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Abstract: [Objective] The effects of pavement excavation on the root characteristics of four typical plants in
subalpine meadows were analyzed in order to provide references for slope vegetation restoration. [ Methods] Four
common subalpine herbaceous plants, Potentilla fulgens, Anaphalis sinica, Plantago asiatica and Myriactis

nepalensis, were selected as the research objects. The root morphology, physiological characteristics and tensile
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properties of different plants in the disturbed area (fill slope) and undisturbed area were measured, and the
influence of pavement excavation on root characteristics was discussed. [ Results] O After pavement excavation,
the root system of P. asiatica and M. nepalensis became more developed. The root length, root surface area, and
root volume of them increased by 241.97% and 106.97% (p<<0.05), 233.87% and 71.03% (p<<0.05), and
174.52% and 87.07% (p<<0.05), respectively. However, it had a relatively small impact on the P. fulgens and A.
sinica. @ After pavement excavation, the activity of peroxidase (POD) in P. asiatica and M. nepalensis decreased
by 9.81% and 7.23% (p<<0.05) , respectively. The scavenging process of hydrogen peroxide (H,0,) was
blocked, and the content of H,0, increased by 8.33% and 14.71% (p<C0.05), respectively. @ After pavement
excavation, the tensile force, tensile strength and Young’s modulus of single root of plant roots did not change
significantly, And the single root tensile force of P. fulgens and A. sinica was significantly greater than the other
two. [Conclusion] The tolerance and tensile properties to soil disturbance of straight-rooted P. fulgens and A.
sinica green to pavement excavation are stronger than those of fibrous-rooted P. asiatica and M. nepalensis, which
can be preferentially selected in regional slope vegetation restoration.
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Fig.1 Growth status and root morphology of four kinds of plants (at disturbed zone )
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Table 1 Effects of pavement excavation on soil physical and chemical properties

ik R HE/ MG/ SR/ W/ AR/
#unﬂf Aok )Y ﬁi,x DH ff el i, ﬂ,l ﬁxﬁl@'f?fl A ‘1371
+ 5 (gecm %) (gekg ') (g-kg ") (mg+kg ") (mg+kg ')
AP X 44.85+3.06" 0.7940.04" 5.26+0.10° 113.184+15.10° 7.72+0.47 1.3240.20" 98.80+13.52°
X 29.2042.52 1.0240.06° 5.584+0.07" 24.13+£9.02" 1.2440.21° 0.62+£0.09" 95.5349.76°

TE B I hn e s T o ARVNG FEAURA PR T 3 AR P 5 22 53 35 (p<<0.05)

22 EERFENEVRRAESHEIE
20T LUA 38 B T 4206 4 FpiE Y AR 42 G
5o, {H AR K 43 i B om T 53.20%, 25.82%,
241.97% F1106.97 % , M R M A 2 G m 1 42.13%,
21.17%, 233.87% F1 71.03% , #3 4& #4209l 34 m 1
19.58%,19.48% ,174.52% F187.07 % , A AR E 4 | 34
T 73.77% ,17.57% ,139.37% #129.42% , M4y 32 %K

Ay SN T 335.00%,39.90% ,261.31% F133.53% .
SIRE EBIFIZE , SR R T AR
AR R Bl AR oy S B S N, TR AR R A AR K
R 2% TR R R BRI 2 B, TV R B SR A A AR
FAE bR W TG B 3 AR Ak, 3 B T 52 0 P R 2 B R
AT T AR 2R T 255 W /N, % 26 i B 28 el o 5
MK .

K2 ERFEMIAFEDRRAEZSHEE

Table 2 Effects of pavement excavation on root morphology of four kinds of plants
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Table 3 Effects of pavement excavation on physiological characteristics of four kinds of plant roots
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Fig.4 Effects of pavement excavation on single root’s tensile force of four kinds of plants
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Fig.5 Effects of pavement excavation on single root’s tensile strength of four kinds of plants
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