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TEE B AR T AR R ETE M5 AT BEAL A e MR R, W T AR R B9 sh 3, RE SR AP 10 T MR TE i8R, 61
VIR X 5 Hed 1.25 hn® L R AR 2 B b 20 A5 W02t , Rl 20 8 2R PR 5 AN PRt | Bl 2 ORI A% 1
GEMIEE TR RIS 2S o WFSE X5 3 A B0 LU M TR A | 1992— 1994 4F 37 I Bf A% Mt P T S B S A Z A 215 B, SR T 61
Bl 128 J& ;5 2012 4F  Fe A2 F G N R 239 Fh RIE T 62 B 148 J& , AU, 20 FREEH P IR AR ZR AR B R =4
FK - 2 5 G i it B E 050 1.64% 15.63% (11.16% . 1B TR AJE HIF #E AT A Z B0 AP 32 B 208 WA, 20 4
M FEHLTTAZ BAREON 1464 BRIGINZE 1478 #k, BITFET: 620 £k, BAET-H 29.55% , FFIIFCT-% 1.48% ; Rtk 634 #k, Bk
FLE30.22% A IHE TR 1.51% s BEVE 10 22 RE P8 ECAE /NI B2 U8 8 v A 35, Simpson 48 %8, Shannon-Wiener 4§ 51 Pielou ¥
A REFR BRI NSRS B R 0.28% 2.69% 0.55% ; Te A2 AR AL A A W BAL , RFEARGAIBET AR LA LD THE IR ES
KGR T FTARZRF; SHBUR

Study on tree layer dynamic in Xishuangbanna montane rain forest based on 20

years’ monitoring

ZHANG Gaolei, DU Fan®, WANG Huan, LI Minmin, MENG Fanrong
Southwest Forestry University, Kunming 650224, China

Abstract: Based on 20 years’ monitoring in montane rain forest plots ( 1.25hm* within 5 blocks) in Xishuangbanna, we
analyzed the dynamics of tree layer in terms of species composition, diversity index, changes of individual tree numbers,
changes of dominant tree species, and diameter distribution. The results showed that in 20 years, the tree species numbers
were increased from 215 (in 61 families and 128 genera) to 239 (in 62 families and 148 genera). The numbers of families
genera and species were slowly increased at the rates of 1.64%, 15.63% and 11.16%. Those entering into or withdrawing
from the tree layer belonged to accidental species with less individuals. The total individual numbers of trees were increased
from 1464 to 1478 while 620 were died with a mortality rate at 29.55%, the average annual mortality rate at 1.48%.
Meanwhile, 634 trees entered into the tree layer and the total in growth rate was 30.22% , the average annual growth rate at
1.51%. The diversity index showed a slight fluctuation, with increasing rates of Simpson index, Shannon-Wiener index and
Pielou’s index at 0.28%, 2.69% and 0.55%, respectively. The death and advanced of different diameter classes were

basically at flat state.

Key Words: mountain rainforest; tree layer; dynamic research
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P BRARA: W) 2R fi Ry A A — B i S B AR 80 B A, DR T HAE 5 R R S5 A G 7] 52
JIE PR XA AR ST IEAE R RRUEE (4 T & T, L Sl A 5 T b B s ) AR e )
() HEASIF ST R A B RE 2 F 50 H b ) 3 [ B R ARRL 25 B 58 Pt ( Center for Tropical Forest Science,
CTFS) 7 (A HRAHF BRI o 25 e AR R A, A 1970 4F LAk, T Rl 22 76 Th 545 b A 37 17 oo A [ A )
b, BT O Y M R | TR R LA BILTR] AR A W) AR Sh A A s 1] A1 A% ey S HE b R
o5 A58 R BOR RN 55 5 THIAS 2 1 R B, 7B AR A2 U A TARTGE g FRE A 2004 AETF IR
SV AR ) 2 A M O 2% S 8, 7 4 ) B A ST IR M, 0 AR 1 i T R TR SR
WAL L Ly eI R R ok P BRRE ]l T R S 38T L R I A g ] P ARt DL B P R 4 R 2 T AR
b, SEEOSCUE AR ) A SR A T RE IR S R BREIE S A BRI SR R ]
SrAiAg R S AR BRI OGRS AR L Ll AR AR L R O b A A SR AR I R T R
PRI RS 8200 2 A X L b bR B B T R AR P AR TR A A A S AR W R 2k
220 Sy T AL Pl T A ORI 9 R, 22 SRR — U A A O R SR P 4 i AR e ) v
17, HHFFEE RHA — e W JR R E AT, AR E RS T TV 2 W R b L phy T M A B AR T L
/D K AT L AR ) W D0 PN 2 DRI AT S e T AR L e R P 40 K30 S T 5 v T 25 1, AR SCHE T 1992—
1994 A P4 g ARl R~ 7 VU LR AN PR L1 P AACEE S7. A 181 72 R M A 20 47 e B8, 4% 5F Ll R AR Ao ) 5 22
R, ANX —BIFFEATE 25 H

1 R HER

58 H7 T U BUR AN B R G A AR DR AP X1 B8 7 X, A7 B0 SR @ T sl it B S5 BB T TR, b B4 B 101°
27'—101°41'E,21°10"—22°26'N, A X J@ AR IR I EI g, S b By Wi i 2 KU, i =F | [k e il
B ORPIZS 0, EIEE 21°C AR RE 2 1540mm, (R X ENL AT, R B R 28500 , MOt 2 B 9 N
T, PR XS T AR AR R AT ARG 3, (EREVE b A R BR T A SR AR B 2 A1, K & A AR
SRR IR, I FL I ST AR S RSO GUINSR WA FEHLAR R T A RIS (1),

X

& JERRA

R 23V

—
10km oo fRAFTX S 2

1 BEEFMAEREE
Fig.1 Sketch map of the permanent plot

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



128 aE A AR VIR LB T ARTR AR JZ W F 20 4R350 5% 4055

2 MIRAE

2.1 EpShEA

FEHLEE S, T 1992—1994 4F (6 1) , FEHLIETFR 50 mx50 m, 70 A HE4R 895—1090 m., PAMIEE 5 em HTFARY
EIAR B, 1L SRIARB BN B M A e g el A6 7 W0 AebRaE 8 TA - RN T L dw 5, JF
TEFARMMIFEAIE (1.3 m 4b) AR mREZEPRiC, DUSAERE 2—3a 2 1 W, £ 28 MM 4E | I X3 4 b vp kg
BHHEEN S em BURIRE (FEFAR) SREENF 405, Jfic sk ik 8 W1,

R1 WLHFEWEERMERL

Table 1 The information of montane rain forest

FEHL HESEI R (AFY)  HH/m e BREE/(°)  HUSURAE #i

Plot Setup time Altitude  Orientation Slope Terrain feature Remarks

P4 01 Plot 01 1992 950—968 AL 20 LT i)%jha 50 FRE VR, HEBNA
FEHL 02 Plot 02 1993 970—1006 b 36 L JRIAR , BEAR TN T

FEHL 03 Plot 03 1993 960—983 [l 25 WPEZZYE , B S A R B A B T R AR Ak

FEHL 04 Plot 04 1993 1045—1088 7R 41 RS O sk 20 T2 40 AR Jobsil b, A B A
FEHEL 11 Plot 11 1994 895 1IER 25 Wi B3, SEA Wi DL T A2 B R A ARG E)

2.2 B A BRI 5
HREHIEE ST LUK, w00 B BT 10 Uk, AR SCR A 1992—1994 (#10) L1996 4F 2001 4F 2007 4FFil
2012 AE VBRI BRI S S . SRITEAT 2R 8 0T

& BEFE 40 (Abundance index) R=S (1)
Ve AR AENEFESL (Simpson's Diversity index ) '
S Ni 5
D=1-2 () (2)
TR -BENFE S (Shannon-Wiener index ) 2
SN, N,
H=- ; Nln N (3)
Pielou ¥4 5] FEF8 %0 ( Pielou Species Evenness index) (29]
J = H/In$ (4)
Ao, S AR N SRR, N AR N B RS S B N, S R MRS
HEH = X222 R g v B T AR+ AE R AE ) /3 (5)

PEFLARIE BT TR DL BT RRR L FE TR0 B AT R BSR A BT AR B,
K FH Microsoft Excel 2007 .SPSS 25 4% F i b 4 T Ab P

3 HREHSM

3.1 RIS

LA 2012 AR5 B A RIS BEWIREVE AR IE . TR IR 5L 70%—80% , EMZ 124 30—35 m, KMJZE =14
7—15 m; LIFER} (Lauraceae) 523}l (Fagaceae) . KEElL ( Euphorbiaceae) FlIpEHE} (Rubiaceae) 3 ; #Fi
AR A ( Phoebe lanceolata) | ek AR ( Lithocarpus truncatus) Yol s HAh A B4 L (Aporusa villosa) M|
AP ( Castanopsis mekongensis) FARIMFE (Alseodaphne petiolaris) AW (Baccaurea ramilfora) 45 ; FRIN A
T A Ik, FEFAG WA (Hiptage benghalensis) . JKFIMKIEE ( Mucuna macrocarpa) FCM M ( Dalbergia
stipulacea) 55 ;VEAR)Z TG 20%—30% , FEEFIE R /IF R K (Clausena excavate) JHIE M A 46 ( Ervatamia
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Slabelliformis) J&RA ( Canthium horridum) 25 ; SR Z 2] 50% , FBHA 2L IR 4 ( Pellionia heyneana) | %
8846 (Amischotolype hispida) JNA5E R AT (Acanthus leucostachyus) KT E ( Ophiopogon latifolius) A5
Bk ( Bolbites hteroclita ) . F) 331§ Rk ( Dryopteris intergriloba) %5 ; 7EFEHL 11 f ) A7 2EBE ) 5 A AL 9 B
( Phrynium capitatum) A58 35 0T 5K 70%
3.2 A AL
321 B s A

5 Yekpsb A B e SR B AR = 5em BURRD 215 Fh O SRJE T 61 B 128 &, 20 4E[H], 24 AR A
FETTIAEREHL I 2% 48 DRI FR DR AR B3R HE A (32 2) o 2012 4F  RE N LA R Rb 239 B S T 62 7}
148 J& , 20 4F2  FEHL O1 FAREN 84 583 111 Ff e AT 11 DRIFRIE I A7 38 AN IEA ;4 02 73
AT 72 SRR, 2012 4R35 97 Bl e 03 FIREHL 04 73530 9 RN 16 Fft A4 11 BRI Bl el 82 Mg 3] 72
Flr, SABRF BRAEHD 11 A Rl oA BT s/ Ah A e R D A BT R I, R H 02 R ARG fin a5 I L R
36.11% , LU FEHL 01, 32.14% , FEH 04 FIEEHD 03 R AY3E N I3 51 25.00% 18.75% . £FEHTRA)Z
RN e A N (E NS ) R o e N il o 5 R S B S O e e g i NV PR O G R A DO R S W
24 Tl WK 11.16%,

2 1992—2012 £HF B TSk

Table 2 The change of families, genera and species numbers from 1992 to 2012

B A = Ak fif Y
Famliy The change Genera The change Speice * The change
FUIIE} Tteaceae - FZE11 8B Maesa - H RS2 5E Schefflera hypoleuca -
FHKTFEl Schisandraceae - A WE Acacia - 2 F W Kadsura anamosma -
B C. %} Menispermaceae + M AL FJE Kadsura - Kt FUH liea macrophylla -
SEKIEFR Gnetaceae + TG R JE Sabia - Y B Clausena lenis -
YFSRAEL Styracaceae + L/IMEJE Glycosmis - Fert KRB Wendlandia wallichii -
/ / FINE ltea - LIAEH B Syzygium malaccense -
/ / 1% J& Polyalthia + B 4948 Lindera tonkinensis -
/ / X574 B Anneslea + G ERMI Maesa montana -
/ / TRAA & Iniphyllum + FERBLLT Glochidion eriocarpum -
/ / ISR HEE Bytineria + B AT Engelhardtia colebrookiana -
/ / EIE MR Walsura + I —Fh Vitex sp. -
/ / T FAEIE Ervatamia + ARZEF Litsea sp. -
/ / 16 e JE Ecdysanthera + Tk —F Syzygium sp. -
/ / FMLE Alyxia + TR Ficus variegata -
/ / FHE Garuga + 1 XU Sabia sp. -
/ / SAAEIR Pseuduvaria + BN Lindera floribunda -
/ / WM Chukrasia + 1L/ Glycosmis cochinchinensis -
/ / SEREIE Gnetum + Wk Acacia pennata -
/ / EALTEE Pycnarrhena + T H 2% Antidesma bunius -
/ / FIMERER Celastrus + ViR X ZEF Combretum griffithii -
/ / BN JE Beilschmiedia + INEE W Clausena emarginota -
/ / Y AR JE Saprosma + W Toxicodendron succedaneum -
/ / NFERIE Semecarpus + THIKIEE—FH Mucuna sp. -
/ / W 1R)E Machilus + KARARE Lithocarpus longipedicellatus -
/ / LIHEJE Pouteria + WREAHT Diospyros xishuangbannaensis +
/ / W ERRJE Helicia + FERAE Ficus subincisa +
/ / WA S Harpullia + ZKABL Anneslea fragrans +
/ / ¥R T JB Nephelium + IAAN Alniphyllum fortunei +
/ / BRARE Pygeum + BRI Byttneria aspera +
/ / TCBFJ& Sapindus + HAAHE Lithocarpus saepadmo +
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P Ak J& Ak Fif L34
Famliy The change Genera The change Speice * The change

/ 58 KJ& Ostodes TE KA Symplocos yunnanensis

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

~

NN N

/

N N N N N N N N N N N N T N N N N N N N T N N N N N N N N

~N

NN N

/

J&ENALJE Artabotrys

/

N N N N N T N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

~N

NN N

/

N N N N N N N N N N T N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

~N

NN NN

JE G KA Horsfieldia tetratepala
TEENFLYE Elaeocarpus varunua
ZAEA LW Garuga floribunda
FMEHBE Syzygium oblatum
EEW Walsura robusta
TR S Ecdysanthera utilis
B Ficus virens var. sublanceolata
5 [ JR—F Clausena sp.

AL Pseuduvaria indochinensis
RENE Ficus racemosa

¥4 J@—F Castanopsis sp.

[ R4 T Combretum latifolium
TS Pouteria grandifolia

B AP Heteropanax chinensis
LT Celastrus virens

JFRBR Chukrasia tabularis

SEWRE Gnetum montanum
BT T Sapindus rarak

FEHi Mallotus barbatus

B EBEERIEE Alyxia menglungensis
o G I Millettia griffithii
BEAETE Pycnarrhena lucida
B Helicia nilagirica

Ye KW Saprosma ternatum

11 Aphanamixis polystachya
LA Harpullia cupanioides
ILI#AF Nephelium chryseum
KA FCR Semecarpus reticulata
BN Machilus tenuipila
AT Syzygium leptanthum
MR E S Polyalthia simiarum
INER S Macropanax parviflorus
J8 AL Artabotrys hexapetalus
RS LA B Turpinia cochinchinensis
ZHM AL Ervatamia yunnanensis
=B HRAK Pygeum henryi
LR W

Ostodes paniculata var. katharinae
K7 Vitex peduncularis
FEIHIIBS: Brassaiopsis palmata
Tk BIKAREF Saurauia miniata

LR Beilschmiedia purpurascens

+ 4+ + +F F o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ + o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ A+ o+

+

w AEAERAARER; - ARIEF ZEBZF AT AR TS + AR B0 AT A

P 2 S g st A 2012 AF S TR AR BRI ], AT LR R 2B AR JZ Bl AR AR

N

EER ¢

MR MAREZ . BTN BT AR R TP A 129 O A WLAR S0 1—3 A, 20 4F )5, (UL AT 70 A4>Fl
A AL T, AP 49 R B A ARAE TS, 21 Bl MR ERSE TR AR AR, (5B 1T AR B
(24 F) #987.50%, 2012 4F 7 1—3 ANAHY DA AT I B2 B8N 2 160 R, Horb 41 ROt ATe AR
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JZBIR A S HEATTAR)Z BAEL (48 Flt) 1Y 85.42%, R UL, 20 ARSI ARJZ o R BUEE A BIR FR 22 g A4
P D A DL

,, 160 EoIN 160 20124
£ 120 120
e
g 80 80
&
& 40 40
Rl — : 0 —
1 31 61 91 121 151 181 211 241 1 31 61 91 121 151 181 211 241
AT Species sequence
B2 D 2012 F B AR B B LR
Fig.2 Comparison of species sequences of trees in the first measurement and 2012
322 WFZEEERE ST
20 AR (0], 5 HARE M A T AR JZE B B R R BEAE 215— e . ——x—X
252 Z[E P 5, FrARJER R B Btk S A s B0 2 - th M
1992 4E11 215 FhHEHNE] 1996 4E 218 Fh | 3 fin %] 2001 i —&— Simpsondft 4

—¥— Shannon-Wiener$ %

AERY 252 Ff IR 20 4F[R] ) B R 1E 52007 F0E 0K 219

F88( Index

—A— Pieloutfi$
;2012 4 CFHRI B 239 Ff, ZREPERE S0 AR A0 I 2 r
/0N, Simpson F84X 1992 4F4 0.9696,2012 4F°40.9723;
1 ¢ —¢——¢ o —¢

Shannon-Wiener 6 4.3238 #4115 4.4401 , Pielou ¥ | & be be A
AYREHE B0 0.8051 14 i F] 0. 8095, 14 i = 4y 1l Sy 0
0.28% .2.69% 1 0.55% (&1 3) ,
3.3 WA AR
331 FAEH E3 WS RE

ﬁj*%i%ﬁ%ﬁ%zﬂﬁi*ﬂ gg': 1:,4] E‘Jﬁ%ﬁiﬁo Fig.3 The change of species diversity index
20 4EME] 5 MEEHLH AR =5 em FIFEAARR WD 1464 BRIEHNZE 2012 4F 1478 &, 488 14 BR (£ 3) 38
BN AL 0.96% , A 142 DAF ISR R FREEUEA, Btk 5t 634 %, E 53R 30.22% , F 3 E AR H 1.51%;
A 138 RPN R EESE T, W1 NMASETS 526 #k, EFUS HBIAETS 94 Bk, IL BB 620 £k, AAETS
BN 29.55% ,FIIFET-F 1.48% , 5 DHEHL P AR IET R KA EFEHL 11,35 2.06% , HUOZRFEHE 01,
1.54% ,FEHE 03 FIREHD 02 BIAESETRAYAE, 200N 1.51% 1.45% , FEHD 04 OAESET SR AL, H 1.19%, 41
YRR R AR 02, 8 2.23% , HEAT KON FE ML 01 AF M 04  FEHE 03 FIEEHE 11, 4F ¥ 3F R 550k
2.20% 1.65% 0.98%F1 0.96% , Hr FEH 11 BRI H0ET b5 @ AR I PR IR, X 5 AR e A B 5
RATARIICER , FEHE 11 MK T BEAAE W) 35 8 25 3k 80% LA b, (UM I 36 BE s 38 5] 70% , 2524 2m , 453 F7 AR
oy o e LA i 1) 9 WAV /i ik = 9 S 100 S0t A A DR B RS R T X DA BT B P AR
IRBE X TR ARG (8 SR RN AR A3 i T AR R A RELAR: At A b R AR J2 36 BE 4/, 24 40%—60% , XiF 41 1) B
SN | I DABE S At AR A A 2
332 FERFRRECE

FRMBEE TR, RO R0 sl SRR A SRR R IE A 3 DO PRV WS E AT T AR Ak, RETE 471
B HH RAR AR B A 0 AR S LA R R £ A Al i B Rl B P 0 b 5 R L AR R I HE 44 T 26 (R
Pl S ZE BITE ] 50% , b HEART 10 A7 AR R E ZAE K, BRI Z sl AR 9, X BEVE 10 1 s Fn
SEFFRIERS OCHEAE T, 9T AR $F FE B AL KW HT 10 (AR Ry ZER RN LA

1992 1996 2001 2007 2012
P& Investigation of the year
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R3 1992—2012 FHEEMTFARNMEZLER
Table 3 The change of number of individual trees from 1992 to 2012

Fth 1992 4ERREL ES T am /3 ESIRi 273 2012 4ERREL

Plot The survival of trees in 1992 Total death Total increase The survival of trees in 2012
41 01 Plot 01 245 135 192 302

K31 02 Plot 02 232 111 170 291

FEH 03 Plot 03 413 145 94 362

K3 04 Plot 04 237 78 108 267

BEdh 11 Plot 11 337 151 70 256

4tiT The statistics 1464 620 634 1478

MFR 4 FTLIE 220 Ak FERIFNAREON 616 BRI F] 575 bk, EE(EZ A 32.21% FFEE] 29.64% ,
PREOR A Y 2 BT R RS, B I A ) 3 B R TR 2012 AR IAETE, BRI R A9 A S ((Sarcosperma
arboreum) FACHN , HAFIAL AR SAL (B E S KA T AL, BEEFTREPET 54 Bk, IR 62 Bk, MRk %L
AR, K B E TR S BOF B AR (R SRR BL AR R, 8k A BRI DA 94 Akt /b 2]
58 K, 20 AE[AUA 1k (2007 4E) BERL AESET R M 3.19% FTH5) 2012 4 19.44% , BEVE EEAEM 5.19 F
RE2 3.64, FERHEE NP, FAR)Z B9 ARIGOMZ 19 B AR 4% , PRAE T 3R 45 i i i AL R RS2 AR, 5 B 34
FERA S R, MZ R B R A EE N 5.36 T[4 E] 4.63 ; B AR L8 A4 I B OMK)Z o (28 i S,
W PR AU T A i RN PRI RS B B R R [RIREO T UOMZ AR5, DA 65 ARYE M3 92 #k , FZLEH M
2.22 ¥m# 3.03, F| 2012 4, ARPRAEHE & T B L, UM BB AT H A E R OR UL, KA
TPF LEATT BOBE T AN A AR B AR D | (8 DR B A 8 it el HC A 385 T, FEE AR I 3.14.2.50 EFFF]
3.34 .3.02, B Wi R REVE O EERERD

x4 EENFETUL

Table 4 The change of the main tree species

B/ Bk I/ cm A/ %

Number Average diameter at breast height Importance value
WFh ; ; ;
Species 1 L R

The first 2012 4 The first 2012 4 The first 2012 4
measurement measurement measurement

B4R Phoebe lanceolata 152 160 8.82 8.30 5.36 4.63
Wk A AR Lithocarpus truncatus 94 58 19.96 24.46 4.96 3.67
JH% Castanopsis mekongensis 59 49 25.00 24.86 4.39 3.64
FARYE Aporusa villosa 111 81 9.94 10.83 3.48 2.61
KA} Alseodaphne petiolaris 42 38 23.27 26.16 3.14 3.34
LR} Schima wallichii 26 29 26.97 30.06 2.50 3.02
HARA Metadina trichotoma 39 46 15.86 17.38 2.34 2.28
AW Baccaurea ramiflora 65 92 9.29 10.15 2.22 3.03
AR5 H1 Sapium baccatum 6 2 61.23 96.5 1.93 1.39
W SCHR Phoebe puwenensis 22 20 27.51 31.5 1.89 2.02
421l The statistics 616 575 — — 32.21 29.64

3.4 BYEEH

R LB S S MR VR S5 R TR B AR, A SCLL 10 em A XA R0 AE 9, B REHB N B9 T AR R 400 7 MR
2%, B1<10 em .10—20 ¢m . 20—30 em 30—40 c¢m 40—50 cm .50—60 em F1=60 cm, 5 HLTT AN K (1F- 2
WA TE 19.16—24.51 em Z[A] /N AR HA R (5<DBH<60 cm) M4k 91.75%—98.90% , &l 4 J&47) i Al
2012 SEE MRS AR L, AT LR Y FERB L/ IME LA (DBH<20 em) FE 2, 5 77.27%—77.32% ;
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7% (20 em<DBH<60 c¢m) i 20.77%—21.04% ; K4%%% (DBH=60 cm) FFARMR D, 15 1.69%—1.91% , 4%
B RH JREHE 04 T F K (Sapium baccatum) |35 138.49 em, 20 4E3K B4R LT HRER > 510 354 191 .
52.13.7.6 Fl 6 FEIE M ARRE A B[] AR 10, MRt e 3G, & A2 G B ik 4543 51 355,200,229 ,26 .21 .9 Fil
3, 7RG ,0—10 em BHMFET IR, Ky 32.78% ; HKJE 10—20 em #29%, 1 30.76% ; FET- I AR MY 2
30—40 em 124, M 12.15% ;50—60 cm 2 Sk ARRBAMASET- 1 £ | SR HNBE TR A FF LT ik
) 21.43%, SKAHH TICTHRERIRBILEIAE R RICT R LI 22 51, R RIFR R FE T 5 b ) 45 34
INRARE VBI04 (E5) . 20 4k, 91 1464 BEAMATA 526 BRIETS, K AT ARERAY 35.93% , )R FE L
FIARAR A A R A T 3 KA (B FREBY AR b 7, R A R S I B 25 4 iR AR fb B, AR ik 5k
F,T/INEY RIS | BEE RGN MRECEURIE D, B 50 em B LUG  RECERETA TR, X R4 FIE
TR R EERPRUE T BEVE TR R | 05 2 10/ MERA R AR OE A REREVE TR A2 1 A R0, 3 o 25 i K AR
PARGIERES AR e b

800 r 35.00 [ 32.78

3076
g = 1 30.00 | |0 —F\ZN
S AL
% 600 020124 }3 25.00 F |-+ ] [
= g i ; ;
3 = 2000 F |
g 3 et
g5 400 S 1500 | |-
2 & i
= 11000 b |-
200 5
§ 5.00 - .7
0 L 0—10 10—2020—30 30—40 40—50 50—60 =60
0—10 10—20 20—30 30—40 40—50 50—60 =60
Jfy#% DBH/ et
= cm Diameter distribution/cm
4 FRERRRIESH B 5 AEZRRHEHNETE
Fig.4 DBH distribution in forest plot Fig.5 The mortality rate of different diameter distribution

4 WRESR

FERIBE R s ZSrh  Wr R AR 2 BEPE A A R B (AR SG T 1Y , 7R AT T AR IS b, R 28T A Fil
AR R A0, LA DR B 2R | e R, MR R R — E Bt TR S S e
TIFTEARHE RS , 38 w0 4 177 s i s 5 04 A R 2 ) LA, 24 R R MOZBETE TR AR IZ I 2 , 48 Rl
FhiEATEARZE ,3.39%F} (4.69% 19 J& F 10.23% B Fh A5 J5 K 0 B0 e 4, 7F 3 2631 2% sl itk A TR A2 i Fh
o 4R 2 HUE TR ILRR 58 HA G S AN ZEFIAR SR | 25 5 32 B AN R R EE T30 RN 80 1 s ), DALk o 30
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