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Population structure and spatial distribution pattern
of Pteroceltis tatarinowii in Langyashan
Mountain of Anhui Province
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( 1. Key Laboratory of Resources and Plant Biology of Anhui, School of Life Sciences, Huaibei Normal

University , Huaibei 235000, China; 2. Key Laboratory of Conservation and Employment of
Biological Resources of Anhui, Anhui Normal University, Wuhu 241000, China )
Abstract; Population structure and spatial distribution pattern of Pteroceltis tatarinowii in Langyashan Mountain of
Anhui Province were studied in this paper. 8 plots of 500 m? were respectively established. Sample data obtained in
contiguous grid quadrate, substituted spatial series for time series and six aggregate indexes were used in this study.
The results showed: (1) Population structure of P, tatarinowii in 8 plots presented growing, stable or senescent type;
(2)Population distributions were mostly clumped; (3) At different developmental stages, distribution pattern presented
a trend from clump to random and aggregation intensity decreased somewhat; (4) Size of blocks affected the spatial
distribution pattern and the pattern scales of 8 plots were about 16 m? and 32 m?. It proved that the spatial distribu-
tion pattern of P. tatarinowii populations were closely related to its biological and ecological characteristics, communi-
ty composition, environmental factors and human disturbance,
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FIE MEIXARURMBERRXANEETER &
RMBMBESEHNDE SR EENTFE (Greig-
Smith,1952; #EFH 4 ,2007), BIEFES MR
B B A UEX R BERK P AT E R R, B
BENEAUSBRE R RE , R REEY
ShAEAE, AR BT ERE -2
IR (REHE,2007),

FH ¥ (Pteroceltis tatarinowii) X 4 B A EH,
IR EEBET AR, RRERSE RMBEEY, #
I ER =RBY Y (B E%,1992) , M
BREXBEERRYERME, FHESRE, K
PR A EED R W S E R BT R MR RE
HE . EEAMESNERAAM MR &F 17 HEE
B Z AR ITE, AR RE 57 B 0 5
(THER%F19); B, (AN EHEYAREESE
Hp e I A B AR R R S A R A M (F B4, 2009;
TIN5, 2008) P FAE BAE M (IREHSE, 2002, 5K
NMEES,2007) B W HEAREEFE, 200D . 4hH K
Sy HE R (/NI , 2007) L A AR R 45 45 20 A0 A8 B IR
BE5 M TEFECHFFAKEE,2002,2007) , FRHEHE
FMBEHNSABRENTRRRUMRE. SHRER
BORBILEHEEAR RN R BRI HITHA
=L ARER G ARERH BT EEMRYS
¥ Fnzs (6] 43 A kg R AT W, BB F T A B A
RIZS [BIRIE BB SIS A R R R ESE W R
BE RO BT Y B FORE SR MR R R SR L SR R
MEmEYDEEMENSERPNAAREREY
IS ML E XL,

1 BRHAER

WER AL T L8 R BB T BRI L KR X
(32°14' ~32°20" N,118°11'~118°20" E), &X#s
AL IS B TR EREERSE WER
W, WES,FE YRR 15.2 C,1 A EHRE
1.6~1.9 C,7 ¥R 28.2~28.5 C, M uiH
RAB-10C, BMAEmERHRIR 41. 2 C; 2FLH/H
210~230 d; FF-HREKEHR 1 100 mm; F3 H B
R 2079~2 269 h; £ 58 BB A KA L M B R
BRT B R LB b AR 8 5 A (RO B B
#H,198D . ATHEARFELAANARZHRUESE
10 ME RS EZ —, KB LKZ 2 T 887 3
VOEYRERFE, XL, SEEEENTA

B EEH AR (Celtis tetrandra) . BEW (Zelkova
schneideriana) JZEW (Koelrcuteria paniculata) &
58 (Ulmus gaussenii) IRIH (U, chenmouii) \ 3
18 (Dalbergia hupeana) , T f W (Acer mono ) % , %
WA RE L # W (Lindera glauca) . ¥ B F
(Elaeagnus pungens) MW (Cudrania tricuspida-
ta) N vi (Ligustrum quihoui ) %, fE A U BL A
MY H KA B (Poaceae) . 3 B} (Compositae) , &
B & (Ranunculaceae) . % % Bt (Rosaceae) ., B 4 F
(Liliaceae) Mg R (Pteridophyta) BENE

2 BRIk

2.1 #ibAE

TERIB L R AR WA, DUF R 2B i
BEESGAERFEEMRIT &Y 3.5 km {1
BRI, BEELRRFE TR, ELEBEENE
Bt b, SR A SRR B B I I L R
BEH 8 A, BB E AN 20 mX 25 m, &3t 4 000
m’, DREHMBERBGREE. B E.
BEBEEEEERG., MEFHNFRA EAHES
BAWE, ICRHWE WS SEIE SR, F At LS
ANFE T B PR L R 8 A L U SE 49 Bk AR A AR X A AR
(xy). BREEN, MR- RBELEZAN LM
Ao M RBEBERKN —%, EE B4
METRSPNEE 1A 2mX2 m BT, 0F
EABHMEHEYNER. SEREESER. &
ML IR BE B R R 1,
229K %
2.2.1 #BRIREMHSH URDERBERK
MIE, R F LN S SRIE. X
TRBERXNERR R FZFERE T RN
FRMEL, A XS ENNE (9D SR BT EE
BRIAH 5 %, T %&4hH (BD<2.5 cm, h<<0. 33
m); [ R4 (DBH<<2.5 cm,h=>0. 33 cm); I 4
(2.5 em<CDBH<C7.5 cm) ; IV G (7. 5<
DBH<(22.5 cm); V &KW (DBH>22.5 cm),
222 BB AKE SN AR5 mX
5 m H)/NVEETT 20 A, BRI ARSRHE T I R
BEFELHUMBERAARRBHOUE. BEL
BMRAITE/BEN KR FE EHESTRE
W, [F B A A AR 5 8. fA T 4 A6 B 8, Cassie
T B2 R R R A b B R R B (Bt
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H%,2005); 4% R M BL R B Greig-Smith 1 Ker-
shaw 8175 ¥ (B85 4, 2006) , A Bl 7E 1.2.4.8,
16.32.64 m* FRETXFEMEHN SRR T
ST, TE 2r=2 QBT R, r=07 (B 4 2
HAZERAUTARE.

(MS),=2r(SS), /n

(89, =1/r 3 2t ()—1/(2'S 2t (2r)

K, (MS), H Greig-Smith 3 i #% J5 38 5, x,
(R r MRAAPE NEASH MRS R

AR T H B2, Kershaw B8 X H K BB E K,
BETFTEARNTE.

Kr=y2(MS),/(NS),

K, (Ns), o r KH B R,

3 HREALM

3.1 FhER/MEREN
B F7E R — 3R T F— R b i 48 B 5 R Bt 36

F1 TEHEEF B WHERERR
Table 1 Enviromental conditions of Pteroceltis tatarinowii population in different plots

i [EA Bk (m) Y I 1) BEBELE FHEEME HEXA

Plot Area (m?) Elevation Slop (%) Aspect TC (%) vV (%) Community types

Qt 500 210 30 W 30 44.08 EELEEAMA

Q2 500 230 35 w 35 8.38 . HLAN LEK

Q3 500 145 30 SE30° 40 10, 35 HAE . AR

Q4 500 160 10 SE20° 35 11.39 A L ZE 8 Ak

Qs 500 140 40 SE20° 20 38.91 EE . RA A

Q6 500 125 30 SE25° 15 59. 38 HW L H A AN AR

Q7 500 120 15 SW10° 25 35.71 RN AR

Q8 500 100 15 SWi5° 20 28. 26 HALOBEW . AEMK

B TC=REBNR,IV=HEH.,
Note: TC= Transparence of community; IV=1Important value.
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Fig.1 Size structure of Pteroceltis tatarinowii in eight plots

5 10 SR B ELAE — BOHE B LA R A /D R AR B A 1
Gt LR BEAE A 5 HO AT AT (4T, 2004)
5 RO B B AR BURE R, LA AS RN A AR B
T4 He R, DA /NGRS B 42 T R R B D
HATE,

P 1 AT, AS [F] AR R A KNS M A —
FE B 25, AT X A RORE R B e =R
(ORKA A Q2.Q3 f Q6 WA, HAWE KX
BEEFHEE, MBS RKDNRE S,
GRS EREE BREBBARBHEA
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AEEER, MR BROERES, SR BE
FRIF,Z2HKEYS., ORESH. B Q.Q5.Q7
Q8 M, HEMEET M AY, ERYEHE
B HGH MR PR RS, SR
BEK SOV B E— RN, ZRBRASE —
EREFREI A TRELRNE. OHFEM 4
B QL M, HEHMBE KB ERA & FHE 4
AR AU R D KW PR R R
HILFERAEFRE, ERRES. ZRiEH4
B B e B, X R R A AL B AR B DL R
BTG T HE , QL AL T B R TTHEE 3 K
WEIRARXTRER A A R ROK, KB A 22, Br B

R L B B R BT AR B R

2 HMBSTRRE

3.2.1 FARRMBLIFRARE RABEN
BN ELERRE 2 RBRVL.BRT Q6
Sh AR TR RN T 2/ HE LY BERT
1,Q1-Q8 FHEE M MR B Cassie BB K TFF,
BEMRRAEHIFFERRYKRF 1, 7 58
BAR/NT 8, LA 43 AT A R i X 75 48 F B B 4 A A%
REERNA X 5 KL HE v IR AP
FhRE 20 A K SR AR ], B BE s I B IR AR IR Q5
>Q7>Q3>Q1>Q4>Q2>Q8>Q6, UL B I BE U
X B BEYERESENESERNMRSHBRE

f2 BEMEZELHED
Table 2 The spatial distribution pattern of Pteroceltis tatarinowii population
Py

ﬁfﬁl Varifnce//x mean ttﬁzﬁi Distribﬁjt?gnﬁPattem I K Ca m* m* /%
Ql 2.351 4,163 Clump‘ 1.351 1.037 | 0. 964 2.751 1. 965
Q2 1. 804 2. 478 Clump 0. 804 2.053 0. 487 2. 453 1. 487
Q3 2.563 4,817 Clump 1.563 1.248 0. 801 3.510 1. 800
Q4 1.965 2.974 Clump 0.965 1. 865 0.536 2.765 1.536
Q5 2.793 5.525 Cluﬁlp 1.793 0.948 1. 055 3.493 2.054
Q6 1.263 0.811 Poisson 0.263 6. 841 0.146 2.063 1.146
Q7 2,758 5.418 Clump,‘ 1.758 1.422 0.703 4,258 1. 703
Q8 1.712 2.194 Clump- 0.712 2.950 0. 339 2.812 1.339

W S/z FREHELE; L AESE; K QT8 Ca. Cassie #8806 m* . FHRHFEE: - /z. BHIEBR.

Note: S?/z. Variance/mean; I. David & Moore's index; K. Negative binominal distribution index; Ca. Cassie index; m* . Degree of mean

crowing; m”* /Z. patches index.

B R

322 ARATM BB AEBTL Rit—F
ST E MBI R, AR RAEEERER
i} [ AR B S AR B AR R B . AR 3 P
AT DL, AR RN NS — 4 — /N — Pty — Rt
BRI Rs AR SR RITA T2 57, £ HBA
AFRET G BRI 00 4% R R L R B th 58 ¥
B4y A Te) BEATLEY 93 A B 6 38 , TSR B2 th KB/, BB T
W, FER A A B R AT MR R LR
KWL Y FEVIEL A . B AR B 2 A 4 SR B 4F 188
ARACULER R RO 6 4 R S A Y fR A A S A
HEEMRX. THE—-MEMHESEY, UM T#
Frokm, R KRB ARMER, BFEH I A THE
10 A BB RN #IE . RARKM LY., 21
—ERIR AR T RA RS H AR o ey
R B REHBI IR R I BE B B IR B ETE
AER BEBRNE LAY, EREEK. 1 Q3
FiRR  BCRW REAL T 3R < M MO L B b, 3 i 8

WERSR, BHEECEEE, B RN, KIEE
BB, UG HREERE. EYHBRIMRE
FEHE,IMRAZ TR AREBAAKR, KEH I
HIRS Kk 4 55, BEF F R B K, B XTI,
FRAT KSR TRBE R, Fhopy SRR T2 4 i, B B
ANV TRERE, FH A gAMb, R RER
ETREEARMHBRANFAZS, MHS TEH
BE, REMERRT MEREERR TR, hER
AR . RAEMBERAFTERLREN
— b A FE SR R SE DAL

3.2.3 RARARETHHALSHHEHLSN HEBT
AF XA RET % R824 50, B st Xl 4
#1.2,4.8,16.32.64 m* % 7 R4, > FHIRHA
Greig-Smith 1 Kershaw 75 1 % 7 18 R ¥ 23 8] 40 A
IR FT M (F 4), Greig-Smith M 414 £
BN FERXAMEM, Q2.Q3.Q5.Q6.Q8 FHEEM
JIRETE 16 m® ﬁﬁ@]ﬂéfa,%ﬁﬁiﬁ%{ﬁ%;QLW
FOEEAE 32 m® bR BIEME; Q4 FHEEKE RGRIETE 16
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Table 3 Dynamics of spatial distribution patterns of Pteroceltis tatarinowii
s o
ffliﬂl‘ Sijf e/J;li&s s Nufxf&itr St/z t:ﬁz% Di:t}rfgution I K Ca m* m* /T
of trees pattern
Q1 I 0 - - - — - - -
i 2 2.000 6.165 Clump 1. 000 0. 100 10. 000 1.100 11. 000
m 6 1.790 2.433 Clump 0.790 0. 380 2.632 1. 090 3.632
N 16 1.526 1.622 Poissdn 0.526 1.520 0.658 1. 326 1.658
v 4 0. 842 -0. 487 Poisson -0. 158 -1, 267 -0. 790 0.042 0.211
Q2 I 16 3.237 6.894 Clump 2.237 0.358 2.796 3.037 3.796
I 7 1.030 0.093 Poisson 0. 030 11. 667 0. 086 0. 380 1. 086
] 3 1.596 1. 839 Poisson 0.596 0.251 3.976 0.746 4,976
N 5 0.987 -0. 041 Poisson -0.013 -19. 055 -0. 052 0.237 0. 947
Vv 2 0. 947 -2.790 Poisson -0. 053 -1.898 -0, 527 0.047 0.473
Q3 1 14 2,722 5. 307 Clump 1,722 1.248 0. 801 3.510 1. 800
1 8 0. 895 -0. 324 Poisson -0, 105 -3. 800 -0. 263 0.295 0.737
m 5 0,789 -0. 649 Poisson -0. 211 -1.187 -0. 842 0.039 0.158
v 9 1. 047 0.144 Poisson 0, 047 9.620 0. 104 0. 497 1.104
) 3 0. 895 -0. 324 Poisson -0.105 -1.425 -0. 702 0.045 0. 302
Q4 1 4 1. 895 2.758 Clump 0. 895 0.224 4.474 1.095 5.474
I 14 1. 820 2,526 Clump 0. 820 1. 865 0.536 1.520 2.171
Jiid 12 0. 947 -0,162 Poisson -0.053 -11. 400 -0. 088 0,547 0.912
I 8 0. 895 -0, 324 Poisson -0, 105 -3. 800 -0. 263 0.295 0.737
Vv 2 0.947 -0, 162 Poisson -0, 053 -1. 901 -0.526 0. 047 0.474
Q5 T 4 1.895 2.758 Clump 0. 895 0.224 4,474 1.095 5.474
1 14 2.571 4,844 Clump 1,571 0. 445 2.245 2.711 3. 245
i} 9 1. 047 0.144 Poisson 0.047 9. 620 0.104 0,497 1.104
I 5 0.789 -0. 649 Poisson -0.211 -1.187 -0. 842 0.039 0.158
\ 2 0,947 -0.162 Poisson -0, 053 -1. 901 -0. 526 0. 047 0.474
Q6 I 14 1. 970 2.990 Clump 0. 970 0.722 1. 386 1.670 2. 386
i 7 1.586 1. 808 Poisson 0.586 0. 605 1.654 0.936 2.676
[ 3 1.597 1. 835 Poisson 0.597 0.252 3.976 0.747 4.976
1\ 13 1.178 0. 549 Poisson 0.178 3. 649 0.274 0. 828 1. 240
Vv 2 0,947 -0.162 Poisson -0. 053 ~1. 901 -0. 526 0. 047 0.474
Q7 I 4 2.421 4, 380 Clump 1.421 0.141 7.105 1.621 8.105
i 24 3.035 | 6.276 Clump 2.035 0.590 1. 696 3.235 2.696
il 14 0.917 -0. 255 Poisson -0. 083 -8.463 -0.118 0.617 0. 882
v 5 0.789 -0. 649 Poisson -0.211 -1, 187 -0. 842 0.039 0.158
A 3 0. 895 -0. 324 Poisson -0, 105 -1.425 -0.702 0. 045 0. 302
Q8 1 2 0.947 -2.790 Poisson -0. 053 -1. 898 -0.527 0. 047 0.473
i 22 2.096 3.377 Clump 1.096 1.004 0.996 1.196 1. 087
m 9 1. 047 0. 145 Poisson 0.047 9.620 0.104 0. 497 1. 104
I\ 8 0. 632 -1, 136 Poisson -0. 369 -1.132 -0. 884 0,032 0.079
\ 1 0.947 -0. 162 Poisson -0.053 -1.901 -0.526 0.047 0.474
T “—"EBRERPENEKR L BEHL . Note: “—”means the plants are very few or absent,

m’ AEEBEE T BEE VR (B 64 m® U HH
AR 5 AR R 1 25 (B A AR AR R 5 LT AL i B VR
KA *, Kershaw HHE R Y Greig-Smith &1
g R A AR, Kershaw 4715, BEE X 4 1034
I, AR EEARF XA T8 R AL A
HLAE TR, 8 MM Kershaw H7E 64 m’
W REB] B K. M 4h, Greig-Smith il Kershaw K {H

HHBD XE5HBPEFEOBRROAFEDER,

BAETE ZHEEMHFE L’ M2 o X
HRELHREE RAEEORREAK RGN T
BiEZE. {HE, 75N FBE T 58S R E L
ML 2 ERBANSERHE AN, Greig-
Smith ¥ & 75 , A [ B % T 7 M 0B 0 4% JR 5 E Y
WAL B2 %, T Kershaw 378 8 A | F
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BPBREUNREEL -HWER, I/ERTRE
4 Kershaw & i — S8R B 7 <, I 0, UL AH]

MR TEERBEN TR BRE, NFESH
Greig-Smith IEH 1745 R .

R4 BHMRTEAINEEAESNER

Table 4 Results of spatial distribution pattern scales of Pteroceltis tatarinowii population

FEHLE FR Area of plot (m?)

£ H W
Plot Method 1 2 4 8 16 32 64
Ql Greig Smith 0. 288 0.316 0. 364 0. 332 0. 520 0. 604 0. 436
Kershaw 0.759 0.562 0. 427 0.288 0. 255 0.194 0.117
Q2 Greig-Smith 0. 264 0.028 0. 240 0. 256 0. 644 0. 476 0.416
Kershaw 0.727 0.167 0. 346 0. 253 0. 284 0.172 0.114
Q3 Greig-Smith 0.392 0. 440 0. 492 0. 624 1.196 0.616 0. 220
Kershaw 0. 885 0. 663 0. 496 0. 395 0. 387 0.196 0.083
Q4 Greig-Smith 0. 464 0.516 0. 600 0. 380 0. 740 0.508 1.552
Kershaw 0. 963 0.718 0. 548 0.308 0. 304 0.178 0. 220
Qs Greig-Smith 0. 366 0. 432 0. 364 0.516 1.124 1.104 0. 644
Kershaw 0. 856 0. 657 0.427 0. 359 0.375 0.263 0. 142
Qs Greig-Smith 0.392 0.616 0. 656 0. 608 1. 300 0. 584 0.292
Kershaw 0. 885 0.785 0.573 0. 390 0. 403 0.191 0. 096
Q7 Greig-Smith 0. 448 0.472 0. 388 0. 824 1.064 1.812 0.272
Kershaw 0. 947 0. 687 0. 440 0. 454 0. 365 0. 337 0. 092
Q8 Greig-Smith 0.328 0. 484 0. 484 0.576 0.708 0. 604 0.324
Kershaw 0.810 0. 696 0. 492 0. 379 0. 297 0.194 0.101
HEBNN, XEBESHITAMBERERE L. &
4 b B RN BB AR, R TR R, ZRA

MR REWA—EBRE LR T MESR
BZEMAHEXR UK ERE S AR,
Hit, FRFBHNEREHTTRASTMHBSDE
FEATFO FMEA EERE L (IMEKE, 1993;
Svensson % ,2001) , ABFIF W, A [F £ 3 5 A
BER/NEMAFIER KA RUERI M IR A 3 Fidssl,
R AEEE R RSN TEAERZNEELW,
MHERAFRNEETRB, BETE, LI
HFREMBRAEMEEAR ST R Z N RE 4
SEMM TS LREARIRBBK HERBREE
YFHERE X, WA FHE-MHEHESEKM, K
ARBRES, A TRHREPREINOAEREE, B
R BEBC R AR G B 2 (EARE T M IR IR &
MEERZW, MZS5FHEWEYERFESHEILE
MERMTFTEAZHNTESEREBR DL Z 5.

T B B0 4 A5 4% R R 1 b 5 B K S ELTE N
R EAE ML R, BB B L —F R,
EAE YRS YRR TS HERE
R,MEBEYMHERAENN LR (EEILE,
2009, HHEMBBRHMAERENS T 16 m* K 32
m® Z ). AN [R)RE M R R B O AR R Bk R

RO MR K, T 3 LR — MR 2R R 7 4 B Lo
b A ARERIE K, ARBER SR L0 R
AW F TR R P R R DA SIS/
RAMER T FHEMBNER T KESF
(2005) F BT FE R BT » 58 1 43 A7 RE B 4F # sl AR B AR
F/NAE B (VR R - B 3mSR FHAER R H
VSR 5 BB AR BER IR R3FE R BR
J1. B, EEESE X E EA R AR R .

MR BN R RBISRE G ESE —&
B . ERERIRS, A% NRRS A
BT RENL T SR B R 2 A 0T IR R R
s AR Z R EFAHE. FEMNF TR
i AR R BB, SBE AN EEE ERE
TE P SR A 5 BT LU BB Be 2 R AR RE S0 A
X EEERBUAERN T MENFENRE. BE
FOREAN A R F RPN AT BR 5T 9 BRI 5R L 45 51
T X GBS, B AR A R R () S8 4 R 30 T
BAMERMIET R, FHit, 2T PR B, FHE
FREEM MM Rt & A T W1 B IR 4L, R R X A
FeBRBEN . AREE BB FEMER RS
BEMRBRTHHEERRFLBR PN —MESR
W% 0 3 O AL
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