LA R, Journal of Anhui Agri. Sci.2017,45(1):13 - 16

RO S 6K 5 3R S0 R b T R S A M L 2

L
FAME s g B A HVE I I R I 365100)

HWE [0 DB RERS BRI THY S, AFBEAIRAES ZAARBER MRS, [FF ] R AERGARESS R E X
AR THA S HMIATAE, [ LR IBARRAT RN THAA 64 A, $AHMIEHA 2.27, 18 K T A AR ; 3 AN T AL+
F AT, A TRIFR AN SB[ k] TR BRI KRR LA A THAA TG THELE,

KEEIR  AARATM R THAL Y S A
hE 4RSS ST7I18.5 XEkFRIZE A NEHRE 0517 -6611(2017)01 -0013 - 04
Comparison of Undergrowth Plant Diversity of Pure and Mixed Chinese Fir Plantations
HUANG Dong-mei ( Forest Resource Management Station of Youxi County, Youxi, Fujian 365100)
Abstract

dergrowth plant diversity of pure and mixed Chinese fir plantations were investigated by typical standard sample. [ Result] There were 64 spe-

[ Objective ] The aim was to compare the diversity of undergrowth plants in pure and mixed Chinese fir plantations. [ Method] Un-

cies of understory vegetation under mixed forest of Cunninghamia lanceolata and Schima superba, and the diversity index was 2.27, which was
much higher than that of Cunninghamia lanceolata pure forest. The understory vegetation in mixed forest was rich and the number balanced,
more conducive to maintaining the decomposition of soil and water and organic matter. [ Conclusion | The establishment of coniferous and
broad-leaved mixed forest is more conducive to the sustainable development of Chinese fir plantation than pure Chinese fir.
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Table 1  Basic situation of the sites of different Chinese fir mixed patterns
o . . ‘ T .

5 WA (/’5’—?& Yl i‘&{i Bk [a) ﬁlglﬂ)}{ Meie Average diameter q:ﬂ]*)d 1=
No. Forest types Altitude Slope //° Slope Fxposure Canopy Forest agell of breast height Average tree

) m position density é er hight //m
1 (2 N2 216 8 g {37 KRk 0.8 21 16.21 13.45
2 EARARGHRI M 202 8 T AR 0.9 21 16.82 14.05
X ERE = (R A RSB/ HEOr R ME R E L) x 2 BHREDN

100% ., ZkEMEFEHCR F Shannon — wiener 48 5053, ¥ 4] 1
FEHCRH] Pielou B2 P8 MO, UL 15 KR A Simpson
HE,

EER-N
AR BRI AL A AR
IWREEE 2016 - 11 -21

FAM(1970—) , &, BEAAEA, TRIF, N FAKIZH.

2.1 AR TERAN

211 ZEMKHEARZ A, i 2 IR A2 R AUARHE R R A
21 B AR, R LR UR 2, A7 4 B, F2AR4E
MK THEANZ EZLHFIEAZA, LEEAE A 100.43% , 84>
MRIPHEARJZ 1) 33. 48% , YR/ 7B A, BB N 27.76%
HEAH <10.00% KA 13 Fh, UEHTZZ KR AT AR



14 G e 2017 £
R2 ERANEREEERE
Table 2 The importance value of species in shrub layer
e g oz e UEE S REEE S HHERE
pecies Frequency Abundance  Significance frequency /%  abundance//% significance // % value // %
THR Syzygium buxifolium 5 8 0. 81 5.56 2.10 2.31 9.97
Jil#f Juniperus formosana 5 6 0. 58 5.56 1.57 1.66 8.78
KB ZGH4 Eurya muricata 6 10 1.26 6.67 2.62 3. 60 12. 88
J %€ Diplospora dubia 3 3 1.53 3.33 0.79 4.37 8.49
e IR Symplocos lancifolia 5 5 1.03 5.56 1.31 2.94 9. 81
IR llex kwangtungensis 2 2 0.17 2.22 0.52 0.49 3.23
W EALTHG Photinia hirsuta 4 3 0. 66 4. 44 0.79 1. 88 7.12
FE | Damnacanthus indicus 4 5 0.34 4.44 1.31 0.97 6.73
& B2 A Daphniphyllum oldhami 3 8 0.26 3.33 2.10 0.74 6.18
AEHYE Elaeocarpus chinensis 3 3 0.99 3.33 0.79 2.83 6.95
F2AK Cunninghamia lanceolata 12 228 9.55 13.33 59.83 27.27 100. 43
Bl AR Adinandra millettii 8 11 1.26 8.89 2.89 3.60 15.38
NG T Gardenia jasminoides 4 8 0.76 4. 44 2.11 2.17 8.72
LLEEIR Pieris japonica 4 9 2.08 4.45 2.36 5.94 12.75
2835 Ilex chinensis 4 12 1.70 4.44 3. 15 4.85 12.45
BALELBLS Camellia fraterna 2 4 0.59 2.22 1.05 1. 68 4.96
L Symplocos sumuntia 1 3 0. 66 1. 11 0.79 1.88 3.79
AL LB Symplocos congesta 3 17 2. 14 3.33 4.46 6.11 13.90
At Schima superba 4 7 3.28 4. 44 1. 84 9.37 15. 65
F1BEAR Rhaphiolepis indica 1 3 0.76 1.11 0.79 2.17 4.07
INHZSTEAR Abelia parvifolia 7 26 4.61 7.78 6.82 13.16 27.76
41t Total 90 381 35.02 100 100 100 300.00
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Table 3 The importance value of species in herb layer

;Tjjies Frjfuricy Ab:énfnce Sigiiﬁ;ice f *Eza%:/? *EZL%VE . wﬁilﬁliﬁ prﬁfit
requency // % abundance // % significance // % value // %
TEH Dicranopteris dichotoma 11 1 690 688 18.33 78.82 62. 15 159. 31
JLHE Arthraxon hispidus 3 40 45 5.00 1.87 4.07 10.93
FATTE Miscanthus floridulus 6 106 49 10. 00 4.94 4.43 19. 37
LB Fimbristylis diphylloides 3 12 35 5.00 0.56 3.16 8.72
1122 Alpinia japonica 3 5 10 5.00 0.23 0.90 6. 14
FR KRR R Adiantum flabellulatum 7 65 80 11. 67 3.03 7.22 21.92
AR AR B Ophiorrhiza chinensis 1 3 5 1.67 0.14 0.45 2.26
W9 Hicriopteris glauca 9 160 95 15.00 7.46 8.58 31.04
LR TR Cyclosorus parasiticus 8 28 50 13.33 1.31 4.52 19. 16
=R CHE Tetrastigma hemsleyanum 9 35 50 15.00 1.63 4.52 21.15
41t Total 60 2 144 1107 100 100 100 300.00
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Table 4 The importance value of species in shrub layer
s we g ag  UEE RUEE S BEREE e
Species Frequency Abundance  Significance frequency // % abundance // % significance // % value // %
Kt Castanopsis carlesii 7 54 3.65 3.91 8. 11 6.40 18. 42
#% Castanopsis fargesii 8 36 3.13 4.47 5.41 5.50 15.38
L Symplocos sumuntia 5 8 0.58 2.79 1.20 1.01 5.01
W Sarcandra glabra 7 12 0.58 3.91 1. 80 1.01 6.72
i #4458 Bredia quadrangularis 5 9 0.51 2.79 1.35 0.90 5.05
WGEENE Dendrobium longicornu 5 10 0.52 2.79 1.50 0.91 5.21
K& 245 Eurya muricata 4 6 0.79 2.23 0.90 1.38 4.52
X Cyclobalanopsis glauca 6 10 0.90 3.35 1.50 1.58 6.43
U285 Ilex championii 4 6 0.54 2.23 0.90 0.94 4.08
AAif Schima superba 10 160 13.20 5.59 24.02 23.19 52.80
WX = Sloanea sinensis 8 14 1.41 4.47 2.10 2.47 9.04
L3545 Alniphyllum fortunei 6 15 0.54 3.35 2.25 0.94 6.55
AR T Lespedeza bicolor 10 28 1.29 5.59 4.21 2.27 12. 07
5,24 Lindera aggregata 6 10 0.58 3.35 1.50 1.01 5. 86
JEE ffi KBS Rhododendron latoucheae 4 1.01 2.23 0.90 1.77 4.91
AL Eurya nitida 4 9 0.63 2.23 1.35 1.11 4. 69
i Hi A Adinandra millettii 3 12 0.82 1.68 1. 80 1.45 4.93
AKRFEF Litsea pungens 5 10 0.77 2.79 1.50 1.35 5.65
128111 Maesa japonica 3 6 0.51 1.68 0.90 0.89 3.47
Wi llik#E Rubus xanthoneurus 2 6 0.45 1.12 0.90 0.79 2.80
BT llex pubescens 4 5 0.57 2.23 0.75 0.99 3.98
ARIELL . Ormosia xylocarpa 2 7 0.32 1.12 1.05 0.57 2.73
#1B% Rhododendron simsii 1 3 0.31 0. 56 0.45 0.55 1.56
B Itea chinensis 2 3 0. 31 1.12 0.45 0.55 2.12
WZS Camellia oleifera 2 2 1.00 1.12 0. 30 1.77 3.18
KA llex chinensis 2 2 0.59 1.12 0.30 1.03 2.45
BREZS Camellia brevistyla 8 20 2.57 4.47 3.00 4.51 11.98
11 =¥ Sapium discolor 2 2 0.79 1.12 0.30 1.38 2.80
244 Ardisia punctata 1 2 0. 06 0.56 0.30 0.11 0.97
HHFERE Laurocerasus spinulosa 3 15 0. 86 1. 68 2.25 1.52 5.44
4 B Vaccinium carlesii 1 2 0.38 0.56 0. 30 0. 68 1.53
{14 Photinia serrulata 4 6 1.87 2.23 0.90 3.29 6.42
2K Cunninghamia lanceolata 7 87 6.52 3.91 13.06 11. 46 28.43
/N K] Cyclobalanopsis myrsinifolia 4 27 0.13 2.23 4.05 0.23 6.51
JINH B Prerostyrax corymbosus 3 8 0.32 1.68 1.20 1.44 4.32
AE1LER Symplocos chinensis 3 7 0.88 1.68 1.05 1.55 4.28
B4 T Glochidion puberum 3 5 0.98 1. 68 0.75 1.73 4.16
AR Ficus variolosa 3 5 0.82 1.68 0.75 1.44 3.87
25 Camellia sinensis 3 6 0.22 1.68 0.90 0. 38 2.95
AR AE Rhododendron ovatum 2 8 0.98 1.12 1.20 1.73 4.05
KM2F llex latifolia 2 4 3.14 1.12 0. 60 5.52 7.24
B LU Turpinia arguta 2 8 0.36 1.12 1.20 0.63 2.94
Mgt 435 llex asprella 3 5 0.04 1.68 0.75 0.07 2.50
AT Total 179 666 56.92 100 100 100 300.00
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Table 5 The importance value of species in herb layer
e we g ag  UEE RUEE S BEREE e
Species Frequency Abundance  Significance frequency // % abundance // % significance // % value // %
T2 Dicranopteris dichotoma 11 1690 688 11.34 68. 87 50.77 130. 98
9% Woodwardia japonica 3 40 1 3.09 1.63 0.07 4.80
R Lophatherum gracile 6 106 49 6.19 4,32 3.62 14. 12
W9 Hicriopteris glauca 3 12 35 3.09 0.49 2.58 6.16
FR M REE R Adiantum flabellulatum 2 5 10 2.06 0.20 0.74 3.00
K44~ Polygala latouchei 7 65 80 7.23 2.65 5.90 15.78
VBEE Cyperus compressus 3 26 30 3.09 1.06 2.21 6.37
1E1112% Alpinia chinensis 1 3 5 1.03 0.12 0.37 1.52
YEFI LR Cyclosorus parasiticus 9 160 95 9.28 6.52 7.01 22.81
"R Ek Phyllanthus urinaria 4 28 50 4.12 1. 14 3.69 8.95
HATTE Miscanthus floridulus 4 35 50 4.12 1.43 3.69 9.24
HAEIPAR B Ophiorrhiza chinensis 7 120 125 7.22 4.89 9.23 21.33
BRABR Asplenium trichomanes 5 10 15 5.15 0.41 1.11 6. 67
:H Selaginella tamariscina 3 36 30 3.09 1.47 2.21 6.77
F MR R Adiantum flabellulatum 5 10 20 5.15 0.41 1.48 7.04
I 2R W% Ampelopsis cantoniensis 6 26 15 6.19 1. 06 1. 11 8.35
=M ERCHE Tetrastigma hemsleyanum 1 2 2 1.03 0. 08 0.15 1.26
FEERTEE Alyxia sinensis 3 12 10 3.09 0.49 0.74 4.32
+ 4% Smilax glabra 5 25 10 5.15 1.02 0.74 6.91
H5% Viola verecunda 4 18 5 4.12 0.73 0. 37 5.23
2EH4 Inula cappa 5 25 30 5.15 1.02 2.21 8.39
A1 Total 97 2454 1355 100 100 100 300.00
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Table 6 Diversity comparison of different stands at different levels

e =il JE YR ZREVEREEL R R B 5 Rk
Forest types Level Species number // Fift Diversity index Dominance index Evenness index
RS HEARZ 21 1.79 0.37 0.59
Pure Chinese fir AR 10 0.89 0.63 0.38

PSRN 63 1.45 0.46 0.42
EARREHRZE HEARJZ 43 3.02 0.09 0.80
Mixed forest of Cunninghamia lanceolata AR 21 1.40 0.48 0.46
and Schima superba JSELN 64 2.27 0.30 0.55
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