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Abstract: To reveal the niche characteristics of dominant species in Pseudolarix amabilis (J. Nelson)
Rehd. community in Changxing County of Zhejiang Province, niche breadth indexes (including Levins
index and Shannon-Wiener index ), Pianka niche overlap index, and Schoener niche proportional
similarity of dominant species in the community were analyzed based on importance value of each
dominant species in 21 quadrats. The results show that there are 74 species of woody plants belonging to
56 genera of 37 families in 21 test quadrats, including 18 dominant species, in which, the overall
importance values of Phyllostachys heteroclada Oliver, P. amabilis, and Phyllostachys edulis ( Carr.) J.
Houz. are ranked in the top 3, which are 27.0%, 13.8%, and 10.2%, respectively. Levins index and
Shannon-Wiener index of P. amabilis, P. heteroclada, and Lindera glauca ( Sieb. et Zucc.) Bl. are
ranked in the top 3, their Levins index are 15.69, 10.05, and 8.83, respectively, and their Shannon-
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Wiener index are 2.87, 2.35, and 2.24, respectively; while Levins index and Shannon-Wiener index of
Acer davidii Franch., Acer ginnala Maxim., and Liquidambar formosana Hance are all relatively low.
Among 153 species pairs composed of dominant species in the community, Pianka niche overlap index of
26 species pairs is 0.5 and above, which accounts for 17.0% of the total species pair number; Schoener
niche proportional similarity of 6 species pairs is above 0.5, which accounts for 3.9% of the total species
pair number. Pianka niche overlap index of P. amabilis with 7 dominant species is above 0.5, while that
only with 2 dominant species is below 0.3; Schoener niche proportional similarity of P. amabilis with
2 dominant species is above 0.5, but that with 8 dominant species is below 0.3. Overall, niche overlap
level and niche similarity among most dominant species in P. amabilis community in Changxing County of
Zhejiang Province are relatively low, but niche overlap level of P. amabilis with other dominant species is
relatively high. In addition, P. heteroclada has a potential threat to the development of P. amabilis
population.

Key words: Pseudolarix amabilis (J. Nelson) Rehd.; dominant species; importance value; niche

breadth ; niche overlap; niche similarity
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Table 1 Basic situation of 21 quadrats of Pseudolarix amabilis (J. Nelson) Rehd. community in Changxing County of Zhejiang Province

FETT 2 i T/ m P42/ % JEF TR/ em T
Quadrat Longitude Latitude Altitude Canopy density Humus thickness Disturbance degree
01 £119°44'07" N31°03'34" 20 85 5 55 Weak
Q2 £119°44'23" N31°0328" 20 75 2 ' Moderate
Q3 E119°44'34" N31°03'23" 21 51 5 5 Strong
04 E119°45'16" N31°03'22" 30 67 3 3% Strong
Q5 E119°45'47" N31°03'20" 30 65 15 3% Strong
Q6 E119°43'24" N31°0325" 30 57 8 ' Moderate
Q7 E119°45'26" N31°03'17" 30 55 4 5 Strong
Q8 £119°45'12" N31°03'18" 30 75 8 f Moderate
Q9 E119°45'55" N31°03'20" 30 85 7 55 Weak
Q10 E119°44'10" N31°03'24" 60 85 5 ' Moderate
Q11 E119°44'37" N31°03'21" 50 80 10 ' Moderate
Q12 E119°44'05" N31°03'19” 50 70 6 1 Moderate
013 E119°44'43" N31°03'16" 50 54 10 i Strong
Q14 E119°44'51" N31°03'14" 60 90 5 5 Strong
Q15 E119°44'48" N31°03'11" 50 80 7 ' Moderate
Q16 £119°44'52" N31°03'22" 60 65 10 f Moderate
Q17 £119°4443" N31°03'24" 50 85 13 ' Moderate
Q18 E119°44'53" N31°03'45" 50 87 12 it Moderate
Q19 E119°44'09" N31°03'33" 40 80 13 3% Strong
020 £119°44'17" N31°03'35" 30 90 3 1 Moderate
Q21 E119°42'07" N31°01'08" 251 90 5 55 Weak
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KUA b (F2), HEAE BN 84.0% , 15 H 1 L Fp 2k
TEWTVLR S A BRI T B 2R, eI i1
PP, BRI RBETE I FEARRRE

A FPAE UL N B A EE ,
{EHEFERT 3 A7 RSP A IKAT (27.0% ) 4 R

(13.8%) FIEAT(10.2% ) ; EE{HHEAESS 4 2510 {2
A RSAFIR K N FR R A (3.7% ) ARTE(3.6%) | kK
(3.5%) A5 (3.3%) . ILEHML( Lindera glauca ( Sieb.
et Zucc.) BL) (2.9% ), ¥ M (2.7% ) F 4k &
( Platycarya strobilacea Sieb. et Zucc.) (2.3%) , i %
(E R/ INTARAT BRI FTBAT

NASARFHAFTEA [RIRETT N /Y B EAE R, KA B
PG ERANTE A FE T N BB SR AR R 3 2, 5
S AR B A R B AHK TR B AT AR TS
O > T AR

AT LRGBS S B AT 75



% 5 1 W, 5, WV BRRABEVE (L R 5 4B

61

R2 MNIRMNEGRBEERBMNEEE"

Table 2 Importance value of dominant species in Pseudolarix amabilis ( J. Nelson )

Zhejiang Province"

Rehd. community in Changxing County of

PR TELAFE W TEZE/%  Importance value in each quadrat
Dominant species 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 010 Q11
IKAT Phyllostachys heteroclada 68.9 — — — — 51.8 33.1 — 79.1 — —
GERAR Pseudolarix amabilis# 16.0 34.4 39.8 229 20.8 21.8 21.6 34.0 2.9 186 156
EAT Phyllostachys edulis* — 30.4 — — — — — — — — —
K Rhus chinensis# 9.9 4.5 — 9.4 17.6 2.6 2.2 3.4 — — 5.3
MRIE Castanea mollissima# — — — 322 26.7 — 13.0 9.1 5.3 — —
W H Castanopsis sclerophylla — 2.5 — — 9.5 1.7 3.4 9.4 1.5 5.2 —
25 llex chinensis* — — — 4.3 43 — — 3.0 — 4.6 9.3
II#AM Lindera glauca# — — 7.4 — — — 3.1 5.2 — 10.2 7.5
WY Dalbergia hupeana# — 4.5 — — — 5.2 3.9 5.3 2.3 — —
&z Platycarya strobilacea# — — — — — — — — 2.4 11.2 7.1
[EVaR Euonymus maackii# — 4.2 — 4.3 4.4 9.1 — 5.1 — — —
HM)B Ilex cornuta* — — 7.5 — — — 2.2 — — 2.8 —
IR Quercus chenii# — — — — — — 3.8 — 3.7 — 15.9
AR Celis sinensis# — — 6.8 — — — — — — 8.2 —
H3f| Vitex negundo var. cannabifolia# — 4.7 — 3.7 — — 3.0 — — — 2.9
T VEW Acer davidii# — — — — — — — — — - -
FREM Acer ginnala# — — 3.2 — — — — — — 2.4 10.9
AW Liquidambar formosana# 1.3 — 18.6 — — — — 32 — — —
HEEFEH WA EZE/% Importance value in each quadrat
PEH Tl y
Dominant species Q12 Q13 Q14 Q15 Q16 Q17 Q18 Q19 Q20 Q21 o?ﬁju
IKAT Phyllostachys heteroclada* 32.6 32.7 — 353 54.2 47.0 — — 65.1 62.4 27.0
SR Pseudolarix amabilis# 18.9 17.3 7.1 10.0 9.1 6.0 13.7 39.2 4.2 11.8 13.8
EAT Phyllostachys edulis* — — 92.9 20.0 6.8 — 82.7 21.6 — — 10.2
ERBRA Rhus chinensis# — — — — — 3.0 — — 5.4 3.6 3.7
MIE Castanea mollissima# — 8.9 — 5.6 12.4 — — — — — 3.6
FikE Castanopsis sclerophylla — — — 1.5 — 7.6 — 10.1 7.7 — 3.5
235 Ilex chinensis* 2.6 — — 18.1 — 9.5 3.6 5.2 — — 3.3
I#HM Lindera glauca# 4.4 5.9 — — 5.1 2.8 — 7.5 — — 2.9
518 Dalbergia hupeana# 5.4 5.2 — — 4.7 — — 8.5 — — 2.7
M Platycarya strobilacea# 7.4 — — — — 6.9 — — 6.0 _ 2.3
HH: Evonymus maackii# — 6.7 — — — — — — 1.2 — 2.0
M1 Ilex cornuta* 4.0 — — 3.8 — 1.1 — — 2.7 — 1.8
IR Quercus chenii# 6.1 — — — — — — — 1.0 — 1.6
KB Celtis sinensis# 6.8 — — — — 3.6 — — — — 1.3
3] Vitex negundo var. cannabifolia# — 2.4 — — — — — — — — 1.2
H WM Acer davidii# — 8.9 — — 4.7 3.3 — — 1.0 — 1.1
R 5 Acer ginnala# — — — — — — — — 1.8 — 1.0
WA Liquidambar formosana# — — — — — — — — — — 1.0

Do, WEHEY) Evergreen plant; #. V&Y Deciduous plant. —: K W34 No distribution.

(413 ASPEERI R 5 iAW), Ul W A v 03l LA

WA R £, T3 Oh, W RAEY KT BAT R A
A E (Hex cornuta Lindl. et Paxt.) TEIZFEE 5

AEZHAL, TEHZRT BT,

22 BEAABMESMAEESN
XA % <G BRAR I DL 35 19 A 25

S50 (BLHE Levins $8%UM1 Shannon—Wiener $8%%) 47
AT, AR IR 3, R 3 AL AL Levins
FEXU N Shannon — Wiener $8 U %) 28 4k 5 ol #8547
B4 1.49~15.69 F1 0.61 ~2.87, %HEVE N & B ALY
Levins #§ 50 K (15.69), K A7 (10.05) . 1 ] 1§
(8.83) HEMH(8.21) ¥tk (8.01) kA (7.22) Fi&



62 N7/ I A SRS TR N

5529 %

T (6.73) 1 Levins F8 8K, MIMNEM ( Liquidambar
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Table 3 Niche breadth indexes of dominant species in Pseudolarix
amabilis (J. Nelson) Rehd. community in Changxing County of
Zhejiang Province!)

B; B,,

PEFA T

Dominant species BE HEE BE HEE

Value Rank  Value Rank

IKAT Phyllostachys heteroclada 10.05 2 2.35 2
GERHN Pseudolarix amabilis 15.69 1 2.87 1
EAT Phyllostachys edulis 3.74 13 1.49 13
KA Rhus chinensis 7.22 6 2.18 5
WEE Castanea mollissima 5.59 9 1.88 8
T kf Castanopsis sclerophylla 8.01 5 2.20 4
235 Ilex chinensis 6.73 7 2.10 7
IIHAM Lindera glauca 8.83 3 2.24 3
5 Dalbergia hupeana 8.21 4 2.15 6
M Platycarya strobilacea 5.24 11 1.71 11
[EVaR Euonymus maackii 5.81 8 1.83 9
) llex cornuta 5.38 10 1.81 10
JINHER Quercus chenii 2.92 15 1.29 15
KM Celtis sinensis 3.73 14 1.35 14
HI Vitex negundo var. cannabifolia 4.73 12 1.58 12
HHER Acer davidii 2.83 16 117 16
X5 Acer ginnala 2.43 17 1.11 17
T Liquidambar formosana 1.49 18 0.61 18

DB, Levins 54X Levins index; B, : Shannon-Wiener 154X Shannon-
Wiener index.
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AR | IR — AR AR R S — A AR R — R AR A5
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P~ AL A (0.60) FMH —H B (0.60) | LLITHH -4 4%
FA(0.57) (A Bk —/INiE AR (0.55) B A — 1L A AR
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Table 4 Pianka niche overlap index and Schoener niche proportional similarity among dominant species in Pseudolarix amabilis ( J. Nelson )

Rehd. community in Changxing County of Zhejiang Province

3T E] Y Pianka 42 2507 B FEEUH Schoener 42 (7 ARL HL 1)

ﬂlzél) N Pianka niche overlap index and Schoener niche proportional similarity among dominant species?’

Species S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S6 S7 S8 S9 S10  s11  S12 S13 S14  S15  S16  S17  S18
S1 — 038 0.05 036 024 033 027 024 042 036 030 031 022 0.17 0.13 041 0.06 0.03
S2 036 — 031 053 048 0.63 044 0.72 072 031 059 052 026 045 053 021 031 047
S3 009 028 — 0.04 003 0.12 024 0.08 0.17 0.00 007 0.06 000 0.00 0.14 0.02 0.00 0.00
S4 0.37 044 007 — 070 054 033 0.15 0.15 020 0.51 0.09 022 0.03 041 0.06 023 0.05
S5 031 035 008 046 — 039 032 021 029 0.0l 052 0.10 0.08 0.00 048 0.27 0.00 0.03
S6 033 048 0.15 044 034 — 046 050 052 042 041 026 007 025 0.13 0.14 0.10 0.07
S7 0.19 045 022 030 023 042 — 042 0.19 045 0.15 039 037 027 022 0.12 038 0.02
S8 0.30 0.57 0.11 0.21 030 040 041 — 058 0.62 023 0.54 045 0.67 030 040 0.56 041
S9 041 052 021 0.19 040 044 0.17 053 — 016 056 0.19 020 0.18 038 041 0.00 0.06
S10 0.31 0.17 0.00 0.20 0.05 037 040 042 017 — 003 046 054 071 0.15 0.15 0.55 0.00
S11 0.18 040 0.12 0.44 041 038 0.18 0.19 045 0.03 — 002 000 0.00 046 0.40 0.01 0.06
S12 0.34 031 0.08 0.16 0.14 032 031 041 021 044 003 — 019 077 0.08 0.06 029 0.71
S13 027 0.16 0.00 0.14 0.16 0.11 0.18 0.25 026 045 003 029 — 018 042 0.0l 0.83 0.00
S14 0.14 0.22 000 0.04 000 021 025 042 0.12 0.60 000 0.60 020 — 000 0.09 027 0.1
S15 0.12 029 0.12 032 041 0.10 021 028 030 0.17 038 0.09 030 000 — 026 035 0.00
S16 029 0.10 0.03 0.10 0.19 0.18 0.15 0.23 022 0.22 023 0.10 003 0.14 0.14 — 0.01 0.00
S17 0.10 0.20 0.00 0.16 0.00 0.18 021 038 000 040 0.03 039 055 031 0.18 0.05 — 027
S18 0.06 023 000 o0.11 008 0.14 005 021 0.12 0.00 0.14 031 0.00 027 0.00 0.00 0.18 —

DS1. kAT Phyllostachys heteroclada Oliver; S2 . 48 Pseudolarix amabilis (Nelson) Rehd.; S3: BAT Phyllostachys edulis ( Carriere) J. Houz.; S4.
ERRRA Rhus chinensis Mill. ; S5 #3E Castanea mollissima Bl. 5 S6: T54i# Castanopsis sclerophylla ( Lindl. et Paxton) Schottky; S7: 275 Ilex chinensis

Sims; S8: LIHAM Lindera glauca (Sieb. et Zucc.) Bl.; S9

: WA Dalbergia hupeana Hance; S10; LM Platycarya strobilacea Sieb. et Zucc.; S11;

(SRR Euonymus maackii Rupr.; S12. H'E llex cornuta Lindl. et Paxt.; S13; /NH#R Quercus chenii Nakai; S14 . FMRA Celtis sinensis Pers. ; S15; 43
Vitex negundo var. cannabifolia (Sieb. et Zucc.) Hand.-Mazz.; S16. T VEWR Acer davidii Franch.; S17; 2% Z5WK Acer ginnala Maxim.; S18. W

Liquidambar formosana Hance.

2 WELR O AR 5 ERHE A S R E] Y Pianka AE 254 T B4 B Schoener A 257 AH UL L 451 The datums above and under horizontal lines are

Pianka niche overlap index and Schoener niche proportional similarity, respectively.
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