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Preliminary study on population structure and its
dynamic development of Pentaphylax euryoides
in the hilly country of Northeast Guangxi
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Abstract ;. Based on the data of representative sampling in four representative sample plots in Pentaphylax eu-
ryoides population distribution area,the structure,distribution patterns and dynamic development of P. eury-
oides population were studied by using mathematical analysis method. The result indicated that the importance
value of P. euryoides was far higher than other species in these communities, its dominance degree was out-
standing,and its distributing pattern was aggregated distribution. This was mainly decided by effect of envi-
ronmental factors, The number of young trees was large, and the age structure of P. euryoides was develo-
ping.

Key words: P. euryoides population; preponderant population; clusters distribution; development model
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1 BHEMRAKE BER/AEMRRL

BB ST B RE T AL T 1 PUEE AR AT I A B 5E F 3R IR
B THEMMAWS AW LBk, HIEME N
104°53.074' E,24°39. 611" N, ¥4k 892 m, ZAHWF3%
KEUHEEXNIBRE, RREW, FHRIRH 18
~19 C, W& 1 800 mm 24 . MKEBLFIE
AL, 4~T7T AHLFH 62% ., AT, 8T8,
AERRMNAEES., BHEFER T EHOHE,
HoA P LA

AFIAMBERETMBERLIRL, KEE
EESHEN 64. 380, AL EH—. LHELKET
BFETEMER. RAMXKEFARRTERXALAMK,
BREWHLTEFEMEEZ, FREEFERNMA AER
(Xylosma congestum ), B B # ( Pinus massoni-
ana ) HEAR (Betula platyphylla) . H Z&$t 3 (Elaeo-
carpus japonius) ¥R W & % (Michelia maudiae) .
B (Machilus thunbergii ), H % ( Castanopsis
fabri) K 4 (Castanopsis chinensis) ., # ¥ (Engel
hardtia roxburghiana) %, #KZEH . ¥ B8 (Rho-
dodendron simsii ), B W F (Antidesma japoni-
cum) BB e SR (Embelia oblongi folla) 5%, B
ZEE WY A = H (Dicranopteris dichoto-
ma)  Ji (Woodwardia japonica) .75 77 & (W,
orientalis) .38 B (Rubia cordifolia) %, EZEEY
WL B9 0¥ 2 (Smilaxr china ). 3 f B (Ichno-

carpus frutescens) ¥,

2 R *E

2.1 BHhAE

WARHE, EHIIABEPRELNNERS
400 m® KL, &1 E AR 1 600 m®, 451 H P &
4116 5 mX5 m/NEES, 3 64 >, FE/ANVEETT A
BERAKRZ W ER ERES. FEAENEY
NETAMER EXMBE. SE.
2.2 HiEabE

(WEEEKITE  EEE=HX%E -+ X5
B+ ARG 3 B (PMB 3K %, 1993) . (2) B AR
RIERE G SCWEE BT A AP R IR e .
USL ARG RBER ST MBS, RONEHRH
For AT AT 2.5 cm LT MES — %, 1y
BEXFBHETF 2.5 cm K&K 3 &, BARII4r4n
T(HFEN%,2000); T. H<33 em, I &40 B
O.H>33 e, 1T &4 EE; . 2.5 cem<<D<(7.5
e, E,D=2.5cm; V. 7.5 em, D<C22. 5
cm, PR B V. D>22.5 cm, KB B, (3)HFY
AMBEESH-USHEE | o h—-BERRITE
HEZNKRE, UEHAFIAMBERESH. (D
SrAARE Ry R FAAE AR A T BB BUR K g R b 4y AR
16 4~ 25 m* (5 mX5 m) R, T HIFE T H &N
FHKBREE D RERAT 6 MIEARXT R B
MamERETNE. O £/HEN tRE;Ofi
THSH K QP BARRE OMEER(I);OF
BHF RS RPEHHE (" /m) © Cassie 1547
(£ N%7,1996)

R 1 AFAMEEF BT RHOKRY

Table 1 Tree number of samples in each plot of Pentaphylax euryoides population

FE5 %2 No. of sample

MRS

No. of plot 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
1 Q2 8 2 5 11 28 12 6 3 4 3 3 2 5 1
7 Q@ 18 o 1 0o 0 3 & 20 0o 0 0 22 0o 0o 2
6 Q3 o 1 o o 3 1 6 6 7 5 1 0o 5 2
3 Q@ 4 3 4 2 1 2 o s 2 o o o 0o o 5
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3.1 BBBIET
L XT P ARREE T ARZE R AR R R B
BESHTHERIAIIARERARIEYMER

EMRNE2), NEZES ASIANERESR
64.38, (L /E 4 —, WA EEMEN 32. 51, (LB 5
Zo EAREEERN, N 054, AXEFER, I
FIAMEZRELR THETHENMNERME, X
FE3F B B AR SR BE AR RS R Em T HER
%, RIIARMBENEPAEHIERNVE, ML
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Table 2 Importance value of 18 tree species in Pentaphylax euryoides community
B A X 25 B RS RS MR FEM
Species Relative density Relative frequency Relative dominne Importance value
FH A Pentaphylax euryoides 15,54 22.1 26.74 64. 38
# 12 Engelhardtia roxburghiana 4.89 11,53 16,09 32.51
X HE Castanopsis chinensis 2. 49 9.13 19. 62 31. 24
B# C. fabri 2.53 12,48 12. 85 27. 86
Wl E % Michelia maudiae 1.43 7.69 2.59 11.07
¥e AR Xylosma congestum 1.16 7.21 0.06 8.43
H A3 Elaeocar pus japonius 0,79 4.8 2.59 8.18
FH§ Machilus thunbergii 0.17 1.94 2.82 4,93
YK Betula platyphylla 0.42 1.45 2.81 4.68
¥ Pinus massoniana 0. 34 1.91 3,67 3.67
35 Elaeocarpus decipiens 0.05 0,62 2.22 2. 89
BORIUBL Symplocos botryantha 0.42 0.96 0.8 2.18
K Sassa fras tsumu 0.05 0,48 1.18 1.71
K3 llexpurpurea 0.17 1. 45 0.01 1.63
A& 22 Magnolia lili flora 0.13 1.45 0.02 1.6
JE k118, Crassilimba 0.17 0. 96 0,05 1.18
B Magnolia of ficinalis 0. 05 0,48 0.01 0. 54
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Fig.1 Diameter grade structure of Pentaphylax euryoides population

3.2 BEREN

Xf 56 H RS AR FBER SF IR B BT T 047 . &
FIARFMBEHA R E S EXE U E, rAELRFET
PR v % A 2 A AR B [ 9 O vk, R RASE R B2 AR B
FRIT I ARMBERFEBE BTN N4 MRS
YHEY, A AMBERNFREHHEMGE D, 1
TRV R HRE D, B Q4 5, T4
R, VR EERS . e QL: & 4H 62
#E/400 m?, VZH#F 75 #£/400 m*, Q2. & 4h#
42 Bk/400 m?, V& Fh A 34 #k/400 m?, Q3111 &
ShAF 21 #k/400 m* , IV K HHF 23 £k /400 m*, BT
TR ZHERD, QL. T K4hi 9 #/
400 m?,Q2.:16 #/400 m?,Q3:4 $k/400 m?,Q4.4
/400 m*, N EESI ST E T, S BB &S,

BIIEGWEREL. EATARHE, EEHFEK
R, Bk, AFIARMBERFRERE T ARE,
3IMBERELEY
RFIARFBERREERERM D HANE 2 57
N, Ql.Q2.Q3.Q4 3, B QL4 HE 1~3 m
MEBE, E BB 59, 4%, R E 4~6 m, 5 A%
B41.9%,7~11 m @M, 11 m YL EREL,
R AMBERESHA N BN REERTEE W
RE ORATHENISHAE, WHH1~-3mX
NGRS E, HBEE L EEZBOR G, S g
A LAREA TR LR, LM B ER X HIE
B SRR R BRI FIRE.
3.4 HMENIHEE
341 AER RKATEE)/BEG LEMA
RIS FII AR LR L0 W ENEEFNIT
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Fig. 2 Height structure of P, euryoides population
BWAE,Y S /x=1 0, M B EIEREL A6 5 4 s°/x
<1 H MBBTHES M4 S /x=1 88, EE#E
FHEBESM ., BRI AT (R HE T

AR PP REBURE I 54T $0HE 43 BT 3R (3D FT AT, PY A HE
Q1.Q2.Q3.Q4 454 8.891 3,12. 380 6,2. 380 7,
1.821 5 AT 1. WAHEH ¢ [H4 50 21. 611 3,
31.167 0.3.781 3.2. 249 8, £ B EK B HIR B Z,
WAL ARFPRE R SR 5 A

3.4.2 £ 8% E  HEEIEF (assemble Intensity) &
ERBHMBRREN-NEESE . Er— MBS
ERRHERMNE HESEE)BRERLES,
1992) . 3@ 2 XoF A AR T i A B 58 F 4 5 K Fh 4 A
BRERBERIFAOMESERCGR D, THEEM
AN AR BT B H RS m” /m
FHRH m SR EEX 10K BENHRE; I
HE MEFRER 1{H . Cassie FEFRERKF 0, K {H4
2 0.942 5.0, 433 9.2. 037 0.2. 358 5 #EH B/ F
8. UCHRHRIEM] T A 5N AR BEALF G FEVL 245 1Y
MEMAFNRLE, WAREHASHHMERSR
RUARGE , TR AT & 2R K 401 RO R BE LG AOASAE it —
BRUET HPI ARG ST HERS T, KK K
BERAEHREERESNERRE. AIIAK
BB PERBER. A5 3 TH, HEH Q2k
{8 0. 433 9 Fe k. #am O, B RFIRES W, #
Q4 B, N 2.358 5, R#m 0, T LIS H A
Q AFIARERBER S, Q4 EFRBERI.
Rt AT ME R N ARE T BN E
Ho, WS HRE MR, HEH Q2 R ERRE S,
73,304 9, A HL Q4 BIHI AR &K, K 1. 424
0, M, ¥E— 2B IEFAREH Q2 A ARE R BRERT,
Q4 ERBEE K.

x3 ANAMENSHES

Table 3 Distribution patterns of Pentaphyla euryoides population

EBIRE Pattern Intersity

%/ SE il ; . .} : ’
o e mm AR o BPEE BEER o BB bl RRMSE RN
: Y Type of  Index of "~ XEH B4 5
Plot  Varianc  Mean t-value g ; Index of  Index of
V. /M pattern mean . Negative  Index of . . .
. Cassie . . patchiness dispersion
crowing index binomial average (m* /m) (1)
D parameter crowd(m) ¢
Ql 66.129  7.437 5 8.8913 21.6113 4EMAS#H 7.813 1,061 0.9425 15.3288 2.0610 2.198 4
Q2 61.129 4,937 5 12,3806 31.167 0 44 11.3806 2.305 0.433 9 16,318 1 3.304 9 3,525 3
Q3 6,696 2.812 5 2,3807 3.7813 4ER4SAH 1.3807 0. 491 2,037 0 4.193 2 1.490 9 1.590 3
Q4 3.529  1.9375  1.8215  2.2498 AEB4FA 08215  0.424 2.3585  2.7590 1.4240 1.5189

343 AR As F-MBEERRRFHES
IB) 43 7 % SR A 25 S o 8 AL X R R 22 R AR OB BE AR AR
SAHT, BT AT AP BEAE A (] E s B AR . X
P e 7 1] 4t 0 B[R] Y O 2k EAEL WD R B A AT o
HEEEL, ARATH, LTIARFRAE L4E. 1

Fahvs MELF N Zh R,V RRR B R = E 5
MEEEHS TR, TR R R, K ER 1,390
2, N h#tk z K} 1.551 3, T ®4hiaf V 4
AMERBEMMU IR EERES . KEN
4,347 9.,
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BERREBGHATOTHBESIERE Y
BB (IMKE.1994), AEATEREL, NAHE
4 ,m* /m>E K. AREXTHERERENE
Ho, NZRLMEFRBRM, m* /m—>w 0, FRF
RANYTHEE . SWNERERERREHMHFH#
I EMA RN T R ER ERIIARFER
KRB IR, HEANEIT RS OISR,
R A R SR M T AR TR, B
BT BRI ZUT R Rl [F — R R E
BB, A AR E, ERBRERE TR, ¥
HEgERREE. XTTUNEK 4 FFEDHRBY
BIBIR ()R 2.292 5, BT IR Bl 2. 192 8,
F T BAEAR R 1. 801 0, MAIH— Tkt —H,

RN, BRI BUEH . HIIAFE IR
I RAE RER LB, KR E B EM
—RAFABRZIHR BHRIHR, ETRO—
P RS K T 4T FF 3, TP AF 7 Tl A 3,
BRI I AR F BAZE RS RYLEE, sERE XA
EAFE. MARKERHENREL, UENERHS
. RBR LM FEE TSR EAE, M TERE
EHYH aM THEAMANGENERER ST
G R AMER TR AT — R RBA AR HE
HTHFERETABHR . HEANAELTER,
FHERGHEEES. 82, WHESFHEE
REERAMNTREMNFENRERERY. T
RAESE BT MR, R AR TRELS

4 EFAHMBHRBIET

Table 4 Dynamic development of distribution patterns of the Pentaphylax euryoides population

£ E 5 F Pattern Intersity

AR wx o omwm JED om MERECammE sCmRsw PMmSEE KRR 7
N Variance Mean t-value Index of Negative Index of Index of  Index of
individual V./m. pattern mean binomial average patchiness dispersion
crowing parameter (k) crowd (m) (m/m) (Is)
I@4hl 32.250 8.25 3.9091 3.5629 HRBESH 2.909 1 2.8359 11,159 1 1,352 6 1.8035
D &4h 144.667 23 6.289 9 6.478 7 HEBSH 5.289 9 4,347 9 28.289 9 1.2300 1.640 0
MZ/R 699.667 30.5 22.939 9 26.870 8 MERE4A  21.939 9 1.390 2 52.439 9 1.7193  2.2925
V& rP#t 824.667 35 23.5619 27.6326 EBESH 22.561 9 1.5513 57.561 9 1.644 6 2.192 8
VM 14,917 5.25 2.8413 2.2551 H£RLH 1.8413 2.8513 7.091 3 1.350 7 1.801 0
RFF TR B T A% R AR B R R B PR R RS R B ik

344 AR B SN MELSHERBERET SR
B2 — A Y A B 0 A W) R, BB B 2P
BHEF. FLFIAR AR i Bk A AE 2540 2K SRR
£Z4 Q1:164 #/400 m* . Q2,130 #:/400 m* .Q3:65
/400 m?, Q4 | HF 29 #/400 m*, NHFHHE
H, HFIARMBERE SR KRS, BHRITAR
WRREEEHAERFIRE, I FEIXR
(WMEHLIRB-ERENER. FEU.FHER
SRARVME, ERERSGTHEIERERRA
FHRELBHAYIHE (@ NH,1999). HIIAK
RENFRBRINRETRO—F, REELK
FReMIFH, RFIAM FIwmAE A, Hitk, ER A
AEBHOTHNFEERERERB THREFHNAHS
Mo XH—- PR T HAARNBES AR RORE
EREMTBEEFHOEWMAIRENSE L. N QL.Q2,
Q3.Q4 /9 Cassie F8FRF i , Q2 By Cassie fEAR K
2.304 7, KF 1,Q4 #Y Cassie 8455/ 0. 424 0,55
BT LEERIER Q1.Q2.Q3.Q4 WA HH 2 [H
WAERRRERAN, XAZRBREIET HIIA

EHHER .
4 itk

ESELRREMTENBERAAEG L
ma, AR AR FEVE P B BB, DR BRI R
MIBFER R EEFLEREMER, R REBND
MEA B EF R, B A NERPIREZHIE AL
Y, HOERPRLCEREY, ENNESRER
MRESEEL ERENIMEMNGEMEKR%,1993), &
T X A A R S R AT R e L 8 PR LB AR F B
MM EREBIE, SRR, AIIAMBHE
EENBETHEMANERZER AL, REEE
R, AMUE B, HIGEIN A AL
Mo EEN SRR, T T BEE K
BDMHBERETETHMBERTURMBEREN
B A IR FAE A Y A 25 5E R R, F TN R RE A
BT YR e T A Z R RER S S R,
(F$% 106 71 Continue on page 106 )
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