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Table 1 Importance values in different scales of digurbance in tree layers
T 4 5 IR ck A R B % C % D %
W Castanopsis fargesii 535 30.5 945 485
ZFLHE Castanapsis fissa 639 123. 6 18.2
KK Cunninghamia lanceolata 2.3 250. 6
k% Castanapsis eyrei 2.5 2.6 46 6
LN Pinus massoniana 352
KM Lithocaipus brevicaudatus 0.1 18.5
A Schima superba 15. 2
B Elaeocarpus dhi nensis 2.4
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Figure 1 Plant species of groups in different scales of digurbance in tree layers
Gf NP2 families of gymnosperm;  Gg A #1418 W)@ 44
genera of gymnosperm;  Gs N TFHMIFIEL  species of gynmosperm;  Df
NICT M YRS families of di wotyledon; Dg N HAE W
genexa of dicotyledon; Ds R FE ) T 5 species of dicotyledon
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Figure 2 Species of families in different scales of disturbance in tree hyers
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Figure 3 Genera of families in different scales of distuthance in tree layers
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Figure 4  Species of genera in different scales of disturbance in tree layers
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Table 2 Generic areal types in different scales of disturbance in tree layers

4 i XK M X R ck A% B % C 2 D%
1. 5o A 0 0 0 0 0
2. Wz A 5 4 5 6 0
3. A YN R R 5% I R T 4 AR 1 2 0 2 0
4. A SR A 1 1 1 0 0
5. BRI IN E AT PRI 4 A 1 1 2 1 0
6. FAAHT LI 2 G R o A 1 1 1 0 0
7. I 5 A 4 3 6 5 1
8. Ll 4 A 2 2 1 1 0
9. ZRIEANALSE Y] 4y A 2 3 2 4 0
10. A5 4 A1 0 0 0 0 0
11, iR 5 A 0 0 0 0 0
12, Hirbg X, P50 & PO A 0 0 0 0 0
13. HE5 A 0 0 0 0 0
14. KI5 A 1 1 2 4 0
15. HERA A 1 1 0 0 1
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Table 3 Canparisons of the floristic relationship with some other regions in China
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X ck 2 27 23 25 7 1 12 14 13 12 25 9 2 2 0 0
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CH 23 22 16 24 4 11 11 11 10 6 19 10 2 1 1 1
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Restoration ecology on the Castanopsis
fargesii forest in Wuyishan, Fujian

[ . The effects of different scale of artificial disturbance
on the flora of tree layer of Castanopsis fargesii

LIN Yuan-tai
(Forestry Committee of Wuyishan Cityy, Wuyishan 354300 Fujian China)

Abstract; The effect of the different scale of artificial disturbance (ck, the original forest; A, the regeneration of
selection cutting; B, the natural regenemtion; C, the natural regeneration promoted by artificial measure and class; D,
Chinese fir) on the restoration of the Castanopsis fargesii forest in Wuyishan, Fujian is discussed through the flora of tree
layer. The results show that the Castanopsis fargesii is dominant in the tree layer of ck, class A and class B. The
intolerant tree species, Castanopsis fargesii is dominant in the tree layer of &, class A and class B. The intolerant tree
speciess Castanopsis fisaa is the first dominant species and the climax species, Castanopsis fargesii is the second dominant
species while the dominant species in the tree layer change essentially, and Chinese fir becomes dominant influenced by
aftificial planting. The cmposition of species, the number of species and genus in every family; the distribution kind of
gemnus, the public spedes adjacent to the area and the coefficient of species among populations reduce or decrease as the
“S” pattern with the enhancement in the scale of artificial distutbance through the analysis of the flora of tree straum. D
class, Chinese fir, the tree layers indice are more different from that of natural Castanopsis fargesii forest because of the

ontrol on the cammunity by the dominant species-Chinese fir. And other regenerations will go back to climax community .
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