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Analysis of life table of Litsea glutinosa population
on the coast in Dongshan Island
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( 1. College of Forestry, Fujian Agricultural and Forestry University, Fuzhou 350001, China;

2. Fujian Academy of Forestry Sciences, Fuzhou 350012, China )
Abstract; In order to reveal the life process of Litsea glutinosa population in the natural vegetation of coast zone, the
aeolian sand L. glutinosa forest on coast of Dongshan Island was investigated. Based on data statistic, the age struc-
ture of L. glutinosa population with the static life table,the curves of survival rate, mortality rate, killing value, mor-
tality density function,cumulative mortality rate , hazard rate function were analyzed. The results showed that the age
structure of this population appeared to distribute in an inversed ] shape and was at the up-growth stage. The survival
curve of the population was between Deevey Il and Deevey [l with two peaks of mortality rate. Four functions (sur-
vival rate,mortality rate, mortality density function, hazard rate ) all indicated that the population increased at the ear-
ly stage and kept stable at the late stage. L. glutinosa is one of the species dominating the southern subtropical ever-
green broad-leaved forest. L. glutinosa is well adapted on soil and light, with fast growth speed, which is an excellent
preclimax species. The results provided fundamental data for the restorationand re-establishment of coast natural veg-
etation at the early research stage.
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K, AEREGMEEBERETEEERENE
. BIYWERPARER,BBRRAARE HEL
SAEMARBEBELT W ERREIE %,
2001; M %,2001), M 20 t4E 50 FREBEBEE
RVt oK T AR 5 |3 A JBR AR A W v B XU U0
M ARBHRCEZRABEHFRRAENEEAR
B, eat i nE R AESTE, RIEEELTH
EAREETHEXMER T E S, 1994; WK E
1999, 3K K HA %, 2000; B L HESE,2003), {HIRE
A BT R BUR A T GRS 5 ,2000; B o4,
2001; R ¥E 5 ,2002; /2 H,2006),50.60 ERWE
EHARAREENRTAFAT RSB EFAR, B
BRI R 2, i ae 2, B — W ER
55| LR R VR T R L R EF R Ak
PRSI TEE R EYSHEENRESE, 5
ERAREA. 3R P REE IR | B K
B B RR A (R 3E L VI SE T AT 2 T BE AR AR BT A
RR, B EFEEE MK E ME R R AR RARE.
BEAEERFHFEENRE THERFENE
SRR (R4S, 1983; 4RM5,1990), ERKRE T
PR RER AT IEE AVERERFEE.
BARFHMOBEHERBZ —, 1 T #4H #h X BT
B R FEX 8 E M TR A BT, & X A P v ¥ By 7
PR — R AT R — RFVAESH B R, 51
BHXAESTEEANREZEARAETEREN.
BEHANRTF 2007 EF BT EREA BT IE
AR IR AR AR T B BV A 9 LA BRI I KUK AR
fTiAE, RIBAR B (Litsea glutinosa) B4 1L & B
PR IR AR AR A LA BT 9 M I XK bR R e E LR S
Fio 3 B URAR B A1 50 00 B 7 2 79 L B4 2= XL
WHREMHREER G, REESTBPRE LN E
BRI Z —, B, AR BR XS, K
HEMBEESEARE BIIMRERERBRMAN &
B3R TRRHTERENERLARAEES
EME. FHEGTRSTRABESENRARZ
—. SOEREBXMARMBEEDFH B EFTRY
mAE SR FimMT K8 T (Silvertown, 1987;
Pk 4, 1995 RARPIEF,2000; HEBERN4F,2001; 8
R %,2002; 4 W BT, 2002; £ & 55,2003 ; Y AF &,
2004 ;5K SCHE %5, 2005; & AL 4, 2005; E B L4,
2006 ; XML H S, 2007 H B A 5,2007) , (HEXRIEF
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1.1 AR XHEER

Wos R AL T8RS 25 L EA B AR &
B 30 KK PR —— R R U b 3 A 9 P, WA T K BB 1 iz
] L FEH 400 m A . B TE 20 HE4E 50 4K
MG EZWR HE LY ARIRTERGEXNY
EEMELIE, A B RMRE T XK, Bzt
HZANTHRBL, L TFERHRAERS. RLS
T E A B 3 Ak 3 hr T 48 2 WV L 237407 N,
117°18' E. BT ERFEESEFNIE, T . RF
H8 NGV KR 945 mm L KE BT
RF5~9 Ah,11 AERF 2 ABIEE.FFY
FEER 1056 mm, FFHREH 20.8 C,HimHx
BAEN36.6 C,kmBEEN3.8C., £EAR
RRKENERMTE, ERERELET~8 AH.F
s 1k, TEBTRRY L, KL EFAHK
HUWEFHA, FKRKEHEEE.
1.2 ARAZE
1.2.1 A& H % BHSMNAERAMESKRFETE, &
23 30 mX20 m BEHL, B AEHL A iR 5 mX5 m Al
ANBETT 24 B, 3 48 BR/PRE DT BRI S ET AR 1 200
m’ (EAFR%,1982; WK £ %,2002), TE&/PNHET
WA FITEBARAE, EXEMNEHEE.
7 FEIEA A TE 1S bR, A B R O Y B IR R
i, G AR, A, B RRITE .
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REAB BRI A Mz, Bt , HRRIE T B SE R R 4 1%
B AR BRI R B et e LA SR, B
HFUES MR RN LRERE IR, F L
EEERARIETRARRAWERNFREH, R
B (Knowles & Grant, 1983; Parker & Peet,
1984) , AR MR A ZE T . RFEHAFHEK
R R B IR IR RN %, BRIE R 3 cm, 0
~3 em H—R%K.3~6 cm N ZREK, MIEKKE K
MADNBIRIIBFRER,B—RRXTRH T R, HF=
BHEITRIE O %, I EHE, 5T & B R &
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e,=T,/liK,=Inl-In.,.
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R, ATIA 4 AR TR s a4
R AEFERCRBEIE T REEL LT HE R
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1 BRERAFAARIEMMHNEEZEHE
Table 1
tree layer of the Litsea glutinosa forest

T ML MY MXTH EEE
Species BHRA HRD ®HRF v

B RE Litsea glutinosa 46,43 10.09 43,75 100.00

W Ficus microcarpa 5.36 69. 18 9.38  83.91

#b Celtis sinensis 19.64  20.28 25.00 64,92

BFB—F Glochidion sp. 21. 42 0.13 15.63 37.18

B E g FIETTHER) sA(t) =

The importance values of chief species in

2 BR52M

2.1 BInHESEDNMA

BRENBEEESH. S4B . TTARE E
AR EARRMZREY, HFREAEYEHRXTFRE
FomUMIRAREMT 6 m WU HEAR, AR
AT R B E B (Curis & Meintosh,1951) 318, ¢
P FTAREMEARHETITEGR 1.2),

BHEE R R BB TEREVE A0 s A0 4R A A9 A
SN BET, FHEMREL , MEMH AT NFE
HEEESTBRAANEE. BRW (Litsea glu-

tinosa )EFFARBMEAREHFEBRERR K, 25 R
100 F1 174. 76 ; L NEEW (Ficus microcar pa) Ff AR
EPRREEM, N8I, HEAERP LB ML
s BT AR WK A B AN (Celtis sinensis) B R TR
—Fh Glochidion sp. . 3 I B 7 B 45 061 & % ¥
HERHERMAE, REHENEEREEMER,

2 BEARKEAETIERMNMNEEER
Table 2 The importance values of chief species in
shrub layer of the Litsea glutinosa forest

Fh 2 XL MXTRHE MXH EEME
Species name B RA HERD HERF v

ZAa s Litsea glutinosa 74.43  65.25 35.07 174.76
#b Celtis sinensis 3.38 15.36  14.17 32.92
LB Murraya exotica 3. 69 1.20 12.68 17.58
BT B —F Glochidi- 3.90 0. 89 8.95 13.75

on sp.
o8P} Lantana camara 3.49 0. 66 8.95 13.11
5t K 81 Litsea coreana 5.54 2.53 4,47  12.56

var, sinensis

BYE W Pandanus tecto- 1. 84 8. 87 1.49  12.22

rius

5000
o
FE 4000
£ > 3000
° |
-~ 2000
e I
<_§ 1000

o

| i 1] I\ \% v vk IX
FEY Age class

A1 B R R

Fig. 1 Age class of Litsea glutinosa population
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PARE % A M AR AT LA 80 /hm® Y 445, &
FRRAFRNRE O AE(E D, BRHHBHEE
JAEWBR ] A, BT R, W RBNARE
Fha  BEEBAERRAEE. i T 0~3
cm) R EEM K, & 1 hm® 3K 4 600 &k, & ERH
FPREBAMEEA 74%; 1-V (3~18 cm) NMEKE
23U 1 633 Bk, iR R B KRR 26. 1065 V-IX (18~27
e E A EE 1 hm® X 24 %, HEFHEH
0.38%. MBEHENSFEE, RAFERNMBE
BTHERE,

MEEEE, I FIREMHEERK WS
FEARER IR EHHEERRENEX
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2.3.1 A4 A FTHELE BEEGRELEFR BT
] (B VR 2 ) o, R R B RE BB P — D FR B AT
7 A1 A B i B o R T RPN A o 3R AR SR TR AR AR
BERE R EERN MRS R 9 MR (E 3.
2.3.2 BEWMENSN FEMANESRRBRTERF

2 [ 4F % (9 A8 AR BL BT S BR R AR B S R B AR
XEBER AR KB N EEAEE 8 R EFT R
8. FETE MR A B TR MEEE RRR E F IR
BE T 28 52 18 i $0 AR A 4 S A I AR R A X AR I T
BE . # Deevey(194T) R4y, — M H 3 FEAL
Bl . Deevey- | 2 (M i 4k, Deevey- 11 B R HELH,
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Table 3 Static life table of Litsea glutinosa population
ﬁ—:ﬁ‘?\g& ?é?,& gﬁ*ﬁ ﬁ?ﬁ'ﬁ ) LD enx d 2) q 3 1 4) T k3] e &) Kx7)
Age class DBH(CM) Mean value Survival individual * x * * * *

I 0~3 1.5 552 1000 6.908 812 0.812 594 863 1.453 1.671
il 3~6 3.5 104 188 5.236 105 0,559 136 269 1.978 0.818
i 6~9 7.5 46 83 4,419 30 0. 361 68 133 1.956 0. 449
I\ 9~12 10. 5 29 53 3,97 29 0. 547 39 65 1. 667 0.792
A% 12~15 13.5 13 24 2.565 17 0.708 16 26 1. 625 1.232
Vi 15~18 16.5 4 7 1.946 5 0.714 5 10 2 1.253
ki 18~21 19.5 1 2 0.963 0 0 2 5 2.5 0
VI 21~24 22.5 1 2 0.963 0 0 2 3 1.5 0
X 24~27 25.5 1 2 0,963 2 — 1 1 1 —

U Stand survival individuals in x age classes; 2 Mortality individuals from x to x-+1 classes; * Mortality rate from x to x-+1 classes;
) Survival individuals from x to x+1 classes; 5 Total survival individuals from x age class to above x age class; ® Expected survival time in indi-
g

viduals of x class; 7’ Lose rate.

R4 4T RBHEE

Table 4 Estimated values of four functions

F sk Age class 124 DBH(CM)  #H #{ Mean value S j) HTEM A0
I 0~3 1.5 0.188 0.812 0.271 0. 456
I 3~6 3.5 0. 083 0.917 0.035 0. 259
| 6~9 7.5 0. 053 0.947 0.010 0. 147
v 9~12 10.5 0.024 0.976 0.010 0. 251
A% 12~15 13.5 0,007 0.993 0. 006 0, 365
Wi 15~18 16.5 0.002 0.998 0.002 0. 370
VI 18~21 19.5 0,002 0. 998 0 0
il 21~24 22.5 0. 002 0.998 0 0
X 24~27 25.5 0 1 0. 001 0.667

L 4 77 % B B Survival rate function; 2 1 BFET- R EE Accumulated mortality rate; 3 56 T- %5 Bl $ Mortality density function; ¥ fE K 2 i

# Hazard rate function

LATFIE B A X S0(E A G\ B A » LA 6 0 1 2 A
FEE2), BRMMEIRRFERRS  FER
BV REN UPHZRWBERZAFTAN THENE
£; 1 BRREERARBI TR, FE &N 4E R 8
ETFERAHBBROEN; IRRFEFELEEREMK. 4
WHBEMEFRAE WL EHEX PR, EEF -8
BENREVIRRZ EHAERE M, FEHER
K ER R BV B0 BB R A U, B R
MERBEIMHAAXNEEE. XHAEREFRRD
HEMBEZERWHBFREAREN; T~ XEEN
EHEE FAMERARKMAEE. NE2H
HEH, BRWAFENFEHZN T Deevey- Il f

Deevey- I BUf £ Z 8] .
2.3.3 ABRATHERSH NEENFLEME
(FIHRFTE(qO MR E K4 (B 3) A LA
EH,BREMMBERIBIEAT R THIE
B, FIRSETo R M 4k 5 BOAE T i 4k (B 3) R I AR
—BAREL, R KT ERFE N SHIET R
BRI

BT RHEHEATE I RRSHEME I
BEGHMHERIBRP HTREE 74%. FAR
BT BT MREFNEZR HYMHFHHE.
YEHNERKSEFERERNZIN AEREHR
#l,MESZANYBE FEARARSETRER
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Fig. 2 Survival curve(lx) of Litsea glutinosa population
EREm, B EEY R EER P R FIHR S
B A= A P AR TR RIIA O R AR W) B e 55 Y [ B (Grubb,
1977;Silvertown, 1987) , BAR W FRESE 1 K4
HRATERH THHENEE M EKENES.
XA R BRI R, R R MR E
B RH .

Shi B FE o e T B — R K A Y
ERRMBELTRCTEREYE. M EATERR. EE
BOUSE T RmIEA IR, MEEEE VIREARE
REHERSESPHATRTEZRFHES., X—
R RERBMEE ERBERROGNE, B E
HESBRP . BRKERTHAZTSEZIINFHET
G, 3K 4 R A DR A B A EE S, B BORE
WHRHRIE, AR BENFREF. X
BAEEREGERINE METREAR. F=ZK
FETC TR AR 3, o B R X T AR R I A AR B SR ik
B —EER, £ FHLAEE AR T 1R B AT B 5T .
2.3.4 AHERBMATH SIAEFIHFH AN
BRI, LA BRI AL AT , LA RARXT B S R A8
AARVEE (B 4), BE 4 WA, AFERERGSH AR
TH, ZRRCREOEHEB LA, BX 2 MEK
HAZIEESY AR R TEH, LA RRA Y
FERTRE, KBRZE HHETRE. K3 P4EG
BE oM AMBSH 3 ME 4 PRBEERHA
() IR /IMEARRT R . B 3 ANET 2R B (B 3.4) FT LA
FHBKE ML (K FETo 2R (a0 TR F R
(RCt)) B 2R AR (b R S AR U, 3 B IE AR A0 B T 2
K.UEHRENFR.

3 HEMIW®

EHE A R B &R (Lauraceae) K2 F 8 (Lit-

FHE% Age class

B3 ERWAELCEARRENL
Fig. 3 qx and Kx value curve of Litsea

glutinosa population

[ \5:,-:. £ A lg(f,-): X/ik(z‘,)For symbol see Tab.2 4

e & e =~ =
8 o0 O 0N
T Y T

o«
N

A Functional value

(=]

| H i} I\ \ Vi Vil VIl IX
FHSER Age class

B4 FAR R RE

Fig. 4 Functional value of Litsea glutinasa population
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M EER &S, B T8 EREERE & E
BESR G » WA TR B T 12 PR LR 4 1 i AR
Z— .o TBARARE N T il S HE A B A RAFTT X
AEAEBH—FMIARNA, ZHHEHER] 4
WA B THKEME MEREWPIEK . EHR
TEBRR R BRI A T Deevey- Il 11 Deevey-
MBZE. ZHBEEEREFTRARVHEFEXRE,
TRl TREEN HEIE B RERTMRKN, EX
T O6IE B R B R — b A K Y BT DUR F

(preclimax species) (FRf8,1986),
ZAMBAERSEPHRAT ZRFETHIEH, [Faf
BRAMEGRTRMERA LB NEL. B
—RFETHEH LA TREIBRHENER TR,
ERMRAFRE BB A5, 2007) . Ll A 06 Rp B (T
20040, WEEH FRHFHR LIEHEEM
ERRANREYRBEH R, EMERE TR
REEHHE., 8 R HEHEATE VIR R AR
RSP, SARMRRFBE LA ST HEEE, 2007
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