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Niche Characteristics of Dominant Tree Species of Subtropical Evergreen
Broad-leaved Secondary Forest in Dongguan City, Guangdong Province,
China

FENG Mingchun, XIE Huiyan, DENG Ninglong, LI Jiacheng, LUO Zhen, LU Dehao, LIN Na

(College of Forestry and Landscape Architecture, South China Agricultural University, Guangzhou 510642, China)

Abstract: To understand the niche characteristics and succession status of subtropical evergreen broad-leaved
secondary forest community in Dongguan, Guangdong Province, three 1 hm? plots were set up. Levins niche
width and Pianka niche overlap are used to analyze the niche characteristics of the dominant tree species of the
evergreen broad-leaved secondary forest community in Mashan and Yinpingshan Nature Reverses in Dongguan.
The results showed that the secondary forest communities in Mashan and Yinpingshan were mainly composed of
Lauraceae, Rutaceae, Theaceae, Iteaceae, Rubiaceae. The niche width of Acronychia pedunculata, Shichima
superb, Machilus chinensis, Cinnamomum parthenoxylon, Itea chinensis in communities was large, and the niche
width was closely related to the frequency. The niche overlap of dominant tree species ranged from 0 to 0.53,
indicating that the competition of dominant tree species was weak. The succession stages of the three plots are
different. The niche width and the niche overlap of heliophytes were large in Yinpingshan communities, while

those of mesophytes in Mashan community were relatively larger, reflecting the replacement process of evergreen
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broad-leaved forest from heliophytes to mesophytes, these would provide scientific basis for the protection and

management of secondary forest in this area.

Key words: Subtropical evergreen broad-leaved forest; Secondary forest; Dominant tree species; Niche characteristic
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Fig. 1 Distribution of sample plots
1 FEHUEEARG R
Table 1 Basic information of sample plots
FEHh 4% (E) Z&E (N) WK (m) YA Y () HRE FHME (cm) PR (m)
Plot Longitude Latitude Altitude Slope aspect Slope Number Mean DBH Average height
111 Mashan 113°46'36" 22°53'5" 456 7R B Southeast 11 2176 6.9+0.09 5.0+0.04
HYMLl 1 Yinpingshan 1 114°13'44" 22°54"24" 280 7R Southeast 22 1401 9.5£0.15 8.1+0.10
MLl 2 Yinpingshan 2 114°13'50" 22°53'59" 260 7R Southeast 26 2058 8.9+0.11 7.3+0.06
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132 ABAREEE
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SALFFAEHTLE R 4.2.2 58 i, Herpr AR 2 98 RE A
H spaa fLH Y niche.width( &1 5, BN ES
1§ Ff} spaa .7 ] niche.overlap() & HiT 5 .

2 SR
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2
P,g} sl Oy A

2.1 Yy AE R EEE

Sl ICE Y 42 7, S 22 #1378, Jt
2176 Bk, HYMIL 1 RO FEY) 43 b, SR 23 #
36 J&, 1401 ¥k, UL 2 FEHLA R 41 Fh, SRR
27 39 &, 2058 #ko ML 2 WL, 3 MpFHhER 2
B RIRI AR, EEEHLHN 20%, RHBEH
B, JUE WA AEIE R (Machilus chinensis) M54 F s
(Litsea rotundifolia var. oblongifolia). =& Ft. 1l
ARG R EE MR, B 5% Al
(Acronychia pedunculata) i ¥ A€M (Zanthoxylum
avicennae)~ Afuf(Schima superba)~ U5 (Eurya

2 EEHAT 5 MR

Table 2 Top 5 family of importance value

nitida)~ J'H % (Diplospora dubia) Hi ¥ (Gardenia
Jjasminoides)~ WA (Schefflera heptaphylla)7t 3 A~
FEHUISA . SiliFehe, AHRHEZ B AE
B EARSAEOC, B 1A 2 #Eh b BRI R 35 B2
WK, HAEEVMEL 1 Fedrh 2 REHESE 2, E A
255 3 R 2 M 2T RIS, HEA
1, HEEHAE 2.
2.2 RHFESLLTEE

A2 A5 T FE T DURE & &0 Mot B U5 R IR A
B, PIMAR ALY E R, RN IS R B 1 1E
NEREST o JEHUEFE B EAE AT 15 IR R E 35 Fh
THEAESALTERE . 3 M ip A28 A7 95 FE 5 B EHE
A3 FIBARAR R, AR E A 54
P58 EEHEA A —BGER 3). WIE ILFEHB A, £
Ll 1 FEHB I B A% Cinnamomum parthenoxylon)- FaFR &
(Choerospondias axillaris)~ £ JE¥A(Pinus massoniana),
B L 2 FEHL Y 20647 (Rhodoleia championii)3s,
XL A B EAE R, EBEEN, ALY R
BN o WALl A 2 AL B8 B 53 ) 5 B A AN AL
AT EAE B 7 A, 5 R AR S AL v T 5 HEE
APE 35 IEAH R R AR (18] 2). B A 241
BREGER R, A AL T FE W OR, (R AR S 5 B2 5 40
R REINE Y] W15 LA b (1) 28 1 (Ficus
variolosa)~ 3T M e, HRIMIL 1 FERU LYY
(Psychotria asiatica). $R5&(Aporosa dioica), L
2 FEHLIY) LA AR (Pentaphylax euryoides)&s .

FEHh = B FhE EL 3 HEE /%
Plot Family Number of genus Number of species Abundance Importance value
Lyili Mashan %%} Lauraceae 3 3 537 17.29
Bl Rutaceae 4 4 416 14.59
LIZ%F} Theaceae 5 5 316 12.37
47 R} Aquifoliaceae 1 3 270 10.46
P AL Rubiaceae 3 3 157 8.03
HRJf 1L 1 Yinpingshan 1 Al Lauraceae 4 4 380 20.43
Al Tteaceae 1 1 301 11.71
LIZ%F} Theaceae 3 3 197 11.38
Z&HFL Rutaceae 4 4 97 8.64
P Al Rubiaceae 3 3 76 6.39
HR)fH L 2 Yinpingshan 2 Al Lauraceae 4 4 471 18.82
SR} Tteaceae 1 1 791 17.59
Z%F Rutaceae 3 3 143 8.83
i ZEAL Theaceae 3 3 80 6.19
523} El Fagaceae 2 2 70 4.73
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Table 3 Importance value and niche width ranking of dominant tree species in plot

Fth Herp ek HIE /% A5 AL
Plot Rank Species Importance value Frequency Niche width (B;)

il 1 iy Acronychia pedunculata 20.33 82 60.48
Mashan 2 13[4 Machilus chinensis 14.62 82 52.81
3 ZAEATT lex triflora 8.64 77 46.02

4 Wil Adinandra millettii 6.08 67 43.59

5 AKIaf Schima superba 5.89 17 12.91

6 MSRIA Schefflera heptaphylla 5.42 48 28.34

7 WLXSHL Litsea cubeba 3.95 39 25.07

8 FAH Myrsine seguinii 3.76 42 27.68

9 AR Ficus variolosa 3.66 49 31.84

10 TR R Litsea rotundifolia var. oblongifolia 3.57 50 31.66

1 ¥ #5¢ Diplospora dubia 3.55 44 33.96

12 B #4i Diospyros morrisiana 333 18 8.94

13 JUTS Psychotria asiatica 222 29 21.38

14 =% Melicope pteleifolia 2.11 29 17.73

15 BiAE X Euonymus laxiflorus 2.05 26 13.88

HfLL 1 1 KAif Schima superba 21.11 86 66.57
Yinpingshan 1 2 Sl Itea chinensis 12.71 77 49.55
3 $FEi R Litsea rotundifolia var. oblongifolia 9.41 69 44.27

4 R Cinnamomum parthenoxylon 9.02 46 31.26

5 WA Schefflera heptaphylla 8.58 51 31.87

6 YN8 Machilus chinensis 7.25 50 36.11

7 WMt Acronychia pedunculata 4.80 37 22.96

8 FRE Choerospondias axillaris 3.39 20 16.17

9 LKA Pinus massoniana 3.31 22 17.29

10 U Psychotria asiatica 3.26 35 24.92

11 158 Aporosa dioica 3.03 32 24.26

12 FItEAEH Zanthoxylum avicennae 1.76 21 11.02

13 /INHTE X Quercus myrsinifolia 1.55 10 7.09

14 A Cratoxylum cochinchinense 1.22 12 6.53

15 SEMHEEEN Archidendron lucidum 1.08 11 5.94

W 2 1 SR Itea chinensis 22.14 84 61.87
Yinpingshan 2 2 A% Cinnamomum parthenoxylon 15.49 87 59.73
3 Y8 Machilus chinensis 7.56 61 38.42

4 iymHE Acronychia pedunculata 6.38 54 35.67

5 ZLAEM0 Rhodoleia championii 4.86 28 13.39

6 ARfaf Schima superba 4.64 29 24.20

7 TLHA Cratoxylum cochinchinense 4.61 40 24.43

8 NS Pinus massoniana 3.63 19 15.96

9 AR Cratoxylum cochinchinense 3.05 39 16.72

10 WA Diospyros morrisiana 3.01 28 17.28

11 INHE R Quercus myrsinifolia 2.97 27 17.57

12 MSRIA Schefflera heptaphylla 2.48 28 19.13

13 Z1HE Castanopsis hystrix 2.41 17 9.07

14 ¥t Adinandra millettii 2.11 24 17.34

15 FItEAEH Zanthoxylum avicennae 2.05 27 14.49

2.3 RAMESMNES (Ilex triflora)S5ti(Adinandra millettii)(0.52) —A%

MFE 4 T L, By LR AR A b AR A5 A B B KB H5ARAE(0.50), Aff 5B F fi(Diospyros morri-
KB LM 5508 4200.53), HIRE=ZHEAT  siana)ix/IN0.01). 8L 1 AR AP AT 557 2 1%(0.52)
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Fig. 2 Correlation of niche width with importance value and frequency
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(Quercus myrsinifolia). /N X518 4 K (Cratoxy-
lum cochinchinense)~ /N X552 R H 2R . B
2 FEH A AN A S ESEENT 0.5, &
R I 2 BRI 1 AT (0.45) , F50 /N LT A A7 5 41
(Castanopsis hystrix)(0.01),

IRV AR SO S H O N 0~0.53, 1)
165 0.22. 315 MFSh 0,<0.5 (A 311 X%, (UK
4 AR 05>0.5. 0x=<0.2 FIFPXTA 152 %, HExT
H 48.25%, HrPf 4 MR Op=0. 3 MFEHBALFA
AR ESTEEBAC, MEINAHZERBR, 8]
NS AL E BRI BB TR SEPRE BN

3 SRS

WP AN BB B, S BEE AT
TEE A L N DL FE TR, VR S A,
T ZEAAMFA R AT 3F R DRSS,
TR AEVER ARG LA BRI, AR U
S, FHAERSROR AR AR VR R ) BB AR 2, JFR K
BUBE IR RR, BEVE AL T CLRH A AR 9 I 55 Al e LA
AP R 9 0 A S MR B B BT AR
il 2 ANFEEIAAAE S R R, IXR] BEAE SRR PRI 2
BESRJG R PR R0 S B e £ A 9 A TR R
o AR 1 AR B AR A OR T . $F ReAE . R
A S5 1) B AR 5 P AR MR R SRR SR IS
AR R E BB AN 2, (EORA A B BRI K T A
T, EREE RO W, RUIEEVE AL T LARH A4 Al
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y=0.6951x - 1.3877

R*=0.9576
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N A R R VR S AR BB, L 2 5 e B R
MR E AR, BRI PR EOE 2 T HoAb R
M, HEEAE, ZAERSUNIARIE, BHEE
BrAbT DLHE A T B BB 37, W] RE 2 R R Hh
IEMIEIE, ZEINNTIEZ, FEREES T
FEZEAG PR AT LAAE 3 AN REb 7 AN [F] 38 8 e 471
T B BN R B i 2 o3 ) AR LD 2 R, AR
1 AR S LA

A 25 AL 98 2 AT S R A A R ARV o B s
558 F BA R W ox B 58 A R P RE 10 R0 24 853 )
LRI A 2y 8 BEAMY B g, 16
YA IR AL o A I SRR A R, WIRRE %
GORAL ARSI 5], AR ALY RO, RIS 2
EALIES N DANEA IS 3PS = A0 N S DA
FEREORPES90, iy 3 AP B S T 3 R 1) A
TR, ARSALUERER B BE AR S B 2 HE
255, HABUNE 14, AT NN, B
B EE AR NS BRIA . 1L XS HU(Litsea cubeba) %4t
B (Myrsine seguinii)~ 22 AWM IRECE R, AF
DALY FEME R AHFFTLL 10 mx10 m KIRETT1E N
EIRAL, AR B R B R T S %, 7
PR AR, SRS 2 BRI, RIS AL
B BE AR, g2 A A 1 BRI A AR A
PO AR YN R 5 e b N VA - R S N D v T T
TR X AR R B T ks . AR
ThA L SRR R SRR SER AR 3 S
BRI BRI A S AL T, R WYX Sepi Mo PR 558
3 N E iR . IX SR A AR R I X L) 2
W, HETERE . LA T R, AR AR, B
WIRE BB R 2F Jy o, AR ARURIS),
AR E ISR G, FTA EE, [R AT R X
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Table 4 Niche overlap of dominant tree species

FEHh Plot I Species 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14
Gl 2 0.46
Mashan 3 037 048

4 042 046  0.52

5 0.14 006 009 0.6

6 033 029 035 030 0.9

7 023 028 030 037 047 017

8 036 032 042 044 006 032 024

9 043 025 050 033 018 033 022 035

10 043 036 040 045 013 029 026 026 021

11 053 038 037 029 012 036 021 023 046 034

12 0.13 024 007 009 001 005 010 007 007 009 0.06

13 037 028 030 029 007 028 017 022 019 018 023 037

14 026 025 025 031 015 016 023 026 032 026 014 017 0.14

15 020 027 023 036 004 024 015 028 021 014 019 010 0.8 022
UL 1 2 0.45
Yinpingshan 1 3 052 048

4 038 037 037

5 037 028 032 028

6 045 043 030 030 020

7 025 029 018 009 019  0.17

8 027 016 028 014 023 034 0.12

9 022 050 038 021 015 013 0.8 001

10 028 021 022 016 042 029 034 039  0.05

11 040 015 024 022 045 023 027 011 009 042

12 0.16 008 015 014 017 014 042 005 016 034 035

13 0.17 018 007 029 009 012 014 008 000 001 001 010

14 012 006 014 008 013 010 026 002 015 010 013 029 0.00

15 0.17 009 009 005 027 009 011 000 003 043 019 0.12 0.0 0.03
HM 2 2 0.44
Yinpingshan 2 3 042 047

4 045 037 041

5 020 018 013 0.8

6 038 034 030 014 020

7 037 034 034 026 005 0.8

8 031 020 017 016 023 018  0.07

9 020 040 010 019 004 011 032  0.10

10 031 029 013 024 016 008 010 020 020

11 0.13 044 026 016 008 020 017 024 017 0.10

12 023 033 033 040 0.02 009 023 011 020 006 028

13 012 019 019 015 001 014 013 033 007 004 008 0.5

14 026 030 024 012 027 010 014 027 007 014 030 0.18 029

15 024 027 012 037 008 016 006 015 024 043 012 027 0.9 0.10
FREHAFPEE 3.

The species of each plot see Table 3.
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