



































communities or characteristic of specific communities in the standing vegetation (De Villiers et al., 1999).
During revegetation efforts at the study site, topsoil replacement will be sufficient for the revegetation of
species of Species Group V (Table 6.1). The fact that many of these species were also abundant in the
standing vegetation, stresses the importance of the soil seed bank for revegetation efforts. Shrub species
that were abundant in almost all communities in the standing vegetation (De Villiers et a/., 1599), but which
were absent or less abundant in the soil seed bank, shouid probably be reinfroduced to mined areas by
means of transplanting and sowing, e.g. Lycium ferocissimum, Asparagus refrofractus, Rhus longispina,
Othonna floribunda and Lebeckia muitifiora. Annuais and perennial herb species falling in this category are
Limeum africanum, Lyperia tristis, Grielum grandiflorum, Microloma sagittatum, Hebenstretia dentata and
Heliophila coronopifolia.

While the communities recognized in the standing vegetation were grouped into two major units on account
of the presence or absence of the perennial creeping grass Odyssea paucinervis, this species was not as
abundant in the soil seed bank (Table 6.1), where this grouping (with exception of community/seed bank unit
6) was on account of species from Species Group J (Table 6.1). Although Odyssea paucinervis was not
recorded in the vegetation of Community 6 (De Villiers ef al., 1999), this species was diagnostic for seed
bank unit 8 {Species group A, Table 6.1). These results from the seed bank study indicate that plant
Community 6 (De Villiers ef al., 1999) should probably be grouped with Communities 4 and 5 on account of
the presence of Odyssea paucinervis, rather than with Communities 1, 2 and 3, where this species was
found to be absent, both in the standing vegetation and the seed bank.

Seed bank unit 2

Seed bank unit 2 corresponds to the Ericcephalus africanus - Asparagus fasciculatus Tall Shrub Strandveld
{(Community 2, De Villiers ef al., 1999), but no diagnostic species for this unit were recorded in the seed bank.
Conspicuous species for this unit included: Nestlera biennis {Species Group T), Adenogramma littoralis and
Felicia merxmuelleri (Species Group U). These species were also abundant in the standing vegetation of
Community 2. Two sub-units were recognized, which corresponds to variants 2.1 and 2.2 in the standing
vegetation. These variants will probably not be restored individually, as they represent dune valley and dune
crest vegetation of the same main community, respectively. Species richness for annual, perennial and the
total number of species was higher in the standing vegetation than in the seed bank (Figure 6.2). Similarity
in species composition between the standing vegetation and the seed bank was higher for annual species
than for perennial species, with a similarity of 46.1% for all species (Table 6.2). Considering the 60% goal of

revegetation, the topscil replaced seed bank alone will not be sufficient for the restoration of Community 2.

Seed bank unit 3

This unit corresponds to the Salvia africana-lutea - Ballota africana Tall Shrub Strandveld (Community 3, De
Villiers ef al,, 1999), and species of Species Group K was diagnostic for this seed bank unit {Table 6.1).

Species abundant in the seed bank of this unit were Amellus microglossus {(Species Group M), Bromus
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A vegetation survey of the study area (De Villiers et al., 1989) revealed six plant communities included in the
area to be mined at Brand-se-Baal. These six plant communities have been classified as follows (Vegetation

units sampled for seed bank studies are indicated in brackets).

1, Ruschia tumidula - Tetragonia virgata Tall Shrub Strandveld
1.1 Stipagrostis zeyheri - Lapeirousia spp. Variant
1.2. Scirpoides dicecus - Stoebe nervigera Variant
1.3. Pentaschistis patula - Chenopodium opufifolium Variant
1.4, Eriocephalus africanus - Ferraria densepunctulata Variant

2. Eriocephalus africanus - Asparagus fascicufatus Tall Shrub Strandveld (Unit 6)
2.1 Othonna flonbunda - Lebeckia lotoncides Variant
2.2. Zygophyvilum morgsana - Coslanthum semiquinquefidum Variant

3. Salvia africana-lutea - Ballota africana Tall Shrub Strandveld {Unit 5)

4. Ruschia versicolor - Odyssea paucinervis Dwarf Shrub Strandveld

4.1.  Ruschia caroli - Aspalathus divaricata Variant {Unit 3)
4.2.  Tnpteris oppositifolia - Cissampelos capensis Variant {Unit 4)
4.3.  Ehrharta calycina - Crassula expansa Variant (Unit 2)
5. Cephalophyllum spongiosum - Odyssea paucinervis Coastal Strandveld {Unit 1)
Cladoraphis cyperoides - Lebeckia multiflora Coastal Strandveld (Unit 1)

Only the five communities situated in the vicinity of the western mining area (Communities 2 - 8), which is
being mined first, were investigated. Community 1 almost solely constitutes the eastern mining area, and was
not investigated. The three variants of Community 4 were investigated individually, while the two variants of
Community 2 were not. Since the coastal Communities § and € are not included in the area to be mined, these

communities have been investigated as a single vegetation unit.

Within each of these vegetation units, two sites were randomly selected using 1:50 000 aerial photographs.
At each site, both the density and species richness of the standing vegetation and the soil seed bank were
determined. During autumn 1995, 15 soil samples were collected linearly at intervals of two meters, at each
site. Each sample consisted of a soil core with a diameter of 65 mm taken to a depth of 100 mm, totaling a
volume of approximately 246 cm®.

From each of the 15 samples per site, a subsample of 100 cm® was spread evenly on top of sterile sand in a
1.5 dm?® pot and placed at ambient conditions at the University of Pretoria, some 1 200 km north-east of
Brand-se-Baai. The samples were watered daily and emerged seedlings were marked and counted. Half
strength Arnon and Hoagland's complete nutrient solution (Hewitt, 1952} was applied fortnightly. Emerged
seedlings were identified and removed. Treatment of the samples continued for a period of three months,
whereafier the top layer of soil in the pots was stirred. A second germination period lasted three months.
After a total germination period of six months, only the pots containing species not yet identified, were
retained.
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During early spring of 1985, an area of 10 m x 10 m at each site was divided into 100 quadrants measuring 1
m? each. Within each quadrant the number of all perennial and annual plant species (excluding grass
species) were recorded. For grass species (Poaceae), percentage cover was estimated in each quadrant.
In this paper, grass species are not included in the perennial and annual plant type categories, but are dealt
with as a separate category. Species names conform to those of Arnold & De Wet (1999).

To compare species composition and density in the vegetation with that in the seed bank, data were
ordinated by Principal Component Analysis (PCA) with the computer program CANOCO version 3.15 (Ter
Braak, 1997). Before the analysis, the standing vegetation density/cover values for each species (individuais
m™) from each plot were transformed to scores on a 1 — 9 abundance scale (Standing vegetation (excluding
grasses): 1=>0-0.05,2=>005-01,3=>01-054=>05-1,5=>1-2,6=>2-57=>5-10,8=
>10 — 20, 9 = >20) (Grasses: 1 =>0-0.052=>005~-01,3=>01-054=>05-1,5=>1-2,6=>2
3,7=>3-5 8=>5-10,9=>10). The seed bank data (emerged seedlings m™) were also transformed to
scores on a 1 — 8 abundance scale (Seed bank: 1 = >0 - 100, 2 = >100 - 200, 3 = >200 - 300, 4 = >300 -
500, 5 = >500 - 750, 6 = >750 — 1 000, 7 =>1 000 — 1 800, 8 = >1 500 — 2 000, 9 = >2 000). These limits
were chosen so that the density distribution of the nine classes would be similar for the vegetation and seed
bank data.

For vegetation and soil seed bank, the density of individual m™, frequency (%) as well as the mean number
of taxa per vegetation unit were calculated. Similarity in species composition between the standing
vegetation and the soil seed bank was determined by means of Sorensen’s index of similarity (ISs){(Mueller-
Dombois & Ellenberg, 1974):

2¢

ISs = = 100
A+ B

where in this case ¢ is the number of species common {o both vegetation and seed bank, 4 is the total
number of species recorded in the standing vegetation, and B is the total number of species recorded in the
soil seed bank.

Spatial distribution of the soll seed bank was determined by calculating the variance/mean ratio (Odum,
1971). If this ratio is found to be greater than 1, the distribution is clumped; if it is less than 1, distribution is
regular; if not different from 1, the distribution is random.

Results were analysed statistically using the least significant difference (LSD) one-way analysis of variance
(ANOVA), multi-factor ANOVA and multiple range test of the Statgraphics 5.0' computer program, to test for
significant differences at a 95% confidence level.

’ Statgraphics 5.0, 1989, STSC, Inc, USA.
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