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of major tree species of rare plant community
in Houhe Nature Reserve
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Abstract: This study was made on a permanent plot in a rare plant community in the Houhe Nature Reserve, central
China. The authors identified and measured all trees in the plot to quantify the community structure and regenerative
characteristics of the forest. The forest community was comprised of 19 major tree species including 5 rare and endan-
gered species. The population structures of the different tree species were categorized into four regeneration types
based on their size-class frequency distribution patterns; Unimodal type, Sporadic type, Inverse-J type, L type. Uni-
modal type species were the lack of regeneration seedlings. The sporadic type species and inverse-J type species were
major trees in canopy, which could regenerate through seeds and sprouts from roots and stumps. The evergreen
broad-leaved tree species with L type had few size classes, which sexual reproduction was preponderant. The succes-
sional stage of the forest was classified as a climax community, the rare and endangered tree species were stable and
they would live for a long time in the community.
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R 2 B V8 0 2 AR A, RS R AR B TR AL B Fh
REBUEE A, XT P B Rh R A R B BTN SR R BB
MIER SRR AMEENEERATEERT X
GERRE.2000), MBENEREHNEEZXRZIY
ARG RERERFENRBREY BN XEIE
HEDISHEM EERIRBIFAE, 2000, BT
YRR ER MR E , AR RS AT FEn Y
FHEAT R BESS AT 5T, MROR I 42 Bk A O I BB IR LA
VI B S MR A SN E BB %% T EE 7
GH/NE%,2003) . 7ERERPE BB A/ R ER
BT PR R BN (B R A, 2007) .

I A 3 2o 52 AR B R A BE A W R O AT
B . AR TS T B BF X R R B T3
B 38 10 e 77 R AE B W g (Wang 25,2007 ; Bellingham
&, 2000, 2009; Steinke 2§, 2008; Bk ¥k 2%, 2007;
Nanami % ,2004) , L1 Fr dE 47 A% 2% PREE 75 55 50 BF
F & WP B R O T R GRS, 2009) , X
Y S 3 A B8 i B 2 0 =X Y O BB O B O ST M X A,
FER B G s R BRI 7E R ZMWE LR T, E
AR AL B KB AT B E T R BE S . X R i i
BESAT I B o X D518 AAT#) ¥ & (Bond %,
2001), WHEER T ANUAE dEFF R MR BF IS B0 R e ey
HASE IR EEANER, Rt 3% a4
RS R AER., TEERREITIHAE—
B3 7 VB9 . A0 9K K PR S (2009) X 3 B G M 2 A
I AT » MRk 25 (2008) Xt = B T 42 1L P 1L 9 1k 4
R KR AR B I DF 5T, AR 4 AR 25 (1998) XiF A L 4
R XK LKE R SRAOE. S EHE
OO XAt il K iL RARFP R E M5, BN E
oK X7 E B BF ST TAE A FHRB B

T BARRT XA AL E R, TP T
PO SIL T HE S, RRELEY ST =
K HEH X Z — 1 AR — SP PG X 48 A 3 2 4 B 4
(PEBEEEEFEETZRS,1990), ZEPK
WHBEURZ EHMAEEmET M IERT
BRI RS CREIAKZ,1999), A 2001 4E, 1 &
BB RDUEY R Z R XA B E P
DR FEMBEE— 1 1 hm® [ EREH UL, Xt iz ke
MBS E & R, % IL%F (2004) . H KR %
(2002 X iZFE M TF R BF 0\ N, SE WA S 4B 5 K
B AE A 25 18], R R RETE T AL T4 B A
FEMBELIRES N E LA 5550 A6 8
DSBS BONRE YR YIR AR . AXBHER

XA 6 4F Ja B AH B E R K B I B Y
AR S R B AR A 7K o0 B0 s 7 AR L OF DL HE
03 v e Ak 1) SRR B BE B LR R O 18] LA g —
PHAREMAEAYHE N SIS R RSN, v
Wt P Bk R R (R 22 K8 .

1 #HRHKXFT &

1.1 R XER

JET BRI X AL T A i, B ks
SR A 2 AR BB L 7R Be AR B A — FB 43 1L, b
B R 110°29'25"~110°40"45" E,30°2"45" ~30°
840" N, HA SR MBS, X% E#H, WK
&, EFHRERIEHoUE. FFYRWmE 1814
mm., RIPFXBARBEE ST H 4 %, 10 MHEBE, 34
MR CEEBRW T & KR L E ST AR
£ 3 - I TR AR | o I AR L 3 HE A S5 OR [)
PR B 7 (T 848, 1997)
1.2 B&ERE

2001 4F 5~6 A, TE R 3 AR O X A% 28 1 b B
WE 11 hm® BEEMH, P0G E LR 110°
32'61" E,30°4'47" N,#3k 1 330 m Z&2 45, 05t bk, 4%
JE24°~69°, HHERNIHEARIE., 2007 4, Xf A
WEERTF L5 m R ARKEFTYFMEE, BAKR
EAL. FRA YRR 4> BAAR A & 25 AR D 3, BAR 2 AY
F—1TERHE 1.3 m LT XS, B2
MW E AN ET G4 (1.3 m LUT) B 20 R,
X FEZEME RGN EM R, P RRX
HIREZEE B AR 2K, B MW AR E R AR AR
1.3 #iEaE
1.3.1 €245+ & B DBH>=5 cm MBI $HE,
B &AW R ) EEE (Importance value, IV), IV
= (A X} % & + M3 & % /2 (Chapman %,
2006) , 3¢ HXF IVZZ1 MR AT 5040
1.3.2 ##& M RN (DBH) K/NKZ 51 F
RER/NGSH, DBH <5 cm WM R IC N 414, DBH
=5 cm MR BRICH BER N 5 cm JF 14, 04 54
B 5 om M —NRK. LK/ IE L (Size distri-
bution index,SDID) i+ 5 Fh # i 25 M 42 7 6 7 B
BH B & B (Coefficient of skewness), 3 DA 1t 3k 14
THRPBE T BT 1Y % 224 (Nanami 45,2004 ; #5 7k )| 25,
2006), SDIHHEARXN.
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N RHEEs A FREE DR SR, o B
B MR R AR A, B NN E R
d, SFEHNZ MR R KA RKE D HE. MR
gikgh L RIE-) BN RN R E S ]
SDI A Fu e H A X5/ R BE S5 Ry O P Y, B =
INEGAS K B SDI S EAE H AR K,
1.3.3 ##EH HiTHFERFEBEKSHA
HAEECE. AT R EN RN RS
A1 Fh 1 B 4= # (Sprouting ratio, RS) #1 PMSI,
NSMSI(Nanami %,2004), 43 3 AL F AR K
B RS=WAEANEE/FFFTA M E 8 PMST=
A AR B ZE R TR W 258 NSMST= B 504/
AR EXE. A5 FH.RS=PMSI X NSM-
SI; NSMSI # K, 8 4 fe 1 @ v s PMST 8K, B A=
R YR, XA AXM B LA 1,

3
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The schematic diagram of sprouting

Fig. 1

(a)fP,PgMSI N O0.5,NSMSI % 2;<b)s,PMSI % 1, NSMSI

B 1, PMSIft%F2E NSMSTHE L, BHAERRSH N1
L.3.4 %ttt B U4ANETRMSE S NESK
P U 4L, 3P RS, PMSI . NSMSI {H #47%
REAKBM B EMRI . X 19 M F R SDI $E
HTES B R MBER T Z 0. FARITRE
1£ SPSS16. 0 Py,

2 BIRER

2.1 BEMMAR

P I BB VR P A R A 91 A (LR
FREA) , AL N 25,27 m®/hm?, o B i 4w Al
(FKH,1099; B RIF BRI 5, 1987) A (4 ¥

(Pterostyrax psilophyllus) . 4 8 W ( Dipteronia
sinensis) iE F W (Cercidi phyllum japonicum) Bt
#il (Davidia involucrata) 553 K (Euptelea pleio-
spermum ) EL G 2 (Taxus chinensis) . JKFH B (Tet-
racentron snense ) . /5] ). 75 (Berchemiella wilso-
nii) BB (Emmenopterys henryi) . 5 1 (Ptero-
celtis tatarinowii ) R EE B ( Tapiscia sinensis) €1
¥ (Toona ciliata) % 12 Fp, BV M Z R L H 3
B, UET T G (Acer henryi) ([ F % 14
vt jE A R R 2 X LA B 2k (Camellia cuspi-
data) ¥ (Buxus sinica )% 5 M G @ H- w7 N
HHF, HR 19 MR E=1.5 m B
Bk 1735 Bk, 8 20. 93 m*/hm’ (R D, di FE i
HEER 82.83%,
22 BEERHEN

BEVE S 20 BUZ LR W ., 3 H 451 R Ea)
g e VR 3 R VHPR IR 4 2 = .M
XF L ER R TR A R R SR — R ORI R L SR
Fb PR _TRALERE., T AREREZEKREE.
R ER N 20~35 m, AR BEZY g 4000, WA
T A BB B EWME (Padus wilsonit) 4
BB S S R AM A AR, MER
BES K 5~20 m, BRI EL R 60%, FEH B HF K.
A KB MW (Carpinus turczaninowii ) G ¥y
B EER 1. 5~5 m B E AR 25%,
BEHEW. O EF (1llicium henryi ) % 5 T 5 91 F
R EBRFARGG G R FEAEE 0 E2R,
R /NBE T o B L R AR B0 A [|] AR AT 2025
~95% , EEYR R E KK (Tiarella polyphylla) .
T FE # (Reineckia carnea) 85 M H 3k (Polystichum
tripteron) JEXIEAT R L (Disporopsis aspera) Hag
B ¥ (Carex brunnea) %, HARBEE A —EIFA
S EEANT L5 m BRI E R 5%, BEAh. B K
Z P A R AR AR Y 2 R R
2.3 HERRLEN

19 A~ E YRR B K/NRFE B LA 1 S e KL
W45 (Pterocarya hupehensis) /N, B R BT 1.
BERT 0 B, HEY R R/ADRIBEE I |
(D, ¥EMNMPESEHREEE D RTR2H
K& DAk E) 30~35 cm 2440, HE 4
AN AR RN 5T 25 em, TE R D OR /N 45
o, EFEM A SE AL A L K I SE (Aesculus wil-
sonii )4 YR MR XE] 50 em LA L
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MR B A A5 A B TR & RN AT 5 48 2 4 A
SRR RS, BR g RY | [R] SR AL L f8)-J BY.L A!(Tanou-
chi %,1995; 3k B R %,2004), B 2 nJ A, BIEN
SRR KU TR L A AR L R B RS XS TORR
(Acer palmatum) RK/ING F R 52 %, g 18] BR RS Fh B

BEMEFEB.2FN SR EEEELZS,
2B KR AL /NN AR AL R 0%, B {8)-T
RISrAi; REBF.EHM . SE A, E 1 (Pheobe
sheareri) JE# LW B NMEE T/ RAL, T KEZE

ARG B LB RET RN AR E R,

1 BEIERMMRSH
Table 1 Population parameters of major tree species in the commuity

i Fh EER HEME 5834 BEE(m® KANRIRE
Species Growth-form v No. of all stems  Basal area of all stems SDI
& 3EF X Cyclobalanopsis oxyodon E 12, 36 271 2.78 -0. 0338
REE K Camellia cuspidata E 8. 84 216 1.13 -0.0157
B 1L T Diospyros lotus D 7.40 54 2.59 0. 0069
BIEB Acer henryi D 6.29 92 1.42 -0.0232
HEWME Padus wilsonii D 5.42 91 2.17 -0. 0473
¥ JNHE Acer palmatum D 5.37 82 1.17 -0.0164
BHAM Carpinus turczaninowii D 4,21 83 0. 65 -0, 0070
#HH¥ Buxus sinica E 3. 80 178 0.35 -0, 0010
YW Pheobe sheareri E 3.48 110 0.56 -0.0216
Y Acer franchetii D 2.49 61 0. 81 -0. 0600
BEW Zelkova serrata D 2.45 25 0.70 0. 0058
KIFEE Aesculus wilsonii D 2.25 25 0.70 -0. 0320
WAL WAz Prerocarya hupehensis D 2.02 68 0. 82 -0. 0700
LM Illicium henryi E 1.02 34 0.14 -0. 0044
% Pterostyrax psilophyllus D 5.48 17 2.40 0.0130
£ Dipteronia sinensis D 3.77 248 0.58 -0.0401
HEFW Cercidi phyllum japonicum D 2.54 9 1. 10 -0. 0026
BEH] Davidia involucrata D 1.92 34 0.59 -0. 0365
4iFE AR Euptelea pleiospermum D 1.16 37 0. 27 -0. 0146

E. ¥ B P Evergreen broad-leaved species; D 7% M &M # #f Deciduous broad-leaved species,

HIG 9T ARGz, s R R A A,
2.3 BEEKNBENSR

FEHL Y, 5 A 32 S0 G Rh 1 B A R ERARAK, 38
DI R R 2,E ) . R fi2HFRMRELR K
RG] A L R BN RO OR g A
R TS24 bk 20T A 0 A T RR IR, SE A iy U A
PASzA N . SRR (R 2, AE B UUaRE
SKAETE, WA i 4 Bk s 7% 3 B D 7E B 8 S R 3
PVEE-ATH.RATEEBENHAE N SBBE
PRI GFA R BRIE KA 2,8
A ERAR R, LA AR O O o 5 RIS R B i
TEREH N SR 8/, S A DU bk B B, B A R AR
s HE I EENMBIE R E L E R MBT LR,
PR B X SR —E I,

%t DBH<(5 cm.DBHZ=5 cm, T 12 %M fh 43
B #4719 RS.PMSI,NSMSI i#47 0. 05 7K V-t
Gt EE, 4 DBH<5 cm i, PMSI (4 & %
PR e 8 LW B 257,

KANFIEB S EREENIFHENRGY B M

FKE(N=19,P=0.392)(® 3., BHHEWERFTM. &
BRAR O R K /DR FE BB K, B A AR B R
BB F  HFERADRIBEE S A B,

3 Wik

3.1 MEEHMEER

REFP B PSS 2 B R BT b L FPE T L &
R RMBENEERMGERRE,2004), B
19N FEMF S, BT F . BM . HF SDI R
FE, R M EREREEN. WS
A E S HE®RSE(2002) MR R B AR A -3,
BEF BHFEHNERETAR, BAMUGESE
BN RE OB REN B, DEEHA
R HEEEBNARR, BRAEMBEEPIHL., BWE
BHHETLFREZZT B TERARRZHFRENE,
ZH FEMES T REW RN ERE, KRB
55, BRI TEREE P IR B L i B S R
) 2 FRE THD 9k 53
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Fig. 2 DBH size class frequency distribution for main tree species in the community
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EE MBI . A B AR (2000 W #TL R E
Ly R G BR AR Tl o 6 B T AR T S A R R R BE S
E &M (2004) X K H WM £ (Cryptomeria for-
tuned) BT S5 B 505 390K, PR S5 40 JR 1A) B Y
SHREY AN E RN EEW M. EHAE
Pl shite, BT SRA, MM ERS
FEENAARERE BT M B R THMAL TR

Ve B 2 BT R B R R TRV I A
FEREHE PBRA AR RENESN, BF KRB JEEE
WA, — SRR AARBEMB AR, &
SRIEH AN REMERREEZE EZTHE
TAGSE G @S B A 2 AT TR . Rl A X LRI K
B S AT BTEAROR T2, BRI, SX B RP 28 BUAE ¥

R2 HEIENMERSHE

Table 2 Regenerative characteristics of major tree species in the community

DBH<5 cm DBHZ=5 cm All size classes
TR mmEx L, K WAEEE L, B
pecies Multi - Single- PMSI NSMSI  Multi - Single- PMSI NSMSI PMS] NSMSI
Sprouts . Sprouts
stemmed stemmed stemmed stemmed
2 EX 7 43 59 0.106  6.142 27 33 102 0.209 1,222 0.174 2.235
VNS PP S 4 22 33 0.108  5.500 31 39 87 0.263 1.258 0.226 1.743
BT 1 2 1 0.500  2.000 6 6 38 0.136 1,000 0.152 1.143
jsy et 2 9 4 0.333  4.500 25 36 16 0.610 1,440 0.574 1.667
BEWE 4 23 34 0.105  5.750 4 3 23 0.148  0.750  0.123 3,250
X T b 1 7 3 0.250  7.000 15 18 38 0.283 1,200 0.281 1.563
BHA 1 4 9 0.100 4,000 14 22 33 0.298 1.571  0.263 1,733
% 3 6 91 0.032  2.00 3 1 74 0.039  0.333 0.035 1.167
2 1 1 51 0.019 1,000 9 10 38 0.19t 1,111 0.101 1.100
A 3 10 28 0.097  3.333 5 6 9 0.357 1.200 0.178 2.000
B 0 0 1 0 — 3 6 15 0.167 2,000 0.158 2.000
PNE S 0 0 5 0 — 1 1 18 0.053 1.000  0.042 1.000
el ik ] 3 25 21 0.125  8.333 7 5 7 0.500 0.714  0.263 3.000
ARG 0 0 16 0 — 1 2 15 0.063 2.000 0.031 2.000
EES 0 0 1 0 — 0 0 16 0 — 0 -
& B 22 124 33 0.400  5.636 25 26 18 0.581 1.040 0.480 3.191
EFN 0 0 1 0 — 1 6 1 0.500  6.000  0.333 6.000
HE 7 3 7 6 0.333 2,333 4 3 11 0.267 0.750  0.292 1.429
WA R 1 15 5 0.167 15 4 6 0.400  1.500  0.313 4.200
32 FEMBERRTMIERE

g 2407 A ERY,IJLEA NN EE AR

< EER . N N

2 1.90 . BERIBEAERE S . 0 TR (Y B 1] R0 23 (8] P9 A BR AR AE

- " 40 P , BRG, SL A Fdg AR AR BT &7 5 L A2 BT i (R

£ 140 o FEK e .

5 &,2007), WM BHEAE N —FPEHE R, BFH

° | o @i N N .

5 077 ememn SRR, B6. BN TR B T A T R A

i CHIt: 4 2 N

% 0,401 2 T Mo Lo, DLSE A B A BT IR TR R IR . — BT

mE ¢ LT s o . T e > . L
B o . i T e 0T B DAL R 5 R AR OR
-0.08 -0.06 -0.04 -0.02 0 0.02

KINEIEH Size distribution index

Bl 3 BEFENMEREHMSHARLR
Fig. 3 Relationship between size distribution index
(SDID)of the DBH distribution of main stems and the

sprouting ratio(RSP)among 19 major tree species

8 F LA S A A AR R T FORZE SRR B B RRUE

HKIHHGERAEY B & R 2 Y F e DR 5 3 3w
Bl — R & HE%,1998), ERITMAERS . 2
WEHYEREM TER B . &EMEREH T
BIE 3 B — 5 BRI 3 DLEH AR R O (i AR5,
2009 ; BT HE 2, 2008; Wu %, 2004) , T # &4 7
Hi MR Gmm TR AR e FXERE S
AR ABEKDII, HUSSAERER T, #
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— UL T M TE B AR BN B (DBH <5 cm) , &
WHBEEAZHE R FTEEWM . E KRR+
WAHBEBZEMN, X EELE FTREEP BN K
BMEINENEAE KW BEER,. SR ERDY
KEIET.

Nanami % (2004) XF VL. P8 JU%E 111 % &% 8 v Ak iy
PSR RE AR, EENFY
AR YE SDI A B EMX, XERNMEE WL
REEHBLE 3), Al R FE L TN BB R
AU 7 (5] () 4 b 25 46 1 ) b T SR BB B BE SR R R
M), R BT oT 4 B RER R R F B, 8 4
B 7 BB 5 5 FRATT 9 B M vh 75 0 AR B SRR A% R AR
A A CERE MR, BT AL (9 SR 8 AR AR R, 5 800 4k
5 SDI BAE R LA,
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HEREMBE RN L REGEREHERCGERRE,
2004), M FEMMABRBR S RE ZHED S
ARENNE. FBREYRS, XERFEHL, R
B 2E A0, 4 SE BT B AT, DA A MR A R K
R E M AEBE R AR B TR v REAL T B W T
BB B, HURZ R GENAN T, W RKEIZE
Fi A WA AR M /N 0 R0 R P 46 B 7 B0 VT RE U B L A
He#dwnwEkEgan FERABWAEAY b ENH
. BRPESER REENFWEE MM, L& F
WHRARE . HEHRLT . XA RGN EHEFRE
J1 AR B 3 18 B 5 2 DL 2 BRAR 7 o b R R 3
RE B, B 5 G AR s B0 B R WE
MY HF K, &M RS 2B R,
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