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Evaluation of forest community stability in Xianrendong
National Nature Reserve, Liaoning
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Abstract: [Objective] The objective of this study is to evaluate the stability of 9 typical forest communities in
Xianrendong National Nature Reserve, Liaoning Province, and to analyze the main influencing factors.
[Method] Taking the survey data of 9 typical forest communities in the reserve as the data source, the
population regenerative potential, basic community characteristics, species diversity, population niche overlap,
litter characteristics and soil fertility of 9 forest communities were compared, and a stability evaluation system

was constructed based on the above 6 indicators and 44 factors. The subordinate function value method in fuzzy
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mathematic was used to evaluate the stability of each forest community. [Result] (1) Pinus densiflora+Quercus
acutissima-Parthenocissus  tricuspidata+Zanthoxylum schinifolium-Amphicarpaea edgeworthii+Cardamine
leucantha had the best regeneration potential, species diversity and soil fertility. The average value of basic
characteristics of growth and development of P. densiflora-Rubus crataegifolius+Z. schinifolium-Carex
callitrichos var. nana community was the highest. The niche overlap of the 9 communities was similar, and the
litter accumulation and water holding capacity of Q. dentata+Q. acutissima-Indigofera kirilowii+Corylus
heterophylla-Artemisia keiskeana+C. callitrichos var. nana community were the best. (2) The stability ranking
of the 9 forest communities from high to low was P. densiflora+Q. acutissima-P. tricuspidata+Z. schinifolium-
A. edgeworthii+C. leucantha, Q. dentata+Q. acutissima-1. kirilowii+C. heterophylla-A. keiskeana+C.
callitrichos var. nana, Q. acutissima+Q. variabilis-Z. schinifolium~+C. heterophylla-C. callitrichos var. nana, P.
densiflora-Lindera obtusiloba+Rhododendron micranthum-C. callitrichos var. nana, P. densiflora-Z.
schinifolium-C. callitrichos var. nana, Q. mongolica+P. densiflora-R. crataegifolius+R. micranthum-C.
callitrichos var. nana, Q. mongolica-R. crataegifolius-C. callitrichos var. nana, P. densiflora-R.
crataegifolius+Z. schinifolium-C. callitrichos var. nana and Q. dentata+P. densiflora-C. heterophylla-C.
callitrichos var. nana. (3) Among the 6 forest community stability indicators, the load coefficient of population
regenerative potential, species diversity and soil fertility was the largest in the first principal component.
[Conclusion] There are significant differences in the stability of the 9 typical forest communities in
Xianrendong National Nature Reserve, and the main influencing factors are regenerative potential, species
diversity and soil fertility. [Ch, 10 tab. 31 ref.]
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SR E LG R RS SRS SREY, AR REE S e RS, 2
S 0H 70 Z R AR AR REA R RS RS, LR S5 R g A TR B kB )
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FIFHEF SR A PSS s s, AR RFR A . SRS T . MR A L IR . A THRSE, T
FUETEVEM AR R s 18 HEM ARl BOMIEC: s s B s | SR A e Bkt SR AR
HROEEATITN . SRS E IR . A M UEI . MRo23 (B G5 R 1 FmA mT DAL b S B AR AR
REE IR EVES 28 BRTIR, Rt — D IR A, Fetih i ik B SR e H M AE S RS
PIREVR AR . 25 1450 . AR i DL SR R 2%, At 4 1 HL & WA PR PPN AR iR &R, ORI
BIER T, DO BB R PR o i PAN T 1TAN EI G A SRR IR LR AE S R S R
TRIPXTRZEGTE AR X, HiAMEIE Y X R 5K Y X R B SC R AT, MY IR 0% . IX
AR B H0E I A S KB IR A B GRS Pinus densiflora-t% Quercus MRIRHHES , [FIRF IS A R Ginkgo
biloba, ZRALLL G K2 Taxus cuspidata. A Eucomnia ulmoides. ¥ K 5. Glycine soja f1 =W % 2% Lindera
obtusiloba 5 F R HARIAEY) UL AR WA D U 2 R AE S R BRI FR KR . PR K
T, VAT NG SRR K BT, (R AR AR A RN R A = R R A T B A EORAE . A
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AIBIF ST 22 SR TE AR AP DX AR DR BT L el 45 X R AR A R SRR E P i R A FH GO . I,
AHTFELLIL T A FE 5 5% F SR OR3P X A S AR A ST ZR AR TR A TSRS 52, SR PR SR g . HHEvs 2%
ANFAE . WyFhZREE | AR RSO A VS MR SRR A B RE, LURGERAR IS ) S5 R AR, 12 ]
RO 25 V) B SR TR R ORI X0 25 RV OB E MEEA T 85 T, LA R R MR A S R SR
BRI RS BRI A

S

AL TR K 9 3 AR PR3 XL T30 7 4 R T FE T 5 9 A9 B 38 1 X (39°547007~40°03'00 "N,
122°53'24"~123°03'30"E), G\ AIAR 3 574.7 hm®, MBS AR . SR RAR LR BB o by M 380 A DA AR
SEPE LRI (60%) FIA KA MBIRRIE (30%). TR 8.9 C, 4V XRE/KEE 799.0 mm, J& T-H& ik
MR A, PUZRIRAN, IR, OB AU A PRI AR R, AR
B BB LIRS F, BANE )2 0 A0 A 5 AR Quercus mongolica. ¥ [ Bk Q. variabilis . FRA% O.
acutissima . W O. dentata %5 ; WEKZ F B FHAEW Zanthoxylum schinifolium . & Corylus heterophylla
24 & W Rubus crataegifolius. 118 Symplocos paniculata. P 11 [1 Rhododendron micranthum . ¥
Lespedeza bicolor 55 ; W2 FEAEINEE Carex callitrichos var. nana, WHITE AL Isodon inflexus . "%
6, [ A Cynanchum versicolor. iL T 3% Viola rossii. 31 & Achnatherum pekinense. #% |8 Artemisia
keiskeana % .

2 HtRIT %
21 HMgERAE

AL AN [ 52450 19 SR DR A DX M 3 b i PR R B A R AP . IS A BRPR R 22 AR 2L 10 ) 7 - o b
LA TG, SZARE TN, F 2018 4 6—7 H, AL AN EZR 9 H AR X0 X
PRI O A MU ZRARTE R (SRAAR . R FABRARAN i [ bk 3 F AR MRAE 2 Y AR MRV & 3 1) A E
TSGR FERAARMRBEE N B E 20 mx30 m YA A AR 1 B (3R 1), HESE | I S8 3
S5 BRI 2 I 52 BRA B R S8 (GIS) AN T4 % I o XAE ML N BT A7 042 =3 om (AR AR HEAT B A K
R DR A FR . WE . MAR . IR RS TEREHFEHAY O AT A RS 5 mxS m AL
Ji5AY, PGSR AN R AR NS RIS A FEREARE T LA R E 14 1 mx
1 m BREARE Ty, AL SRR Z Y 0 BB 5 B . S i e A R B S B L BRNEORIP S S
TEREHL 20 mx30 m AEHB NI XS MRS 7 B 3 AT AVEIREE AL, REE 0~20 cm EH 8 HREFIR)E
JER AR (AR 100 eod® RYPRTT), b3 AR T E -3 e AL B OR300 )

x1 HHEFRATHEHEKRERL

Table 1 Basic situation of the sample plots in the forest communities

o PEE 4R R j(“j ‘g)é o iﬁ;f/ iﬁ(ﬁ‘?/ s
1 AT AR A ZE R Btk 39°58'55.5” 122°57'48.5" 176.6 14 198  0.70
2 SRR B A B R B RO FFIRAEAR  39°59124.47  122°56'19.17 2318 26 230  0.85
3 FEEHR-A SN R FRITFRIAR 399592257 122°56'18.17  229.8 26 278 0.89
4 TRRA-A SR EIER BN R FFmpk 39°59'19.4"  122°56'15.6" 2434 21 308 0.68
5 IRES-EARES RN RO Bk 39°59'42.8" 122°56'05.3" 2393 19 259  0.65
IRAAHIRAR- 045 Parthenocissus tricuspidata +5 1EH-
6  WiBIK Amphicarpaea edgeworthii + £ FFRIRSCHR 39°59'09.1"  122°57'33.77 1619 30 113 0.75

Cardamine leucantha®ti%
WA+ BRAR-1E AR W Indigofera kirilowii +¥E-#5 18]+

7 e ar EIRAR 3995910147 122°57'46.0" 1750 25 218 0.75
RNE TR
8 IRMRHIE B BR- T TEAR R N ZEFEETR FERIEAR 39°59:02.57  122°57'58.2" 2115 27 219 0.65

9 MR- BR- R AR FHRATRACHR 39°58'58.6” 122°57'58.6" 201.8 31 220 0.70
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B, JFOR AR FIE AT, FRSRA 1 mx1 m BT WRGE X R R Z R 2, RETEY
R, sk BT AT TR, DT Rl A R, IR S EE I T HAR KRR AN
R FKE

22 FNMERRER

221 FBLAHE S EBIEARME AL . GRS TR S BRE Y LE GRS IEA B, M B AR
Dpy<1cm MR, 1<Dpy<3 cm NZIH, Dgy=3 cm M,

222 BEEAASAE EHARIAEE . PR SFEIR R PR AR E IR R, AR
T YRR AR T HEARZ AR Z B T A YR

223 A LA BEEEZFEMEFE S (Shannon-Wiener #5501 Simpson 8%40) . 45) L4544 (Pielou $8 40N
Alatalo 48 %10) A1 =F & £ 48 40 (Margalef 8 %) 1 B WFMh B+ . B AR 15 A0 F"; Shannon-

Wiener 1§ 0 H = —ZPilnPiO Simpson #§ % D = 1 —ZP?O Piclou 8 40 J=H/InS. Alatalo 5 % E, =
i=1 i=1

s -1
[ZP,Z] —1‘/[CXPH—1]O Margalef $§5M, = (S — 1)/InN . Hrf: SFIRYIFEL; P, TR i YR
i=1

DO R (SN |7 I g =S5 N DT S 7l 5 (= e L9 o | P =0 52 A A Rt S N NS 4
224 FBASXEES  HEH Schoener FRET A MEAR BRI AR ZMEASMESE TN HEF, Hit

‘ " BN ‘ \
%://_\\itﬁn‘F[W]: Schoenerij’é‘ﬁOik:]—§Z|Pij—ijo ;H\:EP Oij‘jﬁll—:jﬁkE/‘JéE?&%'fEE%, 0$Ol~k$
=1

L, Py Py 53 30 R Bl i S5 ke 2ESR 7 A9 IR T b0 o B RN A T A YUK T b B 2 R H
Bl ARFBEBR T EL, AHFTER HIFE A
225 AEMAE RBCRGRZE RS RZ DN E R . BORRKE | KRR, DU
SE RS KRN A T U B A A R 3 & R, R 3 IR
S JRTE P B KA K B e LMK R
226 e MRS, FHLERAHLR . AR . A . AT EUE T
Fo EHEAE A LT SR IR TR L R, 3 BT A BOR ] A R B AL A A
PE, AR AR RO TR BCR ] X SO A IE o
2.3 MRAE

K L TR H AR 6 TR 5 AR XIS X 9 A SR BRI T R VE R R I AR R, ST B
6 T AR I IR TSR R s R AT RE SR G . S 5000 TR T S s A B A Ak PR 5 v
ZIRSCHK [10]. SRJEBREE TR ARIT . ()X = (X = Xjmin) / (Xjmax = Xjmin)o ForP: ()X WH i 4>
FETE S j WOTM bR SR R AUE . B (U)X, 0,11 X, 5 i DFEESE j WOTN 45 T P AR b 5L
PP I s Xin T Xjnan 230K BT S SR RETC S j IOPEA 1808 B0 AT TR 5 v 5080 1 24 (B ) e/
(AR RAB N 35 15 A A FRARTHE 7% 25 J0UH b s pRACE Y T2 08, 75 Hh 4% APV A M i o IR HE
%o KRR E 7 225007 (one-way ANOVA) Fllfi /)N i 35 2273 (LSD) X AN 6] ZRARBE V% rh Wy Fh 2 R0 . A
VRPN L IENE R bR T A S . KPR 0=0.05.

3 RS

3.1 ThEEHEN

R 2 AT 9 DARMREEVE I . S LUAIAEAE I S 25 5 o R WA HRR R - b B 75 BRI PR A T2+ 4K
ERFEREIE I L e o 2l Leflde s, WIRhEs, DIAEIMMI Fraxinus rhynchophylla,. ¥ 5 AR AR
R, PVREEE RGBT o RARHRE B AR -TE AR RHRR R N EE FORE IR A 0 LU B e = (55.97%), [H4AR
A, FIRERETIE IR Z o WA IR A R AR FERE IR AR AL - AEAR- R N EE B REVR A . SR el eh
&, DL AFTEZE S5 M+ IR AR B A ZE B VR O SR LIRS Sl 32, IR -7 B RIL-HE DA ZE RERE TS (1 401
PR ARG RS, anaRAs . B AAZ B Juglans mandshurica 55 . P& FPRESEHT I AR T, HALEEE
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Table 2 Regenerative potential of the forest population
e 4t AR ARdERECRE || FEb AiElt WL ARiEREE || MR 4hEe A ARriEAREdR
H's % 1l/% FHE s Bl%e 151/% FHE s W% l/% SFHH

1 12.62 17.54 460.26 4 14.49 4.08 210.34 7 17.07 0.00 152.52
2 9.72 1.34 113.37 5 16.13 1.06 165.13 8 55.97 7.83 655.09
3 7.29 2.08 106.29 6 26.14 25.24 733.48 9 16.79 16.69 480.77

AT A AR, ELRRSSTET R, AR EETE AR
3.2 BEEERHE

B 3 AT 5 BRHAR AN -4 & i+ R *3 HHMEEEEAT
INEERREV | SRR B - DA EE RO U R R - Table 3 General characteristics of the forest communities
A A TR T 10m, PR (o TP A TR B
VIR AR R AR AL T L, [k Fa T fim foom e M VAN
b e I TR
2 7B Tt A EE RERE VR 35 D S8 BRI M2 FLAR AR 3 080 1163 1316 o6 35 22450
%z, SEHTREI R, MO A, S 4 068 1126 1803 3619 35 902.02
FARTEAREA B 2R T 0.80, 1M 2R M -2F B 75 FE M- S 065 864 1335 3720 45 848.27
BN EEFLRETR ()AL Fh AR A MR D, oM AR 6 075 955 1736 3307 36 868.13
P EEAY 0.68;5 DRFA-Ti ALHL-HE P\ ZE BEHE TS R IR AN -— 7075 957 1393 3313 28 795.22
W25+ 08 1 (- \E EREVEAR A . SRR e A 8 065 880 1296 2516 31 717.87
SRR 2 B S, (A R R R A 9 070 741 1075 2482 25 652.28

WM A3 Isodon excisus. H 4§ Chrysanthemum
lavandulifolium FIH2Z 3SR B Kummerowia stipulacea AU T IRFA-T TEM- RN BEMREEV , B sant
ELH Carex siderosticta var. pilosa. B TR Thyrium sinense F1E ¥ Lithospermum erythrorhizon %54 %
T IR 2+ IR R A e, DU Mg M BR 2 MO 250, i v RE S+ . SR
FEARBEHRA K
33 MMEHEE

PMBEE B ARG EE . MR 4 TE T IR RS A R D Re 2 i b 2 ek
RIUA—B BHEDARZYRZHENE2Z RV, W RRER-EAR T R -8 (B BN EEROEVE | AR
AR - 580+ A6 AT 28 5+ A A OK R v A iR A R 0 A EE FCRE VK 1Y Shannon-Wiener $ 25 Al
Simpson AR, H/DIY R FE R S -E TR Pielou F84UR Alatalo 550 V- S {H 5 K1)
R IRAS AR RN EE RIS, S AR-AR B I A EE RO RN A -4 B I+ AR A S B IR 11 3
SYREFRE/N s DRAAHRRBR -+ T AEA-P Y G+ AR R K SRS 1) Margalef F88UR K, S8 AR+IR -
2 S -+ IR -J DA EE R VK N 5 AR -2 B M N BE RO VR T R 2 AUA 520 BRI IRAL 2 DS FPRE
Margalef $8 505 /N . ANE ZRMBES [B]HE A )Z Shannon-Wiener $8 4124 74 .3 (P<<0.01), Margalef $54(2%
FAWE (P>0.05); HFAJZL Pielou #5402 5+ .3 (P<<0.05). HFARMBEEAIZREGGHKE, 9 DARMEE
PRI ZREPETR AR 22 5 BN/ MR SR B R AR A -HRR R - 510+ 75 AE AP B 2+ I AEREOK SR RETS | A=
MEL5 245+ I L - A ZEREREVR | MR+ DR AL -FR SR A ZE RV | MRS+ IBRATR - B A W AR - 48 )+ A B e
7 AR AR5 (BRI N EE BV . RN -5 AR A EE ORIV . S8 AR+ A -2 B i+ BRI
H-BNEE RS . RS- B T AR RO, | S AR-d B BN R R . X 5K UIREY
T Z R — R BT — 2k
34 MEAESMNES

M 5 TR ZHOHVEHEARZEFIRE AR S0 BB 0 BYRORT i 2R (9 e IR T AR 2, Ul B
R EZIEUE THA)Z, FARZHEAE LA BRSO, UL A Z IR
TR RARIE RS R o A BRI AR S B (H R EETTE 0~0.6, ULHHETE P9 FP E) AR 247 o AL
I, Pl A 2507 B B R i A AEAE AR BRSNS [R RSt [ A T B8 5 A — R IR S P A e . AR
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Table 4 Species diversity indexes of the forest communities

5 UNGES T2 E i3
W2 IR F P
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
H 0.91 0.62 0.1 0.34 0.78 128 139 0.93 1.09
D 0.48 0.43 0.05 0.16 0.40 0.65 0.72 0.57 0.66
mkE  J 0.66 0.89 0.16 0.25 0.4 0.66 0.86 0.85 0.99
E, 0.62 0.87 0.41 047 0.57 0.71 0.86 0.88 0.98
M, 0.70 0.24 022 0.74 112 1.61 0.95 0.51 0.45
H  154:0.19ab 151:0.12b 149:042b 138:025b 1940.10a  191£031ab 0.83:047c  1.55:0.53ab 128+0.34b 4.915<0.001
D 0.75:004ab 0.74£0.03ab 0.66=0.12b 0.65:0.10b 0.83x0.02a 0.79:0.08ab 046£026c 0.74x0.14ab 0.64:0.12b 4.002 0.002
WAE  J 090£0.08ab 0.86£0.07ab 0.74:0.11b  0.7740.10b  0.90£0.03ab 0.82+0.07ab 0.84+0.11ab 0.92+0.04a  0.80+0.08b 2.847 0.015
E, 08301l1ab 081x0.10ab 0.61+0.08b 0.66£0.12b 0.82:0.04ab 0.71:0.14b  0.80£0.16ab 0.87+0.08a  0.74x0.11ab3.068 0.010
M, 171£070ab 149:030ab 1.74:0.80ab 156£0.58ab 226+025a 227+080a 092:0.66b 1.71£092ab 1.28+049b 2203 0.051
H  171052ab 150:0.16b 1.55:025ab 145:026b 195:035a 134:028b  1.65:038ab 144:038b  1.530.26ab1.494 0.194
D 072:0.18a 071£006a 0.72:0.09a 0.730.09a 082:007a 071£0.08a 0.75:0.10a 0.65:0.13b  0.74£0.07a 0.953 0.487
BAR J 079%0.15b  0.84:0.06ab 0.82:0.08b  0.81£0.06b  0.89£0.05ab 0.94:0.07a  0.82£0.05b  0.7240.10b  0.90£0.07 ab3.140 0.008
E,  066£0.15b 0.74x0.09ab 0.7320.11ab 0.93£036a 0.81:0.09ab 0.90:0.12a  0.74£0.04ab 0.63£0.11b  0.83x0.11ab2.040 0.069
M, 216072ab 171£026ab 1.72:036ab 138:044b 2320732 1.61:043b 1.79:0.69ab 1.66:0.63ab 1.65£0.50ab1.374 0241
FRifEfb AL
. 767.53 738.20 576.61 627.84 827.03 862.28 774.82 769.48 815.92

WM. H. Shannon-Wienerf§4(; D. Simpsonf&%(; J. Pielouff%; E,. Alatalof§%(; M,. MargaleffE%. [Fl—47 AR 78 %R 2 5 1% (P<0.05),
METFRERERFALE

K5 BHEEMBESHEBRHESBES

Table 5 Distribution pattern of niche overlap index of the forest communities

) A AR TR 1%
T 0,20 0<04<03 03<0;<0.6 0.6<0;<09 0;>09 0,=0 0<0;<03 03<04<0.6 0.6<0;<09 0,>09 WFHIMH
1 3590  23.08 29.49 6.41 513 5527 10.54 15.10 10.26 883  620.16

2 3718 2051 32.05 6.41 385 5882 1634 15.69 3.27 588 556.04

302000 3048 30.48 16.19 286 4632 1842 2421 2.63 842 617.82
4 3516 3187 21.98 6.59 440 6143 12.86 11.90 3.33 1048 56891

5 2868 2647 30.88 13.24 074 5608 1587 15.34 450 820 57329

6 4894 1878 19.05 7.67 556 68.63 5.8 6.54 3.92 1503 58155

7 4722 13.89 27.78 2.78 833 3500 2456 21.64 1111 760 68430

8 1970 2273 024 15.15 000 4503 1637 2632 7.02 526 60297

9 2182 4545 20.00 7.27 545 4286 20.88 29.67 2.20 440 598.57

Vil Oy=0F /R HETE N A A 07 EEBE ORI AN 7 AR A T B Fu il s 0<<Oy << 0.3F /N BEVE PN AR Az 2507 TE B E AF I Y [l ) poxet

o AR A Y A6l

F, 9NRMBEEF RS ER A& AR, HRESEEAHE,
3.5 AEYIFE

M2 6 Al 9 DARMBEIS IV Y E FUE RN 2.87~16.33 t-hm™2, ZFW B (P<0.01). 5 itk-
4B RN BRI R R 2 R T W B B R i, R HRR AR - A A -+ - (8] 8 D\ B2 B I R i
ZIEDE R E AL E S, SR 2+ IR L - DA EE SO RN TR AR AR - M+ LA 7R
GAFERORSERER 1R 5 B R B m . AT ) 25 B i 25 i A 35 ) 2 R K PR BB A AR iR 2 — B,
B R AP /K i P8 S R FFK 3R 9 A R v I 7 W) Gl B K7 /K 50 70.90~589.04 t-hm 2, 25 Sl (i 3%
(P<<0.01), HHB-+HIFRER- 16 A 178 (8] 38 N ZE B RE I8 R IE W) 45 )2 e R Rk e B R fe iy, IRAS -5 AEAR-%
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Table 6 Litter characteristics of the forest communities

=2 PRV U/t hm ) RRFFKE% FRIRK i /(t- hm™) TR
I LR ROWE  CEARE  AWE CkamE it BPEE

226+0.79d 2.08+0.26 ¢ 4.34+1.05d 175.54+25.73b  176.24+36.46 b 3.97+1.49d 3.67+0.56¢c  7.63+1.86d 285.51
6.14+1.21b 9.64+2.66a 15.78+2.10a 348.50+154.58 ab 282.72+70.07 ab 21.40£7.91b 27.25+10.05 a 48.65+13.64 ab 854.47

4.7140.22 ¢ 5.3140.42b 10.03£0.57 bc 343.30+18.57 ab 306.29+49.50 ab 16.17+1.12 bc 16.26£3.39b 32.43+4.02bc  666.81
1.86+£0.35d 1.01+0.38¢c  2.87+0.65d 191.29+21.48b  349.69+21.47 a 3.56+0.79d 3.53x1.14c 7.09+1.50d 344.49
5.60£1.34 bc 8.66+1.74 ab 14.26+2.19 ab 251.49+42.77b  290.09+8.51 ab  14.08+3.42c 25.12+4.71a 39.20+£3.04 b 734.58
5.14+0.12 bc 7.13+1.26 ab 12.27+1.21 b  348.29+41.26 ab 301.46+15.81 ab 17.90+1.64 bc 21.50+3.28 ab 39.40+4.55 b 746.50

1
2
3
4
5
6
7 8.02+0.27a 8.31£3.66ab 16.33+3.90a 369.74+46.76 a  352.00+210.80 a 29.65+3.05a 29.25+£5.17a 58.90+4.29 a 970.28
8 4.56+0.57c¢ 3.24£0.70 bc 7.80+0.45c 385.474+38.37a  293.46+49.04 ab 17.58+1.70 bc 9.51£0.73 bc 27.09+2.35 ¢ 609.33
9 4.69£0.59c¢ 5.75+1.60b 10.45+2.08 bc 284.81+17.51ab 197.72+17.66b 13.36t1.16¢c 11.37+4.22 be 24.73+5.36 ¢ 553.62
F 19.649 8.804 19.148 4.994 1.724 18.487 11.971 24.750

P <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.161 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01

L] AE/ING TR R A R ] 22 57 .25 (P<<0.05)

NEE BRI A R I KB AR AR KRR S YA, ATV PN BB R 20k J2 R0 22 00 il 2 04 B R /K B AR
KB EARK . ZEE LB, W HRRER-TE AR I HR - B HE N Z R MU Y 2RI R, TEEER
KL R AR AR
3.6 TIEREA

7 AT 9 DNARMAEEE I LI EE 22 R A B2 (P>0.05), AHEZEFNEE (P<0.01), K&
FE V& - 498 [ AR 20 10 o A o 28 B S AR S SR ] o AR+ IBR AR - A AR -+ - 45 [+ DA 22 RO R
HEBR, LKA, HikMReEdr, SKM2. ANFRMEE DA . AR . B 2R 2L
W o B 2E Tl i 2 (P<<0.01), ZRAA- =A% 245+ RE L 1 8 DA Z2 FEREVR RN IR AN -HRR AR - M B+ 7 A ARL- PR 72
A TAERROKRSERE VR 1A LIS 0Tt 0 00 v HL I 25 v T AR 5 VR RRASR - A6 R AR -5 (8] 0 DA R
HETR B A SO B o B =, 3K 2.65%; AR FAHRRAER - ML+ AR AT ) S+ 1 B OK SEREVR R R A - — A
L 20+ HE L P - DA EE R 7 00 Bl e RN A R o i A B i, (B SRR IE M 22 A K. SR A i, o
FAA-+IRRAR - ML+ 7 AEARL- P 780 G+ AR R SV 19 3R T $8 A HE 44 e o

RT RHEELTEES

Table 7 Soil fertilities of the forest communities

BEMIZS  HIHEAE/(grom®)  HHEHE/(geem®)  HILE/% HRE % Tl 2 % HEs%  ARECEAR A

1 0.93+0.03 ¢ 2.67+0.12 a 3.74£0.72 ¢ 2.40+0.09 ab  0.50+0.06 bc  0.04+0.01 ¢ 707.28
2 1.11£0.07 a 2.65+0.05 a 2.97£1.04 ¢ 2.37+0.22ab  0.46+0.06 c 0.03+0.01 ¢ 683.19
3 0.98+0.07 be 2.75+0.08 a 421+1.05bc  2.00+0.14bc  0.56+0.03 bc  0.03+0.00 ¢ 706.72
4 0.92+0.05 ¢ 2.72+0.06 a 5.14+0.44bc  2.08£0.05b  0.61+0.03 ab  0.04+0.01 bc 754.71
5 0.68+0.06 d 2.63+£0.07 b 7.81£1.07 a 1.98+0.01 bc  0.71+0.05 a 0.05+0.00 b 805.70
6 0.91£0.10 ¢ 2.68+0.02 a 7.38+3.31a 1.84+0.24 bc  0.69+0.16 ab  0.09+0.02 a 888.54
7 1.22+0.15 ab 2.65+0.08 a 3.51£040 ¢ 2.65+0.08 a 0.47+0.03 ¢ 0.04+0.00 ¢ 746.22
8 1.10+0.08 ab 2.67£0.16 a 5324042b  2.44+0.07 a 0.60+0.02b  0.05+0.00 b 812.33
9 1.06+0.01 b 2.74+0.06 a 2.85+0.05 ¢ 1.66+0.49 ¢ 0.34+0.03d  0.02+0.01 ¢ 601.62
F 11.778 1.320 11.626 7.354 9.645 23.214

P <<0.01 0.265 <<0.01 <<0.01 <0.01 <0.01

LA ARIF/INE T RERTR S R 22 57 2. 25 (P<<0.05)
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APAL (35 8): 9 AR T ASUE 1 AR E /MU A AR AR -+HIRR AR - 3 B+ 7 AR AP 280 2+ AR TR SR A L
PR HIFRAR - FEA S+ - (B R AL RERET | JRAR -+ B PR- T AERPR IR N EE BT | IR - — 1 25+ L
F-EAEE RIS . R AN-T5 AEM-E AN R EE . SO AR+ - B B L R AEE RO L S AR
BB RREE | IR BT+ RS REREE | W+ AR R BRIV

RS HRMEEZERRERYERFHE
Table 8 Subordinate function values of community stability

FRETHTIE ) T SR Wik Z Rt FRpE A S V&R bR SFHE

BEHh
i HIE B HE OB HBE BT HBF R HF R HIE B b
1 0.56 4 0.57 6 0.67 6 0.50 2 0.00 9 0.37 6 0.44 5
2 0.01 8 0.53 7 0.57 7 0.00 9 0.83 2 0.28 8 0.37 6
3 0.00 9 0.69 4 0.00 9 0.48 3 0.56 5 0.37 7 0.35 7
4 0.17 5 1.00 1 0.18 8 0.10 8 0.09 8 0.53 4 0.34 8
5 0.09 6 0.78 3 0.88 2 0.13 7 0.66 4 0.71 3 0.54 4
6 1.00 1 0.86 2 1.00 1 0.20 6 0.67 3 1.00 1 0.79 1
7 0.07 7 0.57 5 0.69 4 1.00 1 1.00 1 0.50 5 0.64 2
8 0.88 2 0.26 8 0.68 5 0.37 4 0.47 6 0.73 2 0.56 3
9 0.60 3 0.00 9 0.74 3 0.33 5 0.39 7 0.00 9 0.34 9
3.8 HMEEREMEMEZRERS DT
XA SRV 055 6 WAR MR VR Fe e MEVTEAN 4R x99 FIHESNTER
FRBg E R AT g R Bos (R 9): 77 3 N FERT Y Table 9 Results of principal components analysis
ST 81.17%, HPEE 1 M FEEE N FHGR O ORHIEE SO RBTR/%
1.90, Tipk#F N 31.66%. HFE 10 /] . 25 1 £l 1 1.90 31.66 31.66
R BEERT I . MR R A ) 1 R R 2 Lol 2683 2831
Bk, 4R34 079, 0.82 F1 0.75, FWIX 3 945 ’ L 2266 s
B FRAAHE 7 o M s R R *10 HRBEEREMSNESHEER
N N Table 10 Component matrix for forest community stability factors
4 WwHE® . ST
S %
4.1 iFig 1 2 3
4.1.1 FEREZHE A AAREFEAR L Ha HRREE FORETT T I 0.79 -0.31 -0.42
RS P Tl BEVE NS Z R R AL e, BEVE N B AL 0.05 0.95 0.12
MRhEE 2 5 ] B EREEZE R IR, TeAREE R 0.82 033 0.16
HAARBEE AR, MREERAR R, R PIRSIEE S ces o cea oS
(UM EERBEA SR m AR F AR AOR 6 e, ng RO Ol oo
TN 0.75 0.56 0.20

T ARG AR AR KRB S mly, DRV
PR BB 0, AR I e S A7 A LR ke
BIRE I hf, fF—E R FIE TREE IR ETE . AP, SRS FURREREE VR B0 R e 358 v 1 A X e
WHZTERE Quercus Te AR UK FEBRFIMAR 4T . S 2, R R A H MR, RS
TERAR T RREAEE, R IFIEARSEMIZ, IR G IS, s e i, X SR aEs
WG H—50, B =42 Picea jezoensis-V3 ¥ Abies nephrolepis &1 1RSSR H BT 1 W 8 4 F Hofth 2 Fh Ak
MRS, R MRt

4.12 YA AR B EAR R RGP h PR SRR R REE 2 T R R R bR, 2RI
FEPER R W —E A2 . RENE S Y 2R SC | BUF AR R 388 £5 R 55 5 Wkt L - i
5%, HERIFATEE—FY, KESHER RV . YR 28 3 T Re 2RI R TC A A 14 in 52 3%t
HEERUE MR IERUN ), PrFh Z e S AR, MU SR EEEE 2, i SR A ST
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TORAAAEZE 5, G THen, BEAICHT SR 1o, ZRHR30IG IR J1hase, AR TREE
Fart o (I FE S AR R A5, SRR E MR U e R B W Z WA AE B B
PRRPT AR, SRR RS RIS YR 2R RN —B,  AnRAA-HRRAR- b B 7 AR R A
GAFIAEIOR SRS MR -HRRAR - A A 5 A5 -85 18]+ DA 2 RO R 7 URR AR+ B2 AR -7 B A+ - A 22 R
R Z A, AR e M BRI s TS AR - B R N B R R 2R AR, R
R T ARAS -4 S T AR R DA ZE SRV R + R A AR R N EERERE TS o R A5 R 5 T e S AP X
FEACLL TP TR RIS IR A5 AR . X R Fh ZREVE RIS AR MM B 46, (R Z R S T
HRUEMEIFE— R IEM R . XX SRR R ZA LT 2 F. OFFK S DIRe 2020 s m
AR, REORRZRF Z SR SRS R R RIIFA—B BIansk B E D XF 22184
PRIBASHRAGIT S 25 R s . ASPRIR SRR E T 5 TR R 2 Rl ZREVE R ORGSR AR B2 1P
ZHERIEAC; QPIREEES | N ZFEERIE, EXELLT, YFh 2 RE 330 U8 5 2 i AR ] i
Uifg, HItYR A SRERIEMCOCR, STREE, WA TR 451 R DI RE ) 52 i
AR, BEEREEZRAHED, HAh, mTREEFEEZSHE L, Fl—REn] RN HA R E
FE UM R ) 2R —FR e MG &R
413 XA ABFALEG PR DR R E N R SR T R T KN AR
H, MR R A PR A EE RO I IR H AR, A PR B R S AN 2.85%,  [R]INEAE I T SR me i AL
AR AR AR, IR 2E, I E AR B IR A R, RO R e IR,
AN RIS AN AT D YL BGER 3, A AR AR R K L . R IERR R, IR
5 BEmHh . S5HFE LR R A O, g oKy L SRR s IR PR
T W EE bR —, BRHEPEFRCEMNGIE, IR IR R N R, R A
W, HUEMYARKRFEN ZREFYES, e ESAIRE & EEIEMC. MEYZENFRA
HEVE TR RIS AT, AR A PUR ) BRI, 520 R WIS T MR D R & 4R,
AN A SRR IE YT, IR SR 5 S G 5 v A B AT B R AR . PR, R R AR H 4y
fif AR BE v W VR W 2 e A R0 s HIEEMIEAE R, AT AR R AAPLER R, HEIE A EeERY, A
FITHER AR R RS s RZ, AN VR ZE R, W B IE AR, AR T AR 1Y
FReL R R
42 #ig

ARIFFRLRA 5 TR TS A SRR 808 7, B ZE A PRI R SR JE sREUE T, XL Tl AR
R K AR X9 DN ERMBEE e MEETT T E8 G810, BURLUR S5 . O TR B R % A SR 4%
P 9 NI IS R E M2 R B2, B s BRI 2R A HRRATR - M 75 AL AR 28U &7+ P AR oK
FEREVE . MR HRRAR-E R R - (Bl B N EE OB R | RRBR R B R-TE MBI R - N EE RO . RS- =
ME S 25+ 1001 (- A ZERREVR . RAS - AEAR-R N ZE VTR | S MR R A - B IR R A EE R
% SR B MR NEE RIS . IR -LR S I AR N EE R | MR A R R N EE RV
QFMEETE B T2 B E VKR T, IRl R TREE RO, R D R R R AR R A
fille =2 AR AS B TR FE R &R
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