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ARG A= R A BRI, B TES
MR AT IEIE T ARG (Schima superba)~ K
(Castanopsis carlesii) ) U35 Fh IR V% AL 9 & A B
APy TR, R X A 2R A i e R 2R
W T AR A TR 5 A AT O, DA W) A2 e X
g i PR A 77 2KV B R R

1 W5 XL

PN NS 0 NN K (VA A RSB I T P NS
gk, PRk 28 km, 29°48'N, 121°47'E, MR
349 hm?’ iZH AR ARRIL R AT AT, WA R e
642 . DX 2 2 A e A TR PR AR SR M B Ak Ay ke
M R R . AR 16.2°C, A
JTH, FRREE R 28.1°C; A H 1, SRR
N 42°C; KT 10°CHRIERE N 5166.2°C, Kira™ ')
e HUE 135°C- H, FER1EEE-0.8'C- H. FRKE
13747 mm, ZEPEE . G A R A
82%, WHRAK. HFZEKEMN 1320.1 mm, /M FFEK
T AR Y S B e g, BRI
B R AR TR 2 B 2y TR M K s FRAE B ik
R 452,
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2.1 HEHIEEDL

TR 1L AR RS (SE25°) 4R 260 m 4k
BEE T 520 mx20 m BSLIRETT, FEMBARRE 250~
30°, XL 4 AMFEHLEAT T AL DY, I 3
AT IR AT TIE. Bk 0k 3 =, I
AKZH>8 m). HEAZ(1.5 m<H<8 m). HAJZ(H<
15 m). BEV& DL H M ARG KEE, A AR
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(2) WERZA= e, FEARZE TGRS YE
2 SYRa B[ = N R S (o [ R € Il 11 S R )
R A= AT, AT, KEARZ Y 4 MRS A5 m
<H<20 m, 2.1 m<H<4.0 m, 4.1 m<H<6.0 m,
6.1 m<H<8.0 m)MEA T4 IG5, REARJZH Rl i 7r
ARJZR PP CEHE 1.5 m<H BB FIREA W B ALK,
TrAR By A By e 8 R I 5 AT A T2 B Tl S 7 R AN
[, BIVAR 4 7 A ) B s v A R AR R 2 B AR ) R TR AH
KR RHESE; 0 THEARBEFAA, WAEREAS LN
FRYE TR ARG~ 1) 2 B AR A B 0 P I R LR 5
SRR g, DTS BEAR R AT 5 413427 ).
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3.1 kAR

BEYE B YR N (225.3230.1) t/hm*(3& 1), JLrf
Hy By AR A (162.319.9) t/hm?, (5 REVE B A4
I 72.0%, KA iEAY) RN (157.4£17.7) tvhm?, Hb

KANME Ay F>HR>EE >t b IR 2 A 4
Y EY R 50.0%00 EGR 2), A
Y (22.0%) /N TR AP 7(25.0%); HEARJZ PR
R EY & 5K A43.2%), KT 110 EYE39.2%);
TR JZ B A 2RI T B 10 A= 4 5 43 T L 451 3% 3
D, AR ZR A Sy L A8 A 2R R

FEE BB B AR (2.11.5) t/hm?* (K 3), 5
WV DA EP) 0.3%, Hrh 95.0%LL EorAn THEAR
2, TR R AR AN R R AE R
0.1%. {ERHEARZFRBMKI Y RERKR, HE
A B 58.4%; I &M (Myrica rubra). R
far « AT X AL (Symplocos sumuntia), FEHgA A
Ve i JE R AR 18.5%, 5.0%, 3.8%F 4.7%,
HARKFITR AW BN T 1.0%. HARZ gk A4
Wy oy cHOKRE R B, LT R AR B 2 W R AR
VI 88.0%, HUKEFR, N 7.5%.
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TE T AR 2 N REA JZ 138 43 A 7= My (386.8+
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(64.9%), W 1) TTHR B K (6.6%).
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SR - N - o Bk 162.3£19.9 72.0
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b it P I m it
TeARE 5.0+1.2 43.3+5.9 98.9+20.5 49.1+16.8 196.4+18.2°
EL 451 (%) 25 22.0 50.4 25.0
WEARZ 0.9+0.6 1.8+1.1 6.1£3.9 6.842.1° 15.74¢7.5
L 451 (%) 5.9 11.7 39.2 432
LN 0.120.1 0.4+0.2 7.245.9 7.9+5.9°
LE 451 (%) 1.6 47 91.3
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HEARE 0.10.1 0.4+0.3 1.5+1.1 2.0x1.4
(%) 6.9 20.0 73.13 100

AR 0.027+0.016 0.068+0.048 0.095+0.064
(%) 282 71.8 100
F4 BESE LM EPIRE (X £SD)”
2% IR /g -m2-a! it
i 53 +
FeARE  245+15.0 98.4+31.1 242.1#63.5  373.0+104.8"
(%) 6.6 26.4 64.9 100°
HEARE  3.1x2.1 2.5%2.0 8.2+5.7 13.8+9.8
(%) 21.8 20.0 58.2 100
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FRAE 5 2 i ik AR 4y X BT G i T D iRIE
H [ S i R SR PR U AR ) B A ST 45 R (GR5).
AL, FERTE M) 19 ANE SRR 2R A, R
o 8 A, PUHEA 11 Ay, FEWS RS, HXHKL R
e FIBRSSE R AL, SO s AR B s KT A A
WL A& A (Erythrophleum fordii)#k, 4 568.2 t/hm?;
B/ANIE 12 AR RIS (Castanopsis  echidnocarpa)
PR, X 87.8 t/hm?. AR5 MUY Skl MRS 38 R A
H251.6 t/hm?, “TEIBERTE 40 4R A4 FE At
T AR DY 05 3 2R ¢ ] R F- 38 R A2 0 20 00
331.7 fi1335.8 t/hm®, £ HUY AR, ABFIL 52 4F
AR Aar - KR AR VR A2 B LR T 35 AR X
(Cylobalanopsis glauca)bk. FERIFR. ARAr bk f2 42 4
FLURIFE R AE L5, I BAC T2 35 A LM%
(Castanopsis hystrix) #k 1 48 & & X (Cylobalanopsis
chungin) KA He, R WIBRARIE 72 7 4h, BEVR L35 Al
FEFNAZS S« DRI o 37 A% 6 DR 35 40 A % il
PR 72 R R,

4.2 Hr[EE ek AR A

H HTRIFFU AR bR A2 2 2R G0 AR W R AR ™ g 1 D7
TEATPIRE, — Rl R B S0 SR EAT HESTE, 5
— R MR | 3 TR S SRR
BEATAG ST

N T L b DTV £ R B AR ] o i PR R
KT, MRS S s, B & EA
PO SRR <3 4 2B A R ) o L A i bR A
WrE AT A . TR S o [ e bR o X BT
A v TR & il i AR R (CBL G 5 Bl 23 AN [T
AR GRS KA, BERINES, R4 KN), &
A EREIEAC B XA S A SR, AR A SR S
DUAE s A - A B SR RE R A o0 A T AR, AT A%
AR ERE DAY, I HE S A Sk
AR B (GR 6).

(1) R ox i ARk 3 ANERE: &
M- ARREERE . M5 RATARTEARE -RER T . 7 -4 AR
AR HARZ AL E KR A PRE R,
HEAT R AW RGN 52 14T 5 AR, 3 X -l A
PRUO, s 5 RO 4S8 AR Ay BE AR 2 (R A 34
FlOERE I8 . g JE A2, AT AV RGN &
(A A A BRI Tl R (Castanopsis eyrei) SR, A i -
KRG BRI 20 B -7 X -4 4 i (Machilus
pauhoi) MRV R R EE BEMRAC JZ I A 3R 2 A5 i
e R RO e S B S SR RS, H R HEEAT TR
(Phoebe bournei) N T HKPE OV 4= 4 50 52

(2) VUFBIALHE S - ARR 20 A 2 AR AT
IR TEFIAR T - A ARERTE. WU 2 e A2 AL T
¥4 2 FNVE 5 X (Cylobalanopsis  glaucoides) 5, i & Ff
HVEE M TEEH X(C. delavayii)~ JGILF%(Castanopsis
arthacantha)- /& L1 ¥5(C. delavyiid)®s, BF EYENE
Kol 1A TCTTAE B 3B )ADY; 53 A2 1)
PLBF A HRE - AR 8 B 2B B K A (Schima
noronhae)%, CAT KR AKE (Lithocarpus variolosus)
PR30 2 gy i ) 2 5B

(3) ZFENT SRR AR 1 AR, ARG RE AR
B RN 30 NN N R EeR E i | NG S e =
O SR RE AR, AT I AR iR R G A L
IR R FERE(Cryprocarya concinna) KPS RIEFEHE(C
chinensis) K, B TGRS A (Ixonannthes chinensis)FR™?
2 T R R PR,

(4) BOM-FEE- A BR B ETE, L0 Kt 2R A 5 v it
FOVGHS ) FK it (Kandelia candel) bk AR (Casuarina
equisetifolia) FRFIFAR AR, L rp A JBR 2 AR FH A% 4% ARk
Z N TR, THNE SRR A AR, B arE T 4
W)k 22 G0 W 110 R AR PRASAT RK AR 1O, A JRR 2 102 R
RN TR R e i %
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Fe I EORERRERI 3, AN b [ S AR R A
YA 4.05 Pe(k 6, BC & ke 50%, Hh 2.02
Pg C), %45 FAUN BRI T CENTURY H5 A4 54
F1 s 2 R AR A 7 (4,50 Pg O 172, BRAES]
(2.54 Pg C). Ik =1(1.39 Pg C). JH s A7

(1.33 Pg C)F)H 4 1B 2 Ak U 2 £ b 1l 5 45 1w
0.8~1.6 1%, J& FRARHENFRIH 1994 4 AT A4
FE MR I8 B Al 545 51020 Pg Off1 10 %52, MH
ISR, BT 07322 i SO 19 45 AR, 1 B
T A TRE i R A B N R PR, R R AR AR )

x5 FEHESEATHREYE RS
- - ! )i/ - vty | R HE
WE BEET WA WREE R TR SRR kR SRR Rk i T B
= - 2N
HRLE L 23°08'N 400 B 346.1 21.7 12.7 380.7 [38]
FERE i 112°35'E % 90.9 5.7 33
WL R o 23°08'N 400 B 203.6 1.7 0.1 3.0 208.4 (39]
SEFER 1 112°35'E % 97.7 0.8 0.0 1.4
HEZR-JE o] 23°08'N . B 286.1 8.9 0.3 0.3 295.6 [40]
= FEREA iy 112°35'E % 96.7 3.0 0.1 0.1
! L7 23°08'N K 566.5 1.4 0.2 0.1 568.17
™ 7
5 TAH W oase 0 % %96 02 02 00 [41]
13 it WA 23°27N K 3535 3.8 0.6 358
i HRiAK Wi 111°19'E 100 % 98.8 1.1 0.2 421
I 12 i 80.4 6.6 0.2 0.6 87.8
" - = 23°12'N % 91.5 75 0.3 0.7 4
FLRL P W 100°51'E 4 i 159.0 2.4 0.8 0.4 162.6 (431
% 97.8 1.5 0.5 0.2
34 B 3855 172 2.1 4.6 404.8
, 24°55'N % 94.2 42 0.5 1.1
,f P
ALIS A w3 117°33'E 13 B 507.9 8.5 2.7 5.6 519 (441
% 96.8 1.6 0.5 1.1
29°24'N B 107.5 3.2 0.2 0.5 111.2
X 218 ot 30~35 45
alats & 119°31'E % 96.6 2.8 02 0.4 [43]
N 30°15'N M 107.5 12.8 6.4 7.5 126.6
ol oins 35 46
AFH B 120°10'E % 80.2 9.5 4.8 5.6 (461
& At~ g 298N 5 Kok 1964 157 7.9 0.5 4.9 220.4 A
T'?;E Kkt pk © 121°47E % 872 7.0 3.1 0.2 22 7
. . R 27°42'N o= 404.5 2.4 04 407.3
70y Fd oo 51 47
:; At il 117°41'E % 99.3 0.6 0.1 [47]
037" Vg 192.0 2.4 1.5 6.7 195.9
%5 - T, 24°37'N 30 Kt "
i FH B 1oe3sE % 948 12 07 33 481
(TR A R IE e sp  26°40N 0 Hoht 4268  17.8 1.8 4.7 446.3 [49]
Bk k = 109°26'E % 9.6 3.9 0.4 1.0
7 M- agon 25°09N s o 1115 3.0 0.3 2.8 6.5 117.5 [50]
AR © 107°52°E N % 89.9 2.4 0.2 2.3 52
L N 26°15'N B 355.3 30.2 2.1 7.4 387.6
HETH X ) I orn, 35 51
WAFNIE B jges0E % 900 77 0.5 1.9 (511
T 24°10'N . B 491.2 7.4 1.1 499.7
: ity
7 ARRATHA L torasE L % 983 15 02 521
il N . g 4947 74 12 54 503.2
> ® 24°10'N AR % 97.3 15 0.2 1.1
_ ‘0 . . . .
ot IRAR 2 onar o 53
% ARG ITI 101°25'E - Kk 2433 384 3.5 79 285.1 [53]
i * % 830 131 12 2.7
- . 04" Vg . 0.5 0.1 8.9 260.8
il T EE s 25°24'N n R 260.2 4
oo (L T O % 9%5 02 00 33 >4
# e e - 25°19'N e 1253 5.1 0.2 5.3 130.6
HEH K B IR orar 20 55
BHMH ER geaE % 922 37 02 3.9 (53]
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£6 TERESFAHYHIRXELEDEME

LR A AR /x10° hm VR A Rt - hm? Y E/Pg

(i N ) 27.7 336.3 0.93

AR H K- Bk 33.7 210.1 0.71

[ 0.5 179.9 0.01

N A Aaf - Bk 11.8 433.8 0.51

[l

i ¥ -5 X 18.7 202.8 0.38

7R SRR AR 50.6 294.5 1.49

HK - A R - A o 1.1 125.6 0.01

it 4.05

ST AT A7 AE AN E I, i D Kol 1) mT B iy
KIFHE. tbdh, AEBFSURDH SR N =5, £
DIV ) i AT AR A S, S EE R I
ZESE. RIKRUL, AR MR 2R, Nz g
PRSI, BN SRR E YR 22 O,
1117 384 T o B KA RS SRR I, W B SRNE E
— R S KR A, T H R BT R TT BRI S
T AR

4.3 EIRE LIRS LR

WG BT AR MR A A 6
et LTS I S UM R L, FE2E %
R, AEMEOTERITE S, JVEM IR 75 2% &
A T ¥ 1 % 4 B 5 0 R B 2 1, L
FAEsk, A, ML BT, WA, RIS
S G R BRIF R T AR, % 704 T Ak
S B 252 TR 002 0 0, 3o o 48 B
PO T M0 A R, I v L, R E
YA X WA AR IR, R 5 N T

W E 2 K H B MCRE (EAR 2 AR 2 R AR K
EIEAR)Z), 1 E A 22 R A AR I R AR
By, TG =B B AR (Nothofagus  truncata) {F
W52 B Ve ARt R T S8 — [ MROR B B 254 7 2
Y5 DBH KRR, w3585 AR =
s D NN E IR i FRITIEEY 3 NEEE 7/ F S T N
(442.2 thm?), HUCZBAFI IR PR (435.5 vhm?),
T AT A AT KRR AL 5 d s LRSS A2
Wy, A TR P 208 R UK IR L B R AR AR
Yt K, 88T 585.4 thm?; HUOE HAKIE KR
P& MK (Castanopsis cuspidata), } 378.6 t/hm?; SE[E g
R B3 GNIN) HEEMER(Quercus laurifolia) MR A=) &
/N217.6 thm?). B, HIXE 3R bR 4 4
BRI e R, T AT, I DX R R A
Yy {E 295.0~568.0 t/hm® 2 i), [H4MFI{E 242.0~585.0
t/hm?* 2 [i].

4.4 REEETD)
el S B ol 7 N SV N i ]

K7 ERESFAHHRENERIE
A - hm™
b Hb 5 B EBLILE A W1 R R IR
i fr MR e s i ROk
Atk bl o D 52 1623 63.0 2253 EE
ESIERS 33°N
HEEHRAR oy 82°W 60 207.0 10.6 217.6 [70]
KR AR H A 7K {5 1332012081\115 65 330.3 48.3 378.6 [71]
0l BrvE 41°31'S -
Ll B RS R K2R 172945 E AR 4422 143.2 585.4 [72]
. 28°19'N -
JERE N A 5 16°34'W AR 242.5 [73]
CUES AT GEIE! o WA 3810 (741
' LKA 37°S -
T2 IEIN iy 149930°E B2 %N 435.5 [75]
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Pl o [ AR AR AT R BEAR A 2R A i) 97

WY, AZHLIX R A 77 ) AR 22 O AR A (. AT 5T
TR B R — A 1k 386.8 gma!, A E
AWPTUR I, Sk RE AR N B — 2R A
ﬁ%}%& ?%%*’J:r‘*"jj E,(J 8.6%~24.3%[39’42’43’45~47’54’55]. }E
WAL, AU V& S o — 427" ) 423.2~511.0
gmZa (] & & B 50%, AL 211.6~255.5
gC-ma™), Fedin TR F 5% 5 (Chikugo) 5 4
it 1) v LS BT S ] ARG Y M S ¥ NPP
/ME590.0 gma!, B AR E 50%, 5N 295
eCm~a™), 1M 54 pE s NUFIH CASA Bk 5
PR G TR el S i AR NPP )P 2448 (365.0

K JE I S NUPIRE 1 25 5 B Ay B 1 0 B Y 4
W] e A I 3 7 A 1K) NPP S /M A2 L ET% NPP (1) 4
(EE

AR B A AT H SRR AR A NPP 3
T AT NPP /K. AHEFEH (A fuf K B
G R R N N I e 1 L O (T = Y -
Kt AR A det, I NPP nf BEAIR T 34N 430
HERRE ARG NPP SFI4ME. UhAh, 240 NPP {54
BB TO0. FK RTINS ATHE S, HAL S
) NPP & [X Sy 78 1) NPP 5l 2 BEAECIR & N MWk pT g
LB 5K NPP, i B SEHE VR AT RS2 21N B 4R

gC-ma™") S G AMIE RS NTSIRI ] CASA BEEL By THURISE M, JCIARWIFUH X NSRS I g, 2=k
W AR ARAE NPP P IMH(525.0 gCm2a )M G XGEMTELE IR, HE LUk 2 5 K AH.

il

i RMLEAFITRZERPRAE AR EAX G IR B THERENL.
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