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Abstract. For‘trees with DBH = 1 cm, we recorded species name, DBH, height, and
location within Castanopsis eyrie (Champ.) Tutch. community plots in Shimentai Reserve in
northern' Guangdong and Xiangtoushan Reserve in central Guangdong. Plant composition,
distribution.. pattern, dominant species, and species diversity of the communities were
analyzed. Results showed that there were 112 species of vascular plants belonging to 36
families and 54 genera in the Shimentai plot, and 109 species of vascular plants belonging to
36 families and 59 genera in the Xiangtoushan plot. Both communities showed observable
tropical to subtropical transition. The Shimentai plot was closely related to eastern and central
China, whereas the Xiangtoushan plot had more connections to western Pacific islands,
namely Taiwan and Japan. Comparative study of community characteristics in the two regions
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showed a high similarity at the community level and similar plant diversity indices. However,
latitude was not the determining factor of plant diversity. Microenvironment, community
succession processes, and human factors had greater influences on plant diversity of the local

communities.

Key words . Subtropical typical evergreen broadleaved forest; Castanopsis eyrie community ;

Plant diversity; Guangdong
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PRAP X B B i X A G 3k L0 R R BRI X2 T AR
PRI AR S R G HAR ORI IX, DT
SR IE MO AT A, BABGS ATSEIE, T
AR, BN BRI X AR VR C TR T2t
g7, (BT S TE TR G AR, i
/Dt b TR B VR ) BF 55, B A% ( Castanopsis eyrei
(Champ.) Tutch.) BE7& 2 A4 SR (1) 2 FAHT 7
AL N I R O A T A T VI 4 £ 2 G i)
R AL SAERRLE], X AR R BRI
PP ST Rt B A R L,

WFFE R, RIS EEAIL I h X e A R ek
AR S0 Ho X sl AR A M
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DE T IA X R, RIS BRG] P ik
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i AR R R 1, H— AR PR,
“OE SR BHEIE R R RV . B AR AR
B ARMBER RS SR PR AE LA ORI X, 2 % S
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FE | AR ER ARG —, MELAXS & BV 21T
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1 TR
PHRAITAEZ % E R IX (24°23 ~

24°28' N, 113°16'~ 113°20'E) #ikb )" A& ik
TR EAE T Y, B AR 33 555 hm?; 4R
20.8°C, MImfikiR—3.6°C, = 138.6°C; 41
K7k HE 1883 mm; it =y WA RS g4k 1586 m''"
PR AP X b A R I R4 AT R B Y S I b
B DA K SR 2 Rl S 4 XTI 35, Ik A ik A
A BT AR R R AR SR L AR R kI
R ARG K (23°18" ~23°19" N, 114°19' ~
114°27" E) Msb 7R HOM T S B Py, Rl
10 696.9 hm? ,AEHI R 21.7°C, Heinfikii—-6.6°C,
Hesiii B 35.1°C; AEHIRE/K i 2262.5 mm; F g
TEHR IR TR IR 1024 m, P47 DX Hb A R W 44T HiL X
PRI 4R 400 m LLR ) A 43 4 B 3 3G &
ST AR, IR 400 m DL Lok I BGHE H A i
AP,

1. AR 2. 2Rk X,
1. Shimentai Reserve; 2. Xiangtoushan Reserve.
1 #REKiE
Fig. 1 Study area
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B 1 hm?(100 m x 100 m) BYEEHL 1 1,
BAFEHLAT L 400 S5 m x 5 m BREDT . B
MFEHL Y GPS AR, WK BERE . B, L,
ZANETHRESE L, DN IE AT A
Ir. HEARME = 1 om) ERE, & idsk AR
PR bR s . WP 4 WE L MAR L e SRS
B XTEFAMSHE E PR AR SRR A, A7 RIS
2.2 HiE4hIE
2.2.1 BEEEITHE

PORES2T 31 7 R =1 N TR = W i =
ANy FRZE LA = (X2 B X +
FXFORFE) /3, Horr, FHXFZIE (%) = 100 x K
AP R B T A B BRI (%) =
100 x FAFILEGETHRE T v i SR W B BT A R i
A SRE AXAEE (%) = 100 x FA~Fh i i
o BT TR R/ A %) v T T A
2.2.2 ZHEMNERZX

I Margalef #Fh 3 & FEF5 50 ( E) . Shannon-
Wiener Z #: P45 % ( H) . Simpson fft # £ 45 ¢
(D) 1 Pielou B2 FEFREL(J,, ) HFATHEVE o ZHFH
[, 5 FH Jaccard AHRUPE 2 B0 AS 6V 2
] AR RURR BE A Tl A, SR AR

Margalef #1Fp 4= & e 4L . E= (S -1)/InN;

Shannon-Wiener ZFEHETERG H = =XP. In P;

Simpson i L. D=1-XP%;

Pielou ¥J21 8% U= (=X P,In P,)/InS;
Jaccard HIUMEREL. C= j/(a+b - )).
Kb, S EDFZE S, N AR G Y)
FREGARE Z A P, R R i ANARER & Bir g Fh 1A
IR oW A A, a, b 2l

3 HREHSH

3.1 BEEYMARSH

EIN D N R 7 o T < S R | BT 5 3 < )
FARNHE, AT TG EHE G2 1 SREE, 2
LA 24 o 2 SRR (R 1) o HEHLIE AL
RER, 1 SREILAAEEREY 112 8, FE 36
B o4 Jg, MY R B R, wiFHEY 35 B
53 J@ 111 Fp, H B Rl ( Lauraceae) (6 J& 14
) . ILZEFl (Theaceaae) (5 @14 #) . 52 Ff
(Fagaceae) (3 J& 10 ) ¢ &7} (Aquifoliaceae)
(1 )& 10 #) . 1L BBk ( Smyplocaceae) (1 J& 8
Fi) . ARG AERL (Ericaceae) (2 J& 7 Fl) | FLIe Rt
(Elaeocarpaceag) (2@ 5 ) . A %% (Magnoli-
aceae) (3J& 5 F )| #%74Fl (Rosaceae) (3 J& 5
i) SR OGRS 1 8 1 g A 20 B, 4
R, B Rl %L 55.56% . 37.03%F11 17.86%

2 SRS ILA I 109 Fh, R 36 Bl 59
&R TR 2 FL 2 JE 2 B, BAEY) 34 BL57 &
107 fifr, HorhseskRH(3 JE 18 F) | #EEH(5 JE 14
F)y AR (5 B 10 M) L AFRL(1 )R 8 ) |
PRl ( Rubiaceae) (6 J& 6 #) . ILILF(1 )& 5
Fiy . KA AERL (Ericaceae) (3 J@ 5 ) . AH3EFRL
(1)@ 5 %) RSB, AXE 18 1 MEA 20
B, a5 ER, 8, RS 55.56% ., 33.90% F1
18.35%,

H AT AT AL, PSR A B AR SRR M
B, AoekRE R AR IR, & F
Bh FRESAERE AROCRLAE Sk SERHA Sy S R %
i AR WLOLSARE . SE SRR R P 2 P
EIARZI BB @R, miLZsRh . &HR, I
BHEMZ KT /INEARBEA, R ) B2

HPRE A SR, .
F1 AIEESGTHNEE
Table 1 Habitat conditions of two communities
R =

Ry SIS 5 (m) Zilk L Wi o Wit
No y Nature reserve Altitude Longitude Latitude Position Tilt Aspect

1 aila 738 113°7'3.02" E 24°27'43.99" N 7] 2% g

2 %310 750 114°22'24.81" E 23°16'22.02" N R % h g
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3.2 HEEVHREAERS ST
3.2.1 HEEVENEXREBITTHT

R SRAE 5 551 ) o L o A 400 SR 43 A X
RURR 53 T, ASBETER TR N R A R
QIR A3 A A XA, 4R (£ 2), M
TEVR AR o 14 DX 3R B0 [R] A s 2 DA 3B X o
R, HBA A BT RO RHE a0 ik
7 Bl ( Dipterocarpaceae ) . W & 7 F} ( Myristi-
caceae) ., Bl ( Nepenthaceae) S5/ Y, A
IR B0 A — e R H ], B B R
BT, X5 WA BE T AL T B 1] B I i DX
Ax,

x2 MIHEEVENSHXER

Table 2 Distribution patterns of genera in two communities

JE %k B89 Gl ER i

A3 IX e No. of Percentage of all genera
Distribution pattern genera (%)
1 2 1 2
1R 0 1
2. 9 10 16.67 17.24
3;*%%#%%@;&%)& 8 M 14.81 18.97
4. [HH S 3 6 5.56 10.34
5. Pl W BRI 4 4 7.41 6.90
6. Iy WP = HE R 2 2 3.70 3.45
£ gﬁ)ﬁwﬂ( BE-SATE G, 4 503 2414
8. duiliy 5 5 9.26 8.62
9. ZR AN &[] K 6 5 11,11 8.62
10. IH A 1 0 1.85 0
1. Mg X PEEERE 0 1.85 0
12. K 0 1 0 1.72
13. FEREA 1 0 1.85 0
& il 54 59 100 100

3.2.2 EEEUMHRXRSW

FFEERI, Xobesi XS N A I 1Y X R A3 AT e
S I R R O S S r B R s mAZE R
AR DX 224 2 i X R 44T A T SRk a0 AT
G825 (Rl F A W 4% A X 36 0 Je HER U A 4y
ey (R EA Y &Y M Flora of China ",
XF 2 AFEBE AR AN o A X R R HAT AT (R 3)
iR EIR, BE LA SEERGT M E 2L
B, S5Grh EREA R HL I A R IR, xR 51k
R, AP HLIXIR R EE, YRscmiE 2, 2 S
0 E A R A R, R AR R R R

F 3 WANEEEYHNS XKD
Table 3 Distribution patterns of plant species in
two communities

R T 7 LB (%)
S3 A X e No. of Percentage of all
Distribution pattern species species
1 2 1 2
1. $AHE I 3 A 51 46 4554  42.20
2. PEA 53 58 47.32  53.21
21, I 2 1 1.79 0.92
2-2. LA 1 5 0.89 4.59
2-3. " RRA 0 2 0 1.83
2-4, MW AR AP 27 25, 2411 2477
2-5. 1EM-1ER 9 14 8.04 1284
2-6. fep-fe AR 11 6 9.82 5.50
2-7. HEm-HEAR-TU R 1 2 0.89 1.83
2-8. fEm-tErh-TiE 2 2 1.79 1.83
2-9. 1Em-AEh 0 1 0 0.92
3. R 8 5 7.14 4.59
Aot 112 109 100 100

JARFEA RN LGB =, BWAEBE SRR S, AMETAT
e S PR, ELIZRETE A S, A
SHEGE | HARFSIENIKREZ

BifRE 2 155 2 SRR LS, B T E R
AR, A TAER . VIR, ALK, R
B A R L AR bR UL R A B A R A ( Schi-
ma remotiserrata H. T. Chang) & 1 SRE% 5 —1I
Fwh, JETHEREAM, HoM TR ; 12
SREIE AL TR K fiF ( Schima superba Gardn. et
Champ.) B 4345 IXTE T, J& T 407 W2 91 43 A7 il
AREHARKE, TEENM TR, B4R, 4
HIX . 146 faf ( Rhodoleia championii Hook.) && 2
SHIER e, R mTEIRIE T R4 By R
FPEHL® A28 FF (Hamamelidaceae ) & —Bf
WAL T F IR RAEY), FhRRE, MLLIERT
J& ( Rhodoleia) BH 0> Al REZETERE , AP RGBT Y
oAb, RIS SR B F AR BT A R U
TR XAEY X R 2tk
3.3 EEMBTOW

o SHE 5 b B AR AR A B LE A v b i b 57 AR
FH, [RIEEAT DA A A A i 3 o A s B B,
MR 2 8 o T B 9% () B TR B s 200 A HIF 9 3
T RO S R DL ARG I, A5 R R
(F4, K5): 1 SHEAATATTARY KB LR
5, WK 738 m, XV TR A 19.95,
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Table 4 Importance values of primary species in community 1 (top ten)

- WAZRE (%) HXPBUE(%) HMBEE(%)  BIE(%)

Species Relative Relative Relative Importance
abundance frequency prominence value
fithé  Castanopsis eyrei (Champ.) Tutch. 16.60 3.96 39.29 19.95
Btk A Schima remotiserrata H. T. Chang 6.20 2.85 13.95 7.67
RIFEA  Eurya acuminatissima Merr. et Chun 9.48 3.48 2.36 5.11
I HHEY  Rhododendron kwangtungense Merr. et Chun 8.48 3.48 1.67 4.54
e AL Symplocos lancifolia Sieb. et Zucc. 7.84 2.53 1.08 3.82
LMY Pinus massoniana Lamb. 2.24 3.01 4.86 3.37
#3yj Castanopsis fissa (Champ. ex Benth.) Rehd. et Wils. 4.76 2.37 2.54 3.23
AKfii  Schima superba Gardn. et Champ. 2.56 1.74 5.01 3.10
JRJ A Daphniphyllum oldhamii (Hemsl.) Rosenth. 2.24 3.48 3.01 2.91
WiEH Diospyros morrisiana Hance 2.60 3.48 0.93 2.34

®5 2SEEIEMMEHMEE(HEEMEN 104)
Table 5 Importance values of primary species in community 2 (top ten)

Y $HX¢%§(%) *HXH‘%IEE(%) /FHX’IE%E(%) HEEH(%)

Species Relative Relative Relative Importance
abundance frequency prominence value
fith  Castanopsis eyrei (Champ.) Tutch. 6.68 2,87 25.49 11.68
ZI4¢fa7 - Rhodoleia championii Hook. 8.21 2.99 11.25 7.48
Afii  Schima superba Gardn. et Champ. 6.99 2.63 11.56 7.06
HEINL  Symplocos ulotricha Ling 13.71 2.99 2.24 6.31
WAEH  Rapanea neriifolia ( Sieb. et Zucc.) Mez 8.85 2.75 2.21 4.60
] Lithocarpus glabra (Thunb.) Nakai 2.76 2.87 4.55 3.39
RS ZR  Camellia euryoides Lindl. 5.58 2.51 1.42 3.17
%Al Diospyros morrisiana Hance 4.73 2.99 1.19 2.97
e il Symplocos lancifolia Sieb. et Zucc. 3.55 2.99 2.02 2.85
B P Castanopsis fabri Hance 1.31 1.32 5.56 2.73

FERETE T 5 A B W U e RN B 15 AR A
HEAH R 7.67; FRIR AR M B4 (Eurya acumi-
natissima Merr. et Chun)(5:11).. J~Z#LfY ( Rho-
dodendron kwangtungense: Merr. et Chun)
(4.54) . i1l ( Symplocos lancifolia Sieb. et
Zucc.) (3.82), oAt Fh 2 iy H SAF A XTI,
1 5BV AT firga A BT — A R AT RE VR . FEVR 3
SRR RN, BT M E SRR AR, BRSO
R ST A=Y i A W ¥ -l N I Py 2
RO, Hop R S A e s, HAb A A 2
HIEA B, BEER FRE . 2 SR T4k
PRI IX g v 5%, MR 750 m, AT RS
HEAA N 11.68, TERFIE RN A B I B AL,
R R er fefar, EZAE R 7.48, FIRA K
(7.06) . % E 1L ( Symplocos ulotricha Ling)
(6.31) . H 4 W ( Rapanea neriifolia ( Sieb. et

Zucc.) Mez) (4.60), H ARy 5 L AH XS 45
fi%, BEIL 2 58 3% Al i 24 A IR —£0 AR AT + A far 7
%, BEVE R BRSBTS
R, BEIE SN R AL AR T
AP OL S, MPEER LR AT . AR o B I
BUEREAHY
3.5 EEaZHEERSFT

R, AR BRI Z B A5 M3
HE LN AHEERZm, H2 R
—EMZES, mEEER RS A HITE, 68
BT R W VE 2 BEVERRAE P Margalef 5 4k
AU RBEEE R SR, ARt 15
HEIE W) FP =F & B W &, Simpson 48 50T UL
BeRE P LA PP S B B, PR W, BB
KB IZIR RO B, 45 A REVE B9 T B T,
Ui B A 3 9 00 35 R 09 00 345 b 457 35 4% Sy B f
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Shannon-Wiener f& 5% fil Pielou 18 $(7F — & F2 ¥
AT R R I ) R A T R A B AR B,
TR 1) 3K T A (B 29 5 v ELIR)RE A Ry 230, 1 A
B MR 2 Hoar M s, G680
AL, EREREVE I R B Y R, M
T, 1 SHETENRE(ERS),

=6 MWMIEHE«ZHMEEH

Table 6 o diversity index of two communities

HEHRYS  Margalef Simpson  Shannon-Wiener  Pielou

Community  index index index index
No. E D H Jaw

1 14.1885 0.9373 3.4439 0.7299

2 12.8175 0.9446 3.4049 0.7258

3.6 EEEMBELIESHT

TV (0] 40 20 10 1) 22 S AR A2 B AR SR 1R 5 T
B ZAEPEFE BN RE L FAS A A 55 T VR I 0 A ALk
DX, T H S o ZHE PR K ) B e v mloAs A
RGN o — e b B AR R MR AR
SRR, J@ ., F Jaccard AH L ME 2 FOk 7 R
KRR, K1 515 2 SRS R
B, Bl A 25, 38, 42 F, Jaccard AHAL
PRy 9k 0.53, 0.51, 0.23, M Jaccard &
BATLVE L, WAREREL, 8 0AR I s TR A
RIEE, FRHJR 322 W47 X TAE g X,
PyFp g F A R A DS (32 A . MY |
INEAREERZ W, ST YR AR R 2 7 A A
RES,

4 it

4.1 IRAEXEY SEMER N

AR BRI TR X 8 THE R HL X,
U5 AH R A DX ISR e, TR e A A A A 5, {HL
AN () M B B AT R s ) T SRy S A 75 PN A 1Y
PR A, TN & FoR A, 1 SRS T RIS
ik, WA RKENE, Fist, REMEAE N
WX R 575 [FIEE A S REE 4 2 5 FF s 00 B T fi 1]
Tk, S%4K, BhXWRARE RS, M2 %
s 3 F ey, S5 SIRsgm it £, MY
TEVE A YA 32 2 B B s, RIS ALY 24
PR 2332 B A A b DX 2 B2 52, ARV 2
BREEFULIN A, M4 B e X BN EE B LI, b

RV T SR AS B S A T 2 R
RECREL, 1SR THX R4, MhrytE
ZREIR BN R T 2 SHEE . RN ATRER 1 S
AR, BREESE TPE R, NIET 126
BREE N AR Z R Rl — s B 2 B ALY, il
HEAWmEMAY 2R W, X T w4
TRV, LHETREA R R ZREMINER, /RS
XHREVE SRR R, AR HIE R
I
4.2 BRBRBHEEEY « SHENXE

TV RAE ) 22 R A 0] b 2 B R A O TS
PR R AL, ABETER | A St v R o 4
X, O 58 BB AT | Ay S5 FH A ] A
M, AR TR 275 R R G RO,
EINAZ ASCA BB AR 0 2, TRTREAL T
Bt A R R i 2 R TR
T, AWIEEB, PIAREE LA o ZREPETEEL
WO EEES PR B L T EL . B, )
FRZEE S X ZR IR AT AE—RE 2257, (EREVE AR UM
[ s iR CIE B b apl Bt Ry S IR 59
B, HYIRR o ZHEVESR BT R B0 ARE (A 2%
i,
4.3 AAEZRXEY SR

TEVE I ZREPERR TSR | R A
SERIREI , WA R . i T
AL SFBUEM Z R RER . ATTG R
DXt R BIER A Ll 3 P DL bl S8 47 ) T B A
R, EIR AR R ERR P gk PR XY
SR, DR I Al A3 T A A AZ R
R, A Z R SR T, DA IRIPES SR AR AR
IR, BT AR ORI TORE, AT
EEEZRE TEMPUCHIE, M Ir e
VERRRARBIR S A, IETE TP Z R I B
AU A A R B AR SR A N
5, BURARSCHERT] B AR R B Tt fin s Xk R AR 7
AW ZARPERIRT, IR BT A Ml A 2R
PRI IX A Z R E IR R B, X BE2R R X A
Y2 BRI B R
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