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Abstract

It is of great significance to establish and improve the functional evaluation method for soil and
water conservation of forest ecosystem with clear indicators and practical operation for risk iden-
tification and prevention of forest soil and water loss. Taking the main secondary forest types in
the hills in the north of Jiangsu Province as the research object, 12 indexes, such as richness index,
canopy closure, canopy interception rate, litter layer thickness, litter decomposition rate, litter
maximum capacity, soil bulk density, organic matter, soil water stability aggregate, soil capillary
capacity, soil permeability stability rate and soil erosion resistance index, were selected to con-
struct the soil and water conservation function ability to evaluate the system. Combined with the
measured data, the effect of soil and water conservation of each stand type in this area was eva-
luated by using the weighted comprehensive method. The results showed that the order of soil
and water conservation function evaluation of six forest types was: miscellaneous forest
(0.7327) > Robinia forest (0.6902) > Quercus forest (0.6001) > black pine forest (0.5869) > Pinus
koraiensis forest (0.4285) > Platycladus orientalis forest (0.2670).
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1. 5|8

MR ES RGN T, HEZIRER IR PREFK AR, AR IK L OREF
DR RO . B IEVE YDA T 36X 3 AMERERTERII[1]. MR RUK LR K7 RE
FIBIE I 3 B h - HARMOK SO IR ERFF AN T THI[2], BEHE AR £ ORFFHLERBE AR, Ik
[El A AR PF 2 223 2 R 2 AR 1A R0 AR MR AR K - ARFF DI REEAT VPO [3]-[9- (HAZ, T REMa R
RUK B RFFDREMA S T8 L, AP SRBUESA A EAAAE— € WXE, S EUE I ARMoK
S ORREDIBEDL 25 77 AT FAR AN FE[ 1010 € BALHF FEIRDHR 1 FEBE XN TARAE SR 57K L AR FFHLER 55
o, T AR R TR R EE BRI M EM LI E S AL HR A ALIR, EEE
PRI SN 2 AR MOK R RFEDREVEAN 7 ik EAE T s e S, IR IIIR IR AR L R X =
TR TENS G, X i X 3 ZAR I R AR L ORFF D REEAT VRO, DU SR MR I R
HRRMRESE,

2. HREXER

VLI AEAAC L Fefg XA VLR8P AR AL A PE LR, PR B A 116°22'~19°48'E, 33°43'~35°07/,
A8 EE S HEE RIS = Gl SR BE L, J5 38 2040 TAR M B A SRl fe S 5t & T I iy
ZERAME, RAEEENEER, E TSR 13.1°C~14.3°C, 1 AFHSE-1.2C~0.0C, 7 AR
263 C~7.0°C, itif i <R 41.1°C, Momi R/ -22.6C; F VMK E 847.9~958.9 mm, FZEFK
HHRER 56%, HETHMAL . &M X AR s, mot B8R 3 22 AR DTS g
IRE WA A, FR B W 2R = 2 04 1 SR (R FEH B 4l LA e 1 2 MR, HIRELIE 1
m, RN ENURRAER SRR S, TP s Sy I % XA R ZA IR AE )BTRS 2 AN
B S AMEERAL 1L MEER[11]. Horb, B ARESRIRAM, BARMAMIAIAK, EA12 ik, Wiz
FEPERUIG, HMTFEARBRMERBAELRE, EKEEE, WHRE™E, £ HnZmXm ek L E
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HEHL
3. HRESHEGE

2018 4 6 AR IIX H Bhrm, AR BOE B R M R A AR 2R, BIFETRFARR. BRAAAK.
MIFARR . BRZEIR . ZoARMR ., BRI N B AR FERE L, FEXT 6 Rk 2> 2R FERE LGRS 20 m * 20 m)
A PRI A 7~ T 85 AU A DA SCRFE (R 1 A 1) R A 3 IRE R, #R AR EE 0~20 cm [+

Pty (] S8 5 A5 A ik

Table 1. Survey of 6 stand types in the hilly area of Northern Jiangsu Province
= L OIFHALER LR 6 Fhik sy KB SAE A0 TR

+ M E

it A YE FHRR/em A R EmM b e P AR
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Figure 1. Location of 6 study plots in the hilly area of Northern Jiangsu Province

B 1. I b EMRLL PR IX 6 SREAR MR B IR E

FES BT FEREEEAT RS A M UR (R A Ay Btz S 2k |,
THE YR BEAREL[12]; S TR b AR AT LI E A IAE Stk RE Rt R BEHL BB 2 80
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FET7 10 A, W YA 2 00 SR s 3@ 1A 2 M T b A 70 e PO 0V A A 2R LA R B A B 9 SR A A R R
VIR, V&I 53 fif 26 F AR T VA ) B B AR 6 0 RR SR S P A LU AR 13 TR IR K R TR FHIR
A E , WA TR T4 & AR B A K R K S B KRR R [ 14]: SR - R0R K E 3 bt ik 45
[15]; RAEKKIEN E L IRFIB [ 16]: (£ LIBHUMA BT 7t 1) 26l B, KAt Rk S 240
BN LA B E [17]: R TIENE 138 B8 FeK & LA 18] K H S TR -I IR AR € £
AU, FARNE SR BRI [19]. 356 AT 3RS AH SR (K Ge it F140 HT 7E Excel 2007 F1 SPSS
24.0 AR B

4. VM RESH*

PRI LRI D AR E 2R B E R AMOE 2 R E AR T IR 3 MR E R R 55
BERT S IRIRAKIR L R BN, X 3 MEMEIS SRS RGRFK ERCR MR IE A E EE R
S([20] 7E AT SR ZE ARG (Y JE Atk _E 45 5 BT A RIBEFCSCR e B RE WS AR I 3t S R AR MK LR AF DO REFI 4R A5,
P TR IR T A R R A 3 M R AR AR R R ThRE TN 1A &R

RIERMAES RGHUK ERFFERREL, @ 2RI GV A R, IS RUIBER SExT b K+
RIFDNREAAT VRO o 2T RIS BRI T A 8K R AR FF I RE TN A R R INMR ISR 5, XHZ PP 1A &
FARRR TSSO E SR IR [21]0 IIALZE B BT A X)W F

S:iini(xji) (A1)

AR SAKEARFFREAENE ;. m—PRIERRAEG p— BN IERR § OB x,— P TR bR ¢ f s
s V() — B0V A gk

%WmEﬁmﬁ%ﬁwx%bﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬂﬁﬁ@ﬁ&ﬁwﬁMhCm%%ﬁ "
o HHTZRAIVE A R BRI, PP AME I R/NE[0, 1] 224k

1 x<a
a,—x
Vi(x) =12 a,<x<a, (~302)
min a2_al
0 x>a,

ARQ@H: V() —5 i NPT R 7E (0, @b RS, B x (N, P
V,(x),, B a BAPHEEET x 601 FIRBIE).

0 x<aq
x—a
Vi(x) = L g <x<a, (~33)
min az_al
1 x>a,

ARGV, (x),, — 5§ MR S REL, (0, ol BB, B x (TR, 5 E
Y, (x),,, i @ AR 0 5. TR

5. IR EAREFHRITFAMN
5.1. W iEAREYEER

FERMOK L ORF DI PEAN R PR AR R ) B 2Rtk BERBIER. BtE. KRG HRIENES
PRI [22],  [RIRE 2525 A N B TR PR R AR EAT U e vk o b, BB R AT 1) R
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THabR: HBEEH EAGE RN PR g9 0 R 2, IEFAR TR E EER A X R X, A
MO F Xs PR Z TN TEbR: 2) &M TR HEMZRAE K. RRIEE, Fbxy
WRAT R S R DIRE, RO R R R Xay 2R3 Xs KRR R X NIEEVIRN
PEOIEAR: 3) HIERTHRRR: HIERREK IR R ERIEMI IS . WK DU AR B SHRUK
TR TERE, EHCEIRAE Xy AU X BEFKE Xoo KRMERIRE X0 FEE X, MG
X AIRR VA SRR .

5.2. FMERIENTHRE

S [H N AMEICSCER DA SIE T T 25 SRR B MR 5 R X, R TEEl— M 10.00~90.00
[12]; HBPAFE X, AR E FE — M8 0.10~0.90 [2]; ARTE#ERE % X, AR AL E Fl — M 10.00%~35.00% [6];
THEDZETE Xy D IRR Xy BRFFKE X AT E— /N 0.50~5.00 cm. 1.00~3.00 1.00~9.00 mm
[21]; HIEAE X BHLR Xgn BERKE Xow KERMERIEAE X 0. FBBR X, JUFEE X, AT
Bl — /%A 0.50~2.50 g cm >, 1.00%~5.00%- 25.00%~75.00%. 20.00%~80.00%. 1.00~8.00 mm min '.
30.00%~90.00% [23] [24] [25]. #HE_EaRGEEUAR It /K (R Th 8 & Febr SEME (Bt S8 AR Ta L, %
E VPN FEAR I BB, AR ZA TR TR, BT KL 7558 SPSS 24.0
AR SN TR AR AU E . AP FE bR 1 R BB A E L 2.

Table 2. Upper and lower limit thresholds and weights of water and soil conservation function evaluation indexes

= 2. KRERFFTREITFMNIEAR E T IRBIERNE

0 (K7 ERiEET TR E BRI LA &
FEEREX, 10.00 90.00 0.0685
TR T I AE X, 0.10 0.90 0.0535
Mo X5 (%) 10.00 35.00 0.1080
JATEZIEE X, (cm) 0.50 5.00 0.0735
JHVE AT SRR Xs 1.00 3.00 0.0610
HRFFKE Xe (mm) 1.00 9.00 0.0955
FIERE X, (gem?) 0.50 2.50 0.0605
BHUR Xs (%) 1.00 5.00 0.0785
BERKE Xo (%) 25.00 75.00 0.0860
LT
IKER M F AR X0 (%) 20.00 80.00 0.0945
B R X, (mm min ") 1.00 8.00 0.0935
PUAIREL X2 (%) 30.00 90.00 0.1270

5.3. WEMERRITSENTE

BT B IEIEbR R B 2k 248, HAFIUHR AR S ALE ) & A R, i 40 i 2% PR 4R AR 0 5 2 EE
BRI, Tovk EHE X S bR B AT A B LR . DU R SR B VPN R ARE FH R BT 43 R Bk AT B afE
PRAEALALER,  RIFH VAN 48R bR SSIE S BT PR BB A LE S B ARPF A I TC R TT ik . AL IR BB AR
I EREIX 6 Fbk 7> SR K L ARFF DI RE S PPN T AR 0 — AL BN T . 45538 2 &P Fa AR 10 1 R BRI
18, MFIAFEVEFEFR 2 8L PP 0 bR B0 302 1A 30G3) 70 T 5 B AR R AR T B (R 3).
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Table 3. Scoring values of soil and water conservation function evaluation indexes of 6 forest types

= 3. 6 MRk 5 FEBUK T RIFTREITMN e ARH0ITE DB

WA TR bR VINVNIN VNN LGRS FREA FAR IR

i Eiz0 ¢ 0.3586 0.4114 0.3889 0.5009 0.7320 0.6496

AR A TEX, 0.3890 0.3385 0.4040 0.2231 0.4662 0.1317

MR B X 0.7405 0.6837 0.6137 0.8113 0.9213 0.7550
JHTE) 2R X 0.2942 0.3915 0.2455 0.5205 0.2769 0.4334
P& 53 % X 0.5287 0.4960 0.0526 0.3735 0.1765 0.5500
JEIVE PR 7K B X 0.6850 0.9482 0.7820 0.8388 0.8678 0.7271
A EX, 0.4733 0.0825 0.2435 0.1454 0.4411 0.3515
TG LR X 0.6518 0.4356 0.3508 0.5177 0.4859 0.3323
HIEBE K EX, 0.8340 0.8071 0.6941 0.5762 0.9400 0.7608
s KRR B R A X 0.6654 0.5833 0.9511 0.8900 0.5732 0.7749
TR B EX 0.7439 0.9264 0.6473 0.7127 0.8243 0.8018
g R HX 0.9030 0.8466 0.7948 0.8016 0.6981 0.8942

54. TMMERS 5

TR Z(0~20 cm) @& LIEE DL EOK LIRFF IR BT, X LR E M SR E . AR KL
TREFMINLEE R, BB ME R EDEM TR E 3 AN ZEHRIEFN K LRFEIIRE. 6 Fibk 2k
RUK L ARFETHREVPAN 48 br 10 e (o S L% 4. MRAE 25 Fa AR IR E DL R R I 28 BU0F 3 bR BT 485 25 A
R T 5 S VP PR AR PR AME R 3), Seais FIINALZE EEAR 3] 6 Fibk oy FEBUK T ORFE D BE VT4
{8, BIVETRIEEAC L pE X 6 bk 7y SR ALK L AR FF DI REVEAN 45 R W42 50 RFEARI/K - ORFF D REVEANH S
RN DL A7 PEAR 73 AR K R AR RO e R0 5 AMEESR[22]: 58R(0.8~1.0) HR38(0.6~0.8) H5%

(0.4~0.6)~ #55(0.2~0.4). §5(0.0~0.2).

Table 4. Measured value or calculated value (average value) of soil and water conservation function evaluation index of 6

forest types

= 4. 6 MR 5 FEBUK T RIFTIREVFAN TEAR BN E E ST BECTE)

ERAEE FRIARK BN AN LGRS WRAH FeAM ALK
FEERIX 46.35 39.18 23.74 61.50 72.81 67.24
A A FEX S 0.70 0.65 0.55 0.80 0.60 0.50
IS X (%) 17.51 19.77 16.62 24.83 28.05 25.69
TTEDE R X, (cm) 229 276 1.95 3.68 4.87 450
THIEW I B2 Xs 2.11 2.40 1.92 2.57 2.95 2.78
B KFFKE X, (mm) 4.55 4.90 3.36 6.41 7.03 6.65
TR EX; (gem™) 1.19 1.22 1.21 1.25 1.23 1.26
LIRE N X (%) 2.18 2.17 1.92 2.21 1.89 2.36
BERKEX (%) 49.08 48.29 48.42 46.16 47.73 44.85
IR E A R AR X 10 (%) 68.34 71.71 63.52 70.65 78.49 74.65
B EX), (mm min") 1.78 2.23 1.48 3.09 4.12 3.54
LIRHIEHX 2 (%) 54.05 63.40 51.50 71.80 80.65 77.15
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Table 5. Evaluation results of soil and water conservation function of 6 forest types

5. 6 MRS FEBUK T RIFTREITFINEER

LB R DRV VYN UEERN RIS ZRA HUBLAR
IhRe PN ES 0.4285 0.5869 0.2670 0.6001 0.7327 0.6902
RPN R g g B LGl B B
PR LR 5 4 6 3 1 2

HI3% 5 TR 6 MR RAUK L ORFFIIREVEIT GO RHEF 9. R > RUBRAK > BREMR > SRR >
IRFARR > DAEAR. EBFFEIX 6 Fibk 7 R RK - OREFDIREVEAN HEF obr, R BRI ARCRARBR S R AIER
FMOBIK L ARFF D REBEAA LA T4 M ARCRFAMR S ZRFAMRAAEAR), 3 v i ] i AR R B HH 5 7K
LORFFIIRE, FERDIE A A B 2 R IREE ), M AL R AT RO B, T RVEY R R
IR E (7 RF) MK R X B AR, R T2 RE U6 it 8 KK 7, HLIH RSB o0 gt Je 7 A v - 4
AHUFRANTR I LR AT CACAE Ay, HEsR I 3R K RE D AMBPERE, HAIRPURRE ) B . &
HMOK L ORFFDIRERAR, X2 T AT IR, FR A 2 A0 L3R B0 57 KR LU 97 1 3342

B JTAR N e .
6. &it5iie
1) ARYE AR S RGO L O PR, MR MOE R . TR L 3 N2, HEE 7K

TARFEDIREVEN FEARAR R, FEXTEEUR 12 ANPET TR AR R FH 26 B VP43 o8 BOdEAT R v AL FIRCEE IR i, G2
IR LR RS T IR B B L FEBE IX 6 FhAR 20 SAK AR FF T BE i R B/ INISUT . Z2AMK(0.7327) > il
PEAR(0.6902) > #RJEHR(0.6001) > EFAM(0.5869) > F-AA#K(0.4285) > MIFIH(0.2670).

2) VPSS RR I, AR K AR EE D AR AR TR AR, IR B TR R b X1 T U S
W bR, B A A S R DL R R G e, MO R IRE K . VR REKBE ST AR
Hh - 358 (1 B K Th g LA K DL i Pk RE#RAE T4 - bk . Z%00F 7045 SRONBRIR R L B B X /K AR BF Th BRI 7T
PROLFEREEE, XHZHL X ARARAE S T REVEAN DLACE MR A B L.

3) MRHLBK EORFEDIRESZ 2 Fh R 2R (U REA, 4 S 700 R v A ) TR B0 bS8 o B 22 (1 M s 56
el JROETE AEIVPN AR DA RAESRE 2 L KA W, DUHBRE R M. SH Y. S, Surtk
MOK LARFEDIREMIVEAN B 2 R 570, SMOiEm GBS RE G R T — P55,

ELmAB
oK B AR #5E42(41201213); TLI3IMTE R 5% - S0 ZUMBHH S F:7 50 H (19XFRS013).
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