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Numerical classification and species diversity
of Cinnamomum burmannii community
in Kkarst hills of Guilin
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Abstract; Classification of Cinnamomum burmannii communities in karst hills of Guilin was conducted by Two-way
Indicator Species Analysis( TWINSPAN) ,and species diversity was analyzed by various kinds of diversity indices such
as the Patricks richness index (R),Simpson index (D) ,Shannon-Wiener index (H) and Pielou's evenness index(E).
The results show that: (1)the Cinnamomum burmannii communities could be divided into five types:]. Ass. Cinnamo-
mum burmannii — Albizzia kalkora — Arthrazon hispidus; [I. Ass. Cinnamomum burmannii — Osmanthus fordii +
Mallotus philippinensis — Ophiopogon japonicus; [l. Ass. Cinnamomum burmannii — Osmanthus fordii — Ophio-
pogon japonicus + Carex lanceolata; V. Ass. Cinnamomum burmannii — Osmanthus fordii + Ligustrum quihoui —
Ophiopogon japonicus ; V. Ass. Cinnamomum burmannii — Cladrastis wilsonii + Osmanthus fordii — Pteris ensi for-
mis + Pseudocyclosorusksubochthodes. (2)the community structure was simple,and species diversity indices were rel-
atively lower. In the five community associations, species diversity indices of association [[[ and V were higher than

others, those of association]] were relatively lower, Influenced by habitat conditions and human disturbance, species
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diversity was different among the association types.
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BA #r (Cinnamomum burmannii ) i ¥ B} # & @
FANM EREEES M TEE. AT U8
S (R E R BT R T,1983). BHEEE 4
SR AEE S BEENRERA L, BFRE
HER, ZHHELRBREERR L EZHTEEN
AEE IR TR BEVE R BE A S B, X B
REBHRABERMNUZESHBEEEFNHLR
REEEN. 8BASRAERETCTESRGENRS,
M ER AN, AT ASIRE B, 5 E KA
SHHRERNAEAMBHENEELS EHERE
(BRI, 2003) . B, 058 5 1 X 1Y A 90 BT 1R
BHAYMERENRP TH, UHESEERERYF
VHMEBEERSTHEOEN—-1TEE, BRRIEAE
VBER ARSI P ERFE, LAY ENER
FUERURBERES, B 2 A THE
EBFEWROELES,2001), HRT ML, XEBA
WA RN BE A A S BT R WA U IRIE . AR
H TWINSPAN %708 R 41 28 ¥: X BA 7 B T 9E1T 4K
B, ERALTR o0 B0 EXTH YR SR
FIESH T A8 ITH YRR SHEE SRR X
Z U A EGERPSHAUREEBXRIA
BREMEEKE SERRER FHEBRKRE.

1 B % 3 X 2R 58 B8 U0

TR XA THEAESES X, il itk g
B ARIEE,110°9'~110°42" E,24°40'~25°40" N,
BAMWEF 7 420 km® GKEIFESF,2005), BENEE
M FHE R R B HR LA 100~500 m Z (8], J& F I
PEBEERNSE, KBEEM, WERH, FHRR
19°C,BH 1465 h,H%¥ (1 A)EHKES C,H&#HA
@ A PHRIE 28 C,&F LM 309 d, FHMHERW
B 1856.7 mm, AW EFEHEAY, LETHRD
W EHEEE 1458 4 mmGETE%,2003).

2 MEFE
2.1 BiiAE

ZRNBE EFRERRTREHBE, % IE
AEAFRABEERE ARFAMANTHRERTH

RFME,FLRE 11 R, KLl 6 A~ FEELL
24 34, IR ERLZE N 20 mX20
m, N F b 5 BT A A L b 3R 5 R 7E BORE B X
R T RRAEAE R AR . BRI 4R 10 mX
10 m MR #ATRE,, WERT NTE T AR
#2>2.5 cm WA ERBRRIEME, B2 HR R B
B EE R E SRR, Fef, 8K
WE 245 mX5mM/NMEF, FHRITEKRERN
BEREHYMANEE. . BEMRESRE. B
FREMMTT G EREE A ARER E N,
ANATMEHEZ S REMERSIE. FES IR
A 0~20 em /R B T AERFER, WEH N,
PK.CaMBENESEUR pHESHEAER. &
HBEOLILE 1.
2.2 WEaE
2221 BEMKFLSE WRIBERRSIT (Two-
way Indicator Species Analysis, TWINSPAN) &
Hill ZIERF M E R RERN—FMEZTH
ROEITE  EENIMABEESENTHBETZ
B (Hill %,1975; 3k 4 14,2004 ; Edward 24,1997,
Suh & Lee,1998), <3¢ Fi TWINSPAN 4321
X114 EAF R ERE T RE ST T ESERA
FE R A 8 TWINSPAN(CHILL 1979 %K.
2.2.2 pF MM A R Patrick FFE ¥
¥ (R). Simpson 1§ ${ (D). Shannon-Wiener #§ %{
(H)fi Pielou ¥4 B (E) 15 BGA 1T F B R4 03
W, H B AR
R=S;D=1—3p.*;H=-3p,log p:sE=H'/In S
KA, pi=n/N,n, AR EHMBFHEEME,
NAMFEMESFBPHEEESM, S HHUER
A B Y F 4 (Zhang, 2005)
2.2.3 TxMEHHF UEZREENITHEEE
W HTEFEN FAREEE =X HE +4
AR+ AR /300; A ZMELRZEEHE
= (HEXS & B +AE T 35 ) /200,

3 BREAM

3.1 TWINSPAN 433
R TWINSPAN £0% R0k, 2t 4 K
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Xy ¥ 11 EEhRI 40 5 A (B 1D, %k 5 /b EE
MRE, K FBERFENT .

L BA%EF — L& K — BB A (Ass. Cinnamomum
burmannii-Albizzia kalkora-Arthraxon hispidus) . 3
BHEHL 10, AL TR, B E AL, W 10°, E AR
BREE DY, FHEE 10 m . BEAREEF 60%, 5
AREWTMAE 0.5 £H HFAERE 5%, MEH
9~10 m, R 4EFH WEF B (Cladrastis platycarpa) &
B (Melia azedarach) EWFh K TR F S,

*1

FARTHRBAMEARBER, EAHEME LD, L
WA G R, 2B R 20% ~25%, & A #L M sk
(Mallotus philippinensis ), /I it 2z i (Ligustrum
quihoui) . £ # (Celtis sinensis) . 8 B F ( Elaeagnus
pungens)%, HAEARMER D, HZERN 200 LA, L
RESHE, 55 F ILE BB (Microsorium fortunei) |
£ B J (Chirita eburnea) %, EREY TEG LR
(Bauhinia championii) . % [ #] ( Pterolobium puncta-
tum) %,

HE R R

Table 1 The description of experimental plots

RS HERXECD BWE®) HABRBROD AR
Plot No.  Total cover of community Slope Ratio of rock bareness Organic matter pH  NO& PO%) K% Ca(%)
Q 80 15 30 5.34 6.16 0.24 0. 04 1.11 0. 63
Q2 80 5 25 3.51 4,89 0.20 0.05 1.55 0.31
Q3 80 30 20 4.54 5.61 0.24 0.05 1.53 0.44
Q4 70 5 10 3.62 5.59 0.22 0.04 1.52 0.54
Q5 85 15 15 5.34 5.57 0. 27 0.04 1.78 0.48
Q6 75 15 20 4,02 6. 24 0.23 0.05 1. 60 0.71
Q7 75 55 40 7.64 6. 70 0. 38 0. 06 1.76 0.79
Q8 80 50 35 8.51 5.47 0.40 0. 06 1.34 0.75
Q9 90 5 10 3.51 6. 89 0.22 0.11 1,23 0. 69
Q10 60 10 75 2.76 6.47 0.20 0.10 1.20 0. 36
Ql1 85 12 10 3.45 7.85 0.20 0.05 0.56 0.01
SO AR, FER 1500~20% , MAMER LT ILRE
D=1]N=11 .. ~ .
I #F (Alchornea trewioides) | 4% 4 %5 & (Sageretia rugo-
D=2 |N=7 sa)F, BARMERER - UELHFE,HHEH30%
b=s | =6 ~60% , i AM¥ 4 B B (Carex lanceolata) %, 2 (]
D11 N=5 BB NS, BERA.
I A% — 7 B 7 — 2 &+ B BB (Ass
10 3 a 1 7 Cinnamomum  burmannii-Osmanthus  fordii-Ophio-
2 2 g pogon japonicus + Carex lanceolata) . B, & ¥EHlL 4.5,
11 6, A TEMAGRLMRERBERS~15°5

B 1 FAEF#E 11 A TWINSPAN S840 R E
Fig.1 Dendrogram of the TWINSPAN classification
of 11 plots of Cinnamomum burmannii community

I A% — A WAL + LR 5 — E LB (Ass.
Cinnamomum burmannii-Osmanthus fordii + Mallotus
philippinensis-Ophiopogon japonicus): 13 & FEHL 3.
A TAREARE RS LA RS U 30°, A AR &
200, LK G R RGP R E T AR
B OX,FFARBEHE R 0.7, AF HE 60N ER,
FARBEFERAE SRES 4 F MM (Platycla-
dus orientalis) FAFEFERE., W TFHLEAFLHH,
EARMEARED, TEE. A WAL

AMBE 10%~20%, LK KRBT, FHRE
7.5 mBEAREE 70% ~85% , W & i B B, Ho P
i 5 MR ER%. TTABREHERO0.7~
0.75,FAF # B 60%~65% , FF AR MER L, FE S
FEL R B R T W (Radermachera sinica) )
M AMT SRR, ARTHESIRBES  EREFEH
R A, TR A FAE A LR,
2 1500~25%, R A BB SE /N L sl VAR
%, BEARUELAMEBEREHE, ZHE 300 ~40%,18
RN RER. KRS, RiEEY 2R LERE.
% (Trachelospermum jasminoides) %, mEB/D.
NHE-—FALUEE+ I LIl —FZLHNL

(Ass. Cinnamomum burmannii-Osmanthus fordii —+
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Ligustrum quihoui-Ophiopogon japonicus) : 1,75 FEH#
1.2, 47 FEEMREFE LA N TR I|E N 5"~
15°, EAMBREE 5% ~300, AR THE™H,
TEEATE - EHEE S m HAREE 80%, K
FARBHEHIE SR 0.65~0. 75, K HEMZE R
657 ~70% B BER 6~9 m, FAFE L F H BARE M4
B EW F M (Cladrastis wilsonii) A FTZH R, AR
TahwE, EARMER D, AT A LR #
M BT T R 1000 ~30% , FE T SR E G
. EARBRMER D, BEHN 200, ELHMEFH,
JERIEY LU R F, B LR 38 (Clematis ar-
mandi) FEF(Smilax china) % , HFE K,

V. HE B+ A LEE - RER+E R
R BEREE M (Ass, Cinnamomum burmannii -Cladrastis
wilsonii + Osmanthus fordii-Pteris ensi formis —+
Pseudocyclosorusk subochthodes): £ & B # 7.8.9,
11, 2345 THREAMREE R 1L A% #Y 78 m S A0 FH 9 A T 3K
WREH 5~ EAMBER 100 ~40%, FHHE
8.5 m BEAMBE 75% ~90% B E, 4
IR LK FR o KR, FFARBRAKE N
0.8, AFZEN 60%~70%, HER 6~10 m, fE4
HAWER, Kt ol (Ligustrun lucidum ) . ER
EWH, BAEREE 15X ~30%, IEM. BHERM
AUNBELGHBEER S fFEMERE ETT.
It %, ERRUSIMRERMEERERN
FOWAAMARE ELE, FEA 50 ~30%., B
EEY) ERE IR BA%E ZERK.
3.2 HEMYMESHYE

Yy Fh RV R R VE A R AL E & R AN R B
MO SE. AR 2ME 2N, BENFEE.
57 BN ) R 20 0 T 4 R N AR Ak il R BT b R R
TEREREALRES AHAREUHYHFEER
FEMRANETENER. FEERERYMZ
HAERBR NS HEAS SR B BREL—
B, BANHEAVHFEERERNZEERES
FTHERN ZABEEAMRA, BYSEREANAR
ERE. XUABENELE R EHER, AL
MLV RAIREEEES, THAESTED,
AN YA BRI AN R, YR B B
BANEEERER HOERRK. BANES6F
N ZEVE B AT B X P IR, IR AR e LD S, AR
BEE. EARBEER, AATRE™E, Y
XtHE L, TR ABGE RS A WL TR AR IR

BRI BRBAE Sh LD BR TR HH
W& EAREMERD . E AL /DR TE, B
B UELR[E RS, R HERE
MERERERE S MHEAPRMKK. BAINEE
EREETHAT E2RERASHA T EER
VL ERABAR S ES L AR,
R HABAFEEBERMY LS HERERA
HEAR - EE T YT EE SR mERE
O, 2R EABYE . STMERSHARE
MEMA R B—, FEEEREEHE P YR EERN
SEANTTSE A0 5 5% =, BEVE SR 4 F B E 18 5
EREEBB A, W EERED BERSE,
2005), MBFAMAMBEAVEEEHWER FRE.
EARMERZ ML, FmHEFE LI
ZRAEREER, TS EEEED.
HT/MERAFNER . RAER—HEAZ
B GEEE S ERAR, EERERNREN, ZH
HEMBHMA S AFHENER, FRHEANE
BEHEEUERER. YRFEETEREEN
IR BB ERIE, T EERBRBIRAANFTAR
BRRKCERBER, BERE/D (R 2D, EBHATM
HAVEBRIANEARSERESTFAERER
B>HABRSHEFERE. WIEBREEABAESR,
ENBAF  FFAEMERS BIEREENYE L
THAHT, MEAFMEEHEANIHEYIE
Z,AUKRANERAESEARESFARMELR
SHARB>EAR. BAL BFANMBEANH S
HEBRNZEACBENTARSEARS>ERZE,
FEOATHEREITARZZER, R TRBEEZ
BE BB EARBERSMARTHREE, &
ERFE T REREAMERE KRR, MR EHWE,
ERHERBEM:THAL BHAVRARERHXER
Z.BHE SBERLA, —ERELBRETIHFAREN
ZRAEIE I B B AR B RE T, H L 50K
SEFLEGREFERAFEN/DERER, Wil
EARMEBEER, NTTZHEERESRIIE
FESEARR>STRAE. BENEESH LYFE
EEBEMYSEEENZEATRAR, T2
SHEAFRNHENENREL D RETEREND
SRAER E—TREHENNF -ERE, FEE
BESYR B HREL, 5 8 MR L, 5
PRERBENRSHIR, TS EREREANEE
HENB O, B EA MRS RS, WO E
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Table 2 Species diversity of 5 associations of Cinnamomum burmannii

BEA BRI = Patrick Simpson Shannon— Pielou
Association type Layers EiT 4 Q%3] £ D Wiener $§% (H) B E
I.\AFE—LAR-EERM FrAE 4 0.5443 1. 028 0.741
EAR 8 0. 7590 1.587 0. 842
HAR 6 0. 7760 1.633 0.912
it 18 0. 8977 2.569 0.889
. A&~ ALEEE R - ELRN AR 12 0. 8054 1. 974 0.794
b N 6 0.7488 1.587 0. 886
AR 2 0. 4647 0. 657 0.948
it 20 0. 8910 2.505 0. 836
I.-HE-—AUEE-FL+-BEHN FFARE 29 0. 8732 2. 645 0. 785
#EAR 8 0. 6841 1.533 0.737
AR 5 0.6928 1. 345 0.835
&it 42 0.9167 2. 940 0.786
V. BE—-AWLEE /ATl —FLHEN AR 21 0.8203 2. 346 0.771
AR 6 0.6262 1.337 0. 746
AR 2 0. 4989 0.692 0.998
it 29 0. 8819 2. 550 0. 757
V. & —FH+ A L — 8 M KRk FAR 15 0.6925 1.761 0. 650
+HEBREREMN WA 20 0.7819 2.271 0. 758
AR 12 0. 8486 2.167 0.872
it 47 0.9247 3.164 0.822
L ar 1 2006) ., FEABFF PR, TWINSPAN 4326 7 sk 847 3
) H D S
- e Low ., B LLDREMRSN 5 MBAKE, RFRXE S, 4
L e a Lo B HESBRARE SRR OER . 1
22| W Low 5§85  RESFTRS, WIS BB E W R ENY
s 5 0'8 1 0.4 §,§ FhEEBEVE P b FE D, A BB 3K 18 58 In & WA 455
25 s BHEBSEFNMER, () TR L EH KR
0 ‘ BFMBETNER 2 —, S5 KA 8 SHEY 4
- =1 1 N
L0 mes At L 000 BRLEBEHE AR SRR W (R
= o - 9 0.9 .o iy . iy -
Be | TEE %2009, BET LM ESAERNE B ERE,
° L 0.8 "5 . p
S5 % 33 tBRRE.KS FAFGRE FEFHNTREM
P - - 4 07 %o v
257 |UTRS mEEEK. PR O ARIERE IR S
- 0.6
10 RN A BRIE R T 0 BEVE B0 40 R 4 AR EL S o
T m w v %° I , 4 Fh AL 30 R R R B TS I A

BMER Association type

B2 sATAERARUNETE B
BEMEZHER R A
Fig, 2 The curves of the richness, evenness and diversity

index of 5 associations of Cinnamomum burmannii

REME. Hit, —MRAREY M FEERLEm
BRYSERENHE, K EER TN — 1
Y B AR B T3 5] B BB B T A AL

4 Wi

(1) TWINSPAN J& — i 3 A8 A A8 9 B 0% o 26
HE A KBEEMR . SHEHN>LEER RS,

MREMERESHF EHRE, 1999 . F3GET
SAEREYESHEE TR, BT EEAILE
BEAGMANTREENAR, AEEHALR
MY EHEEEEE —ENER. EFHLILEE
& EEBE KT MFR S BT E A RE
AN BARH T, R SRR R, B A
HAVRYMLEER, SHEERER  MEREK
RAMEE, BEANTIHERA#MT . MBATHY
BB SRR ENE, YA SR A8
K. Al TEHERFHNERMANTHEE
REEMAEHREENSYMHESHAEENERRER.
ORAFFLEHEBA, AREHIEAK, AORER
B, AFA S TIREE, EHREEZE—EHN
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