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Fig.1 Information of the Sample Plots

1 REEM RSN

Tab.l  Characteristic of Sample Plots

pH LT L SOC(mg'kg) 4= FTN(gkg) T A7 S A vailable N(mg/kg) ETTP(2/kg)
g 8312003 7.510.17 0.77=0,03 15.38=0.91 0.67+0,02
Tl 8.1220.02 6.72+0.12 0.72+0.02 14.77+0,8% 0.67+0,02

AT FE 43 ) e B S AN T Kb K HAH B TE R AR AR XS IR, BRI e 2 A S B AR S (RS) o TEB AR
T (RF) o A5 33 B AR A T Kt (MS) RTEBA P AR B0 Rk dth (MF) DURN AL TR, 2B ACBEROREL P, MR I8 BE B 303 B P Ak i)
L4y BHE eI 2 (BE B AK0 m; RSO, MSO, RFOAIMFO) FIAEH A gt (BE ZIBA P K5 m; RS5, MS5, RFSFIMES) P~ B 45 25 3t
ATRETT A, FET R/ NT5 emX 15 emX 30 em (X % X i), 3IREE (K2), HIHET2METT .

1.3 LR ES L E

KA IR AE P TARIED, USSR AT SR A SR T AR &5 K /N AHR Oy HE SR BB 97 1E 3B sh ik i, I i b 38 40
BB YRR EE TSR . KRB B KR IS 5% AT RS R AERE i, R ENEE. SRS e R B, R
FERET (hEEs) "L (hEEHRGELES) "R ChESESR R E %Y ", SRR

1.4 i

T IEE Y EEVE 2 AR F Shannon—Wi ener ZREIEFE T E™, AFN:

H = -Zp,l—:}glip;] (1

PSR FIPi e louy SI MR R, ARA:
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KW (@) 0" JAShannon-Wiener ZHEIESREL: PIVERT MR ASEE S FrAT Al NMARUS B LG EPieloud s
VESREG SR

T IEE YRR LR 7> K P Berger-Parker A E R HGT B, AXA:

D = Nyux /N (3)

i Nmax HAE A BBERAMEAE, NSRRI MESL DB erger — ParkerfU#HJEIEEL. D>O. AL ZEEE; 0.01<<D
<0. H W2EHE; D<<0. 0L NHA A 23

AR KRR R E R, 60 CTTHREEE AN TE. RAICANOCO 4. 0FAFXT KR +- I W ievE S5 kit AT
PCAHESY, HEFEURIEAT In (n+ D) ek . ARIE TR MERR, M H et matE. Batak etk e,

K HKolmogorov—Smironoviy S yE e S B I IE AT, SAFEIESSAN, KA ( \/; +0.5 ) AL LT T =S ARG .

BHEFARRTCB AR A H R B SREERVEY R R ML FEAR TH S (independent—sample T test); +3Ez)
YK B ZFEERAEY) R A HK R 07 2 /08T (one-way ANOVA) K536, FHL. S. D ¥kiEAT 4 In £ & b . %di LA
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Fig.2 Diagram of Samples Plots



2 ERE55
2.1 A LA AL R

GG KA LS4 526 1, St HLaER2 5131, FOoKMILARR2 0123 RIE3II8MIs H25%} (K2) . Fr L 4%3)
b, WEEIIER S, SR LSRR I55. 47%; HUCAIH NI, SR LS EE 142, 08%; BRI
WD, MH0.69%. FEBNESNI T i M iR, OOy R B (31.12%) MERGH (12, 24%) . AFEAEF, 1R R
(Lumbricidae) . 8(F} (Formicidae) . %% BW5IA (Moniligastridae) . #i ZWAF} (Geophilellidae) N FH IS BeFl (Japygidae) .
E i 8l (Megascolecidae) « WEER G A} (Grylloidea) « HBIRIAR} (Geophilidae) « KIRIHEl (Anystidae) « JR¥EEl (Lycosidae) « Bk
R} (Salticidae) FEAW WSHE: HARBENHA LH.

%2 IR ERRRBARTIRDYER

Tab.2  Composition of Soil Macrofauna of Farmland in Hilly Area of Central Sichuan Basin

; : y A
I 49 H i T TEEL AT R B (D)
B8 H (Hymenoptera) YWHH Formicidae) 444 396 R
A& H(Diplura) R (Japygidae) 205 202 ++
/NEE B ( Mycetophagidae) 17 16 +
% BN Curculionidae) 0 2 -
&4 B (Coleoptera) U000 5B B Languriidae) 2 2 +
U L B Endomychidae) 4 0 -
B B #(Insecta) a8 diBY(Staphylinidae) 4 2 +
$28% S RN Grylloidea) 29 20 -
E 4 H(Orthoptera) Uk Bl Tetrigoidea) 9 10 +
R 94 B FNGryllotalpoidea) 2 4 *
- A H (Dermaptera) 488 FL(Spongiphoridae) 16 14
FREE ) (Arthropoda) 4 H (Blattoptera) .4 BH Epilampridae) 4 2 =
%34 H (Thysanoptera) ¥ & Y Fl(Phlacothripidae) 2 0 -
ZEEr(Symphyia) 56 H(Symphyla) i Z 35 BN Geophilellidae) 262 292 -—
¥ 44(Malacostraca) % )& H (Isopoda) 5l 1 2 BH(Porcellionidae) 6 4 -
2 #(Diplopoda) 15 % b H (Sphaerotheriida) [ % i Fl(Sphaeropoeidae) 17 10 -
N : 85 H (Scolopendromorpha) $3-%: % (Scolopendridae) 14 4 -
RIESA Ciilopoda) HdR4% H (Geophilomorpha) Hus%82 Tl Geophilidae) 88 84 —
A 1IE H (Prostigmata) KA F(Anystidae) 46 45 —
T4 (Arachnida)  $8% H (Araneae) ;22 H:é:;::::::; ;i :(L -
{44 H (Pseudoscorpionida) ¥#3%%}(Thelyphonidae) 5 6 -
IES FH(Lumbricidae) 576 380 —
HAE V(Anneliday  FEEH(Oligocheta)  J5TLEE B (Opisthopora) %% Vi ¥ Bl Moniligastridae) 379 228 —
B8 #{(Megascolecidae) 189 152 —
g = = : W H (Stvlommatophora) — §i <88 FH Subulinidae) 2 2 -
YAEZ 1 W Moliusca) W12 44(Gasteropoda) IR H (Basommatophora) 88K} Helicinidae) 14 13 B
8540 H 4h R (Lepidoptera larvae) 29 22
®i# A 4 di(Coleoptera larvae) 16 13
& it (Sum) 2513 2012

E: HHFORRB R R AR, +RTEHARR.

2.2 RE YA RA R

B3R KA IR R BE . B ZRERVEY) S LB MR T B kA B p A 1 L. ANEIBATT LA e, 43
YRR L5 B ARIRS FIMS Hh 43 B BA 2 v T o B P AR IIREAIME (F1 , 34 =8.983, P=0.005, F1, 34 =7.093,P=0.012),
KA e W) 25 FE R BUNRSORF (F1, 34=22. 464, P<0. 001) FIMSMF (F1, 34=11. 794, P=0.002; [E3B) . RS. RF. MSHIMFr 115
WZFEMEFR B 2. 24, 1,85, 2. 14H11.95, HRSHIRFZ (A, MSFIMF 2 [] 341k 3 & 3% M 2 5% (F1 , 34 =14. 138, P=0. 001
F1, 34=8.762, P=0.006), TMRSFIMSZIA]\ REFIMFZ [AIAFELE B MEZE 5 (P>0. 05) o KA L3RR W)W [FIRE R BN BT 57 AR I
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Fig.3 Effects of Shelterbelt on Group Number (A), Density (B), Diversity (C) and Biomass (D) of Soil Macrofanua
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2.3 KIS 7] 43 A
2.3.1 KRB E

TEI SR R b P, B sh ) B K AR AR I B P MR e 38 b (RSOFIMSO; B4) o a7 7 K 3 b i 3 sh A~
PR 5L 5 B B 4 AR BE B BT s /b (B4A: F3, 32=10. 238, P<0.001; [E4B: F3, 32=5. 232, P=0.005). [fif{EICHi##k4& HF,
A H A0y (RESFIMES) A4 34 2% (RFOFIMFO) 22 [A] NAF-AE B 2 75 5

F3 Ny WK e W AE BT B B MOz I AR A . T DA M, DR KR L R B 5 SR IR S B o 2 303 4 b
PRESHE TR, HIL 2 FE DR EEA S T B KT (P<0. 05, K3) o MELBFMRA I, B2 i K2 -3 sh W R BN A
1% (RFO. MFO) %5 B KT A b e (RF5. MF5) , {HECZE AR B35 (P>0. 05, K3) o T W WK L3, 88t (Japygidae)
o X WAL (Geophilellidae) « Az[& & Fi Al (Sphaeropoeidae) FBkigkR} (Salticidae) F%E B B 25 B 7 MR RE B A B8 I S 38 0 ka3,
BE A P rp g 25 R T T B %k, IR AT g 5 HL AR oI M S A B s A 5
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Tab.3 Density (individuals/m’) of Major Soil Macrofauna Families in Farmlands

: T T
H(Family) RS0 RSS RFD REFS Fiy 7 MS0 MS3 MFO MES Fiy P
LR
2733(544)a 1578(86.2)b 1936(36.8)b 165.1(7T1L.0% 3915 0017 228.6(80.T)a 1579(56.3)b 1684(64.90b 149247 3)b 3714 0.024
(Formicidae)
AP
146(5.1a  ZLD.T)b 7.5(3.5)b 59(2.4)b 3109 0.04 16.0{6)a 4.2(1)b 33(2)b 5.0(3)b 539 0.004
(Myceraphagidae)
SEEEBH
30004 4 2.4(0.5)c 11.5(3.6)b 7.72.0)b 3416 0.029 18.5(2.6)a 49200 9.9(1.6)b 301 %e 4314 0.009
(Grylloiden)
B
434238 1162(23.1)a 7R3(20.Tlab 1238(493)a 5253 0.0035 B32(194)b 1152(333eb 67.2(13.8)b  94.4(33.7 3.027 0.044
(Jfapygidae)
SERF
T.0(2.1)a 24(0.5)b 39(1.1jab 2.3(0.Tib 3.091 0.045 8.3(4.6) 28(1.0) 4221 3001.1) ns ns
( Tetrigoidea)
AR
6.2i09)ab  10.8(4.2)a 4808)b  63(22ab 3.205 0.037 L6(0.3)b EO(L.Tab  4.8{0.9)ab 9.6(2.60a SN 0.038
{Spangiphoridae)
b )
46.8(5.T)b  1B02(65.10a TIH21R)b 16474350  14.061 <0.001 20002006 212.8(46)a  TEA2AbL  147.2(31b 1879 0.017
{Geaphilellidae)
[EYEEiEs
330007 0.6(0,2) 4717 0.3(0.1) ns ns 3310y LO{1.0) 1.6(0.9) 1.6(0.9) ns ns
{Porceilionidae)
s e 2
4.1(2.4) 973N 5.3(3.00 11.4(4.6) ns ns 1.8(1.0) 5.3(2.1) 1.6(2.4) 6.4(2.1) ns ns
(Sphacropoeidar)
L2 )
12.4(2.T)a 371k 4.1{1.1)b 4.5(1.7h 4211 0011 4.8(1L.1) 1.6(0.4) 1L6(0.7) 00y ns ns
{Searlapendridae)
e
61001 205780  MI05b 2749100 1.714 <0041 60.8(244)a 29.2(7.0)b 49.3(223jb 9917k 3441 0.027
(Geophilidae)
HEs A
17.5(7.00b 34839  157(9.5h  279(Ed)ab 3827 0.019 123286 33.3(7.7)a 16.7(2.6)b  19.4{3.3)ab 3,106 0.037
(Salticidae)
LA
440(6Tm 30500 3B4ETEb 25349 1.751 0.02 25.6(4.9)a 160(73)b 174646 1460550 4677 0.008
(Lveosidae)
BILEEA
B66.6(153, 1)a S92.8(112. )b 37T8.497.60be 195.6(47.3)c  B.268 <0.001 5024(99.9n  292(15.6)b 497.6(43.3)ab 159.2(24.T)b 15475 =<0.001
(Opisthopora)
R
RR(4.0) 4.0(1.8) £.9(4.7) 5.2(2.2) ns ns 3(1) EIHN) 20 213 ns ns
i Helicimidae)
REE S
12.1(6.7} 13.2(5.1) 10.9(3.8) 14.645.6) ns ns 8,7(2.4) 9.6(3.1) 9.9(4.0) 11.5(2.5) ns ns
(Lepidaptera larvae)
Wi S
532 BT(3.5) T.1{4.2) 7.7(5.3) ns ns 4.9(1.7) 6.1(3.6) 5.72I) 6.4(2.9) ns ns

(Cileaptera larvas)

T R AT S A R AR T # R R (P<0.05), nsRAFERAFRE (FR)
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Fe AFENS TR A FERE SIS, P<0.05

2.3.2 KM LY Z RN

PLDR BT TR, AN [RI A FR R TR S Al R B i S AT T K b o B B 25 KT (PLO. 055 3R4) o oA
T S SREE R KA B S AR R (R S 04 MSO), “PHIME SN 10. 33F18. 40, 11 7E 25 B ARG A
FH A gL IRSSANMSS, I EN R H 2 BB BAK T-RSOMIMSO (P<0. 05) o 2448 VR I B §AkINT,  BARAR FH 3L 2 3 sh R Sk
HZ PR m s, (AR REZER (P>0.05: £A4) o B AR B KR - 5eshP) 2 FEMERI R 2 (R4), B
AROmik (RSOFIMSO) ZAEHEFEEL () LR 15 m(RSSAIMSS) o T JERT 37 MR FE R AN [R]85 Ak - 8 3h ) 2 REPEFR B (W) ANAFAE 3

#Z= 5 (P>0.05) .

x4 KBLREHPNERY, SHMEAHOE

Tab.4  Number of Family, Diversity and Evenness of Soil Macrofauna

ALFE # EFEtEn Y 21 HEE)
RS0 10.33(0.62)a 2.37(0.11)a 0,68(0.04)b
RSS5 8.36(0.44)b 211007 b 0.77(0.03)a
RFO 7.56{0.65)bc 1.97(0.13)bc 0.64(0.03)b
RF5 6.33(0.60) 1.74{0.07)c 0.63(0.03)b
Fian 7.85 7.453 4279

P =0.001 0.001 0.012
MS0 8.4000.34)a 2.24(0.08)a 0.76(0.04)
MSS 7.90(0.11)b 2.02(0.09b 0.73(0.02)
MFO T7.10(0.48)be 1.94(0.13)be 0.70(0.02)
MF35 6.40(0.40)c 1.77(0.06)c 0.68(0.04)
Fs 13 3.086 6.048 ns

P 0.039 0.002 ns




2.3.3 KM LWL &

KA Y AW B AR R I LB AR H rp KT R R . R AP Rk, RSy
I KB 2379 HH BLZERSOFIMSO, {H 5 4% B+ gt (RSHHIMSS) 2 (B AAFELE R M ZE 5 (P>0. 05, K5A. B) o T JCBH4F #RA H o B A 77 1]

RSN BB B E 257 (K5) .
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Fig.5 Biomass of Soil Macrofauna(A: Rape Farmland; B: Maize

Farmland)

2.3.4 KT LIESYIThReRE

REErE . AR £ i 3RS R KA BLAERSOAIMSO,  HL B & i T HoAth JLANEE J5 (PO, 05; [B16) » TIEETEB Ak
B, SRR B M AN FE YERFORIRFS . MFOFIMES 2 [A] 22 7 i 35 (P<0. 05) , {HAE P -2 Y 7ERFOFIRFS . MFOFIMES
IR ZE A 3 (P>0. 05) o UL BHIAYEBT 3 AR I A 1E B B 508 T Rk o B 1 L SRS I % AR A . BN, R Btk LIRS
JE B R AE 53 ) BLAERFOFIMEO,  FL AR [H] JE &5 3% 22 57 (P>0. 05) , Tt WA B4 okt 4 1k - e sh s mi 6. 4 ANPCAZHT AT LA 1
FEE LR /N R, B AR, AR HOBRIAR, SRR LR S A R I R s A A L 3R A W 2 b oy A AE L ST 5 AR
A, B8 Hh SRSOMIMSO £ IEM << & (KI7)
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