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Some forest communities in north
of Guangdong, China
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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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Fig.1 Simply map of research sites
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B=5.0 cem R AYFHFTEARAE, AR RN
EME, BNEESBHENLERAE.
2.2 HE
KTARBEEHETEFESRBREMAINEFA996),Bp
EEE V) =GHXT i3 B+ 53 £ B + 43X 55
B, Hp X BEERD)=(EMMYEEE/4
AR B 3F B2 ) X 100; 3T 2 (RA) = (FEAF
B9 R B/ & B0 R0 B9 S R B0 D X 1005 A8 ST 5 BE
(RF) = (EAF 9T B/ &3 Fh 6950 B Z F1) X100,
& T HO B FRRBE VR RO AR R, R L T & it
HHFHEFARZYMEEESHS BN AREMR
PR, BEVEMRIME RS S=2a/Qa+b+¢) X100%,
K a AFHLAFWEEHEZIM,0 0 A dEs
FMHEEEZM,c y BHIEXAEFHEEFEZM,

BVEARF R =1-FRAELER . R HE
P9 ARME TR T B 2 TR & R (200D

3 #R53

3.1 FR AR B E X B

i R L4 (1980) XA B 4> K A R 4, AR
BB F 0 $HF  4% FR E AR X8R, o W A O R R
FREFER I HbHF, B 5 1L Hb #% 25 (Castanopsis) , B
(Altingia) KR . BBFFT BN, 45 48 @ ARp
HHEEEN, BRZERK, Z M FHREAEE
(Machilus) $k CH 0 AN FE W XK K W), K H
(Schima) AR (B L NEL. . EX—BHI®REE
(Michelia) (B . B HE) .

R1 HEHHREEFMHERFTL

Table 1 Basic data of plots in different forest communities

VA 25 B[] T2 b SH9% ¥R (m) WE O B H BE
Survey date Survey site Longitude and latitude Altitude Slope Canopy density
2007.7.12~17 FE M H L 25°06'46"~25°08'52" N, 520~950 5~40 0.80~0. 95
112°18'28"~112°26'35" E
2007, 8.7~8 RENANFEWL 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 I 2 5 24°28'58"~24°33'45" N, 200~1 375 0~45 0.70~0. 95
113°11'16"~113°23'05" E
2007.8.1~2 BT 25°25'25"~25°26'30" N, 850~1 050 10~45 0.80~0. 95
113°56'02"~113°59'45" E
2007. 8, 4~5 WM RF I 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 Fmlpsr—%H 24°43'08"~24°54’18" N, 300~600 0~40 0.65~0. 95

115°50'30"~116°00'28" E

& BIRBETE R . B0 B R IEM (Machilus
suaveolens) +/NELKE EHHE /NELFE VALR L0A 1+ 41
&M & % (Michelia foveolata) . R fif (Schima
superba) EAT LB (Alniphyllum fortunei ) +
B9 (Taxus wallichiana var. mairei) . $) 7k
B+ 25 IE B 8 - K R (Fagus longipetiola-
ta) LT 88 (Meliosma oldhamii) + B 18 (Daph-
niphyllum oldhamii) K E N B, NFEL B L
4B W AR (Schima brevipedicellata ) + 3 M4
(Lithocarpus calophyllus) . A F + BT XKEF N
(Fagus lucida) . & # + K B % 12 (Tsuga longi-
bracteata) AL E ] (Cercis glabra) +E 25 (Prem-
na vavalerie)) Bk . B UIH L4 T R ILEFE,
HA . KEEL . R (Pinus kwangtungensis) |
¥ A (Cunninghamia lanceolata) . BT W F & 3k
B8 (Rhododendron simiarum) BE¥% . W F LA KX

MHE LT EHE.EY (C fissa) + BERE
(Elaeocarpus japonicus) #ZEH+ HEHME.E
G-+ R ERE. NKFILFOLH+EE
TR B IR (M. pauhoi) . B H ¥ . B F W (Acer
fabri) + B EW ALK (Zenia insignis) + @ 44 . FE
8 B (Meliodendron zylocarpum) + B % (Cho-
erospondias axillaries) fERBERR . EX—EHE
1BEHF X (Cyclobalanopsis chungii) ELL4E .5 32 #%
+ 4T HE (Hi K AR T (Schima remotiserrata) s R fif AR
T+ B K (Castanopsis kawakamii) I .
INETHE BR R (Chukrasia tabularis) NI+ SR
Wy (Pinus massoniana) 2 AR+ K7 2K+ D4,
EAR+SEM+ARE WEHE, SEENESE
R EEEPEERAE L.
3.2 HIBRHABERLEH

2L, E R E LA NS MR 2,3
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120 #, KET 41 8. R2P,6 ILHFMNFOMH
FWME 2 M5 it EHE T RS L. HME. 5EE
B FE IS % KE (Manglietia yuyuanen-
sis) R 2R 8 Fh.,
BEHHFENBE S BRAAENEIFEYERT
Fz2PHEFEMINFUEFERHAEFR JEX—
EAARBETFNERNREKOECH, MTEK
BEARPHAHY, EHAESBHE, XN
(Semiliquidambar cathayensis) {E Vi R B %

£2

B LR, TR — B H KRR EE 100 £
Db, ENTRERZHMARI PO, ENEL
M FAEEE 1 TRESR, B 5 (Bretschnei-
dera sinensis)#7 160 ;AW TFIWME P L HH
BT =228 (Cephalotazus oliveri) , BB 2 300 #;
BT R EY 2 700 #; 15 XX & 1L B F
AL 1000 #ks RENFIW B RMEER. T HRBEM
BHAGREA/NEMNEE. HibdNRIPHEY K
RMBHHELE, SHMELEREH AR,

ENRNBEFABAGTARINEARRAERER

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

XKW BX—-HH

AEL v W7l

' MO X

I\}Ii F?nfly S%ptiies TianL)‘(in Babaoshan Luokeng Fanzishan L;i\;zsl';)a;g- ;‘3::::;

1 F3L# B ¥R ¥E Castanopsis fabri 6.12 0 4,10 31.23 18. 89 12.93

2 214 C. hystrix 4,41 0 3.01 7.71 5.35 40, 35

3 4 C.oeyred 15,23 8. 46 9.25 0 4. 25 10. 75

4 INELHE C. carlesii 16, 50 0 7.77 7.16 0 10. 94
5 21 H4E C. neocavaleriei 0.98 3.17 5.03 0 0 0

6 KM C. megaphylia 1.27 3.67 4.12 19,14 0 0

7 # i C. fissa 0 0 0. 87 6.69 1.16 11.48

8 HERE C. fargesii 0. 80 0 0 13. 82 0 0.75

9 #H# C. lamontii 0 0 4. 10 3.62 0 0
10 BjIEH¥E C. fordii 0 0 3.08 0 0 0.77
11 K&K Fagus longipetiolata 13. 38 9.34 0 0 1. 00 0
12 M Cyclobalanopsis glauca 1.50 0 0 0 5.32 1.55
13 EAWC hui 0 0 0.74 4.72 0 0
14 B E X C. myrsinae folia 1.80 0 0.86 0 0 0
15 FEMH] Lithocar pus calophyllus 1.29 6.59 5.17 0 0
16 B L. hancei 0.63 1.97 0.74 0 2.98 0
17 £ 8] L. chrysocomus 0 0 3.13 2.38 0 0
18 WA L. maciletus 3.00 1.81 0 0 0 0
19 _ W] L . irwinii 0 0 0 1.20 0 2.20
20 % B# L. brevicaudatus 0 0 1.26 0 1.27 0
21 R M Bk Bi48 Beilschmiedia tsangii 0 0 1.32 0 2.12 0
22 L4 Machilus thunbergii 10.19 12.61 1.74 2.74 5.79 4. 96
23 HE @ M. ichangensis 0 1. 46 1.61 11.14 7.38 1.49
24 W IEH M. pauhoi 0 0 0 0 20. 50 1.89
25 AR M. chinensis 0. 80 0 0 2.91 0 0
26 B M. glabriramula 0 0 2.41 0 0 1.29
27 W8 M. leptophylla 0 0 1.09 0 1. 99 0
28 W Cinnamomum porrectum 3.12 0 0 2.82 4,89 2.49
29 N C. wilsonii 0 0 1.84 2.36 2.03 0
30 ¥ #HE C. jensenianum 0 1.14 0.97 0 0
31 H A ARKFE T Litsea elongate 1.30 1.31 0.84 0 4,83 0
32 KB AR ZE Neolitsea leviner 0 0 1. 80 0 1.01 0
33 B8 A8 N. chuii 0.63 0 0.85 0 0 0
34 %W PhoebeSheareri 0 0 0 1.16 0 2.21
35 BT Cryptocarya chinensis 0 1.33 0 0.96 1,06 0
36 F ¥ Lindera communis 0 1.70 0 0 1.08 0
37 WHM  K# Schima superba 5,75 0 0 0 7.78 33,96
38 Bt A fif S. remotiserrata 0 0 15.16 0 0 16.32
39 HRARL S. brevipedicellata 1.89 15.35 0 0 0 0
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g2
FORE R o Amh PR mFw SRR RX-RHE
No. Family Species Tianxin Babaoshan Luokeng Fanzishan L?.uzhang Longw?n-
jiashan  huangtian
40 WP % Adinandra millettii 4,76 0 0.70 0 0 1.49
41 R A5 R A. bockeana var. acuti folia 0 1,32 0.96 2.90 1.07 0
42 B EGH A, glischroloma 1. 67 0 3.29 0 0 0
43 EM# Eurya nitida 0 0 0 4.03 0 0.76
44 1% ER E. hebeclados 0 1.32 0 0 2.29 0
45 B E. macartneyi 1.62 0 0 1.42 0 0
46 W25 4E E. muricata 1. 45 0 0 0 0 0.75
47 A 4% E. loquiana 0. 60 0 0 0 1. 00 0
48 JB & & Ternstroemia gymnanthera 1.82 2.67 2.17 1.28 0 0
49 M Zs Camellia olei fera 1.24 0 0 1.93 0 2.01
50 2Lk Wt Cleyera japonica 0 0 0 1.26 0 0.75
51 AR K Tutcheria spectabilis 0 0 0.81 0 0 1.06
52 Ak2H WL &% Magnolia maudiae 3.24 1.32 5.73 4. 67 6.43 0
53 5 B &% Michelia chapensis 2.91 2.59 0 0 Q 0
54 L MEY% M. foveolata 4,25 0 0 0.95 0 0
55 LI AR E Manglietia yuyanensis 0.63 2.01 0.81 10.18 1. 64 0
56 SRR BAYEIK 2% Parakmeria lotungensis 0.56 0 0 1.12 0 0
57 W LY Pinus massoniana 3.92 0 2.46 0 0 11.99
58 " RAY P. kwangtungensis 0 3.23 15.88 0 0 0
59 KB Tsuga longibracteata 0 3.28 8.95 0 0 0
60 FKAF FEA4T Phyllostachys pubescens 16,09 0 4,80 20. 40 0 0.88
61 &%MH MF Liquidambar formosana 5. 36 18.70 9.84 1.70 2.50 0. 74
62 ZREHR WK Alniphyllum fortunei 17.22 2. 80 0 0 4,39 0
63 & B & Styrax suberifolius 0 0 0 3.03 3.23 0
64 FE 822 Meliodendron xylocar pum 0 5.81 0 0 9,03 0
65 +LESERL A BEALAS Rhododendron bachii 4.61 8.74 0 2.39 1.68 0
66 REFEL B RA. latoucheae 1.80 0 3.26 0.97 5.59 0
67 E M AL BS Rh. Moulmainense 0 10.11 0.71 0 0 0
68 A Sh B Prunus campanulata 3.12 3.09 0 1.09 0 0.78
69 8 - BF4% P. phaeosticta 1.21 0 0,93 1.20 1. 02 4]
70 JLEFEWK Sorbus hemsleyi 1.28 1.37 0 0 1.11 0
71 Bkt AW Photinia prunifolia 0.57 0 0 0 0 6.94
72 BARAR Ph. davidsoniae 0 1.79 0 0 0 2.76
73 it 2R 4 Prunus undulata f. microbotrys 0 0 0 0 1.03 0.77
74 R A Cunninghamia lanceolata 4,32 0 7.62 1.36 3.41 15.56
75 BHE B I Acer fabri 2. 46 0 0 6.58 11.16 0
76 S BR A. metial fii 0.73 1.36 0 4.54 0
77 SR A. tutcheri 0.56 0 2.95 o 0 0
78 kR ¥R E Sloanea sinensis 2.22 0 1.05 3. 67 3.50 0
79 H A& M3 Elaeocarpus japonicus 6. 49 0 1,59 3.71 0 R 0
80 Z Pk E. sylvestris 0 1.53 0 1.17 0 1.81
81 HEH K E. nitenti folius 0 0 1. 66 0.96 0 0
82 AHH M X Ilex ficoidea 0 4,25 1. 36 1.04 4,50 0
83 MH-&HF I champioit 0 0 0.71 0 1.03 0
84 KR LEF 1. maclure: 0. 63 0 0 2.24 0 0
85 INREZEF I, micrococca 0 0 0 1.53 0 0.75
86 SRAH I lohfauensis 0.57 0 3.45 0 0 0
87 =& I viridis 0 0 0.71 2.13 0 0
88 iR B i34 Diospyros morrisiana 1.12 0 4,91 0 5.30 1.51
89 ¥ KA D, tsiangit Q 4.92 1.06 0 0. 86
90 #¥4F D. kaki var, sylvestris 1.52 0 0 0.96 0 0
91 EiLTF D. lotus 1.32 0 0 0 1.10 0
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K OBE wE mh AU BE o wEw kAl RX-RE
No. Family Species Tianxin Babaoshan Luokeng Fanzishan Lf}xzhang Longw.en

jiashan  huangtian
92 BWHR B Choerospondias axillaries 2.95 1.69 0 0 7.35 0
93 WM Toxicodendron succedanea 0 0 4. 86 0 4,717 0.76
94 ik AP ik K Daphniphyllum macropodum 1.32 3.76 0 0 0 2.07
95 BB M D. oldhamii 7.76 0 2.12 1.18 1.06 1.95
96  AKER i & ¥ Sapium discolor 1.78 0 0 0 0 4.11
97 KB B K Mallotus lianus 0 0 0 1.05 4,64 0
98 KMA Vernicia montana 0 0 0 0 1.19 3.28
99 HRER FEHBWIERN Meliosma flexuosa 1.27 0 0 0 5. 47 0
100 EBF M. rigida 0 0 0.71 0 0 1.28
101 W M. squamulata 0 0 0.75 1.34 0 0
102 WZEWER HFEWEIE Cornus hongkongensis 2.65 0 0 0 8.57 0
103 H£¥H WEIK Albizzia kalkora 3.01 5.15 0 1.32 1.64 0
104 B¥WHEP Wil Clerodendron mandarinorum 2.02 0 0 1. 69 3.66 0
105 W H| Vitex negundo 0 0 0 0 1.36 0.78
106  HA MWK Celtis biondii 0 3.81 1.42 0 1.26 0
107 7 )| #b C. vandervoetiana 0. 86 0 0 0 1.43 0
108- RZEH # W Hovenia dulcis 1.83 1.48 1.09 3.98 0 0
109 KBAR KB A Homalium cochinchinense 1.61 0 0 1.65 5.05 0
110 {A5&EME 1A 5 W Bretschneidera sinensis 1. 60 3.94 0 0 0 0
111 wad B M0 Clethra kaipoensis 0. 69 0 0 3.23 3.73 0
112 HIKF  HIIAK Pentaphylax euryoides 0 0 4,70 0 0 2.33
113 BhEMB SR Syzygium buxi folium 0 0 1.72 0 0 1.93
114 41 % S. rehderianum 0 0 0.72 0 0 1.89
115 R MM Dalbergia balansae 0 3.13 0. 85 0 1.97 0
116 AEBRH 138 W Ligustrum quihoui 0 0 0 2.13 1.03 0
117 WA Fraxinus retusa 0.62 0 0 0 1,01 0
118  RHF A Itea chinensis 2.87 0 0 0 1.01 0
119 28 BB Artocarpus bicolor 0 0 0.95 1.07 0 0
120 A5 ¥ Ficus variolosa 0.74 0 0 1. 00 0 0
121 iR B Myrica rubra 2.76 0 0 0 0 0.89
122 8P BER Nyssa sinensis 0.67 2.94 0 0 0 0
123 BiRWP  BEM Vaccinium bracteatum 0.81 1.64 0 0 1.03 0
124 WATFR LAY F Garcinia multi flora 0 0 0 2.15 0 1.15
125 IR P M B Symplocos setchuensis 0 0 0.71 0.95 -0 0
126 - Y LR S. lancifolia 0 0 0.71 0 0 0,77
127  #BkR M NAR Engelhardtia fenzelii 1.02 0 0 0 0 1.55
128 BB TP IR Eurycorymbus cavaleriei 1.12 0 0 0 1,32 0
129 BAR  WEIR Viburnum odoratissimum 0.57 1.34 0 0 0 0
HFEFE St Total No. of common species 75 43 65 59 60 49
A
iﬁﬁiﬁfﬂ? :ilue of common species 232.99 1759. 86 176. 83 235. 88 231. 24 233.24
®3 HMHARFHAME(ELSHERE(ET)EH OO
Table 3 Coefficients of similarity (upper right)and dissimilarity (lower left)in different forest communities
H 0 AFEil L2 EF pIE T 4l X —#HE
Tianxin Babaoshan Luokeng Fanzishan Liuzhangjiashan = Longwen-huangtian

M. Tianxin 56,07 55.32 65.16 65, 24 65,49

/A% 11l Babaoshan 43,93 42.71 38.04 43,58 24,19

# 41 Luokeng 44,68 57.29 58, 30 46, 15 59.32

#& F 1) Fanzishan 34. 84 61. 96 41,70 55. 54 57. 21
KL Liuzhangjiashan 34.76 56,42 53.85 44,46 58. 68

%, 3C — # M Longwen-huangtian 34,51 75.81 40. 68 42.79 41. 32
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3.3 EMBRABENHEOERY

SHBEHFE MM ERBAR 3, K, %M
UHRARBUBHLS R —-H B 65 9% HE K,
DUAELSHX—HHE 24. 19% BN, BLE
BB AR R EFE BT L B X AT B R T
FILGHERKSHWHALER D, TERIAF LH
WA/ 4 MRETHE 1R ALK A K
FERBTEENBRID . SREHXHERR, B
NFELUNEER\AERTHET,

F4 BHEABEERSHEFER LN x B8 RE
Table 4 Coordinates on x-axis of

different forest communities

SAg i TEX—HE %1 x $i
b3 . Distance to 1y Ak ER e
.. Distance to R . Deviation
Community . the tip of Coordinate
the tip of . values
Longwen- on X-axis .
Dabaoshan i to x-axis
Huangtian
AFE ] 75.81 0 0
Ex—#HE 7581 0 75. 81 0
H L 43,93 34.51 42,78 9.95
B4y 57.29 40. 68 48, 64 30. 27
#HF il 61. 96 42.79 51.15 34. 97
XKWL 56.42 41.32 47. 64 30.23

* ¥ B4 R ¥ Dissimilarity coefficientX 100, F[d.

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

SR

HEF i . Eyi#k
RE% HBET el B £
. istance to .
Communty Distance to the . Coordinate
tip of Fanzishan the tip of on y-axis
Liuzhangjiashan
HFW 0 44, 46 0
MKW 44,46 0 T 44,46
H L 34, 84 34.76 22.29
By 41.70 53.85 9.17
Al 61.96 56,42 29.61
X —®H 42.79 41,32 23.62

FCBE 1 MR 3 0] L, 4% b ZR AR BE VR 09 AH LT
AEHAREMEEENZRMENHEHME. Fi
W, HOS5 X — BN BIEERRA HAAMUER
BHE K,k 65.49% ., HOLOSAF R MIEERS
BE HARRI R R A 56. 07%., XK RILERL
HAWAIKE  BRAKEMZE LNETEHEY,
TEPERRENEE, AMBEEHNERES
ANELERK,

RN EARMEHNHERERE, MER
BT R R RS TR Z TR B T E K

ERHEYBENS WA EER M (Baer %,2004).
FREMRARBELRM S+ EpHEBANEEE.
TEEEEMHX(AERRSE,2007), Bt HEF
MRBETE & 2 05 BRE M 4R 71 T B 3 8 (K 3%
% ,2007),
3. B BFABENR AR

WEHF TR ARG RE N RESHFERE
#9557 , Ramirez %5 (1997) %f 5 5518 LU B R /B (Notho -
fagu) B 11 MBS E S ¥ HEHTHREHR.
FHFRFTIX 6 3 XA BRAREE V& AT IR S HE T,
BHREBRRTS.SOMBEE AL — %]
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