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Some forest communities in north
of Guangdong, China
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Guangzhou 510006, China; 2. College of Architecture and Urban Planning , Guangzhou University, Guangzhou 510006, China )

Abstract: By using the vegetation quardat method, the dominant families and species of the forest vegetation in Tianx-
in of Lianzhou City, Babaoshan of Lechang City, Luokeng of Qujiang County, Fanzishan of Renhua County, Li-
uzhangjiashan of Shixing County, and Longwen-Huangtian of Pingyuan County in the mountain regions of Guangdong
Province, China,are compared. The two-dimension sort of six forest communities is also compared by using the polar
ordination method in this paper. The results show that the common dominant species are Machilus thunbergii and
Liquidambar formosana ,and their dominances are different from each plot site. The biggest similarity coefficient of
community is 65.49% between Tianxin and Longwen-Huangtian; while the similarity coefficients are low than 50 %
between Babaoshan and other sites. The result suggests that the similarity of forest community is mainly rely on the
soil character, latitude, and altitude which is apparently much important than that of geologic distance. The forest
community in different sites can reflect their conditions of habitats. The comparison study of forest communities in
nature reserves can also provide some suggestions for the net construction of nature reserves in Guangdong province.
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REBRARBE R GRAEE,2009), B HE
BROMEEBRAXNARRP R, HEYSHHE
R ZHERE, BMEXRBEET AR
RPFXBRAIRLERARPENEERRZNEIERE
Z— (/N5 2005) s (BN SR B SRR K B¥ 04 ik
Z AR LTI (1 D4%,2010),
BitWER LR RERNEFAIHHZ
— R FERARPREERSHHBRZ—. B
FEUMTARE 20 M ARRPR#H17E DCA #HF
5 UPGMA BEWH R 4 RER R T &A1
AR (FHNE%,2004). EFSHEHFITTEL
MERILTPERAPEEAEENOXR(BEH
%,2003), AUERRKRBREXHARLE HE
HFHRBE SRS EE BN FREEAR, EX
7E 2006~2007 £EBFSM A A R ELAE b , %) kb B AL B9
EMBOKRBAZW HITR. CAETLNE
KKRWL, URERIWFER X -EEE6 L
B MEARRPERTENBEFTAZYH R
ERERS BT ENZE N RBERRRE, U
WA AEARRPRONERBRRESE RN
BNRTHKEARPRENBRIZREERES.
U RBLBERRP R HEAES ST RELH,

B ITIE R U 1L Bk R O K AR — AR LR,
BT XBREARRY KBENORMALRE, LHRE
BANES HEMBFRE HAHTF RERR
PRMEBEMARFELR, BMEE LEBULAHR
EMELE L,

1 BRAEER

BibEEE EE, 8RR U LR,
BRSBERBENLBSBERES, FHE 18~20
CETEZRRRREBEZEO CUT,. BN
IMAER, L BELEREK EFREALR.
FEEWEA 1500 mm, BEFEALRE DHE.
AREF L BIBENCBEMLBERREY,
1981). BRILMFEHSKE 19~20 C,ERTEA
1 400~1 800 mm(#E ¥ #:,1981),

AHEP, REAEL. HILPR . CAETFUL.
XK K L 4 RBHE XK, URAKHFTH
BEMEL B RICE MM 17 Fm 23— B HAER |
MR ERNBENREABEVERE IGAER
[ 24°28'58"~25°26"30" N,112°18'23"~116°00"28"
E;#4& 200~1 375 m),

Bl BREcuEvERER

Fig.1 Simply map of research sites

2 RESHET®

2.1 B8
MEMFEREREHNEARETEFAE,R

A E A Garminl2 B GPS 2{. BRIETHY
B R AR B/NREE HAEREKKE,2001), 5
ZHNEFER N 400 m’ (5o Ak 100 m?), B
B 5~17 N2 JE), B4 R KH B E R 2 000~6 500
m, 6 LS B E R 2,58 h, XPEEF R



44 Bawg. "FEEBLURETRARE 495

B25.0 mRAYRHEFTERAE, ARNAERY
EWR, B R ESHE N BARMAE.
2.2itH
TAEEBEHTEFESREMIIE1996), 8
BEEV.)=GEX B & E+HEXNZE -+ HA
), HPFHMNEEEFERD)=(RIMHHUBEE/2
WE B EEZ ) X 100; M & B (RA) = (A
BB 2 B A B AR B D X 100 46 X 41 E
(RF)=(FEAF K5 B/ 23 &5 B F1) X 100,
AT & RARREE SR, B H A T4k
BEPHEFRARYHBEERSHEENFTRER
$Fh, BEEMME RS S=24a/a+b+c) X 100%,
Ao HAHEEHHWEEAZMN, 0 AREREF
MHEEHEZM,c y BHEXEFHMWEEHEZ.

WEMBERR=1-REHMERK. 8RS
o SiMET AT 2 RES R Qo).

3 ZEXRE7#

3.1 ARBRAEHERBMR

R RIER (1980) X4 KR4, AR
BRTEAERSRAMRER, PERFFEAMT
PREG SR 4, B 08 L Hb 3% 3 (Castanopsis) (B W
(Altingia ) KK . AR BR, &% FE AP
KABLK BRZERK, Z M TDREEE
(Machilus) K (B L NFE L X H R LD K FH
(Schima) R (B O AFWN BEX—HBE)HEE
(Michelia) /(B0 B3 .

®1 EBFABERBHNEERRR

Table 1 Basic data of plots in different forest communities

kA AR aa® BR (m) ¥E O A E
Survey date Survey site Longitude and latitude Altitude Slope Canopy density
2007.7.12~17 &M EL 25°06'46"~25°08'52" N, 520~950 5~40 0.80~0, 95
112°18'23"~112°26'35" E ‘
2007.8,7~8 RBAZW 24°57'39"~24°59'26" N, 980~1 270 5~35 0.85~0, 95
113°00"43"~113°01'44" E
2006. 7, 19~25 BT B 5 24°28'58"~24°33'45" N, 200~1 375 0~45 0.70~0. 95
113°1116"~113°23'05" E
2007.8.1~2 A EBF 25°25'25"~25°26'30" N, 850~1 050 10~45 0.80~0. 95
113°5602"~113°59'45" E
2007.8.4~5 RO EE 4] 24°45'19"~24°48'20" N, 300~950 5~35 0.70~0. 90
114°09"12"~114°12'08 E
2006, 8. 12~18 iz kX —®/E 24°43'08"~24°54'18" N, 300~600 0~40 0.65~0. 95

115°50'30"~116°0'28" E

B RBEERR R . H.OF R HE (Machilus
suaveolens) -+ /N VS EHHE /NLHG LLH8 IR+ 40
& . &M &% (Michelia foveolata) \ K (Schima
superba ) BT 7R B (Alniphyllum fortunei) +
B 45 ¥ (Tazus wallichiana var. mairei) \#l5
-+ 5 a4+ 7K B R (Fagus longipetiola-
ta) LA 5 (Meliosma oldhamii ) + f& K 1§ (Da ph-
niphyllum oldhamii) . K E K B #%. \FWHL
1. 45 W K #F (Schima brevipedicellata) + 3% M ¥
(Lithocarpus calophyllus) W EF + EZH K F N
(Fagus lucida) . § & + £ B % £ (Tsuga longi-
bracteata) L ] (Cercis glabra) + ¥ %5 (Prem-
na vavaleriei ) B¢, B A LH RE HILEEK.
W, KBS TR (Pinus kwangtungensis) .
¥ K (Cunninghamia lanceolata)  BAT W& . JE %
# 8% (Rhododendron simiarum) &% . WFWH XK

P4 OB THEEEH C fissa) + HEHZK
(Elaeocarpus japonicus) Z B+ HEBWH.E
B+ K ER%E. NERLELAH+EHE
AR (M. pauhoi) B HE# . B BB (Acer
fabri)+ B B AEAK(Zenia insignis) + B LR FE
¥R (Meliodendron xylocarpum) + B % (Cho-
erospondias axillaries) JEARB®E. BX—HHBE
HBEE N (Cyclobalanopsis chungii) L8 . B 1 4%
+ 414 (B 15 AR 87 (Schima remotiserrata) \ AR A&
5+ &4 L B B4 (Castanopsis kawakamii) .
NGB BEE (Chukrasia tabularis) JNIHE+ DB
¥A(Pinus massoniana ) G K + R SR+ #.
EA+BER+AR WERE. SHRANESE
ARFEHBRBERNE L.
3.2 EHHERBRELRH

2SI EHEABRELEOEEHRAE 2,3t
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129F KRB F 418, R2P,6 AN ALHE
MRF 2R SHAEHETEE A% HE.HB
5. B 1L & % HL B A E (Manglietia yuyuanen-
sis) JREHE EAR 8 b,

EHMBHREER BARENZTIREYRT
R2HMEFMS NZIWBEFREHKER X~
ENAHEBEENEEHREZNEEH. X TER
BEERVPHEHY, SHASARE, MM
(Semiliquidambar cathayensis) EHEH X HERH

SR EHE, TMRX—HEOMBEHEE 100 &%
DL MR ZA AL AP L. EMEL
MEFAEEE 1 AHRESR, Q5B (Breschnei-
dera sinensis)#) 160 ;B FILMEF 4 HH
®F =¥ (Cephalotazus oliveri) , B 21 300 #k;
BHE RNERY 2 700 #; B XN KR LKIE
A% 1000 Bk KB AF LM R RAG KB T RBF
BHOSEH/MEMRE. BEENRPEYHE
RMERELE. SN EUEREFRR.,

22 EWBHEEFABAARBHARRREEME

Table 2 Dominant species and the important values of arbor trees in different forest communities

XKL EX—-#H

H.L AZ Fuli h
I\}It. F?nﬁy ga:ties Tianxin Babfshan Lil?etng Ff\zishan le;;zsl;;r;g- {::::;?:;

1 8 % B # Castanopsis fabri 6.12 0 4.10 31.23 18. 89 12,93
2 & C. hystriz 4,41 0 3.01 7.71 5.35 40. 35
3 4t C. eyred 15.23 8. 46 9.25 0 4,25 10.75
4 /NEL#E C. carlesii 16.50 0 7.77 7.16 0 10, 94
5 41 B4 C. neocavaleriei 0.98 3.17 5.03 0 0 0

6 K4 C. megaphylla 1,27 3.67 4.12 19.14 0 0

7 %W C. fissa 0 0 0.87 6. 69 1.16 11.48
8 W C. fargesii 0.80 0 0 13.82 0 0.75
9 ¥ ¥ C. lamontii 0 0 4,10 3.62 0 0
10 W C. fordii 0 0 3.08 0 V] 0.77
11 K%K Fagus longipetiolata 13.38 9.34 0 0 1.00 0
12 &4 Cyclobalanopsis glauca 1.50 0 0 0 5.32 1.55
13 B C. hui 0 0 0.74 4.72 0 0
14 &R C. myrsinaefolia 1.80 0 0. 86 0 0 0
15 M H] Lithocarpus calophyllus 1.29 6.59 5.17 0 0 0
16 B L4 L. hancei 0.63 1.97 0.74 0 2.98 0
17 & E£H L. chrysocomus 0 0 3.13 2.38 0 0
18 BB L. maciletus 3.00 1.81 0 0 0 0
19 R L . irwinii 0 0 0 1.20 0 2.20
20 G RH L. brevicaudatus 0 0 1.26 0 1,27 0
21 B 3 Bk B ifi Beilschmiedia tsangii 0 0 1.32 0 2.12 0
22 41 1 Machilus thunbergii 10.19 12,61 1.74 2.74 5.79 4.96
23 ‘HE 144 M. ichangensis 0 1,46 1.61 11.14 7.38 1.49
24 WL M. pauhoi 0 0 0 0 20. 50 1. 89
25 £ M. chinensis 0.80 0 0 2.91 0 0
26 Rent i M. glabriramula 0 0 2.41 0 0 1.29
27 W M. leptophylla 0 0 1.09 0 1.99 0
28 # B Cinnamomum porrectum » 3,12 0 0 2.82 4,89 2,49
29 M C. wilsonii 0 0 1.84 2,36 2.03 0
30 Bf 84t C. jensenianum 0 0 1.14 0.97 0 0
31 KA AL TF Litsea elongate 1,30 1.31 0.84 0 4,83 0
32 Kt H A% Neolitsea leviner [ 0 1.80 0 101 0
33 B AP N. chuii 0.63 0 0.85 0 0 0
34 ¥ 15 PhoebeSheareri 0 0 0 1.16 0 2.21
35 =¥ Cryptocarya chinensis 0 1.33 0 0,96 1.06 0
36 Z -8 Lindera communis 0 1.70 0 0 1.08 0
37 WEM AN Schima superba 5.75 0 0 0 7.78  33.96
38 Hiti KT S. remotiserrata 0 0 15.16 0 0 16.32
39 SWiIAR S. brevipedicellata 1.89 15.35 0 0 0 0
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gk2
FooBE BR mo  Axwo wm o wFe SO R
No. Family  Species Tianxin Babaoshan Luokeng Fanzishan .. )
jlashan  huangtian
40 WWFH  BiA Adinandra millettii 4,76 0.70 0 0 1.49
41 R A. bockeana var, acuti folia 0 1.32 0.96 2.90 1.07 0
42 B E45H A. glischroloma 1.67 3.29 0 0 0
43 ¥t % Eurya nitida 0 0 0 4,03 0 0.76
44 P ER E. hebeclados 0 1.32 0 0 2.29 0
45 B4 E. macartneyi 1.62 0 0 1.42 0 0
46 # 25 #% E. muricata 1.45 0 0 0 0 0.75
47 W E. loquiana 0. 60 0 0 0 1,00 0
48 R K & Ternstroemia g ymnanthera 1.82 2,67 2.17 1.28 0 0
49 M2k Camellia oleifera 1.24 0 0 1.93 0 2.01
50 L %k K Cleyera japonica 0 0 0 1.26 0 0.75
51 ALK Tutcheria spectabilis 0 0 0. 81 0 0 1.06
52 AP BTE% Magnolia maudiae 3.24 1.32 5.73 4,67 6.43 0
53 K E &% Michelia chapensis 2.91 2.59 0 0 0 0
54 LMHEF% M. foveolata 4,25 0 0 0.95 0 0
55 HFAE Manglietia yuyanensis 0.63 2.01 0.81 10.18 1.64 0
56 FREIMBHA 2 Parakmeria lotungensis 0.56 0 0 1.12 0 0
57 wH ¥y Pinus massoniana 3.92 0 2.46 0 0 11.99
58 " #& ¥ P. kwangtungensis 0 3.23 15, 88 0 0 0
59 K H k2 Tsuga longibracteata 0 3.28 8.95 0 0 0
60 FAP  EAT Phyllostachys pubescens 16.09 0 4.80 20. 40 0 0.88
61 2%H WF Liqguidambar formosana 5.36 18.70 9,84 1,70 2.50 0.74
62 EEH Bk Alniphyllum fortunei 17.22 2.80 0 0 4,39 0
63 B MR F Styrax suberi folius 0 0 0 3.03 3.23 0
64 FESR R Meliodendron zylocar pum 0 5.81 0 0 9,03 0
65 #HBESHER A BEH BY Rhododendron bachii 4,61 8.74 0 2,39 1,68 0
66 F&E f ¥ B% RA. latoucheae 1. 80 0 3.26 0.97 5.59 0
67 E i H BY Rh. Moulmainense 0 10.11 0.71 0 0 0
68 HMP  BIEBYE Prunus campanulata 3.12 3.09 0 1,09 0 0.78
69 80+ 548 P. phaeosticta 121 0 0.93 1.20 1.02 0
70 T AG M Sorbus hemsleyi 1.28 1.37 0 0 1.11 0
71 Bkt T4 Photinia prunifolia 0,57 0 0 0 0 6. 94
72 BARGH Ph. davidsoniae 0 1.79 0 0 0 2.76
73 St M B Prunus undulata f. microbotrys 0 0 0 0 1,03 0.77
74 P28 2K Cunninghamia lanceolata 4,32 0 7.62 1.36 3.41 15, 56
75 WRH B IF 4, Acer fabri 2.46 0 0 6.58 11.16 0
76 B A metial fii 0.73 1.36 0 4,54 0 0
77 W I A. tutcheri 0.56 0 2.95 0 0 ]
78 H¥P  BIKE Sloanea sinensis 2.22 0 1.05 3.67 3.50 0
79 H & H- 3L Elaeocarpus japonicus 6. 49 0 1.59 3.71 0 0
80 A Bk E. sylvestris [} 1.53 0 1.17 0 1.81
81 48 M3 E. nitenti folius 0 0 1.66 0. 96 0 0
82 AHP WHALH llex ficoidea 0 4,25 1.36 1,04 4,50 0
83 Mot & I champioii 0 0 0.71 0 1.03 0
84 ¥ BHAH I maclurei 0.63 0 0 2.24 0 0
85 MEAT 1. micrococca 0 0 0 1.53 0 0.75
86 BAH I lohfauensis 0.57 0 3.45 0 0 0
87 HMAH 1L viridis 0 0 0.71 2.13 0 0
88 HiRE B R Diospyros morrisiana 1,12 0 4.91 0 5.30 1.51
89 ¥ KM D. tsiangii 0 4,92 1.06 0 0 0.86
90 ¥Fi&i D. kaki var, sylvestris 1.52 0 0 0.96 0 0
91 B L F D. lotus 1.32 0 0 0 1.10 0
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¥ oBE wE Bo  AZW B gFW AL X RE
No, Family  Species Tianxin Babaoshan Luockeng Fanzishan jiashan  huangtian
92 B8P B Choerospondias azillaries 2.95 1.69 0 0 7.35 0
93 ¥ B Toxicodendron succedanea 0 0 4,86 0 4,77 0. 76
94 AiEARP X ibkK Daphniphyllum macropodum 1.32 3.76 0 0 0 2.07
95 R D. oldhamii 7.76 0 2.12 1.18 1,06 1,95
96 KRB 1 &4 Sapium discolor 1.78 0 0 0 0 4,11
97 I B B R Mallotus lianus 0 0 0 1.05 4,64 0
98 KM Vernicia montana 0 ] 0 0 1.19 3.28
99 WRHER JEWIER Meliosma flexuosa 1.27 0 0 0 5.47 0
100 EPF M. rigida 0 0 0.71 0 0 1.28
101 B MIEW M. squamulata 0 0 0.75 1.3¢ 0 0
102 WZEHER FieWMIE Cornus hongkongensis 2.65 0 0 0 8.57 0
103 F%ER &K Albizzia kalkora 3.01 5.15 0 1.32 1.64 0
104 GHWEF %8 Clerodendron mandarinorum 2.02 0 0 1,69 3,66 0
105 3| Vitex negundo 0 0 0 0 1.36 0.78
106 W#  RBH Celtis biondii 0 3.81 1.42 0 1.26 0
107 T )i #b C. vandervoetiana 0.86 0 0 0 1.43 0
108 WZEM  #X Hovenia dulcis 1.83 1,48 1,09 3.98 0 0
109 XHAP XKW AK Homalium cochinchinense 1,61 0 0 1.65 5.05 0
110 {Ak#HE {45 W Bretschneidera sinensis 1. 60 3.94 0 0 0 0
111 w#pE  EM LB Clethra kaipoensis 0. 69 0 0 3.23 3.73 0
112 RFIARP  HIAK Pentaphylaz euryoides ] 0 4.70 0 0 2,33
113 & MmB K Syzygium buxi folium 0 0 1.72 0 0 1,93
114 4% S. rehderianum 0 0 0.72 [1] 0 1.89
115 SR B ¥ MW Dalbergia balansae 0 3.13 0. 85 0 1.97 0
116 KBF  1u3P Ligustrum quikoui 0 0 0 2.13 1.03 0
117 EMG A Fraxinus retusa 0.62 0 0 0 1.01 0
118 BaH B A Itea chinensis 2,87 0 0 0 1.01 0
119 25 INK B B8 Artocarpus bicolor 0 0 0.95 1.07 0 0
120 AS M ¥E Ficus variolosa 0.74 0 0 1.00 0 0
12) #%#BF B Myrica rubra 2.76 0 0 0 0 0.89
122 %8B BB Nyssa sinensis 0. 67 2.94 0 0 0 0
123 SR  BR# Vaccinium bracteatum 0.81 1.64 0 0 1.03 0
124 AT FR BEIATF Garcinia multiflora 0 0 0 2.15 0 115
125 WP BN LB Symplocos setchuensis 0 0 0.71 0.95 -0 0
126 - MR S. lancifolia 0 0 0.71 0 0 0.77
127 #HB DI Engelhardtia fenzelii 1.02 0 0 0 0 1.55
128 THFP 2K Eurycorymbus cavaleriei 1.12 0 0 0 1,32 0
129 ZA#  BMBW Viburnum odoratissimum 0.57 1.34 0 0 0 0

L% # ¥ 4 it Total No. of common species 75 43 65 59 60 49
%ﬁﬂiﬁﬁ%# . 232.99 179. 86 176.83 235.88 231,24 233.24
otal important value of common species
B3 EHHEHBEORU(EL)ERARE(ET)RE O
Table 3 Coefficients of similarity (upper right)and dissimilarity (lower left)in different forest communities
AL A i fFW Mk R X —-#ME
Tianxin  Babaoshan Luokeng Fanzishan Liuzhangjiashan = Longwen-huangtian

MH.{» Tianxin 56.07 55.32 65.16 65.24 65.49

A1l Babaoshan 43,93 42.71 38. 04 43.58 24.19

® 4{ Luokeng 44,68 57.29 58. 30 46. 15 59.32

# F 1) Fanzishan 34,84 61.96 41.70 55,54 57.21

X3k %K 1l Liuzhangjiashan 34,76 56,42 53.85 44, 46 58. 68

J.3C — # H Longwen-huangtian 34,51 75,81 40. 68 42.79 41,32
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3.3 BMARBEENHUKRY
EWBENHEOERKAE 3. R . HEM
MERKUBE LS B~ EHK 65. 490 KB K,
UAZIGHEX—#HWE 24. 19% N EB/h, BLS
BB REEF LB REAENEX, WA
FLESHKEHAOMECERD, TERAAK LR
AR 4 MEFFE 1 MREFT LR AR
EERBFEEHRN, . SHEECHEWAERRE,. A
NFEUWMNEHERAESTEEHT.

¥4 BHFRBEFERAHFBLN xHARE
Table 4 Coordinates on x-axis of
different forest communities

5kx—-%HMH
Al TT IR T TR A
s 2 Distance to Distance to B R

. . " Deviation
Community the tip of Coordinate

the tip of values

Dabaoshan }[_;;Ztgl:::; on X-axis to x-axis
AZ1l 0 75. 81 0 0
BX-%ME 75.81 0 75. 81 0
A 43.93 34,51 42,78 9,99
B 57.29 40. 68 48. 64 30. 27
#FWL 61.96 42,79 51.15 34.97
XigkFIll 56,42 41. 32 47.64 30. 23

* H5%# 2% Dissimilarity coefficient X100, T .
£S5 REHAEEERAGFELN y BARE

Table 5 The coordinates on y-axis of
different forest communities

swrum  AEEU
B HEER - Distance to R
Communty Distance to the he tip of Coordinate
tip of Fanzishan . the tip 0 on y-axis
Liuzhangjiashan
#F W 0 44,46 0
X FEFK WL 44.46 0 44, 46
AL 34,84 34,76 22.29
Bh 41,70 53. 85 9,17
AZ W 61.96 56.42 29. 61
Bx—-#¥H 42.79 41.32 23.62

B 1 fR 3 T, & s BRAREE TR A0 A f0 1
AEHAHHEEENERTIEAABHAE. 4
m,EO5EX— KB EERER, KAELER
BHFEK,IE 65.49%, HOSAE UMM BER
Bf KA R 56.07%, NERLAXRRT
BEMARKE BEAREBRERLWETSHEY,
TEFERRSENER, BT EEHAERES
NELTEK,

PHEABEARMEHNERRE MER
B R RN TR ZTHRBE TR EEK

By BENEHE EE R W (Baer %,2004),
MEMKARBELMS+E ) HEFNESE.
THREHBHX(AFERE,2007), BiEKRKHE
HBEAEENARHEER LAMEERL kB
2 ,2007),
3.4 B HABEOBAHSF
AR RS R SRR
A9% % , Ramirez % (1997) %1 Bg £ 1 LU E# /& (Notho-
faguD W 1L MBS ESERERTREHER.
ABFRITIX 6 X B FRARBE R TR SHE R, 2
BHRHRA(S.SDMNBEPAZLMEX K
AHEENS—HFHNF RS, SASILHx
e a K, BX—KAIb A HELERLEK 4.
B y RO BENRTES xMEH,
B, RELFS xHRBEBKER vy HH%
AGEFI34.97), B—mEANEEXEITSHE
FLIHSEREBAHNAZILGL 96),BEAE L
BAENxHMRSZ— HEBSHETFLHRER
BB KX F (44, 46) 1 y B B — 3 &L it
BERNES BRERAMESH BN y e
o RES B AKEYEE 2,

50

45 & & /\¥i Babaoshan

aoF ® £3x-RE

Bt Longwen—Huangt ian

0¢ A B Tianxin

gg [ A * A B Luokeng

15 + © EF Fanzishan

10 } N x RHEY
Liuzhangjiashan

5

0 L — &

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

A2 6 FRBEN_EREHTFE
Fig.2 The 2-dimension sort figure
of 6 forest communities

2B NEWSHEEHMNERHEEZR
HEA.EX-HENKZ, BLE5FZH. PHEHE
FUHERE, AR EHFNS EER TR,
T REFMERRENIBHBRETARKLFH
BUEERR, MEBEERHOEWEMNE D, &
B RERE (198 1) X 7R #4031 2 X SR B) ) 4 A BF
R E N T ERFHEF R L T REERR
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