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Abstract ; This study is aimed at understanding anthropogenic impact on the understory plant diversity around the municipal
area of Xiamen in Fujian Province, SE China. Four indexes were employed to differentiate the diversity of urban forests
adjacent to different land use types. Principle Component Analysis (PCA) and Canonical Correspondence Analusis ( CCA)
methods were applied in our study. The results showed that human trample, dustheap, digging, accessibility and other
factors have great influence on the understory plant diversity. Herb B diversity of urban forest increased along the land use
gradient from commercial, transportation, industrial to residential, while shrub B diversity decreased gradually along this

environment gradient.
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W, T U T A A5 22 4227 o A5 SR Al Xt AR ) S BV O B Wi A B AR 4Pk 5, AN T B T 4 45 O ik
FESHERFZES ", TR 7 T AR B ST A B = o [ PSR R AR 9T 25 LA T AR AR 9 454
ST AR AR 45 ThBE SR AR 48 B35 T AR bk A S HLRIBE R AR e S A B T o 1Y
KT L AR TRIFEEAL B XTIRTH AR SR RS B BT H A Z 0 R
FEW) 2 REMERT N D T4 i 7 5 28 AL AL AR I 5 U BE g 20 D

RS0 T MAEY) Z RS RIESE X T BB 6 R s R S R U R AE M SRR R R A
BB E L . ASCGEFEETIALT B 2E BRRS IR BRI BETE X 52, 12 TR0 BE 73 ik [ BRAE ) 22 P I
HA g REA R A THRRREE T 2205 60, I 40T B A 5 28 A X T 38T ARAROMK T JE A 1
FRIAE R, 2 T 88 7 S8 T A P36 280 %o SR Tl BRR5 4 5 T R PRy me Lo, o) B RS A 66 B T AL 2 A
JRs B R , AR S 38R 7 320 55 R Sl B3R vl b s LR Rl v L R A AL ) - B P R (Rt 3 = 4%
1 HREER

JE I T 2 ) 7 R AR A Mk Tl , AR AR AR 48 117°53" ~ 118°25”, 44 24°25 ~24°54" 23 H B FF Ui
T R R T R AT R R R I . BT AR R B A TR R SR, R RIR N 20. 7C L AERET B
1143. Smm , FHXHREE 76% , A, BT R o #0508 LUK . & 1 SE 28R =, #hi e 5 PG L il AR ra fL ), 7
6] B A A0, B SR 20, R I E AR i 2 WEARN =02 = 1I3ENFELMELR , Bn 2 AL K
&, M VAR R WG = KU S M AR, TR XA 27 SRR, 58 L T AR GEAR M 3 X [a] 155 B
T IR A2 , 5 B T AL R © i A - 3t P P AN 2 IR 2 B0 . BT, B T T XN R EAFER IR
MR, B B R R s BRbk 22 o @ E A R 1T N R AL TR L & BB 3 1 S A B AR SE N TR, b 2
e AL A AL L IK R 1L DA R B 5 A  AR LA LA, IR, FTEAR L & A B (Acacia
confusa) \Ey B A) ( Pinus massoniana ) \ /K ik # ( Casuarina equisetifolia ) . #7164 ( Eucalyptus citriodora ) . M
( Celtis sinesis) ZE 0 ¥, /INFF AR B HE AR A 1L 4] ( Vitex quinata) | 7K ¥ #F (Adina rubella) %5, ¥E K F k4 1R
( Rhodomyrtus tomentosa) 27 (Ilex purpurea) .4 BE/K ( Rhaphiolepis indica) . E5#2F} ( Lantana camara) %5, Hi gk
A T=HE (Picranoptens dichotoma) | T1. 75 = ( Miscanthus floridulu) 5% .
2 MIRAE
2.1 HEHIKE

5T X AR T X AR ¥F—J A Ll LA R SR i vk S At 251 sh B AR i R A vhols , S Bl & = B i ik
PR AY (JE A P 7R Ml PR ot oMb P 3t S8 P ) ) DO 2 3 B AT ARbk A 85 . R ORIEAE O S b AR R I AT
otk , SR LA & VAR D @B B BRI AT &

F1 HHERERL

Table 1 Stands characteristics of different quadrats
Hh AR HFR AR B (m) BRE(®) e () RHE(%) SRR
Sites Latitude and longitude Altitude Slope Aspect Canopy cover  Land use type
Wil N24°26'24" Ja R b
Lion Hill E118°06'09” 70.5 15 SWas 80 Residential
FEAT I N24°27'54" Rl
Wucun Hill E118°06'34" 54.8 ? NW35 81.6 Commercial
Bl . N24°26 5,7 ” 55.5 19.5 S 78 BB .
Zhong Hill E118°05'03 Transportation
TR N24°28'27" Tk Al
Wuweita Hill E118°07'45" 54.8 14 SW30 86 Industrial

2.2 BEPSMRESHUE
T 2007 45 8 HRARGHRER , WIRT FRAR D 2 1 AR AR AR, 23 F% 10m BB — A 10m x 10m FFARRE
T7 SR, BB 1A Smox Sm EEARKETT , B EARKETT B 14> Im x Im BYRARET . B IR
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WHAMERIBE 5 NIRRT, 3 20 MEF . FeARBET WIER& MR (R ERT 1.37m) B4 5.
Mafess . MEARRLAM iz SR80, BT YRl i 5 B, i SR H AP & MEREE | IR &5 R AR,
2008 4E 4 A XTPFpiT 22
RS EFA SR EE S AR E AL ERERE EAREE ERAERE EAEE
BE AR R RE AR E
RN A THEFA AR BRI S K BEES 7 /NS I S AR L K el b gy & b 3R 4k
FUBREL RAE B - A B TTRAZFEN RN T
2.3 PRk
SRR ITESA AT Z0F AT 35 AR Z RN S E. K5, 25 EEAR R R
SR EEME, TEAKXR:
FER IV = (FEXF ZBE + AHXS R BE + AHXT 353 ) /300
FA IV = R BE + A% 35 B ) /200
TEYIBETR AR R BOTM , RAE T EZEN o 1 B WF ZHER KA. o WA SRR
BB & LR Partrick 35 BEFE B W FH 7345 () Simpson ZFEPETE B T5 S8 # Shannon 8L K fm =
Yo A ¥ S REBE I Pielou YA BEARE. /AT IME T I BLAS IR FE AR )29 B, VE A B B AR AE
BEVE IR B ZHREMEFE B0 Jaccard (1901 ) AH{BITE R 5K

_ c
* a+b-c

KA, C, REEA U R B o WA A FETS AL 0 W B F BT & WIS ¢ S A B 3t
A HPIFEL

AW B E ST B AR A AT E SR A SPSS13. 0 B, ZInHEF 5 kR A CCA, B ] CANO-
CO4.5 fAs,
3 BRESH
3.1 YA RSHEM SN

X IR ARARAR T R AR B R BB BT S BUE S R S B, S5 R B R T (E /N T 12,59,
FEEXBIESFIEE(£2) o APFTHIGCFREEY 54 F, HApIrAR 10 B0, 3R 1S i, 54 19 B, A
10 Fo

R2 HTEHEUMMENNBESF IR

Table 2 The normal sequence model test on understory species quantity of urban forest

SHEIE S 73R Wil R Bl TR
Normal sequence model Lion Hill Wucun Hill Zhong Hill Wuweita Hill
AMASEL Total number 439 1980 777 556
YiFh%EL Species number 11 13 15 16

J7 2 Variance 0.3811 0.2677 0.4634 0.5911
A HE df 6 8 7 6

12 /K Significant level 0.4815 0.1512 0.9598 0.2911
KA 5.5 12 2 7.33

SR EE, ARG LS W) B o350 R (Arthraxon hispidus ) (33. 15% ) \Fis % ( Siegesbeckia
orientalis ) (24.57% ) $i i ( Galium aparine var. tenerum) (8.69% ) \BR3¥¥ ¥ ( Oxalis corniculata) (2.89% ) .
ML (0. 41% ) A AR FH4 1 (1. 90% ) %6, S W HEZENFE, EARZSEZYMHE SEM
(31.04% ) KM (8.76% ) (1LI4EFRI(9.35% ) JKAZHE (3. 76% ) | + 2544 ( Bridelia monoica) (6.05% ) Fll F.75 T=
(9.79% ) %o RNFEFELHEREZH o ZHMERREINR 3 Fim.
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*3 ETEEEMNEEE o SHEER
Table 3 Understory plant diversity of « index based on the important value

B AT FRERE SRR SRR ¥ oI BEHR R
Plot number Life form Partrick Simpson Shannon Pielou
1 H 5 0.5020 1.3807 0.5946
S 3 0.5609 1.3022 0.8216
2 H 4 0.4888 1.2591 0.6296
S 4 0.5430 1.4906 0.7453
3 H 6 0.3839 1.0742 0.4155
S 4 0.6780 1. 6668 0.8334
4 H 9 0.2979 1.0336 0.3261
S 5 0.7690 2.1898 0.9431
5 H 5 0.2854 0.8256 0.3556
S 4 0.4481 1.2464 0.6232
6 H 5 0.5513 1.5163 0.6531
S 2 0.4539 0.9257 0.9257
7 H 6 0.5961 1.6619 0.6429
S 7 0.7853 2.3399 0.8335
8 H 2 0.4910 0.9799 0.9799
S 8 0.8261 2.6994 0.8998
9 H 3 0.0988 0.3407 0.2149
S 11 0.8889 3.2529 0.9403
10 H 3 0.2874 0.7835 0.4944
S 11 0.8814 3.2231 0.9317
11 H 8 0.4727 1.4424 0.4808
S 8 0.8569 2.8424 0.9475
12 H 4 0.5474 1.3648 0.6824
S 7 0.7718 2.4294 0. 8654
13 H 3 0.2389 0.6887 0.4345
S 5 0. 6668 1.8878 0.8130
14 H 6 0.4409 1.4234 0.5506
S 11 0.8612 3.0606 0.8847
15 H 2 0. 1551 0.4154 0.4154
S 4 0.4385 1.2441 0.6221
16 H 5 0.2652 0. 8766 0.3775
S 6 0.7110 2.0891 0.8082
17 H 6 0.7038 2.0306 0.7855
S 8 0.8165 2.6182 0.8727
18 H 4 0.6075 1.6237 0.8118
S 8 0.8423 2.7743 0.9248
19 H 3 0.4771 1.1951 0.7540
S 7 0.8180 2.5821 0.9198
20 H 5 0.6389 1. 6945 0.7298
S 7 0.8139 2.5825 0.9199

H: 7 Herb,S: A Shrub

3.2 ANTIT RSB R
BR T U B AR A T H LR IASE AR B DS, 0 B T T3 T ARAR IR 2L 19 SE PR1B O, 77 38 VS RE A S B
NATHARBE R 10 AIAGE A BAR ARSI RS RR 4.
XA EAE R AT A SR T, A IR S /N T AR 0. 647 ( + ), HAJZ B SR E Y 3K
—0.982( s ), FETT /MR ECS /N IR 0. 682 ( 5 ) , /INEE B S TUBRER - 0. 629 ( = ) , /NEE I AL FLARAK
=0.699( s ), BIRBG AR 0.580( #+ ) , NNIZIRECSIZIMIE AR 0. 826 ( =+ ) 55 7 XIS AL BIKE]
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R B E AR WAk S ARG B 0. 525 ( + ), B 5/ A 0. 449 ( = ) I BE S48 B 0. 475 ( = ) , T A
JZ2 RS FLRRELO0. 519 ( = ) /NS TR S 2L 0. 552 = ) , HEARJZ 525 KBl a4 0. 462 ( = ) 55 6 X FRIFAL
BRI BEMIIKF s HA « KR 0.05 B BEIKF; «« K8 0.01 FIR BEKF ERBRIE 19 D3R5
¥ Z B A SE A B L, B ARET5 /NS /N T ER VR D7 PAZ B R S 42 U T AP PR AR R

®4 RETEMHHBEST

Table 4 Descriptive Statistics of different environmental variables

TiH #HE & HfE PR Pz T
Name ab. Range Mean Std. Error Std. Deviation Variance
¥R Altitude(m) ALTITUDE 32.2 58.93 2.28 10.20 104.01
B Slope( % ) SLOPE 20 12.18 1.40 6.27 39.30
HBIAEE Canopy cover( °) CC 95 77.95 4.69 20.96 439,52
B Grass cover(% ) GC 81 32.20 5.62 25.15 632.35
FEAE B Grass height(cm) GH 14 7.67 0.94 4.22 17.83
Miv& )55 BE Litter cover(% ) LC 82 66.20 5.67 25.36 643.09
A7) BE Litter height(cm) LH 4 2.75 0.27 1.20 1.43
B AKZ% B B Distance to forest edge(m) DTFE 55 28.75 3.57 15.97 254.93
#E7 N/ Road number () RN 2 1.05 0.14 0.60 0.37
/NE& TR AR Road area(m?) RA 3.15 1.29 0.18 0.79 0.63
37 3% % Rubbish(4+) RUBBISH 7 2.15 0.46 2.06 4.24
FEHEL Grave(4) GRAVE 3 0.15 0.15 0.67 0.45
A% Dig number(4™) DN 5 1.55 0.33 1.47 2.16
AR5 48 TH B Dig area(m?) DA 3.5 0.76 0.23 1.05 1.09
FLBREL Tile(14~) TILE 6 0.95 0.40 1.79 3.21
WEA 353 Shrub cover(% ) SC 65 16.53 4.38 19.59 383.78
A 558 Rock cover( % ) ROCK 35 3.40 1.74 7.80 60. 88
RHEEL Stake () STAKE 5 0.40 0.27 1.19 1.41
KB L Bumning stand () BS 1 0.05 0.05 0.22 0.05

ik, A TR BARE M L BRI AR B AR AR, X 19 NIRRT AT E e i B e IR AR B AT
Equamax -2 1E SSHERE , e #E 5 i B FHHEEZE 1.59 DL R F3E 7 A, R B 5t Rk 2 7 83.37% , |
BEBEIAT 7 N FAEN TG o B Ja 4 R T e A R T R - 265 — T Ao R /N ORI/ B TR S R 5
BE0.85 LA L, HIFERK R A RIS (E B, BOTLAFRZ N AW BRBERR L 75 5% — R P R A B
A RBORE] - 0. 9653, WAL VEYIIZ B9 70 A A 5 FA 55 B 2 S SG il 44 0 BA R 75 50
= FRA SRR BEARGKF IR B OAHKER R, EERBRANTEARREIMES R, TR Bk A 5
FRBE” AT 5 55 U E A BB 2 0850 3208 W AR, FRCA AR B 15 26 T R S B R R i
BERIEARKR , EER IR T BB, AR SRR N5 5575 I BUK Beil
MR AR R BE , SRR M B K T B0 5 585 S AR B BBCUR AR A B AR, R B R AR MR B 278 BR
Do B 1R A NEREEFRRE” | A RERE” UL BIAR SRS A5 i B T2 B, B k%
AIREEARAE 3 > E R B AR L o
3.3 HYZHEER NI EE R

JE VT BRARAR T A SR ) Partrick 8 BEISEII(E N 4.7, Simpson ZAEEFEEII(E N 0. 43, Shannon
ZAEPEIE RN 1. 18, Pielou 35 BEFSHIIME N 0. 5T HEAR)Z Partrick 35 BEFERUAIIIE N 6. 5, Simpson
ZAEPEIE R 0. 72, Shannon ZRESERUISMED 2. 22, Pielou X5 FEAEHUIGMEN 0. 85, FEAZ MK IS+
PEARROS R THEAZ , ST K o ZRERRBOIRILE 3. EAZSARME SR L FEE BRI Ak S i BE B 22 B a3y
INFHREAR , fo 5 ST N B 3 s HE A= 25 U i B 2 R 2 ) 5 2 B S o AR A 3
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Fig.1 Environment factor component plot in rotated space
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SR FZEMKRD . CCA HFER BN (8 2) , A REE SHAZHE H 7 /NS EREE
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Fig. 2 CCA ordination diagram of vegetation info and environment factor
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WA AN, RIS BR L BURR A2 A SF R R BIR T 500, AMIABTE LRI T, BARZ
FEPES BLBR AN AR R IEAR R, SR BR—RE A2 B i) T4 BY T A Z AR AR 3 A0

HEARJZ ZREES N HZ IR A D2 88 T AR AR A vE 1 6 B R IE AR, R — A M AN B
T REAS I N A 2 1 AR, TUHE K2 SRR L I3 I SO RA B TSI RN AR EE SHEARRE
BIEMRER , SMNES N Z IR SR M E BB R IEAR R R AN TR R , AR K
Sty , FL I IR v 40 F) RE B o
3.4 ARESEHE AR B Y SRR 2E o i

T ISR R CCA P LK 3. fI& 3 ATLAE i F S M5 20 9 DX 38 T B 2 5/ e T AR
PIANEREEAS BT 167 BT B, B S P A P St ki AR AR A T TS S AN RE A A o LT Rl It A
HIRETT 6 ~ 10 B A 2E PR Sk _E JGRA B R R4 , SR IATE ST 3had T A B 3t B, XA i v 1 TR
DR ARHESTIE FAMUERE TS L BR T AR 11 Ah, HeRIG S BRI KB R KR S B R IE L, B4R
FSCIE IR T AR EOREA 2 B, A A8 RIR , TR AZ FBEIR AN TR A KRy o BT
FAMBEIRETT P BR T HEDT 16 Sb, RIS 5 TURREC A2 40 T AR ARBE R R IE LG, B Y i ) B3 T AR AR
S 5y 32 BB 248 DL SRR B HE RO A T

1.0 6o
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2 .
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Fig. 3 CCA ordination diagram of vegetation sample and environment factor
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NT RERS SRS [RIBRSEAR BE_E W (A 2 5 s R AU B2, 45 6 ) Jaccard AR 28 2000F S8R i AR AR B
JZHY) B ZREBATIE (R 6) o BT , I T3 AR T ZAE Y B9 Jaccard AR 2R 7L A [R] SBHH
WA 2 (B AR 22 T AN, S e RV AR ABM R X T3 i P b 28 2R 9 AR A A S o T 4084 ol P 3t 52 30 T 3
AT SIS BY R AT Jaccard A DL R KU R , BV 1B 1 e 0 R BRI, TSRO 1 3 SR TSR R Y
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x5 TEPEAMEBETHEN o SHY
Table 5 The odiversity of understory adjacent different land use types

AR Partrick Simpson Shannon Pielou

Life form FRERE EZE26i ] SRR E(H) Byo) R
JE1E b Residential H 5.8 0.3916 1.1146 0.4643
S 5 0.5998 1.5792 0.7933
Tl b Commercial H 3.8 0.4049 1.0565 0.5970
S 7.8 0.7671 2.4882 0.9062
A2 1 F#h, Transportation H 4.6 0.3710 1.0669 0.5127
S 7 0.7190 2.2929 0. 8265
Tk b Industrial H 4.6 0.5385 1.4841 0.6917
S 7.2 0.8003 2.5292 0. 8891

F6 AEMPERAMEBETHEN B SHE
Table 6 The B diversity of understory adjacent different land use types

HH Ttem ﬁﬂkﬁjffn Biﬁﬁ?fﬂs Iikﬁ?fﬂs E{Ifﬁiﬂ
Commercial Transportation Industrial Residential
7K Herb
Tl b, 1.00 0.13 0.22 0.14
A& 0.13 1.00 0.23 0.22
Tolk it 0.22 0.23 1.00 0.25
JEAE i b 0.14 0.22 0.25 1.00
WK Shrub
Tl b, 1.00 0.39 0.40 0.17
A& 0.39 1.00 0.32 0.17
Tolk it 0.40 0.32 1.00 0.18
JEAE i b 0.17 0.17 0.18 1.00

SR AR AR B SARMENT R SRR Ml M SCE At T P M S P 3t B4 D 1 SR T, X
—INGERREE b, B JE W R e R T e, Tl P S A P R 9 2 ] AR (Rl Mk B e, O 0. 25
TRTI ARARREVEHEAR)Z B SAEPEI B IXFF B0 BL I J7 1) 20 R WA, Tk b5 T A P 3 9 22 1] A9 AR 1B
PEIRBNFARAE 0. 18, ST BRTE LIS L HEAZ Wyl B e A 9 K, 3 9% (LR (DL 4 b LA R B Al 3
REZHTREERMEBRNA NGRS  EARZEN T ERE AR ARl T2
HEENATIRHER ST ARE L, B AR SR,

4 g
4.1 HNEMEBAEER A TSR

B NS TR B & AT KB SR o0 KRBT K, A S R B s ™ o (RN T3
WS T AR R R SR AR AR TR E TR G TR ER . SIAFRADII TtE
RALTTIRERA & M S22 B ERIRIE B T R ETRX SRR AR Wik %E
WRFE PR T AL A2 PP ORI B NV G RHIE R L St B p , 2R T E RIS B R S e 8 K
() ZREME BEBET IR B R U B AR ) S REVERS R A PR B 28 B R L B IPAR 44T

X R SIS AR B AR M AR IR B R AT AT R I, A BRI B SRR B L A28
A ER A G R E R T X SR R RN . A S AT T B B R A R S R
SRS ARAR P R, R R Dy A SR A TE b AR, BN RS R AN TR IR TS B o (ELR A BR B
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RIS AR T FAS R A AR, T IR DT PO/ B /DB TR S A R SRR AR . B HTTER Y
B AARIE ST (BIIRAK BRI ) E 0% B3 SO 2R3 G (0 W R 80 H R BT 350 2 S5 AR B 9 1 45 SR A —
o 50, FESR T SR MU B R TEART | FhAMRAY) S b, [RIAE S5 O A b S A A 2 o B AP SR AR TS
WS

MNATBAT 977 2, A BE TR HE 7 FUAR (B RIS 4 LA S AR B O 26 T 98 IR R B SR iy AR PR ) B AR WL AL )
ZFEE . Van der Veken S A EUA ISR Turnhout AHYFHHEARAGOLHT T IR X 120a 9T, 2558 K L
Piip B BoR 5 5 AR BB IR AR BEARBUAR G, ST AL A AR 5 1B A R i R P AR ME A A L RS B 2
B, ARG — 5 e T R R T SR A B PR o RT3 R A2 &
FEPES FUBREC A AZ 88 AR R IEASE , B — s A2 B M TR A B T 5 A JZ A SR 3 s A2 2
FEVES A2 3 OHE 2 IEASE , 38 I — 1 BE (B B A 1 T3 R 2 R AR K
4.2 ARSPHEAMREKEY ZHEES

R T4 e F b 28 B ot 39 i R AL W e = BE R AR S W B 5T , A LA A GRGE " o Guirado %
NN T Frim &l 2 A 75 2K AR ER B AR AREEER /N A B ph 7= AR ) B2 TEL A S T30 AR AR A ol
= BERIAL BTN , VS E A AR AL AR B AR T L 28 B AR AT TR A . JLBe4% T 20 Hube i, 40 5484 10 Bt
e FH A0 EL TSR fAE . ZEBEARZK 10 .50m F0 100m &b, 7359 P8 2 458 AR A A BIBUR . 28
Z Y R BEHERF J7 BRI P RIS AR R, 5t X SR SR E B ERMAN A TR R SR AN
MR/NIGR LM N EEZN R, BEE MG EIMR N BER IRA , AP BCE 2L T % 78
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