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Research on the Plant Community of Camellia nitidis-
sima Re-introduction Sample Area

MRS, FAEL ETFERT KRR B
YANG Quanguang, WU Ruhua, PAN Ziping, CHEN Yongtang, CHEN Yinxi,
YANG Haijuan

O P Bl k< A 25 [ 58 9 A AR AR P DA BRAL L T P B 3k 538021)
(Fangcheng Golden Camellia National Nature Reserve Management Office, Fangchenggang,
Guangxi, 538021, China)

WELBWYT LS AE( Camellia nitidissima ) PR Y1 R 28 A8 B 25 8 R 9 1 0% B9 RRAE , S T
SAFKEEERMESE, [FEWE) ERRS S H R R AR X IR 2 A A 4058 AR b, FF R [0 )93
50y, S H A A A b R R I AR b Y 1 S BT R Y RS T R R G R R AE R B SRR AE AE Y A A
PESEBEAT 4007 . (&5 SRY2 A 4 A6 5% 180 U3 B b 9 9 b B0 3 B8 2k 80 i, 942 K F 1 em BB Al A i 8508 2 250
B T A S R A AE W) L B AAE Y W R 2, B35 19 L o 87 = 32, v AR A AE Uy v % R D 0 % AR i
BYEE R 73 + 14 MY Fh 2 4R 55 C Aporosa chinensis ) FIBk 42 IR ( Rhodom yrtus tomentosa ) MR BUE 4 4
XFOEF 43 50 43 BRI 40 k. LEEIR Y2 A [ UA 3b 0 4 9 0 b 2 RE R B0 T8 P v 8 2 1 b 2 BORIAS TR 2
WIWE AR 2, B2 05 G, BB 7w 0 J2 004 56 T Sy 4 46 25 08 32 (L 88 B PR 5% L X TR AP A5 5 S AR A5 1R B A=
ol ) A 1

EEW . &ML PIEEEM WHMYREE SR

HESES QI8 MR A XEHS:1002-7378(2017)03-0209-09
Abstract: [ Objective] In order to understand the characteristics of plant species, types and
plant community in Camellia nitidissima population. So as to provide references for re-intro-
duction of C. nitidissima. [Methods]) 2 pieces of the plant community of C. nitidissima re-in-
troduction sample area were selected in Guangxi Fangcheng Golden Camellia National Nature
Reserve to carry out the re-introduction test and investigation of plant communities. A de-
tailed analysis was conducted on the soil properties,the plant species,layer structure charac-
teristics, the ecological characteristics of plants and shrubs within the sample area. [Results]
There were more than 80 species of the two species of Camellia nitidissima , and more than
250 species of trees with DBH greater than 1 cm. There were 87 woody plants for every 32
species of herbaceous plant. And there were 73 species of evergreen plants for every 14 spe-
cies of deciduous plants among those trees and bushes. The number of individuals in Aporosa

chinensis and Rhodom yrtus tomentosa accounted

for the absolute superiority in the sample area,
W # B #1:2017-01-10

EE BN A7 R (1982—) , 5 TR I, = %2 D A8 4 26 30 4
* IRBE ORI B AR W) 22 FE PR OR3P L IR 42 0 H (2015 4F) B8 ),
* % JEAEGVEH  RBHEA970—), B SR TR, M I
By B 25 2F P 5 L E-mail : 513283365@ qq. com,

which was 43 and 40 respectively. [Conclusion]
The diversity of plant species is quite abundant
in the two re-introduction sample area. Among
which the number of species and the individual
number of tree and shrub layer are more than

the species of herbaceous plants,and mostly ev-
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ergreen tree species. The canopy layer of trees and shrubs can provide a favorable shady envi-

ronment for C. nitidissima , which coincides with the characteristics of Camellia nitidissima

as a shady tree species.

Key words: Camellia nitidissima ,» re-introduction sample area, plant community, ecological

features

0 35

[# R EX]Y% LA (Camellia nitidissima
Chi) 2 I A Bk (Theaceae) 1 45 J& ( Camellia ) 41k
4521 (Camellia Sect. ) HH ) HA 3 5 A9 W8 A (6 F1
iR ES T . ZARK BT A AR 2 I AE L
SR 1 G AR Sy ™, A S e TR R T A ) L 3 )
A b B Al B A0 3 A b DRV S B3k, A= 5L T
B AN K 25 B FE RS o ]I 5 | R R RO 2 P A A B
bt R BAE S5 b 8 RS T i A A 00 A B SR A K
73R T IR 4 A6 2% [ U b A ) B 7 R A 4 BF
T XoF 0] I oA <6 A6 235 ) b R DF Ay (19 28R A R
B, (AT A5 B R T 90 M W 1 v L 0 T il A 7%
FERY A5 R W 1 A T B LB A RE D TR B B DL &
Xof B35 728 A B 3 5 A A A OR O R N E AT
B2 A AIE , T o I E ) b 22 RE VR 4R K WA
AR R W T &) B AR R A AR RAE AR Y RE 1Y
FRAE 1A FF i TR B Bt LA B B 55 X6 % 1) 52 ),
3 L 53 A RN ) R R A R R A A S SR AR )
SRS R BN IR RN RINA FE
S T Ao T R A B AR A ) A Ve N R R AR R I 1Y
WESE » DT 2 4R AF 0 B 5 Rk AEL BT X 6 1B 270 5
TP IE IR /b . HARR R B 5K 48 i8] &8 10T & [ul
ST i A ) T i 0 R A E T, T A A AR A5 S b AR
YIRETE 0 45 i S B AE A 10 A K 5 AR IR B G
F WO VEAL AR A AOR AR R S AL S BIH R
RS,

1 #RI57F*®

11 [3 Y33 BT 7 RIS SR EE R

2015 4F 7 P4 B ok < AR 25 B K A AR AR B IXOK
H T PRI DR AP 0 A ) 20 R A 4 L J00 0 0 i 4 X
STTH L LR G LR AR . [T R R TR T
] U 3t 4 8] £ 15 32 ik AR L e 4 B E 4 7 Ak (] U
BT IZ AR X B SE B X . X 1 IR P By
Il <5 AR 23S I 22 G A SR AR AP DX PN A S 4 AE 2 [ U] A
BETT o AR DX 3 Ak TV R S T 0 T B R
DX I T U 2 LA o K FH A S i, A i b A 2
WAARIER I X BAR TR 21, 8°C L e A 1 H

il

B 12, 6°C e 7 H ¥R 28, 2°C , i v B e T
JE 39, 1°C 3 AR F ¥R K 8 2 900 mm,3—10 H K
LW, AW 2 700 mm DL LB L, 7—
8 H A4 At 0 S B R AR AE 400~ 500
mm,
1.2 B3 #b (430 ) #1252

AW REEAY 2 A EH M. (D T EE(DGP) ,
LT T V4 Bl 3ok s T 57 3 X I8 R IR AR A B 4L M
AR FR . AR 45 108°06. 751" ~ 108°06. 798", b 4
21°44. 633" ~21°44. 698" M4, 55~66 m, 3 [ 7R
] B BE 10754 M 3457 30 FE L LA 30 m &by
FRITCEERK . (OIBEFENWP) A7 T P B
Sl T 977 3 XTI AR IR A IR 05 B2 L B AR R - R
£:108°10. 961" ~108°10. 969", Jb £k 21°46. 649" ~
21°46. 650", iR 150~165 m, 3% 4] 45 14 1] B & 20°
LA BEHL R A /NKIE R ORI A K .
1.3 EAEYHEERTIEAE

TE 2 AN EHEH N 2 #5714 30 m X 30 m )
e AR WA AR KT 1 em BIRFD, 0 5%
B R e AS) R 1) b 288, O 9] 43 T AR W) B T K
T IEREAE
1.4 FTFERHNFTEREE

XF 2 AR A AR R T 1 em TR R 2 R
TESEATGETE o0 M o SR AR X 22 B AR ok (b 38 B L AR X
WO RE A Ry BB TR A
1.5 EAthEYEENSHEESHT

KT EEAVES 2 A 1A b A B B VR 45 L R T
Yih ZREPESR B Rl o BE R B W R A 5 BE AR B
I TR 1 ZRE DT KRBT R T

Shannon - wiener 1§ %t (H').H =—

ZPllnP,; Simpson 88 ( D) :D = — Zn,(n, —
1/N(N —1); Pielou ¥ 5 AR ECT )], =1 —
DIPH/(—1/S), Xrh P, R RN B P, =
n;/ N3N R Fhi FEAERE T 145 ARl il A R 2
ng R A RELS Rl BT FERE DT B BT YRR
B, B Rh = AR R
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2 HRE5SMH

2.1 TiEHEE

INTT U R S A E )T P R A A B M
SERANZE T PR IS 1A 3 4 S5 BILJST S LA
F1 TEEAEMER
Table 1 The test results of the soil fertility

T BH S 28 4tk 1) DN 5 {0 AH 22 95K 10 W B9 A 4 46
AN H BT 138 N VR T2 IR R ) AR AR £
HENE J7 AR & B 8] 9 M - 80 Y pH i
AR—F0 05 R 4,89 F 5. 02, 4 R, K 4 4
AN E RN LY R,

LRl YN

Test content

ez 5 vk
Methods

G {H Measured value

AP DGP RS I NWP

K5 Water (%)
HHLE Organic (g/kg)

NY/T 52—1987
NY/T 1121. 6—2006 6.63 29.00

1.95 2.83

4% Total-N (g/kg) NY/T 53—1987 1.14 0.73
2 Total-P (g/kg) NY/T 88—1988 0.16 0.39
4240 Total-K (g/kg) NY/T 87—1988 25. 45 24. 47
K it & Hydrolysable-N (g/kg) LY/T 1229—1999 87.96 120. 85
AW Available-P (g/kg) NY/T 1121.7—2014 1.76 0.74
AP Available phosphorus (g/kg) NY/T 889—2004 21.00 63. 00
PHE T35 et CEC/cmol(+) (kg) LY/T 1243—1999 18.29 9.37
pH {8 pH value NY/T 52—1996 4. 89 5.02

2.2 MEAMFEENFHERLE
2.2.1 FEEAMDFE

TeHE M) FEE M B4 ) (Rhodom yrtus
tomentosa) B4 K (Viburnum fordiae) . LA 14
B} % (Toxicodendron
I I
avicennae) . iR %4 (Aporosa chinensis) . K ¥ 1£
6 Mo 8L (Sym plocos
lancifolia) . F 1 K (Rhaphiolepis indica) . Fi
A K (Ficus
variolosa) . T T (Aidia canthioides). A & it
1 9 W (Carallia
brachiata) . & # 4 & (llex angulata) . K # K
(Wendlandia wvariifolia). % 16 W (Rapanea
neriifolia) B ¥ (Cinnamomum porrecz‘,um)\é‘%ﬁ‘
¥ (Phyllanthus emblica ). YW T M (Altingia
chinensis) SR (Cunninghamia lanceolata) . 115
M1 (Sapium discolor). K M #t % (Elaeocarpus
balansae). JL W (Psychotria rubra). ¥ ¥ T
(Gardenia jasminoides) . L 8§ 3 Bk (Syzygium
hancei) <1 (Eurya grofﬁi)\ﬁr?‘?l‘ﬂﬁj(Machilus
breviflora), T % & (llex pubescens). T A
(Antidesma bunius) . B (Eurya macartneyi) .
W4 R (Cratoxylum cochinchinense) . B 4t FF
2 Wt (Maesa
= X ¥ (Fvodia lepta). B #& T

(Catunaregam spinosa) .
succedaneum) (Zanthoxylum

(Eurya chinensis) .

cam phora)

(Cinnamomum

(Strophanthus divaricatus) .

(Melastoma candidum) .

japonica)

(Glochidion M M K (Lasianthus
chinensis) % 4 (Ardisia quinquegona)  BE AT
B (Carallia diplopetala). T 2 (Euonymus
i K (Schima superba)., ¥ I & (
Canthium horridum) . 18 ¥ (Machilus pingii) . K
M & & T (Glochidion lanceolarium) . T i &K
(Schefflera octophylla) ERWRA (Rhus chinensis ) |
Mg Bk bullockii) . S ES
(Cinnamomum cassia) M 4% (Camellia oleifera) .
21 % (Syzygium BB (Irea
chinensis) ., H R ¥ (Ficus wvariegate). % ¥ i
5 % B (Tetradium
4 H W
calycinum) . B & F (Ulex rotunda). 1B 3¢ %
(Sterculia lanceolata) \XF WA (Ficus hispida) il
il (Vernicia fordii) KM (Celtis tetrandrassp) JFE
AR (Xylosma japonicum),
2.2.2 FAREMMPAE

AR FEEEY MK & (Miscanthus
sinensis) KEM B (Thysanolaena maxima) . W4
B ot E
(Dicranoptenis dichotoma). ¥ P B (Paederia
scandens) . BB (Sarcandra glabra) . B 5 %
(Vitis piasizkii) 55 T58 (Rubus reflexus) R BET
(Embelia laeta) . & Bk (Cyclosorus interruptus) .
"5 Bk (Nephrolepis auriculata) B M #E (Tetracera

puberum)

alatus) .

(Syzygium

rehderianum) .

(Diospyros morrisiana) .

(Daphniphyllum

ruticarpum) .

v (Lygodium — microphyllum)



212

JUPR B sA R 2017 SE 8 A A 33 4 I 3 4]

asiataca) & 4 FF AT (Microstegium vagans) . ##k
1€ (Urena lobata) W E KL (Carex chinensis) | i
2E (Alocasia macrorrhiza) . E 3 (Hypolytrum
nemorum)  KHEE(Polygonum chinensis) , F 2
hispida) . Ho
dodecandrum) AL R 5F H (Bidens alba) \ HiJJH F
(Eilphantopus N 4 & (Ipomoea
cairica) . I & (Alpinia chinensis). I H =
(Dianella ensifolia) . 17 % (Liriope spicata) .
% ¥ (Heterosmilax japonica). 3% ¥ (Smilax
china) . =23 5 B (Pueraria phaseoloides) . 150
W (Eryngium foetidum) ,
2.2.3 MY ERA G 5T

X5 2 A~ 1A 3 iy A5 A ) b 2R AT GOt 5 R
K1 R 2 A mH P A2 A 119 Ffh, Hoh gy
AR50 Bl A 37 Bl FAAE ) (55 HEAS) 32 Bl Fr
KEFFAEY R B A 73. 1% ., KAMHY 5 5 AR
Y CEEA) B LU B R 87 ¢ 32, K 5K Y b 1] Ry
50+ 37, R HRAEWY) AR TR AR e it R K bR SR
Ry 73 ¢ 14, Hoth AR K2 B9 ey 36 ¢
12, EARJZHY LR 37 + 2,
F2 ERAHMEYHEZFEER

Table 2 Plant community survey on sample plot

A
PIAAY

(Dioscorea (Melastoma

scaber) .

Wl 7 A ETree layer, [T # A JZShrub layer,[ ] ¥4 ZHerb layer
K1 Y agt A
Fig. 1 The proportion of difference vegetation types

2.3 [EFMEYBEELEN

I 1 R P R T e H RN AR 2 TR 2 AR
b B R 0 Ao S IO 25 AN O T M) A Ml ) 7 R R KK
AR SR 2 2 B, R (R R A B it £ 4
Foft s ISV TP TR AR AR B L AT M FEAE ML 2 19 #k L H
ST AR B~ 289 g A |- X g B R X e R T L IR
155 S 1 1) (R X LU AT o0 7 A9 O, U0 B IR 5 3 1) 7
WAL LR 2 A ] 3 7 AR ) £ ik L F
e B A 55 B (A 22 AR

T+ )Z Tree and shrub layer

HR)Z (A Herb layer(and Lianas)

JHBEFE gmemai AmEGH PG PRAE CPRER WRRGHD  PREE .
plep Quantity of Individual Average Average Crown Quantity of Average C - X( %)
species (unit) number (unit) diameter (cm)  height (m) width (m)  species (unit) height (m) ~CVErager/
T# ¥ DGP 54 257 3.49 3.51 1.88 32 0.31 85
AR NWP 52 268 5. 54 3. 64 2.59 28 0. 38 88

2.4 [E)3H I R A

TR R ARG 85 R N3 3 Fros . 2 DR
A EE DI S B Ao O S A I TR A L
PIAR AR T 285 P Bk 5 m DAL HH
Hop Ao 2 A& R AR A, B, 3
G5 1] U1 <5 4B 21 B A I B A R o O B S Bk < A LR
®3 FEEHIEHRR

Table 3 The characteristics of the tree and shrub layer

J7 JEHk AR CLL Rk R AR HA Z R
3.0, T E AN K LB T 10, Hrb 4 S8 i 5 i
KN 21.75% . A 21 DRFAE 2 D FEHL b
o1 AR 24, 14 %, BAAS Rk BE K Y

SFHERE AT X REE X UE

SV el 4% U B R
F5 W4 A% Tt P Average Relative Relative Relative TR
Average Average ; Important
No. Name Number DBH (em)  height (m) crown abundance  prominence frequency alue (%)
¢ e width (m) %) %) (% VR
e
1 ZE* . 43 5.27 3.66 1.98 8.16 8.83 4.76 21.75
porosa chinensis
e
2 Rhodom yrtus tomentosa 40 2.53 2.92 1.12 7.62 1.89 1.98 11.50
JuA 10 1.23 2.58 1. 40 1.9 0.11 1.98 4.00

Psychotria rubra
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Continue table 3

S 1A [ 4% AR S 22 5k X Z B AT WEE AR -
RS Wkh4 AN %K Tl te T Average Relative Relative Relative HEAE
Average Average ; Important
No. Name Number DBH (em)  height (m) crown abundance  prominence  frequency value (%)
& width (m) 0 0 7)) ¢ ’
LigeS
4 Toxicodendron 11 3.10 4. 66 1.45 2.09 0.78 2.38 5.25
succedaneum
5 1AL 1R . 7 5.85 4. 00 2.57 1.33 1.77 1.59 4.69
Zanthoxylum avicennae
6 %ﬂltﬁ L 13 1. 70 3.92 1. 31 2.48 0.28 1.59 4.35
wus 'U(l.rl()[().\a
B4R R
7 Cratoxylum cochinchinense 11 6. 89 4.82 3.38 2.09 3. 86 1.98 7.93
ITREY 5
8 Sapium discolor 4 10. 67 5. 67 4. 00 0.76 3.37 0.79 4.92
HM
9 Daphniphyllum calycinum 4 4.44 3.02 1.72 0.76 0.58 1.19 2.53
St AL
10 Sym plocos lancifolia 12 3.81 3.24 1. 64 2.28 1.29 1. 19 4.76
11 ﬁﬁ)ﬁk’*‘ . 18 1.75 2.55 0.98 3.43 0.41 1.59 5.42
Viburnum fordiae
iy
12 g’laﬁ Mmoo o 5 2.81 3.38 1.40 0.95 0. 29 0.79 2.04
tunaregam spinosa
13 ﬁ?ﬁiﬂc . . 5 1.25 1.78 1.02 0.95 0. 06 0.79 1. 80
urya chinensis
ABER
14 Rhaphiolepis indica 3 1.81 2.33 1.63 0.57 0.07 0.79 1. 44
*\-‘n
15 (? ) 10 8.56 4.11 2.65 1.9 5.42 2.38 9.70
Annamomum (amph()ra
- 0 A
16 )\?4 . 6 1.04 2.30 1. 07 1. 14 0.05 1.19 2.38
Ardisia quinquegona
K H .
17 Wendlandia woariifolia 3 2.57 3.17 1.83 0.57 0.15 1.19 1.91
18 7'(22% 1 2.42 2.30 1. 30 0.19 0. 04 0. 40 0.63
Litsea cubeba
g mAEER 1 1. 80 2.30 1. 30 0.19 0.02 0. 40 0.61
Camellia nitidissima
i
20 Aidia canthioides 4 1. 69 3.40 2.37 0.76 0.08 0.79 1. 64
A1 s
21 Strophanthus divaricatus 32 3.62 3.73 2.06 6.1 3.10 3.17 12.37
PRy
22 Carallia brachiata 1 2.87 4. 80 3.90 0.19 0. 06 0. 40 0.65
b L e ot
gy X H 5 1.56 3.23 1. 86 0.95 0.09 0.79 1.83
llex angulata
ALK
24 Rapanea neriifolia 4 4.52 4. 77 3.47 0.76 0. 60 1.19 2.55
Eig
25 : 6 5.10 4.13 2.30 1. 14 1.15 1.59 3.88
Cinnamomum porrectum
N
KHTF - - -
26 Phyllanthus emblica 3 2.99 2.75 1.45 0.57 0. 20 0.79 1.56
27 E\ETW‘ . 6 4.23 6.02 3.03 1. 14 0.79 0.79 2.73
ltingia chinensis
28 N o 3 7.03 4.53 3.03 0.57 1. 10 0.79 2.46
Ilex pubescens
29 2’3* . .o 4 3.34 3.47 4.20 0.76 0.33 1.59 2.68
ylosma japonicum
P \
30 2 4 2 5.57 6. 35 2. 60 0. 38 0.46 0. 40 1.24

Pinus elliottii
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Continue table 3

S 1A [ 4% AR S 22 5k X Z B AT WEE AR -
RS Wkh4 AN %K Tl te T Average Relative Relative Relative HEAE
Average Average ; Important
No. Name Number DBH (em)  height (m) crown abundance  prominence  frequency value (%)
& width (m) % D) D) ¢ ’
LUyl A .
31 Acronychia pedunculata 1 1.97 4. 60 1. 50 0.19 0.03 0.40 0.62
32 A . . 9 11.57 4.65 3.16 1.71 8.91 1.19 11. 81
Cunninghamia lanceolata
33 K A3 2 1. 88 2.95 1.55 0.38 0. 05 0.40 0.83
Elaeocarpus balansae
T ) ]
34 Gardenia jasminoides 2 2.31 2.75 1. 40 0.38 0.08 0.79 1.25
55 HR 7 3.97 3.06 1.50 1.33 0.82 0.79 2.94
Eurya groffii
BT A
36 Lk . 1 1.33 2.00 0. 80 0.19 0.01 0. 40 0. 60
FEuphor biaceae
37 Machilus breviflora 1 4.33 3.50 1. 50 0.19 0. 14 0. 40 0.73
. LR
38 Melastoma candidum 4 2.06 2.90 1. 00 0.76 0.13 1.19 2.08
A i A e
39 Ajl/ﬁ[;%ﬁﬁﬁ . 2 9.38 4.50 5.00 0. 38 1. 30 0.79 2.47
tmosa sepiaria
40 Eé[ll‘ . 6 6.75 4.58 3.08 1. 14 2.02 0.79 3.95
aesa japonica
=X
41 Evodia lepta 4 6.03 4.02 2.37 0.76 1.08 1.59 3.42
BT
12 Glochidion puberum 1 0. 86 1.70 0. 60 0.19 0.01 0.40 0.59
43 *ELH—/}\ . . 2 0.73 2.05 0. 50 0. 38 0.01 0.79 1.18
Lasianthus chinensis
.
44 =35 L 1 2.36 4. 00 3. 30 0.19 0. 04 0.40 0.63
Castanopsis fissa
5 AT AR 5
45 Carallia diplopetala 2 0. 46 1. 80 0.95 0. 38 0. 00 0.79 1. 18
46 o . 5 0.47 2.26 0.72 0.95 0.01 0. 40 1. 35
Euonymus alatus
47 ﬁ* . 3 4.13 6.00 4.97 0.57 0. 38 0. 40 1.35
Schima superba
48 MR 1 2.16 4.20 1. 90 0.19 0.03 0. 40 0.62
Lilicium verum
49 E . 2 0. 81 2.50 0. 80 0. 38 0.01 0. 40 0.79
Surya macartneyi
3 A‘(—l—.
5o IR 2 1.30 3.55 2.00 0.38 0.02 0. 40 0. 80
llex ficoidea
51 %Hiﬁ . 5 2.68 3. 40 1.56 0.95 0. 27 1.59 2. 80
Randia spinosa
52 Hm*ﬁ' » ) 2 2.40 5.35 1.95 0. 38 0.09 0. 40 0. 86
Ficus vasculosa
e T
53 HERLLEN 2 0.51 2.15 1.00 0.38 0. 00 0. 40 0.78
Lauraceae
2
54 TR 2 i 1 2.58 6.00 2.00 0.19 0.05 0. 40 0. 64
Lauraceae
LigaeR
55 Melastoma candidum 1 5.06 2.00 2.00 0.19 0.19 0. 40 0.78
oA
56 A 26 3.34 2.98 1.59 4.95 2.14 3.57 10. 67

Cinnamomum cassia
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Continue table 3
S 1A [ 4% AR S 22 5k X Z B AT WEE AR -
RS Wkh4 AN %K Tl te T Average Relative Relative Relative HEAE
Average Average ; Important
No. Name Number DBH (em)  height (m) crown abundance  prominence  frequency value (%)
& width (m) % D) D) ¢ ’
LT TR
57 élﬁﬁﬁyt . 18 7.05 4.03 3.17 3.42 6.61 3.17 13.21
yzygium hancei
T
58 ﬁ%ﬁ. . 7 7.31 3.67 2.91 1.33 2.77 1.98 6.08
Tetradium ruticar pum
%
59 A% . . 8 4.70 4.07 1. 69 1.52 1. 31 2.38 5.21
Fugenia oliena
1 e A ) . o ;
60 Schefflera octophylla 6 5.32 3.90 1.33 1. 14 1.26 1.98 4.38
61 j(ﬁ“ﬁﬁ? ) . 10 4.45 3.31 1. 39 1.9 1. 46 2.78 6. 14
Glochidion lanceolarium
62 ‘”ﬁﬁ? . . 17 6.19 4.06 2.94 3.23 4.82 3.17 11.22
Camellia oleifera
63 ‘{FHTIEJ“' S 5 9.53 4.50 3. 60 0.95 3. 36 1.98 6.29
Vernicia fordii
%EE
64 BRAT] 3 6.19 2.97 2.23 0.57 0. 85 1.19 2.61
llex rotunda
1 frig
65 Machilus pingii 12 5. 60 3.99 2.61 2.29 2.78 2.38 7.45
66 1}?@1 fi 1 5.92 4.10 1. 60 0.19 0. 26 0. 40 0. 85
icus
67 *JXV&. . ) 5 7.04 4.48 3.24 0.95 1.83 1.59 4. 37
Liquidambar formosana
68 1%($§ _ 7 3.91 2.81 1. 80 1.33 0.79 1.98 4. 11
Sterculia lanceolata
RASLIR )
69 Prerospermum 1 9.84 5.00 4.60 0.19 0.72 0. 40 1. 30
heterophyllum
L[S
70 o %‘%HE .. 8 5.76 3.79 2. 40 1.52 1. 96 1.59 5.07
Syzygium bullockii
X A
71 Ficus hispida 1 4.26 3. 10 2.00 0.19 0.13 0. 40 0.72
BN
72 ERRA 1 4,94 4,10 1. 30 0.19 0.18 0. 10 0.77
Rhus chinensis
73 *EE/'\ ) . 12 5. 46 2.66 1.56 2.28 2.64 1.98 6.91
Tectona grandis
74 gﬁﬁk@_l i 8 7.63 1. 30 3.06 1.52 3. 44 1.19 6.15
yRygium
== 53
75 ’FE’%M . 3 4.65 3.77 2.03 0.57 0. 48 0.79 1.84
icus variegata
76 ?72% g 1 5.25 3. 60 3.00 0.19 0.20 0. 40 0.79
icus carica
==
77 ;LLW» . 4 7.75 4.40 3.37 0.76 1.78 1.19 3.73
tea chinensis
78 E‘ﬂ% _ . 2 8.04 3.75 3. 60 0.38 0.96 0.79 2.13
Citrus reticulata
79 ﬂg{fﬁi - 3 4.42 4.10 1.70 0.57 0.43 1.19 2.19
iospyros morrisian
80 ﬂﬂﬁ? . 1 11.78 5.40 5.00 0.19 1.03 0. 40 1. 61
Antidesma bunius
e 5
81 Melia azedarach 1 7.80 4.60 4.50 0.19 0.45 0. 40 1.04
= &
82 U;j'zt\ri;;oru 1 3.95 2.80 2.50 0.19 0.12 0. 40 0.70
A8 7 A
gs CRWET 2 5.72 4,20 2.50 0.38 0. 48 0.79 1.66
Machilus chinensis
84 g:r%g{a tomentosa 1 11.18 4. 80 4. 20 0.19 0.92 0. 40 1.51
85 %EZ+% S 1 7.51 3.60 3. 80 0.19 0.42 0. 40 1. 00
Litsea rotundifolia
86 )(H‘W L 2 4.73 3.00 2.30 0.38 0.33 0. 40 1.11
Celtis sinensis
87 AL R 1 5.00 3.10 3.10 0.19 0.18 0.40 0.77

Meliosma cuneifolia
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2.5 EAMPEYEENSHEEST

8t P REVE ZRE T B R R 4 P
IR 12 D FEHL ) Shannon-wiener 38 %% (H') . Simp-
x4 HEYBEFTEASHMEEY

Table 4 The plant community diversity index of trees and bushes

son 88 (D) Ml Pielou YA EIRE (J.) HEAR K,
Hrp DR 0.95 &E4.J, R0.97 £ H h 3~4,

#ﬂﬁg w PRI D AR B §imp:s*on fizR14 Shannon*wiﬁen‘er EiR 4 Pielou ¥4 iF 45 5
Sample Quantity of Individual Simpson index Shannon-wiener Piclou index (J.)
name species (unit) number (unit) (D) index (H") reton ndex 8/
145 DGP 54 257 0.956 5 3.517 8 0.970 7
HRVEHE NWP 52 268 0.949 3 3.339 8 0.964 3
3 i FRFRAT S R AR BRI 3X 2 AN A b AR ) B T 1Y
JTE

3.1 HErhiEY BT

2 FEHL A Z AR RO Y A R B
80 Z P, AR R T 1 cm BT AR B A 1R 5053 51
253 B AN 272 A AR AR/ N T 1 em BATHER ST
THEWN A Y R BCR AR 2SR, TERT A Y e 8,
A FER 1 K X A3 A ARRIE A, FBOHE [X 43 o A 22 ) A
TEfE S AN REARSE A AT 4~5 m, Qi
B T AA BTG B A B IR AR e AR Sy TT it T2
AR —R 534 . BUAE Y T = R 2B Y
ZRARE A X 2 R O M DCOMROR 1R AR, AR S BRI YR
Hiy ) R A S T O B R AR AR S R G W AR R
SRR R . R YRS AL B A b X R
Fa BRI oA s
3.2 HFHRERSIE

2 MHE B B 2 AR Z AL B[R] & PR 4 XS
B X A2 AR AW A2, A & AL R A o)
Ay HE VT VE A B ) AH 3T A L AH A X 32 X A
THEBEZ N 140 00 B8 2 AN ], IR v B A M 32 Al
TR PR RO R A A Sy 5 L T AT
B2 N R SRR o 05 BT B Aol SRARE R 43 1) AR
Bl AR I 2 R B R I T L AR Sk A Y A A
JRLL 2 AR S G AR R B ORI B A 2w A
ST X3 A8 TS AR DAy ¢ v T S22 T 0 A D Ay
BIRWHERR .
3.3 EYBETEASHEMERY

2 MEEHLAY Simpson 5 %L (D) 1 Pielou ¥ 75
JESEH (J ) MR UERT 2 S FE ) A8 4 Fh A
Yy 28 ) BERH I, 3 OG0 o of 50 R S A Bk < B T
B R M B A A WA, RESE L )T AR AR
AR T S R R Ak I I ORR Y B R 22 A M 4R A
(Shannon-wiener 8%t H') 7 4 ~5"%, AKHF5E 2
ANFEHL R ZREMEE S H O 3 22 FEART)T

Y Z AR S 4, JF 38 A0 [n] B 47 B s G KT
R KR,
3.4 EYBEENIHERN

AT E XA A MR KT 1 om By A6 A
HEATHERAR D, Ry T AR IR 1 S AR AL AR BESEAE
PR IR R AR AR R O B AR A 1~2 Ik
WO AH SCHAE | [) I K 3 — 2D AR AL T A N 2 R AT
AR FNHEA DK 53 A, T A 58 BF & 1 3h 72 4k 5 A
AR ARER R IR AR B 22 % 3%

Bt

AR EZZAA AR E T PIFE T BB R
ERFBRAOARPRERERLIMEAREHRY.
R % R £ R D LHF.ERETR B

SE .
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