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1. PERER AR, A N E A S, M 510650; 2. T EERERE RS, JbET 100049; 3. 1A A IR, I 510520)

WE: N T M RIS 4 4 (Castanopsis hystrix)-T5 5 4H B (Acacia mangium) i@ VR AR ERIE 450, W HAPh 2 FE
PEREAT T 0. SIRRW], AR A LR RSN R B AR O ARZ >R > AR > BEHEYE. TFARER
Simpson #1 Shannon-Wiener $5%14> %1y 0.945 1 0.237, % &4 2 671 ind./hm?, 204 5 (54 L. =4I+ (Melicope pteleifolia)+
L & 4 (Triadica cochinchinensis)Fl & ¥4 4H L (A. confusa) i H EZE R 1. A= 154 J 4% (Litsea rotundifolia var. oblongifolia).
JL (Psychotria asiatica). # /< (Cratoxylum cochinchinense) ) 5 Z{E T 10%. 2 BIEMIL AR 75 HEHRubiaceae), H
W I Tk EH(Apocynaceae) . HiAZHEM)E5 4 38 000 ind./hm2, AR AR (Poaceae) (51t #, # 9 Fh. ZLHEM M SIS ) rhi
TEUE, ARFABEEAIGACAY, Ty kA AR R I RS SRR 1 R I U . AR TR XA 4 BRI AR A IO LU R B, TRAS K
A 2 Btk i v T N T2idk. R, 20HE-5 SARE R RRS R TR TR HE RIS, FARE. EAREMEAR
EH RN EEE.

SRR, Ak DB, TR YRt 2R

doi: 10.11926/jtsbh.4361

Studies on Species Composition and Diversity of Castanopsis hystrix-Acacia
mangium Mixed Forest in Guangzhou

LIAO Yujiel?, HONG Wei®, CHEN Fugiang®, ZHANG Ganrong®, LI Shiyu!, LI Zhihong?,
ZHUANG Xiaochun®, XING Fuwu!, WANG Faguo®”

(1. South China Botanical Garden, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Guangdong Provincial Key Laboratory of Applied Botany, Guangzhou 510650, China; 2.

University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China; 3. Longyandong Forest Farm, Guangzhou 510520, China)

Abstract: In order to understand the community structure of Castanopsis hystrix and Acacia mangium
broad-leaved mixed forest in Longyandong Forest Farm in Guangzhou, its species diversity was analyzed. The
results showed that the species richness was in the order of tree layer>shrub layer>herb layer>interlayer plant
layer. The Simpson and Shannon-Wiener indices of tree layer were 0.945 and 0.237, respectively, with the density
of 2 671 ind./hm?. Castanopsis hystrix, A. mangium, Melicope pteleifolia, Triadica cochinchinensis and Acacia
confusa had high importance values of 12.79%, 10.98%, 8.08%, 7.78% and 7.02%, respectively. Among the 35
shrub species, the important values of Litsea rotundifolia var. oblongifolia (14.95%), Psychotria asiatica (12.60%)
and Cratoxylum cochinchinense (10.17%) were more than 10%. The dominant family of interlayer speciess was
Rubiaceae, followed by Apopynaceae. The density of herb species was about 38 000 ind./hm?, and Poaceae was
the dominant family, which consists of 9 species. Castanopsis hystrix community was transited from young age to
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middle age, the dominant population was growth type, while Acacia mangium community was transited from near
maturity age or mature age to over maturity age. Compared with similar forests in different region, the
biodiversity of mixed forest was much higher than that of pure forest. Therefore, C. hystrix-A. mangium
broad-leaved mixed forest had formed the structure of mixed multilayer and different age forest with high species

richness in tree layer, shrub layer and herb layer.

Key words: Castanopsis hystrix; Acacia mangium; Broad-leaved mixed forests; Species diversity

IR, A2 R AR I 7 2 T
Fhom RE VR, N ARRE R 1) 2 1 1 Bk kb 52 2]
AL, FETCN . MO A AR AR B
FAGED2A RN WA 2 e 2 DL R AR 73 9 b
IELYAYSE- eV S RS E =R SV S et (D)
ViAh 22 FEIE B T8 BOR R R AT H B BT, okl
% (R BIE 9538 0 R J2 R B A JE M IEAT IR NPT,
WX YRR RS RGN S5 M TRt
E, JUHIEXYEREARMI TN Z R, 4ERFM B3R
VIR R RE RSN . IRFEK . RE M. (it
W, RAEATBAMERM. Wu B E
I B AR R B 3 8 IR A S A R IR R T R
A R S T RN, T 51 A L SR A AR R TR AR
1, REREHE A E S, e N TR
A ) B ARG AN L 3B B I

HT AR EEHTARZ R, HALZ
R A ) B T o B B0/ T 285 1 Mg o FEIE AR
Tk R T PR AR 2D TR AR S ER SR AN B
Az B B R0 BEAS BRARAE S R G RE T2
Wiy o XE AR AR AR I& 1R TR J -5 40 A 77 A R T 1) R
FHIRZ, FEARSEEHECRECET, 15
TR IRBLEO, BRIy LU A | AR HIVE AR I
SE00-120 Hh T 4 A AN A ) 0k B WO A BELR
PEF, PR b B4 fR T B Jm 3 S K & 18
1968 tH e R 7K 8 7 10 98 R /K B R 7Kl i I )=
BINEO R AR, G EK R R,
B 70 A AEAR I L B v T VR A R 22, ik AR S
ARG E VR ZE A Z ARG, AR AL
PRIEWLDAT W e R AR &8 172 TR A e B AL AR AR
WA 22 FE M RIAR R JE B0 AR AR AR 2 AR KR B
af- AL

¢1 4k (Castanopsis hystrix) 452} £} (Fagaceae)
GRIR, HAMHEERIR 2, &6 TR LIEAR TR
KR, EESAATHEE. B R W, T,
S FIPE5E 30~ 1 600 m ARSI AN L 16 i P
I 541 S8 (Acacia mangium) A 5 £} (Leguminosae)

LR, BORALSE, M TATIERAI A B SME, BA
HAEFE AR, TSR G IRDK L OREF AR
7 PAJRET b PR AR FRAIE B AR o

AHE T AR T M T R IR IR AR B A AR
PR LA - T A S R RS RO 5, SR F S s
AR A %, R LR 2 R REAT 23
B, BURNAIR AT E T G T AV 2R
WK A, N MEIRIAMIZ KR 2 FEPEORY . #R
Wik H . SWEHRMNSE, it N THE R,
SEBUARM B AT PR A A, (2 BEBUMRL R FE Sy
AR SO R BRI RS AR

1 I H A

Je BRI AR (11320'~ 113°27' E, 23<11'~23°18’
NYDOL TP T R XA 2= X, M S HOR 430 A,
43 AL R X ) el A RUBVE A 2 XA RN
BN, 2 AR UG L bk ) 15 7 B (R T2 ol P e o b oy
SRS PR R H A 08, 25414k 300~450 m
P e G Hh 00, L3 R BN R, FE BN
FAD TUE KB TR AR AL T 7 M #vrdy 22 XS
fry, EFmimE W, AYRTFRFT, KAFMS
Wb, 4-9 A RF B, BN & AT 80% LA
b BIKRE, WER AR, FFHAIETIA 20°C,
RN EL 1694 mm, LMK IL 340d, A%
AT, EER BRI, RIS S
FJURRIE B 21 4 - 5 5 40 B VR A MR 8 i T
2008 4, &MY % A 1335 ind./hm?, ST AA
N 49.9 hm?, HRRIEAS, 404E @ O HAHEIRAC N
8 1 2, SRHIAKFAIR T s H L, 5 RIS MRy B
M2t JEAR, HEE 3 m (BIEMATEE). 779 1 m.
KM, ¥RATEE 3 m><2.5 m, i 44EIEE.
HE& 2, HFE LM 9 H3HTAME. BAE. B
BRI . 55 2. 3SERILE 2, B 1k
TE4-5H, 2RI H, FEMTEFFRE. 2
+. R B,
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2.1 PR BRI T A

T 2020 4 11 HfE AR M IS S 2 5 SR PE
PR EA R M- o5 A LR R AR, W E
53100 m>50 m L, B 72 50 4~ 10 mx
10 m IFETT, REHUREHLBEHLAHEY 20 ANFE 5, 3 100
A, BEHLEE 120 D 2 m>2 m HIPEARERETT o W RE
T TR ZFEAR BT BAR R, a4
LR MfE. B EiEAA EEEE, L2 em
NERIAIEE; BIRREAR. BRI, AN ZEE
VIl o 6 BEAKE T 9 I B AR AR A AR N T
33 cm HIFFARFEAR G 1L AP R AL B
EEE.

2.2 BEhte

FAST 2 BE = CREFf AN A K / R — A= 3 B R A
B E) <100%; A9 = (GEFEAY LI RE A /R
Hb 2 45) <100%;  AHGTATEE = (FEFRIRATEE [ BT
(RIATIRE 2 F) <100%; AHXS 55 B = CEAl a5 FE 1T

1 ABEH XA A

Table 1 Basic information of different forests

W) 5 B 2 1) x100% AHH L3 FE = (LA i = e
THIAR i A6 2 Ao 6 vy D 1T AR RT) <1000 B 2 AE =[4H
XF 22 i + RN P (R DL 34 ) + ARG A ]/ 3

Z MR BCR YA 45 FE . Simpson L35 2
Fe#. Shannon-Wienner ¥4 fa¥i&fatr. £ 5
e % R=S, Simpson 5% D=1-%P;Z Shannon-
Wiener 5% H'=—2PiInP;, Pielou 5% Jsw= (-ZPilogP)/
logS, N, S AR IR EE, PR i
I MAE o AR HE R

ARGy B THI AR B8 R B FH s 4 3 1 35 AR & B DA
BB T FRAS 2 AL TR AR B A &

2.3 LRy ELE A A

IEREA A X IR 4 PRI (3 1), 2 08)
PR ARTT 2 B 30 @ AR L HE R AR T ZRIRYIRUE
Sy AN AR, T U RS 7T A5 A B BRI 4k
ILTHEN TR, B ABEF A [ 1 20 a 2F R A%-
I (5 A TR AS AR, IR bk 2y 35 40T i S A 2R IS,
WEIX, ArAadEdR AT, LR 4 pk . Shannon-
Wienner 1850, P& EHR %

b Va 55 g4ifE (N &8 (E) ik (m)
Forest Location Latitude Longitude Altitude
ZIHERSRHK Castanopsis hystrix natural forest2!] JPEEHAR Yulin, Guangxi 22°30" 110°42' 90~138
Ly AN T Ak Acacia mangium plantation!?2 J"#RIERYI Shenzhen, Guangdong 22°40 113°52'  100~240
24 NHR C. hystrix plantation(23] I HEFEM Wuzhou, Guangxi 23°20" 110°55' 46~168
M- A EIRAZ AR Eucalyptus urophylla-A. mangium mixed forest?! 7 Hong Kong 22°24' 114°20’ 115~263

3 S5 R AT

3.1 FEAREYIFAERL

TEARZIA 39 Fika ), FJmT 19Kl 31 ).
M 2 ] W, HEEAEHERT 5 44 BT AR B Tl O 41 4
(12.79%). I HHE(10.98%) . =AHI77(8.08%). 1L
F1(7.78%) Fl &5 V5 41 JEL(7.02%) « MEHEUK P&, Wikf
B2 8 57%BH(Fagaceae, 5 fi). Z=7&RHRutaceae, 5
). #Fkl(Lauraceae, 4 7). SAH(Leguminosae, 4 F);
H 11 BMA 1 MEY). R 3 AT, FRARIZHIF
FEE. Simpson 5%, Shannon-Wienner 5 % 1
Pielous FE%437 39, 0.945. 0.237 1 0.360.

3.2 EAREYMA R
HEAR EHIFERRZEE A 1 133 ind./hm?, 3L 35 fi

WY, #JET 22 #1 22 J&. - FEREL(Phyllanthaceae)
MK 2, 4 3)8 5 Fhy Hik24FFHAquifo-
liaceae). ¥4t F+E}H( Melastomataceae) fl 6 &£} (Rubi-
aceae), ¥ 3 Flio WEARIZMEYE LR I 2 5 e A
(Litsea rotundifolia var. oblongifolia). /L5 (Psycho-
tria asiatica). ¥ (Cratoxylum cochinchinense). 1k
[& JTI\(Desmos chinensis) FIAFIH-4F (Ilex asprella), 43
%24 340, 235, 165, 99 A1 51 ind./hm?. MK 4 A I,
SRR JUNTANBE AR B BB 10%. EARZ)
YiFhFEE . Simpson #5844 Shannon-Wienner 541,
Pielou #5554 514 35, 0.989. 0.065 A10.193 (¥ 3).

3.3 EREYIFHRK
TR YR % E 274 38 000 ind./hm?, JEf
29 Fh, FJET 17 B} 25 J& . KRAFE}(Poaceae) WAL
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Table 2 Important value of species in tree layer
g ) X EE 1% HIRSBRE 1% IR HIE 1% BN 1%
No. Species Relative abundance Relative frequency Relative coverage Importance value
1 Z1HE Castanopsis hystrix 27.78 4.42 6.18 12.79
2 5 541/ Acacia mangium 11.01 4.42 1751 10.98
3 =¥ Melicope pteleifolia 16.21 4.42 3.61 8.08
4 11541 Triadica cochinchinensis 14.98 4.42 3.95 7.78
5 B A confusa 0.26 2.65 18.15 7.02
6 KHAHE A auriculiformis 1.01 3.54 8.47 434
7 #i4% Aporosa dioica 6.59 4.42 0.61 3.87
8 #¥ji Castanopsis fissa 0.15 0.88 6.51 251
9 B S2ZE 3 Tetradium glabrifolium 2.13 3.54 3.36 3.01
10 1I&F Litsea pungens 3.07 4.42 1.26 2.92
HAt 29 F Other 29 tree species 30.43 16.81 62.83 36.69
& it Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
3 MR R
Table 4 Species diversity
1=3/4 MFEEE (R) Simpson 841 (D) Shannon-Wienner 5% (H") Pielou 541 (Jsw)
Layer Species richness Simpson index Shannon-Wienner index Pielou index
TeK Tree 39 0.945 0.237 0.360
WA Shrub 35 0.989 0.065 0.193
JZIFREY) Interlayer species 26 0.999 0.002 0.050
AR Herb 29 0.999 0.006 0.091
* 4 ARV EEN
Table 4 Importance value of species in shrub layer
Frs ) X Z L 1% AHXTAREE 1% AR G 1% HEE /%
0. Species Relative abundance Relative frequency Relative coverage Importance value
1 %1 7 #% Litsea rotundifolia var. oblongifolia 30.01 5.95 8.89 14.95
2 JL1 Psychotria asiatica 20.74 5.95 1111 12.60
3 # 2K Cratoxylum cochinchinense 14.56 5.95 10.00 10.17
4 1% )X Desmos chinensis 8.74 5.95 8.89 7.86
5 475 llex asprella 450 4,76 6.67 5.31
6 £ % Melastoma sanguineum 4.06 5.95 4.44 4.82
7 JeRRAE Ixora chinensis 3.09 5.95 4.44 450
8 k41 Rhodomyrtus tomentosa 2.82 5.95 4.44 4.41
9 HIH Sarcandra glabra 0.79 3.57 2.22 2.20
10 filfi 1 I Maesa perlarius 0.71 3.57 2.22 2.17
HAth 25 Ff Other 25 species 46.43 9.97 36.37 31.02
£t Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00

BE, A5 9 Fh, 435I~ #2347 L (Ottochloa nodosa)
R (Lophatherum gracile). T=(Miscanthus sinensis)+
NIZE4T (Microstegium ciliatum). i 5 523 (Cyrto-
coccum patens var. latifolium). %4 I 8 (Panicum
brevifolium). & 45517 (Microstegium fasciculatum).
715 (Miscanthus floridulus) . ¥zt 7 (Thysanolaena
latifolia) »

3.4 RIREYIA R

JRE I 26 F0, FJET 17 Fl 22 )8, &
BUEAT 3 153 A2 A #h(Strophanthus divaricatus,
11.81%). kM-4:f£(Mussaenda pubescens, 10.87%)
FE5 I B (Tetracera sarmentosa, 10.69%). fiL# &N
7t B R} (Rubiaceae), 5 4 Fh: &M 4 1€ (Mussaenda
pubescens) « 1% % J# (Paederia foetida) « 4 [ i
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(Hedyotis hedyotidea) . =F ff ## (Morinda umbellata
subsp. obovata); H /& ATHEEH(Apocynaceae), A
3 Fh: 2 ¥(Strophanthus divaricatus). 4 J#%(Cryp-
tolepis sinensis). £ 1 (Trachelospermum jasminoides).

A 11 B B

3.5 HENES

TR AT PR HR T AT I o SR 5 B 40 Tl ol 742
294 ind./nm?; 5 5AHEHSF 42 16.40 cm, T
ZIHEN 9.74 cm; T SIS R Y 12.93 m,
KT404E(10.50 m); RIS S AR A7 AR & 1
BRTAHE AT N TR, 4R
PREL 7 R (TR 2 ) B R B 27.8%, 1 i AH I
11.01%; HARAHERKIRE. FERKTD5ME, H
BRENTES.

SLHEREE EAE N 12,79, fEREE R A RO
B, HONY S5AHE(10.98). L0HER 742 KR, 5T
KZBE) 27.78%, HECE A SN 5B
Fo Oy 5AH B R E ARSI, STRAS AR BT,

7001
600+

F2 B Diameter class (cm)

1 MBI Es

Fig. 1 Structure of diameter class

3.6 ITRIAkS)HI LB

G BRI b X LD HE R ARAR . S AN T
MR A - 5 A VR SE AR R Z0HE N TR 4 Fdk gy
(T V)HAT YR R L, A RERH(FE 3), BRE
B 30 a B4 HER IR AR 60 iy, JET 34 R
53 J@, WIGER TR LR 18 100, T 27
B} 45 J& 50 B, BRAMEY 6 B 78 9, PLEHF
N ERL,  HOR G 7% Bl (Theaceae) AT K i &L
(Euphorbiaceae); 7rARJZ= .\ HEAR JZ= I AJZE 73 5l A
16.28 £ 16 F, Shannon-Wienner $5%((H") N 2.439.
YN B AN TARA 85 FiiEd), RET
48 B, Hrh 58 FORAFEYIN 27 FhE A, DL

KA. EAREMYF AR ER D, X
B R K. EHE RN EE, H
BT B K. o] AR ERBONTE R,
AR . B LR A, ZOAE-T AR AR 1R
SHMEINNEN RS, KENHED, 245
B, RIS R AR AR RS RFFE, A
SREEB TR %, BIZE VIL VIl B BER L. K
I, ARG AT AT BT AR AR AR A
AR BB . R 2 a7 WL, HEERSN
2~12cm I ERZ, KIEH(>20 cm) A 7 1k,
M4 KAk 29 em, 22<12 cm HIF 617 #%, ¥t
) 21 (1) 4 16 5 A6 D AN R ok U0 B e AR, 2T 4
FREf b T KB B . KEAM D 5B 2,
PA>20 cm 15 %, A 113 #k; HIKOA IV 24(6~12 cm)
A T4 bR, Ui A AR AR S 45 7 S I FAER
PSR U A AR, R A R AL T R
AEZEIE B, PIREH T MR B AR B W 5
N TANTERAEAE IV SRR I, RERE & 8T
TEHh 2k .

350

O T1>20cm
| D Il 15-20cm
£ o7 g Il 12~15cm
5 2001 BN 6~12cm
é‘ 1501 i ] \ 2~6 cm
& 100F mVi<2cm
S0k E’?"j
0
AR EETUE iR
Castanopsis hystrix Acacia mangium
FhitE Population

2 LLHE. O AR AR A A
Fig. 2 Distribution of diameter class of Castanopsis hystrix and Acacia

mangium populations

BHA 4 k&AL RAEHGramineae). KEE
B} A1 345 B} (Compositae), 1L # ¥ Fh A T Al F 4t
(Rhaphiolepis indica); 7+ A )z HEARJZFIFLA)ZE 53
A 36, 22 F1 27 Fi, H'A 3.125, AB M FERRILIA
LA N THRTEARZH 19 FH 19 J8 21 F, KR
JZH 12 B 17 J& 17 Fh, HEAZA 15 F1 21 J&§ 22 Fiy
RHAB AT ER L RABHIAEEL (Lauraceae); H' N
2.282. FHUSKHFAET Al 20 a 2B Rt A-5 o5 AH A
TRASMILA e oY) 71 B, SRIET 25 B 42 )8,
TEARE ERBEMELARZ 73 754 29 22 #1120 F, H'
92121, w] 0L, AUHE-E G AREURASARIIEN R
LEAG8 T ELD
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140
(1 # Family
120
&1 & Genus
100
W 7 Species
5
—E' 80
z
= 60
#
40
20
LN NN N N N
[N PR Iy RN TAR ety + 5 5 A ZUHEN TAK 2 + TR
C. hystrix A. mangium E. robusta+A. mangium C. hystrix C. hystrix+A. mangium
natural forest plantation plantation

B 3 AFEMRI R LR

Fig. 3 Species composition of different forests
+ A <
4 SRR

AT TR, T T 8 R VR AR 37 f 21 4 -
A R AZ pR 3 58 Bt 99 & 129 MY,
e T Z WP E 2 R R 458, MFh=F
BEKIKATARZESHERZES>ERZE>ZEEY
Z. WNYIMEEE %, Simpson #5%(. Shannon-
Wienner 501 Pielou 1644 4 MBI KRE , 4HFE
MR EE, ZHEMERE, ShENs). 548X
AR AR 2> AT LLEE, 45 R IR A 2 1
PRI T N Lalidk, Hepf -5 b AH R AS AR B 4
Z RIS, VT RE S P Rh AN A 1 ot B B AR A
—E R R, AN S (A B Ai R AR E
PRI /N TR AR, v DL 4l bReh R AP RN
/b, SMIE RIS IA SRR KINKER, Migisk
THEEARNVERL I RE R, AR T W Fh 2 R AR FE QR
Wb, WP N, S HINSRANE DR
AR AR BLR S, AR TR RS R G
WA KB FEERVL = MM Ty 2 7R AR A S AR
MWK T S N s RiE bR, AR TR,
BH A AR A DR S A S TR AR
&\‘iﬁ]‘i[ZG—Zﬂo

TE L1 AHE-Ty 7 AF SR VR S R 1A A bR 4,
TR AELE RIR B VRGN AN, AT
TR FI = B A2 R 3R PR T A R
Ao ARy Hr K B i R R R RT RE SRR TR IR T

4+ Forest

By R LR T R ML R 648, H
EARMRITE T HEIRN L. AR R REEK
B RE B 2R BT IR PR O A & AR, X
LS T RO KR IS AN I an e, o 5
s REAT, DR R AT AR AR 3 OB A
e, TR IR . ZLHER R IR RS 4 H i
MO PR ke Ak, RO, T 5 o5 A0 AR
YU T A B MR R A bR, R BUN R R
o RASHRIIAD 2 R i Tk, G Bt
N ER I AR L B R I AR SE R Ok . 2R IR AT
MIRAZ RIS R, H2 BT AR, (HEA
AR B RN T 5 AR, RIREH TR A Fh A
=R IS AR G TEAE A AR S Ay T
BRI TACE M AR T B SR 73 7 3 X
Br, I AN AR A, HEINRR AR, SR
MRS, BEAREIAIRIE . 0 B A K
RRIRTRA A . S IRER gl e, A A e 4
ey, BEFFMIZ AT R AR I, AR TAERORIE BT R
By FUE AP S AR 2K

L TS 214 5 o A B AR Y 4 PR A A o
DR, MR REEERN, RokIESEER
o, LR RN R R PRE, EM S R E
T RE N 4 i S A A A AT - SR T T8] £
BN AR50,

LART AR 108 B DUR AR 2R, BUELVERS
R PRESMED N E, UBERE, RIPESHN
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