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Predictive distribution and habitat suitability assessment of Notholirion bulbuliferum based
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Abstract; In this study, 89 occurrence records, 28 climatic and 6 soil factors were used to pre-
dict the potential distribution and habitat suitability of Notholirion bulbuliferum in China based on
the MaxEnt modeling and geographic information system. The results showed that the highly po-
tential distribution (suitability index >0.5) mainly located in Sichuan ( Aba, Ganzi and Liang-
shan, with an area of 51813 km’), Yunnan ( Diging and Lijiang, 15889 km’), Shaanxi
(Taibai, 16131 km®), Tibet (Nyingchi, Lhoka and Shigatse, 17748 km’) and Gansu ( Long-
nan, 12184 km®) provinces. The AUC of ROC curve was 0.979, indicating that the predictive
results with the MaxEnt model were highly precise. The main environmental factors determining
the potential distribution were annual average precipitation (the contribution rate, 38% ), alti-
tude (32.1% ), average monthly minimum temperature of January (7.6% ), average monthly
precipitation of January (6.8% ) and topsoil pH (H,0) (3.9% ). The environmental variables
in the highly potential areas were determined as annual average precipitation around 870 mm, al-
titude around 2550 m, average monthly minimum temperature of January around —6.3 °C, aver-
age monthly precipitation of January around 5.3 mm and topsoil pH (H,0) around 6.77. The
results will provide valuable references for wild resource conservation, plantation regionalization

and standard cultivation of N. bulbuliferum in highly suitable areas.

Key words: Notholirion bulbuliferum ( Lingelsh) Stearn; MaxEnt model; potential distribution
habitat suitability assessment.
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M RHKRIAGRBRAESRIKRA S
( Notholirion bulbuliferum ( Lingelsh) Stearn) Y+ 1
AINEZE ) ELAR T I R S Lk Kk R R i B R A T
R, AT RS AT R | B R K X B B RTX
FENZIRAFPNG , L 32 B0 Pk 153 Ry 22 55 A B A iR
B Loy (B MG R A5, 1999 5 5% T 4F 12000) 4 3¢
BRIC AR, R I oK 322 70 A 7 F 5 2% L0 Ll XA Y e g
X, BB 2T A2 AR T B s P AR K —
PECACARE /N2 O VE BB (WA ARHE 2004 ) o AR R,
BEE 1137 T 24 1 SO T S s S s N ) &8 0%
H g SRAE 2 AR TCBR I RAZ, N2 R K A B H A 5%
18, S ECHET A= SRR B A | © 15 B fe f
FHEY) (FHASHE, 2007 ) o K 1K 25 64 R I8 4R i AR
JE AT RN AR R H 4 K i % oK .
PRI, T A 1 oK A T A 23 A1 DO EA T 38 B VT
0 e 3 AT R i R A A 0 T S R BT,
TR K B U 04 R AAABE D | S it R P oK B A B
PRI FNAE G A DCHE ) N TR BA oy
P-4

2 0 T A P A A A XI5
A8 A AV AR 32 B 3R B 0 2% ( environmental enve-
lope ) AEZSLEF 43T (ecological niche factor analy-
sis, ENFA) B KA ( maximum entropy , MaxEnt )
FIEE T B A T A AL U 28 45 T ASE 2 ( genetic algo-
rithm for rule-set production, GARP) % ( Ward , 2007 ;
Larson et al. ,2010 ;Nabout et al. ,2010; Wang et al. ,
2010 ; Rubio & Acosta,2011 ; &BkF455,2013) , 1957
4 Jaynes $2 T H KM ( MaxEnt ) B8 iZ IS A
N AECHSEET  ER 1 S i B i H ISR
A% ( Phillips et al. ,2006) ., W5, B H MaxEnt
RO FUIN Hy eb 4) P A A DX, LA SR AL T R 28
HAR TS TY R 53] 2 e ) b 0 A 080 AN 4 i 1 2
T, 0 ] MaxEnt #5888 500 6875 31 0 2 09 45 58 (S8
45,2010 ; #8532 55, 2011 ; Roberto et al. , 2011
Yang et al. ,2013) . A< SCi 2 Aij 3 S 4 i A FIAG 2R
FASCE B AR AR AT A 1 K BUAF 70 A BHle , 455 40
Ay w0 S R A SR B HCHE A ] MaxEnt Al
ArcGIS B, FI0IOR F KA v 18 v 7 3 A= X o3 A
IR 7338 A X AF G, 2555 0 A 5 T R K T R A
) P IREL R T, B TE K UK 9 B AR IR R4 K
FEE A DX J N TR A $ it — i BB .

1 #HREFEE

L1 BfiRsgeSE
L1 ARV R EOK B 5 BRI T 3
AT« 2 R T 52 56 2 i 40 v 24 T YA
Frgt iR A, 220k GPS 52 HE 7 3R A5 43 A £ 15 B
IR R P KA DG SRR ] AR A R AR M A L =
SERRASEIE FERG B R R R AE Y ZAEPEE
55 (GBIF) | [ 0S4 ) B8 AS 48 (http 2/ www.
cvh. org. en/) FUFERR A PR IEIL B B A 5 B L
F-45 (hitp://mnh. scu. edu. en/) 1 E H AR
XI5 (hitp : //www. pape. en/bhqzy. aspx ) 4L
P ERAARA R H S B . RAGHHR R 260
FARAAG R . X EA HERR 226 B AR A5 B B f
FH ORI E AN 2R S A oS AR A B (R B GPS
e H A T AR bR, IR 5 23R 20 26 132 10 5 0 b 3 Ak
PRATERIAR A G B, e & B R4S 89 1y (045 1y b
% G PE RN FE A UERR R B AR AT BRI esv
A,
1.1.2 FREEHHE 7E WorldClim ( hitp://www.
worldelim. org/ ) N2 AR AR S5 . FET GIS
AR (AreGIS 10.0) #EHCH E Y 28 AN AR &, [ 46
19 DAY UM 2L 5 (biol-biol9) (iR K 1.7 H Ay
) 55 e i (tmax ) AR (tmin) P34 B (tmean )
2R K (prec) (ZBEE2FRULEE 2) . HAE4E D
4 1950—2000 4F , 25 [ 73 HF 3  1 kmx1 km,,
AP ok A TS RO (HWSD, Harmo-
nized World Soil Database http://webarchive. iiasa.
ac. at/Research/LUC/External-World-soil-database/
HTML/index. html? sb=1), HWSD £ # i 16000
AN 8 S BBz O BT DL 3 58— 1Y s
PEECHE , 22T GIS (I E R M B, T LUK 138w
PEEAE AR Z R T BRI & R E HES
B SO R AN [ Y 3R, AR #E 5 R
FIKAE KB DIROCHY 6 > I 7 A 46 R 2 13
T (t-bden) ,pH {H(t-ph) , &% V>3 (t-sand ) , K+
(t-clay) , HHLEK & & (t-oc) FIEA H 57 L (t-gravel )
(EEARIRILE 2) B2 300 30 IED,
L1.3  HbEEE b R S A SRR R A
BAR 4 W il (http://nfgis. nsdi. gov. en/) T 3 Y
1= 40077 v s P A A B X K 4
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1.2 Hdmabr

1.2.1 ARAZRMHCHERE TR ERZ
A7 —RE BOAH SCHE , X 345728 B R A T AR OC I e A I
AL F A2 2508 ( Neftali, 2011) , B8 Yang
S5(2013 ) B 3RAG 10 28 DA s K 2 ik 2 i3k
LM T (SPSS 16. 0) A 56 141 J2 22 8] B AH DG,
2 AR R AR OCPE>+0. 8 IF 4 Hik$E 1 A48
T AR B 24T B UM 10 SR A i
(alt, biol | bio3 . bio4 . biol2. biol5 . precl . prec7 .
tmax7 .tminl ) (2FILE2) ,

1.2.2  fRWBEALHI W] MaxEnt $fF
(3.3.3) , 2 Roberto % (2011) BF 55 J7 3% , SR U
AR R A3 B 25% , VI RAE N 43 A3 S0 75% |, 1E
I SHOE T IF IR I U0 (Jackknife ) R EH 4 1
BiH 7 AL

1.2.3 BADEEERAE  RUZIRAHE TAERIE M2
(receiver operating characteristic curve, ROC) 5 f# Ak
P FEL SR T AR B AUC R TR A5 2 50000 45 21 A4 4
HERE, AUC {8 0.50 ~0.60 2R 1,0. 60 ~0.70 k¢
74,0.70 ~0. 80 —J%,0.80 ~0.90 HK4f,0.90 ~
1.0 SRR 4, BT 1 U B AL A1 A B RO
PRS0 Sk 55 T £ ) el b, B A 22 ) A R O
PN , B AL R T Fy 2 SR R T ( Hanley & Mcneil ,
1982) .

2 EREHMW
2.1 RERTEAE I3 DT B He A 35 58 H A5
25y

Fie F3RITEETE AreGIS 10. 0 H 4R MaxEnt Y
I A RS B SR A T E A0S 4R
TEAEFREL P AE AR S &5 B K RV AE 43 A X AR IR
R4 NEL P <0.1 HAREAK;0.1 <P<0.3
RIEAX ;0.3 <P<0.5 WEGEA X ;P>0. 5 Nixid
AKX, GZS A TR BT A5 A 5 o A TH R, 15
B K A A W A 0 A 5 SR, W A2 0038 B A0 A X ()
PGS A DRI R 3 A X)) SEAT SR IBOT R T AR (3R
1), S55FRI, K KRAE A9 78 78 53 A7 DX 1 B3
AN HPEGE A X AR 114915 km?®, 85658 A= X 1A
FUH 207584 km® | #0038 B0 A7 DX 1T AR 7 4 ] ki b
SR 3. 44% . FUE R 1K SE B i 53 05 43 A A
(1) 1 MaxEnt T H B K 1R AZ O 38 B 43 A 1]
(B 2) , /LA, KA RPRAS I % 8 52 bR o3 A 467
T VA A O3 EL A3 A DX, U B T A4 TR AE A A X 5

*1 KEBAZOEEBESHRER
Table 1 Statistical result of areas by province in core po-
tential distribution area of Notholirion bulbuliferum

By BaEAEX BEEAKX @EEX Hi%A o4
Gkm?)  (km?) BB EARLA] AR LA
(km®) (%) (%)
Py 51813 59325 111138 24.54 1.18
P 15889 56879 72768 21.31 0.78
(5] 16131 26323 42453 20.87 0.45
[iE 17748 22370 40118 3.67 0.43
Hok 12184 26758 38942 9.40 0.42
4 114915 207584 322499 - 3.44
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Fig.1 Specimen occurrence records of Notholirion bulbu-
liferum
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Fig.2 Core potential distribution areas of Notholirion bul-
buliferum in China
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xR 3B E Fel

AR XS R AR AR = i L X R AR 3R
BREORWTA
2.2 TR RN

AR ROC 4R 23 M i AE W IV #E 43 A Tt
FEFRIPF-Afy v 7 FH B R 8 ) 1Z ( Vanagas , 2004 ; 5K 7
4 2011), —fBA N, AUC {H-N 0.5 ~0.7 B2
WrEEA%,0.7 ~0. 9 BHZEr I EH 55, >0. 9 BFi2Hr
P {EH 5 (Swets, 1988) o % bR Ty il dH 42
iE17 100 W, 1538 F- 2112545 AUC {E4 0. 979,
FEIH MaxEnt AL P K 7 78 43 A X1 350000 45
AEH I, ATAE BEAR &
2.3 KAKEAE XS LS00

TIU B R 53 B 25 A BREE DR - X6 T 25
() M e B S P A 1 2 52 T 00 P 3 A 1) O B M 30
1% K 2 ( Peterson & Cohoon, 1999) . Mg JJ Yk 4y
BrigBIMa R (K 4) A S 5B E T i IR EE
FXF R KRR 1) TR AR (R 2) , AT LUK W2 v )
Pl A ) T ELERBE R -,
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Fig.3 AUC result of the prediction process of Notholirion
bulbuliferum
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Fig.4 Jackknife result of prediction process of Notholirion

bulbuliferum
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Table 2 Contribution percent of each environmental factor
in MaxEnt modeling

PR B fife e DiiES
biol2 RIS 38.0
alt R 32.1
tminl 1 H HARE 7.6
precl 1 H Rk 6.8
t_ph 13 pH 3.9
bio3 SR 2.5
t_gravel WA AT 2.2
biod I BEZ AR AR 22 1.6
t_oc A B 1.4
t_clay fi e 1.2
biol5 Rk A 7 R B 0.9
tmax7 7 A i 0.6
prec? 7 Ak E 0.4
biol ARSI 0.4
t_sand EVbE 0.3
t_bden A 0.1

e PR IR 2PNER SRR 2 GRS 78 A
FURD Ny AR K i (38% ) EFIR (32.1% ) .1
BRI (7. 6% ) .1 7 FEK i (6. 8%) L3 pH
(3.9% ). VL1 5 A8 7 1Y 23t o1 ik #ak
88.4% , LEEITHTRM], A 45 [ K i AR 5 )
KK I FEZ R FR B 7, & 1 S
A5 PR ¥ R AR T A V- S B3 6, 3% pH BRSO oK
FR) 73 AT IR AT B S (R R U R 2R

M\ ArcGIS 4t Spatial Analist Tools 7142 HU 4518
HAFPESMZE, gt 16 DI TR 4 4
T3 EL AR 53 A1 DX 200 L (e /ME- R OR(ED)
FFEEO bR 22, 4 RERWI (R 3)  TEIBTE /0 A1
DA TRLE B AF b, B2 R R A iy 5 £
LR (biol2 L alt  tminl | precl . t-ph) 22 {k iz Fil &
RN — B AR H . AN HLIX B e i X, 22
S BB Wi /) bR 2 32 AR (P<0..05) , Ui
IR KR f 3 A DX BRI PR - SR 85 4% dedd 43 A
DCRZM R FUKRIETE M A IR A Tl T — 2, 448
SIATR T, R K il BAE KRR 2550 m, 451
Y%K & 7E 870 mm,1 A kK ETES. 3 mm,1 A
iR E-6.3 °C, 13 pH 7 6. 77 BHIIX A
XL IRA] S R K B A BRI TR A X 3k
P SR HEA R B LRI AR S

3 i i

UTARSR , BEE A 2 W O AE K3 i, 2%
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Table 3  Statistical analysis of environmental variables in different suitable classes of Notholirion bulbuliferum
78 RS s AKX 3 A= X B IX ik X HLfi
Fiot] I hRifE 2 L H P bR T T b2 Fiotd] ¥ (E bR
biol2 12 ~5054 544.7+513.9 311 ~3078 908.4+299.3 457 ~2062 907.6+209. 1 476 ~ 1870 870.5+139.4 mm
alt -225~8233  1725.4+1742.1 -2 ~5353  2066.0£1216.0 255 ~4360  2326.8+843.4 466 ~3827  2551.2+594.9 m
tminl -402 ~ 178 -154.5+112.3 -235 ~119 -51.7£79.3 -192 ~87 -49.2+51.3 -177 ~78 -62.7+36.9 C =10
precl 0 ~402 10.8+16.8 0~35 8.9+5.5 0~28 6.9+3.1 0~18 5.3+2.1 mm
t-ph 4.3~8.9 6.6x1.1 4.5~8.3 6.6£1.1 4.6~8.4 6.5+0.9 4.6 ~8.3 6.8+0.8 ~log(H*)
bio3 17 ~55 30.3+6.4 17 ~55 36.7+8.8 22 ~52 39.3+8.0 21 ~50 39.8+7.8 -
t—gravel 0~35 9.2+5.9 1~28 8.9+5.4 1~28 7.7+5.4 1 ~26 6.7+4.0 % vol.
bio4 2403 ~ 17145 10216.9+2964. 1 2856 ~ 11004  6459.5+1578.7 3279 ~9504  5948.5+1374.8 4115 ~9071  5966.3+1137.9 Cof V
t-oc 0.17~39.4 1.1£1.0 0.3~39.4 1.3£1.8 0.36 ~39.4 1.1£0.7 0.41~3.02 0.9+0.5 % weight
telay 2~67 19.8+11.4 4 ~56 22.4+8.3 5~55 22.0+5.1 6~48 20.7+3.5 % wt.
biol5 11 ~156 89.9+£23.5 54 ~152 83.4£11.8 57~118 85.7+9.0 64 ~ 108 85.7£9.7 Cof V
tmax7 -80 ~414 254.0+73. 1 65 ~348 238.9+55.6 122 ~333 228.6+38.9 123 ~313 221.1425.1 C = 10
prec’ 2 ~1097 104.5+77.9 68 ~706 179.8+61.6 92 ~462 186.9+50.6 99 ~414 176.1+39.8 mm
tsand 4~97 46.6+18.4 14 ~90 40.1+10.1 21 ~89 41.1+8.2 23 ~82 42.0+10.5 % wt.
thden 1.18~1.85 1.45+0.1 1.21 ~1.74 1.40+0.1 1.22~1.7 1.40+0. 1 1.25~1.66 1.410.1 kg + dm~3

AR ERAN B A SR B E LT IR IR AL, B
M EM A IR H 25 5 O, B2,
H2h A Pl Y S el A5 24 AR ) 1Y) 5 oK 2 2
I X A MESS 1 A SRR RN A SRR E L T B
KIES7, JEHIE 25 A P 0 A= AE A B8 SR Ak, 38
SCHRIC R IT45 G S8 H e A kB, K K [ BR  A pk
8 ARG HZH R BUR, R EBOR PR H AR
R T R, Jin 2 LR R A B SR A 4 N R IR
SRR TR ORI A 9 05 1) e e, K ORI s AN fig
RN K (AFE,2007) , Pk, 38 1 B R oK
P K 3 B P AR R R DRI Tk i Xk 2
KKK, WA T 22 ik B A= B 14 e
I, BT ZAB I RZ —,

IO A 2SS AR S0 2 A i e Wy P A TS T A
DX, AT ST A4 X BRI N TR 5 2 H i i )
PR - MaxEnt R DL R 5 1T y O 6 B 1 v A
AE RS, AR Lk, B R EH T2y
o8 P A AT T R 3 B AN RS AE 45,2011 5
JKFZE 2011 ; Yang et al. ,2013) o AWFFEHIF Max-
Ent A= 2 LR FI b HLAE B R 58 (ArcGIS) MHZS &,
XTSRRI AN 24 AN (L 0 R 25 PR R KA T T
TEAE AT BN FNAE PR PP, S5 R R, K FoKEE
HAERK XA E A S U 322499 km?, H il
A X GEAFRE>0. 5) B oA 7E U )1 AL &R
F1%) BT S0 IS 1 v M RN H 00 A N BB X 7Y
J BB A Bt L 3% 36 M 3B X, 2 P b 38 G il R
FECIE 6 T b DXOR PG 6 AR T B ) AR b X B

VG2 06 IR P 1Ll DX H R B 30 A Bl e DX, T
N NEP SRR 7= £ 3781 % I LRSIy PR
TR A DX RS 1 A DX AR 5 B4 PP A P L A0V g 1)
VPR HLIX, 3222 DUAR PO ) 188 025 B 7 5 A 1 22 0
Ll | A b [ 2 8T 1| 2= g R G ) A8 A L ik LA
R RV ) (9 PO S R LB S e X R 32, 18]
Bt BB TR AERE K= 1 AR 1 A
AR AN 458 pH &5 MK (oK o0 A3 1 = B IR BT
T XHKAXKNGAFFHY, Fi T4/, K255
1%, FBAREE /NS 2R A7 TOME ZA B VA G, /Mg
LN TEHBIR 5 ~ 10 °C FR RS S B &1 F
FFUEW & (BIASFE, 2004 ), R, &% A i AR
(RI1 H BeAIRR ) FH252 K oK Y /N8 25 R 5 42
St & W IE b XORTE B AR A, MoK & 2
U Ak SIUNTIES S AP NEP NIV % LS S N
FIORA R R S B 40T 5, B AR AR FEK
A IR AR A K EE RN, R
P AR TR B b & T 6 FALARARE T BR
T BFK SR S B R T LI K AR A KTk, 1
PR HAE R W EA —2 R RIER, Bimss
R, £ HE pH XK K GE A S5 9 DTk R 3k
3.9% ,fl A X 1 pH (ER 6.77, X S ETHIEIA
FEZE (2008 ) XiF A LS i A 3984 1 ) v P 2 B
FI KA A 7E M R 11 398 AR R 25 SR A — B
LEAATMT IR R UK B8 B AR AR 2550
m Eﬁ,ﬁ:igﬁ%7k%7£ 870 mm,1 H R K ETE 5.3
mm, 1 AP REIRIE-6.3 C, 13 pH=6.77( 14
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