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Fig.1 Landscape zoning map of Nanhu wetland
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Table 1 The information of samples in

Nanhu wetland park

X

B

FE A B,
Nanhu Sample ‘r‘ .
) ot N Sample plot information
scenic spot plot No.
A F S0 X 1 N 40°45'32. 00"E 111°39'27. 64"
2 N 40°45'33. 44"E 111°39'39. 30"
3 N 40°45'38. 72"E 111°39'39. 59"
4 N 40°45'23. 94"E 111°38'56. 07"
T b 50X 5 N 40°45'21. 92"E 111°38'36. 79"
6 N 40°45'19. 71"E 111°38'36. 87"
7 N 40°45'24. 90"E 111°38'32. 53"
8 N 40°45'25. 48" E 111°38'35. 88"
el X 9 N 40°45'4. 89"E 111°38'54. 65"
10 N 40°45'3. 47"E 111°38'53. 39"
11 N 40°44'59. 87"E 111°38'58. 90"
12 N 40°44'58. 24"E 111°38'55. 64"
R KOG X 13 N 40°45'8. 27"E 111°38'40. 41
14 N 40°45'2. 50"E 111°38'43. 69
15 N 40°45'17. 64" E 111°38'39. 16
16 N 40°44'58. 65"E 111°38'43. 53
AR X 17 N 40°44'36. 25"E 111°38'22. 72
18 N 40°44'41. 61"E 111°38'55. 07
19 N 40°44'38. 14"E 111°38'32. 28
20 N 40°44'38. 31"E 111°38'47. 29"
XL X 21 N 40°44'39.99"E 111°38'5. 61"
22 N 40°44'38. 80"E 111°38'10. 65"
23 N 40°44'33.14"E 111°38'9. 81"
24 N 40°44'30.11"E 111°38'9. 85"

Ry Fiy m BRELFREA XA R=(S1)/
InN. S Sy ¥y g N Sy Fp A1 SR

Shannon-Wiener ZAEMEFE%: H = — 2 P.InP;,
i—1

Py =n, /NLHA r HYREC N SR AR S
n, L AR AR HOE BORRE 7K 241
B

Pielou ¥ 5] B2 48 % . 2 WEAE ) Fl b A (K B =
Pepl R 5 R RS PR 2 A S I RZ R Z L
E=H/InS,H HY R ZFEHE. S PR gc .
3 R0
3.1 HEMiAEM A

R i 52 b 78 A 0 SR o R T b S B Y 24 A
Jrrh b A7 43 FRE Y. o SR T 19 B 38 Jm
A3 P, Hp R 11 B 14 J&§ 17 F AR 7 B 11
J& 11, B 6 B 15 J& 15 Fh 854 R AR BRARL
RAB ERHEY) I S AW i 2, 3R, 5
J& 5 B, BB 150 s RERBE. 4 JE 5 B b AL
(1 15% s RASEE.8 J& 8 Fh, A B EW 24005 G E.
3@ 4 R b BE 12% . Hrh iR SR g A
MITRARTN 2, 8 PBE A R R T & 0 AR Fh 2 3¢
Z ARAR N FEAREY B Z (LK 2.,

x2 HEAEHMAR
Table 2 The composition of plants
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No. Family Genus  Species
1 B Salicaccac 1 3
2 #i#l Ulmaceae 1 1
3 T Bl Celastraceae 1 1
4 P B} Pinaceae 2 3
5 EM Bl Anacardiaceae 1 1
6 PRl Rosaceae 5 5
7 Al Leguminosae sp 3 4
8 #i1FF Cupressaceae 1 1
9 AKEBEFL Oleaceae 4 5
10 #e KB} Betulales 1 1
11 MR Tamaricaceae 1 1
12 /NEERL Berberidaceae 1 1
13 2 4Bl Caprifoliaceae 1 1
14 KA B} Poaceae 8 8
15 VWHLR} Cyperaceae 2 2
16 T J %R} Lythraceae 1 1
17 Bl Typhaceae 1 1
18 KRR Araceae 1 1
19 fiE 3% R Nymphaeaceae 2 2
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Table 3 The quantitative features of main arbor
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L U 2T v
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24 R ) ) Importance
No. Relative  Relative  Relative
Plants value
density  frequency dominance
1 M0 4,22 8.19 16. 14 9.52
2 T 1.79 5.85 19.53 9.06
3 R 1.72 6. 42 3.59 3.91
4 sk 0.82 1.17 11.27 4.42
5 9 i 2.29 2.34 5.54 3.39
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Table 4 The quantitative features of main shrub

MEXTE ARXE RN R
L, mwm ST mm %
5 B/ % B/ EE/N
24 R . . . Importance
No. Relative  Relative  Relative
Plants value
density  frequency dominance
1 T 2.75 2.92 0.10 1.92
2 gyl 4,40 4,09 0.14 2. 88
3 EREM 12. 88 5.85 0.08 6. 27
4 AN 10. 30 5.26 0.04 5.20
5 i - A 4.19 4.68 0.15 3.01
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The quantitative features of main herb
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s MY

Relative Relative Importance
No. Plants
frequency coverage value
1 4L 2k B 7.02 9.71 8. 37
2 U 2 51 4.68 9.90 7.29
3 [ 1.17 5.61 3.39
4 I 1.17 6.76 3.97
5 JilE 4. 68 10. 59 7.64
6 B 1.17 5.27 3.22
7 i 5 1.17 9.35 5.26
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Fig.2 Community coverage
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Table 6 Diversity indexes in sample
of Nanhu wetland park
4 Margalefl Shannon-Wiener Pielou
HEIrbR > . e . " "
Sample FEEHEE SRS WOERE
Richness Diversity Evenness
plot No.

index index Index
1 1.48 1.38 0.23
2 1.68 2.17 0. 36
3 1.46 1.58 0.26
4 1.58 1.76 0.29
5 1.70 1.98 0.33
6 2.35 2.28 0.38
7 0. 81 0. 80 0.13
8 1. 40 2.12 0.35
9 1. 69 1.68 0.28
10 1.58 1. 48 0.25
11 2.03 2.12 0.35
12 1. 88 1.63 0.27
13 1. 87 1.78 0. 30
14 0. 84 1.18 0. 20
15 0.71 1. 42 0.24
16 0. 80 1.22 0. 20
17 0. 87 1.04 0.17
18 1.58 2.08 0.35
19 1.02 1.55 0. 26
20 1. 64 1.93 0.32
21 1.29 1.75 0.29
22 0.96 1. 66 0.28
23 0.92 1.09 0.18
24 1.52 1. 30 0.22
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Survey on Plant Diversity of Nanhu Wetland Park in Hohhot

WANG Yu-qi.YAN Xiao-yun,ZHANG Ze-yang
(Forestry College of Inner Mongolia Agricultural University, Huhhot,Inner Mongolia 010019)

Abstract; Taking Nanhu wetland of Hohhot as research object, plant species of 24 samples in Nanhu Wetland

Park were investigated with quadrat method. The results showed that there were 19 families 38 genus and 43

species in research area, mainly including family of Poaceae, Rosaceae,Oleaceae and LLeguminosae sp. The plants

with higher important value were Salix matsudana Koidz, Salix babylonica , Tamarix chinensis Lour, Amor-

pha fruticosa Linn, Salix cheilophila , Zoysia japonica Steud, Buchloe dactyloides, Phragmites australis

(Cav.) Trin. ex Steud). The plant community coverage ranged from 0. 15 to 0. 89,54 % plant communities had

good coverage. 24 samples, there was less species of typical wetland it should complement the wetland species,

improve the wetland plant diversity.

Keywords: Hohhot; Nanhu wetland; plant diversity
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