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A Study on Species Disposition of Restoring Keteleeria evelyniana Community
on the Phosphorus Mining Abandoned Land in Fuxianhu Basin

ZHAO Min-hui', YANG Lipan®, YANG Zhong-bao', WANG Yue'
(1. College of Resources and Environment, Yuxi Normal University, Yuxi,Yunnan 653100, China;

2. Yunnan University of Traditional Chinese Medicine , Kunming 650500, China)

Abstract: Based on a field sample survey on vegetation community by using the method of France-Sweden
school, this paper analyzed the structural characteristics and species status in the Keteleeria evel yniana com-
munity with abundant species in the phosphorus mineral region in Fuxianhu basin. A reasonable species dis-
position plan was proposed for the abandoned phosphate mining area based on the dominance species in
Keteleeria evel yniana community, such as Keteleeria evelyniana , Castanopsis delavayi, Lithocarpus deal-
batus of arborous layer, Ternstroemia gymnanthera, Rosa longicuspis of shrub layer besides Ficus ticoua ,
Pueraria lobata , Erianthus rockii Keng » Cynodon dactylon which are local species with strong resistance. It
is expected that the restored Keteleeria evelyniana community should be an abundant species with a rational
community structure and a stable ecological system as well as restoring the ecological service function of the
mining as soon as possible.

Key words: vegetation rehabilitation; Keteleeria evelyniana community; species disposition; phosphorus-

mined wasted-land; Fuxianhu basin
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