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BE: [ 86 ] BRRRAALFHRBEEIAM Eucalyptus grandis NIk 5 A6 %oq, [ Fk] 2wy
M T3 LA BAEMA ARG S, RREAHE, KE 123220mx20m R mﬂmﬁaﬁﬁ%, ¢k P9 4 A
R At S AR ('8 B 454 D, Shannon-Wiener 3544 H. Simpson %% Z 354k H'. Pielou 34 4 E 354k J,,,) F=+i4h
EAMERHATAEMT, [LR] AN EEHY 8T, £BSSH 2 B, ARSI M A T4 I i& Mk
Yy FARES¥EKED, H HMETHRBRENEmd Bk, #RED. HL HEPEFHRTRAE R KM, FREH D,
HEREFBFH (P<005), A THZBENE M, HYWEEAMTERRATLER. PEFRTAREERE (12.01
mhm?) k& BEFTRTEREANE 394533 kgm) FERAEEHF (359.680 gemD) K&, FAED, EAE
HE5¥REM LAY Ff Y EFELFEMX (P<005); EREJ, SEEREAYEFTEZRZEML (P<0.05). [&
# ] EE T RAIAEAEMA TG SN AN FW 0, PR EERP AN BTOXAZATAA TR ARE DK
T, AABERAEZ, B2A3425
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Abstract: [Objective] This study aims to reveal the effects of human interference on species diversity and
biomass in E. grandis plantations. [Method] 12 sample plots of E. grandis plantations (20 mx20 m) with
different interference intensities were set up by typical plot method in Cangping Mountain Park in Ya’an City of
Sichuan Province, to investigate the species composition, species diversity(richness index D, Shannon-Wiener

index H, Simpson dominance index H’, Pielou evenness index .Jg,), and plant layer biomass. [Result] There
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were 87 species of vascular plants belonging to 55 families and 82 genera. The number of species in E. grandis
plantation decreased with increasing interference. The D, H and H' indices of tree layer and herb layer decreased
with the increase of interference intensity. The D, H and H' indices of shrub layer reached the maximum under
moderate disturbance. The difference of D and H indices in tree layer was significant (P<< 0.05). With the
increase of disturbance intensity, the biomass of each plant layer showed different changing trends. The tree
layer had the highest volume (12.01 m*-hm™) under moderate disturbance, while the biomass of shrub layer
(394.533 kg*m™?) and herb layer (359.680 g+ m ) was the highest under light disturbance. The D index of tree
layer and H' index of herb layer were significantly positively correlated with aboveground biomass and total
biomass of herb layer (P<<0.05). The J,,, index of herb layer was significantly positively correlated with total
biomass of herb layer (P<< 0.05). [Conclusion] Moderate disturbance will increase species diversity and
biomass in E. grandis plantation. The relationship between species diversity and biomass is subject to human
interference and natural conditions, and there is no fixed relationship. [Ch, 2 fig. 3 tab. 25 ref.]
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Yrhh Z R R AR B ARPSDROL AN AR MR S R GU R A FE 2R AET, ARy e i D R E Pk A
LRI, BT A ZHENES A Yyt 2 6] B0 O 2 2 R W) b 22 R 1 A 25 R G D e AT A E 25
(S AT A i S 0D 1§V N R L) D R SRS e o 0939 1R AN/ o 7 e = €2 A e =Y 6
FIEP R ZAREZS ([ AR IO, TS AR S R GRS S D REE AL 7, KIS . AR+
PRI BE A B IR AT ZANFHOR BRI, SRR FARAE SRR AR 7 1K, Bl AR S R 0™ H
B ANTIAEARFMAS RGP OEHBROBRHE, CERNESEMRN— P EEN
OO B A BYIEUR R, N TP AR S M A TN R o T AR M P 52 AR T
WP NERESWCR | W e BAIE &R R AEE SR T, SRV 5 T 2 Rk AR A e
K BA R WA REZ I A AR Eucalyptus grandis N THJE TAZSFUN, BA
P . BRI BB MR AR S AR AR S TIRE . ARETE A L 2% PEl A AR N AR A BF 5 %ok
e SN G i R 20 0 /N I NG A S T R o /1 o N T AN B 7 0195 DO 3 S NI .7 LS AN 7
ZRNE RS AR RIC R IR, DUV DA R N TR AR AN A 7= 7 B 5 e SR (R A0l

1 BF % BB 5 #5807 i

1.1 FAREEHR

WFFE XA B 123 Bl (57 T PO 14 22 T R IR IX (29°40'~30°15'N5 102°51'~103°12'E),  Hkb )1 £33 74
2, BUHRT-J ) 7 e e SRk A, Hb P R ARG, SR o %kl R SRR 2 XU T R
R, & TJomoE, Bl g, mmail. FFERER 161 C, & H 1 PSR 6.1 C, &HAH 7TH
SR 25.3 °C5 AR H 218.0d, FEKEIL 17320 mm, A “Kie” ZFk; H B, 4 HE
BN 23%; WEEBK, FVBNRER 79%. WX H SR 2540 8 T 2 i 20 L0 Mk AR w2 A AR, AR
BAR 71.94%, MYIFIREZ, S50 EIFILARMAL A 1000 m DURRILX, +HHEOFEE 1+
Fe b N T AR Tr K 2 ke . 4 01 Ligustrum lucidum . 28 & W 25 Padus wilsonii, 7K ¥2 Metasequoia
glyptostroboides Fit Phoebe zhennan “GFAY) i P F A5 0], HrfokAZ | WIS AE Y 2 bR R B2 T ok
ROIRAEM AP . FEARZ N Alangium chinense. BB . Wil . =320 Rubus lambertianus F1 % 35
K Rauvolfia verticillata “FFEY) S YE AT 25 (8] 3 A Z A SR R Commelinaceae, ZF} Moraceae, #i
Bl Cucurbitaceae, #iF} Solanaceae. FjfiliFl Phytolaccaceae FIFRIAH Y .
1.2 HRAE
12,1 #HHixEL $HREASE IRXNEAZIERER ., KL6. Hikuh. KK T34 MR
AT 7 SRAK, X5 ST 30 B At T b ) PROR R S A B 38 1 T IR . B PR LA N T ARY R 1980 4F- A4
JEM AL B B A ik . KAEZ . T BREER K Platanus acerifolia . S8 Camptotheca acuminata S Fh;
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AR AR RAR . PR, IWFHEEEE T, WM B BRArBIRE . Bl E A
o NTAPI Z2 200 AR b fs RERES . BEUT LGRS . BP4 | 20050 . SCEREYSEE s Tk, 2
BEA AL, N TR B S E R A A DI G . AT LI TR 52 (A i SR | it T A9
9 R T X B,

HETL (A): FEEURENGER, W2 TR T T, 2 AR5 R | 425
K. BYrEH SN, MEOATE, M. AR 0.4~0.5,

FEETIE (B): B2 THIR, S22 BRAMESMIIEE 0, A 9iGshiig i, mpol—E
Wk, A/, M 0.5~0.6.

BT (C): mEIEE, BREENEIT A RARMRERINR ST T MRRBIR, DA AT, M
TR, ek, ARHAIEE 0.7,

ZMOTRE 5 RN 905k, SRR ERETE , FEMER N MRS AT ERE 12 B 20 mx20 m
MAREETT . S ARPFRI DI SR, P EE | R AR T IR LA 4 B KB MR AR 4
10mx10 m BT ARRETT, FFAERE AR AP I B H 6 1> 5 mx5 m MIBEARKETT, 124 1 mx1 m
M ARETT o SEMIFICRIA AR (W =3 m) PIFh . pRE. B, M, Jdis, AR WR<3m,
FEARBEA T AT ) Pk . bR () B, bk IR MR Z R bR, S AR TR F
IO SRR AR R I | B | B SR (R D)o AR MERE B Rb

x1 FEHIELR
Table 1 Information about the sampling plots
s THREEE EHUm BeREC©) BE11/(°) FHiR/em SEHRES /M SE/(Bk-hm™?) AREE
1~4 HETH  610~616  20.6~247  SW228.5~SW236.0 14.3~16.9 10.0~11.3 1001 0.4~0.5
5~8 TEETHE 620~624  34.8~372  NW27.4~NW29.0 18.6~20.1 13.8~15.2 783 0.5~0.6
9~12 BETH  617~619  30.5~335  NW27.2~NW28.1 17.3~18.8 12.1~14.1 905 0.7

122 At gHmalE O IFRESFEAY R EEE (V). TRARZ: V=R 22 B 235 HAE X A5
FE)3; WEARJZE . BARZ: V=X £ BE AR 5 B AR )/3. @ SR o ZHEPEDN BE 7 20 I E LR
S S

e, F&EEIRE (D). D=S; Simpsonf§%(: H' =1- Z P?; Shannon-Wiener #§ %1 : H=— Z PilogP;;
s

i=1 i=1
— Y P;log P; ’ ’

PMwﬁ@E%ﬁum=J%£F—oE¢:E%%ﬁ?%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁmﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ¢%5ﬁn%%

Bl =1, 2, 3, ---, S; S NYFE.
123 AypFegne sl iRE . WTEEBR AL Bt AR AZ I ERED, Kyen RS 1 AR
AR AR R, R AR R B AR R () MR BRI REARZ 0 EY R . R kIR
B OME AR, TER RN BEHLIERL 4 4 1 mx1 m (ORETT, BERETT NI BEAS TR, PRI A o
Je iy I SE G 2 T 105 C BRI R T 30 min, RIS RMLRTRE 2 65 C ML+ 2 & KRk il FA
YT R Y gem
1.3 HFELBES5SEITHH

iz ] Excel 2007, DPS 7.05. Origin7.5 G4 4% B A7 B 5 Ge it b, SRS K 7 25087
% (one-way ANOVA) /i A A TR E T &4 ZREMIR 5. EWEENES, SBHMEX TR Z
FEPEAE 5 Wi Z A AH G

2 RS

21 ARAATHEETHHNARREEZESN

Rt N T AR PSR A B4 At 4 55 8 82 I8 87 Ff . FRAC)Z 21 B} 23 J& 23 Bl WEAKRJZ 25 B 33 )&
3580, HAP)ZEAY 2 8L 2 Fh, 439 JE B R} Leguminosae & Pueraria lobata, T JIF} Araliaceae 7 &
Hedera sinensis; A 27 B 38 J& 40 Ffr, H P ERASAEY) 4 Bl 4 R JA LB, FEHL R IR T R
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U, AHAMCR AR AR . ghdi o AFETARREET , M X TARY R BN D B 2RO BT,
TR BETIX, k2 s AR EEEREAT NN, L1, BEWMEFN/ SR, EEAR
W AR B XS ORI R UL & R, SRR EEEAE TR, AR SR, TR
FAEMHNBIIKES . WK Cryptomeria fortunei . WA —BREA KRB EEEERT . BB Robinia pseudoacacia
REICEMBRN, TERPIEA IR BEARZ SR . AW Reinwardtia indica. KM Celtis sinensis 4J)
WGTERmRE T A K RYF, BT, 7EAR T EEEEERT. AT sy IR E AR, AR
TIEMVER . SARZIEEFZ R Z A TA, X RS N PESR . LSR8 5 Tradescantia fluminensis
SRS, AEEsRAE, PUTPiae R, THURESER AT, TEANE 0T A A 1 6
FAHSE AT A Iy Bkl Phytolacca americana R4 ¥ Humulus scandens, &4 TR P 58, BARFFK T 6E
J1, Sy b E IR SR D s B Diplopterygium glaucum FE52FE T3 X NI A 4340, 1] GERE
T4 X IR I PR wA & B A K . R BR Adiantum capillus-veneri B-2: BHINE , J&85 5 + 36/~ Ml
Y, FEHONISA M, B TIX 0 E) o AMA . JKER Debregeasia orientalis . %k Oreocnide frutescens .
B 25V IKAE Pilea pumila %5 FEW)AE 8 B2 T4 DXCBCA 34 o 37T G5 HAHT T4 BB 7 19 R/ INFIR A= 55 Ay 20K
P
%2 ARATFHTEMAIREEREXYMREEEE
Table 2 Important values of species in different layers of E. grandis plantation in different levels of interference
Bk THRE Yofh B O 2AE
WP MW (0.251 D+ 0T(0.159 8)+7KA2(0.136 7)+48 EFIZE(0.139 4)HWififi(0.062 5)+ —EREAL A (0.086 0)+iIF£(0.0413)
REEFPE MER(0.297 3)+242 57(0.097 2)+7KA2(0.183 4)+HTBHIZE(0.052 6)+TA#E(0.197 5)+/\ A (0.053 9)
Kbt (0.217 2)+72 51(0.154 7)+/KAZ(0.071 6)+ZBEHIZE(0.143 5)+HM#(0.083 8)+ - BREB AK(0.057 2)+ A

Cinnamomum septentrionale(0.050 6)

BRI

BIf(0.177 H+HETHIZE(0.147 1) +H= 529D (0.099 0)+A3 L (0.076 8)+HIHR (0.072 8)+/\FHH(0.067 8)+Zr T (0.066 0)+
AN (0.043 3)

BIEAR (0.209 7)+E 5 I1(0.129 4)+HifRi(0.108 8)+45 EHHZE(0.098 8)+4EIFK(0.055 6)+22 1T (0.048 6)+F1M#f(0.048 8)+
W ARRE (0.048 8)

HEINZE(0.177 8)HiEiiMachilus nanmu(0.134 0)+RifE(0.072 1)+/KFR (0.092 3)+47 #EH(0.067 8)+% 11(0.041 6)+4h
#(0.051 0)+547 Pleioblastus amarus(0.041 1)

T
WAZ hETH
BT

EETI HIEETER (0.553 9+ BE(0.073 4)+EF I\ Zehneria maysorensis(0.042 5)
AR BT AEEREEE(0.491 6)+HL [ (0.117 4)+IE/F Rt (0.055 2)+7 K Ranunculus japonicus (0.054 0)
BIETHI ABERE0.413 8)+FFRIF(0.100 5)+AEE (0.079 8)+iF% 2 /KAE (0.086 8)+F1 3 Solanum Iyratum(0.051 9)
Bl 5 R o A

22 AREFHBEI R A TP E R0

NG B ERIE 2% AL A 1 AR AL 08 A I SR R A ™ A il 2, SRR 123 6] 234 Y

S AN TR s MR TARN DAEREVIMERION AR | HERIE . TIARZR, BRETIX, FE
T, EETIRX; HEFRXMPETXTTAZ D BFHHK (P<0.05), BETHXTAZ H &
FRTRETIX (P<0.05), HARARTHRE MEVRYMZHIEZF A RE . AN TITRAZ
PR ZREPE R AR, HEAR R M RIREEAKPN 8 R . RAJZRIEARIZM D, H. HAEAR T AR
PR —2, BRE TR, T TR FARZMEARR J, ARE T IRXRE AR+
WIS, AR D, H. HNWREVMRREIO P BETX EETIRX, HETX
R, Jo TR E TR ERAR, BARPE T XYM BRIk, (Ham s ER2E. &Za b
e HE TR SRR AR SRR AR, ERPRh AT, Bl s (B oA )V E R s, BV
T e VERZE
23 AEAAAFHTHEBAIRENENZESH

K2 %W IAZREREMREVNEAKICO X BETIX, mETX, 2 A8
RIS 2, FErh TR R TRESRIA™ 1. XAFE TP HE R 8, A BRBEIR A LA LA
Foft ] i 4 R BN A4, e i R AR A7 AR, R RS TP B T DXHR A A B 1% Y LA A o A
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B 1 FRETRTEMATHRBELEEE KRG S IR
Figure 1  Species diversity of E. grandis plantation community in different levels of interference
X ERJEH EA Y
O A B &
& WA EH T A=
600 000 - A HEAJZH R AEM) B ~157
2000001 S WAL A T a 2 a
~300000f R =12F + {— _I_
:E 200 000 a % é ol
£ 100000 R 5
B 500 = ol
] 400 e
HH 300 K 3
200 a i
100 b é
0 0
HETFH SETIR BETHR HETH HETIE BRETR
TR TR

AFVNEFHRFORAR T R K22 57 2 (P<<0.05)
B2 FRETHRTAEMAIARFEELSEREYE

Figure 2 Biomass of E. grandis plantation community in different levels of interference

Ko WERZAEY R LR & THUR A5y, HEARZAY SR Ho Lo Py it At T 3532 i K 3
NSRBI TIX . PEETIRIX . BT, AL, HEAR)Z 09 A i Bl A TP B 0% 38 i i ik
59 WEARZEPE T T AR T HEKE, M ZrEtRm . BAZ 3T REE/NTH T
FRAr T, XN S ZEEAKEY) BRI PR | AR R LI DG, ANERZE R AN YA R B AR
25, PRk A B KRR ZE s 2 & Ophiopogon japonicus BB, A KM/NREE, BARZE A
Yyt . b B ERA T B AN AT B AR BN R T . EE TR TPEETE, BET
X AEY RS, TE TR Z, TETIXEMR, il TEE TR R Eg Ml , K
A dynm, RO TARMEE M R MR R AR, W E TR A 2 A R



258 WroIL R R K A R 20214E4 H 20 H

24 ARAATFHRTHEDFHEZEMESENEXR

KIKW: HIARZ D HFARZM EAYR . AP R R EFIEMNK (P<0.05), KR 5HE
0.61 1 0.57; FeARJE Jy,, SRR AYRZEOMK; FTARZE D, H, HSHERZ YRR/ &
A2 AR A EY) A2 BRI R B (P<0.05). #AJZ H. H'. Jo, SHERZE . HAZH
YRR AN HEARIR D SRR AR, SRARZERE RO, ARNAYEE
TEARJZ Y0 ZAEE B I 2 s a5, BEARZ YR ZAETEBOR, BOE R IUHA, o 5L 275
U, TRES R RAR AR R A . AR HS R ZE M B R AR AR B ARG
(P<<0.05), HWARJR J,, SHEARZEY) B BFIEMRL (P<0.05); HARZUMZHEESTIARZ . EARZ
AP T B E A FARZYR AR S A YRR R BN 0.35~0.59, FAZHIPIF Z MR A &
AR IR I R, AR Y38 5] 00 A RS TE TS AR SRR, fefl A= i

®3 BERAIRTHOFSHEEELSEYMENEXRY

Table 3 Correlation between species diversity index and biomass of E. grandis plantation

ZREMREL
R iH FeRE HEARZ FAR
D H H Jsw D H H Jsw D H H Jsw
TeARZ FMERZE 0.00 -0.10 026 —0.17 -0.24 0.12 048 020  -0.05 0.05 0.00 0.05
o EAEYR S 0.20 -0.01 -0.02 -0.41 0.05 -046 —034 -0.14 -0.02 0.01 0.00 0.04

WAZ  WFEYE 020 -0.01 -0.02 041 0.05 -046 034 —0.14  —0.02 0.01 0.00 0.04
YRR 020  -0.01 —0.02 -0.41 0.05 -046 034 -0.14 -0.02 0.01 000  0.04

WEAYE o061 035 037 —0.34 0.14 -032 -0.16 —0.28 040 053  0.59* 055
FAR  WTAYE 044 020 021 —037 0.00 -054 -029 035 035 046 044 049
GEL7/B5S s 0.57* 030 031 —0.39 0.08 —046 024 —0.34 041 053  0.56% 0.56*

Y * R BEI(P<0.05)
3 ZihEiti

AWFFRAFT . BEE N THRER IR, MBS RES, X 5 E S iR Eh —
o FW AN THMIEARBMEAZ D, H, HHE TR RGN, 5 825" pF98A5 i KUK RR
NARKRIY) D, H. HWEHE NN TP B B R I E5e M2, X al BE- S5 AR A U3 . koL
KA PR ERARESFRRA K. #ARZ D, H, HTEWE TN T AR Em, M6 “PRETH R P,
NN TSR R A0, IR T IR YA K8, MR Z R et Al T8
AR A E JE SO PR SR A A, AT X 2 WA RS Citrus reticulata . il C. maxima
FIMAE Eriobotrya japonica 55844 o BE T4 X AW A ZREMACE A, WIRMTERE IS hor iR 15), B
TERRETEZE , XIS I RE S, RS RS B 1 2 U A R E o AR TR
SRS SR A S MR, S S S R A, & S T X b e AR R g v, T AT
PSR R ZHEVE TS B AR R G AR

FERE N AR T B Fh Z2 1 LA R B SRR 3 SRR (RAEAR) B85, VRN AR LI N REAE
FIMHIE B SE AR S RGEHE AR AT, B 2 BN, MR 2 REE s . 1
J1IaEiR | ARSI BARMR AR B X BT EAT BORMZE S ), EBIFE XA A N AR B A i)
BTN, AR ZSARTT BAMER A p R R 2 . X PTRES TR 2R, D H IRAYIREE A A O,
[l R R KA XA R B 2276 1000 mm DA b, BE/K Bk . Foke, #ulss e (LIS VE R, AT DL 5 44
REFRTAEY A2, dn] GBS WS XA B YR 5 A 0G0 M N TR 2040 1 B SR AY & 444
FRFCATEY), Hrh e A ks T3, SRR i L As i, fEMF R XN A oA, HAEEJE
TR Ao A TR n] Gefn kb T IERAL R, AR THY AR AT .

TARBEREZ NN TR W), REARZFRAZ A5 32 N TR s, H2E 5508
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W, ] RES IO B IX A AME T T AR R A KR O . AN AR SZ 19 Tt EE
ToARTZ O HAEMWE, FrDIEARZ MR A R 32 R AT . A4y SR 2RI 5C R E2ER
AN HIERIRA BFERRD . AU EARAY) B REETRARZYM R BRI 2R
SN FEARJE Y SRR Z R R I, RAARE; RARMRLAARE . X
LS THEAAER | R ORI R M R B B GRS B, FAATEA
RABRGH, ZHMEMA TR SRR ZE AR FAFMAGE ST H0mieE, JF3A T2 % R B
EEE EREEPIHIR M AR Y BRI O, HRRRE . SAG
AR, X ATRE S A S IXHEARKE T N TART , ZARPERY IR MR TR 5e 5 G 5, SEQEAR
JREYEERIED . BRARA YRR ST AN B S R AT S D RE I PR AR ISR, RESORAEZS
RGIRER RIS BT X YRR THEZE T 5L N B RAR Pinus massoniana N TP RIHIFEL AR
& AU SRR ARER 20 AN S BOARE A AR IE ™S XT3 A R R A, IR RES AT X H 1R
RIS 5 o X RREAR APk 22 R 5 R A it S e T R R N TR M 583 ) A 2SR
R BT A ARIRES, TR OIREE . s, TR iEdese, vty mys 2
FEMEZKCEAR T A0 B R B DI, BB SEARHO AR E AR o B DAY 8™ e, 08 AR 3, i
VEAHIE N PESE | A A SRS TR & AR AR A T A P N TIRSSME &, R A SR R ds, 52
DR N AR R | Fpk o USRI LR A TARBOAE BER P 2, FRAGIAK T Ui B s Atk
RWIAAT A LME T /A AVKI ; BD R IR, XHEARJE LG RISk, UL it ek
NASRGEBEE, P AAE T At R E 2 UIRE .
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