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Cunning hamiq |lanceolata Cephalotaxaceae
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Cephalotaxus fortunei 3

Lithocarpus harlandii,

6
Cyclobalanapsis stewardiana,

Fagaceae

Cyclobalanopsis gracilis,

Cyclobalanopsis myrsinaefolia ,

Daphniphyllaceae Daphniphyllum macropodum Lauraceae Litsea coreana var.
sinensis ; 16 Rubi aceae Emmenopterys henryi,
Juglandaceae Cyclocarya paliurus Juglans cathayensis var. formosana

Listea auriculata 3 3, Eurya hebeclados ; 37,

Lindera erythrocarpa, Lindera rubronervia Lindera glauca C 1.
72 ; 12 . 16.7%, 60 83.3%.
(Shannon-Wiener) 1. 938. ) 89 %6, .
1
Table 1  The floristic composition of Grypfomeria fortunei communities
5 /
/
m /% cm cm

Gryptomeria fortunei 250 370. 0 8.0 214 0 432 59
Curninghamia lanceolat 2616.3 0.9 290 83 24
Cephalbotasus fortunei 138 1 <01 13 6 13 6 1
Pseudolarix kaemfi-ei 2.8 <0. 1 35 35 1
Gyclobalanapsis gracilis 27%.9 1.0 28 0 36 123
Lithocarpus harlandii 2697.7 1.0 395 38 79
Daphnphy llum maa-opodum 872. 4 03 175 36 48
Gyclobalanapsis stewardiana 623. 4 0 2 190 4 4 20
Litsar wreana var. sinensis 22,5 0.1 95 31 18
Gyclobalanapsis mysinaeplia 03 <0. 1 Q06 06 1
Grclocarya palivras 6317.6 22 850 105 14
Emmenaopterys henryi 5817.6 2.1 555 10 7 19
Juglans awhayensis var. fanosana 2 000. 6 0.7 355 17 2 6
Cornus controversa 700. 6 03 200 87 8
Litsaa auriculata 441. 8 02 225 150 2
Magnolia o lindrica 187.3 0.1 115 80 3
Quercus aliena var. acuteserrata 145.3 0.1 136 136 1
Meliosma oldhamii 6.2 <<0. 1 35 32 6
Castanea seguinii 0.3 <0. 1 80 80 1
Fraxinus championii 41. 6 <0. 1 70 45 2
Poliothyrsis sinasis 40. 6 <0. 1 70 L7 6
Acer elegantulum 4.7 <<0. 1 50 27 3
Alniphy lum fortunei 18.0 <<0. 1 35 L5 7
Carpinus viminea 9.7 <0. 1 35 L3 3
Hdeaia polycapa 5.7 <0. 1 25 L8 2
Ddlbergia hupeana 31 <0. 1 L7 L4 2
Eurya hebeclados 176.2 0.1 95 35 12
Elaaignus pungens 2.9 <0. 1 30 L2 14
Pittosporum i llicioides 5.1 <<0. 1 25 L0 3
Euwonymus @wmosus 17.9 <<0. 1 40 24 3
Ligustrum molkculum 6.4 <<0. 1 L5 L1 6
Lindera enthroauipa 970. 9 0.3 175 36 48
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gx1
. R Fiihop g BXEz/ T/ sl
mB/% cm cm

W Cudrania tricuspidata 809.0 0.3 25.5 5.1 16
LBk Lindera rubronervia 802.1 0.3 10.5 2.5 111
WW#AH  Lindera glauca 671.7 0.2 7.5 2.2 111
BFH  Mallotus tenuifolius 228.4 0.1 11.5 4.7 9
B8 Toxicodendron d 216.2 0.1 10.0 2.3 24
B Symplocos paniculata 199.2 0.1 5.5 2.0 49
JRA  Alangium platanifolium 134.3 <0.1 12.0 5.0 3
X Viburnum dilatatum 123.3 <0.1 5.5 1.6 46
KB Callicarpa bodinieri 114.7 <0.1 5.5 1.5 41
BIER M Z & Lonicera hemsleyana 107.3 <0.1 4.0 1.9 30
WL Rhododendron mariesii 72.1 <0.1 5.0 3.8 6
W4 Mallotus stewardii 7.7 <0.1 6.0 5.5 3
B HAR  Lindera fruticosa 68.1 <0.1 2.0 0.9 90
B¥Bk X  Stephanandra chinensis 51.1 <0.1 3.0 1.0 44
BA&#  Oriza japonica ' 41.7 <0.1 1.2 0.9 76
R LEIR  Hydrangea angustipetala 40.0 <0.1 2.0 0.9 49
TN Meliosma flexuosa 37.5 <0.1 4.5 3.1 4
BISEIGK  Vibuum plicaturm var. 31.2 <0.1 3.0 1.6 13
FRKH T  Phyllanthus glaucus 25.4 <0.1 3.2 1.6 10
JEH®  Rubus peltatus 21.0 <0.1 1.1 1.0 27
JW#&  Corylus heterophylla var. stuchuenensis 14.9 <0.1 2.0 1.6 7
KHEZE  Padus grayena 12.6 <0.1 2.5 1.5 6
43  Vitex negundo var. cannabifolia 8.1 <0.1 2.5 2.3 2
RIEXE  Viburnum setigerum 7.2 <0.1 2.0 1.4 4
WA  Aralia chinensis 6.8 <0.1 1.5 0.9 9
K&  Clerodendron cyriophylium 6.3 <0.1 2.0 2.0 2
TLBA Lonicera modesta 6.1 <0.1 2.0 1.3 4
AL Corylopsis sinensis 4.9 <0.1 2.0 1.8 2
¥FRH  Euscaphis japonica 3.5 <0.1 1.5 1.5 2
\i#E  Rubus corchorifolius 3.1 <0.1 2.0 2.0 1
FEBENE  Stachyurus chinensis 2.5 <0.1 1.8 1.8 1
RS Clerodendrum burgei 2.1 <0.1 1.1 0.9 3
E£BW  Callicarpa giraldii 2.0 <0.1 1.6 1.6 1
WWHE  Cornus officinalis 1.0 <0.1 1.0 0.8 2
FFIUHE  Crataegus cuneata 0.8 <0.1 1.0 1.0 1
H M Helwingia japonica 0.5 <0.1 0.8 0.8 1
HERMA
B2 Celastrus gemmatus 3.3 <0.1 1.1 1.0 4

Dominant species { * ) calculated by the dominant analysis (Ohsawa 1984)

3.1.2 HEEA4H HULHEKRNEERARIBRBUBENIEEH™ ., HB1TUEY,
FrABERBERESRSN, MAETGH4E, BLEETAFAFTARIR. FRIRE. ERXAIEfE
ARIB. AR BZEFEREENERE (emergent-layer) 771, MMIEMERKAR, BELE 28
~36m, HEHN30%. FRIEBRWEL. BRI, BEEFRK. HIWAK2L Mognolia cylindrica % 7 FiH
PIER, REE20~25m, ZHEHS0%; RANRHYHEEE, BRLEKSN, 2HAHENR. X
BAREF. CRYM Lindera erythocarpa % 13 FHEYHAR, HEN 12~20m, EFEHN60%; EAIE
B IUBAM Lindera glauca . LLR4ME, FIRM, WiEARSE 25 HHEYAR, BN S~10m, ZENS0%;
BANZBIEE, CROME 0 MEWEAR, BH1.5~5.0m, EEHN20%. KFEXET, R
DB, TERABEELEY Anenoron neofiliforme , @ﬁﬁ Elatostema involucratum , X B Arthraxon
hispidus B 4 B Achyranthes bidentata %ﬁﬂﬁﬁo HABRRA-LFARGE, I, EEN. EX. IHF
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Table 2 The floristic composition of Cryptomeria fortunei community
/% ( ) R R
Nyssa sinensis 420 .
Gryptomeria fortunei 5 0Q28)
b
Pseudolarix kaempferi L 5(D
Emmenaopterys henryi Q5@ ¢ 3
Antenoron neofilif orme 397
Pilea notata 29 s
o M
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C 2) ( N ),
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Community structure and regeneration pattern of Crypromeria fortunei
in Mount Tianmu of Zhejiang. China

XIA Aimei's DA Liang-jun', ZHU Hongxia’ ZHAO Ming-shui®
(1. School of Resources and Envivonment Sciences, East China Normal University, Shanghai 200062 China; 2.
College of Agriculture and Biotechnology, Zhejiang Universityy Hangzhou 310029, Zhejiang, China; 3.
Management Bureau, National Naure Reserve of Mount Tiammu, Tin an 311311, Zhejiang, China)

Abstract: In the present paper, the floristic characteristics, community structure, population structure, spatial
distribution and regeneration pattern of Gypromeria fortunei were analyzed and discussed at 1 100 m on Mt. Tianmu
(1 506 m) of Zhejiang, China. According to the data of the analyses, revealed the population of Cryptomeria
Jortunei exhibited clump distribution pattern, single-dominant community type, sporadic type population structure
and is able to natural regenerate. Moreover, the basic poperties of the wmmunity of Crnptomeria fortunei is also
discussed. All the above show us the megeneration type of Cnptomeria fortunei is dominant species of seral stage or

climax community and regeneration in large gap. [ Ch, 3 fig. 2 tab. 25 ref.]

Key words: botany; Gypfomeria fortunei; population structure; spatial distibution; vertical — structure;

regeneration; Mount Tianmu



