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Table 2 Smilarity coefficient (C) of ants in different forest belts
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T he secies diversity of ants in different habitats inM t T aibai

2 3
HE Hong',W EI Cong’ L IU Y u-sheng
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N orthw est Sci-Tech U niversity A griculture and Forestry, Yangling, Shannxi 712100, China)

Abstract: The gecies diversity of ants in different forest belts of Mt Taibai was studied Species
abundance, gecies diversity and gecies evenness w ere analyzed by using M argalef gecies abundance
model and ShannonW iener biodiversity index H ' and evenness indexesJ « regpectively. Based on similarity
coefficients, nine forest beltsw ere clusteredw ith the systematic clustering T he result show ed thatw ith the

variation of altitude and forest belt, therew as great difference of ants distribution in different forest belts

In low altitude and abundant forest belt, ant gecies, population and biodiversity index and abundance index
w ere high; on the contrary, they w ere low. A nt ecies abundance and biodiversity index in outh slopew as

higher than that of the sane altitude in north slope
Key words ant; forest belt; ecies diversity;M t T aibai



