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Research paper

Tree Species Composition and Environmental Gradient
Analysis of a Natural Secondary Forest

on Southern Taihang Mountain

1.3.4)

Hui Zhao,””  Qi-Rui Wang,”  Guo-Hua Song

[ Summary ]

The forest cover rate of Taihang Mountain had dropped from 20~40% (8000 B.C.) to < 5%
(A.D. 1950). Compared to the forest higher up on the mountain, the forest on hilly land of Taihang
Mt. has been seriously destroyed. We investigated 24 quadrats (20X 20 m) in JiYuan City, which
covers typical secondary forests types of southern Taihang Mt. We used a principal components
analysis (PCA) to analyze environmental data and Hellinger pre-transformed species data, and used
the Kaiser-Guttman criterion to decide how many axes are worth representing and displaying on
the basis of the amount of variance explained. Two biplots were produced in scaling 1 (optimal dis-
play of quadrats) and scaling 2 (optimal display of variables). All 13 variables were sorted by their
contributions: elevation > electric conductivity > soil pH > bulk density > pore space > total N >
organic C > topography > moisture content > aspect > slope > soil depth > gravel volume percent.
Ward’s minimum variance clustering results showed that vegetation types varied along elevation
and soil nutrient gradients. Gleditsia microphylla, Quercus baronii, Cotinus coggygria, Quercus
variabilis, and Koelreuteria paniculata were 5 species with the largest contributions among all 31
tree species to community variety. This result agrees with reality as these 5 species were domi-
nant species in 17 quadrats. The species composition has been largely affected by the topographical
gradient, and has been less affected by the nutrient gradient.

Key words: PCA, natural secondary forests, south of Taihang Mountains, gradient, low mountains
and hills.

Zhao H, Wang QR, Song GH. 2017. Tree species composition and environmental gradient analysis
of a natural secondary forest on Southern Taihang mountain. Taiwan J For Sci 32(3):223-35.
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#ZHRH20~40% (8000 B.CHREZIAE5% (A.D.
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PREPIRE AR AR Y —BR B R R SR
M IRAE ~ REEMZ RN ~ WKL HE
W B A R R KR A RS -

Lyt R 4 A B AR R S S 2 B 2 BRI
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al. 2012b) o [L74& i 098 A AE B SR E00
K~ B BCHI AN E - BV R
A SN SEE R E 12 BRE) /7.2 —(Wang et al.
2016) - HEKEMPEEEY LR - LHENE
SIS ~ B~ AR KB R R
TFAERE IEARR » 53— 07T - MY IR SR
TR WMINT DEAERES R HEY
EMAYNEE ~ R KAERYI AR (140
AE - ALURE - BKE) - P EER
FIHEYI4 E(Xu et al. 2011, Wang et al. 2016) °

FEARAT LR A AR AR IR AL vh - 37 % 52
FH AN T T A - B
1L MR (Quercus) B TEE K R i (Wan et
al. 2009) ~ KATILITE By 2 1 1 B vig 4 1
FR(Ru et al. 2006) ~ KT LALE R EARYITE %
BRMERISE B4R YRR E(Liu et al. 2012) ~ &
g B 3 AT 1L 0 R 1R 9 VB A 5 28 (Yang
2005) - FEE B EAERBENFER - T L 2EMH
f5 Y 43 BB R iz O R E B BT R R
BLERBEMIRA{R - Zhang et al. (2008)#%HISOFM
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(principal components analysis) JjiEF%E T A1T
b Bt VIR E V& BRI RS L RF 120 > Liu et al.
(2012b)#£ FIDCAFIRDA (redundancy analysis)
B FERAT 1L B AR W) 2 B 1 B BR S Y B 4
Nie (2006)#£ FHI TWINSPAN (two-way indicator
species analysis)FIDCARFZE 7 A1T LIS By i f6e
REE TRV BUR R - HERY] - BTN
e B R AR R AR PR IR A B A B SRR A 1o Y 2 B (A
e LW RERN AR A BTG B) T 8 (Yang
2005, Song et al. 2011, Liu et al. 2012a) °
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1P At o i e S K > B AL R 4008R S HL -
RPGE 2904 B - L& R - ZrRILEY)
W& R A ST+ )RR R B IR AR IS
WP ~ M BRI 7 FUE KT R AR MR Y
SR 72 B (Wang 20006) © B rb BEATIL B LA
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Lt FEREAHE BB IE E B EE (Yang et al. 1999) »
KEVRAEE - A 2 NS E
B —HEZMHIKEEE(LI 2007) - %
AL M - RO ERIEY &R AR
TR Es - % A R A I T S 0 SO s
B o BB BEVE R 1 — BRI R AR
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al. 2006, Li 2007, FAO et al. 2009) ©
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BIEEE13.4 cm o IS FTA S ER(DBH)>1.0
cm H B >1.5 migkoAR » LERIEH (species
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W (hEAYPIREA$%) (Jin and Yang 2015)
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Fig. 1. PCA biplots of standardized environmental data. Depth, soil depth; Density, soil bulk
density; Pore, soil pore space; Moisture, soil moisture content; Conductivity, soil electric
conductivity; pH, soil pH (H,0); Gravel, soil gravel volume percent; Aspect, 0~360°; Slope,

0~360°; Topography, 1~3.
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S 5E B = (F% A 4E I/ P R R 1Y 4 EE R

F1)*100% (3)
FHEHME A= (BRI PR FE(E RS DBHZ 1/ Bl
ZHEHEDBHAER)*100% 4)
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24800RBIAR » 33 1EAE < RAGHE LA
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Table S1)HHH B AR IR K9 R Bk P 43 4 - 4K
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DFI28 R (scaling 2) B2 i Bt & 2 [&] (distance
biplot) FIFHEH & 57 [El (correlation biplot) » #{%E
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FRAHEH AR 8 (Pearson correlation coefficient)4)
M7 B8R 5 5 BB P i Ay AR B o DUARR 2T
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Table 1. PCA results of the first 10 axes on the correlation matrix of environmental and tree
species data

Environmental data Tree species data

Axis

EV EP CP EV EP CP
PCI 4.5252 0.3481 0.3481 0.1728 0.2117 0.2117
PC2 24219 0.1863 0.5344 0.1424 0.1744 0.3861
PC3 1.6437 0.1264 0.6608 0.1074 0.1316 0.5177
PC4 1.3864 0.1066 0.7674 0.0890 0.1090 0.6267
PC5 10.340 0.0795 0.8469 0.0780 0.0976 0.7243
PC6 0.8627 0.0664 0.9133 0.0467 0.0572 0.7815
PC7 0.3499 0.0269 0.9402 0.0317 0.0389 0.8204
PC8 0.2950 0.0227 0.9629 0.0238 0.0291 0.8495
PC9 0.2827 0.0218 0.9847 0.0222 0.0272 0.8767
PC10 0.1216 0.0094 0.9941 0.0201 0.0247 0.9014

EV, eigenvalue; EP, explained proportion; CP, cumulative proportion.
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Table 2. Correlation analysis between environmental data and the first S principal
components (PCs) of the PCA

PCl1 PC2 PC3 PC4 PC5
Elevation 0.359 -0.814%** 0.182 0.002 -0.066
Aspect -0.276 -0.382 0.153 -0.220 0.765%*
Slope 0.089 0.400 0.480* -0.493* -0.099
Topography 0.354 0.557** 0.109 0.363 0.539**
Soil bulk density -0.896** 0.147 0.138 0.299 0.020
Soil pore space 0.897%*%* -0.140 -0.142 -0.299 -0.012
Soil moisture content 0.707** -0.147 -0.454* 0.277 0.182
Soil electric conductivity 0.713%* 0.573** 0.059 -0.043 0.203
Soil pH (H20) 0.235 0.711** 0.011 0.336 -0.232
Soil gravel volume percent -0.321 -0.116 0.855%* 0.292 0.015
Soil depth 0.028 -0.398 -0.127 0.687** -0.050
Soil total N content 0.812%* -0.257 0.433* 0.107 -0.099
Soil organic C content 0.867*%* -0.089 0.403 0.154 -0.058

* Correlation significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed); ** correlation significance at the 0.01 level

(2-tailed).

0.0 0.5 1.0

PC2

-1.0 -0.5

-1.5

T T T T T T

-15 -10 -05 0.0
PC1

(a) PCA - scaling 1

-0.5 0.0
PC1

(b) PCA - scaling 2

Fig. 2. PCA biplots of the Hellinger pre-transformed tree species data of 24 quadrats ( 1~24)

and 31 tree species (s1~s31).

R~ BRI R - SRS B B
FEILE B ULRAHML > Zhang et al. (2006)#E]LE:
AR RS TR R a R B H
KiE g B - M HAEW O i F B2 i
Y PA B - M o) W M o R ALY - AR R
AR ER R BAE KT IR ~ JLB i B
FEARL Bl rpr B BRI IR 22

PR 7 NBES B R AR AR S - WE R
BN REBR E IR R - AW A H AR
KRR - BB E A 2218 52 5 7 ffi 12
20~45° > FEEASMY T 2MH - R S BRESL AT
BEWR K R PR SR AR IR R - D RIRK
EMEE - FTREEE BB AL - B
5T B B ARHE -



230

Table 3. Species scores of 31 tree species to the principal component 1 (PC1) ~PC6

I — AT IR R R E MR T

Specie Code PC1 PC2 PC3 PC4 PC5 PC6
Bi& Ailanthus altissima sl 0.04 0.01 0.04 -0.04 0.04 0.10
e E R Carpinus turczaninowii s2 -0.14 0.05 0.02 -0.20  -0.46 0.11
R Acer grosseri s3 0.03 0.01 0.10  -0.03 -0.01 -0.13
Hatat Broussonetia papyrifera s4 006 004 000 -001 003 002
WSS Malus honanensis s5 -0.02 0.00 0.02 0.01  -0.06 0.03
At i Quercus aliena s6 -0.04 0.01 0.08 0.01 -0.02 -0.05
B fat Koelreuteria paniculata s7 0.29 0.19 024  -0.11 027  0.19
EEHA Pistacia chinensis s8 -0.02 0.07  -0.01 0.19 -0.03 -0.04
HE Cotinus coggygria s9 -0.61 0.09 -029 -0.18 025 -0.05
&1 Quercus baronii s10 -0.48 0.00 0.27 042  -0.01 0.08
JEiEH Forsythia suspensa sll -0.08 0.03 -0.12 -0.18 0.00 -0.07
TR Swida macrophylla s12 0.14 0.07 0.13  -0.08 0.09 -0.07
EEE=Z/N Euptelea pleiospermum s13 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.00 -0.03 -0.07
VASIEZ/N Abelia biflora sl4 -0.02 0.02 -0.05 -0.04 -0.04 0.00
2N Toxicodendron vernicifluum sl5 0.03 0.01 0.06 -0.03 0.02 -0.07
HhE Pteroceltis tatarinowii sl6 0.07 0.02 0.06 -0.06 0.07 0.17
HLEEWIE  Quercus aliena var. acuteserrata  s17 0.01 0.00 0.02 -0.09 -019  0.09
E< Morus alba s18 0.05 0.02 0.12 -0.04 0.01 -0.09
Lisg s Juglans cathayensis s19 002 005 -003 -008 002 001
5EZ% Morus mongolica var. diabolica s20 -0.02 0.00 -0.02 -0.03 0.01 -0.02
[k Prunus davidiana 21 007 -0.04 004 006 0.10 0.1
142 7 1 Quercus variabilis s22 0.33 0.43 -0.39 029 -0.06 -0.04
6k Rz A Ulmus lamellosa s23 0.04 0.01 0.08 -0.04 0.03  -0.08
IEE Kolkwitzia amabilis s24 -0.03 0.01 -0.05 -0.07 0.03  -0.05
=N Evodia daniellii s25 -0.02 0.00 0.02 0.01 -0.01 -0.01
TR, Acer truncatum s26 0.04 0.03 0.28 -0.01  -0.02 -024
/NEEFISE Fraxinus bungeana s27 0.02 -0.17 -0.04 004 003 002
AEE Zelkova sinica s28 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.00 -0.04 -0.10
2T i) Celtis bungeana s29 0.03 0.01 0.05  -0.03 0.03  -0.02
ISa=d Gleditsia microphylla s30 0.22 -0.69 -0.18 0.09 0.04 -0.01
A Acer davidii s31 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.00 -0.03 -0.07

A RRHIEE R Rk ~ B4 BRI

JeR R © WHRREE

Ja =

FEVE A R R 2 K]

T M RE A TR Y — ME SE1#7 (carbon source-sink
balance) + & E T AR M 58 5B M AU HE R B
il SZMIEEBIRE ~ K ~ Bzt g
| LR E YRR IS R Y B K
Rk — P B &l /7 (second-order drivers) [
WARMARERIIRENB M (Mayor et al. 2017) -
TERE IR AE TP B - BEVE 22 SR B ~ UK ~ B
MR VESE 58 - BT RIS R B L 2 o B A A
AR (Li et al. 2015) « 7EKTTILEI AT

B i H RS 2 B R AR £ 5EEE  PH
AR - AT AP BREIRE ~ 7k ~ B
IR ARAT IR R M 2 R B
B MESRER L > S bR EA
Bt AT v AR A PR o A S B S B
P EE R AR AR R — BRI A PR B By ~ R B LE
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Fig. 3. PCA biplots (scaling 1) of standardized environmental data with overlaid clustering

results for 24 quadrats (1~24).
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Supplementary Table S1. Hellinger-transformed tree species important values of 24 quadrats

Species Ql Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5 Q6 Q7 Q8 Q9 Ql0 QlIl Q12
Ailanthus altissima 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Carpinus turczaninowii 0.00 0.71 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 056 0.73 0.00 0.00 0.00
Acer grosseri 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Broussonetia papyrifera 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Malus honanensis 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 026 0.00 0.00 0.00
Quercus aliena 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Koelreuteria paniculata 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 046 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Pistacia chinensis 032 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.53 0.00
Cotinus coggygria 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 042 040 056 0.00 0.77 0.00 0.63
Quercus baronii 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 050 0.56 0.00 0.63 0.63 080 0.77
Forsythia suspensa 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 030 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Swida macrophylla 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Euptelea pleiospermum 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Abelia biflora 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 037 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Toxicodendron vernicifluum 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Pteroceltis tatarinowii 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Quercus aliena var. acuteserrata 0.00 0.71 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Morus alba 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Juglans cathayensis 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Morus mongolica var. diabolica 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Prunus davidiana 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 042 0.56 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Quercus variabilis 095 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 037 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Ulmus lamellosa 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Kolkwitzia amabilis 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Evodia daniellii 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Acer truncatum 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 027 0.00
Fraxinus bungeana 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 055 038 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Zelkova sinica 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Celtis bungeana 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Gleditsia microphylla 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.83 0.50 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Acer davidii 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Species QI3 Ql4 QI5 Ql6 Q17 QI8 QI9 Q20 Q21 Q22 Q23 Q24
Ailanthus altissima 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 043 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Carpinus turczaninowii 0.00 0.00 024 0.00 021 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.46
Acer grosseri 0.00 0.00 0.00 033 030 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Broussonetia papyrifera 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 043 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Malus honanensis 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Quercus aliena 0.00 0.00 0.58 0.19 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Koelreuteria paniculata 0.00 0.63 0.00 038 000 000 0.56 047 0.00 0.71 0.00 0.00
Pistacia chinensis 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 036 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Cotinus coggygria 0.58 0.00 033 0.00 0.00 0.55 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.76
Quercus baronii 0.00 0.00 0.62 0.00 030 051 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Forsythia suspensa 0.62 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 027
Swida macrophylla 0.00 039 0.00 038 0.00 0.00 0.00 047 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Euptelea pleiospermum 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 030 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Abelia biflora 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Toxicodendron vernicifluum 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.38 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Pteroceltis tatarinowii 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 071 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Quercus aliena var. acuteserrata 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Morus alba 0.00 045 0.00 0.00 030 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Juglans cathayensis 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 043 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.38
Morus mongolica var. diabolica 022 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Prunus davidiana 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Quercus variabilis 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 0.55 0.00 043 1.00 0.71 0.00 0.00
Ulmus lamellosa 0.00 0.00 0.00 047 000 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Kolkwitzia amabilis 049 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Evodia daniellii 0.00 0.00 0.24 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Acer truncatum 0.00 039 024 043 056 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Fraxinus bungeana 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Zelkova sinica 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 043 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Celtis bungeana 0.00 032 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Gleditsia microphylla 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Acer davidii 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 030 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
24 quadrats, Q1~Q24.

Supplementary Figure S1. Environmental data of 24 quadrats

Environmental variable Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5 Q6 Q7 Q8 Q9 Q10 Q11 QI12
Elevation (m) 387 967 310 425 425 521 770 776 1252 947 1016 1010
Aspect (°) 321 350 50 150 335 120 125 5 355 355 170 340
Slope angle (°) 24 21 30 38 35 50 45 25 33 26 36 36
Topography 1 2 3 3 3 3 2 1 1 2 1 1
Bulk density 1.28 1.07 1.08 1.13 1.21 0.84 0.96 1.16 0.86 1.14 1.10 1.19
Pore space (%) 5172 59.49 5931 5738 5524 6822 6389 56.35 67.71 57.10 58.62 5522
Moisture content (%) 0.078 027 0.127 0.117 0.162 0205 0.175 0.158 0.136 0.194 0.103 0.068
Electric conductivity (ms/cm) 21.7 2645 65.05 574 4735 91.4 70 2655 20.1 20.5 16.25 15.4
PH 528 4945 737 7.895 752 7435 7.575 7.59 5.335 6.385 5.55 6.875
Gravel percent (%) 18.67 0.33 0.5 9.5 6 5 5 0 4 14.5 2.5 17
Soil depth (cm) 10 20 8 15 10 8 20 15 15 20 10 15
Total N (%) 024 0468 0476 0205  0.259 0.89 0715 0316  0.728  0.444 0.512 0.654
Organic C (%) 1366  3.304  3.759 1.623 2,67 12427 7.694 1.675 5367  3.925 3.937 3.285
Environmental variable QI3 QI4 QI5 Ql6 QI7 QI8 Q19 Q20 Q21 Q22 Q23 Q4
Elevation (m) 1034 1015 1100 1182 1220 614 680 759 763 632 879 879
Aspect (°) 320 95 300 300 70 165 325 35 320 225 185 20
Slope angle (°) 40 39 40 28 25 25 70 35 38 37 31 42
Topography 2 2 3 3 3 3 2 2 2 3 1 1
Bulk density 0.92 1.12 1.13 0.95 091 1.47 1.20 0.92 1.20 1.32 1.33 1.15
Pore space (%) 65.31 57.83 5747 6429 6584 4460 5467 6524 54.72 50.30 49.71 56.48
Moisture content (%) 0.05  0.116  0.124 0207 0272 0.056 0.084 0.143 0.057  0.038 0.079 0.101
Electric conductivity (ms/cm) 56.85 41.6 2125 57.7  74.55 26.9 46.3 389 4715 26.15 15.4 14.1
PH 5705 7.095 6.845 6915 6.075 6.25 6.64 6.69 5.575 6.39 6.29 6.115
Gravel percent (%) 10 28 11.5 19.5 5 18 16.5 13.5 20.5 17 19 11.5
Soil depth (cm) 10 20 15 15 10 20 10 15 10 8 10 12
Total N (%) 0.564 0913  0.569 128 1255 0377 0.542  1.065 0.587 0.484 0.552 0.496
Organic C (%) 5082 11.158  5.082 14.997 14.061 2011 3876 11.357 5.016 3.775 4.543 3.909
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