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Table 1 Calculation method and test standard of the aggregated indices
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Table 2 Spatial pattem of Chinese fir and its associated species in Mount Hutuo
David Cassie
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Spatial distribution pattern of Chinese fir and its

associated tree species in Mount Hutuo

CAO Guang-qgiu's LIN Sizu's CAO Z-lin', DING Bi’
(1. Faculty of Forestry, Fujian Agriculture and Forestry Univessity, Nanping 353001, Fujian China; 2. Fujian
Academy of Forestty, Fuzhou 350012, Fujian, China)

Abstract: The spatial distribution pattern of Cunninghamia lanceolata (Chirese fir) and its associated tree species
in Mount Hutou were analyzed using different indices of aggregated intersity. The result showed that spatial
distribution pattern of different tree class of Chinese fir and its associated tree species were aggregation distribution
basically, the more large of tree class, the more apparent the dispersion of different populations. The aggregated
intensity of Cunninghamia lanceolata, Castangpsis carlesii and Engelhardtia fenzelii were presented from bigness to
smallness, Aliphyllum fortunei and Sdhiima superba presented from bigness, smallness, bigness and to smallness,
Daphniphyllum oldhamii and Castanopsis fargesii presented from smallness, bigness and to smallness. The main
reason of aggregation distribution in low tree class was environment, the main reason of aggregation distribution in

high tree class was envinnment or aggregation nature of itself.

Key words: semi-natural mixed forest; Curminghamia lanceolata (Chinese fir); associated tree species; spatial

distribution pattern



