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Spatial autocorrelation patterns and influencing factors of tree radial growth in

the secondary Picea forest in Guandi Mountains, northern China

CHEN Song, WANG Chenlin, REN Yuchen, ZHANG Huifang, ZHOU Duoduo, LI Jing, SONG Houjuan,
YANG Xiuging®

College of Forestry, Shanxi Agriculural University, Jinzhong 030801, China

Abstract; This study took the 4 hm® sample plot as the research object in Guandi Mountains, Shanxi Province, and trees
were continuously positioned and monitored according to Center for Tropical Forest Science ( CTFS) technical specifications.
Based on the observation data of tree radial growth in the sample plot from 2010 to 2015, combined with the survey and
sampling measurement data of environmental factors such as terrain variables and soil variables, we analyzed the spatial
autocorrelation patterns of radial growth of tree populations and their variation with different habitat types, and explored the
influencing factors of the radial growth of the tree populations. The results showed that Picea wilsonii, Larix principis-
rupprechtii, Betula albosinensis, Betula platyphylla, and Quercus wutaishanica were main tree species in the secondary

Picea forest, which were distributed in four habitat types (ridge habitat, low-altitude gentle slope habitat, high-altitude
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gentle slope habitat, and low-lying steep slope habitat) with different diameter structures. The mark correlation function
(MCF) analysis showed that the spatial autocorrelation characteristics of radial growth of the five tree species were different
in the same habitat type. For the same tree species, the spatial autocorrelation characteristics of radial growth was not only
scale-dependent , but also changed with different habitat types. The linear mixed-effects model (LMM) analysis showed that
the significantly positive effect of initial size, i.e diameter at breast height (DBH) , on tree radial growth was prevalent in
all populations of all habitat types in the plot. The significant effects of biotic factors on radial growth of trees were detected
only in the population of Picea wilsonii in specific habitat types, indicating that the radial growth of trees was affected by
conspecific neighbors, but the significance of its influence varied with tree species. The environmental factors had significant
effects on radial growth of specific tree species in specific habitat types. Among the environmental factors, altitude and
convexity had significantly negative effects on radial growth, and slope, soil principal coordinate analysis ( PCA) axis 1
(acidic pH and higher content available manganese, available nickel, available iron, available copper) , and soil PCA axis
2 (higher content of total salt, available nitrogen, available potassium, organic matter) had significantly positive effects on
radial growth. The radial growth of trees and the formation of spatial autocorrelation patterns of trees in secondary Picea

forest were jointly driven by the initial DBH, neighbors, and habitat factors.

Key Words: secondary Picea forest; radial growth; spatial autocorrelation; habitat types; biotic factors
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TIU——H A M 72 5373 147 T RFAE RS A I /N AN ) 245 i) RUBE B AR DG ) 1101 Fh P s 4 il 7 A= 114
H e XS FR LG IR R AR 1] A A AR DG T R R S 4P i AR B AR AR AE S BOR A B 7 2B K 11y
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F A3 5 B B E 2  B8055 AV Jmy 43 A AR A A R 2 T DI P PR RIS
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AR SCHE IR iR = AZ K AE T RJZ S — SRS T ( Picea wilsonii) FIAEILTE A ( Larix principis-
rupprechtii) 5 V. )2 L B B I ME ( Betula albosinensis ) F1 A #E ( Betula platyphylla ) , VA J /N F5 AR 3L 7R Bk
( Quercus wutaishanica) ,FL11 5 DR ABFFEIT G, LL 2010 ZF 2015 4F [A] B AALE 1] A= 4 UL B8040 A Ay )
FHBRICAH I BRI W7 37 AR ) 2 B 1) 2 (8] G, I iz T Z PR IR B O SR A3 #r 1 66 T AN [ 42 4 4 i 1
Pt AP RN T RS S X R AR [ A= R B 52 AF 5 A i — 2D 48 78 R TR 2 A2 U A R AR T 75 1)
PR AEA 25 40 5T, W BFIE M X TR 47 (Y ARAR R AR ) 2 RE M e R R LI AR HE .

1 #RERHE

1.1 BRI AL

WFFEHOAL T LUV 2 OCT 1L PR V8 K H AR AR X (37°45'—37°55'N, 111°22'—111°33'E) , %X &
T KBt 2 U i, EL AR L) M S REAE AR P 3 R AR AR (4.3°C) , 1 H R ARSI AT -23C,7 H &\
TN 30.5%C AR K B FIZE % B0 822.6 mm Fll 1268 mm, 33y 1l Hi AR 1 P2 + 2R R 70—80
em, JEFHRZIEE A 10 em'™ | BFSE X 25 A2 IR AR AR 2 RE 3B ( fRTFR GDS B i) S 213 38 2007 m, #5: = 1 38
2039m , AR 1976m , B K 25 63m, BRI FEMRNE T G B RN 4, (R4 R F A bk i f £0HE
FIME 0 R MR 55, B WHE R W AP A 4 46 2L & (Lonicera chrysantha ) | 1L H ¥ ( Rosa davurica) . & ¥ ( Corylus
mandshurica) % . FIRIZMRIE L) 70 a, ARAABHA R 0.70,
1.2 FEHbE A

Z I8 CTFS FEHF AR ML, FH AV {CK GDS FEHL (200 mx200 m) K45 100 145K 20 mx20 m AYFE
J7, B AR5 16 1~ 5 mxS m B/INEETT o FEREAS/INEE T N TERA DU 4 T A5 B9 42 (DBH) = 1 em KRR
TP B S AR RS E . IR LN DBH=1 em FIARAMEYI LT 7774 ¥k, SRR T
11 R 22 J& 30 B[Rl 58 MOEEK M IE SE B R R i A . Z 5 B0 5 4R 58 l—IK GDS MR A T/E, Ak
K H 2010 4EA A F 2015 4E55 — IR S A8, DARE M N 81 B8 (IV (%) = (RHXT 22 B -+ AH X000 EE + A XTI
PBE ) /35 (LT R AT AR RO BT G (8 1 Fin ) AT 08T . WRARGR 50 42 9% T (1 em<DBH<
2.5 cm) B (2.5 em<DBH<5 em) 22 (5 em<DBH<7.5 cm) &IV (7.5 em<DBH<15 ecm) 2%V
(15 em<DBH<30 cm) f52% VI(DBH =30 cm) , R AR SE AR AR 54 1 7 12 22 A8 A IX 43 S (4%
Fel ARG /IR (G, A% (FRRIV) KB (R ) M (R 5 DA KB B

®1 FEMMREEERE

Table 1 The main tree species and their importance values

Yy F s 2 i s W T R e Giv
Species Family Abundance Basal area/(m?/hm?) Mean DBH/cm Importance Value/%
FHHT Picea wilsonii LN 5311 34.0365 14.55 63.11

AL IE S Larix principis-rupprechiii NS 442 9.0678 30.56 12.09

2T HE Betula albosinensis HEARBL 305 0.3782 6.38 1.90

1 #E Betula platyphylla HEARFE 250 0.8294 11.07 2.12
AR Quercus wutaishanica Fe3 B 217 0.4261 8.22 1.52

DBH: Jfi4% Diameter breast height

1.3 L HORME AR PRI E

S8 CTFS L HERFEHORMTE 5 GDS FEHBRIZr AR/ 30 mx30 m 9/ RIAR AL 49 4>, RLAEAS RIS )
A i 9 R RO A RO Rl AR RS IR (R P B R R P R L PR 2R AL 8 AT 1 g3 i BE AL
BEIC 1 AST7 1) Ak T 504 S84 i, 1) A i P 77 1 8 9 LA DR BT A SRAE KOS TERE LN ) | R ZME A 2m 5 m
15m AE7E R R AE KL, BERILLE A RAE KON SEPR AR AL, i IETRAE 190 4 URE IR JEE N 0—10 em, KA
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JErBE LR el Il S B RS R R AW L 2 mm T EAT 4% pH R ARUA ARG AP
AR RS AR AR AR AR AR RO RO 14 MR RRiE
1.4 BN FRIE

e SN 3 A I N AR 20 r 2 80, DARE ML 2010 4F- 7R JiE 38 28 F I 4 ) 551> 20 mx
20 mfEJr 4 AN TIUR R BRBE Bl | 35T O P 3B B AN M B

Xf R EdEAR , ] Kriging f (B9 8] 51> 20 mx20 m #£J7 (0 L3458 4R . i e i doe fi 2
FEZ PRI TS50 0T (PCA) RS 153 AR 56.219% 1 -3 F5 43 PR H] 128 53 (3 2) , RIEAE — F
X RIRYE Y pH R A & i B RO B R TR (A AU A AR AR ), T b SRR S R R
B S Al A B AP,

®2 BIFETESHNERIERS LHEREE
Table 2 Soil variables loadings on the two PCAs

+ A5 i Soil variable PCAIL PCA2 + A5 i Soil variable PCA1 PCA2
pH -0.659 -0.137 FRLEE Available Mg 0.097 0.149
4= Total Salt 0.151 0.878 H %4 Available Mn 0.669 0.508
PR Available N 0.356 0.863 F 38 Available Ni 0.944 0.107
B Available K -0.141 0.761 B Available Fe 0.948 -0.156
AHHLE Organic matter 0.041 0.899 F %5 Available Cu 0.874 0.312
F3ES Available Ca -0.025 -0.066 FRAEE Available Zn 0.570 0.210
H %W Available P -0.094 0.018 A5 S4B Variation explained 30.44% 25.77%
F R Available Al 0.558 -0.474

PCAL: 55— FE 43 Principal coordinate analysis axis 1;PCA2: 28— F a4 Principal coordinate analysis axis 2

1.5 AEYHTFIHE

K HI R AP ERIARNE(CON) IR FP &R FE £ ( NCI.con ) I 48 b 52 LA 3 PSR SR AR BE 2 N g A= A1~
o [P SR RN B R FEA ARSI AR B3 L P 0 L R S AR AR B, IR SRR Eicds /R AEA AR AR AR HE
BTU IR N BB R RS A AR A B I R RO R IR Y

i BA.
NCl.con = ; DIST{\ICE]
A n S H AR A ) b &R AR K i, o B RS A AR BRI SR A, BA, SR 55 j A <A B i i DR Te AR
DISTANCE, 5 j AN RIFN SRS HARMA Y IE B, A SCHERE 10 m A W 4B IR AR BLAE R A9 o R AR B
[ AR &R AR BUA AR DAL — AR RO, 10m S48 0 B P T A TRl R @A X a2 A A 1 5 i A 1A R A
FAXIE NPT AT RIFREBAARXT B AR A RS2 ma iR
1.6 ‘EBERAA )

FIFAZIGRARE (MRT) Jrikt ™) AR SR 9 BE 3 A = ZE I R A 8 B R 4 B 4 AR ]
AR 1) o AS A 1 TR R JE A b b b A S 0 LB A R A i A X, AR A 2 A A b
R, SRR /INT 2004m IS AERE . AEBERY 3 (7 TAREHBALES, JE IR = T 2004m MO A4, AEBEA 4 &
B TREHL R R AR B, AR 2 AR A 1 A VE X R AR EE I BE AR R . B HIE SRR 3,
1.7 HdEab
1.7.1  BEARFE ) AR K B 23 (8] DI 4 AT

FHFRICAHIC R K, (r) BRECHR D7k an T .

2, M) M(u)
D (M x M)

K"Nﬂ( r) =
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o B u AUSREEES r (PP R, M (0) (M (u)

Sy RIS SRR T B | BRiC A 6 R RO T SN [ 1Y ofe [ oh
A Sa BiF TR KA K, () 2 M(0) M(u) HYAE IR ERNESE
WAL, 1 K, (r)>1 B BREZ I ERADGHECHE S \‘1 TR LT
HUERC BRI BB T E 2 1) s % K, () A g s S s
= 1, bRICZ I JEAR o (BEHUR DB R R s st NS \1 i e O R B e SN
BT PR 24 K, (<1 B fricz i | e | No b= b
FUACE (BB iR R R s i T F ez N0 T e NI
T) o BIERIE r RUEREYE B R 0—30 m. FRICHBIRES F\\ljjr}//iﬁs n\z\\‘z 2
5y spatstat FLSCEE 3\\\ ) —/2 ) 2\ 3 X %f
172 RERFRIE KBS T4 AVNENEY T [ete

ST FHEE P 2R BEE (LMM) 5B J7 25 5 1 s PP
R D s s v e S I CANT TN VAV 24

g1 RS Z F sy | R RP AR AR H5ORN [ & AR A
MEERN . ] Imed BLHT ImerTest -G 2 HETR &34
NS (B RAUSRANTT) K5 HAE T A A MuMIn 1o 40 Guandi Mountains, Shanxi Province

LT BT AT RE 1) b5 7% B 2 A IR R AT IR ] g R K 20 mx20 m HIZ AR FEERTRE 5 m M9,
AIC (Akaike information criterion ) {H XJ AU HEATHE#E,  BerUERARI LR

WEFEFTA AAIC <2 BYREAY i ] model. avg pRIIOG 1527

ST BB HG THE R 95% A7 X ]

B 1 WXL 4 m*ARE R EE LR SR
Fig.1 The distribution of the habitat types in a 4 hm? research

®3 XFL4 O’ HRER R EREROBESH

Table 3 Topographic parameters of various habitats in Guandi Mountains 4 hm? research plot

VK Elevation/ MM BE Convexity/ Wi Slope/(°
bk M i _ evation/m _ ; i Convexity mEA_ _ & Slope/ (°) _
Habitat types Number of quadrats Total area/hm? BefiC T B L T By B T4 Bl
Min. Mean Max. Min. Mean Max. Min. Mean Max.
HI1 22 0.88 1991.27  2013.71  2026.92 0.65 1.14 1.73 10.28 17.27  24.84
H2 26 1.04 1979.14  1992.71  2003.14  -2.46 -0.83 0.65 4.90 1126 17.04
H3 34 1.36 2004.56  2025.36  2041.84  -1.55 0.10 0.62 5.79 10.81  16.50
H4 18 0.72 1987.47  2005.81  2026.79  -2.58 -0.57 0.61 18.84 22,15  26.13

H: 257 Habitat type; HI WIVE RS H2 A RIER G A H3 s iR e AL 8 Ha W IR B A 15

X WD 17 728k e A e F A28 R/ NSO 8 e, LA TR R TR R PR A, 2 60 i R A %) T AT (LT I AR L 2
AT, Je0 278 R BB (LR BT A M) | FEER LA — AR UE 22 AT IR AL . 3 SRR o) i S i A )
FX EEEEMEHEA T B LU, Sy 1R G N, AT HERR T B S bR 5 10 DK LA I T AT W AE H AR
W, B R Bl R B0 4.0.4 SCEL

2 HREHSH

2.1 FERFIRRLER

2010 FFIA LR B, FFFBRAEAESET 3 Th G RERI IR D | FL g AR B R b 4R RTINS Lk 12.39%—
18.3% A= 4580 1 FA SR AL 4 v PRI LUK, 7 B RER 1Y 72.9%—79.9% , i A= 45 10 2 FA= B A 3
TR R 5 L . AR TE AN FE TG AR S A b A e, RN 62.4%—100% , LT
FERANY et YA AR Y Ea cb 2 v U e o N ISV Ay REal AN o L R 0213 Wb QI i o PN [ <9 - 2 0
TGRS 4 L (72% ) B0 R LA AR T A BE AL 4 IR RO B B A X (67.3% ) o FIHETE BT
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AR R RO B BE S He R, RN 769%—7T77.9% , /IR AR E 16%—19% , 4 RN
M ILARBRAE AT 1 G o LR (IR AR SRR 75% ), Hr RECER /D, AEBER 2 3 4
A AR RS ARG E BT [, 1 H b A e ) b T, e, A= B0 4w R KRS L 9] v 8
53% ., 2015 4EMZE R BN 2 RIFTEA ] A BE RS P R 45 4 B AR 5 2010 45—, AUFEA& B Bo Fb b e B3R
B NG T D KA AT TR e i (3 4) |

A DU A B R O P Mg A8 25 5 8, 2010 AR PUAS AR B RS R AT A HE RSB B AR RN | A b
R 25> R 35 AR IR AS A IR 1, ARAUTE AN S AR RN o AR S A 25 AR B RN 35 A4 A ISR B A 4
STHER) - W2 TNy LR BETR 2 5 A B85 0 A AR B 1> A48 70 3 ) 3L R BRI T- IR K/ N R < AR B0 4> %
R 3>AESE 25 A4 A 1, 2015 AR R LR 2010 AR HREA— 2, (UL MER -3 AR R/INVE Ry AR B R 25> A 85
4> A 3548 1,

XoF 4% B 7 DU A A B A8 ST 38 4% ) A K ) ARG SR B, BRETMESN, HoAth AR b 4 7 AR B AL 2 (147 24 g
A AR R, J0 A AR (1.8 em) AEALFEIAA (2.2 em) (FIHE(1.6 em) FILLZRHR (1.0 em) , TELHETE AR
3 Ry e A KRR, N 2.1 em,

R4 EEWTRRRLEN

Table 4 Diameter class distribution of the main tree species

Y B BYLEN Size-class distribution/% T
Species Habitat types 1 I m v \Y% VI Mean DBH/c¢m
HH HI 1.4(1.2) 3.4(2.4) 7.5(6.8)  29.5(29.8) 50.4(48.8) 7.8(11.0) 19.9(20.8)
Picea wilsonii H2 6.0(4.7) 7.8(7.1) 4.5(52) 13.7(13.0) 34.0(31.7) 34.0(38.3) 27.5(29.3)
H3 0.4(0.2) 0.9(0.6) 2.1(1.7)  11.3(10.7)  64.1(59.1) 21.2(27.7) 25.1(26.3)
H4 5.5(3.9) 4.2(4.8) 4.4(3.7)  21.7(20.3) 51.2(50.2) 13.0(17.1) 21.1(22.4)
B[S/ AN HI1 0 1.0(0) 0 3.0(2.0)  33.6(27.4) 62.4(70.6) 32.6(34.4)
Larix principis- H2 0 0 0 0 0 100.0( 100.0) 44.5(46.7)
rupprechtii H3 0 0 0 2.7(2.7)  29.5(25.0) 67.8(72.3) 34.9(36.7)
H4 0 1.5(1.5) 0 7.0(7.0)  21.1(18.3) 70.4(73.2) 32.3(33.9)
L1 HE HI1 57(5.7)  37.1(37.1) 25.7(22.9) 28.6(31.4) 2.9(29) 0 7.4(7.8)
Betula albosinensis H2 8.3(5.6)  33.3(30.6) 26.5(31.9) 19.4(19.4) 11.1(9.7) 1.4(2.8) 9.6(10.4)
H3 16.0(0) 56.0(60.0) 12.0(20.0) 12.0(12.0)  4.0(8.0) 0 6.4(8.5)
H4 2.1(0) 27.4(23.2) 35.7(33.7) 31.6(30.5)  3.2(12.6) 0O 8.4(9.2)
Fiie H1 4.9(4.9) 0 19.0(19.0)  57.1(57.1) 19.0(19.0) 0 12.7(13.4)
Betula platyphylla H2 0 2.0(0) 16.3(18.4) 42.9(36.7) 34.7(38.8) 4.1(6.1) 16.5(18.1)
H3 0 8.0(8.0)  16.0(16.0) 48.0(40.0) 28.0(36.0) 0 14.9(15.4)
H4 1.7(0) 1.7(1.7)  17.0(16.9) 57.6(45.8) 20.3(33.9) 1.7(1.7) 13.1(14.3)
ILARBR HI 12.5(12.5)  62.5(37.5) 12.5(37.5) 12.5(12.5) 0 0 4.9(5.4)
Quercus wutaishanica H2 7.1(4.8) 40.5(33.3) 19.0(21.4) 23.9(28.6) 9.5(11.9) 0 8.5(9.5)
H3 2.6(2.6)  30.3(23.7) 22.4(23.7) 29.0(28.9) 15.8(21.1) 0 10.5(11.2)
H4 3.9(0) 23.5(19.6) 19.6(23.5) 27.5(31.4) 25.5(25.5) 0 11.2(12.3)

() I 2015 4FE50E 72208073 . 4820 1T 1em<DBH<2.5cm; #84% Il 2.5cm<DBH<5em;#84% I 5em <DBH<7.5cm;#24% IV 7.5¢cm < DBH<
15cm; 4226V 15em<DBH<30cm; ££4% VI DBH=30cm ; HiH 1849 [ #2890 T LR, 2290 T R /INRE ARG IV R Fh g 4240 V ol KB 4240 VI 2

2.2 LB ] A A A E] S

PRCAHSC R B BT s | 4 R B AN 1) AR KA 23 0] F AR OCARTER I DLAESERY 4 oy o], 35 4F
ZLMEAR ) AR R A S TR TE AR OGP, A ME R B S 8] R 5, T AL ARARAE AN R B (7—11 m A1 18—21 m) 73351
TGS IE AR 5C , AR AL 7 i FA IS SR B S (T&12) X T [l — AR A, A58 1] A A 2 1) AR SR AS (LA
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A R, (R Bef B AR B T AR TR AR, AT AE AR R 4 vh— s RUBE b S IEAH DGR AR AR5 7 1 Fn 3
TR RS RS 7EAE SRS 2 R U ANIF 98 RO AR A I . ARIbTE AR TE 2 A AR S AL ) e R
SIEMSE (AR 1.6—7 m B8 3.15—21 m) , MifE S 2 A EBE A (AEBEA 2 FAEBEA 4) dh UR SR BUAH 5
PE, ZUHEAEBEAL 1R 4 — 5 RO IEADG, A AR e A P R R B G . I MErE AR B AL 2 I KRB (20—
23 m) BIEASC, AR AT 3 F 4 (e RO A (AEBE R 3.10—11 m; A58 4:18—21 m) , ILARHPRER
TEA A 3 4 R (10—11 m) SR IEASAM, FEAE B A 4 AR RE B (7—11 m A1 18—21 m) 43 HI| B 1
FHOCHIIEAHDG (B 2) o X e B AC 428 1] A 4K 22 [ R A (AR 5 ) (L HC R S PRARS o 5, 3 ] 8 5 W P A2 21
KANE &, [RIA, A B R A A [] S BSOS AR A% ) A K 14 25 ) SR B & A A8 A, Al 2 A AR A2 1) A K 110 B 25 1
HF,
2.3 BARAE ) A K S P (R AT

W — 25 XA AR ) A K AT A R A AR AE S A B R85 IR 7 A TR B RS B R 4 M, S5 R R I (81 3)
UG B 6T A58 1) A K 114 S 3800 ZE I 5 A b3 A7, B A 31 A B RS o PR A 85 N R A A BT A0, AN
[7i] A 35 700 Py 4% 5 R b ) B B A XA ) A K A S R R L T RGN

PR DR Pl i A 85 R e e W A ) A = AR S R, e p YRR R BE R 1 4 R AT RN AR B
4 T ARARAR ) A S M) 2 3 R KON, A — R (IR 1) pH B4 v 5 i A U AR A
B AR SR 3 4 i T AR A K R R IR AR OGS RN A R (R ) Ak
ROR A AP XA AL 4 sp AR AR A KR IR RN, U S AR B 2 e MERR
i) A B R ARG, I O REAE T A A B 80 o 349 2R SR B R BR B IR 1 42 i) A K S i VR

A= PR X B A AR 1) A K 1 Sk 2 R i (TR RP AR IARAE ELVE D ) 7 e AR B R A AT AR A I 2, =
FERIN E AT IR RIS RO AR BT 1 v 5 AR i AR Bt W 3 IR G, FE AR BT 4 op 2 I 3 G0 A G | TR R4S
PRANEAEAE BT 1 v 5 AR ) AR K 1 S R G

3 it

3.1 BEARAR AR RS 8] SEH

PARAR ) A A B0 25 (B MR PR e — 2 A B A T AR R IR AR IR B, IFSE 4 R | [R)— 2R S
R AR AR 1) A A 2 [ S R B T AN [ 5 [7) — A ol A [ A 35 20 o 2 B0 AN [ A A 1) A R s ] 56
R o 3ok TR AR i) A 1 ) 2 ] SR IR A DR RS 7 o 288 B LA 0 245 4 1) 2 S T AR ) ] ef e 52 B 355 PH) 7 )
20

AR KB 5 A FEAFR R TR B, AU A =0, T S TSR A TR A A R, 4D
M55 FURESS) Ry s SRRl | 2T HE 2 53 A 7E A IR IR T RS AR TR B STt 2 145 25 (M DX % 1 At a2
W ARV 1] B PR rh ) S AR AR UL LA AR SR A i S TR SWERE 0 o 5 MR ] 1 A 25 20 M S SO AE BT
RS DU AR SEE R 2T S BN R] A4 i) A R ORI | DTS2 M A AR A i A R R i

R A [ AR 18 25 ] S I B 5 R oA B o A 53 14 A 28508 AT SO, R AN [+ A A 2 4 e 2 S R
ARAR I A B 25 TSI B A% 57, AR AR i) A R O ™ AR A RIS, USRI ST 5 SRR A 42
L5k AR R AL & T AR A R BB, RA % AR MIAR A, DLAESEI 4 o], 35 47 DL AR F KRy
b EAMRE 72.9% ; FEAL TR LIER O 3 /R G AR D s ZTHENI S 2R N B o s 22 A8
TR s AR L TR AR b fiermn , AL AR P AR 25 LB &)y s R ORAR MR R, AR 5 R R i AT A
ZLMEAR 1) A K B s (] b A TEAH DG , RtV A SR B O | IS SR SCHME AL AR R 1% AR SR AN ) R
JE B 5 EAHSC AN GAARSCNE . 5 SR B h A 1) 2R 4 s (B QIR J7y 22 5. [RIE, A A7 AN [ A
B b AT AR A AR A, 22 IS R AR A 1, RIS () — R Fofr AN [i] A 5 2 v 4 i A 23 ] S BB
ARy L1 28 57 o AR SCIA Ay R AR i) A K 11 235 ) SIS Jmy P81 A 7ol 1] 422 2 25 1 S T 1 AS [] , Binkley 64 488 Hy
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I ESEUGITHE (P<0.05) HSL0 B s DNA -t FRARAMNMREOR AR AR IEAT 00T LD . W EE R AR 1 M 4% Logarithm of initial DBH;
ALT: #3 Altitude; SLO: 3 Slope; C: MM Convexity; SP1. +3E5— T4 Soil PCAT; SP2. +3E5 — Fhli4) Soil PCA2; NCl.con;:

[RIFPARIARFEEL Conspecific neighbors’ competition index; CON: [FJFH4EA%L Conspecific number
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RGP R 35 4 SR G5 A0 A G o FEMROMR AT R, A RRAR 128 KB 5 A B A R/ IN B 81, B 25 AR iR AR AT, R
B SRR E RS /MR S 2 2], 230 /N RUE A B 0T T8 Bl AR oy B 1 &
A SE P S RTINS R A 2E K NS BB/ IN B B TR R AR ST AR HLA B B A R, BV R
0 £ 0 R ML NN 7 W7 N = 7R S 0B - re  R =5 AL 2y AN 5= 1 I 184 8 & L2 L o N B S Rl |1
B, T AR/ IR T B IR 4, A B0 H 45 3 i A R ARIOR., R AR A A K 1) 258 () Sk 5 HL T A i 43
BT BUE VI,

AN A 358 U 22 8] A% AR B FH 2 R A58 R 19 2 S T kA2 84k, 1h LG 3R 300 0 AN [] P4 428 ) A K 25 ] G Bk
P, BN FFEAESE R 1R 3 B — e N AR ) A K ) U DG, e AR B A 4 v NRUEE A2 )
AR E AR e AR 2 R RIS RO AR R IR M, R [R) AR B R 2 ] BRBE R 19 22 7 &5 B 8Ok
P FRAEAS ) A BT A8 rp A ) 2B K ) 32 P R A AR 3 2 T2 5 DR AR AR A K A AR O AT R B
PP AL AR ] AH B A FH 3G 50 508 55 , L 28 H AH B AR 2F 28 S 0 b ], DA 5 | AR ARE A A8 1) A K 1 G Bk % A
[

3.2 BERAR AR R P

XF A2 U AE MR AR AR ) 2B S e PR B i — 2P 255 40 R WD R ) s A2 5 HAR 1) A A 5 1 38 E
HA HLAE T T B b 3 A7 A, X 5 Chi 267 B 58 TS A0 AW 1R I A2 S A A A K 10 B S R T A &5 SR e A —
., A A DB E BN R AR B R R AR UE M A2 5 A 1 A K e R SR SR G, 3K P RE R H TR
RIAAHEAE A 6 T REAA B EH]

LRANETR G RO A 3 A7 SR W, A=) AR AR TR AR E AR T (A= PR ) AR AR AR o) A 4K 19452 W 7 BIF 98 A b, 725 UL
FEAE ARAR RIS EE F v, A ERT R M RS DR A 0 TR 7 XA A8 ) A K 1) S 3 s i 1 FANCAE AR B R 1
AR 4 AT AR A TN B 5 AR 2 A2 R A AR R SR R AERE b o L s K, 401 % B e v, 408
PRIAAH EAR A 2 WA 0 A 32 2 M AR it 2 (N 35 AT 1 &, Al 2810 0 A= 9 IR 5 48 ) A= K Ti)
FHOCPEAE A AE B SRR, X AT e TSR AE B b S B AR AR K (B s AR 1 ) 19 2 ZEAR S R+
AN ST RRIASE R 325 B AR [ A 6 AR 4 PR 4 e R AN [

ISE R T, T A0 - S TR T g A 350 e G 2 B 0K Bl R R M 5 R AR KT 4 AN AR BRI MR
TR T 38 X AR AC A8 ) A K 1 S8 5 i 1) B B A B0 355007 T - 40845 A AR A3 0 R AL | 48k e — e Y FRl N 3%
XA pH (EXTR I A KA B IERN 25 A2 R A RORE Jls v o VA LU DX 3, 33 B R K A R ™ 8, +
B ZAZ P AT BB AR K, 22 R VR R A I, 3K o BB RGR A o IR M ARR A RK 2 BRI
VR G2 0 DX 3K 53 1 A M SR A AR, A R AR AR ) 2R A 17 1o 4 2 e A 45 ARV e 3 A 45 U R G
T K EE IR PTE K IC R PR AAR ) AE K B SE i B AR B A 2

T BLAG H 02 AR g X B AR A [ AR K S AR (8 3 AR AR B D 4 rp 2 B AR b P A A 1]
AR IERON . A SN, /N GRURE 22 Rl DR HC R o) B R AR T Bl S 1, S 35 5 S b SR A DG AN
B, M RARGM AR SR P Zad A B IEE ], R S5 HE R FHERBR g R g Edris
A Ry B A R LA KRR G0UE 22 R A3 Bl T R e 2 R e, R4S T S A ISR, BRI R T A=
KEMIE R,

ISR F-AE 75 FT AR 25 I 5 28 ARl rf DG I0E I 28 T R Fl 1 3k R AR e o 0 22, )RR A ) 55
efE S PREE R A K VR 0 3 . TARE AR TR G BRI 45 58 , ) o ] f) 4 0 8kt A7
FE , VLB K A2 4 W) e A 45 TR T I 25550, 2R M TR A5 255 07 A5 260 v S 0 0 4 PR 7 S5 A 2 4 B R A
ST RS T EREE A 9 DR AR 5 e R I ) A5 A S M T R AR PR B G R R R Y T s
HFrfER

A SCHETT IR A YIRS REAR AR R SE R, A5 BIT T AR 1) A 14 [ R B AR R, S o G A4 X6 A A A=
KA AE 2 A2 R AE R AR AR [ AR K i — B PR T 200, IR AR SC 8% 08 T MY | 3SR IR BT 1
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X AAR [ A= O FE I | IR AT S5 AR RS [R) SR SEOE IR T AR A R AOSE I . BEAZE KBRS SRt i 2
M Z N ZILR SRS 2 2o B, B TR ST AL UE AR Vi P B AR AR i) A AR Ry (9 R S BIL ], A o 245 R AR
MR R A A AN TR R IR HEA T AR A AR AT, 18— 2P IR ST Al Py B b [ A 4 1) 22 () SR, L ) o | S5 i 408
PRAEWIIN - ROE IR MBIE | b 3B 25 BRI XX AR AR 18] AR A B 235 52 IR, TR IX RS2 6 1 I o] 5 2L o A=
KA Rt rrE

4 #Hig

PRIE A FAE A 5 S (R 2 EUR AS AR A RS Rl o s S A S o BRG] =) 30 JL B8 A A ] 383 A7 7
FRAE AR T (T2 4 R E ) XA A A 18 23 ) 1R DA% = 7 AR AL TR, AR A A 4 AR BRI 25 [A] - 1) 57 o
YA G LIRS AR R BT s, 0 A R AR X RS AR 1] A 14 8 25 T A58 0T A A % 28 A 95 TR0 ) T A o e
HR I AR T PAISE DR 3 6 R A 5 R o Rl A o ) A8 1) A R A S B R IR, AN R A b A [ AR G 45 4 52
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