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Abstract; The variation in plant functional traits can help us understand adaption mechanisms to different environments and
predict the distribution of species and environmental changes. Twenty-one, 20X20 m plots were established and divided into
336, 5%x5 m subplots in the tropical cloud forests in Bawangling, Hainan Island. Functional traits (i.e., leaf area [ LA,
leaf dry weight [ LDW ], leaf mass per area [ LMA ], leaf chlorophyll content [ Chl], leaf thickness [ LTh], and wood
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density [ WD]) of all trees and shrubs with diameter at breast height over 5 cm, as well as soil nutrient contents, were
measured in all plots. The magnitude of variation in each functional trait at individual plant, within-species, among-
species, and community levels were assessed using a generalized linear model, whereas the relationships between soil
nutrients and functional traits were examined using a stepwise linear regression. Results showed that the ranges of explained
variance for LDW, LMA, CHI, LTh, LA, and WD were 0.06—0.47, 0.09—0.35, 0.35—0.72, and 0—0.07 for the
individual , within-species, among-species, and community levels, respectively. This indicates that the magnitude of
variation in functional traits was the highest at the among-species level and the lowest at the community level. The stepwise
regression analysis showed that the changes of functional traits at all studied scales were significantly correlated with soil

organic matter, nitrogen, and phosphorus.

Key Words: tropical cloud forest; functional traits; variation; soil factors
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ARAEAR Bl o] S AT K F 900 52 N IR FEAR IR LGV | B3 7 S I REMR IR SC &R . AR
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1 #MREFE

1.1 AFFEAEHbAEDL

WFFEREHLA T35 T 08 F AR IX (18°50'—19°05" N, 109°05'—109°25" E) , M A% 50,000 ha, LALLIH
Sy RS 100—1,654 m, JEIA ZERAE, TR ZEIE , 5—10 A WWZ, 11 A B )G 4 A hRZE,
TR 100 m {7 BAET-HISR 23.6 C L AERERT & 1,677.1 mm >, T3 LARE 21858 M 403 I AR 4 105 100 38 i 3o
Ry LML | Lkt SR L B ) A VAR B AR YR A3 AT A AT AR b PR | RS L b AR AT L b R SRR
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B TLEF A ( Pinus fenzeliana) S ( Distylium racemosum) WEM 8Bk ( Syzygium buxifolium) | ¥EAc ( Engelhardia
roxburghiana) FIEH{F1HY ( Rhododendron moulmainense) 55 . WA= FBEZ) 4.79+2.80 m, % £ 24 9,633 #k/
hm*(#£ 1),
1.2 Wb 5k

2013 4F 7—8 J, 11435 1X ( Leica TSP1200+, Heerbrugg, Switzerland ) 75 % W& HE IS TS PR TR HGHE =
FAR R BCE 1011 4> 20 mx20 m BYREDT (3R 15181 1)  FEJ7EIEE RS 50 m DB, SLRIAL 0.84 ha, JHABKS A
KB 400 m*HEITRIST N 16 4> 5 mx5 m /DT, 6458 336 4> 5 mx5 m /METT . P 5 mx5 m BETT A
i Ma42 (DBH) =5 em BRI AR, D2 AR 10 sk B MR YR 2 ASREBLA I Wb | SRR FR A
[ 8 I B G . Rid Rk 2348 BRAEHMA 67 D HFD,

®1 AMEFER
Table 1 The information of 21 plot

B b Hb A WAL /m? Y i 2 " /m
Plot Location Plot area Number of species Latitude Longitude Height
FEJ7 1 Plotl HEIFATI( YISM) 400 45 19°04'57.93" 19°04'57.93" 1329.48
FET5 2 Plot2 HEIMAA T (YISM) 400 53 19°04'58.78" 19°04'58.78" 1343.62
FEJ7 3 Plot3 AEMFA T YISM) 400 56 19°05'00.01" 19°05'00.01" 1341.76
FEJ7 4 Plot4 HEIMAR T (YISM) 400 63 19°05'00.35" 19°05'00.35" 1351.33
FEJ7 5 Plots HEIMAR T (YISM) 400 43 19°05'01.76" 19°05'01.76" 1344.21
¥EJ5 6 Plot6 HEIMAA T (YISM) 400 49 19°05'03.07" 19°05'03.07" 1340.57
KT 7 Plot7 HEIMAR T (YISM) 400 45 19°05'04.09" 19°05'04.09" 1331.92
FETT 8 Plot8 HEINAA T (YISM) 400 45 19°05'05.15" 19°05'05.15" 1314.12
FEJ5 9 Plot9 HEIMAR T (YISM) 400 49 19°05'06.20" 19°05'06.20" 1313.24
BETT 10 Plot10 HE I T (YISM) 400 47 19°05'07.09" 19°05'07.09" 1318.25
FEH 11 Plotll FABKTS (SLDM) 400 57 19°05'09.76" 19°05'09.76" 1368.71
BETT 12 Plot12 FABKTS (SLDM) 400 49 19°05'10.15" 19°05'10.15" 1389.67
BETT 13 Plotl3 FABKTS (SLDM) 400 47 19°05'11.49" 19°05'11.49" 1395.24
BETT 14 Plotl4 FABKTS (SLDM) 400 58 19°05'10.54" 19°05'10.54" 1380.15
FEHF 15 Plotl5 FABRTI( SLDM) 400 56 19°05'10.93" 19°05'10.93" 1372.05
BETT 16 Plotl6 FABKTS (SLDM) 400 39 19°05'11.35" 19°05'11.35" 1373.9
BT 17 Plotl7 FABKTS(SLDM) 400 40 19°05'12.31" 19°05'12.31" 1369.37
FEJT 18 Plot18 FABRTS (SLDM) 400 46 19°05'13.09" 19°05'13.09" 1366.67
BETT 19 Plot19 FABKTS (SLDM) 400 43 19°05'15.77" 19°05'15.77" 1343.78
BETT 20 Plot20 FABRTS (SLDM) 400 45 19°05'16.90" 19°05'16.90" 1338.82
BETT 21 Plot21 FABKTS (SLDM) 400 44 19°05'17.96" 19°05'17.96" 1318.1

1.3 ZhREMRIR Ay s I I

T WA YA R 66 A 33 KA ) %8P0 58 i 03 58 7 i B e VIR, A 8 ( Leaf dry weight,
LDW) AH % (wood density, WD) I THFH( Leaf area, LA) I B ( Leaf mass per area, LMA) I H 2R %
%1 (leaf chlorophyll content, Chl) I JEE (leaf thickness, LTh) . b R RK =1 B RE Iz B HGH = 5 MRAE )
XPARGR B  J2 PR A N BB ) Bt A RIS SRR SE R ) AR 9% B IR AT 22 55 AR A 1) A K R
FACAE S JEAAR A AP A Py BEPE B A R T . PR (LA) Bt (LMA) DL T-3 (LDW ) Sk N
DA AR N R R A G, SAR Y X K 8 1 SO RERE Ty, R 3R 5 1 5 A BT i I R TR R DAL OG
P L S G AR — B MR BB R YDA RE I ME B R R R T G = A
FrHUBRER | 5 R 30T 2 25 MR AR KRB 18 S A 56

DU ZERE - A A ) DBH=5 em FRHEAR MR RE B DI RETER CR S BRFAEY) ) o AP AR 8 IR 56

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



4 A E = 37 &

Tt 2—3 Fr 58 4 J IF 1Y 24 4F B2 1) 52 K BH O BR Y i
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AP B AR A AL S WD 525 T WD A 1R 58 A ¢ B1 SEiAnEaE

;ri[ﬂ] , ﬁlﬁﬁ%}fﬁ*ﬁ%*ﬁ% WD %%ZT_\‘%%: WD , IﬁJHTJ“H_jJE Fig.l The distribution of the sites
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FIP9(0.35) >4 (0.23) >HET% (0.03) 5 25T 2 BE 10 it 0.1
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(0.00) . 6 F s B HEARTE BE 5 41 ZULIE 11045 5K/ %g ¥p Mz %5 =g oms
SR — SR, B ) > P > BEVE =5 EL oL OES w2 ES
BT I D DRI E 53 A1 4 1 KP4 A/ § £ Tg % ¢
SETARES B (1 3) . BBREIEL R R R IR T 52

) RUBE P 7 2 4 RER A B n 3 1 b ]y RUBE , /R 53
B TREE RE AT REMR A T R/IMIRFI S HE m2 pasteReEAE A FEREE KT E SR
;gt( Kl 4), Fig.2 Variance partitioning for the six functional traits across
22 /I\ ﬁ: \ﬁj lj‘] . ﬁj I‘ETJ . ﬁfé I E EI(J Zﬁj ﬁE @ 5”( ﬁ}’ jaJr 5 + the individual , within-species, among-species and

Y 2 community levels
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Ml RO/ I g i i e R SR T AR A O %% O AME OMN m B
JCAERE Z M MAHCIE AR R ZE 5 . RGUK B RHEAR
SRIGAE B MR S e 1 Wy AR AL S 5 T3 A AR G XA ) 09T
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A0 6 DTREEAR BRI 53 S L T REZBRBEAIEI g o -
SELE I, B ZFEMAE I 1200m LLESER, S|
ST RAL 2 R R ey 2|
SRR A Sl R B R SR R SRRV &

BN (F2), ACHBFRER S 2 eEEms B MT
S BRI RE R A R R A Mk B 03

SPRUOAT BRI R A ) B R TR 3 AT A ) %o BRI 11 02 |-

T2 0 SR W S )R A AL BT o, o ] RUBE A D RE PR o1 -

SR A .
WFIE R I, BEve N A D e AR o e/ o B

7o RUBE B D RE TR AR 23 5 55 RE Vs T0) W0 b il 5 SC R U0

ASCPARIRE H ) R AR L Dy 0.58+0.10, #F & 18] 4)

TR ARARL, PRI S BEHEAR AL RS2 M /N . AR S 2

H 5 Messier et al.l'” RO 5 — 32, LMA F1 LDMC A9 &

AR KT IR 20N R RBCWIEN] T B4 SRtk M h Rk TR 25

BEVE I [ T B PR 4 S B D VRS f iy T e Fied  Variance partitioning for the six functional traits across

the individual, within-species and community levels
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AR RS AL ZREPE Y AT A , Al S ARIREE S MR 5 AR A R e e R R T Y M L A B R
RN FGE R 2% B PRE A7 B T3 I s BRI A BE 1) AT Y
32 LRSI HER A S R

S —8 TEA R RS U B, AR DR XA [R] B R 4 D RE PR 2 i AN AR ], (A A A
P R B s RO B DIRERIR > S80S A LB R B S AT I G R (3R 2) o Bildn, M A D RE TR AR
Fift K- b SEACER L AT LTS B B DA OC , TARAA 8 BE AR N K 23 e 2 20 5 - Sl 08 5% 5 i 7
T D REMEARAE R (B K- BE -5 A HLBA G, 5 B 5% s A SHBRE MR TRV K S LR R
K EARMEEAEREE K L5 IR BERAR . AFRBELLUNE Lyt i i I Rereik 5 £
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R LMA /N AR A REAR 4 (403 I 8 Y5 3 PR3, 1T LMA SR AL 1 50 1 B8 s B P i )| L
TEAE BA SR A Ao ety 2 S5 AR S i AR AR AR A SR IR ST (9 55 43 1] SR, B3 17 AR
PURI T e , DI FOR Y LMA™ | i R JREBERE R 2 3 5 0 A8 Ak — T T S5 A 0 Ol R A 38
R OG, 53— A2 3] b ™ FOT RO HOR AR ) O R —Jr ] R s 2k R A &
g2, 5 — 07 T Al RE 5 EAEMIIR N TE TR AR R R SRS R e, M7 A AL R A
I, FEOLAHORREAR 3 SRS AS R — 2, Y R AR % BE 5 13 HLTURAG S0 & i 5 IR A G,
5 IERE R OO (32 2) o DA AT RER B 25 S5 AR KU 5 2l | AR A s RE A, AP S Ay 5 IR R
W25 v 5 T A OGP E R MR AR AR A PR A 3Bl A B2 T 0 28 K 0 5 T A 8 e R A
PIRe FAEWN, T R 4k AR BURSEY) I, 9 25T R

®2 DRSS TEFSESEEFSHT

Table 2 Stepwise regression analysis of function traits with soil nutrients

DN IN R Inl 5 5 PeiE FAL F{d P
Functional traits Scale Regression equation R? (AHE)
1A Leaf area Ein| Y =2.64+0.57X, <0.01 2.9 (1, 2186) 0.09
il ] — — — —
HEvR — — — —
L e AN Y =-1.842.73X,-0.18X, 0.02 16.24 (2, 2096) <0.001
Leaf dry weight il ] Y =-1.6+0.04X,-0.34X, <0.01 2.1 (2, 481) 0.12
Hev% Y =-1.71+1.7X, 0.31 8.49 (1, 19) 0.01
AL it Y =-4.38+1.92X,-0.69X,-0.08X, +0.03X; 0.03 18.07 (4, 2094) <0.001
Leaf mass per area i) — — — —
HevE Y =-5.36+0.65X, 0.59 27.81 (1, 19) <0.001
2o ity Y =4.11+0.56X,-0.15X,-0.01X;-0.03X, +0.02X 5 0.02 9.84 (5, 2182) <0.001
Leaf chlorophyll Fihiya] Y =4.14+1.15X,-0.47X,-0.01X, 0.03 4.8 (3, 496) 0
content TS Y =3.99+0.87X,-0.74X,-0.01X,+0.23X, 0.51 4.23 (4, 16) 0.02
- e JEL it Y =-1.42+1.21X,-0.11X,+0.02X{ 0.04 29.8 (3, 2184) <0.001
Leaf thickness i Y =-1.57+0.98X, +0.02X;-0.05X 0.02 3.51 (3, 496) 0.02
% Y =-2.22+0.02X,+0.44X, 0.54 10.39 (2, 18) 0
AHE 5% i Pl Y =-0.44-0.01X;-0.04X,+0.01X; 0.01 6.99 (3, 1975) <0.001
Wood density il a] Y =-0.28+0.51X,-0.42X,-0.02X; 0.04 6.38 (3, 454) <0.001
% — — — —

X X5 X5 Xy XAl RR HEE P o R A DRSS LIRS RS B A A S, Y SRR Ry e R
VERET LA, LDW, LMA, Chl, LTh, WD

B AN B A S AR T AR | PO I AR R S AR R PR EE UK 4 R SR D RE IR
6 P REEARAEAAR b P Fof (a] RIS KP4 T05 2200, e SRR [R1 K DI RETEAR 73 5 oK, B A ZKF-
RZ B K I REMR o St/ o ASBIFTEUESE T R TRIK S AR A 7K 73 S 2 D BE PR AR ) B ZER TR, A
ETIIREVER B AT TE b, D A AT I P A 7K B S BE VIR (AR 3 B2 75 81 BV /K- D RE PR 23 5
ARG (AR I RETERAZ A AR IR Z — | IR P TR R 7 K F LR AE T T D REPE IR B A A SR i 4
UBRIIVA P 9 E 2. e/ Ne e N34 TRV AN B SO N i G S T 7/ R =y R N o S e w2 W T 107
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4 b TR IEE4 P T IB %4 Y2 P T4

HA R Aceraceae M Acer +- &5 Acer decandrum

NV Magnoliaceae TEE Michelia ERiAES Michelia mediocris

FF} Moraceae (230 Ficus AR Ficus variolosa

R} Lauraceae KEE Litsea 5t R R Litsea rotundifolia
1R Symplocaceae A& Symplocos NAELLER Symplocos poilanei

L O HER Hamamelidaceae o s oy Exbucklandia R T s ey Exbucklandia tonkinensis
1Pyt Theaceae KL%HE Polyspora T Polyspora axillaris
AL Symplocaceae 1L Symplocos X AIR0N Symplocos ovatilobata
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B4 FL TR B % T R4 W4 SNIE

e Bk Fagaceae HXE Cyclobalanopsis el H X Cyclobalanopsis disciformis
R Lauraceae TR )= Machilus aab ik i Machilus breviflora
FomE Araliaceae fy L8R Schefflera g L Schefflera heptaphylla
o35} Fagaceae HXE Cyclobalanopsis TRELHE X Cyclobalanopsis fleuryi

v als Lauraceae T IR Machilus F5 A A Machilus gamblei

R Rutaceae LAt Acronychia T Acronychia oligophlebia
LR Symplocaceae RN Symplocos B AU gIIEiN Symplocos lancifolia

L FRE Aquifoliaceae ‘S i Ilex AT Ilex hainanensis
FARAER Adoxaceae E 313 Viburnum TR 1 3 K Viburnum hainanense
1P Theaceae AR Eurya bageag & Eurya hainanensis
R Rosaceae By Prunus g A ARk Prunus hainanensis
HIP-ga Theaceae ENCIVE Schima f AR Schima superba

A Aceraceae HE Acer EAR 2N Acer lucidum

o3l Bk Fagaceae ol Jg Lithocarpus 2148 Lithocarpus fenzelianus
ANy Ericaceae BIRILE Lyonia 21 fik e ol Lyonia rubrovenia

FERL Lauraceae JEFERER Cryptocarya JE e Cryptocarya chinensis
1P~ Theaceae B AR Ternstroemia JEL S A Ternstroemia gymnanthera
ISRk Illiciaceae I\f )@ Hllicium JE R\ Hllicium ternstroemioides
FERL Lauraceae Brihd s Beilschmiedia JEL 35 A Beilschmiedia percoriacea
53Rk Fagaceae HX g Cyclobalanopsis I X Cyclobalanopsis poilanei
EABERL Juglandaceae wACE Engelhardia wid Engelhardia roxburghiana
it R Polygalaceae HI R R Xanthophyllum 5 AR Xanthophyllum hainanense
S Aquifoliaceae LS4 llex S llex lancilimba

R Lauraceae g Cinnamomum TFHLEE Cinnamomum tsoi

FERE} Rubiaceae L& Psychotria Jus Psychotria asiatica
AR Magnoliaceae LA 2 R Parakmeria IRARPIAPEA Parakmeria lotungensis
53R Fagaceae ] J Lithocarpus AR Lithocarpus silvicolarum
TR Celastraceae BRIOxE Microtropis RER BT Microtropis submembranacea
Le4R Myrsinaceae PATIE Myrsine M2 A6 Myrsine linearis

e ey Myrsinaceae LetR Ardisia B A Ardisia quinquegona
FHSAER Ericaceae FERYAE IR Rhododendron EMFEAY Rhododendron moulmainense
oS Lauraceae HAER Neolitsea FEWHA R Neolitsea pulchella
oy s Myrsinaceae YAt IR Myrsine AR Myrsine seguinii

v as Lauraceae T & Machilus Y Machilus velutina

o3 Bk Fagaceae i J& Lithocarpus LI Lithocarpus howii

iR Elaeocarpaceae FPE Elaeocarpus 1 ARH Elaeocarpus sylvestris
LR Symplocaceae IR Symplocos AR Symplocos sumuntia
Fom#Ek Araliaceae W28 Dendropanax LS Dendropanax dentiger
ARR Oleaceae AR Osmanthus WU 22 Osmanthus didymopetalus
B IR Myrtaceae ks Syzygium Sk Syzygium buxifolium
KR Aquifoliaceae ES—3 Ilex k& Ilex kobuskiana

vt Lauraceae Binyi:) Beilschmiedia 19 Jik B A Beilschmiedia tsangii
eyl Hamamelidaceae SRR i Distylium g i) Distylium racemosum
TN AR Pentaphylacaceae HANAKE Pentaphylax HAAK Pentaphylax euryoides
PNz Oleaceae PN Osmanthus kA R Osmanthus hainanensis

Bh 4 IR Rl Myrtaceae bz 4 Syzygium Ak Syzygium araiocladum

Bh 4Rl Myrtaceae bz 4 Syzygium Ttk Syzygium odoratum
1Pyt Theaceae R LR Cleyera SRS Cleyera incornuta

T iRk Annonaceae %% Polyalthia bk s 2 Polyalthia plagioneura
FR} Elaeocarpaceae FL3)E Elaeocarpus BB Elaeocarpus howii

R Lauraceae HrRER Neolitsea ARz Neolitsea cambodiana
TR Myricaceae tt)E Myrica Tt Myrica rubra

Je T BEEE Apocynaceae TS Tabernaemontana 2T Ak Tabernaemontana bovina
BB Anacardiaceae #E Toxicodendron 502 Toxicodendron succedaneum
AR Oleaceae KEME Olea SEARAABRA Olea dioica

TERl Lauraceae 45 Cinnamomum AR I Cinnamomum mairet
5ok Fagaceae HEZE)E Castanopsis INPIEE Castanopsis tonkinensts

HeA Ak Myrtaceae Tilibk R Syzygium ERZ 3179 Syzygium championii

P ht PR Melastomataceae Piht g Melastoma EGELigana) Melastoma penicillatum
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