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Suitability of plants in Hunshandake sandy land:
Taking Zhenglangi sandy land in Inner Mongolia Autonomous
Region as an example
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(1. School of Soil and Water Conservation, Beijing Forestry University, Beijing 100083, China;
2. Inner Mongolia Xuritala Cultural Industry Development Co. Ltd.. Hohhot 010010, China)

Abstract Based on 342 plant distribution data and 29 environmental factors (14 meteorological factors, 12 soil factors
and 3 topographic factors) related to plant suitability in Hunshandake sandy land, the potential of plant communities in

this area is simulated at 30 m fine spatial scale by using maximum entropy model and GIS spatial analysis technology.
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The results show that: 1) AUC values are all above 0.883 indicating that the prediction effect of the model has reached
a good standard. 2) The main contributions to plant suitability are annual precipitation, accumulated temperature,
elevation, surface soil pH in KCI, atmospheric dryness, atmospheric pressure and clay content. 3) In the positive
succession from flowing sandy land to fixed sandy land, the content of soil clay and soil pH in KCI decreased gradually,
the cation exchange capacity of soil increased gradually, the demand for precipitation of corresponding habitat plants
increased continuously, and the demand for accumulated temperature decreased gradually. 4) Agriophyllum
squarrosum and Salsola collina are suitable for growing in most areas of Zhenglangi sandy land, with an area of
9 463.53 km?. Salsola ruthenica and Cleistogenes squarrosa communities are distributed in sandy land except mobile
sandy land, with an area of 8 551. 13 km?. Sanguisorba officinalis and Triglochin palustre distribute in the floodplain
with an area of 761. 17 km?. Salix gordejevii, Caragana korshinskii, Hedysarum mongolicum and Astragalus
adsurgens distribute in the leeward slope of semi-fixed sandy land and shady slope of fixed sandy land with an area of

3 387.56 km?. Ulmus pumila and Populus trees are mostly suitable for the eastern region because of the influence of

the southern Daxingan Mountains and the northern Yanshan Mountains.
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Fig. 1 Study area map and sample distribution points
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Fig. 2 Sketch map of land type and plant distribution points in the study area
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T ZRAE 1) AUC {HHR = 0. 900 , & W] A5 7R 485 41 2%
FIR BN T AR E L 0y bR 2 I 3h D A ) RE )
2B i AUCE 2 0. 883, [ % vb HuAE H 7F 7% B 311
R AUC B9 0. 895, 1 A 0 S50 L 4

FRAE 29 D EREE PN - X 2% 26 A= B Al W) BE 9 o0 A
OTTHR B AE H 3 Tk i A PR A T R I 2k
£ AUCH LR 3. AF &K = FBUR 4 1 b A 4
FoE & o0 A BB 1 2 2 DTk DA B R 5 e 4% A 0 2
RIRE W RE R 00 FE R . DB sl v HuAs ) 1 % 0
A A TR Ay 51, A 357 | K L (34 5 %6) RINBLIR (17. 8 %6)
eI IS T S o9 e S ) R AN S i A% N
T 32 i LA OB b A ) T 1) e K TR S R 43 31
b - HERG + (34. 0%0) I (33, 7%0) il b 3%
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+ 43 pH(KCD (23. 5% f1 22. 8 %) . #& &) UL, % %
63K v Vb M AE )AL DR R K I R B R TR AR

x®2

R K B BRI L AR L 3R 3 pH(KCD L KR T 48
BEVRASE DL M 3 kG A

BERTIIBAEEEERBILS

Table 2 Summary of different community types in Hunshandake sandy land

AR

Habitat type

FEAS

Sample size

R

Dominant species

e A Fop

Companion species

K Agriophyllum squarrosum

2P Leymus chinensis \ 5 Digitaria sanguinalis . B 58

Corispermum hyssopi folium

I -
MUY 52
WA WEF Salsola collina MR Setaria viridis . B 5% . ~F ¥ Carex duriuscula vk
! Agropyron cristatum VR BT
REFATEL Cleistogenes squarrosa  ZeWg 3% Potentilla chinensis B} 2 Allium fistulosum . %5
VK 22 Bassia dasyphylla, $| % . # T Carpesium
m abrotanoides \ & ¥ Carex A6 E 5 Medicago ruthenica VK
41 e s e
e 20 LR
W% Salsola ruthenica b #E Psammochloa wvillosa. X 43 3 Polygonum
divaricatum U8 Artemisia desertorum ) &5 bk
T3 Calamagrostis epigeios VhE L X 43R
WMl Salix gordejevii FHE T UE X E
PO Elymus dahuricus W . X8 T 5 Carex rigescens, 3i [ % F Stipa
m krylovii i 2+ 5
56
A [ U ¥ 5% Caragana korshinskii B &F it 25 ME Thermopsis lanceolata . A, & % Saussurea
japonica I fE R
%5 Hedysarum mongolicum ¥ E K. K, M & Artemisia capillaris, fi| &
Chenopodium aristatum
e B T B ¥ B Artemisia frigida V16 F Ferula bungeana . b %,
Allium mongolicum \JEWAE. Thalictrum aquilegi folium |
K2 F B 5 Potentilla chinensis. K #i it Kochia
prostrata JE B Artemisia scoparia 3P
Vb WK Acalypha venetum & W J& B3 Vi
I+ 47 4 FEM KT Pelargonium graveolens J& B3 A6 EH 15 Ml
%
I\l g3
—— Yo B T 8 BT R

YOMI Salix cheilophila + 1%
Y ETIE Astragalus adsurgens

i Ulmus pumila + Wi

1 F S Pinus sylvestris + V>l

Gk 4 Spiraea salicifolia JEBIE K L H 15 3L
P B R B 25 k2

MR RS IR P B UK RS TR U

BEL.E W K E Agropyron desertorum . 41

Tamarix ramosissima

WIZE AETE 4 L Erodium stephanianum K &L
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SRR FEAS & P A Fh
Habitat type  Sample size Dominant species Companion species
LTEAE Trollius chinensis B TR

Wit Sanguisorba of ficinalis

AW Equisetum hyemale | J5 ¥y W B AE 5K Melilotus
of ficinalis . K ¥ Leontopodium leontopodioides . ¥ 4,
% B 3% Potentilla [
grandi florus AL T8

anserina Platycodon

v
53
[z S35 Phragmites australis BE T . A Tararacum mongolicum . Z5 B 3¢ |
W ¥ 5 Glaux maritima., ¥ . H % Glycyrrhiza
uralensis .35 & Iris tectorum
Bl Saliz cheilophila Pt EAE B4 R
K 3 & Triglochin palustre LR W
i W Populus K& Stipa grandis SR H |
57
Mt i G SR A T N A Y

®3 ETERN 29 AMHIEEF X Maxent AR E X ESEYHESHTHER AUC E

Table 3

plant community distribution of different habitat types based on knife-cutting method

Contribution and AUC value of 29 environmental factors to Maxent model for simulating

s i 3 ASFEE T by &Y AUC 1§
RETE 2 A - o .
Community type The top three Contribution AUC
environmental factors rate value
AR A RS A 34.010 9 0.916
TS U A Y R SRR K 22.284 0
= 10.908 8
AEHREK & 34.476 9 0. 883
U B Vb b Al ) B TR TR 17.756 4
KRAAE 6.927 6
e 1wy 33.742 1 0.915
2 i 5 Vb b Al ) B TR AE B REIK 30.915 4
KT 5.389 2
SRR K 28.503 8 0. 895
[ 5 v i A 0 A o 18.790 2
KT 15.527 8
AR 26.465 3 0. 940
T2 b AT ) A M 3% 3 pH(KCD 23.503 1
KA THEE 14.419 1
Mo 3% 438 pH(KCD 22.842 8 0. 907
AR AE ) B 95 AR B REK & 18.028 4
A 14.758 6
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2.2.2

BREABHYEZ S NE TSN
Wb 45 28 A 358 A8 W B VK o A AE R - B

AR A

il & kAT B Ak 23 Hr . A B PR B IR 69 3 R Y

(F D,

IF 3 RRCAT [ K B A A g 1) P L 3

R4 BEEBHYBHERERNFEESHEZRTHE

Table 4 Scope of suitability lements for environmental factors of plant communities in different habitat types

B » AR P

Ju #l Range
W F
Environmental variable T H WL RV [ 5 0 Yz M b AE )
T RE iRy Liira THYIRE % Wy 7 7 T ) 7V gl

AR K i /mm 270~358 275~375 315~425 310~450 280~370 322~448
R/ (d » °C) 2 030~2 560 2 040~2 480 1 660~2 350 1400~2 300 2 150~2 550 1 400~2 420
TeFEW/d 105~150 105~138 102~130 90~132 110~140 85~128
K #2>>10.0 mm H%/d 5.6~11.9 6.2~12.5 7.5~13.3 8.2~13.5 7.0~11.4 7.6~13.4
Hb T L/ °C 3.0~7.1 3.0~9.0 3.0~9.0 3.0~10 3.0~9.5 3.0~9.0
A X 1 50.7~59.8  49.0~59.6 49.0~61.0 52.3~62.0 49.0~59.5  49.0~62.0
K / (m/s) 2.9~4.0 1.6~3.9 2.0~3.6 1.4~3.8 2.4~4.0 1.6~3.7
RS/ C —6.0~—1.2 —5.7~2.0 —6.0~2.0 —6.0~3.0 —6.0~3.0 —6.0~3.0
I E AR/ C 7.0~11.9 7.0~15.5 8.0~14.0 8.0~15.0 8.0~16.0 7.5~15.0
KKK JE/Pa 858~960 860~905 848~910 845~886 862~940 848~918
SRR/ C 1.1~5.1 1.2~8.0 0.0~8.0 1.0~9.0 1.0~9.0 1.0~9.0
H &I %% /h 2 940~3 100 2 910~3 105 2 730~3 070 2 890~3 010 2 920~3 150 2 750~3 150
et Y5 4.7~9.3 4.6~8.5 4.4~7.0 4.6~6.2 4.9~7.4 4.3~6.7
AEZR K it/ mm 1560~2 300 1575~2205 1500~2200 1500~2 150 1560~2 300 1580~2 175
b R+ A/ Y 17.8~32.0  10.0~32.0  0.0~21.0  10.0~23.9  16.2~32.0 0.0~27.0
0.30 m +HERs + &/ % 20.0~34.0 15.0~34.0  2.0~24.0  17.2~24.1 18.0~34.0 0.0~27.0
0.60 m +HeRh + &5/ % 19.5~34.0  12.0~33.0  0.0~23.0  16.2~23.8 17.0~34.0 0.0~26.0
MR+ IR A e/ 9.8~20.0 9.5~21.0 7.0~37.5  10.2~45.0 11.0~50.0  14.0~50.0
(cmol/kg)
0.15 m T HE F X H s 10.5~17. 5.0~18.0 5.0~40.0 8.0~45.0  12.5~45.0  14.0~45.0
(cmol/kg)
0.30 m 3 fH & T3 e it/ 11.0~17.8  10.0~40.0 5.0~40.0 10.0~45.0  13.0~45.0 14.0~45.0
(cmol/kg)
M3 1358 pH(KCD 5.9~7.1 6.0~7.3 5.9~6.8 5.0~6.8 5.6~6.7 0.0~6. 4
0.05 m + 3 pH(KCD 6.1~7.2 6.1~7.1 5.8~6.9 5.0~6.8 5.8~6.7 0.0~6.3
0.15 m + 3 pH(KCD 6.1~7.3 6.1~7.1 5.8~6.9 5.0~6.7 5.8~6.7 0.0~6.5
0.30 m + 3 pH(KCD 6.3~7.5 6.3~7.3 6.1~7.2 5.5~7.1 5.6~6.9 0.0~6.7
0.60 m + 3 pH(KCD 6.3~7.8 6.4~7.3 5.9~8.0 5.4~7.3 5.6~7.1 0.0~6.9
1.00 m + 4 pH(KCD 6.6~7.8 6.5~7.7 6.2~8.0 5.5~7.5 5.8~7.1 0.0~7.1
E R/ m 1190~1380 1210~1450 1260~1650 1295~1560 1190~1350 1205~1 620
YeREE/ () 0~10 0~25 0~40 0~16.5 0~12 0~22
ey /() 0~360 10~360 0~200 320~360 0~360 0~350 0~355
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HEFEIK 350~450 mm, PEILHE K 250~300 mm, 7E
G T D3 VD i B [ R v b A AR 4 B R G
AR I K it 1A SR S A T G 05 T 2 R A R E T
b AR A A G R 1 5 SR e A L R I 3l AN i B 1
HIAR W) BEVE D82, N 2 030~2 560 (d « °C) J /b %]
1400~2 300 (d « °C) ;7 - HEJ 1, X £ HER + &
AT RM 17.8% ~32.0% F Wi = 10.0% ~
23.9% X + HEPH B 7 A R W R N 9.8 ~
20. 0 cmol/kg Z Wi % & 10. 2~45. 0 cmol/kg, X}
+ 3 pH(KCD R M 5. 9~7. 1 &% 5.0~6. 8; 7F
OB b 3 RE 5 T BR T2 [ VD b A ) B I O N
A0° LA I AR W s 8 AL A A ) K 238 ‘' 25°
DA DX 3 1) b B T 2 [ v b A P B R S IS R

N K Agriophyllum squarrosum
B Salsola collina

-

Suitable area

I:l AIEEIX

Unsuitable area

01530 60 90 120
N s

40 Salix cheilophila

5% Hedysarum mongolicum

VHFTIE Astraga

adsurgens

PR

FEFHS Pinus sylvestris

TE XU AR K, At v i 2% R 1 A ) T R TE A5 B 1)
WA A, @543 3, B LK X i sh v 2
[ 2 > Ml 1) A 400 1) 43 A R B e e PR . T I A
P RE T R B K B ) 5 5K IE AN A% (280~ 370 mm)
{E T FRIR 9 5 SR 2t A X A8 (2 150~2 550 (d » “C)),
H 3RS+ & 8 (16, 290 ~32. 0%0) LU M PHES F 38 e
1 (11~50 cmol/kg) fii i . AR HHL 9 B 75 D) XoF [ 7K
TR JE A 2 B P R K (322 ~448 mm) , X
4y THI e 2R AR X 38 G837
2.2.3 WA IE ERR

HRYER 2 25 BAHYRE U5 B P Rh 2 0 FF 45 28 A B
FW I8 BT PR RO 0 i GIS MIAR B in 45 3] 4% AR 97 1)
AR (B 4) . KR 1. 3.5 (9 Vb MR 43 Tk 48

HI3% Salsola ruthenica
FEFRFEL Cleistogenes squarrosa

it Ulmus pumila

TR A4 Triglochin palustre
Hoffi Sanguisorba fficinalis

B4 DMFEYHERHEXEE(TH)

Fig. 4 Regional map of suitability of main species in sandy land (example)
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B 5355 9, 2 0 X3k 38 B M 4R =0, 30 (1 VD
A8 B DX 1 €83 43 Jhy 3 P 4 520, 30 IR IR
X, sl ) U 2 43 A T OE 8 AR 8 v
AR A PP oK B SR T Bl VD M 1) SE B AR )
LKA ) B 7 10 B R L TT R BIE S XK 43 b X
A, A5 A 7K R X A 20 19 T W R 7 O X, 3
X FUA 9 463,53 km® . 24 sl V0 M i B V5 28 ALK
B3 R VA — 4 A2 RO R L SR 0 e Vs LA R DL 2 4R R
FA S AL S ) R T 1) G R 3 RS B R R
T AR TEBR T 3h U0 b 22 A B Vb b, I 300 A 0 4
A B o A6 FE [ Y b, B B X T R
8 551. 13 km?®, i BF 5% X TRTFR A4 83. 98 %,

T2 M 22 43 A 1 I W P b 2 A 3 DX e B
Sl P 0 ) A 26 1 22 53 A T O R A 9T L3 R AR
i HLAE Fr 18] 78 73 33 H 7K b BE AT /0N 1o B 40 A 5
i KA &R AR VAR ) B, 38 B IX T AR 761, 17
km? , (G HFSY X E AR 7. 48% ., VU VR A v Rk
T-IEFITE AT 3 (Stipa krylovii) 55 , 20 3 LR 2 5 AR
e

1E e O AR I B s 2R R R A . 2 [
SE VD 0 XU B AN A KA T I 22 A K EE

[ 778t Administrative boundary
I #E9% Building

I #Ht Cultivated land
| ] 7K I, Waters

B K H: % Ophiopogon japonicus
B 346 Radix officinalis

[ ¥ Radix officinalis

[ fi# Poplar

[ 1 #7% Caragana

[ #%¢ Hedysarum mongolicum
[ #13% Acanthopanax

[ 4 Reed

[ ] BEF#4 Scotch pine

[ 2240 Black willow

[ BEBaF25 Cleistogenes squarrosa
I 5 4THE Astragalus

,—| % Mausa

- bk Sammy

[ #5hy Salix flavida

[ epiie Elymus dahurian

[ #%E:3% Salsola collina

Py 5% A SE FNUD T HEJE A ) 2% LAVAT 32 b 22 53 A7 1) B
Bl A R A S X AU 4 571,89 km”, fy
5% X TR 44. 90 %6 . [ 52 V0 Fr BH 3k A 4 4 B 3
AR 7 R S R R B A TR 2
8 169. 33 km” , i 7% X T ALY 80. 23 %6 5 [ 3k Al
B TR VE ARSI 53 A A T 2 VE AR BN U A AR
B R ISVE NG ) T 80 L Y0 A S R B MR TR
L E T X TE A R 3 387,56 km® ., 5 A5 IX A Y
33.27% . SRR A M LRV HE VK (Agropyron
desertorum) 5, FA ks B X EAR N 3 826. 17 km?,
H IS X RTRR A 37.58% . M AETR AR A5 FL T AR IX
ISR IX A 1819, 45 ke, (S HFSY X AR 17.87 %,

45 GIS 23 1) 40 A1 H2 AR 5 i 53 IX 38 3 550 L
Hiy T A5 T M SR D) R A% S WA A 1 X3 T DA
B0 8 s L 78 XA 2 () b X A B0 A B 33 BT S R
FTHEWE R (B 5) . LLUIE 8  S A R SR 3N
1) o 23 3 X358 43 A V0 M | 537 DA B 3 R R AR AR
Kbk B3 N E MR T RS0 iy, w3
@ TUAP R T3 VD FTHE Rl Ry Se S I Hb T AR
A 7K A2 AR 3555 AR DR SR L B AT 4% b 2 HE
AH R 1) 40 b 30 A7 AR Bl Mk 2 R A

0 10 20 30 40
N .
5

m

Es FEEEIHBEYERES R
Fig. 5 Suitability distribution of site plants in Zhenglanqi

3 Hit 5wt

ASBIF T 38 3 0 A a5 R A RS R L
= RN B R B B KA R GIS 25 [8] 73 By
FARTE 30 m 23 i) ROBE BT 9% 35 3K 9 U0 b 1E E

ML DX A 9 B A ECPE e A . iRl ROC #h 48, 4> #i
XA AUC {H Y 0. 883, 22 HH 12 45 70 15 0 25 5 5
. S5 ET S8 — 0, T T X I8 v 4 A

oy l22]
o
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T8 58 U ML T N 52T B bk B T R D e
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Uit » J T 5 2 B D X K RS R A B
VR BN C RN S i B RN S E il
TR DX PG RS A A58 3R W1, K B DR 32 DX A 4
VAP RREW . FEAR WS BT K 1 v X
T35 35 70 U b R ) O TR B AR Y R AR B K
PO R R R R pH(KCD CRRTRE VR
AR LA R 3 4 R, - 3 i HC AR 2 R K S
R EZ BTk 13X 5 ATE R IS0 45 SR e A —
B R WK B T X Vb b AR W o A A R B
Moo AR R T R XA S RS
FY S A B PR . FEASWT S . DI 3 7D
I[85 0 3t B AR A 7 o A 2 K Y 75 SR BN I
B % R B R SR X A ARl — AR A T A
Se R RE v B B 2 7 0 ROIR AR VD R AR Y
B. 4 Volder %5l Rockin % B 5% 25 R AHAL
WK i R RE VR AR S A M i R N 1. JF R
ek A 728 A A 9 A 28 TR R PR U L TR R R B T R IX
AR oA 2o DR s 82 R 5 Js 4 KRR K B A
A M TS T R XA S RRRRE .

TE V5 35 35 58 U0 Hb I 20 70 4 1) [ 7 V0 3 1 1) 35
{UPR s AR /R 3 R K A S e S L S 2
Zifyia TR LR T BB I . 1
FH g 7~ 52 4 it DAy SRR B AR i WA R % B 8 1 )
R E AR BT REOR Y 3R 0 B AT AR O
W T IEORIERE TT RO FE 5 . AW 5E P BEE VD ML 1938 28
% » 0 g 45 2 20 5 Al AR G B e e —
BT E IR W G X P 5l PR AR DR v i ) v
b P T GE U0l [ D 3 A il Y 3 SO [ 2K R A
i K A HERY IR A DT L VD B A [ B R v o
L5 K 0 B AL A4S B B L A W) Bl 26 B 225 Zhang
SO 1 A 43 BT 3 W1 B 1 B D b AR Bk A
A BEF AR WK AT, + BB 1 S s £ 0
Ji R B W . TR R P 45 U AR R 2R A, X R
P 37 R AT B 37 R DR RLE P AR b LA
R ST s XU Bl L2 U Sl v M R AT U R D A K
S AR AELA B ABHL VD 38 i 7 70 et AR5 3o [ 2 A
4 [ 72 0 AR TP [ 038 EL AR A R S R
BRI LA TR Rk R Y A S R G
R R 7 R TR K A L R ok — A 0 VD AR T
JRE NI IX R A 25 B 5 B4 T FE il

e 38 B 2 ) 3 A B F 5 R a2 i
A SRR ) AR A 2R 2 T 3R W 0 A K
i o FERRRAS S E B4 TE B 1 L 0 A 0 S A 9 R L

FR AR T5 10 2 A7 A DL T AL R A 2 4 b s P73
A RRADL 5 2R 5 o) 11 O B PR 2R L [ I AR B O B R
TAZR MM A SR IR 7 B 75 1B ]
S A MR S A = LA B N 286 90 3l 25 LA 36 5 [H 5
BORZNE T 52 V28 O HUE ST B AR o S
o S 2541 AT RE I ISR BT 2 DR Ik S 3R 85 I 1
NS AP RN AR S SUNE & (IS
Xt SR B a0 A R A B A S BRI ER 35 [R5 14 23 A
XA R 3 A I T A — 2B B
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