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Interspecific Associations and Community Stability Changes of Dominant
Woody Species of Natural Forest Communities in Mulinzi National Nature
Reserve
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Abstract: In order to explore the changes of natural forest community structure in the national nature reserve,
fourty-five 20 mx20 m plots were set up in three restoration stages, including original old forest (restored for 100
years or more), secondary forest restored for 40 and 25 years after clear-cutting. The interspecific association and
community stability of dominant woody plants were studied by using Variance ratio (VR), x* test, Pearson
correlation test, Spearman rank correlation test and M-Godron stability test. The results showed that there was no

significant positive association on the whole of dominant woody species in secondary forest restored for 25 and
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40 years, but the significant positive association appeared in original aged forest restored for 100 years. The  test
showed that the interspecific associations were not significant in 25 and 40 years plant communities, and only 2
species pairs in 100 years plant communities were significantly associated, and the interspecific associations were
loose. The Pearson’s correlation coefficient test and Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient test also showed that
the correlations among species pairs of most species were not significant, and displayed an independent
distribution pattern. The M-Godron stability analysis showed that the plant community was in an unstable state at
different stages, but the stability of the community gradually increased with restoration time. Therefore,
interspecific correlation in the natural forest communities was weak at different restoration stages, and the species

distributed independently and changed frequently, indicating that the community was still in the process of

succession and was developing towards a stable stage.

Key words: Plant community; Interspecies association; Community stability; Mulinzi
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Table 1 Importance value of top 20 dominant woody species

BERREES T RHSUHR M-Godron 1424
WsE VR AR e o LA x Rl REVEIECE 05, A
iy S B A A B, P R
s y=a+brte AT . WR-FE IS )=100-x
FRIAZ A 31(20,80) O RR FR IR B8 R EATVEAS IR SN
FaE PERLT, ez AR e MRk 2 .

1.4 ARG o5Hr

I Orign2021 F1 R4.2.0 ) spaa F& /57104 %k

WEHATIEE . o dr A .

2 SR

2.1 MIFEEE

E 43 B A0 B2 R I8 2% R B W h o 22 R0 i)
B, R EEEA TR, EFEARKER B E
BB AT 20 [P0 FhadE A7 Foh 8] B0 225 M RAH S 1% 4
PR 1o 3 MKERBCEEZEHA AT 20 fF
XA 6 FONIEAEYIRN, HARY) M RERE YR IE T8 B
RAT — w4 A EBRA 1/4 H4Fh E 25
id 5.00, ZEKERVIFPE EAGAE 2.00 /A7, 25 a Ml
40 a HEYBEETE P RS EA(Carpinus turczaninowii) ) B
BAR K, 100 a HEHTE 5 X(Quercus glauca)
HEEHRK.
2.2 BARRERME

FHER 2 WA [ W B AR QIR (1) 77 22 L
F(VREIKT 1, Hrp 25a 1 40 a VB E KIS0
TFESITENTBR xP00s00<W<rZ0.0savs 7 B HLAE LA
R ZE R, MRS IS, 5T
PERE; 100 a BRI S S ER A TR AT
PR 2%0.0s00<W<p20.0s0nv), Wi BH LA Sk - 23 3% IE
KK,

34 R e HEZH Importance value

Dominant species Abbreviation 25a 40 a 100 a
5 X Quercus glauca Qg 7.93 5.75 13.19
FSEAMI Carpinus turczaninowii Ct 10.35 10.58 1.20
3% Coriaria nepalensis Cn 6.53 1.90 -
/NHF X Cyclobalanopsis myrsinifolia Cm 5.06 - 1.31
VUHEAE Cornus kousa subsp Ck 4.89 4.41 1.98
S HME Betula luminifera Bl 4.77 5.01 1.32
KK Lithocarpus henryi Lh 425 - 1.24
ISR Litsea cubeba Lc 4.00 - -
=Rt Clethra delavayi cd 291 1.28 -
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4J:3% (Continued)
A 5 Fi B FEZ{H Importance value
Dominant species Abbreviation 25a 40 a 100 a
WK Rhus chinensis Re 2.60 - -
HVEW Acer davidii Ad 2.59 - -
FIRAEMK Sorbus folgneri Sf 2.11 1.40 -
& Toxicodendron vernicifluum Tv 2.03 - -
18 Symplocos paniculata Sp 2.00 - -
HETE Castanea henryi Ch 1.58 2.73 7.13
/N FH# Photinia parvifolia Pp 1.52 - -
ZMES % Lindera obtusiloba Lo 1.41 - -
L KAEM Sorbus caloneura Sc 1.23 - -
WL Symplocos sumuntia Ss 1.07 8.54 6.08
Het 7K X Fagus lucida Fl 1.05 - -
¥ Eurya alata Ea - 4.16 6.13
1EA Sassafias tzumu St - 2.98 -
WEW Liquidambar formosana Lf - 2.61 -
+T G Cornus controversa Cc - 2.09 -
WS ARFEF Litsea elongata Le - 1.90 4.12
HFEWH Symplocos lucida S1 - 1.81 2.83
KK Cunninghamia lanceolata Cl - 1.49 -
BEA Cornus macrophylla Cma - 1.45 -
21K %8 Meliosma oldhamii Mo - 1.31 -
LB Symplocos anomala Sa - 1.20 2.94
K49 Populus lasiocarpa Pl - 1.18 -
KFaf Schima superba Ssu - - 5.40
RIEEH Camellia cuspidata Ccu - - 4.90
£ Pterostyrax psilophyllus Pps _ _ 155
F M Toona sinensis Ts - - 1.44
‘H B84 Machilus ichangensis Mi - - 1.27
KEEABY Rhododendron stamineum Rs - - 1.18
¥t Tilia oliveri To - - 1.18
KivK X Fagus engleriana Fe - - 1.43
2 AHYITE AR
Table 2 Overall association of plant communities
WL ] (a) T5 % gt xS TEREE
Restoration time Variance ratio (VR) Test statistic (W) ¥ threshold ( %095, £%0.05) Positive association
25 1.53 21.49 6.57,23.68 e
40 1.27 17.83 6.57,23.68 NTES
100 1.80 25.17 6.57,23.68 B

2.3 Fhoxfla]RER 2T

M T AT, 25 a TR A 104 Rl 2
IEBRSE, K 54.70%, HhENSEE. 5
3X(Coriaria nepalensis)5 ;1 AK(Rhus chinensis)“%
20 ZHAbo0 B 2 TEAH R 86 MRS B ARIRAS,
Hh I 2 5/ KAk (Sorbus folgneri)s AR S A K
e 2 AN IR 2 DU <. 40 a FEDREE
A 93 AMFont BIEERSS, 5 S H 49.00%, Hrbilil
(Symplocos sumuntia)'5 8 K21 (Litsea elongata)-

W& W (Liqguidambar formosana)'5 %K (Cunningha-
mia lanceolata)=5 16 NN RIE 2 1IEAHIS; 97 M
X2 ss, LR (BEwya alata) 5T &
(Cornus controversa)~ #: 5 (Castanea henryi)5 5 3.
ITEW 5 R IRAERGX 3 AN 2302 7RG 100 a
TS A 89 APl R IEIES,, D2 46.80%,
HrhF M 5HESE . K 556511 Wl(Symplocos lucida)
S5 17 AR IR IR A 5C; 101 MR 2 A7 RAs,
H A 5 900E 8% (Camellia cuspidata). W5
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1e(Cornus kousa)5RIEEES: 4 HPpXT E IR 17 Bed, H#eHEmE 9%, S50 KEM. ik

FH2% . T 25 a A1 40 a HDBER O ° SEit EAG IR 45
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M2 T, 25 a FEPIREE AT 109 SRR 21k
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AT RHUEE GO, 40 a FEIBEVE R 111 4
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@[5/ cm @® <~ x Cn @ x% | [ 04
@ ® x x St @~ M [ BEXE 06
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& 1 AP Pearson AHIC R EUE R

x: P=0.05, HANMFEFE(P<0.05). MAMEENE 1. FH

Fig.1 Pearson correlation coefficients matrix of plant pairs. x: P=0.05, the rest: P<0.05. Abbreviations for dominant species are shown in Table 1. The same

below
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Table 3 y? correlation test of dominant species in 25 years plant community

Ct Qg Cn Cm Ck BI Lh Lc Cd Re Ad St Tv Sp Ch Pp Lo Sc Ss
Qg 2.98
Cn 298 298
Cm 024 024 024
Ck 298 298 298 0.24
Bl 298 298 298 024 298
Lh 298 298 298 024 298 298
Le 298 298 298 024 298 298 298
Cd 298 298 298 024 298 298 298 298
Re .12 112 112 001 112 112 112 112 112
Ad 024 024 024 022 024 024 024 024 024 0.01
Sf 298 298 298 024 298 298 298 298 298 1.12 024
Tv 024 024 024 022 024 024 024 024 024 001 022 024
Sp 298 298 298 024 298 298 298 298 298 1.12 024 298 024
Ch 002 0.02 0.02 088 002 0.02 002 002 0.02 030 007 002 0.07 0.02
Pp .12 112 112 o001 112 1.2 1.12 112 112 022 001 112 0.0l 1.12 030
Lo 112 112 112 o001 112 1.2 112 112 112 022 246 112 0.01 1.12 030 022
Sc 024 024 024 022 024 024 024 024 024 0.01 316 024 071 024 007 0.01 246
Ss 0.02 0.02 0.02 211 002 0.02 0.02 002 0.02 030 007 002 0.07 002 137 030 030 0.07
F1 0.02 0.02 0.02 007 002 0.02 0.02 002 002 098 007 002 0.07 002 001 030 030 007 0.01
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Table 4 y? correlation test of dominant species in 40 years plant community

Ct Ss Qg BI Ck Ea St Ch Lf Cc Le Cn Sl Cl Cma St Mo Cd Sa
Ss 2.98
Qg 298 298
Bl 298 298 298
Ck 298 298 298 298
Ea 298 298 298 298 298
St 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Ch 002 0.02 0.02 002 002 0.02 029
Lf 052 052 052 052 052 052 0.00 0.08
Cc 024 024 024 024 024 024 035 007 027
Le 298 298 298 298 298 298 0.00 002 052 024
Cn 052 052 052 052 052 052 0.00 255 005 027 052
S1 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.00 053 034 001 0.10 0.60
Cl 0.02 0.02 0.02 002 002 0.02 029 001 0.08 0.07 002 0.08 0.16
Cma 024 024 024 024 024 024 035 007 027 316 024 027 0.01 2.11
Sf 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.00 0.16 034 0.01 0.10 034 0.11 0.16 0.01
Mo 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.00 0.16 060 0.01 0.10 034 0.11 0.16 001 0.11
Cd .12 112 112 112 112 1.12 058 030 0.02 0.01 112 0.02 012 030 001 0.12 0.12
Sa 052 052 052 052 052 052 170 107 0.05 027 052 005 034 008 027 034 034 002
Pl 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.00 0.16 034 0.01 0.10 034 069 0.16 001 224 224 0.12 034

% 5100 a MRS L ZALHAN G 2 St ERR

Table 5 2 correlation test of dominant species in 100 years plant community

Qg Ch Ea Ss Ssu  Ccu Le Sa Sl Ck Pps Ts Fe BI Cm Mi Lh Ct Rs
Ch 0.00
Ea 1.12 0.58
Ss 1.12  0.58 7.02
Ssu 024 3.15 0.01 0.01
Ceu 052 1.70 0.02 0.02 027
Le 298 0.00 1.12 1.12 024 052
Sa 298 0.00 1.12 1.12 024 052 298
Sl 298 0.00 1.12 1.12 024 052 298 298

Ck .12 058 022 022 0.01 002 112 112 1.12

Pps 024 315 001 0.01 316 027 024 024 024 0.01

Ts 052 170 0.02 002 086 005 052 052 052 002 5.61

Fe 002 029 098 098 0.07 107 002 002 002 030 007 0.08

BI 024 035 0.01 001 022 027 024 024 024 0.01 022 086 0.07

Cm 010 124 0.2 0.2 131 034 010 0.10 0.10 0.2 131 060 0.16 0.01

Mi 0.10 124 157 157 175 060 0.10 0.10 0.10 157 0.01 034 016 131 0.11

Lh 0.10 0.00 0.12 0.12 0.01 060 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.12 001 034 234 0.01 0.11 0.11

Ct 002 029 030 030 088 008 0.02 002 002 030 088 0.08 001 08 016 0.16 0.16

Rs 002 029 098 098 088 1.07 0.02 002 0.02 098 007 0.08 001 0.07 016 234 053 1.03

To 024 315 246 246 316 027 024 024 024 0.01 022 086 088 022 001 175 0.01 007 0.88

AP RIEEE B 92 AMFPx) Rk, H PR H 2 IS A RS . Spearman FAH Ik
HEZE 5 =W (Pterostyrax psilophyllus). VUIRTES 2R 36 & I B2 IR A (1) A6 B L Pearson AH G IG %2,
TEESTRAE 11 R0 IR 35 AH DG . W] e &G B Spearman FAAH K S0 R B B 5 .



ESRR BRER LA AP T [ 2K G AR IR R SRR REVE AL SR A 4 Ao (] I 45 AR 58 1k 607

2.4 HYIBERREN 1.5247x-1.2583 (R>=0.99), 5 HEH LM S LKA

BEVx BRI NHRE 5 R B AR B BT N, (44.02, 55.98); 100 a AEHY)BEVE AL £ y=
xlEoS I, FESE - R AL 3). o —0.0063x%+1.6443x-0.9144 (R*=0.99), 5HLM=
25 a FHYRE VR AL M 28 y=—0.004x2+1.433x—  FABERN(42.46, 57.54), FH 100 a VB HIFa
2.3134 (R=0.99), 5 H LM M ALK N @545 — MM ERE(31.76), 40 a X2(33.97), 25 a fie %
54.55); 40 a F Y B E B AT 26 y=-0.0051x+  (35.99).
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I, HRPEERGE, W RIRNZETE N, KSR
Wrseak. KEE 100 a e, IR SOMTETE S5
TR, BRREREKE, H2EIEE LM
RETFPRTIZETIEZ o A [FIVRE B Bt ok e e 45
PEASAMAE, ATRE S H AR 26 1F . R A
SERELLAN NN TR, I &H XS
KRS 7 NSRBI A G242 R ELIEERSS, /i
H X 5K AR ALK, ERERER
JE BRI, HBEEEopaR, B AR
Mo B W BORETR 9 IR K 1 Bh A AR A,
R 3 MEMBE LA T A B R, BEE A
AN K AR
3.2 NREKEH BHEYIRRE KI5 E T

AT 7R B0 ¥ M-Godron 250 Fe i 14 43 #
RN FRE N BRI RS T AR IR,
W1 3 MEYIREE IR KRBT BL,  IEAAESZS
KENRERES, BERERERE, EYRE e IR
Wi . VR RS E VSR AR SE S IR DA K
NRTHE L R . AR A F K
R BOHE YRR RS TR BR T 2 21K E S R 1 5%
Mgk, AN KRR . 25 a IR
FEEEPI, SRR, Hiskm. el
T, EREEMA IR . R SRR K
AR A RAKIIS TG RIA [F] I 9 H fop
Tt (AR J B3 7 A A2, (R T AR AR B K
PR BL, 28 ERE AN T, ZENR
(RS 2 B VR IR E PRI 22 o 40 a IDBETE s
RIEABHIE 2, B (bR I A P A — L b A
JCHERITE S AL T AL, KT LIS (Litsea
cubeba) & T 11 BE 11 22 A IZ B R DL IR E %
HHALTARHER DR, W 518 52 BN AT 30
ffed, - SERERREEERZE. 100 a YR
TN LI — LR R VE L 5 A R A )RR IZ TR R
W, M ML PP AER IR E 1 LA
BEIE NI RE SR A IR AR, PR A BT
B REREE R EN B . AT R 2R AR
R BUEMRE TR R TERE , AR PRI ) H
PREEER AN SN M AE R, AR AT MRZ I K 3R
FIRIBARNBE T R, SOP0 AR A B ) M 0 A
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A 5 2R i BRI T 5 S
3.3 MG SHEREEZ R KX R
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PR AR SRR e e HE R 9 P 38 8 B B B AR 1A,
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e, FIRIRES PR tUR i T DU SRIBON 3, IESRHK
FOAERY R, TEORIRAY o Lo i i i, (RASHEVE
BRI A, BEVERE MRt 2B 4R T 90,
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pr BUEYIHEE BA T AR E I B, HEEE KB4
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DI G AN [ 35 B i B AR MR ¥ 45 1) 5 Ao ]
KERDHT IS5 RAIF], 7T RE RS BE VR 24 PR A 4
T, R R ETE MBI AR o5 P8 AN R 1 BER
(A, HRIEAR AN X SR B ST B A AR T
ek ANMAKCH ZE0, DURRHE. oM MEBerula lumi-
nifera)#8 2 E 6 BRBRIRIEAG IR, A AL
IR IERN A, XY Rh AR R B — E B
PO B 08 s mRTE AN AR NEARSE
SROETTR I IAET, e BAR R 2R AT 5K A A7 2 14,
AL AR . SR AR AT
PAF 2 FERE AR BIIR,  HREAe e MR,
g5 b, R AFEK R B BOR IR M % 1 20
FARA TR R AN 825 SRR Ao o5 44 KHR 7y, A
Xof [B) AR G5 BOARA R, JRSTVEARG B8, R
BT AR R, E AR IE B Bk
J& o BRI B (NEAT , MR P R ALK
REVE S M BT AR %, RO VAR Bl 2 3 58
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