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Table 1 The singled samples
(D] /
/% /m /% C *hm™) /m* /@@ /% / /% /% /
1 3L7 1450 483 283 1L4@5 149 18 1900 5.68 4.5 831.0
2 2096 1420 425 38 L1447 128 l51) 1620 816 0.8 22571
3 39.3 9% 6 417 387 16382 10 7 57 1930 1144 P8 1274.6
4 443 926 491 93 04%6 49 54 1654 6.95 76.5 8717
5 48 4 982 510 Pl L5%9 96 53 1576 6.10 24 13773
6 522 1360 630 26 18407 96 55 1773 6.56 .7 1 894.3
7 357 1300 420 24 0.760 2 78 50 1920 7.83 68.8 971.8
8 283 1454 454 25 02514 32 30 2513 5.33 2.4 607. 6
9 462 1430 617 11 19194 47 50 1650 7.04 5.6 30635
10 349 1340 531 91 11301 29 2 1755 13.57 4.1 1374.0
11 363 1920 523 118 3.8%9 3 19 4 47 1920 3.67 282 16188
12 3L0 2186 576 159 260l 6 171 ¥y) 202 7.28 51.8 1 387.3
13 237 1480 255 374 0.660 8 208 4 2413 2411 46.8 307.5
14 488 1980 635 95 68802 149 55 2041 7.31 0.2 43962
15 580 2042 630 27 5378 120 30 2145 4.45 5.4 3725
16 628 2006 689 94 14.736 0 212 28 2301 5.67 7.1 67454
17 5L0 1502 642 119 204110 359 2 1658 3.22 6.5 5105
18 485 1837 642 108 101120 232 27 1982 5.60 581 42808
19 688 1998 758 47 30.908 0 303 15 1 400 3.23 8.5 99303
20 405 2180 694 108 9.000 3 24 4 2% 2280 3.61 6.8 3187.6
21 27.2 1956 543 22 227559 11 4 58 1903 5.45 6.0 13700
22 499 1714 632 16 111920 242 30 1 475 4.55 0.0 44182
23 563 1701 739 92 7.197 3 122 2 20% 4.02 646 4905
24 50.8 1704 675 93 96141 16 8 28 1905 3.53 5.8  5434.0
e, (90 27.0 232 213 635 1210 560 37.0 151 64. 8 3.7 78.7
32
11 24 , M=3 79.5% C 2),
M o . ~
33
, A 1 , A= 0. 84, 4
) 1, 20 3, 4 5 6, 7, 8 10, 13, 9, 11, 12,
21, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 22, 23, 24 C 1),
34



22 2 : 147

2
Table 2 Eigenvalues accumulative contribution rates of the principal components
1 —1 1518 0.684 2 02753 14 0.841 5 027195 —0 3837
2 —2 3834 —0.44 6 —0 1007 15 1.383 5 1 038 6 —0 893
3 —2 7281 —2117 3 1 0306 16 3.0 4 Q0 5%3 0 562 8
4 —2 6836 —2679 4 —02739 17 3042 1 —0685 13476
5 —1. 5046 —2789 8 —03416 18 1.798 0 06625 03903
6 —0. 800 — 1919 8 —06318 19 6. 069 8 — 16735 11638
7 —2 3244 —0.601 9 —03211 20 1.909 8 1589 02958
8 —1. 9281 2.637 7 —087103 21 —0914 1 Q0 6815 —0 818
9 —0. 466 8 —0.452 0 — 1547 22 2.015 4 —08329 —0 1911
10 —2. 418 0.807 0 —07546 23 2027 02001 —0 8744
11 —0.2672 1.577 6 —0 6462 24 1.982 8 02456 —0 4787
12 —0.3658 1L.5% 0 —01044 /% 51.134 0 18 4190 9 HU79
13 —4. 50 1.617 0 37389 56247 2021 10043
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2 301 hm’, 9.50%. ® . . «
. . C ) 1590 hm’,
6.54%., 1 350 hm’, 5.55%.
3.42 HRAR . . . , ,
145. 3 m. 5854.0 hm’, 3 605.2 hm’, 46.20%,
1 824. 1 hm', 50. 60 % 1576. 5 hm’,
86.40%. . . O
. 720 hm’, 39.47%.
() D) . 700 hm’, 38.40%.
©) . . .
, C ) 190 hm', 10.40%. .
70 hm’, 38%. O .
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160 ~ 300 m . 5 894.7 hm’, 4.37%. 122 343. 0
hm’, 83 308. 0 hm’, 82 383. 2 hm’, 63 946. 2 hm’,
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, 16 000 hm', 29.50%. )
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Table 3 The distribution of types of natural forest
/ hm?
/%
2 400.0 2400 0 270
750 0 5.0 3000 900. 0 2000. 0 225
1 813.5 18135 20
720 0 2000 920. 0 104
) 1590 0 190. 0 585.0 1 285.0 36%0. 0 411
7600 0 700. 0 33100 9 000.0 20 610. 0 23 0
10 000 0 720. 0 20000 16 000. 0 28720. 0 32 30
13500 70. 0 400.0 1 280.0 3100. 0 349
2010 0 1730. 0 679%.0 3 678.5 63 213. 5 71 12
551 0 700.0 18 000. 0 19 251. 0 21 66
1500 0 %0 456.0 1 500.0 3550 400
250 0 611.0 2 000.0 2861 0 3In
23010 %0 1767.0 21 500.0 25662 0 28 &
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9. 50%, 5. 16%, 20 64%, 39.68%
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Division of regional types of natural forest in Jishui of Jiangxi

TAO Zheng-ming', GU Xue-ping’s QIAN Qi=ia’s ZHONG Quan-lin’
(1. Institute of Subtopics Crops of Zhejiang, Wenzhou 325005 Zhejiang, China; 2. Institute of Biotechnologys
Wenzhou Academy of Industrial Sciences  Wenzhou 325028 Zhejiang, China; 3. School of Landscape Architecture
and Arts, Zhejiang Forestry College, Linan 311300, Zhejiang China; 4. College of Geogmphical Science,
Fujian Nomal University, Fuzhou 350007 Fujian China)

Abstract: The basic index system of regionalization of types of natural forest was selected from correlative indexes of
natural forest resource and enviomnment in Jishui County of Jiangxi Province through variation coefficient process.
Principal component analysis was adopted to reduce the dimensions of indexes of froest resource and environment to
achieve from the first to the third principal component. Method of fuzzy clustering analysis was applied to divide
regionalization of types of natural forest in 24 towns of Jishui into four regionalizations. Theoretic foundation was
given to sutainable management and utilization of natural forest in Jishui by marking out different tree types of

natural forest of every regionalization. [Ch, 1 fig. 3 tab. 8ref.]
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