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Analysis of Species Diversity on Forest Community in the
Loess Plateau of North Shaanxi Province

YUE Ming, CUI Yan-tang, WA NG Shuangeng
( Qinling Biodwersity Research Center, Northwest Unwersity, Xi‘an 710069, China)

Abstract: The species diversity of five forest communities of the loess plateau in the north of Shaanxi
province is measured with species diversity index ( Shannon— Wienner index, Margalef” index, Simpson’s
diversity index), evenness index and species richness. The result shows that the species diversity of Populus
davidiana forests is the highest in five forest communities. T he species diversity index and richness index for
different strata is in the following order: herb stratum> shrub stratum> tree stratum. As for the evenness
index, the order is tree stratum< herb stratum, tree stratum< shrub stratum while species diversity of herb
stratum has no significant difference with shrub stratum.
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