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Abstract: The Rhododendron communities in Wudang District of Guiyang City was studied by sample plot and
quantitative analysis to analyze the plant components, structures, important values and o diversities of different
Rhododendron communities. The research had the following findings. (1)There were four Rhododendron com-
munities in Wudang District of Guiyang City, namely, Rhododendron siderophyllum and Quercus fabrei
(Community I ), Rhododendron siderophyllum, Quercus fabrei and Quercus acutissima (Community I ), Rhodo-
dendron siderophyllum and Quercus acutissima (Community Il ), Rhododendron siderophyllum, Quercus a-
cutissima and Garcinia hanburyi (Community IV ). (2) With Rhododendron siderophyllum as the dominant
plants, the Rhododendron communities also had plants such as Quercus acutissima and Quercus fabrei. In
terms of Margalel index for richness, Simpson index for diversity, Shannon-Wiener index for diversity, the
ranking of four Rhododendron communities was as follows: Community Il >Community I >Community [V >
Community [ ; the ranking for Pielou Evenness index was Community I >Community Il >Community II >

Community IV. (4) When preserving the diversity of the Rhododendron communities, the plants structures of
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Community Il should be used as reference. Community I , Community Il and Community IV should be re-
stored to make their plants structures close to that of Communitylll. [Ch, 1 fig. 2 tab. 14 ref. ]
Key words: forest ecology; Wudang District of Guiyang City; Rhododendron community; quantitative char-

acteristic; o diversity
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Table 1 Important values trait of the Rhododendron communities in Wudang, Guiyang
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