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WE. RABEARFUIIE T TR £ 80 ( Pseudolarix amabilis (J. Nelson) Rehd. ) #8377 X% & 10
FEHh X TEVE IR AL b T AR X R R AE R 25, T AR 2 AR 2 E AP S0 B B DL S T I AR M AT
TOrHT, GURSERW] R ILE R T 43 Bl 65 JE 84 B JLrh, & FRNE M RHEL £ s I AR B HKAT (Phyllostachys
heteroclada Oliv.) AERAN M B AT ( Phyllostachys edulis ( Carr.) J. Houz.) ¥R EUEL 2, 4330 i 7% A JZ AL W) 54k B i)
32.2% 27. 1%F1 23. 0% , WiHEAR JZ NSS40 A0 ZNEL I3 F . RURE 4307 45 3R WY ¢ 2T 9 T30 88 R 8 199 LU 300 R T v
WS HABRE R 3 E G (BN 81% ~ 100% ) FIARAAE W) HAE GEA 1 A, X BEVR B 1Y 4010 X 2B 80 12
A, AR B0 3, FLTRA B 5 3 A I EGAE (T/R) o0 2.9, i RF TR ELA5 A0 I i, T 3 AR K2 A2
FARJRE 3R, BR R TR BHEARZE T HE— L5003 AW, BRI AR ZE h &8 Ik IS
PTI EELEEL R, 50500k 38. 76% . 18. 14% F1 12. 86% ; T #E A JZ W 1LIAR ( Lindera reflexa Hemsl.) JKAT %5 ( Camellia
sinensis (Linn.) Kuntze) F11L#IM( Lindera glauca (Sieb. et Zucc.) Blume) AT ZAEE S, 43510 11.44% 11. 2% .
10. 82% Fl1 10. 17% , UPGMA R M FIAE BE it Z2 45 NS0 AT (NMDS ) 45 R 3R B . i1 10 S AF i A9 5 BRAR B 7T
SR 3 AR, 435 i 44 R A RS + MR + B AT — LR + LL B AR+ KA — = K 58 56 HF A (Assoc. Pseudolarix amabilis +
Sassafras tzumu+Phyllostachys edulis—Lindera reflexa+ Lindera glauca+Phyllostachys heteroclada—Aster ageratoides) 4 %%
WA =IK AT BE - BORBEM (Assoc. Pseudolarix amabilis—Phyllostachys heteroclada—Poa annua) F1TBEAT+4 5P - MEREREM
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Study on community characteristics of Pseudolarix amabilis in Anji County of Zhejiang Province
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Abstract ; By using research methods of community ecology, ten plots were set in typical distribution area
of Pseudolarix amabilis (J. Nelson) Rehd. in Anji County of Zhejiang Province, and species
composition, spermatophyte floristic characteristics and vertical structure of the community, important
value of main species in arbor and shrub layers, and community similarity were analyzed. The results
show that there are 84 species of spermatophytes in 65 genera belonging to 43 families, in which, the
families containing monotypic genus are more. Individual numbers of Phyllostachys heteroclada Oliv., P.
amabilis, and Phyllostachys edulis ( Carr.) J. Houz. in arbor layer are more, which account for 32. 2%,
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27.1%, and 23. 0% of total individual number of species in arbor layer, respectively, but distribution of
species in shrub layer is relatively dispersed. The frequency analysis result shows that percentage of low
frequency grade species in this community is greater than that of high frequency grade species, and
frequency grade of woody plant reaching E level (frequency of 81%—100%) is only one species of P.
amabilis. There are 12 genus distribution types in this community, in which, temperate element is main,
and the ratio of temperate element to tropical element (T/R) is 2.9. The vertical structure of this
community is clear, and can be divided into three layers of arbor, shrub, and herb layers, and there are
few interlayer plants; arbor and shrub layers can be further divided into three sub-layers. The important
values of P. amabilis, P. heteroclada, and P. edulis in arbor layer of this community are relatively high,
which are 38.76%, 18.14%, and 12.86%, respectively, while those of Lindera reflexa Hemsl., P.
heteroclada, Camellia sinensis ( Linn.) Kunize, and Lindera glauca (Sieb. et Zucc.) Blume in shrub
layer are relatively high, which are 11.44%, 11.42%, 10. 82%, and 10. 17%, respectively. The results
of UPGMA cluster analysis and non-metric multi-dimensional scaling analysis ( NMDS) show that P.
amabilis community of ten plots tested can be divided into three groups, which are named as Assoc.
Pseudolarix amabilis+Sassafras tzumu+Phyllostachys edulis—Lindera reflexa+Lindera glauca+Phyllostachys
heteroclada—Aster ageratoides, Assoc. Pseudolarix amabilis—Phyllostachys heteroclada—Poa annua, and
Assoc. Phyllostachys edulis + Pseudolarix amabilis — Duchesnea indica, respectively. It is suggested that
species composition of P. amabilis community in Anji County of Zhejiang Province is dispersed, its
dominant family and genus are not obvious, and its temperate nature is relatively strong; furthermore, the
dominant position of P. amabilis in the community may be replaced by bamboo species. Conservation
measures of P. amabilis should be considered to formulate based on biological characteristics,
interspecific competition of community, and environmental factors ( especially human disturbance) , ete.

Key words: Pseudolarix amabilis (J. Nelson) Rehd.; community characteristics; species composition ;
floristic characteristics; important value ; similarity
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B AR RN ST A Y MR M B B 10 SRR HE X 4 R
FAFEVE Bl 2E B, ol —F ) DX R SRR AR R 54
DL KT A FIHE A J2 3 S 26 1) o S8 A5 B0 R AR
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Table 1 Basic status of plots of Pseudolarix amabilis (J. Nelson) Rehd. community in Anji County of Zhejiang Province

R i LRz 2 MR/ m /() Hm Wefir N T
No. of plot Latitude Longitude Elevation Slope Aspect Slope position Human disturbance degree
1 N30°25'17" E119°38'03" 841 35 #<H ] Southeast h_[-#B Mid-upper H Moderate
2 N30°25'08" E119°38'17" 858 30 XM ] Southeast 1 | %E Mid-upper 55 Weak
3 N30°25'09" E119°38'09" 811 25 % [4] Southeast - Mid-upper 5 Strong
4 N30°25'06" E119°38'10" 788 15 Z=At1A] Northeast [ #B Mid-upper 1 Moderate
5 N30°25'01" E119°38'10" 790 15 75 7] Southeast |- Mid-upper 7 Strong
6 N30°25'01" E119°38'09" 788 20 ZR P[] Southeast [ %8 Mid-upper 5 Strong
7 N30°25'00” E119°38'07" 803 20 25 1] Southeast 3 Mid-upper 1 Moderate
8 N30°24'54" E119°38'13" 767 14 ZRAL 1] Northeast o B3 Mid-upper 59 Weak
9 N30°24'51" E119°38'15" 761 30 ZRAb ] Northeast H1EB Middle 1 Moderate
10 N30°24'49" E119°38'16" 770 17 ZRAL ) Northeast 8 Middle ¥ Strong

1.3 #HESH

XoF R A b P B R A R AR 0 53 0
Fie R T B R GG RPN R TIAZE I B A fig
2 b 24 B AR ) R T [ S 5 3 A B CHT VAR )
) IR AN A AR TR R )2 R R 2 45 A ) Fh 2
PIRREL, DA 2 B BR1TE 7 e A A5  FhECh
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A PN 1% ~20% , B HAE N 21% ~40% , C
BANE R 41% ~60% , D PN 61% ~80% , E i
- 81% ~100% ,
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ffiF PAST 3. 15 4%, LA 10 DEEHLTT A JZ TN
A JZ R0 B F BB M A e 4 AR, 10% 54 14 J5 4R B 4
P LT IRICHE B9 R AR A AL -3 (UPGMA ) X
B REH AT RIS HT , IG5 A B AR M S B 15 0 %
SRANETE DR AT Al B i 2 R A3 (NMDS) 7
5, B TAAFRT™ B R [R] 28 8 4 R AN T VR
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RN ERR LA BT 43 B 65 )& 84 i, JLrfr
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WA FN Ty B ¥ ( Pinus massoniana Lamb.) UL X 12
( Taxodiaceae ) M #2 K [ Cunninghamia lanceolata
(Lamb.) Hook.) FIHIAZ ( Cryptomeria fortunei Hooibr. ex
Otto et Dietr.) ; # FHEHYIA 41 Bl 61 J& 80 Fft, Hirpr %
15 F} (Rosaceae ) FIARAE}L( Poaceae ) FHIEH £ (4351 A
6 A1 11 ), 1% (Rubus corchorifolius Linn. f.) 3% &
(R. hirsutus Thunb.) '} 3% %% ( Rosa multiflora Thunb.)
*ﬂ@%ﬁﬁ(l’oa annua Linn.)ij‘fﬂ\j'?%éjrd,o

RERNALE 1R 1 MR Z S 24 B 2051
dZRE VR ALY SR, R R S A B 55. 8%
36.9% HI 28.6%; ., it F ) A BB 45 B
( Asteraceae ) FIPFFLEL ( Cyperaceae ) 4351 A = k2%
%5 ( Aster ageratoides Turcz.) Fl ZE B ( Carex sp.) 5%
R O A 0 95 84 5% S B ( Fagaceae ) FUA R A
( Quercus acutissima Carr.) 1 Ff . BEE N 2 FAORLA
13 Bh, AL 21 J& 26 il J@ AP LG4 1010 H, #
FHRZRHE Y B & W, R B Y 2 BEL I AE
L~3 MR, BEVE N 3~ 5 FiRHMLE 4 #H &

. 100 TA . ® .—‘-.___._—o-'o e o o0 o
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2 °
S Q; 75 F
NG [0
engin K
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E
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FEL Species number

10 J& 16 b, 705 iR AR A SRR SR KR
SARIELY 9. 3% (15. 4% 19. 0% ; Horfr | 1L ( Lindera
reflexa Hemsl.) | I SA [ L. glauca ( Sieb. et Zucc.)
Blume ) F13E3E ( Viburnum dilatatum Thunb.) BERECH
BB BB T3 A RE N 38 A 7D B I BR 2R AR
My ,ﬂﬂé‘é%ﬁlﬁj’([ Cibotium barometz (Linn.) J. Sm.])#l
Iv#] 1% 3% B K ( Dryopteris championii (Benth.) C. Chr. ex
Ching) &

2.1.2 A-5ER AR NHTTLE T &0
RERTEARZ IR -Z B A R (18] 1-A) K F %M
IR Z YA 17 Fh 708 &%, MW £ Rito
AT X B ok Bl £y = 20. 507Inx +49. 970 (R* =
0.816) ; Hirr, BRECHE 2 1T 5 A7 1 Fh 24K S KA
( Phyllostachys heteroclada Oliv.) | LR BT (P
edulis ( Carr.) J. Houz.) ., [ 1 ( P. propinqua
McClure ) FIFZ A, 43147 228 192,163 50 1 20 #k,
i IR Z W) SRR 32, 2% .27. 1% . 23. 0%
7. 1% 2. 8% 3k i T A JZ A BMREHY 92. 2%,

100

B eoe000000
0o®® .-
°

75 b .(.(/,,
= 501

25

EZ 3 SauEp Al
Cumulative percentage of abundance

0 1 1 1 1 1 1 J
0 6 12 18 24 30 36 42

L Species number

® . WLI{E Observation value; ----: 815 HHZk Fitted curve.

1 ¥IRHSEMBETRE(A) MEKRE(B) M-S ED MLk
Fig. 1 Species-abundance distribution curve in arbor (A) and shrub (B) layers of Pseudolarix amabilis
(J. Nelson) Rehd. community in Anji County of Zhejiang Province

NHIT 22 55 4 R A T V8 HE A 2 1 b — 22 B8 43 A
ML (B 1-B) K F, ZFFEERZ MY LA 42 Fh
2 6208k, W Z B BT o A& B i 4k =
21.985Inx+26. 505( R*=0.911) ; Hirp | (5 A ZHEY
SVREL 10% DL 1 0 Fp 2545 LA K AT FZR ( Camellia
sinensis (Linn.) O. Ktze.) , 7354 410 362 #1346 ¥,
S HEARZ Y BAREE 15. 6% (13, 8% Fl1 13.2%;
AR 2 A BB 5% ~ 10% 1R LB 1L

B FEERFNHES ( Camellia oleifera Abel) , 5334 259 .
245 152 F1 133 £k, & G VEARZ R S RE 9. 9% |
9.4% 5.8%F15. 1%, BERKE , HH#EARIZHY SR
5% VI LRSS 7 Fl 1 907 Bk, 3t 5 K2 A
Y SR B 72.8% , BEAL, 5 HE R ZE MY R PR B
1% ~ 5% RS A 9 Fh 585 bk, 3 HEA Z A ) S bk
B 22. 3% ; HHEARJZAEY BAREL 19 LT R A
26 F 128 #k, 3t 5 HE R JZ AW AR ALY 4.9% , 5
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Ah TR JZ FE AR JZ H NIAT & ( Phyllostachys Sieb. et
Zuce.) PR MBI K 2, e fEigs b i A — & 1Y
e,
2.1.3 BRESH BATESR RV E SN
BEE TR AR EEH N A B .C.D Fl E Gy Fh%k
39 o R T R R AS AL ) SRR R 58.0% , 18.0%
14.0% 8. 0% 1 2. 0% , 45 43 B G i i (9 L i) A K 5]
IMEICH A 9 B 9 .C 9D % E 2, BEHTRE I
W AP HE B T m R R VR v, A
FERN E RAIARANEY) DA G 1 Tl R Pudidh
HREER R D G ARAFE W) A K AT BF 5 5, L B RSN
g, B REAR R R
2.2 BEEEMTHEYXREFESNT

WL T B AN R I A TR 8 1Y X R Ao
Pra 2R (3R 2) 3R B BT b 7R 1) 70 A1 DX S A
A 124, Hrp IR0 BYE A 45 R AR S (Poa
Linn.) 1228 )& ( Carex Linn.) %5 9 J& ; HoA #aii vk i
MJEAT 14 J& , HZRE T A SR B (A A AL
Sh, R B9 25. 0% BA TR PR IR A 40 &, i
REERIY) BB 71, 4% T EEEE AR B A
2 J& Bl #2 K& ( Cunninghamia R. Br.) Fl 4 4 &
( Pseudolarix Gord.) , b7 i V& AE 4 S @ 07 He 491 45

R2 HILESHRMEEEMFEYENS X ERSH

Table 2 Analysis on genus distribution type of spermatophytes in
Pseudolarix amabilis (J. Nelson) Rehd. community in Anji County of
Zhejiang Province

J& Genus

A3 IR
Distribution type Bk Ll %"

Number ~ Percentage"
5434 Cosmopolitan 9 _
1Z #7434 Pantropic 3 5.4
TR ST YH AT S P (8] W7 231 4 7.1
Trop. Asia & Trop. Amer. disjuncted
I B 204 01d World Trop. 3 5.4
PRI Y ( EEE - Eh R P IE ) 43 A 4 7.1
Trop. Asia (Indo-Malesia)
dtiH7 4345 N. Temp. 21 37.5
AR LA S Y 1 W 2415 6 10.7
E. Asia & N. Amer. disjuncted
IH #8417 434 Old World Temp. 4 7.1
IR 434 Temp. Asia 2 3.6
B RN Y S e 1 i 1 1.8
Mediterranea, W. Asia to C. Asia
RS54 E. Asia 6 10.7
T E A 434 Endemic to China 2 3.6
&1t Total 65 100.0

DR A 434 D Excluded Cosmopolitan.

AL 3. 6%, TEFAAT o3 vh | FAGHE S I 0 FRr 58 DI
[E4] D73 A 22 g A0 Ay S Y (B JRE — 5 o DY K. ) 73 A7 2
J& AR TR A ) SR B L e O 7. 1%, 4
$5i AR JE (Eurya Thunb.) % 5 7 J& ( Styrax Linn.) Fl
W28 ( Camellia Linn.) 55, 7EIAT B, AR
A3 Y JE %R TR ) S R RO T B O
37.5% , W 4EWJE (Acer Linn.) #8J& ( Pinus Linn.) (3%
fﬁﬁ}%(}?osa Linn.) M T8 ( Elaeagnus Linn.) f—;jf:f;
AR AL & YR U 537 75 Jag R 2R S 40 A7 B s i
AT R B B, Y90 10, 7% A3 4G KR 2 R
(Magnolia Linn.) 22 J& ( Wisteria Nutt.) | 11 HUR
( Lindera Thunb.) HrTE Nk ERE ( Stephanandra
Sieb. et Zucc.) FIMIAZJE ( Cryptomeria D. Don) %, I+
AR UL L2 SRR E Y X R BA —E
RFRPE A 2

A AR L2 S AT IR L 5
Pl AL (T/R) R 2.9, BABHIZBEVE A X R
DL oo 3, BT B i Tl PR o
2.3 BEREESMSW

NI AR T WL 0 B BRIV 7] 0 AT
ARJZE FERZAEAZ 3 AR, IEH FRAREHREAR
Rt i 3 AR

TeARJZH 1 W2 BT 30.0( 5% 30.0) m PLE,
ik 40.0 m, AT 41 BRAE R, Horh 87. 8% 9k
AR, TR A0 A RRAR MR K ( Sassafras tzumu
(Hemsl.) Hemsl.), %% 2 W 2 & E N 15.0 (&
15.0) ~30.0 m, 34 101 BRAE®R 5 A4 BNy
A E R W) B AR 83. 2% ; RAR FIAS A R A —
FERCR IR A RTINS, 5 3 RS 3.0
(£3.0)~15.0 m, A5 566 HRAE Ik, oK AT HREL
2 (228 Bk) , 5 IZ 2 MY S BRELH) 40.3% 5 BAT
MR B 2 (163 Bk ), % I J= 1 W) 6 bR By
28.8% ;4 BR A A 74 B, 5 1% JE AW B R B
13.1%; Jﬂﬁﬁl‘, U= N (I SR T ( Viburnum
setigerum Hance ) . % #il ( Mallotus japonicus var.
floccosus S. M. Hwang ) FIVH AR5/ N ARFRZE

VEARZS 1 WA} 2.0(7%2.0) ~3.0 m, £%
TR LA A2 AR RK AT, IF A8 A D B 0 38 H- 1
( Carpinus turczaninowii Hance) | 55 25 W ( Acer ginnala
Maxim. ) I MM (A. davidii Franch.) Z5Fp25, 55 2 W
JERER 1LO(E 1.0) ~2.0 m, FEFALR FiRAEY
Ah, i A AN R /N K 25 K ([ Stephanandra incisa
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(Thunb.) Zabel) | IIFEANLAFERIZE IFAEA D EAY4E
EKBE T (Ribes fasciculatum var. chinense Maxim.) | T3
7 ( Euonymus alatus (Thunb.) Sieb. ) FlFAE [ Symplocos
paniculata (Thunb.) Miq.) 525, 465 3 WEEEKT
1.0 m, % il BHE V) 52 2, 0 7 345 2. = 3 96 ( Rubus
lambertianus Ser.) FE%5(R. buergeri Miq.) EEANASE
£5(R. pacificus Hance ) S5F02E JHHEA DRI AH A A2
(Eurya nitida Korth.) F1 8 il ¥ ( Elaeagnus pungens
Thunb. ) SRR, (AR TRIYR R IIREAJZE X
A 1R R 2, Ul B G BRI AR VR T )E SR
PRIXE

R EHYIEE L 0.5(%0.5) m LN A
FEHRL ( Reynoutria japonica Houtt.) FHFRIAE] 1.0 m, %

LA P PP A = Ik 5556 . Z) M 45 2 ( Corydalis incisa
( Thunb.) Pers.) . 4 JX JL ( Lysimachia grammica
Hance) | £ 5 FLER | FLIF 5 3¢ (Viola prionantha
Bunge ) W %% ( Duchesnea indica ( Andr.) Focke )%
RIS Y 2 )R8 ) B0 AR R O A A5
( Wisteria sinensis ( Sims ) Sweet ) . 1§ K B ( Sabia
Jjaponica Maxim.) \#.4& ( Lonicera japonica Thunb.) | J&
JNBR ( Holboellia coriacea Diels) Fl W ( Hedera
nepalensis var. sinensis (Tobl.) Rehd.]%ﬁ%’éo
2.4 FREMERBRETEMENEZESN
WL B AR T AR 2 FIHEARJZ F B b2
(EZETE 1% LA L) BYARRS 22 B8 AH A0 AR XA
P MEEAE L 3, iR 3 AT ARARE D 11 Al

®3 MILESERMRBEFTAEMEREDIEME(EEEE 1% L) A S E HRE AR EENEEE
Table 3 Relative abundance, relative frequency, relative dominance, and important value of main species ( important value above 1%) in arbor
and shrub layers of Pseudolarix amabilis (J. Nelson) Rehd. community in Anji County of Zhejiang Province

AR SHE/ %

Relative frequency

AR %

Relative dominance

FEAE/ %

Important value

fh HARXT ZBE/ %o
Species Relative abundance
Fe A2 Arbor layer
SR Pseudolarix amabilis 27.13
KA Phyllostachys heteroclada 32.39
EAT Phyllostachys edulis 23.15
¥ K Cunninghamia lanceolata 2.84
R Sassafras tzumu 1.85
BEAT Phyllostachys propinqua 7.10
JEAN Magnolia officinalis 0.71
WK Padus buergeriana 0.43
AR Quercus acutissima 0.71
ZKIEE Viburnum setigerum 1.85
WA Camellia oleifera 0.71
TEAJZ Shrub layer
LIHE Lindera reflexa 11.61
IKAN Phyllostachys heteroclada 11. 46
%% Camellia sinensis 11.32
WM Lindera glauca 9.84
11%F Rubus corchorifolius 10. 50
ES Camellia oleifera 4.96
VN Cunninghamia lanceolata 3.25
SEEE Rubus hirsutus 6.07
I3k Viburnum dilatatum 3.62
TR Rosa multiflora 2.59
(SEE/N Stephanandra chinensis 4.22
FEXE Rubus buergeri 5.33
BFH Mallotus japonicus var. floccosus 1.70
3L Rubus lambertianus 2.44
SRR Lonicera maackii 1.26
F1& Symplocos paniculata 1.26
KF4E Rubus pacificus 2.37
SEE A% Litsea rotundifolia var. oblongifolia 0.44

22.22 66.93 38.76
15.56 6.48 18. 14
4.44 10. 99 12. 86
15. 56 5.87 8.09
11. 11 5.19 6. 05
2.22 0.07 3.13
4.44 1.08 2.08
4.44 0.27 1.71
2.22 2.05 1. 66
2.22 0.17 1. 41
2.22 0.07 1. 00
9.18 13.52 11. 44
6.76 16. 03 11. 42
9. 66 11.48 10. 82
7.73 12.95 10. 17
3.86 7.08 7.15
6.28 6.31 5.85
3.86 6.45 4.52
3.38 3.08 4.18
6.76 1.93 4.10
5.80 2.27 3.55
2.90 2.36 3.16
1.45 1.79 2.85
3.38 2. 64 2.58
2.42 1. 81 2.22
2.42 0.79 1.49
1.45 1.57 1.43
1. 45 0.40 1.41
2.42 0. 68 1.18
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YA I TR S REAR IR AR ) 1A
2.5 BEBAMESHR

FEFRRECHE B SR FH AR A -2 25 (UPGMA)
XTIV T 10 A FE b 1) 4 BN FE TR 1T R K 0 #
R LR 25 TR A A BRI VR AT AR S 1 2 4
JRUEE 3BT (NMDS) 54 WLIEL 3, S5 R R I AERR IR IR
25 58.65 Ab, fEi 10 A AF M Y 4 ERAA B VK 1 53 AL
3ANERE, L e T AR REHL 1.3 .4.5.6 FI 8, 3¢
AL G REHD 2 7 A9, 8B A Rk 10,

TESERE | SIS AR Z b BRI A R
e HAR AR A I b i B 20 B A AE 50% L I,
IFH  FRARZ IR TN B AT 5 A — 2 L, i
AR LR LS ABURI K A7 85 A 25 8 I 355 A B
HOZ AR TS 7T 4 45 0 A B IR + AT - 1L i+ 1L
BB + K AT — = Ik 45 %6 B 2\ ( Assoc. Pseudolarix
amabilis +Sassafras tzumu+ Phyllostachys edulis— Lindera
reflexa+Lindera glauca+ Phyllostachys heteroclada —Aster
ageratoides ) , FIRIZIETIRE VAR T AE Y 1Y 2H B AE 1k
BER FEHHET 4 R 3 B, (B85 6 SEBR B RN iR 2R
FEEIR AN Ny LR Ik SEAE b A 75 0] 43 Ry ) — 2 A

TESERE L S HEHRHS AR Z o S BRI AT 5L
RARF Horp  FEH 2 FERE TR AR AL A s 1, i
FEHL 7 R 9 FETE 1Y 7R AR 2 Hh A ER A 1Y i EE L
(4351K 82.92% F1 75. 56%) , i 1E3X 3 PMEEHLRE TS
FTHEA J2 Th IR AT YA B R WO R V& 7] i 44
H4 RS — K AT - B BOR HE M ((Assoc. Pseudolarix

amabilis—Phyllostachys heteroclada—Poa annua)
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Fig. 2 UPGMA cluster analysis on Pseudolarix amabilis ( J. Nelson)
Rehd. community of ten plots in Anji County of Zhejiang Province
based on Euclidean distance
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Fig. 3 Non-metric multi-dimensional scaling analysis ( NMDS) on
Pseudolarix amabilis (J. Nelson) Rehd. community of ten plots in
Anji County of Zhejiang Province

RAHTEE R R 10 BEE S5 HAY 9 MR
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(HIER T 4a 40 (18. 67% ) , BUZ S HELREVE vl 4 44
BT+ RIS - B HEM (Assoc. Phyllostachys edulis+

Pseudolarix amabilis—Duchesnea indica)
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HETE HPAE YRR RE () AR A SRt 25 & AR AR Ak, AT 52 1
YRR AR B, B (U 5254
YAz AR ) B — e B 1 S BRI ST A X
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