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3 BRI oM (HE ) I e hitl (Basics of gradient analysis)
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the bibliographies by Birks et al. 1996,1998).

3.1 BB T (HER) HIEAR (Techniques of gradient analysis)
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A 2 #7 H AR 2 I —>—Jom W A8 5 (a univariate response) 7284 (Il ¥ /&
VR ZE, — MR NSRERHE, i ZREEs AR TR R CREERT)
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Re bl EReoR ok, JF HARRE 7 iR HE v I ge i T AL s ok . 48K, FRANTS
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3.2 WyFpm N IRERRFER Y (Models of species response to

environmental gradients)
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Figure 3-1. Comparison of the suitability of linear approximation of a unimodal
response curve over a short part of the gradient (left diagram) and over a larger
part of the gradient (right diagram). The horizontal bar shows the part of the
gradient we are interested in.

3.3 I INACE ST R s {E (Estimating species optima by

the weighted averaging method)
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Figure 3-2. Example of a unimodal species response with a range completely
covering the response curve.

Table 3-2. Estimation of species optimum fiom the
response curve displayed in Figure 3-2, using a
weighted averaging algorithm when a complete range
of species distribution is covered

Environmental value  Species abundance Product

0] 0.1 0
20 0.5 10
40 2.0 80
60 4.2 252
80 2.0 160

100 0.5 50
120 0.1 12
Total 9.4 564

in
3" Env; x Abund;
WA(Sp) = = 564/9.4 = 60

% Abund;
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I3l WERA R AL G ATy BRI 2 s oG E R TR A 2 . B
3-2[F A7, AR A R AR IR, ol (& R e RS G ft v
fi 2 (K3-3),

Table 3-3. Estimation of species optimum from the
response curve displayed in Figure 3-2, using a
weighted averaging algorithm when only a part of the
range of species distribution is covered

Environmentalvalue Species abundance Product

60 4.2 252
80 2.0 160
100 0.5 50
120 0.1 12
Total 6.8 474

n
> Env; x Abund;
WA(Sp) = = 474/6.8 = 69.7

YR 55 R EEAR T (R I, D8 23 Wi 4 23 Ao i FEE AN BE AR AR HE ke, XA 25 06 ol 16
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3.4 Fr5E (calibration)
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IV SRR 2R OCBEAE T E IR IE (D, Abundi 2P Fi/E AT 2 1
RAFIE I T WM A ARG (A RN 988, T 2B B AR E t 2 il LY,
AR B RSE . H3-452 45 (1 hr e vh LR 41 1

Table 3-4. Estimation of nitrogen availability for two samples, Sample 1 and
Sample 2

NitrogenIV Samplel IV xabund. Sample2 IV x abund.

Drosera retundifolia 1 2 2 0 0
Andromeda polypofila 1 3 3 0 0
Vaccininm oxycoccus 1 5 5 0 0
Vaccinium uliginosum 3 2 6 1 3
Urtica dioica 8 0 0 5 40
Phalaris arundinacca 7 0 0 5 35
Total 12 16 11 78
Nitrogen (WA) 1.333 7.090
(= 16/12) (= 78/11)

The nitrogen indicator values (IV) are listed first (according to Ellenberg, 1991). The a priori
known indicator values are shown in bold style (in the Nitrogen IV column), the collected data
and the calculations are shown in standard typeface.

e PR R AR IR RS R PR AV A N 7, AR K B LW A LG —
AN TR EEN I 7 AR E /A RIS W 5E . AR, XD LAk AR (Lt
LMIORETT, AR B AE S, bR IEE RE YA E R, HE R E— NE,
brog e — MR AT, R HE PR B — AP R

3.5 fF/F (Ordination)

AL ACHE 7 T LU T Py A g«

1. fEHE B MG AE Ay, LR [A]EE 25 i 1 B AR e AT 2 (R P 2 s R AH A
. XBHERE T VEMAE 2 kR £ HEF (Multidimensional scaling) (Kruskal 1964; Legendre
&Legendre 1998). Wi HE P MM T-AH ¢ REL B AE, A R 2 4E bR 8k (metric
multi—dimensional scaling) ; S HE AU G2 TAH 5 R A /NI, WIFRRH TR 2
Yebr e (Non—Metric Multi—Dimensional Scaling; NM—MDS) .
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UEEAH AT DU T AP 3R o TR, FET 135> (score) S2WFhfS o k41
A GBI o FEIBCE8 5k, FEJ7 4S5 2 RS o3 AT o G BG4
J5 bR S TR RIRE T R CEAR AL o AHXTIT 5 FRATT AT LUEBEAR AL RN AR b vt
EAIEE e A D)
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PPk RE SR DT RE . BATIZ TINS5 AR G (K1) 1 o BATR Ty LM s v A7 (1 A
CR sl LLEUITAT YR ER RENS A5 I3 _E A 2SR 1T o R (R 4 Rt LA
JIRVIIRRIAS oy AR FERh EARDLHOR . A, BATEORYIF 10 Bod E Re s ML b s 15
T INBCFS9A3 BER Ao XA R .
10 IR IR HEP i a{xi}
5250 W {AHRINBCE TS Y R AR bR {yi}
5 30 ARy P InBCP B EET U OE R AR AR {xi}
4D Sy EIE X TR AR AR AL R iR 2D A2
o WRHEBRRS LB AT BRI .
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Table 3-5. Calculation of the first ordination axis by the weighted averaging (WA)
method. Further explanation isin the text

Sampl Samp2z Samp3 SPWA1l SPWA2Z SPWA3 SPWA4

Cirsium 0 ] 3 10.000 10.000 10.000 10.000
Glechoma 5 2 1 2.250 1.355 1.312 1.310
Rubus 6 2 V] 1.000 0.105 0.062 0.060
Urtica 8 1 0 0.444 0.047 0.028 0.027
Initialvalue 0 4 10

SAWA1 1.095 1.389 8.063

SAWA 1resc. 0.000 0.422 10.000

SAWA2 0.410 0.594 7.839

SAWAZ2resc. 0.000 0.248 10.000

SAWA3 0.376 0.555 7.828

SAWA3resc. 0.000 0.240 10.000

SAWA4 0.375 0.553 7.827

SAWA4resc.  0.000 0.239 10.000

FATAT LB SR 3-5 (6 7ok R — TN SIS R I 3 AMFIE 4 4
FET IS (HRRAASRS) o ERs AT IR HEPE (Lbln 04 4. 10 RHARIR) o 3%
5 M 6 RE T WA AR I 2, BRATTTT LA R (K 55— X HE /(. SPWAL. Jlad xf
SPWAL FIIABCEH,  FATAT LASAT T (RE 7 (AR SAWAL. BRI AR2x A LA R R 2 ok
R YU AAIEART 0-10 A2 G BLAEMY 1.095-8.063) , X424 T BHIEHE AR AR AE 1B A I 7
AL AR NG BRI UR AL HE P S5 SRR, 20U T 2 O HE (A T 5

X — Xmin

X x length

rescaled Xnax — Xinin
X B Xmax FT Xmin 7351 & AR 5T HE P, m“length™ &R0 B . 76 L]+
KRR, J2 10 HEE—LeHF ik, BB R BN, SO R an 2
M FEREE (FER5EE 10.2 15 DCA ) Hill ¥R o BifE, FeATaT LALLES— RS aR e
FHME SAWA2, KILZERMIR K. AT B4R eE ARSI (i SAWNN 5 SAWN+1 [1{H
FEAF L, Ay, EARBIFE PR, FRATIAN 0.240 5 0.239 gilEAMET)
7 3-5 A HEM orin.xle XA SCAFHE Uik K18 o an Rl — FHIGRE, RS IR 3 11
SRR E B KR FTCL, I8 A3 A, F-ATTT LA 55l SRAF PRl FOAE 7 1) 56—
AR bR B 2 AHE T R RS — R, ME—ANIRI R, S T AR R i 0
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KAfERIIEHEFE (HA0E AT A A

VEAR : MR SR 2 I L SRR 2D BRI T, U A ok Ze P Bl U190
N A

IR S AR T LAIRE B AR AL AR R AQEOE 5ok IR . O 7S BR # 2E, RAT I
T, HESAT R A (et BB SAWA T SAWAresc Z [RI ) ZE 518N ) 5 )
Tt L HE PRl A0S 0B CE 2 (M AR HEP AT o 4551, XAME:

Xmax — Xmin
length

WA TR R AR, W R AR S, XM RO RAEAR o 3] Lt id
MJrik, REANGIEE, FERT SRR, DMEEE e ARR T REZ 04 . 4521, 45
LR B S 14 0 2 T AL

}h:

3.6 ZyHE (Constrained ordination)

L HARAARHE R, EARRUE, DXAIE TLRHF AR MR AR (ECfH
(IR A2t 40, MARARE 2 3 P i B s R AL S B AR IR A G
AN HE D o ZTRHEF I HE R PRS- (K INBURT (weighted sums) o 25 HHER ()
B R IR ARAT R AP AR 8L AR EL R 3 a2,

PR 30, H 2 ICRlRk v SR 7 ARAR S I BT IR 7 2 1] (IRl 2R A, Y [l AR B o v 55
FETTHIARRR (393D

BRI REGE AR RS S, Prel, FET R AR N A & . 3
B b, 2Ot Ag o RIS IREE 1 LR T IO 2 2 (KR 2 10AE, HER AL
JRARLI AR CRAET HOR LA T e b, AR R BOIR AA RO

FELT A R HE Al FEE s B PR B K AR AR TT 1) o T4 SRR P 2 JRE s B0l A 3R 5 6 il
IR (REBAEE IR R I K AR B D o DRI SRR AR 50 A 2 BE BRI TR 1R 2
R,

3.7 FEARHFH A (Basic ordination techniques)

A 4 PR TR 5 B IR 7 58 R P O BOARR SR S A B (ML 3-6, 51 H Ter Braak &
Prentice, 1988) . -{EZTsCHEFP U [m) bl K2 70 #1020 sRCHE P th U BB S 20 Ao
Table 3-6. Basic types of ordination techniques

Linear methods Weighted averaging

Unconstrained  Principal components analysis Correspondence analysis (CA)
(PCA)
Constrained Redundancy analysis (RDA) Canonical correspondence
analysis (CCA)
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FEIMBCE B HEFARE T TR, A 253 (51 DCA I DCCA, UL 4.5 %%), HEIET
LR SEIE RN A IHER J5ik, WA MMAHTIRA (partial analyses). {4 73 Hrid #2,
DA KM 2 TG BR AR A A8 N (AR B R0 . Z90CHE I HE AN 2o 24
BN TSR M BEATA — AR T g, AU MR RE AR, JCEHE
AL

WAH (hybrid analyses) fUREHEFIERE, A0 S AFA AP RN 7. £E4R
HERARHER, AL, A Ui, RN (O HE e AhEOE AEAR . BAE
AP L, AR DORE 5 2 B CBOE QRSB N FIREEIE 7 I Ede), K5
U2 S TR HE P 5025 A AR 2T A HE R

BARAFHPOE F e, FEFIET LIRS, LW R KL AE AR B, 1XeeAy
LR AT DLELHT IR DR AT AR A AR B, RRERE I Ib 0. SR, fERZIOLE, - MEL
AR AERE RE D LT IR LA L ACHE el 20, i@ A Y R4 T AR 2 i i LA AR K

3.8 K (Ordination diagrams)

FEre i g R n DA HE R B B JoR k. ZEpA e - Bl AET 40 H AUk IR . Atk
TEMEBRH T B, FE7 HESRROR (FSk 07 AR A 2 JE 38 n it 75 7)), i 4E
IBCEIGHE T Tk, PR R R R GZSRm R M BaE AL D« B R 38
R F i Sk ke o Rt Sk 19 T AR DAL - AEL IS N (9 7 ) Do P P A 055 748 s FHARE O 1) B
(cantroid) kFw. KTHFEIBEFEA MR, o LLSHE 10 5,

Bl 3-3 (WA J s B PURMEEASHE P B AR P = A 6

3.9 WM idk4t (Two approaches)

2 JRANT R IR AT PR A A b AL B iR I, AT R L e E A sk e e b, &
BTG AR DL, K5 PR CRREE i E20HE P B BD, R W L%
BATLHARR o X RO AR TLAME), (HPIR R AU o B e AR L A e 38T, Bl
AN ZRYF AR R RFB MG R, WEOR RSP, R 2 AGE d Pl A 55 A
THGHEAR R Z R 7o W T AAREEY, BATA S T 5 Pl A8 D1 A5G R K
AR S, AH2 T S ORI PG D AR SC I A A A R

R EERRARIIHE P A R BN, RS2 B AN O A FE R R A - AR B
b SRR S AR R A B IR O BRUNAR 2 SCE AR S AN, RV R
I FAS I SRR i, 0 HAE BT L, B RE 2o Ph ik e P Uik, Bkl

3.10 56 RIS K1 AH 5% i 2 %k ( Testing significance of the relation

with environmental variables)

FE—geiH Ry, BRI R IR ER B SEBs 205 ZAVEBE T I8 2040 (1 B
P IXAEMIEL, BATAT LA I AT AR IO A 2R () AR AVEBE AT IR AR IO .
SR G5 SR IR GE R I B 1K) 23 A1 AU T S A Bl 1) 3 A1 (B e Gt 2 A A dwe /) —3felml ) o
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A VBB N AR B R 224 A IE A D). fE CANOCO HLII, Jar 46 N A M4t
R IAE A A AR A& AR AN o XN A B T PR 58 DR 1B0E A e AT 2 TR R DG ), 1)
Tl i) 22 O3 A 4545 o ARIXAN 40 A v] LB S R 2V E ek S0 B4 (Monte Carlo permutation
test).

SRR P B, TR TG ARI0 A AG Vo] DU R AP BT . 58
FER DB WA BRSO M N (YRR BT TR . W R RO,
2 B TR0 3] (1 PR DR 1 HiHis 5 A 58 2 TR S AN A T o BEAR BRI DRl 1 HiHis 5 A a2 1)
AT, AR IE AT LABEHUR TAE Ao — /MR 7 AN Ry i) 434l .« CANOCO
ATLUE e (BBa)) Hdl, X EGeiHAE s . R R 3, AR Y AR (1) 2 A RO 8 R 1
(R 2 45 K6 RE A A0 R ] 1 B S 5 R RS SULBE 2 0] o A 6 8 25 MK QU — 2848
IR wT L R A L.

_nx+1
 N+1

ARG R P ARI E R ECAMIC T BN LE e pr i B . NSRS B A XM SR 2
SE4% H HH O3 o IX EERAE 50 50 A AT W0 0 A AR BORT 56 o OC T B 45040 460 B V4 1) i
AT LA 2% legendere&legendre (1998) % 20-26 11,

XA E 1R 77 ZE ] LUl I S50 I U E (1 T7 SR RIE o DG T B 40 A 50 () i 2 o Al
(7, 375 CANOCO Hijf, HEMEHTTE. AMWLISHE AR H 1% M CANOCO [l
FHFM (Ter Braak & Smilauer 2002).

3.11 [AF & & VRS R P E#ALL (Monte Carlo permutation

tests for the significance of regression)

RER 3 RS LW 1 T i o 10 7 | o B v o9 Wt o o TR (1 2200 i oy 1
PSR 73 A KA g A IR 20 Al CHEE D

S LB AL RE R IR 2 R RO R A T JERiX M e 50k, Bl 12—
{7 B PR RT3 AMB) i P B A 6 A 6 R ) i JEE L - S ARk P 1R %
o

TATIET 5 MR S IR Z AR R AR (AR 3-7) 0 JATTRT AFERE ) e
BRI TN ASC R, XA SR w5 P a] DO I PR R 5 22 0 i FEK A
o AE - LBEBIIATHTR AR N BRI IER A, FAFIE FALEMNL R S A
3. CARER 1A 4 1) F 53400 BB REM XA 70 A CHUAn s A 2s AN 5
IEAIAT), FATAT LUE R B2 R = FER T S L 1Y) SRR R AU — AN A1y JRATTIE
A2 UCE G, R DS ARl S R DR RN FAED o H R LR T AH
YR, B2 F AR A AR 24 T RIS 0 AT o [ UH R 25 1 AT LA AR 7 U o

1 4 no. of permutations where(# > 10.058)

1 + total number of permutations

7£ CANOCO MLifii, F-ratio FOELER DI AREHY B 77 220087 F A& —DNEM. W4k, 1F
CANOCO Hifi, ZEff DR A X e,
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Table 3-7. Example of permutation test for a simple linear regression

Plant  Nitrogen 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th
height (as measured) permutation permutation permutation permutation etc.

5 3 3 8 5 5
7 5 8 5 5 8
6 5 . 4 3 +
10 8 5 3 8 5
3 4 5 5 4 3
F-value 10.058 0.214 1.428 4.494 0.826 0.#i#

10
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