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Impact Sudy on the Biodiversity o Yangtze Beaches Wetland
in Anging with Human Interference
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Abgract :Anging beach wetland is a typica wetland dong the lower and midde reaches of Yangize River. The wetland is very
important in maintai ning the sability and the biodiversity richesd the ecosygemsin the regon. Biodiversity is an important func-
tion of wetland ecosygem. The plantation of wetland in Anging varies greatly with reeds, Arundo donax , Salix matsudana, Pop-
ulus ddtoids. The pagper mainly sudied the functionsof the three kindsdf wetland: Salix matsudana wetland , Arundo donax wet-
land , and Populus ddtoi ds wetland ,conpared the differencesdf plant biodiversty anong the three kinds of wetlands. It is showed
that the indexes of diversty and pecies richness were the highest in Populus deltoids wetland , and the lones in Arundo donax
wetland. The Snpon index was the bigges in Salix matsudana wetland , and selles in Arundo donax wetland which indicated
that the gpecies dominance focused on afew plant gecies, but it is not © definite in the Arundo donax wetland. In the beach
wetland of the midde and lower reachesdf Yangtze River the herbs gpecies were nore concertrated. The index of enenesswas the
highest in planted Popul us ddtoids wetland , and loned in Salix matsudana wetland. The biodiversity d < varied acoording to the
dfference of dtitude of wetlands. The law is tha with the gronth of dtitude, the biodiverdty will decrease. In Populus ddtoids
foreq ,the difference of fores age did nothing to the biodiversty and to the richness of plant gecies.
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