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Studies of dominant population structure and
interspecific association of the evergreen
broad-leaved forest in Tiantai Mountain

JIN Ze-xin
( Taizhou Teachers College. Linhai 317000, China )

Abstract: The dominant population structure and developments of the ¢vergreen broad-leaved forest community
in Tiantai Mountain of Zhejiang Province were analyzed by the method of spatial serc substituting for time sere.
The results are as follows: the survival curves of Castanopsis eyrei. Schima superba and Lithocar pus harlandii
population are obviously linear; the age structure of the population is stable or increasing; the age structure of
Pinus massoniana and Quercus glanduli fera var. brevipetiolata is declining; the age structure of Cyclobalanopsis
gracilis is moving from being stable to being declining. The overall relatedness and interspecific association of the
main 22 shrub layer species and 20 tree layer species of the evergreen broad-leaved forest were examined by using
variance ratio (VR) and X*test by 2 X 2 contingency table. The results show that the interspecific association of
the tree layer or the shrub layer species are. on the whole. positive. and there arec more paired species of positive
association than those of negative association.
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HIEXREUARKNBERADHE /DA
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KA R EIFAEESE. B EEXZHERN
FAEAE T M1 IR Y. AT B E AR
FEREMEHE LU RMERGEAT T 008, X
—RBWHEBRT RS FERAF T RFFAREREE
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1 B4

K& i #4b 29°09'~ 29°28 N, 120°50"~121°

24 EZEL I FHOIALAR . BEXE.HE.THES
MR FREUMBY S hiEmEILEMM*K, &£
SESX L AR BRI, AFERIE, UE
BB, K. FFHAIR 16.27 °C. HHR AR
5.1 °C,B# AR 23.5°C,EREKE 1 320.5mm,
BHEZELUEAFMLEGH, AXT/EMEERX
EUETERBAARARREX HN.1EIR 500 m £
. BN RE. DS EREVE ELEFTN LM
FHE, LEHEWR EEENEEX 2~5cm, 8 &
EEEGBUL L, ~BOBRY AIEEER.

R1 BHBRERN

Table 1 The environmental conditions of 14 quadrats
Hits BREE (m) R (m*) W) % 15 BEELE OO
No. of quadrats Elevation above sea level Area Slope angle Direction of slope Transparence of community
Q, 400 500 50 SW70° 8. 56
Q. 450 500 45 SW30° 10. 28
Q. 480 500 63 SE70° 9. 67
Q. 160 500 60 NE40° 9. 09
Q. 140 500 40 NW30° 14. 71
Qs 470 500 60 SE50° 13. 05
Q. 510 500 30 SEg&0° 7.35
Qs 520 500 45 NW10° 6.92
Q. 540 500 30 NWg0° 20. 80
Q.. 490 500 45 NWgo° 11. 11
Q, 430 500 45 NW30° 12. 45
Q.: 560 ; 500 45 NWwWz0° 9. 33
Q; 4190 500 60 NW30° 15. 71
Q,, 500 500 40 NWzo° 9. 45

2 BRI =
2.1 HiWigE

EREUARFERXAMEHMIZE 14 4@
500 m® P e, BT IEE BN 7 000 m°, & ##
H4r A 20 MEARDY 25 m® B/NEETT R EIEREA
NEETS N BT HE Y B R 2 FIE X ARE M Y B TR K
(dbh. =7.5 em) W M H 1T B K EE, LI M2 K
TE REESR THEREEE, WEREF.

LR /NR BB F R 17 o007, SR BE K
INFRIR Sy, R <2.5 em MK HE 2
:1~33 cm,33~200 cm,>200 cm =&, 2 K
F25emPEH HHEEHEMS ecm I—FK 5
(ERHSMND
2.2 P B &5 M E

RIET B DEEF S IFRA R R (5F
KA 70100 m*, AN 140 4 50 m*), R E

FeAFIHE KR FRIAIBR 45 M . & B Xt B8 4R
(FPEYE/TOFNA 2 X2 BB R, i EH abicd B
HY, AXFEMETFAZEAZHEHY K SEHE
Xt B & vt 8] AU BR S HE
2.2.1 3 b Sk A SR X EYRIEEE
A XMW 5E, 7T A Schluter (1984) #2 i B X BF
BESEFEERVRXFANBEEEEMNXEY,

VR=8%/c%

He,of HEEHEAFTE;S FERE T £,
VR AL XK, ERTEFREIEGHT
BWIBEN 1,% VR>1, KU A R I HE ¥ A IE %
B, E VR<L, MERHAMERME FARXK.TE
AAXRERE 1 ZEEENSEUTE W, FlUfR
XK, MWEAHTEFREFISHERAFRA
FIBEER 90% .

XE psn <W X2 55

H, W=(N)(VR)
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2.2.2 H AT M B LA K HIE 2 X2 BRI,
FIA X KR & RSt Bl B, M X EHA
e, MR A Yates LR EMARITHE H X
fe, #FX>3.841, R EREREE:FE X
> 6. 635, 7 F X B BE 5 PR B 3 5 2 (ad-be) >0
A, MIEBESE, R Z NS

3 HXAM

I RBHBERNEEN

EgIT, KRG WEFEMAREZEEROME
B EBE (Castanopsis eyret) , FHo R A AR fif (Schima su-
perba) 5 3 AT B (Pinws massoniana) T THEEHE
B8 B AR IR M 48 W (Quercus glandulifera var.
brevipetiolata) . R A BF (Lithocar pus harlandii) . 71N
3 X (Cyclobalanopsis gracilis) % , RIE K AN R 4
FroE, W Bk 6 AR BE A B SN B AT B
T AY 4R, SR UG LA R/ S B O B B LRV AR
LELZRARBADEIFEE 1. AFUTLE
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R, ot EFERFABEHERD HRXRAEHIT
w B, R R R ER G R A,
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HARMBLALITFNRENEB W BRI FiE
MERWEGFRNEERY, Y EFRRNFRA
f A B FISE T R N RER B AT, T UAR B 7F 1 2%
MR BRA BT RAR AMBRE K. TRERRRE
MEBBHETES, WRFEHREERIN R KA
HEREMNM, AR MB, MARKMHEN
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Fig. 1 The size structure of dominant population
1. EHEE Castanopss exree; 2. K{oi Seloma superbay 3. T NER N
Pinus massomiana; . SAM Quercws glanduli fera var.
/u'("ulpttl)luru ST AME Lithocer pros harlandiu;
CNIEFF IR Cyvclobalanopsis gracids
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Fig. 2 The survival curves of dominant population
(Coordinate axes are of nature logaritharic ones)

1. #EE Castanopsis eveers 2. KTf Schona superba; 3. R
Pinus massonianas 4. FHEW Quercus glanduli fera var.
brevipetwlata; 5. At G ER Lithocar pus narlandu
6. /NS [R] Cvclobalano psis gracilis
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WIERR S AR E, @/t FRMABEENTE
ML HTAERE. BRAMEXARBEA BERE
BB EKV R FRS M h R ER AR TR,
EHEEARE A MO FEMBESALERE, RAT
e . A EHSM 8. BHE 4658,
REMETE b R EE RS E 7 7 . I WL BN A R IR 45
HARERSE R, SRMFBENEIRD, S8,
I EF MG REE . ERNEED. B
AR S155 ARMERE R . R, 5 BB AL i B Y AF I 2 Fy

BERE. EfIEHEP A ERELRE B ZHH
Wik, EWENERD . IRHEELED, B
BENCERAMBERE P RREN - B,
HERENO I ERE.EHENEARIE S, G
KZaBHBE., NMENMBEFLERD, THER
EXTHBHETIRRATFEEELRREHRIT
thH I, HER A h e EMam R, &
FHRARMBE AGFLAFBHEIRER . ZEN
R RE HIAF IR A A T LABE PRI TR E . 1 B R 3RS
AT B9 D0 3 b R 2 B b o 3 7E AH 2 R A BT AR
s HEMESE A Bl E BT Lkt
R R R,

K2 AEHHTFIHKNEZEARNE

Table 2 The linear regression equation of survival curves of dominant population

2 No. Fh ¥ 2 ¥ Name of population

[a] 5 5 7 Regression equation HI % & ¥ Coeffient

1 IEE Castanpsis eyrei

2 AKTF Schima superba

3 S EEN Pinus massonrana

4 B Quercus glundulifera var. brevepettolata
5 KA Lithocar pus harlandii

6 N R K] Coclobalanopsis gracitss

-0. 901 1(p<C0.01)
-0. 927 0(p<0.01)

y=28.087 9-2.301 4 x
. 808 9-2.608 1 x

<

=1
v=2.527 2-0.553 6 x -0.354 2
v=1.869 9-0. 321 6 x -0.2441
v=>5.939 4-2.067 5 x -0. 845 9(p<<0.01)
v=5.1655-1.564 2 x -0.6161

3.2 FAEEDME B ESH

Ml B RIEARIMAELZM A ENEE
FKEET, MEXREAERE N MBEAARAEFHEE
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Fig. 3 The Semi-matrix graph of interspecific
association in tree-layer
1. EAE Castanopsis exrvers 2. F R BR Cyvelobalanopsis glaneas; 3.
SR Pinwes massonianas 4. AR Rapliole prs mdicas 5. K faf
Schima superba; 6. B L Rhododendron ovatwm: 7. #f T84
Cennamomum chekiangense; 8. F BK Symplocos stellaris; 9.
M2 Hea wilsoniis 10, /NFFF R Cyclobalanopsrs gracilis; 11.
BB R Daplniphyllum oldhamiiy 12. % 8 G ¥k Lithocarpus
harlandii s 13. 6 G 8§ Photinia glabra; 14. 25 8 10 Acan-
thopanar cvodiae folivs; 15. BF @ Toxicodendron succedaneunt
16. Bot 23 Hex elmerrillianal 7. "M Quercus glandulifera
var. brevipetiolata; 18. R¥EEZE Camellia cusprdatas 19. /NE
ZH Hex micrococca; 20. HEFE Castunca henrvi
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WE LR 22 EEMBOE L FERFWIER
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BRESHY 151 X, df @80 65. 3750, 2R EKEE ) 80
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FEREER 13,5 0.43 W B EFRELEM 23, &
0.87% ,— M FABE L5 Y 77 X, & 33.33%. & EFr
R EAZTEMREUEBKLEBENREL TR
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2 Positive
3 association [.]O. 01<P<0.05
4
Tipet
5 JSHRET
6 Negative [[] 0.05€P<K0.10
7 association
0.05<P<0.10
: o=
: 0 Mo 01 <P<0.05
i Er<o.01
12
| 13
14
15
16
- | 17
18
19
20

21
J22

4 BEARZHEEE S EE
Fig. 4 The Semi-matrix graph of interspecific
association in shrub-layer
L. W™ 4 ¥ Luhocarpus harlandia s 2. Y6 0 77 ¥ Photima
glabra: 3. JERE F& Ternstroemia gymnanthera: . & B R Daph-
mpbylliom oldbamu: 5. JEW & Iler elmerrlhanas 6. 7R % E
&R Cumellia cuspidata; 7. 8K Ewya juponica: 8. % B % Sym-
plocos stellarsy 9. B2 Hex pubescensi 100 K3 Schima su-
perba:11. T8 LT Rhododendron marwesu: 12, AR E Rhododen-
dron ovatum; 13. B K 8 Cyelobalanopses glawea; 14, 41 B K
Raphiole pis indwca; 15. 41 Bk Lithocarpus ylaber: 16. A% Cas-
tanopsis eyrei 117 LR Sym plocos swomonea s 18, ZE4 W 100 A-
canthopanax evodiacfolius; 19. Z IR B Vacormnmon bracteatum
20, A Svevgum buzafoliune; 21, /NFFF R Cyelobalunopse
gracilisy 22, A TTRE Cotnamomun chekiungense
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