. 3-12 The change of density in each site between vehicle road, nature

trail and forest
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Canopy openness (%)

Site A Site B
| p<0.001 | | ° p <0.001
_— | B
RI T1 R2 T2

Fig. 3-13 The change of canopy openness in each site between vehicle road

and nature trail

Site A Site B
aa _a <0.001 | 7 - a <0.001
g = E p 24 |:i P
= — b b 1 T T c
2 —_— o i °
@ = :' = i
— | s | T
R | - i .
@ 37 i i 2 — 5
R1 Tl Fl R2 T2 F2

Fig. 3-14 The change of bulk density in

nature trail and forest
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Soil hardness (mm)
18

10
1

Site A Site B
, i p <0.001 i <0.001
“1 =— ‘- P
RI1 Tl R2 T2

Fig. 3-15 The change of soil hardness in

nature trail
Site A
8
= b
i C 5
= Y 5
(=
- | p<0.001 | —

each site between vehicle road,

w2
=
I+

vs}

L 1
o8}
jsb]
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42 44 45 48 50 52
1 1 1
m o

R1

Tl
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Fig. 3-16 The change of pH in each site between vehicle road, nature trail

and forest
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Site A

Site B
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Fig. 3-17 The change of EC in each site between vehicle road, nature trail

and forest
Site A

- p <0.001 a 2
o —_— '
—E 2 [ : !
= |
= T
£ 2+ b : i
o H |
o ! H
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= — .

RI Ti Fl
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p=0.02

ab a
- be
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Fig. 3-18 The change of TC in each site between vehicle road, nature trail

and forest
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Site A Site B

ot}
DE:}

Total nitrogen (t ha'!)
0E
o

2 03 04 05 06 07 |

04

R1 T1 Fl R2 T2 F2

Fig. 3-19 The change of TN in each site between vehicle road, nature trail

and forest
3.3.2 C hirta@B ABEROHEEEEFTNVOEE

C. hirta Doy MICHBZEZLBEEERNZRHFNT 5720, OHE, OF
JE, @MGE & EARE A L HUR BN GLMM 25 L, AICIC K 5 E T Vi
RE2IT-7-, GLMM & H W= E T /LBRIROFE B 4 Table 3-1 127K L7,

MECIX, pH EREBZEE D 2 SO ERE ELET VB A NET
&L TERE N (AICc =285.6), pH & WEHZEEN € hirta O E

CHEBRAOEELZ 52 TEY, FFCHhEBEE IR REREFEHRE
FfoTWiz, 2oz &%, METIX, ¢ hirtald pH DMK O IR
WERBEFTICREALRST NI LERLTWVD,

WEAGE T, IREEEE TC BZRXRXRMETFT L E L TERINE (AlCe =
276. 1), RIEIZCLXDAEBERIEOREL, TCIZLL2AEBERADEED R
SN, WHRED C hirta DRAFFITHRE L R, AHRYEEND 2
<, TEPREBESNLEREETHL Z 8-,

Ml & AR E 2 R R ICHEE L7235 &2, MO BRZZEE & TC AR A M E T
VELTERE N (AICc =276.1), MEBZEE L TC OW TN A ERA

DEEEZE 2T, L»oT, 2 MEOERESDOE TRITT 2 &, HiE
BRZZRE & TC 2N € hirtaDAERICHBERERERBERER DL Z LD T,
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LLEDRER NS, B TIE, C hirtalXd HENFEEME T, B WVBREE N4
FLWVWAR, beb EMBEBENE Y (W) EHRETIX, ¢ hirta THEEYD
GEROVRY, TENEEINTZRESFELVESZSZIONE, 2, 2
MEOEKEZADLETHRD E, C hirtalZABYEEO LRV, b HIRE
HOVWRENZE LW ERZZbNTL, AED X HIZ, LRI OEN
2L oT, C hirtaDRAZERNPRESBRRDLZENRDN>T,

Table 3-1 GLMM coefficients of environmental variables to explain C. hirta

density in different transects estimated by model averaging (< 4 AlCc)

Variables Estimate  SE z RVI

Vehicle road Bulk density -0.14 0.19 0.70 0.27
pH -0.34 0.14 2.49 * 0.94

EC 0.30 0.21 1.40 0.45

Total carbon -0.23 0.19 1.20 0.36

Canopy openness -4.40 0.61 7.05 *** 1.00

Nature trail Bulk density 1.43 0.67 2.09 * 0.81
pH -0.71 0.53 131 0.42

EC 1.21 0.65 1.84 0.37

Total carbon -1.31 0.65 1.99 * 0.82

Canopy openness -1.03 0.83 1.22 0.46

Bulk density 0.01 0.30 0.04 0.20

. . pH -0.36 0.23 1.56 0.54
Vehicle road and nature trail EC 0.05 0.25 021 0.20
Total carbon -0.36 0.23 2.89 ** 1.00

Canopy openness -2.72 0.58 4.62 *** 1.00

SE: standard error of the mean; ***: p < 0.001, *: p < 0.05; RVI: relative variable importance;
all factors are normalized.

3.3.3 C hirtadD4FH LBREEROEZ

T OREICB# 9 5 54Tk, pH, TC LRILED ¢ hirta DERIC
HBERBERER TH DL LB RO, — KD, ARFITFAEMICEA~E
AHITIEFRAT, BROZLWRECTHOERMBEITLANT LN TED
EHEM SN T3 (Funk and Vitousek, 2007; Parker et al., 2013), #
B REX T, C hirta IPWBHETESICZLVWHEFTEELTWD Z L
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Mo, BUCEICKDEENEM L AENORMALNEA TS, € hirta
DA BILKRT D ATREMEDR B 2 D iLTe, S RFEOR AT EH#0) F 7o (T 2
WO TE R FE 2 B — e A kR IC AN 2, FOMRZREST 22 Licky,
ERRRICHEELZHEXDAREND D EIEMI N TS (Phillips, 1997 ;
Cronk and Fuller, 2001 ; Rejmanek, 1996), RN TIiX, C hirta I
W HRGE, TEARTEIZR A - L, TO—HOMAERFITE L L TR,
IO Z R AT 2 Z LIFTIRERN T, 2D LiX, C hirtai’iB
MWICIE BIET 52 LT, TORDOERBONMICIKREREREH 2
HZ L ERBL TS, Hattori et al. (2013) I hEHEDD XL D72
EERFEIELEBEVRRZ&TCYH, TEOEHIIHMELEDREICEWE
BhB2ZDHERELTWVDHN, C hirtalZTBERWIZIES S/ LTEDY, A
WOBBEOTIZHMNELEE X b,

£, NYOHEMREHEX TIX C hirta FHRADO X v v FRLBAIZH D
W TRAESN, THIEAMETLRICE I RBERH -7, S5
hirta (IMREBRRZZEN 7.3 WEREOWBERENIFE LW Lo T,
UboZ &2k, ¢ hirtaD3AIZOWTIE, L8O pH, TC, K H,
MRIEEPH 22 BE 3 BLUE IR 72 0, HHFI AN R 2 ERBRE A BRI 5 2
LML,

3.4 £&®

My X7y T —EORZBOCRHICERT 24 RFEDORA X T =
ALERAT DO, ~L—v T Oy A un e EYARICEWLT,
—RALBRIBIR A ET VA2 HWT, REERE (LSRR L OLERE) 24k
C. hirta DA G 2 288 % LR A IS Lz, 567z if RI3 2
Ticmd,

OBEREBX T, A48 1L,87T7T KD C hirta DIRADRHER I, 0
B R TIEMGE R X QA E COLBIH S, RN TIHBH S h o7z,
Eo7T, C hirtalZBEFEICHRNFEEEZE X DLz, A~ B D R2 TlIfihod
N7 o7 MZHARTC hirta DIBBEEBENZ o722 &b, HETIC

55



Lo T C hirta D3RI EDN DL EFZ XN, £, C hirta )
EIRWIZHa L TWicizw, ENARICE T 8K DD RE IRER
WZENX C. hirta DEFZREL TVDHEBEZ LN,

@C hirtaDRAICHEEL G2 DBRBEERLE LT, MERESSZHLMKE
TUTMGEERH 22 B8 & 38 pH A & e — 5, BBRERHR U TEY (FW)
WEAE T HEEME & TC At s hie, 2o Z b, HED pH, TC,
R, W ZZED C hirta DARICEHERREERN THLI EEZ 2 DN
oo Flo, THRIHAMCRRDZEAN - SAERNEFELET D2 & 2P 50T
L7,

C. hirta DHRERCIEABEDOBERWICHMAML TN &b, B L
ARFEORA - HANPEKRL TV DA EEETSEVWEZE X bz, LHFIH

I C hirta DR AFEERITE 2D, KB TITOLEREE, EAHE I 5%
RETHLALIZLEZ R LT, £72, C hirtalXEREBNDOER I N LR
BRCHLASIEVRDL D, EREOEBICEE L 5 X DAEEL RBR I,
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4E EHRBERIAICHE D L8 5 AL D 2= MR R

4.1 MMEEERLEDH

4.1.1 HEIZBII2EFEOHBMNR

TEOKREITHIE, <fE, ANREE, REAEBERLEICELY, Ko
KREVZFENS, SRR, REOKAILIZKRT, EHE WO RSO R
BE TR AKOBRDOOBMICL -T2 FHZLNTES, FEOM
LRI & AR T2 2 L, W25 < B T 2 e &
WL THY, NABEEMES, MATRFELEEDTENENL TV DD,
BRAFIA LEBMEEN ERBEAEEH CTH D, TRITK LT, WICE
W RIS R T, AR EMlinEEL, MELMIELTLLT D
HHERENEH SN TWD,

AL o v I T (S IR R 72 B AR BLIR P8 K S o TW 5 AL 393 /5 km®
EL#mfE (960 5 km®) @ 41.7 %% HDTW5D, HEEILHEREMICTEO
RAKOEBARERTH D, 2O, ITEIX 050V 2I01E, NEV AL,
FRy b, i, FilE, BB, EELVolIbEA - BIRK, BEOR
3 EKROCWEINAE 7 EOHBICHY T 5 (Fig. 4-1), JbEBHisL iz -
WERRBETICH Y, FHEKELE AHEREFICALE T, LHEENER
K<, AREENIFEFICHRBLEZLE VI FHEE LS, BNEOFEMAB TR
EWVboo, BRNIZED6 A2D 9 A ETICEFINICHEDL LD, O,
AMBRIENES BRSO T, MHERITLHBROIER CTH Y, ik
W EESBAEDIZES CTAERETE S, £/, BTF<, 10 Al
AL ERWICKIRDKT L, MWIEsih, ZOBOELLHEITHIT TIE
i OB NIT L A ERVIRREL T2 D,

SHENC I ERER E A TEHMRA S Y, ANTEMITEMBEN/NSLS, ARERO
4.68 %L 2> E O R,
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7 Inner mongolia
Z Xinjiang

2 Qinghai

4 Tibet

I grasslands

Fig. 4-1 Map of grassland resources in China (Revised based on http :

/Iwww. jxIsxy.com)

PENIE LIRS, #MBEBRESCRERMGEDOEMDBRE WD, MAEFRE
JRER AR L T\ 5, 88 (1995) Z kD &, =37 F R A3 i 7
(Typical steppe), s 5 (Desert steppe), B A (Alpine steppe)
& B B (Meadow steppe) MW B D (WETOEFKXS) 28, i
BIEmRAMERLTERY, 2ol s fFERIZIROBEY Th 5,
OB FR - ZHIEPEANOEFRREREO 28.3%% 5%, WEY IILH
BRLHEIL3E, TNy FEROREILIICIES AL TND, 2 bt
o B K &I 250~400 nm T, E/RAE/EE ST Stipa grandis P.
Smirn., Cleistgenes squarrosa (Trin.) Keng 72 ¥ TH VY, A+ 5 E7%

e

+8BEFERI X Argiborolls, Haplustoll (USDA 43¥H) TH 5,

s
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REDOHIRIZER L TWD, FRFEKEL50~200m & FEF IRV, fl
Wt b7 R Stipa glareosaP. Smirn., Stipa tianschanicaRoshev.
var. gobica (Roshev.) P.C.Kuo 72 CRMRICHRWAENE LS L, M 7T 5+
813X 12 Aridic Argiborolls, Camborthids, Sierozem (USDA 43¥d) 7

Za38

@EmEE : ZHITHENOREFERERED 16.7 %% S8, FITFEHES
254,000 mPLEDF Ry FEBK, FEY A ZVEIBK, HE SR
WML TS, ZhbOMIBITRENESEEREL, ARFMIEL,
ZERNHE L, IO EENM L <, FMEEKEREIE 100~300 mm TH 5,
Tl SR Carex parva Nees, Stipa purpureaGriseb., Kobresia
humilis (C. A. Mey. et Trautv.) Sergiev.2EMNZEF o, WA+ 5+
H81% Cryaquoll, Cryoborolls (USDA Z3¥E) »d 5,

@FEmMER : ZHIEHPENOERERBEEDO 11.3%% 5, RICWEL I
VEIEKOEAE L HAL 3 A 0 ALEICHE R LTV D, K SiFE I
B, —ANCITEMBAKRED 350~450 mTH 5, MY E BT HEMN
BET, Mg ERLEEEIIRE ., MAE SHIX Leymus chinensis
(Trin.) Tzvel. & Stipa baicalensis Roshev.3dH Y, A+ 5 LT E
IZ Argiborolls, Haplustolls (USDA Z33H) 2°% 5,

E T AN, 1960 R B IELENIZ B 1T D HIR O IR{E (%51k) B EAE
fb Uik 7z (2=, 1997), HAE, "TEOFHTREZR FR EAH (X 331 7 km’
EHEEINTWVDEN, TOKIOSTIFREO ZITHNEFRB(ENETL T

5 (PEEZREREERERR, 2007), FFIIEE S U < 13 i 5 IS A7

BT L7, FIEOPWRZREARKEFICABOLONALT S, ERBERENIE

g ThH D, DOz, MERERERREONBHRBERN MDD
72, K 200 0 km® O E TIRERET L TV D LI D (F, 1997),

T, FHFLURE LT AENA I~ A B R 0D, FEALRK O 2L,
THE M LIEAERY oW, WEALT LI L EERL, FHFEARE
RO FEYNERICEBET LT TR, AN ERCTHLLEER, W
B, nRES, BHARZROBELHMEICOLEET LY, MRk LTHE
JRAERRRESEROLALEZHE PHS,2003), BEALO EEKRKD 1 >TH D (F,
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1997),

4.1.2 HEILE I T 5 EFEELOEE

AR U7z K o i EARE i, BRI & v o RERBENEZME L T
D, HEHB CTIIREELFERAEEL L TCWDED, —HEFOAERRL
WHET DL, WMEOEEELE RENMET L, HEOFAMMILAEHE
bbb, Fiz, HERLIIREEEORRMNRFAICELELEZ LT
F T, BEALEREFRIIDERO FERBARE 2D, Mo ERO
EEEREICOEEEZHEZ TD (B, 2003 ; 2, 1997; H[E ¥R,
2000), HEACERIC I T D R 228 &%, 1950 RIS 5 B, 60 F4RIC 8
[, 70 AR 13 [, 80 4R ARIC 14 [8], 90 4RIZ 23 MIFEA L 7z (B 5, 2009),
EHIT, 90 AR B E O R A B E &SR SN U 2o KSR, B E o wl P
BRAARVBICLEDOWELZKIEL TS,

BEEORMEITFIEXo, A&, K&, HEF, T KkoElR DB RMER

AR - B R0 e R (ol oD B 3R SO HR B, SRR S 7 3K R0 3 D BRI
REDNBBERPEHEICE 2G> T EEIINRTWD (F, 1997 ; F
5, 2003 ; 8& - &, 2002 ; #8, 2007), fERNH Z ZICEDLTE S VKX
BEREDEWHEENEZBUTCHFEE AN, BIWOFHEKEL ZICHIT T
oo ZBOBBEABICBIH T LICLs THFABRRONT v R & i
FRLT&/, Lan L, 1949 o NRIEFENEE L 2%, —#HOBR -
HIECNAMRFITEICL ) BEROERBRRICEEEZ 5 272, Ok RiE

TLEEFROBREFMAIL, BWEOEERE RELZKT L, HFEAERZMH
T DAEMOERICHMNEELZ LT L, EHMEEZ RS HERIMRE
ol (B, 2009 ; i, 1995),

B (2009) OMFZEIC K D &, PTEACEROREFITIX, 1960 FH 70
FRETCKHEMOBBNI TN, THOMEANZHITILK LT, 1949 4
g NREMENEELZE, B0 TBRRZMEE T5] LWIBKD
T, WEVALVEIRK, FiEy oA 7VEIRK, SE 72 E0MBIcs T
FLR A KA ICPH R X v/, HFIC 1955~1956 4F, 1958~1962 4F, 1970~
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1973 I FEM SN 3 EOKBBIZLY, ZLoEERIBELL, B(EL
FEBEJFOWEBIEAR 1175 kn* & 2o/, T HIFEIL, AEILVHIGK
DARNTF L EJFLRA L AR O B L PR EoHBICom L T o,
F 7o, BEHE OB CIXEFRL 2 0 72 EE R RIS s S Tw
% (32, 1988 ; /D, 1998 ; £5, 2007 ; B 5, 2004), 1949 £ LI#%, iF
BEOEFMBOR *OfELCTHEENOBRNTFEOZWMARMRICEY, AN
TUIANVARK, HRE, FEVA 7 VAHRRE FBE R EEERBEE
AEPEREMOFZZEBEHBELWME L, REVOEZRITAMGZ T TERS, W
HTE2IZERBLTE (PHEES, 2006; ALil, 1995), Z OHiE ¥ 0%
JBROFER, FHERDKEICHEM L2720, BEEMK ST 28k s »
DOMENBEMEL L, B EE Y- OFEMEHEEOBMIC LY HEFO
AHMEAEAL LA E VO, BWABITEIROE L&D DR
fbzdb7ebl, ZEOMEREBRIZLY, WEDODAAS I~ ANWDIT 5 L
FIREIC, RECHENDHEREPFHICELN, BiEEORK Y - HHER
HENRK-oTLES (BEH, 2003), F7z, W@k oRRKICIE, Bk L7E
FERBRLPEENOZAFTEDOEZBET TREITLHRLIIFT AL, &
EHo®EJEHBICEAS L THEAHE 'ORBELHDLIEFSbATND
(BT, 2003), HHIGEAMIE OB AIC LV, ERERIEEBIREE &
o Te N, FRICHEWH - a A PR RELE, WO EE2RKD 5720
Iz, ERRIEREMEO SN XFOMELEEQHEB AT 2 EHL
MaEkEEZBALCE, LML, YFEEAMDERTOLERT D L
WOBMENRD DD, HWICHERFARBRIA—TVEEIDHZERMbN
TEY, RECFHEFTFEINLEYFRREFLIEE~GEZTZRBELRE VLWV O #
HhbHD (FZR@ER, 2003),

1980 ER UM, A v 7 FRBOUBERLFESH LoF AN L=, TE
B IZ R RIS L CRERDER A FE L CEE RO L HE a2 TbE 5, Wb
WHEFBEAHE L TE, ZOBEOERICLY, BERICLIUEENE
FELEGITTHRERT 2Lk o T2,

POTEMAEE, BARE, FEOMKEM, FAEAR] &S EUE,
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4.1.3 ZNVRANVEROBEL ZDB{LOHR R

B H DT ANFEJFUITEEFHRmEEON 1/4 2 5D TRV,

FIZCTNVRANVERE, U IVEE, RLVFUBRE, 4L K ARE,
DI UFx T EFERENDL o TS (TEHERREEAERF, 2007),
DL, TNV RANERIZEENERT, TECTRLALRERE L
THOLNTWD, TN RANVEFRITNE S DB RKOREICAE L
HFEIEA 8.1 5 km* Td 2D, FEZQRFFUEANL LRI 7T/ RoMm a2 2
U 7= d A B JR b R R LAAL, B e IR BR B s B AR o KO Hh B
(Lowland meadow), [IHI#ZLE (Mountain steppe) H®H VY, TN Z A
JRAREFE D 38.4 %, 18.2%, 26.5%, 9.1%% 55 (# - £, 2012 ; ik,
2011), F7z, HEAEICHON T, HEEFRWES D 78 B, 342 J&, 888 fl & f£7F
L, 2bH, 120l EABET, HEOEEHLE L SbhTWnd (3, 2008 ;
Hi, 1987),

LrL, TZTHFFEINVCRANVERITARREN SO —EEL T Lo
TW5, 3Bk U 7= 55 RS AR A AT RE 72 B R IS 5 D 2 FI A, 1965 4F
IZ1X 12 %~14 % TH 72725, 1985 4EI21E 21 %, 1997 4E1Ti 30 %% #B %,
2004 4EITIX 49 BICEE L 7= (B, 2007), 1974 4EDLFE, B oo HE 4% R o Ji
(15 %~25%), HX DK T (10~18cm), —KAEFEEDOK T (30%~50%),
MEERE OEMED) oBIG oM (10 %~45 %) R ERRE W5, BIE,
B L EFOmEAEIL 4.0 5 km> IZ#ELTWD (B - £, 2012), £ Dik1k
DERFEKRE L TEHE I BB A ET 52, Z0IENITH
ARER OIS BARE R E OB, EEOBRERI/ S 7L R A
NEROBZHBR W SN TS (B5, 2009 ; #, 2007),

4.1.4 TNV RANVEFIZBIT38%0HRK

W, 7V RANVEBFRTIRERO BRI, DEREO RBEIE R

ChxtG T AEFBIENEAIC > TE-, 90 F/, NEVIILHBKX
TIX, A7 70K FECH> TERNEEHENEBICHREL, B
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B R OBBAHM L 7= (K, 2009 ; FEEZREERF, 2010), 1999
B, TNV RANTIETEEGREOEZAERET VX CIC®IE, 2003 4
I T7 R B RRFEE ] NREKRSNTZZ LT, 2003 F0
BULENEIL 2013 7T NICEE LTz, 2R, BUCEH & BRI IIE
I x> oH D (Fig. 4-2), X 5T, 2005 4 [ EEZME] (ZH[EH
—ELWVWEFEE LTEESNTE/HR, KBOBICER 7L RANVEFIZ
MLEHFEELZ LR, YHMORFITREIERELEL (K, 2009), 2012
TR, 946 T ANOBUOLENTINTEY, 7LV RANVEFIZIE, B
FARRBEH O1X 30 » ITRFEIET D08, 2D 55, 5 4 Fi A AAAA #k OB
HmTh s,

—F, BIEETOLZ A, WBHEHBITHI AL X O EEEEOZE/ITD
WTIEHEHLIBREMAOEEMAEATVDE OO (EE,2008; HAH,2010),
BEEHAEFREARBLOLERICEZ 2B VTEEEHFIRF SR
Ty, EFEHIND O ICho 7V R A VEFIX, BUOLICL D
F—N—a— ANEFRIBLORBREEZ I KIEL28RNE D D, FEE, BOLH
DR, BUOCHRR OER, BOLEREIEA OB LI kv B HER S
LTWaEEiHEanTnd (85, 2008), F7=, #CH AN EFELZ 5]
L, ZoRMEEEOHINERFR TCHL LI HELH D (M
BEFES, 2015), L LAans, 2 E TOMTE» LI, BRI (BE)

DEBEREMPICE ZETER > TV ANICEL TR SN TE LT,
ZODBRORBCHHOUERELRES T HITIETE->TVRY, EHFED
BB & R I HMERF 9~ 2 720 2iE, WRBDE 72 & ot i 72 8L IR 23
BFORGIC 5 2 2 EHB R B AR L, TORRICESW LHE RS
LERESTAHAZEEFIAARTH D,

Sk, A, HAOHENARREZMER T, AEBREZRELARND, SRFE%
%ﬁw,k%kﬁ%w%ﬁ%%ﬁ#é CERBEEL TS D =

O T E, T BB HIC HESHODHBIOEE) & B RBEHICBT2HE
E“%%Jm#é£ﬁﬁ&J@l%ﬁE o T, K, B, e, i, ﬁ@-%
BY—bEx, vavtrs, Ry - -TH, BREBIEORE, BLERORS 1, Hi5
@&ﬂﬁﬁgwﬁ#%,ﬁ%%@va%Lﬁ#6AMM,MM,MAAAA&@B&
T Tnsd
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Tourism total income The number of tourists

(billion yuan) (million people)
800 - - 45
s The number of tourists (million people)
600 - =*=Tourism total income (billion yuan)
- 30
400 -
- 15
200 A
-0

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

Fig. 4-2 The number of tourists and tourism total income of Inner Mongolia
(2000 — 2009) (Created based upon statistical data from China National

Tourism Administration, 2010)

4.1.5 HWZEBEK

T B 7 BRI ISR R 2 S HUE IR O B0 KI5 528 0 G F 15 O fie

SMEZTNICESS BEMRUEREZRE T 272012, AuF5EIE, BRI
DEEARPERNETEYILVEHBRO 7V R A VEFEOBCHIZBWT, 8
HFAPEAB IO LBICEZ2ZELZHML, VFAZXT 4 AT 47 A
(Geostatistics: ZZM#FIF) & H W CHBIILRI AN G 2 2 T8~ %
M EORMEAL RN L, BRI LEEEOEMEE 2 MBir+ 5
ZEERHEHBET D,

4.2 REFE

4.2.1 PAEHOHE

BERHIZHES THERO B EZFEM T 572D, 20104 7~8 A & 2011
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FT~8 AIZ 7NV ARAINVETR OB NV 7K (01d Barag Banner) (27 &9
LRV T B (497 157 N, 119° 117 B, 5 626 m) ([CBWVT, FHE
HR 722 EoBDCIEBEY O B2 X0 R K & IER X 2 %0 C B A & R
fi L7z (Fig. 4-3), FIIEWNIZE W TIE, BEFIEI—#H2BHICHR T
H—F5 T, REMOEOFEEFIAIZEDC b LA L OABITRE LT
Do WX DOIEFEHRIL Table 4-1 DEY Th D, A/ T BILHIEL 2008 4212 B 3
LB, 2506 TANG8H FTUECTEEEME L, @HE5 kn®,
EERICLHDBMAE CITFERKN 1 T AOBORENGIN D, BEHI{E S 2 LLR]
IR E M E LRI S, K 8 AWAINC Leymus chinensis (Trin.)
Tzvel. (¥ NAFEFF, 4 3F8) BHEEI TV, FHKICE, K7
v (Large yurt : WEBERKEOGHEORIEF T, 22 TCHBEY—E AL
—ELLTCHHA) 2Lt dbar 27— EOFLVEE (Yurt : VAT
»ELTHM) by, TORICBEESCIHEXRETFHO= 27 ) — M
DRV ALBREHESI, YT 774 —A AR (Aobao: £ & [ #EFE £
FIEMERICELS SR LT b0 T, EYANLKOREMELIIRE T
5 ERFFIC, EESLCENMMEOKA bRTT), REMEXD ML TND,
b G I R R R R PR R (PETORMBEX ) B L, FEY
KA —5.6°C, FFHFEAKEREN 272.8mm TH 5 (FEKLF, 2014), H
FRIFIIT R < 2700~3400 RERIIC K 5, EE RS S\, ARITEFICE D
T5, HEW 1L HOEHKRIEIZ—27.9CT, HbEWTHOEHRIEIX
19.6C & XD HZBE A RE VN, FFHREET 3.5~4.0 m s7' & FHWOD,
FEOFHRMET 5.1 n s THDH, £z, FAEAEIL L chinensis 1 LT
Stipa baicalensisRoshev. (F1& 7L, A4 ) ThV, HEIIKAEE
tEET S (£5, 2007),
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Inner Mongolia/

X
Non-use Plot

_— Hulunbuir City

Yurt: The traditional dwelling of the nomads in
Inner Mongolia.
Aobao: The place of worship in the indigenous

0 100 m

religion of Mongols. o
X : Soil pit

Fig. 4-3 Location of the study area

Table 4-1 Information of the study area

Study area Used plot Non-use plot

Location Old Barag Banner, Hulunbuir City, Inner Mongolia Autonomous Region

Coordinates 49°15" N,119°11" E

Climate Dry savanna

Land form Plateau

Parent material Loess

Elevation 626m 624m

Slope Level (<3°)

Drainage Well drained

Land use Tourist site

Original vegetation Leymus chinensis and Stipa baicalensis

4.2.2 THRE

BUOCHI A2 LRI A R T RBEZ A OIS 572012, WAEK
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W THEMAE N R T v 7 (AR RFr =580, 1997) [V EE
X1 moOWEEERL, TEOEEBZRE L, WX E MO WIFEH
2R — OB BICALE L TR, IR X &R X I8 200 Bt TV 5,
HREH LI LZE 13 SoREHZ S W CRELZ ISR 24TV, 2 mm BLF
O R+ A - O ST I L, AHERFEEE (0C) XTF = —
U BEIC Ko TER Lo, R O 81X [Procedures for soil analysis 6
edition] (ISRIC and FAO, 2002) THEZEZ LTV D iE (Van Reeuwi jk,
2002) IZXVHEIEL, REEAINALCDLAEE LI, £, —HEZMHEL,
eEFATE (IN) ZH 5B RS E (NC-800-13N, {Efbotrt ¥
—) AW THABRBEEICTHEL, C/NEITOC & INDIE L, 72,
SRR BEOREL LT, E 1.6 L TFTORMER HRHFL LOE
# (LFC 38 X OVLFN) % Kadono & (2008) @ FIEIZHEWHIE Lz, &HalE
BiA A (Na®, Ca*", Mg®", K) I pH7 - INHFEE T & = 7 A PAHK CTAL
B, F7TWESsER (AA-160, BEBERS) CE&LE, £, B
A AR R (CEC) IXRHMEM A A v i k&2 7 L2 — L TR L,
TUES UL AU EMB LIERRE SV E — VEETHEBE L, WEEIC
KV ERELE, REHEKIZOVWTIE, MEEEBIVOV LV IEELZE Y

MET, MwE &, MG &2 RRENECRIE L, pH (H0) IZ2WT
X, THEORE L TIEWMAKINKE WD HIEE 1:5 TH 7 AEMIEE A
WT, EEBERMEEE (BC) 120 TiE, KEHIEIC TR UL Rk 1:5
THE L, oo Tk EEERE TG (HERESITIERES
H#y, 1997) IC#E U Tz,

F 7o, BUCHIH OB WEEEIC X 2R HE O W EE o~ o B ALY
BENDHZ LD, MALHXTHEMELHE L, BEMIC, FXIZE
WTHEELZ 20 mX20 m (400 m?) O TP LM EF (No. 351, %
JFRUERT) Ik W RBLOBAREZ 5 KECTHE LHAEEZIT-> 72 (4 434
A o W R R R X & 40mm, JEHEEAR 18mm, THAMA 25° 22° OH
TWERDO %, EHICEASELIICETLIEMAZ AFXOM/IESICE-
TtHERD DO THD (I - E, 1962), S ZHTIFEREVEEZR
T, MEORRFIEL LT, —BNICIIEEEET 2bLH 5 MEEIC mn
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KIS THINAXDOMEORKME (mm) DELSFIHINTWD,
4.2.3 HEAERE

B AP AECKIETEELZWLNICT D20, FKICE VT 50cn
X50 cm =3 KT —F () 25 RETHEL, £33 F7— FPICHERL
RO, BOL, MgE, RBERELZ, MAEREIZZFTI—FAD
BETCOREAM EEZX 0L ONEE (BH, 2004) ThdH, BHO
RBAMESTIRANRH o722 L h, AR TIIMEAZ A Y RS T, ki
AREZFERMLUT-, ERICOWTIEa RT7— NNOHEIZX T 2P O

WiHETBRICEIVHEE L, £72, M B A v XA EIZOWTIE,
2010 FE O Tl R A DORE R 2 IR A THE L7z -

Bi=,8iXHiXNi

ZIT, BIFE IO AL A~ R BEOHEM (g), £, 1T THME DR
RErbBEM L § FEOBMEKEEMNE LD O A~ 2 & (g
B em™), A iFEOFEHEL (em), NiX IO (K) TH 5,

£z, BEEOZEEMEIE S A Shannon-Wiener @ H’ (Shannon &, 1949)
ZHAWCEHLEZ, W FrTcxbEIND,

S
- Z pilnp;
i=1

T, SIFHEH, p I o, MOMETH D,

B EFEIZ DV TIT Ohsawa (1984) D FiEz A7, B SR EE & IX, &
Ty FOFEEOHESEORSIKELZESFEEOE T VICE T DB
WL L, ZOWMENR/NMNC2D L) EEBELZ®RA L CELR %
M4+ 5 H1ETH S (Ohsawa, 1984), ZHIZW A CHR/IAOHE o 27 L=
BOMMMEEZRD, HAESED LD, ZORES T T O E HfE
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ETHHLOTH D,
6%2= ) (x; —x)?/Ns
2

ZIZT, xE B PR E ORRTEOR S E (2 2 TR
B FEOEEE L 100 & Lz T OFMMOMPE R OMHE), x (ZFEEOFE
Bz K-> TR E HBGRM (1R 50F 100, 2 B 51F 50, 3 HA 5% 33.3
ET5D), NsiZFETH 5,

4.2.4 EtE

BTN EFEOWA L TIBRICEELEZ D), SO ELZEEN
CREAT D720, MR, R, SRR, BEEEORL LK, B
LUK E L+ o L8 o ¥ E % H VT Student @ t fRE TR X & FEFI
AR O %417 -7, AWiz#it Y 7 bk R2.12.2 (R Development Core
Team, 2009) TH YV, FEKAEZ p<0.05 & L7,

4.2.5 ZEHBEE O

BRI HE S TEMEDOZEMEGHZWN LN T DD, VFRZT 4
AT 47 A% W T B oo 22 M A7 R 2 55 L 72 R/ IRE (2000)
2k 2, VHERET 4 AT 47 A LITERBIC A LT R o 22 [ K
Pz 2 L b, TOEMEBZHE T L, FrrEiEo2EHpZ%
B, REY—PE2FMT 2 FETHDL, SFTYVFRAET 4 AT 47 A&
P o B, LR BRI BRSBTS 0 22 WA @) & fif
4 2dFEL L TEMAINTE 2, JEM D ZERK O IZIT—&IC

BINIAF T T L (bDERELETHNTZ2ETOMAEDEDSITHEDZED
TRYEH AR L C T ey Leb o) ZEHL, RADOLHITERS
no
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N(h)

1
V) = 5 Z [ZGe) = ZCxi + )

ZIZT, ARV TV TR, vy (WX ' I AU T A, VW) IXEEE AT
JEEN =T R COMAEGDLE, Z)IIHE xONHETH D, 77 hORE
DEINY TRy (DI, Vo) DSHIEDOED “FFENLRD bR,
ZOHBETOSTER O X 0REELZRT,
FEXTHEONIZEIANY AT T ALK LT 6S+ Version 9 for Windows
(Gamma Design Software, 2011) # MW TEIRE T LV EE Y T, ZEfH
KEMOBREZRT QE (Vv (F—FORNEMRIZLDE) b T 5y
M (RATERVWERAOIELSE) VW EE YV TEH LI L TQHEAE
HHTE, ZOQEMNNSWIEETVWHAEFR OB EMEDIES >& N RE
WZlE, ZTOQEMNARKRIWVIFEITWH AR EOREM[DOIIEDL >N/ E
WZEERT, o T, QA 0TI WVIE MUK MRS, AV ES
CRMKFEEREL D) #EET L b, EMKFHEMEORIETH
HLUYERDE, EO%, FLBX O T E O M)A & KT
572912, ArcGIS9.3.1 (ESRI, 2010) ZHWT, #—x/VAFHIEICLY &
e EE D22 oy X 2 R L 72,

4.3 WHRLEEE
4.3.1 BXFANHEECE 2 DHE
BRI AN EFEAE AT 2 2B 52 CBMICMTT 572012, TR,

A, ZRRMERRE, M BN A~ X &, EEREO R L RO E A
MOWTHAX EREFAXOENZ LI Lz, ZORBIZLULTICR D,

70



4.3.1.1 FEMK, BB LOCSHEEDOEL

MALPE X TEBLH SN EARDOR 4 & flidh & Tabled-2 (277 L 7o, [ ALEE X
TAXBDOIED, WYYV I7HRRLx 78, v~ AROBEALRONEZ, &
RLPR X T L. chinensis (Y NAXET R ¥ « £ xR :ERK®), S
baicalensis (1472 L « 4 X R B RE) & Carex duriusculaC. A. Mey.
(/Y~27, x> ) 7R OBCOIEEMY) LS, i E Y O
(fneaL)b RN, C
duriuscula D HEMEEN K%<, AKX TIE 2,763 & (HEXSED
89.7%) %, FFIHX TIE 939 A GEFIHX KD 64.1%) %R L7,
BOCATENIC X 0 BFGRL ORISR Y CTH D ¢ duriuscula OB K $K % 80
IFEEZILND,

Cleistogenes squarrosa (Trin.) Keng.

Table 4-2 Grass families, species, number of individuals (n) and relative

abundance (%) at each plot

Used plot Non-use plot
Family Species n % n %
Poaceae Leymus chinensis 168 55 225 15.4
Stipa baicalensis 32 1.0 67 4.6
Cleistogenes squarrosa 102 3.3 94 6.4
Cyperaceae Carex duriuscula 2763 89.7 939 64.1
Liliaceae Allium ramosum 6 0.2 8 0.5
Allium bidentatum 0 0.0 1 0.1
Asteraceae Artemisia frigida 3 0.1 0 0.0
Artemisia scoparia 0 0.0 3 0.2
Serratula centauroides 0 0.0 1 0.1
Tephroseris kirilowii 0 0.0 3 0.2
Campanulaceae  Adenophora stenanthina 3 0.1 0 0.0
Apiaceae Bupleurum scorzonerifolium 1 0.0 8 0.5
polygonaceae Polygonum aviculare 2 0.1 0 0.0
Chenopodiaceae  Kochia scoparia 0 0.0 109 7.4
Iridaceae Iris ruthenicar 0 0.0 4 0.3
Cruciferae Erysimum cheiranthoides 0 0.0 1 0.1
Fabaceae Melilotus officinalis 0 0.0 2 0.1
Total 3080 100 1465 100
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T & SRR O t MEDOR R E ZZh Fig. 4-4,Fig. 4-5 TR LTz,
FEGIFAX oM CFAME 5 ), HEMAXT 14 CFAME : 8 FE) 2
BRI NN, MAMICHEEEZTZA LR oo, ZRRMEREIIFH K (F
PIE 2 0.7) THAMK CEHME : 1.6) ICHNTHEICIE,L 7=, BEE D
WCHOFRBENE X 5 &, ZRMEEERIEM L, HFEOf M & @BEL~0 &
REMISRTIR SIS B 0 AR O AR R BREN 28T 5 (B 5, 2004),
WFFEkF G2 1t DVEAE B Z2 W AR BEVE (TR CTH D L. chinensis 38 XY S,
baicalensis & S5 (SGICHHK, FE) 2, BLHEHEEICL- T,
FEFHX T L. chinensis & & H 1T C. duriuscula MBS L, FIHRKX TIX
C. duriuscula DFHNELETHZ ENghote, TI T, C duriuscula
\X Artemisia frigidaWilld. (Fa%7e L, ¥ 27 F) X° Potentilla acaulis
L. (Fag e L, N8 ERRICEFBEOBREMM TH L Z Lnd (F,
1997), BICHI B OBEENE < 72 DI o, WAREEIL IR O S E4 A xF
B L LT MM, FREREOBEMpICESH N L E X
bns, £, FIAKXTIX C duriuscula BNIEFICH WHAESE (= F
Z7—bhTHRKITY ZarLizld, BCRHAMEMOLEEICHEEER LY
B 52 TfR, MAREOMBEPHEMLIZZRD EE XN,

157 ns.
% a
= 10
0}
. W
%5 a
3)
S 5 -
: 1
Z

0

Used plot Non-use plot

Fig. 4-4 The change of species in each plot
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p <0.05

—_
n
|

Species diversity index
S
|95
|

Used plot Non-use plot

Fig. 4-5 The change of species diversity index in each plot

4.3.1.2 EBESREOBELLHEHOEL

L. chinensis, S. baicalensis & \»-> I-IE1EW /28 5FE &, C. duriuscula
EWVoTZREOBEERORE L LKREEHNT, KDL ad~ i,
Fig. 46 lZ/R L& DIC, 20 3HEOE SO F LITF A X CHEMAK
WCHRFRICIKTL, BIEROBENEAEDRIICH X 2R BENEE TH
LEEBZONT, MMICEEREOMEAA ML ANMb S &, FL, %
R, B, EOBRIOEFTENEFZFICHD T DL L b, BEEORRE
(B HOEE S 1/2 L FIZEAD T 2130, Ho B OALEF 2% L
<HHTE2ZF L BRI LEL O L) DNEENSAERENDZDIZ,
MM AERICKEREENBND (KB, 1975 ; T, 1985), XL H TIXE
EWE (6 HFA»H 8 HFA) BHEAEOKEHLFARHTH DD, #
HEOBEIZLY, MAOELIIKREREELEZTZLEEX LMD,
Fig. 4-TI1Z/ L7 & 912, BREIZ DWW, L. chinensis & S. baicalensis
FFHXEFFHXOMICAEEEZN R SN >72D, C duriuscula I3F]
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AXTIHFMARICHE_RTEIC EF LIz, L. chinensis 3 X O S. baicalensis
TEFEAEA FREDTHY, TAH Y THEOGBRERS L FEORMICH
AFETELHEMTH D, Z0O2HITHREMEFEOELGERm S, BBE
DEWEFHCTEES 5, —F C duriusculalZZFEE DYV Y 7R OH
EREY) T, ER, IR L CWAG TR T, £2, LENEEML
TWOEEIZIIMHEICHRE S EIN L, S IZEBELNET LS AICIE
BWROH IMNESRFEICAD ESNTWD (F, 1995), ko T, E»L R
5L, L. chinensis & S. baicalensis XV, C duriuscula DI 5 8L
FAMNSEEEZZITRTWVWEEZ LI,

UboZ s, BOCFMIZELYFHK TITREMERNSZE/ LT TR
<, WAEDOZEMHEREHESCE SO I N LTV EFEKRIC, HEOHE
BN EALTHDAIREERO D EEX NS, £, C duriuscula O
BHBOECRIIC X 2 EFRMLOFEL LTRHATE 2 &3,

< 0.001
40 P B
5
A W [.chinensis
2 30 o
=3 S.baicalensis
= C.duriuscula
c
£ 20 p
5 a A .
2 o
%z
° 10 - I
5
o
T
0
Used plot Non-use plot

Fig. 4-6 The change of the height of dominant species in each plot
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Fig. 4-7 The change of the number of dominant species in each plot

4.3.1.3 HEHBLRBIVHM ERAAS T REDOEAL

Fig. 48l L=k o1z, FIARKOMAIT D 72 <, REHRD 48 %, FEF
M OREAITER L <R, ZOREPERN 729 Th o7, BLEN KL
HE£FDLAR, BEEG T LELEEMB AL, TR 55% 40 %
Thole, tREEIToIKER, HEHERIFHXTHAMAKIZE~THE
ARy o 72 (Fig. 4-9) BUCORMABMENEINT 5 & & H1T, REHE? M
PFH T ENIRENT,

N A~ ABEFFAHKX T 1.8 Mg ha!, FEFAX T 2.6 Mg ha! T
bole, FIHKTHAMPARIZHENTHREICEL 72 (Fig. 2-10), Z Dk
ENLBCRAEERREVIEE, WMAEOH EEH AL 4~ ZABERHL T 5 2
LWyl

iboZ L, BUOCRIMIC X v AEDREMR, ZHEMEEY, B#5FEo
B, MR, MBS A ZAEBEREL WL T, FE0RE

ZREm S B BRICIX, ¥FIC L. chinensis, S. baicalensis, C. duriuscula
DELR €. duriuscula DREL, MR, M LA A~ 2B 8RR
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ELTHMATED Z EWRBEINL,

Fig. 4-8 Photograph of ground surface at each plot

80 1 p<0.001
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=
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Used plot Non-use plot

Fig. 4-9 The change of plant coverage rate in each plot
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Fig. 4-10 The change of above-ground biomass in each plot

4.3.2 BIXFANLBIEZIEE

4.3.2.1 TEBEWEEREDOZEIL

FAKBXOHEMARO LB EEREOR®RETEEZ ZNZEH Table
4-3, Fig. 4-11 (R L7z, WXL b FEHARFE —-OEH#M BICMEL TR,
FEFAXITHA X258 200 mBfn 7L ZAZRAEMSAE Lz, MXO L
BIrvAzEMEL, B2za<E5ET, OBLEELTWRNLT,

FIAX O 83 AL~A3 J&, ABk J&, Bkl~Bk3 @b/ v, Bz 2L
7= Al~A3 J& (0~35cm) [FIRICE A, FJHE « /I~ oo i /4 PR A & 7 o
ThV, EHEHEYS (ISSS) O RAETIT LI EHE + (SCL) Th -
oo XD TRV ANERM LT vy v 7 JE (ABk & (35~50 cm),
Bkl J& (50~66 cm), Bk2 J&§ (66~95 cm), Bk3 J& (95~115+ cm)) 73ER
OO, TNHDBMIFTICSVEREL LTSV EBaEZ R L, J
EPEOPHEAROBEN AL, BMEEmEE L (CL), sCL, & L< I
W+ (SL) Th -7z,
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Table 4-3 Soil profiles description in each plot

Used plot

Horizon

Depth (cm) Description

Al

0-5

Brownish black (10YR2/2); moist; SCL; no coarse fragment; weak fine subangular
blocky; slightly sticky; slightly plastic; many fine roots; common very fine pores; gradual
smooth boundary.

A2

5-15

Brownish black (10YR2/2); moist; SCL; no coarse fragment; weak fine subangular
blocky; slightly sticky; slightly plastic; many fine roots; common very fine pores; gradual
smooth boundary.

A3

15-35

Brownish black (10YR3/2); moderate dry; SCL; no coarse fragment; weak medum
subangular blocky; slightly sticky: slightly plastic; many very fine roots; common very fine
pores; diffuse smooth boundary.

ABk

35-50

Dull yellowish brown (10YR4/3); moderate dry; CL; no coarse fragment; slightly sticky;
slightly plastic; moderate medium subangular blocky: common very fine roots; common
very fine pores; gradual smooth boundary; many calcium carbonate.

Bk1

50-66

Dull yellow orange (10YR6/3); moderate dry; CL; no coarse fragment; slightly sticky;
slightly plastic; moderate medium subangular blocky; common very fine roots; common
very fine pores; diffuse smooth boundary; many calcium carbonate.

Bk2

66-95

Dull yellow orange (10YR6/3); moderate dry; SCL; no coarse fragment; slightly sticky;
slightly plastic; moderate medium subangular blocky; few very fine roots; common very
fine pores; diffuse smooth boundary; many calcium carbonate.

Bk3

95-115+

Dull yellow orange (10YR6/3); moderate dry; SL; no coarse fragment; slightly sticky;
slightly plastic; moderate medium subangular blocky: few very fine roots; common very
fine pores; many calcium carbonate.

Non-use plot

Horizon

Depth (cm)

Description

Al

0-5

Brownish black (10YR2/2); moist; SCL; no coarse fragment; weak fine subangular
blocky; slightly sticky; slightly plastic; many fine roots; common very fine pores; gradual
smooth boundary.

A2

5-15

Brownish black (10YR2/2); moist; SCL; no coarse fragment; weak medium subangular
blocky; slightly sticky; slightly plastic; many fine roots; common very fine pores; gradual
smooth boundary.

A3

15-45

Brownish black (10YR3/2); moderate dry; SCL; no coarse fragment; moderate medum
subangular blocky; slightly sticky: slightly plastic; common very fine roots; common very
fine pores; gradual smooth boundary.

A4

45-55

Gyayish yellow brown (10YR4/2); moderate dry; SCL; no coarse fragment; weak
medum subangular blocky; slightly sticky; slightly plastic; common very fine roots;
common very fine pores; gradual wavy boundary.

ABk

55-88

Dull yellow orange (10YR6/4); moderate dry; SCL; no coarse fragment; weak medim
subangular blocky; slightly sticky: slightly plastic; common very fine roots; common very
fine pores; gradual smooth boundary; many calcium carbonate.

Bk

88-120+

Dull yellow orange (10YR6/4); moderate dry; SCL; no coarse fragment; weak medium
subangular blocky; slightly sticky; slightly plastic; few very fine roots; common very fine
pores; many calcium carbonate.
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FEFIHX D 8813 Al~A4 J&, ABk J&, Bk @Bk Tunve, gtz 2
L7z Al~A3 g (0~45cm) B XK tata % & L7z A4 g (456~55 cm) (%
MWARICE 2, F~FEO/N~F oMY - AIHREENHE S, £
DFICRBINLL T ANER L=y vy 7 )& (ABk J& (55~88 cm), Bk
J& (88~120+ cm)) RO LN, ZNHLDOBEMITITSVWEBEALZ L,
FEFHEOPHAIREE CH o7, BB O LMEIE SCL Th o7,

KO EHEITREATES 20em ML LD mollic BE2A L, “IRREEREDE
RS 100 cm ANIZER O H 4L, E LM FfEN 50 %20 ETH -
7o ZDOZ LB, Soil Survey Staff (2010) (2 X4vLiE, M HHEEIEXFR L5
JATdH % Haplustolls I I Nz, NARELIRS, LEOAERKFO
R, HiE, [ELRELCTH D, 2B, WA >y 7 EOHIBNALE D IEF
KTRRELS o> TWDH2y, MXITE#HEL TEY, KoEES MmO THE
LTWbEBZONDTED, ZOEWERE —LEANTHEL D EH & W
SNd, LEDOXSICHMROHEICITRERMZMEETIRONA RN T2 &
Nh, MOk EEL TEEF AN LEOMEEEIZS 2 528 % 30
TE5HZ &75»Té2rbﬁo

w

Used plot Non-use plot

Fig. 4-11 Photograph of soil profiles description at each plot
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4.3.2.2 TEo—K&KBILFEHEOEL

M X DRI AL 2 Table 4-4 IZ/R Lz, WIXIZHWT, MHBPEEN 1.0
~T7.4 %, MIWEREN60.6~70.1% I /LHFEEMNI2~20.5% HIadE
23 13.4~20.9%& 720, RIS E > DL O LEIE N & o To, Rk D@
D, MHUE CIXEEEEN 3.5~4.0m st EEmWI D, BT
5% BEO WA I 53 (Bagnold, 1941) OZWAX LM O LH T, 1#
B DWW VLB E RS T D ATREEED A,

Table 4-4 Soil particle distribution in each plot

Particle size distribution Texture
. . Rock
Site Depth Horizon - -
fragment Co. Sand Fi. Sand Silt Clay nternational
022 00202 0002-0.02 <0002 "o raHoma
system

cm --—-% of <2mm----
0-5 Al 0.0 1.0 68.8 134 16.8 SCL
5-15 A2 0.0 14 67.0 11.7 19.9 SCL

Used plot

15-35 A3 0.0 1.2 62.3 17.6 18.9 SCL
35-50 ABk 0.0 14 60.6 20.0 18.0 CL
50-66 Bkl 0.0 2.2 61.4 20.5 15.9 CL
66-95 Bk2 0.0 2.3 63.5 17.0 17.2 SCL
95-115+ Bk3 0.0 3.8 62.6 20.2 13.4 SL
0-5 Al 0.0 1.8 69.1 9.2 19.9 SCL
5-15 A2 0.0 21 70.1 11.2 16.6 SCL
Non-use 15-45 A3 0.0 2.3 64.6 13.6 19.5 SCL
plot 45-55 A4 0.0 25 64.8 11.8 20.9 SCL
55-88 ABk 0.0 5.4 62.2 14.6 17.8 SCL
88-120+ Bk 0.0 7.4 61.0 11.9 19.7 SCL

Co. Sand: Coarse Sand, Fi. Sand: Fine Sand

Wi X D% J@ AL BT HALEME A Table 4-512R Lz, B LBEEOOCIZ SV
TIHFIAK (21.8 g kg™') TIHFMAKX (26.4 g kg™') ITH~E L, TN (F
HAIX 2.5 g kg ; FEFRAKX :2.8 g kg') THLRIFOMABN AN, F
T2, BRI AR BEORETH HALFCELFNIZOW T, B HEICB W T,
LFC (FIHX : 5.3 g kg’ ; ERMX : 7.7 g kg'') BELOLFN (FIHKX :0.3
g kg s HFMMK 0.5 g kg) L BHICHARTHAMARIZEERTELS, £
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LT, LECR0CIZ E® 2 HI & BRI X (24.4%) (2 THFAX (29.1%)
TEM»olo, &5, CEC (FHK: 15.5 cmol, kg™'s FEFHK: 16.7 cmol,
kg) THRBEOBMN A LN, An et al. (1999) F¥ VU v ILEF D
FHEICBWT, HEEGBRALE L HIZ0C, INBLOEY VERE &N L, oC
FINERY UBEELEOMICEOHBEN RO EWME L TWDIEN, FDH
(2008) X HWET <y FEF O LEIZE W T, HEFEIBICHEV0C, TN 0¥
DIFCECOW A E bbb L, RIENJOERTEZHS EREL TWD, Ak @
O, AKX TIZIERH XIS A B AN A~ 2 @EBNEL<, BEIZE TS h
HAMMEBEN VI o2 L v, 0C, TN, LFC, LFN, CEC/z & 28 xfiic
IKFLEEEZND, —F, FEFAXTIZAZBOHE N IZD 72 <,
MY EIK2 EOFEY N LE~E TS lcz®, 06, TN, CECAFIMX XV

mroltZEx bR, RO HEITEAEICK L TEZEMED W L8 T
HDbOD, FIHR THIHHEENB0MEETH L Z b, BRATIEZD
HEBEIRELLIRVWEBZLNT, | (2001) X407 AWHIZ IV THEHE R
&R B O BIAR & BRI L, AEHERANA40~50%ICET D L AR ITIMA SN D &
WELTWD, 2L, FIARKTHEERS AL HETLEZSAICE, RE
WEATE LT D ATREME N & D

Al +HAZRE, FIHX TIE3b ecn ORIV T LAY T6.1~9.2
g kg ' DRBIESER LIV Yy Z7ERR O, FEFHKTH 55 cm
5 12.1~16.1 g kg ORMBENEBE LIV y 7 @RS, -
W AR A B L 72 R, & b IS KR SE R B RIS ALE LT
2 EmD, WEEIZB Ty 7 EORBEMOEWE, HEOR
B =M E AR OEN R EREE LTSI EEZ X LN, A
8D pH IXIFEPFETHY (AKX 6.4, FERHAX 6.1), EC (FIAIX 0.2 dS
m', EFAKO0.2 dS m!) & & HITH XM THNE R ZERIZRD b Rn
ST, £, RBMEGA AT 2O T, WITNIWORXRTHEI LT T LD K
H% <, DNWTY T XY UL, BYVUL, FRITULADIHETH >,
HEEEICE LTI, MK ES ARIE 100 %FiE T, TEIXRBRENEFEE
T 57D 100 %% Kx < Ello7,
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Dbk kolz, £ totdE, pH, ECREOEIITLEX TENZ W
Lo, #fE+Eooc, TN, LFC, LFN, CECIZFFAR TE FLCWz, Z D
ZLmh, MHMBEOREEERCHKRT LI EIEITERVL OO, KiF T
7 0C, TN, LFC, LFN, CEC ZABIAIMICE VIR T2 Z &nmmkeasni,

4.3.2.3 TEBEOELLBIVCZDZEMAES

BOCKOBEIC XY, HEFREOMENFHX THEFAXICTHEAFEIZ
EH Uiz (Fig. 4-12), LHERIREITRRICBIRENM AL TR WEAR L, &
AT 27Tmm, K7 VT 24mm, FBEELET23mn &golo, THEME L REgR
DR ER AR L 2 A, MBABOMICITRONADOHBEN A (Fig. 4-13),
AR (1993) (S KA, i s U R TR AN 256 mm L E DB G, HEAKR
BB oM REENSMBEICR 525, AR TIE 25 mm 2L T THAEAEDHE
MO BTz, £2, BH (2004) [ TNE IO Y ANV FEFIZEND
THBEDO R D 4 K (EABX, BEMX, FRHBK, EREX) CH
BOWEZITV, HEEEZZ 4 12, Iom, 18.5mm, 19.4 mm, 20.4 mm
EHMEL TS, AHFEOF AKX CIE HEEE O FHES 23 mm (> H K
BX) TholoZ &b, WE Y IVEFTIXEFIEAL 0 3 K (3 ik
EENTW DD, BOEITENT ML Y b HEEIL A RET D BN D D,

FIAK EFEFAXICE T 5 LBEEOE I ANY A7 T AT Fig. 4-14 O
WY ThHDH, FFAXTIE, Q EIE FEHHAOERKFEENERLS, 20
O ZERKAERE (LrY) IR asherole, —7, FMAKTIE, Q
25 0.7 &< EREEERH Y, Lol m EEB SN, ko
IO BNEROERIIARAET A AT A AEEATHZLITED,
BUOCHIAICER T 2 L #iA O ZBHH LIRS L2 ENATREL 2D, K
WIROHE, FIARTLY YR Il n ThozZ &b, SH%MEAR LY
THEEZRET OB ERAZBET 256, TOHHNG 111 n Ll LB
TUHENDLZEDDholc, TORKRIZ, VHFAZT 4 AT 47 RIE5HE
BNEBFROEHEEZD ECHMRY — VIR VBDLZZERbIoT,

FERULAEVARAET 4 AT 4 7 A K DMTEREZFAH LT, LHEmE
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DZEM A X % Fig. 4-1512/R L7, T O#THENTZHFT AR X T,
ZULSNDGEFH R R TH 5, IR KT e ~<F X 0 438 i B 135
i@ <, FHICFHXOAE (30mm), A& (27mm), K5/ (24 mm),
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