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Differences of Population Growth, Reproduction of Limonium and

Soil Moisture Under Different Site Conditions

ZHANG Zhiping"?, LI Changlong'?, LI Delu', GUO Shujiang'
(1. Laboratory of Sand Hazards and Combat Desertification in Gansu Province , Wuwei .

Gansu 733000, China; 2. Gansu Desert Control Research Institute , Lanzhou, Gansu 730070, China)

Abstract: [ Objective | Population growth, reproduction of Limonium and soil moisture were measured to test
the differences under different site conditions in order to improve the management of Limonium planataion.
[ Methods | Four different types of dunes were selected to research the growth, reproduction and moisture of
Limonium. [Results] (1) Limonium growth and reproductive characteristics had significant differences under
different types of sand dune in above ground biomass, height,crown width and density; (2) For all types of
dune, reproductive tillers per plant and flower numbers had significantly correlation; (3) Soil moistures plan-
ted with Limonium in different types of sand dune were different obviously, but no significant differences in
profile were found, and soil moistures among inter-dunes were also insignificant, [ Conclusion] The inter-
dune ground is suitable for Limonium growth in desert habitats.
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