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Ecological Characteristics of Understory Plants of Three Artificial
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Abstract: The life form spectrum, leaf size spectrum, light and water eco-forms were investigated in understory

plants of artificial Cupressus lusitanica forest, Acacia dealbata forest and Alnus ferdinandi-coburgii forest as well

as secondary shrub community in karst mountain area in Yunnan. The results showed that phanerophytes was the

dominant life form in the three forests, followed by hemicryptophytes. Micro-phanerophytes comprised highest

percentage. The dominant leaf size of the three kinds in forests was mesophyll. The life form spectrum and leaf

size spectrum in the forests were similar to those in subtropical evergreen broad-leaved forest in Middle Yunnan.

Among the three plantations, Alnus ferdinandi-coburgii forest is shown to have good hydrothermal condition and

species diversity, which is beneficial for vegetation restoration.
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R AT K ThReA1E A, B, H 3 52 BB 4
FHIEA BB RED, 184, XX 3 F A TAREIRT5EAX
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AR TR AEER R A SRR K
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1 B v

1.1 R ERER

AN TR FERBER LB R RIZ =,
23°18'-23°59'N.103°35'-104°45'E, BREFAH ¥
RS IE. KARH TR 524254.64 Jcm?,
H BT 40 1920.3 h, SRR A 16.6C, BER
# 124C, B4 A B)FH 85C, BHAAT A)FE
¥ 20.9°C, #3455 B KB -7.8°C, R IH B = 33.2°C,
= 10CHIEF S FE 4812.2C, =18CH ¥ 114 d,
TAEH 302 d, I MEKE 818.6 mm, FIEK
& 1948.5 mm, ER HAALE 7-10 B, F FIHEE
BE 79%. LA ILRMEEN +, AERe 5™ E, i
R 1550-1600m, EARBEER, MHlHHTE
70%, > EBEHEA—, Y 25°-35°, K LA™ E,
TIEROLL AT SRR R o X, B MR Bt
WHGEFE SRR, B ATt s R, 8
feizs it E RFFRBHIRAEEN . TSR F AR
M- =£ B B (Bauhinia brachycarpa var. micro-phylla).
H4% (Dichotomanthus tristaniaecarpa)~ /N 3E3%
(Viburnum erosum)~ i& 7 K (Pistacia weinmannifolia)-
E R(Sophora davidii)« F R (Pyrus pashia) ¥\ #g
(Vaccinium brachybotrys)~ /N 8k AF (Myrsine africana)
%, BAH A F (Imperata cylindrica)~ R 75 Bf H &
(Arundinella setosa) BRk 3% (Pteridium aquilinum)-
oA M (Ficus tikoua)& .

R T 1997 FEE, & HEREEREF
IRIH, 15 AR AT AR R0 Hh B B AR A R A M A
A—B . G R IRE M, WA HITAL
Hhk. BRITEE 2 mx2 m, ¥R 7O 5 2, S0
40 cmx40 cmx30 cm, FE 7 GE LB E AL, L4
ERE RS E . T CHS Bk, %5 50%-
85%.

1.2 iR R B EAE

FEAK I BT AR N 20 mx20 m FOFRAEHE L 19
A HA IERAR 6 4N, IR 6 4>, BVG A
T TR B 20 mx20 m B A EFA MRS
XI5y 4 4~ 10 mx10 m TR EBER, BN
WEEHLE | D 1mxim HEFRERR. FTARERA
CREPHHL KE. 5E WE . EE.HTE
HEABERMNEL . LE.EE.AE . SRS E
AEYCFEYOMHL SE . HE AR DIEE.
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A 35 B A A - B i (1) 4w 139 K A C. Raunkiaer
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PLE SRR RN AL Hh b 2E MU 2F R SRR
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FNRALF ERAFEY) . W RGR R A A
[TEAY: S NN 7 B s B =R N a1 e 2B U N
H PR AR A . SRR AR AR K g
RIEHED HRERE )X R RN IBRAE. W (P
) AP, KA ERREIE N G EIRIE Y
Xf FIAK S ERE I RIS A BEHE P E R
A E Y,

1.4 SRR E T ENERE

BEZHEME T ERRBENM AR MER
B, BEVE B REVER I T BEVR A RS MR AE , BB
4 R~ S5 K RN T B8 55 U7 THT 3R T HY SR R BF 28 3 R Bk
R REHREFEXN BHEERBEONHERR, AR
BT I 2 FEEFRECA Shannon-Wiener FE8(0, A 3L
KA B AT w6 A EEE T E TR
BHATIE, T ZHAEMIBIR, Pielou. Whittaker %5
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FEMETR B U B FR AR, I MEYNMERE R
RAZ, BAMER, HRMERK, BRARBENE
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EXTEE

YIFEEE S= BN T E YRS E
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2.1.1 A R

EE B REYN R EHEE&M, CHEZ KKK
KIS B FE P FE B R R B, BV SRR AE
ERXEE FHRBEDEFENRE, FFRA
BUR BT HEPHEY SRR R, BREFEN
g oy BEVR SRR E 2 2, B AR RN

MFE 1AW (1) 3 Fh AN TARBEE B LR AL 3 1
YhE, 5B 40%LL L, HH S FEEYE TS
B 3E R A S BY, o X BU/NE AL ZE S, IR R
MR Y EONMEFRESEP REW 7 LK
JUTL AR B B VL RS S MR M AR (LT PIAROR A3
R —B, T L5 g Al B g AR AR RS A
RI(EALZE AP B AL ZE A F)2M,  (2) 3 FF AT
o —SEAE R Y I L) EE R A HE BT 50 R R A
HEK#EMHHERNE, FTHYOEEEHR, B
IR AER S BP0 58 2R, X R R B, Bl
EHBIKE MBERE, I e R i D .
2.1.2 MR

HEARIBEAN, HBEEFEHEER, MARAE
WAREE, HHRER T AHEE. Eitt, @dt

RISy #7701 SR BE 7K () R FLAE SR I = 2, g8
R R RS B R B R E o, B R,

ME 1 R REE W (1) 3 FF A THRBEED
PAep B i oy X AR 3, HORRE /N R, B #y E #4
HH SR R B — 3, DU AU R 0214, (2)/)
R} L vk A A B v, R JL AR AR B K B A
RFRAEFEMN. (3) 3 F A LA INEE AR B
- HG B, AL AR T KR A
213 AR EKR

FRIE % e B B SR 43 B RE A L T
(PAEYFIB Y, &Y ET AL B 6 R HA
R, XRKAEN KSR, NITEE T Xt b
RIAFAERIMmEY, FIOCBAERBBBOME S
BHR BB B 2, B A SRR RIE,

MACRAERRE(E 2)PEH: (1) 3 AL
BRI U B (P AR R RS Horp JINER AR
., BHEASEER TR TEDMERKNEE.
(2) BHAEMIRAERM LB B>, 0 3 F A THA
BIE T KB &M, HEMKM LG e T LER
B o FARHh 3 () K R .
2.1.4 /K HERFER

ANFEEYFRE, B FRPEBESFKS &
HERIFRSD, BT XK TERRXR EAFHERS
SIHEREN T, RIBEYXN KD BIXR, BEDR
SRR R R P AEREAER, FRKFESH
BRI R & BV SR B B 40 &, BIAK K
R,

x1 FREFREARHILER

Table 1 Percentage of plants with different life forms in the communities

BELH R Phanerophytes (%) WEF  WEF  MFF 4k
Communities X 22 N % a1 Chamae- Hemicrypto- Geo- Therop-

Mega Meso Micro Nano Total Phywes(%)  phytes(%)  phytes (%)  tytes (%)

NIBAAR 1.3 75 21.3 150 45.1 75 23 0

Alnus ferdinandi-coburgii forest ’ : . - . . -8 10. 13.8

HIHK

Acacia dealbata forest 13.2 14.7 162 44.1 5.9 25.0 8.8 16.2

ST A

Cupressus lusitanica forest 29 58 202 115 404 5.8 250 13.5 15.4

VG N

Secondary shrubs 2.2 75 30.1 11.8 51.6 43 23.7 11.8 8.6

TCILAEH

Castanopsis orthacantha forest 56.9 114 159 9.7 22

Y ¥

BT DA 52.8 38 30.2 13.2

Cyclobalanopsis glaucoides forest

*5| H R EES, 1965; ** 5| A BB K FHBEWE, 1965.
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Fig. 1 Percentage of the number of species with different leaf sizes in the communities
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PH4: Heliophytes
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o JIEAE A Alnus ferdinandi-coburgii forest

® R Acacia dealbata forest

o YU S Cupressus lusitanica forest
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Fig. 2 Percentage of the number of species with different light eco-forms in the communities

MK G SRR (B 3)F (1) 3 FF A LA
JIEAEACHK (8 52 A i 52 7 2K 1) L A5 B A » o A
FLupl B R, i B 3K S S AR T R BT AR
FARFIA . (2) 3 Fh N LARR b AR K EL B 3% TIK
RN, BAEMRLEIE N T IREEMN, BLH 3
ANIHRE K> R T IR EREN . HBIKER
HI 55 R 2 5 AR 52 0 R R b b P AE R R L
B3 0, X & IE 1 B AR .

2.1.5 B RENAHEY
JIERAKERERAEDEETO4H
(EEAH 22.93). /NkAF(22.46) i T A5 (19.21) 1
¥&(Corylus yunnanensis, 17.19). /N 3 3% (18.05). 4L
E B ¥ T (Rubus pinfaensis, 16.08). 3 B (Rubus
ellipticus, 15.61) % EARMA BN FEFTEER
= (Eupatorium coelestinum, 16.09). H ¥ (13.34). 4
45 % % (Elsholtzia rugulosa; 13.16). B3R (Rostellularia
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Fig. 3 Percentage of the number of species with different water eco-forms in the communities

procumbens, 12.82). %L # (Artemisia japonica, 12.43)
%, SHRERRRAEY EES NKAF337) 5
BEFA(Pinus yunnanensis, 30.53) % $l (Sop hora davidii,
27.37). JH % ¥ 18 (Dalbergin yunnanensis, 26.67).
HA4H (21.82). H/F#FE (18.22). #MH &40
(Lespedesa cuneata, 15.06)% ; HEARRBHY) T E
A R T ¥ B (A rundinella setosa, 28.78) W E
(Agrimonia pilosa, 19.13). F155 ¥ (Centella asiatica,
18.5)- Bf 1% Ei(Conyza bonariensis, 1493). A 3 (1491).
4t E(14.72) B 3 F(Oxalis corniculata, 14.3)% . &
75 EF A MR RE K B R S ) 1 A /DB AT (23.99).
NI 2 B (19.26) 7 & K (18.23). & (Pueraria
lobata, 17.72)\ tt. & (Platycarya strobilacea, 17.32).
PUH(16.34)%; BA RN BHY) T EA B 35(25.24).
M (24.82)  RITEEF & RE(21.06) 5% . IRAEEMEEAR
B SBHE Y E BE M2 E H (34.02) DT (21.16)
%o EARRBEMEELTHAR256). HF(24.11),
B3 (19.15) K5 (A rthraxon hispidus, 15.94)%,

4 FEEVET, B3 MEFEEREMERRER
MPHEDFNRIYGLREEN L, R R E R BN
Y H P AR, MBIK BT R R
B, GLEH 3 FREEK IE [ WA £ FEAE DT TR

22 MF B RN
ANLEMWKE,3 FANLHRBEESERDF .

Shannon-Wiener 3 #{{& .Simoson i E R BE 5
IS EIREE R 2.

MBHEFEH: ()3 WA THREXZFEZREM
VIth ZFEME LR B W, X T AT AR RO
B, EEEBMAR, EABRNFEHEAYMHE
FEHERRRIK. Q) 3MAIAKMDF ZHHESA
EHEAK B 5(4.2491), HIRR JIERE AR #K(4.1837); 4
ANH )N EFE AR K(0.0715), H k2B
BHEIAR(0.0777); Ut B B AP BEVR RO PP K B4 BB 2,
AR, BRI RE RE 198 (3) BERIA)
FEAE )| [VEARE AR MK B 151(94.42%), BEVE D Fh L REME(E
AR, 35 A, A T 3% 7 AR BE V& R
KR, B 3 FP N TARBEE &, JIER AR £
FHRFE, HEERE, AR BRI BR.

3 MR

Y B VR B 4 LR VR A O AR S R R IE RE X
FOT ARSI B R R R N BRE SR
FEV B U B HORFIE, RRREVE S L E bR &R
B EFER N T RNSBR EYEKS B R
A KO FARIESRAE . HBROEDE
ERLE R O AR KRR S R KRR
WA AT, T UBREE 1 R S0 A1 SRR A0 R O BT
AR IR B SN B x4 (6 B A A DL R BEVR P
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Table 2 The comparison of species diversity in the communities
BB JUIERAR R BRIk BRI
Communities Alnus ferdinandi -coburgii forest Acacia dealbata forest Cupressus lusitanica forest

PFEFES) FEA EShrub layer 33 25 38
Species richness ¥ EHerb layer 50 42 65

B Y] All plants 83 67 103
Wik BEMEMH) #EK EShrub layer 3.2830 2.9636 3.3953
Diversity index ¥ EHerb layer 3.7019 3.4327 3.7156

FrE HYAll plants 4.1837 3.8919 4.2491
EHRAEC) #K EShrub layer 0.0428 0.0632 0.0422
Ecological dominance  #2k EHerb layer 0.0287 0.0413 0.0355

B F4) Al plants 0.0715 0.1045 0.0777
BESIEQ) #K EShrub layer 93.89 92.07 93.34
Community evenness %2 FEHerb layer 94.63 91.84 89.01

B ) Al plants 94.42 92.24 91.49

W REFAE I FE 44 . AT LA SE AR YD Ao R 4 il
I EER b 2 AT E AT VS B B OB R K 5
AERRRERIT TR NS EMG T, FHFESKRE
FE MDA 2 AR BE AT A AR A I Y B AR
GrA, BRI 3 BN AR5 kA B AR B AR
Z ISR, DURBRHAES KR IR

BEVE SN R B 7 B W B AR AIE , SR RV SR
BEEMRSEEYRAFRE. HRKRE,
Bl W SR AR A AR T R R AR 5P M
WA X ABFH N TR AL TE AR SO
LB, T 3C L AL T 3E - BR B R 5 G
S, S EI RS, W T R R
X E N B AETE R EAT B AR TS R S5 P I
R SRR AR R AR R AR S AR AR A L MR
55 N R R £ W AR AR AR A P I B AR AL
WA TARRE D32 R A A I AR R, 7T
AE SH T M7 e R A B K

MEBER SIFE KA, 3 B N TAREE ¥ K %%
BT IRAEEN, WA TEWRTH TR E
FNBEVE R 5 3 Bk A KR )RS AR Ry 7K 24 2% 1
PR 58 7Y SHARARANERHAR, WA R T R
B NERARZMEM S TWFA, RN AX RS
RIS A R B, B R, B P B IE B E B
B 79 EHEARIN B SSR R, (B 1E 2 Tk
ThEI P 8, HAEK 5 8, BT UAEA Tk
o, HENGE R S R, XA SRA B B R
HE, NG O B R R R E R R

MEBEE P B MR, 3 F N AR o IR

AN SRR, WHEMAERSER,
BT, B OR G kB RE D B0, BB AT
00 T P BT A5 R AR R VR TR R R SRR Y
HEDM SR BNERRNBNE, X
o TR Z SR IT, TS, AN
EHEPF D, r B BTSRRI EER
X, ARE— B

BH  SWESMAERERSCOLMARBETXIKE,. FE
30, B SORE ARt 38 REEREESE, 7R — JE AT
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