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The Influence of Salix Sandy Barrier to Vegetation Restoration in Sandy Region
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(I nstitute of Desert Control, Inner Mongolia Agriculture University, Huhhot 010019, China)

Abstract: V egetat ion dynamic change and species diversity in Batuta were studied with field investigation and statistical analysis.
Analyze vegetation restoration under the influence of Salix sandy barrier deeply. T he result shows species gradually increase.
Agriop hyllum squrrosum and Psammochloa villosa community change Salix Cheilop hila Schniid artifactitious vegetation com-
munity. No species was disappeared in succession. Between the species diversity and the time sandy barrier was positive corre-
lation. So, sandy barrier is key to vegetation restoration.
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