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Abstract; Evergreen broad-leaved forest is the zonal vegetation type in Mt. Lushan. After nearly 70 years of protection and
vegetation-restoration ,a typical vegetation type has been established both with zonal and local characteristics. According to
typical community investigation method, this paper investigated and analyzed the species composition and community
structure of the forest. Based on the size-class frequency distribution pattern of the population structure of the different tree
species , four types was categorized ; Expansion ,seclusion ,enhancing invasion ,and randomly invasion. Among the total 63 tree
species ,there are 22 expansive species,making up 34.92% ;18 seclusive species , accounting for 28. 57% ;14 enhancing
invasive species , making up 22. 22% ; and 9 randomly invasive species, making up 4. 29% . It was estimated that the
succession trendy of the community based in the analysis of the tree species biological and ecological characteristic ,as well
as the role and position of the four types of tree species in the forest. The evergreen broad-leaved forest of Lushan is under

their succession way to the climax communities.
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I LB R N AR L AR g TR T0a BRI ZEXEIR 200 ~600m 2 8], T R T LA 4 B
REFRRE Jy ERERP A B R AR, X — N LAV E SRR AR P A JE B 2 W, B R 7E R — i x4
WIRFEEN, KESFEETARERER . JF LR TEETRPIRY, X — 8 5 5 a8 S F27 5+
RIE AT 245, BRA HAy i X HuSsURe ik i S B B 8 B0 B9 4R I AR A ML i Pk R A B 4
R T AR, BT AT B B R T 18 WA H 4% I AR R T8 M0 , oy T 4% 9 I Ak
EEEEEEPESEARENE L

JE L SR ARSI T 20 MEAE 60 £, RS ILESREMARNIKE SR, REESEHRT)H
WL H SRR AT, AT LRSS T )5 I SR AR AR S R H M OLS , #E T B S Ao e 1L
AR, FEXE )T 1L B B R R AR HAT T R 5. BRE S X TR BR N 4 R 5 1L 4% I ARk
R TR R E LSRR ,50 ZEET , B0 50a J5 5 1L H 4 I8 AR Prfp 48 B B i $m
1 HRMEREHRFZ
1.1 BT XIS

FEL YL LT T ARG , AR AR 4 115°507 ~ 116°10’E ,29°28" ~29°45'N, B I&¥5 1k 1474. 8m,
FHXT R 229 1400 m 2 H A B A E 60km {EE B IE, FILATFRERIRPEXFEREZENX, TR
1100m B9 IS4E  4E IR 11. 9C , A I 32°C , AR BEIE - 16. 8°C , 4E-F X REK 1918mm, [ H 168d, FAXHE
B 78% VL b, ZZHENRE, K HREMR, =F H 184d, 457K H W ik 80d, LR HIR 135d, 45 F3 H IR
B 1932.7h, # & & 1016. 5mm, £ F ¥ K X H 163d, 1 H4EHEE 16. 7C, 4% B & 15 41C, B 1R

-7.6°C 47K R 1300mm, 7K H 25 130d, 2 H 3.5d, 457k H 29d, XX H 35d, BfEH#1250d 24, HTEE
2R 7R WP R BB e MM 3 E 0 , ML BB WL TRAR YR A B SR BRI bR, 5 40 1 19 YR B, 7%
- NE R, A AR B B G AR M e S A

1.2 WA

1.2.1 FEHiRE

HRAE T V& MR R FE L, BT B3 O RE R B8R 35 ) L G IV bRk S BEAR g 2R BE LT A RS, A
500m” 3| 2500 m”* , B Hi AR /)N 3 BEAR G i ST 78 H B4 358 J3E T3 18] B — Btk DA R BEE ARORE B S SR A R o
1.2.2 FEEHRE

(1) B EARBI, WAL E IR E A g (ER 1),

(2) 10 REH P BRI TR B R , Fe R 2 0 8 A AR I = B A B2, R = B s AR E M E = )%
Hz=1.3m W TAARN B, 2, R B, S H <1.3m BHERR, NC SRS EH R ICRARARER
B BRI A Y (AR RIEY) IC R, B E . ARARZ AV 8 IS8, S E Rk 3 —
B MNERAER—EN . ERBEAEYICRREFEE
1.2.3 YFEEEHNE

HEH: VI = (PSR + FAXZ R + X ) /3 (1)
FERTIREE (%0 ) =100 x FEAFHLEGETHHE 5 vt BREGUR B BrA i th BRAY B EK (2)
FERFOLEBE (%) = 100 x JEANof 6 J o BT T AR/ A o i3 o v B EET AR 2 01 (3)
FAXFZBE (% ) =100 x FEAFFRIAREL 07 T T B ARER (4)

1.2.4  BEEGSREIES
4= F{3, G- 34 (5)

A WX E R (RBA % ) HEFERUAL B FH (top species ) BFYSEPR B R M XT EHER(% ) , Hirhz
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W EE B RENREMBEFER, » HERE K EE P (dominant species ) B E I LEFHEEE
43 . (ideal percentage share) , x; A F 4R F (remaining species ) I E 43t BP SR H08 2 B € IR S Mg E #
ERIRI L, N AR EE. WWRBERERA L AL S, W OLZw rEEE 2 o 100% . iR &<
A2 AR, M ENREET 8 50%  IFRER 3 MESF, MBI E 2 1 33.3% K EHE . &
JEIERFPEIEEH 4 RFE, 3 d WEES D (LT85 &) WA A FEC L AR . ERELEFE
i, XA AR RIEFHA R ; i REE LR AR B, g IR K, AR E LM E L.

®1 BAHEFER

Table 1 Basic information of samples

HE  ER(m) BECC) HRAC) BR(n) BRE(%) %A RFEPERE
No. Altitude Slope Aspect Area Cover  Slope location Major community

1 210 ” 245, 900 70 T Low 1&# Cinnamomum camphora , T4 Castanopsis

Jucunda
TR P . .

5 240 29 200, 500 0 + LM Pinus massoniana ,f&# Cinnamomum
camphora
e . .

3 240 21 92 500 60 + 4k Castanopsis sclerophylla , &R Cinnamomum
camphora

4 250 25 192 500 75 T itk Castanopsis sclerophylla , Fidk Lithocarpus glaber

5 300 28 130 500 50 T T Lithocarpus glaber 3 F 57545 M Alniphyllum. fortunei

6 310 26 305 600 70 T Tk Lithocarpus glaber

7 350 29 300 600 65 _ High ik Lithocarpus glaber ,ElihiE Castanopsis eyrei

8 370 30 220 1500 70 r Mid Tk Lithocarpus glaber

9 400 25.5 25 2500 90 i Tk Lithocarpus glaber

10 430 30 225 500 75 T T Lithocarpus glaber , ¥ YL i Diospyros glaucifolia

11 440 38 159 500 80 =] T4 Castanopsis eyrei, X4 Castanopsis carlesii
H X Cyclobalanopsis glauca,

12 460 35 207 500 75 T BB Choerospondias axillaris

13 530 46 210 400 60 FF Tk Lithocarpus glaber

14 605 27.5 190 750 65 + FHHk Castanopsis eyrei, F K] Cyclobalanopsis glauca
5K Cyclobalanopsis myrsinaefolia

15 610 35.5 230 500 70 E % Cyclobalanopsis glauca

2 BRESHH
2.1 Y

it 15 MREHPEREAT SR AT (TR R BT AT 11250m” JEAR)Z 3050 m” B AR 191 m” B2 2125
m’, 511 16616 m®) , K BUA 4514 81 B 147 /& 236 F, HAERISHIY 8 Bl 10 /B 14 Fb , Fh T4 73 B} 137
J& 222 Fh, ZERPTHEYT R THEY 3 A3 R 3 B, BT 70 B 134 J§ 219 R 7ER T R, AT HAEY)
7812 J8 22 F , WFAEY 63 £ 122 J&§ 197 F,

A BARRL B TS IR EOEAT T , T LR B S L B S bk R, & 10 FRiRL A 4 B, 52
RHECHY 4.94% , X BERHT & BORPECH 55 F, i 23S PR EN 23.31% , EF15 R HHA(9 /8,18
L (LU R) ) JERH(6,14) FE3kBH(S,13) MAER(1,10) 55 1 Fh9RHE 38 B, 23R EA 46.91% , 3
B AL, WNERBIISHEHTHN, T 10 HNBRELER LR, &A1 HHENE 9 &, it
BB 67.35% B H A MEER I BR BRI L X MRS AT MR, —FiA N R—
X [Fl— B PSR 2 WA SR K, B— M EERNMER . AR R BTSSRk A , 765 1L % 2 1E
HARP, B4 10 FRE KB , (7 o 2B SR 41. 95% B BAFH IR , T LA JB PO T & P SR 22 UL P 1263 X B9
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ARERMIOR, X BE—J7 AKX E B B 3K, BRAX A8 B e IR A2t 46 A o6, 55 — 5 T i)
PR T M X AR RS A R F R YA ERRRTE A K REREB W — N B IRRL T
AFEEL. X — RSP AT AL T R LA &

NTEBBNRHENYRHARMNEEER AF (H=8m: 5t K Z;1.5Sm<H <8m:ERZ;H<1.5m: F
PR SBERRESREYRAR. TR, 7E 236 MEYT , EARRENYRA 46 # EEHE
i 67 MR A 35 FRITT AR BB E], 32 FOwRRE BT H BUEI TR AW . XAETRARRF 78 B, A
2% 68 T, BEATAE 43 7, ZSMEY) (A ) FhK 47 Fh (3R 2) o

®2 BREAMHHWHEAR
Table 2 Floristic composition of broad-leaved forest in Mt. Lushan
FPEL No. of species

. BB EHiJZ Regeneration layer
E?%f families No.of SRR WFFART ARFRAR AR HEE 20 Bit
Genera Canopy layer  In canopy Not in Canopy Shrub layer ~ Herb layer Liane Total
layer layer
1 ##%R} Rosaceae 9 4 2 3 5 6 18
2 &P} Lauraceae 6 3 3 6 5 14
3 554-F} Fagaceae 5 9 8 4 13
4 ZFH Aquifoliaceae 1 1 1 1 8 10
5 KER} Euphorbiaceae 5 2 2 4 3 9
6 Z5P} Theaceae 5 1 1 6 8
7 FEEP} Rubiaceae 8 3 5 8
8 WP HER) Papilionaceae 6 2 1 2 2 1 7
9 WER} Cyperaceae 2 6 6
10 2 B &R Styraceae 3 3 3 2 1 6
11 FE P Vitaceae 2 5 5
12 SHFER} Verbenaceae 3 5 5
13 BERPL Anacardiaceae 3 3 2 2 5
14 RAP} Gramineae 4 1 4 5
15 35} Compositae 5 5 5
16 1AL} Symplocaceae 1 2 2 2 4
17 &P} Moraceae 2 4 4
18 % 4 4} Myrsinaceae 2 4 4
19 #B8FERY} Ericaceae 1 3 3
20 JEER} Viburnaceae 1 3 3
21 E 3Pl Violaceae 1 3 3
22 EH Pl Dioscoreaceae 1 3 3
23 B AR} Labiatae 2 3 3
24 2B} Orchidaceae 2 3 3
25 BF#} Celastraceae 2 1 2 3
26 42458 Hamamelidaceae 3 2 2 1 3
ﬁfﬁﬁ:tenmining families 62 13 ? ? 16 17 A 76
471 Total 147 46 35 32 68 43 47 236

= ISR BT ATAR, AT A LS Not summed
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2.2 JrRFIRE ESRE A

MERNEFAERE SR BEREFE " o B 1R 2 53 BIFR 0 1L H 4 bR AR B2 A R AR
A B 1 RS DBH=2cm TR ARREY (CNMIFEREAR) B3 28, B 1 A LA 7E TR
GEITE) 2094 BRAAHY)H , DBH<S5cm B/MEFEARFEY) G A LI HNE, FEE R K, SLARMREE T
2o MRS S5cm<DBH<60cm K 6 R, % K24k (DBH=80cm) RA 1 #k, K 2 FARKR FEIE AR
FIRE A E , XA EFRGETEAL, #08 LIE, R AR, BRI R

1200 - 1000
i 1000 ft 900
5 sooft 5
o Z 600
° : 5
S 600 S
% 00l = 400
ES ®
200 f+ 200
O 1 1 I|_|II_|II_IIHII_II 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ]
5 25 45 65 85 0

2 6 10 14 18

% DHB (cm
Wtz (cm) B 5 Hight (m)

B 1 Sl s AR R R 1 A
Fig. 1 DBH frequency distribution for all the trees ( DBH=2cm) in the

B2 oL R SRR AR B e B 7 B

Fig. 2 The high-frequency distribution for all the trees in the evergreen

broad-leaved forest in Mt. Lush:
evergreen broad-leaved forest m shan broad-leaved forest in Mt. Lushan

2.3 EERHE

MR 3 WTLLE PSRN AR SR R, FeoR R EZ b A8 EHE ( Castanopsis eyrei) JA ( Cin-
namomum camphora ) . & X ( Cyclobalanopsis glauca) ¥ ( Castanopsis sclerophylla ) 7155 B # ( Pinus massoni-
ana ) SFLLEL, HP Atk SR EXH0E REZ(E (V1 =51.30) 5 /N AR EZ b H8A (Loropetalum chinense) 1%
FR & ( Symplocos stellaris) 20 i, ; TE AR B R M ZE & 25 ( Camellia cuspidate) | 7548 ( Syzygium buxifolium) 5% H
# ( Eurya hebeclados) #1125 ( Camellia oleifera) 40 1%, o

£3 FUEFEAHREIERSE
Table 3 Characteristics of the top 62 tree species in the evergreen broad-leaved forest in Mt. Lushan

BlaRY BAWRE BRAMR FHER

(m?/hm?) (m) (cm) (em)

B4 Lishocarpus glaber* 448 11.58 18 51.5 12. 88 13.39  35.27 2.65 51.30
WA Loropetalum chinense® 410 1.58 13 2.2 5.71 12.25 4.81 3.13  20.19
k¥ Castanopsis eyrei ® 211 2.53 18 45.4 7.91 6.30 7.70 .20 15.20
2 EEREZE Camellia cuspidate 356 0.17 8 9.5 2.15 10. 64 0.51 2.89  14.05
I Ginnamomum camphora * 41 2.96 17 60 25.70 1.22 9.02 .93 12.17
#HR Cyclobalanopsis glauca® 175 1.21 15 25.3 7.08 5.22 3.69 2.17  11.07
Ep¥ Castanopsis sclerophylla ® 43 2.21 17 48.3 21.30 1.28 6.72 .93  9.94
TR Pinus massoniana * 31 2.18 18 60.6 26. 36 0.93 6.65 1.45  9.03
2Bl Symplocos stellaris 103 0.35 11 17.3 5.49 3.09 1.07 2.65  6.81
E T4 Castanopsis jucunda 35 1.00 16 4.4 12.57 1.05 3.04 1.69  5.77
SAAFHLAR, Quercus glandulifera var. 31 0.75 17 28 16. 60 0.93 2.29 2.17  5.39
brevipetiolata

A Syzygium busifolium 128 0.07 7 9.6 2.29 3.82 0.23 0.72  4.77
2 Camellia oleifera 9% 0. 04 6 6 2.06 2.86 0.13 1.69  4.68
EH Eurya hebeclados 61 0. 03 6 6.4 2.05 1.84 0. 09 2.65  4.58
2548 Dalbergia hupeana 38 0.19 14 18.3 5.76 1.14 0.57 2.41 411

hitp : //www. ecologica. cn
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gk
= 2 % %

i wN R o WMEE MMERE MAAE BEE
Species (stem/hm?) (/b ) (m) (cm) (cm;g Dr(%) Pr(%) Fr(%) v
#B8 4L Rhododendron simsii 78 0.03 4 4.5 2.0CC3 2.33 0.09 1.45 3.87
BARM Vaccinium bracteatum 34 0.11 11 17 4. 65 1.02 0.34 2.17 3.53
INF W, Alangium chinense 23 0.11 13 14.9 5.83 0.70 0.33 2.41 3.44
#rtF X Cyclobalanopsis myrsinaefolia 16 0.71 16 36.8 22.01 0.47 2.18 0.72 3.36
W8I 4T Rhododendron mariesii 73 0.04 5 4.7 2.41 2.19 0.12 0.96 3.27
LG4 Litsea cubeba 28 0.09 9 15.8 5.48 0.85 0.27 1.93 3.04
IIBAM Lindera glauca 52 0.02 7 3.9 1.72 1.55 0.05 1.45 3.04
LTIR E (451R ) Cleyera japonica 29 0.04 6 11 3.24 0.87 0.12 1.93 2.93
42 Lindera reflexa 40 0.01 3.5 2.5 1.16 1.20 0.02 1.69 2.90
L4384 Rhododendron ovatum 29 0.02 5 5.5 2.29 0.87 0.05 1.93 2.85
WEW Liquidambar formosana 8 0.52 16 59 25.34 0.23 1.59 0.96 2.79
WA (F G ) Alniphyllum fortunei 20 0.25 18 31 9.04 0.58 0.76 1.45 2.79
KF Clerodendrum cyrtophyllum 36 0.01 10 6.9 1.72 1.08 0.04 1.45 2.56
¥ Z5# Eurya muricata 43 0.01 6 5.2 1.65 1.28 0.04 1.20 2.53
WIYL i Diospyros glaucifolia 15 0.27 17 21.4 14.55 0.44 0. 81 1.20 2.45
4% Photinia beauverdiana 26 0.14 12 14.8 6. 61 0.79 0.43 1.20 2.42
LA Symplocos sumuntia 24 0. 06 16 15.3 4.07 0.73 0.19 1.45 2.36
ALE W Platycarya strobilacea 15 0.22 15 21 12.91 0.44 0.68 0.96 2.08
4482k Callicarpa cathayana 42 0.01 3.5 3 1.45 1.25 0.03 0.72 2.00
&K Albizia julibrissin 11 0.15 15 17.9 13.05 0.32 0. 46 1.20 1.99
B4 Aphananthe aspera 2 0.52 15 81.7 44. 85 0. 06 1.57 0.24 1.87
JhHE Vernicia fordii 11 0.11 13 14.4 10.73 0.32 0.32 1.20 1.85
&3 llex purpurea 14 0.07 14 14.5 6.34 0.41 0.22 1.20 1.84
T IRAEHK Sorbus folgneri 12 0.07 16 17.8 6.78 0.35 0.21 1.20 1.77
P HIER (£045:88 ) Meliosma oldhamii 0.03 12 17.1 5.15 0.17 0.08 1.45 1.70
BE K Pistacia chinensis 5 0.35 15 46.5 26. 68 0.15 1.07 0.48 1.69
M- 4% Photinia glabra 30 0.02 9 8.1 2.32 0.90 0.05 0.72 1.68
/N Ligustrum sinensis 12 0.01 4.4 .5 2.02 0.35 0.02 0.72 1.09
BRI Euodia fargesii 4 0. 06 13 16.7 14.25 0.12 0.20 0.72 1.04
)4 Castanopsis tibetata 12 0. 06 15 17.3 6.18 0.35 0.20 0.48 1.03
BIRE Toxicodendron trichocarpum 6 0.08 12 18 11.92 0.17 0.24 0.48 0.89
E 22 Magnolia denudata 3 0.18 15 32 28.07 0.09 0.56 0.24 0.89
;ﬁiﬁﬁgﬂiﬁm Vaccinium 10 0.01 7 4.4  3.08 0.29 0.02 0.48  0.80
#% Castanopsis fargesii 6 0.11 16 32.1 11.33 0.17 0.34 0.24 0.76
FRILAG Styrax confusus 4 0.04 16 21.2 8. 10 0.12 0.12 0.48 0.72
W& 3R Albizia kalkora 4 0.03 12 13 10. 18 0.12 0.10 0.48 0.70
PG )| 55 Ilex szechwanensis 6 0.01 8 12.5 3.28 0.17 0.04 0.48 0.70
B &5 lex wilsonii 5 0.02 8 11.4 6.08 0.15 0. 06 0.48 0.69
B Cinnamomum jensenianum 6 0.01 9 5.6 4.23 0.17 0.03 0.48 0.68
F M Mallotus apelta 5 0.01 6 8.8 2.98 0.15 0.02 0.48 0.65
1§ Myrica rubra 1 0.08 15 32.4 32.40 0.03 0.25 0.24 0.52
i Diospyros kaki var. silvestris 7 0.01 7 6.8 4.01 0.20 0.03 0.24 0.48
B Sassafras tzumu 1 0.07 14 29.5 29.50 0.03 0.20 0.24 0.47
$2E Stewartia sinensis 1 0.02 16 17 17. 00 0.03 0.07 0.24 0.34
JBSE W Ehretia thyrsiflora 1 0.02 10.5 14.3 14.30 0.03 0.05 0.24 0.32
MR FE Cerasus serrulata 1 0.01 10 12.1 12.10 0.03 0.03 0.24 0.30
WL D # Maackia hupehensis 1 0.01 12 10.8 10.80 0.03 0.03 0.24 0.30

* BEFEMEZE PP  Dominant species in the community; BA: Basal area

hitp : //www. ecologica. cn



3 ARFE F P IESE YRR S 1153

2.4 BEMEB 60 - O KA Dead stem
BEILSE tEREE B R TR B T IR , e —&— JET:3¥ Rate of death
BRI R R, 914 Y) (primary plants ) B8R 8%, 1
KRR, B BEETE B MR, T /MEKZ ) L
ErR(InE 3) . ERFEREEEXN SR, BHd

P
s 3
T T

]

FaRkEL No. of stems
oW
(=} (e}
T

B EAERE T AT, [ 3 B, 7005 L G A oll | M

KT 1. Sm i A G HHEBR , lR SN T Ni*ainih

5cm.5 ~10cm. 10 ~ 1Sem 3 AMREAE KRR T-Z, PP oo
HA RGN S ~ 10cm BRI HEUR £, JET R

IR, HYSE 10 ~ 15em BOREBRAGBET %, VA Bt M PRSI ARERLTE
TARREER AL T e
2.5 FEAABYHFRELE AR R o i

PR AR Y 2 A7, SRR PP e AR Y
FEREGBET 0T , BRZ VLA S 1L SR I M M e R R RS (3R 4) , 1R B RIS AW R ERRE
th SRR ST ELA Y 4 K5,

F4 EBREAMHKPFANOHEREN
Table 4 The DBH class of main canopy tree in the evergreen broad-leaved forest
2% Class of DBH

e

Species RsIZ. 5 2.5< gsm 5 7.5< I]ellszz. 5 R >1;fz. 5
W EREH A% Evergreen conifer trees

ILE W Pinus massoniana * 0 0 15 17
=442 Cephalotaxus fortunei 5 0 0 0
TR K Evergreen broad-leaved trees

T Lithocarpus glaber® 993 64 98 125
4k Castanopsis sclerophylla * 257 4 7 24
H X Cyclobalanopsis glauca * 159 24 78 1
T4t Castanopsis jucunda 141 3 4 1
Tlt#% Castanopsis eyrei * 132 63 42 23
A Loropetalum chinense * 120 197 116 0
#rtF X Cyclobalanopsis myrsinaefolia 56 1 6

B % Symplocos stellaris 44 50 30 0
1&E# Cinnamomum camphora * 29 0 22 18
M- 4% Photinia glabra 22 8 1 0
)4 Castanopsis tibetata 18 2 5 0
LA Symplocos sumuntia 18 6 5 0
BAR R Vaccinium bracteatum 16 12 7 0
&3 llex purpurea 10 1 7 0
$ 2 #& Litsea coreana var. sinensis 10 0 0 0
4T 4% Machilus thunbergii 8 0 0 0
#% Castanopsis fargesii 7 2 2 1
WA E Tlex buergeri 3 1 0 0
‘HE 848 Machilus ichangensis 3 0 0 0
YRR E llex rotunda 2 0 0 0
B Cinnamomum jensenianum 1 6 0 0
F¥p#t 3 Elaeocarpus glabripetalus 1 2 0 0
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g%

2% Class of DBH

I I | v
R<2.5 2.5<R<7.5 7.5<R<22.5 R>22.5

wh

Species

/N Ligustrum sinensis 1 0 0
JB Fz % Ternstroemia gymnanthera 1 3 0
1§ Myrica rubra 0 0 0
¥ 7R AR Deciduous broad-leaved trees

KF Clerodendrum cyrtophyllum 59
INF W, Alangium chinense 24
318 Dalbergia hupeana 24
I XK Litsea cubeba 14
4 A1 Photinia beauverdiana 12
A4 Alniphyllum fortunei 11
BFEF Styrax japonica 1
#M3 Celis sinensis

I HIIER Meliosma oldhamii

R BF3RF] Styrax calvescens

SERHEAR Quercus glandulifera var. brevipetiolata
T IRAEHK Sorbus folgneri

FRILAG Styrax confusus

ALE W Platycarya strobilacea

1 &} Sapium discolor

JhHE Vernicia fordii

W& 3K Albizia kalkora

B4 Aphananthe aspera

¥4 Mallotus japonicus var. floccosus

KRR Toxicodendron sylvestre

148 Symplocos paniculata

&K Albizia julibrissin

WIYL i Diospyros glaucifolia

BIRE Toxicodendron trichocarpum

i Diospyros kaki var. silvestris

BRI Euodia fargesii

E 22 Magnolia denudata

BARNIZE Padus buergeriana

EVEM, Acer davidii

28 Castanea henryi

WA A Cerasus serrulata

B BR X Choerospondias axillaris

JBSE W Ehretia thyrsiflora

WEW Liquidambar formosana

WL D # Maackia hupehensis

BE K Pistacia chinensis

$82E Stewartia sinensis

H 2= 54¢] Sapium japonicum

£3F Total 2266 524 601
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= REF, B EEFI 247 Es (Ohsawa, 1984 ) 1155783 Dominant species, calculated by the dominant analysis( Ohsawa,1984 )

(DY EM
MERETEFREESES M, REDE ] ~ IREESSH NEBNMEAREZHE BT + 1 >V
I + 1 > 10, 4 RIE 8 R T L AR, XAFREV YR & D05 A S W BT R ( Grime, 2001 ) , 404 #5 35
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Rl EHRE AT X O RROAR S5 M T T 2 o0 AR W R . 363 22 b, o5 IR AMTHE) 34.92%

Fa#k Lithocarpus glaber® LA Symplocos sumuntia
MR Loropetalum chinense” I Alniphyllum fortunei
T Castanopsis sclerophylla” % Castanopsis tibetata
Z BK Symplocos stellaris ¥% Castanopsis fargesii
FH WM Cyclobalanopsis glauca”® B ARB Vaccinium bracteatum
#18 Dalbergia hupeana PIHIEAEW Meliosma oldhamii
E N4 Castanopsis jucunda W3S B Litsea cubeba
JNFEWR, Alangium chinense F1 IRAERK Sorbus folgneri
#H#E Castanopsis eyrei” 4L Photinia beauverdiana
YA g Photinia glabra FE\AF Styrax confusus
H-F N Cyclobalanopsis myrsinaefolia &K llex purpurea

(2) BaBF

AEREE P VAR BB S, e | & I RBEBD, REA. WRESFZTEESESH, B
REFHIERE T/MER ARSI, BRIV R3] T REEE, B2 RSB (pioneer species) o 7E
R B FIAB Bt 7R OV B A AR BOR ROMR B P SEAT PR R R B 3P SE 3, ZE BB R A Bt
ZRGATTEEEFRE, RFE L F, DREME. I0H 18 7, & BIRAMTPE) 28.57%

SENRFIHR Quercus glandulifera var. brevipetiolata A 3K Albizia julibrissin

LFE Platycarya strobilacea %R Pistacia chinensis

E 2= Magnolia denudata BRE Toxicodendron trichocarpum
Jl Vernicia fordii %18 Myrica rubra

LEW Pinus massoniana” RWEW Euodia fargesii

W&k Albizia kalkora JE5#% Ehretia thyrsiflora

WEW Liquidambar formosana W#BAE Cerasus serrulata

WiVILAH Diospyros glaucifolia WL D& Maackia hupehensis
BABR™E Choerospondias axillaris $2E Stewartia sinensis

(3) TRERAF

RIFEREE P VR MEERBA , W | AR TN EHERL MR | HKTEHE, B | FNBEAEL T
%, 33t 14 7, 5 BIRARTPE] 22.22% , EN1HA KR HAR GRS, BI04 RF, InB9 B 4008 B
EiEfE . BORBZHWAERMTFREARE, R T % IE7E [ TR R R R -

B H] Styrax japonica K& Clerodendrum cyrtophyllum
$I B2 4% Litsea coreana var. sinensis =2R42 Cephalotaxus fortunei
KHEF5RF] Styrax calvescens HA8 Symplocos paniculata
2148 Machilus thunbergii ‘HE /84§ Machilus ichangensis
WNBERTE llex buergeri BYHi Mallotus japonicus var. floccosus
FMA Celtis sinensis R 35 llex rotunda
W 54 Sapium discolor AREW Toxicodendron sylvestr

(4) BEHLAZFP

RIFERER P VA AR, W7E T R 1 A7, R WRAD IR AR 39 B, i BI AR FFEL
K 14.29% ,

B #54E Cinnamomum jensenianum EHEW Acer davidii
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1156 BB E R 8%
NG Ligustrum sinensis FIALIE Elaeocarpus glabripetalus
BY 4 Diospyros kaki var. silvestris HEEE Castanea henryi
BEARMIZE Padus buergeriana H A 54 Sapium japon

E EZ@ Ternstroemia gymnanthera

M BB LR, EEAREERETIERNTELY BYEE, EAFSNENMIEERARE,
T S B R ETE B BT AR T R, AR R RIIB BeR BN REE B DLW, ULBA 5 1L i AR R
PI/NERSE R BE A 41 B A R R R R . EBVEFTA IBRB MR, LA T BRI —ARER
BT, FERE AR RBER D BAMFTE W 1L F S AR IE 7R B 1E [ 8 , (B R 2 TR B BL
WEE TR B IR, e MRS P M A AR AR Bt — il BA—E S WARE 2B i, IEAN7E
ZRIFHL T A, EFSFREMART , BAEN BN MEERHAEREEE B — M EENERZE. X
— 75 T2 B S B AR AR B R BT IR, WDAE IR, T R K, Z R AR TR ERT2R R (B a5
73— TR T BRSSP R AR T, anashE] L A L 3835 5 BT B R O/ IV AR B , g SE B e s
R R BRI B R TS,

WA HSEAMHRE R— AR ERIE, ERER SR b, B H IS 2R E AR, B HiF 2
FEMLRARS . TRE AR INETRAT, 595 LM MY . 2R HB IS . RUAREAN/DHFEEGHTX
BYIFPEE R TR A, MBEPLARFINE Sk BB E | H A S MR TR NE S, S YR R A7
BREPLH: , RATERE I B E 200, HERES BT HYRHY B RBFIAR, NEWARERE 1Y
MR FHEG R, NEX IR H RN SRR T REENEZ RELAE ST A A BT B, KE
FF M AR T R P A R R B E A TR,

3 &g

AICBGE T L SR AR YR R S R e, 7T AR DL R LSS

(1) 78 11250m™ FEAHE T P9 . R BUE LB 1Y) 81 B 147 B4k 236 i, RS 8 F 10 J& 14 6, Fh 7
Y 73 B 137 J@ 4 222 7, ERTEYT R THEY) 3 B3 R 3 B gTE Y 70 Bl 134 J8 219 i ZERL TR
Vb, AR 7 B 12 )8 22 B, TR 63 B 122 J§ 197 T

(2) BaFEMAERELSRHE, SRR EB AR A AR TR e o B S A, P A
b A R LS, RERE (VI =51.30) /MR R b AR T BR 4G AR E R bR M & 8K A 0B
KRR F L B

(3) MABHFREEHa T VT 0, Jp 1Ly S ] I AR v LEAE o) TRAR TR , AR v o O o 2L R 65 A0 T LU ek v
AT IE R R T E R o
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