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Abstract Wild medicinal plant resources are an important material basis for China’s traditional Chinese
medicine business and industry, and are closely related to ecological balance, yet little is known about the
changes in medicinal plant resources and species diversity with forest age in plantation forest restoration. Here,
we selected C. lanceolata plantations, located at the Lechang Forest Farm in Guangdong Province, with six
age series of 5, 10, 15, 20, 30, and 60 years. The medicinal plant diversity and community composition indices
were used to analyze the variation trend of species diversity with forest stand age. (1) A total of 74 families,
131 genera, and 178 understory vegetation species were present across the six forest ages. The shrub layer
had 58 families, 86 genera, and 105 species and the main plants were Fagaceae. (2) No significant linear
relationship was there between age and the species richness of understory vegetation and medicinal plants
in C. lanceolata plantations. The maximum species richness of the understory shrub layer appeared in the
10-year-old stand (22.33), and that of herbs appeared in the 20-year-old stand (14.33). The maximum species
richness of the medicinal plant shrub layer occurred in the 10- and 20-year-old stands (16.00), and herbs
emerged in the 20-year-old stand (8.67). (3) Compared to understory vegetation, the Jaccard and Morisita-
Horn similarity indices of the herb and shrub layers of medicinal plants were higher. The Jaccard similarity index
of the medicinal plants in the shrub and herb layers decreased with stand age, whereas that of the medicinal
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plants in the herb layer increased. In conclusion, near-naturally managed C. lanceolata plantation forests can
cultivate more medicinal plants, and the diversity of medicinal plants will maintain a relatively stable state with
the recovery time after the cessation of anthropogenic disturbance. Combined with the recovery trend of wild
medicinal plants in plantation forests, the protective development of wild medicinal resources can be carried out

appropriately according to the age of the forest.
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Table 1 Information of the sampling sites
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Table 2 Main species composition and important values of the shrub layer of understorey vegetation in Cunninghamia lanceolata

plantations of different stand ages

4 F & HEZAE Important value (1V/%)

Species Family Genus 5a 10a 15a 20a 30a 60a
F{E4T % Clerodendrum fortunatum  JE#} Lamiaceae K@ Clerodendrum 282 0 079 0 475 0
FIERR E S Embelia ribes 171 Rl Primulaceae 12 1 1% Embelia 157 0 0 0 0 0
16 2% T Rubus leucanthus ikl Rosaceae 24T Rubus 257 074 0 935 2920 O
HIMFE Ficus hirta %%} Moraceae Wi )& Ficus 1349 635 692 081 387 0
HH BT Rubus alceifolius #Fl Rosaceae B4 T8 Rubus 060 0 0 0 0 0
¥ Gelsemium elegans H kL Gelsemiaceae W) JE Gelsemium 134 0 0 0 0 0
B Broussonetia papyrifera %%} Moraceae )& Broussonetia 270 0 0 0 0 0
JtH- 1L # Bk Trema cannabina KM EL Cannabaceae ¥ JE Trema 2193 0 0 0 0 0
B4 Ficus esquiroliana %kl Moraceae )@ Ficus 245 0 0 0 0 0
BREAT Glochidion eriocarpum R EF} Phyllanthaceae  H#L-TJ® Glochidion 248 0 0 0 0 0
HEAER-282k Callicarpa kochiana JEEl Lamiaceae K@ Callicarpa 567 068 0 0 0 0
ZEINFY Ficus pandurata ZF} Moraceae )& Ficus 099 0 0 338 0 0
Z 7% Melicope pteleifolia 7 Rutaceae LV Melicope 086 0 0 110 1.05 0
1% Rubus corchorifolius 4k} Rosaceae B8 Rubus 072 137 108 143 613 0
Hli Diospyros kaki %l Ebenaceae fliJ& Diospyros 099 046 O 0 0 0
KERW Wendlandia uvariifolia P E Rl Rubiaceae KER#E Wendlandia 150 0 0 0 104 0
AKYBH Ficus formosana %%} Moraceae )& Ficus 068 0 0 0 0 0
#) Broussonetia kaempferi %} Moraceae )@ Broussonetia 1149 117 0 822 526 0
A5 Eurya nitida TL% A K} Pentaphylacaceae ¥ )& Eurya 123 156 0 0 0 2.11
EEBMAIA Schefflera minutistellata 1.k} Araliaceae #5288 Schefflera 363 0 0 0 0 0
B4} Melastoma candidum B4 PR Melastomataceae %74t J}E Melastoma 347 384 086 O 0 0
B9 Toxicodendron succedaneum B FL Anacardiaceae M )E Toxicodendron 080 052 072 766 052 0
E 44 Mussaenda pubescens P E Rl Rubiaceae EM4&1tJE Mussaenda 7.51 0 0 0 118 0
Kk A Aralia spinifolia TNkl Araliaceae YaAKJE Aralia 140 329 0 394 0 0
ik Boehmeria nivea HFEE} Urticaceae ik J& Boehmeria 284 0 0 3 0 0
5k Oreocnide frutescens HERE} Urticaceae 2Kk JE Oreocnide 425 0 0 0 0 0
##1 Smilax china ##1 %l Smilacaceae P21 JE Smilax 0 116 166 0 0 0
H 1 Styrax faberi ‘7 7 F} Styracaceae % %@ Styrax 0 105 0 247 0 0
w5} Sarcandra glabra 45 % %} Chloranthaceae i JiiHj)J® Sarcandra 0 045 0 0 0.59 1.41
F4T4E Callicarpa pedunculata JEIEEL Lamiaceae K EkJE Callicarpa 0 194 0 0 0 0
%1¢/2). %< Berchemia floribunda i 2* %} Rhamnaceae ‘7] )45 J% Berchemia 0 051 0 0 0 0
K %:88 Heptapleurum heptaphyllum L%} Araliaceae K526 J® Schefflera 0 075 0 1057 184 0
W# Liquidambar formosana HiR Bl Altingiaceae WEWIE Liquidambar 0 066 0 0 0 0
#JJE Uncaria rhynchophylla 7 5 Fl Rubiaceae £ )% Uncaria 0 547 133 0 361 0
J" 2R3 Machilus kwangtungensis 1%} Lauraceae et )& Machilus 0 218 074 074 0 0
HIHiT Elaeagnus pungens HIHiT %} Elaeagnaceae HA%I T )@ Elaeagnus 0 127 0 0 0 0
e Zanthoxylum scandens 2% £} Rutaceae 1eHUE Zanthoxylum 0 063 0 0 0 0
17 24 Lonicera confusa A& FL Caprifoliaceae P& )& Lonicera 0 232 0 0 0 0
£ HH Machilus chinensis #i%} Lauraceae A f)E Machilus 0 466 0 0 172 456
fifl f1 lH Maesa perlarius WFEAEEL Primulaceae 2 1)® Maesa 0 8.81 0 0 0 0
RIHEF Eurya acuminatissima T8I KRl Pentaphylacaceae #:J&@ Eurya 0 713 0 0 0 0
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#5322 Table 2 (continued)

it B & H #H Important value (1V/%)

Species Family Genus 5a 10a 15a 20a 30a 60a
7T Coptosapelta diffusa #% % £} Rubiaceae M T % Coptosapelta 0 205 0 0 0 0
7l Diospyros morrisiana %l Ebenaceae ¥iiJ& Diospyros 0 247 0 0 0 0
AT llex viridis X7 Kl Aquifoliaceae X5 E llex 0 186 0 0 0 3.37
IF$E 3 Smilax lanceifolia ¥Rl Smilacaceae #k%1 )8 Smilax 0 118 0 0 0 1.67
BAT llex pubescens X3k} Aquifoliaceae KXI5)E llex 0 265 059 0 0 19.26
KWL Eurya chinensis TL% KK} Pentaphylacaceae ¥ )& Eurya 0 0.80 O 0 0 0
Kihi# Castanopsis carlesii 5t} Fl Fagaceae #iJ® Castanopsis 0 085 0 0 0 0
KBl Cocculus orbiculatus BBl Menispermaceae ABiclJg Cocculus 0 332 091 0 049 0
Bl Vaccinium bracteatum FLES 46 R} Ericaceae ik J® Vaccinium 0 160 O 0 0 0
L X%# Litsea cubeba #i %l Lauraceae K%EFJE Litsea 0 217 091 0 436 0
i ifL S} Ardisia lindleyana RFAER} Primulaceae K& E Ardisia 0 118 0 0 049 297
245 B8 Rubus reflexus T 1kl Rosaceae B4 T8 Rubus 0 562 1144 109 6.09 0
§Uf Itea chinensis BUfIEL lteaceae B Itea 0 821 0 263 259 4.83
8 Dalbergia hancei &}l Fabaceae T 1E )& Dalbergia 0 121 0 0 0 0
+1#K£%E Smilax glabra # ¥ %} Smilacaceae % #iJE Smilax 0 123 072 0 0 0
51 %) Ampelopsis grossedentata %%} Vitaceae I %1 )& Ampelopsis 0 210 0 0 0 0
/NR3# Smilax davidiana #:#Fl Smilacaceae ##Jm Smilax 0 059 130 147 104 O
/NRILJEHR Helicia cochinchinensis — 1LI IR El Proteaceae IR J& Helicia 0 063 0 0 0 0
R4 Ginkgo biloba ARl Ginkgoaceae A8 Ginkgo 0 048 0 0 0 0
W% Camellia oleifera 175 F} Theaceae 1iZ5J& Camellia 0 083 0 0 0.58 2.24
%1 Meliosma rigida 15X Rl Sabiaceae HIEH B Meliosma 0 0 396 0 0 0
¥ 211 Maesa japonica HHEAERL Primulaceae 218 Maesa 0 0 809 0 3.25 8.49
" 4 %) Ampelopsis cantoniensis %% Fl Vitaceae i %)% Ampelopsis 0 0 228 0 097 0
2175 LR AT Alchornea trewioides K#k &} Euphorbiaceae LLIFRAT @ Alchornea 0 0 756 378 0 0
i E KA Aralia chinensis . inE} Araliaceae A& Aralia 0 0 074 0 857 0
3 4¢ Corylopsis sinensis 42 Bl Hamamelidaceae I3{¢)J& Corylopsis 0 0 416 0 0 0
Y Castanopsis fissa 5 %} Fagaceae )& Castanopsis 0 0 0.81 0 0 0
S JEEFR Archidendron lucidum TRl Fabaceae W H-3KJ& Archidendron 0 0 572 0 0 0
E W FRBE T Embelia vestita FEAE R Primulaceae R % T )& Embelia 0 0 185 0 127 0
K1 Schima superba 1% &l Theaceae AKtii)J@ Schima 0 0 084 0 0 2.32
A+ 3 Elaeocarpus japonicus ¥R} Elaeocarpaceae L)@ Elaeocarpus 0 0 104 0 0 0
HAH A% Antidesma japonicum H R ERFL Phyllanthaceae T HZ5J& Antidesma 0 0 073 0 0 0
24T Indocalamus tessellatus AAFl Poaceae #47)% Indocalamus 0 0 929 0 0 0
=164 llex triflora X # %} Aquifoliaceae X55)E llex 0 0 418 0 0 0
LR FT Alchornea davidii Kk Fl Euphorbiaceae LR FFJ® Alchornea 0 0 158 0 044 0
/DEHIHI AR Blastus pauciflorus 54t 1R Melastomataceae #i4i AKJ& Blastus 0 0 16.05 0 0 0
DHEEL Camellia cordifolia 75l Theaceae 1% JE Camellia 0 0 114 0 0 0
M%) Eleutherococcus trifoliatus TnF} Araliaceae TijnJ@ Eleutherococcus 0 0 0 886 0 0
118 Symplocos tanakana 11 EF Symplocaceae 11WLJE Symplocos 0 0 0 1.01 0 0
189 7] Macleaya cordata 3EFR} Papaveraceae ¥y |5 J& Macleaya 0 0 0 061 0 0
21 IR 27 Rubus sumatranus Rl Rosaceae 4T Rubus 0 0 0 078 0 0
JER T Millettia pachycarpa T #l Fabaceae EEEE Millettia 0 0 0 430 O 0
4224k Hypericum monogynum 422 He Rl Hypericaceae 422 1kJ& Hypericum 0 0 0 150 0 0
%503 Rubus rosifolius Rl Rosaceae TR Rubus 0 0 0 126 0 0
WPk Melia azedarach #iFl Meliaceae )& Melia 0 0 0 0.51 058 0
¥k B Gonostegia hirta FHEF} Urticaceae ik HlJ& Gonostegia 0 0 0 331 0 0
KM Celtis sinensis KB F} Cannabaceae M@ Celtis 0 0 0 134 0 0
1241 Triadica cochinchinensis KEZAl Euphorbiaceae Y& Triadica 0 0 0 261 0 0
FAWE: Ficus erecta ZFl Moraceae ¥J& Ficus 0 0 0 245 0 0
i B E Clematis leschenaultiana &1 F} Ranunculaceae BRZ&E )R Clematis 0 0 0 469 0 0
“Ef#) Strophanthus divaricatus JeT Bk R Apocynaceae EM#)E Strophanthus 0 0 0 1.09 0 0
i kili Diospyros kaki %l Ebenaceae HiliJ& Diospyros 0 0 0 161 0 0
BH# Cinnamomum burmanni ikl Lauraceae 1% J&® Cinnamomum 0 0 0 2.4 0 0
K2k Callicarpa macrophylla JE AL Lamiaceae ¥k Callicarpa 0 0 0 0 499 0
#15p 55 AN Stauntonia obovata KiBFl Lardizabalaceae TP AR JE Stauntonia 0 0 0 0 046 0
YSHR B Morinda parvifolia 5 Al Rubiaceae Mgk K J& Morinda 0 0 0 0 054 0
Wi T4t Zanthoxylum nitidum 227 Rl Rutaceae 1EHUE Zanthoxylum 0 0 0 0 046 0
EIM4IKE Cyclea barbata i . &} Menispermaceae IN kS Cyclea 0 0 0 0 080 0
=N Akebia trifoliata AKiE %} Lardizabalaceae A J& Akebia 0 0 0 0 063 0
Bk Paulownia kawakamii JE4d%} Paulowniaceae Ut & Paulownia 0 0 0 0 061 0
JHHE K2 Macropanax rosthornii FLNEl Araliaceae KZJ& Macropanax 0 0 0 0 0 0.71
Ik JE B Itea omeiensis B lteaceae SRR Itea 0 0 0 0 0 1.55
—3|M#% Eurya distichophylla T4 K%} Pentaphylacaceae ¥ )& Eurya 0 0 0 0 0 1.94
2])LZ Berchemia sinica 2% Rhamnaceae 2])L %5 )@ Berchemia 0 0 0 0 0 1.47
JiH L& Diplospora dubia P 5 Rl Rubiaceae M8 %€ )8 Diplospora 0 0 0 0 0 1.48
2148 Machilus thunbergii #i Rl Lauraceae k4 JE Machilus 0 0 0 0 0 4.44
A% Cinnamomum parthenoxylon 1%} Lauraceae )& Cinnamomum 0 0 0 0 0 2.27
Z [ 2% Symplocos stellaris AL FE Symplocaceae L@ Symplocos 0 0 0 0 0 3.06
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#5322 Table 2 (continued)
4 gl & H 2 H Important value (1V/%)

Species Family Genus 5a 10 a 15a 20 a 30a 60 a
JEfaHAY Rhododendron latoucheae  1E%{¢F} Ericaceae B8 1E )& Rhododendron 0 0 0 0 0 5.16
BMARZET Litsea verticillata #F} Lauraceae K% TJ&E Litsea 0 0 0 0 0 1.07
B SLRRE Gnetum luofuense SERRERL Gnetaceae SERRIE R Gnetum 0 0 0 0 0 0.63
K% Rubus swinhoei ikl Rosaceae 247 R Rubus 0 0 0 0 0 0.82
¥ B Aidia cochinchinensis # 5 Rl Rubiaceae iR IR Aidia 0 0 0 0 0 0.88
HAHH K Lasianthus japonicus #i 5kl Rubiaceae A Lasianthus 0 0 0 0 0 5.52
B &/ Turpinia arguta AL Staphyleaceae &R J& Turpinia 0 0 0 0 0 4.69
12K Cunninghamia lanceolata 1%} Cupressaceae K AJ& Cunninghamia 0 0 0 0 0 2.87
FHERE 4 Schefflera delavayi TUNEL Araliaceae #8558 Schefflera 0 0 0 0 0 2.84
JEM-FR#E Stauntonia obovatifoliola KiEF} Lardizabalaceae B ARJNJ& Stauntonia 0 0 0 0 0 0.69
EILLLHBKS Eurya rubiginosa T.5 A} Pentaphylacaceae #J& Eurya 0 0 0 0 0 3.80
Wt Gardenia jasminoides P H R} Rubiaceae He 1)@ Gardenia 0 0 0 0 0 0.85

R3 FRIMRIEANEREMMERMEZE

Table 3 Main species composition and important values of the herb layer of understorey vegetation in Cunninghamia lanceolata

plantations of different stand ages

LLES i & # Z{} Important value (1V/%)

Species Family Genus 5a 10a 15a 20 a 30a 60 a
i fiE Pteris semipinnata K BRFL Pteridaceae KRR Pteris 567 230 0 0 070 0
5% Cyrtococcum patens AKZAEl Poaceae 5 ZJ& Cyrtococcum 1.81 0 0 0 0 0
4V Lygodium japonicum &V F Lygodiaceae HEEVIE Lygodium 1314 0 0 0 0 0
TG E W Cyclosorus parasiticus 4 B Al Thelypteridaceae T J& Cyclosorus 6.41 964 195 924 890 0
wH3% Youngia japonica %%} Asteraceae HHSEJR Youngia 208 0 0 1 0 0
5% REL Praxelis clematidea %%} Asteraceae 555 )% Praxelis 381 0 0 0 0 0
LW Gynostemma pentaphyllum #%l Cucurbitaceae Zi W )8 Gynostemma 058 0 0 0 0 0
4FEH Cibotium barometz 4 EMF Cibotiaceae 4EHJE Cibotium 240 277 154 409 1672 O
277 Neyraudia reynaudiana AAF Poaceae K7 )% Neyraudia 10.83 0 0 0 0 0
1“# Dicranopteris pedata H 9%} Gleicheniaceae T“H )& Dicranopteris 049 463 0 719 0 0
ERE S Scleria levis R} Cyperaceae L EkF )@ Scleria 087 0 0 0 0 0
KK Oplismenus undulatifolius AKAF Poaceae SRAKH)E Oplismenus 192 0 0 101 0 0
JHI 2R Adiantum flabellulatum KRRl Pteridaceae BRE BB Adiantum 130 0 0 0 089 0
-7 E % Carex cruciata JELEL Cyperaceae ZJE Carex 593 0 0 077 0 0
[t 45 % Lindsaea orbiculata 4615 Lindsaeaceae W% )% Lindsaea 247 093 0 0 0 0
51 Odontosoria chinensis k453 F} Lindsaeaceae 9% J& Odontosoria 277 535 0 0 147 0
5 E B Blechnum orientale 5 E %Rl Blechnaceae 5 E R R Blechnum 2178 706 295 232 1761 118
Sk % Ampelopsis grossedentata i % ¥} Vitaceae i % )& Ampelopsis 056 0 0 0 0 0
/N4 Erigeron canadensis %%} Asteraceae K3ZJ& Erigeron 293 0 0 310 0 0
T8 5 Commelina communis M5kl Commelinaceae T % & Commelina 124 0 0 0 0 0
ELPLIGE L Torenia fordii BEELRL Linderniaceae 5]k 55 )% Torenia 437 0 0 0 0 0
kM- A2 5 Setaria palmifolia AAFR} Poaceae 2% JE Setaria 345 0 147 0 266 0
I &5 Oxalis corniculata I &%l Oxalidaceae [ 3 55 )% Oxalis 318 0 0 26.37 0 0
il 4 k% 5 Microlepia marginata Wik &l Dennstaedtiaceae i i J& Microlepia 0 13.95 987 0 16.62 0
FRA A Lycopodium cernuum fi¥A%l Lycopodiaceae fFAJE Lycopodium 0 114 0 0 0 0
R Blumea megacephala 3%} Asteraceae Y 9y# & Blumea 0 139 0 523 414 0
J# Woodwardia japonica 5 £ Fl Blechnaceae 4 J& Woodwardia 0 3488 1566 O 9.99 20.71
ML Gahnia tristis W HRL Cyperaceae HISHJE Gahnia 0 188 285 307 163 0
%0 Rubus rosifolius % 7kl Rosaceae =4 T Rubus 0 117 058 0 0 0
13844 Cayratia japonica #i% %} Vitaceae 9, %4% )% Cayratia 0 169 0 250 058 0
T8 Miscanthus floridulus AAEl Poaceae 1=J& Miscanthus 0 758 0 0 0 0
/NEBRE Gymnosphaera metteniana  ##8 Fl Cyatheaceae B E Gymnosphaera 0 075 0 0 0 0
/NHHE4EYY Lygodium microphyllum #4570l Lygodiaceae & I)E Lygodium 0 288 0 0 145 0
W H B Polystichum tsussimense i & % B} Dryopteridaceae H-JJ& Polystichum 0 0 6.07 0 0 0
L%k Dryopteris fuscipes B H: £l Dryopteridaceae fi#-EJi )& Dryopteris 0 0 128 0 0 0
‘K % B} Persicaria chinensis 2l Polygonaceae # )& Persicaria 0 0 357 102 0 0
Wi Hypolepis punctata Wi %l Dennstaedtiaceae Ui J& Hypolepis 0 0 104 0 0 0
LN B Diplazium dilatatum 5 56 R FL Athyriaceae X &5 B )& Diplazium 0 0 2210 16147 6141 0
4541 Selaginella doederleinii HAIF Selaginellaceae L:H1)8 Selaginella 0 0 26.38 0 0 0
¥ Nephrolepis cordifolia ‘53 Ft Nephrolepidaceae 5% & Nephrolepis 0 0 186 0 3.11 0
4 MEE % Carex nemostachys P EE} Cyperaceae E 5 Carex 0 0 084 0 172 0
XE3E Clinopodium chinense JEHE} Lamiaceae KW Fe3EJE Clinopodium 0 0 0 286 0 0
{55 Scutellaria indica JEIEF} Lamiaceae # % J& Scutellaria 0 0 0 379 0 0
B 4L Ardisia mamillata WA R Primulaceae R4 )E Ardisia 0 0 0 047 0 0
4E1112% Alpinia oblongifolia %%} Zingiberaceae iZ2)&8 Alpinia 0 0 0 046 061 0
W17 Liparis nervosa >% %} Orchidaceae EH 528 Liparis 0 0 0 048 0 0
516 Elatostema involucratum HFE} Urticaceae % EA %R Elatostema 0 0 0 065 0 0
A3 4T Microstegium fasciculatum K Z4<%} Poaceae #77)E Microstegium 0 0 0 108 0 0
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30% SH1H 2024528 Tt 5%
433 Table 3 (continued)
Fh4, # & 2 H Important value (IV/%)

Species Family Genus 5a 10a 15a 20a 30a 60a
¥ K4 Gonostegia hirta TEEFL Urticaceae thKkH1JE Gonostegia 0 0 0 073 0 0
L AE Viola diffusa #ER} Violaceae HEJE Viola 0 0 0 232 0 3.83
#i % Rubia cordifolia 75 Rl Rubiaceae P HJE Rubia 0 0 0 067 0 0
-8 % Gnaphalium pensylvanicum %%} Asteraceae R B %8 Gnaphalium 0 0 0 059 0 0
153 Lysimachia fortunei WEIEFR Primulaceae B EE)® Lysimachia 0 0 0 059 0 0
% Bk L% Clematis leschenaultiana T E %} Ranunculaceae BRIZE R Clematis 0 0 0 078 0 0
KB HSE Viola inconspicua # % Fl Violaceae #3¢E)F Viola 0 0 0 063 0 0
LB Hydrocotyle nepalensis TLEl Araliaceae K3 )E Hydrocotyle 0 0 0 084 0 0
B A Cyrtomium fortunei 5B Al Dryopteridaceae H A& Cyrtomium 0 0 0 0 330 0
ERILAIK Zehneria japonica #7Fl Cucurbitaceae g )L)E Zehneria 0 0 0 0 179 0
i4E 5L [ Diplopterygium chinense H %} Gleicheniaceae )& Diplopterygium 0 0 0 0 0 23.04
{E7EE ¥ Carex scaposa P H Rl Cyperaceae HEJE Carex 0 0 0 0 0 18.46
% L% Plagiogyria adnata I8 L R} Plagiogyriaceae  J& /L k& Plagiogyria 0 0 0 0 0 32.78

perlarius) . .| (Itea chinensis) 14t FH# (Eurya
acuminatissima) , A2 4 (Woodwardia japonica)
1L % W5 B (Microlepia marginata) f14£5 &% (Cyclosorus
parasiticus) . 154 MRES A2 AR A FE R 2 A8 B A 34 B ol 2
i K (Blastus pauciflorus) . X 24 £ % (Rubus
reflexus) F#4T (Indocalamus tessellatus) , % A& JZ iR
41441 (Selaginella doederleinii) « &A% 7Bk (Diplazium
dilatatum) . 205 MREAZ AR PR, A2 HE 1l AR 3
Fhoy 8 555 (Heptapleurum heptaphyllum) . 16 & 1

(Rubus leucanthus) F1H#j (Eleutherococcus trifoliatus) ,
TR N ¥ (Oxalis corniculata) « AR5 B A4 75 B
BR. BOEEARIE AL AR R ER SRR AP AL B+, 38
ENEA (Aralia chinensis) Fl1l14F (Rubus corchorifolius) ,
FHARE N B, & B (Cibotium barometz) il % i
. 60 AZ AR M HE R JZ M AR AP N EAFH (llex
pubescens) . H-Z 1l (Maesa japonica) Fl H A H &

(Lasianthus japonicus) , KA JZ 598 /& 3 (Plagiogyria
adnata) . 5 H (Diplopterygium chinense) ff4. 1t
Ay 6N AZ A PR B PR HEL A0 JHE A J2 AR (10 R Sk A
TR JEEAH X R, A 2 R A0 P R X B T A O S K (K
1, &2, 3.

3 257 407 (b)
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2.2 FARAN IR T A REMINGERLFNTHE 5547
RN THRART ZGFHRED H, INZGE AT Ok B A ik (4
B NI TAR, HE619.47%; A IAE 955, Lk
25.00%; ZENZHIHAF, HEH10.79%; A2 H)H 83F!, &
t621.84%; LN H 165, HEL4.21%: RINZ M 29
B, d7H67.63%; HABFAL N Zi 425, (HEE11.05% (R4) .
RN TR T 2 Y, BRI G 1395,
b H14.34%; &R Ih RN 3150, 5 EE3.2%; 15 T 45105
il i H10.84%; £ XIE A 65F, (FE6.71%; KB IEM
50, 560.52%: L BHIH 155, (5161.55%; FISHIE42
B, 5164.33%; (LIBIIE 27, 162.79%; 18 & 1IH 1425,
17 14.65%; T MALFE TR A 56F, 15 1H65.78%: 1k MTH AL
14 36, fEE3.72%; THZ 1010 (1 15, 5 EE0.10%;
LI AE6F, HE0.62%; JT 5 R4 255, Ltk
2.58%; “FHFEARIA1TH, HH1.75%; FhNEME 128, &
L61.25%; WO D AT 28Fp, (5 162.89; % Mk Dk 947
109F0, d5H11.25%; $RFFLENLIA92F, (5119.49%; HA I
M IR 1398, F7L14.34% (K5 .
2.3 FEMEETZARN TR T A RE o A 4FIE
FEAN AR AR AEL 4 A0 26 F AL RIE AR 8 040 S [, A2
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E1 FENBEZARROIFHEISHENSEZENRXR. a: 545 b: 104F: c: 154 d: 204F;: e: 304F; f: 604,
Fig. 1 Relationship between species rank and relative importance values of Cunninghamia lanceolata plantations at different stand
ages. a: 5-year-old stand; b: 10-year-old stand; c: 15-year-old stand; d:20-year-old stand; e: 30-year-old stand; f: 60-year-old stand.
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Table 4 Statistics on the medicinal parts of medicinal plants of
understorey vegetation in in Cunninghamia lanceolata plantations
25117542 Medicinal part  F1 %% No. of species .{il Proportion (P/%)
2k (25 74

The whole plant 19.47
& Root 95 25.00
2 Stem 41 10.79
"t Leaf 83 21.84
1. Flower 16 4.91
JSE Fruit 29 763
H A Other 42 105

T IR 2 PR 24 S A B G R F gL
Repeated counts of plant species according to the medicinal parts of
the medicinal plant.

#R5 MAAIMHTHREYNERIIE ST
Table 5 Statistics on the medicinal efficacy of medicinal plants of
understorey vegetation in Cunninghamia lanceolata plantations

I I\Tﬁ ij(Z:of Prottm'
Medicinal effect " portion
species  (P/%)
fi#2% Diaphoresis relieving superficies 139 14.34
& # Clearing away heat 31 3.20
¥5 & Purgation 105 10.84
#:Xi% Dispel wind-damp 65 6.71
F|/Ki5#% Clearing damp and promoting diuresis 5 0.52
i Warm the interior 15 1.55
¥iX Regulating vital energy 42 4.33
1k Resolving wetness 27 2.79
& Promoting digestion 142 14.65
T LA
Promoting blood circulation to remove blood stasis i 578
1l 1. Hemostasis 36 3.72
AL 11 1% F i Phlegm-eliminating cough-relieving 1 010
and asthma-relieving ’
Z 4 Mental concentration 6 0.62
J¥ %5 Resuscitation 25 2.58
“FHFEJR Calming liver to stop endogenous wind 17 1.75
tMiEE Restoring vital energy 12 1.24
i Inducing astringency 28 2.89
A H 1P Killing parasites to relieve itching 109 11.25
BAEEA . . 92 949
Removing toxic substance and promoting granulation ’
HAh Others 139 14.34

IR EM IR EL Gt

Repeated counts of plant species according to medicinal plant efficacy.

MR A 7 A J2 RIS AR B AE 104 ARG, A2 LA
204EIARIE, 4371 922.334114.33 (&2) . MK F 24 R 48 EE
KJZEREAAE HBLAE10F MK (16.00) FI204FE 4 (16.00) ,
0 5 A 2 0] Y BILAE 204 MRS (8.67) .

245 AR ) RATH B8 RS I Wk S 0028 2840, T8 S 25 4 1k
EAARL . BEAh, AN FIAR IS AZ AN MR AR A 1 R0 245 AR )
MEARZER. HHEX ST EAR, HDIKTHEAER (K2, 3) .
2R BROPR I A 0 A 2 R AR 2 2 AL 11 D e KA 7E 6 04F
MRS, FLAB 4 0 0.27F10.71; 10 H 155 K AR 43 73 H BLAE 54
My (2.30) FIB0LEMEE (1.79; EfI R KAH 70 3 HI I AESHE A
¥ (0.87) .« 304EMEL (0.87) . BOLFEMEE (0.87) FISAFE ML
(0.87) . 304EM L (0.87) (2. 3) . M Ak HE A Z FjE
AR 2 25 P A 1) D fe KA 5 ) R BLAE S4E AR % (0.14) FI154E
RS (0.23) 3 H'TA 5 R AE 23 73 HE BLFE 104F bR RS (2.87) 120
SEMREE (2.59) 5 MR N AE B HE A 2 E TR S R AR 43 ) HE BLTE 204F
MRS (0.93) . BOEMREL (0.93) FE A 2 24 FH ALY 204F MR i
(0.93).

257 (a) 0.47 (b) - Herbs
© Shrubs
20+ 03]
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x T 0.2
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5 0.14
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4 (c) 1.00q (d)
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T 2
17 0.801
0 —_— 0.75 —_—
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AN AN

Stand age (t/a) Stand age (t/a)

B2 TRMEEAMRKTERaZHEMEER. R: WM EEE,
Simpsonil 3% #5%; H': Shannon-Wiener% FE1EIE3; E: PlelouUL;é\
JEFRHL

Fig. 2 Understory a diversity indices of understorey vegetation
in Cunninghamia lanceolata plantations of different stand ages. R:
Species richness; D: Simpson dominance index; H": Shannon-Wiener
diversity index; E: Pielou dominance index.
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E3 TREMBEHEAKRAREDaZHEMER. R: WMHFEEE;: D:
Simpsonilt # 5 %1; H': Shannon-WienerZ fEPE15%L; E: Pieloufft %
JEFREL

Fig. 3 Medicinal plant a diversity indices of understorey
vegetation in Cunninghamia lanceolata plantations of different
stand ages. R: Species richness; D: Simpson dominance index; H":
Shannon-Wiener diversity index; E: Pielou dominance index.

2.4 FEMEETZARN TR T A REYI8 A M4
AN [ AR S PR R A R ABL B B 2 RO, M TR
T L A R E R 2, 245 P A0 A 2 R AR )2 ) J
MHTE . 0, 2 AR bR OAR T Rl Bt 5 2R J2 104 AR 8 A1 304E
RIS I H0.44 GEAHBL , 154 HRIE FI304E AR 19J40.4
GEAEL ; BAZSEME AMB0EME FIMHA0.25 GIE A
L), 104E AR FI154E BRI IMH 0.3 GEAHEL , 104E AR
FIB0F AW FIMH90.53 GHHALL) , 154F RS FI 30 4F Ak i 1
MH~0.3 GEAELL) (6. 7). NRMBIAMMT A2 24
JEIRE A 0 3 5 30 LA S IR AR AL CUBR PR 4 1 04 AT 30 4F (1
FBPE~0.47, A T0.5) , MERSEM30ERKIMHN0.34
GEARRL , 104EMI154F850.27 GEARAL) , 54EF1304F40.34
GEAAL , 104EMI304E80.49 CGIEARAL) , 104EAI604E N
0.27 GIEAHML (GR6. 7). WAL HEAZ 104 B0 S A

a/
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305 Z1H 2024%2H

DI 4

0.26 GEARL , 154E 304 50.28 GIARMLL , HAMREE Y
WA BEVE A UE ONT0.25) , 204EFI304EIMHA0.29 (i
AHEBD (GE6. 7). MR HEARZE L AR 104- M304E 111 J40.25

GEMLLD , 155EF304E50.31 GIAHMLL , FREkS4EF204E 1)
MH40.25 GIEARLL) , 204E 304 50.33 (AT AHALL) , 154E 1
604 50.25 GEAIEL) (GR6. 7).

AN TR BRESAZ AN TR BRI A A A2 R 8 A 2 o R 8 )
MaJu /N (RZ=0.404, P <0.05; R,>=0.291, P<0.05), %j
A HEA JZ BEAR I 10 B S0 (R = 0.361, P < 0.05) , ifii
FHARE®N (R,2=0.270, P<0.05) (K4) .

ASFMREERZ AR N T R 4 AR AR 2 1 JFIMH
BEEEMXER (R*=0.702, P<0.001; R*=0.868, P <
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e ] 5 C
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E4 #ZKRANI#HHKTER A E B FRAYJaccardflMorisita-HorniH
VMR E. aflc PR T HEHE: bAId N2 RE#. MH: Morisita-Horn AR bl 4
B3 J: Jaccard MHABLE E HL.

Fig. 4 Jaccard and Morisita-Horn similarity indices of different
forest age intervals for understory vegetation of Cunninghamia
lanceolata plantations. Understory vegetation (a, c) and understory
medicinal plant (b, d). MH: Morisita-Horn similarity index; J: Jaccard

similarity index.

#*6 TRIMEIZAAN MM TERJaccard BN

0.001) , 2RI A2 K JRIMH R B 3% UM R 56 R (R =
0.590, P<0.001) ([&5).

044 (a) 0.6- (b)
0.3 )
> 0.21 '
0.1-
0.4 1.0-
oy
0.3 . 0.8{"
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L]
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E5 TR AKANTIHMHK TERJaccardB Il B FMorisita-
Horn#B U35 B A MR SR X &R a M NI HEHE AR s MR IR A oy
2RI HEAR s AL MY EE A, MH: Morisita-HornAH ¥ i % J:
Jaccard fH L R 2L

Fig. 5 Correlation between Jaccard similarity index and Morisita-
Horn similarity index for understory vegetation of Cunninghamia
lanceolata plantations at different stand ages. a: Shrub layer
of understory vegetation; b: Herb layer of understory vegetation; c:
Shrub layer of understory medicinal plants; d: Herb layer of understory
medicinal plants. MH: Morisita-Horn similarity index; J: Jaccard
similarity index.

3 i

WU R I AR E AN THR T I A HEY 74
FH3VE 785, o, 25t 4587186/ 105F, KN
WP %, BRSBTS (2021) B
FUMRILLHE N MR RS A = B2, — 7 T 7 X 3k b
BRI, R B E S, 2 AV SR A 5
J7 T AT RE A2 T AT AR B A BOR IR, AR 1 0

Table 6 Jaccard similarity index of understorey vegetation in Cunninghamia lanceolata plantations of different stand ages

RS WEAJZ Shrubs layer H A Herbs layer

Age 5a 10 a 15 a 20 a 30a 60 a 5a 10 a 15 a 20a 30a 60 a
5a - 0.16 0.10 0.18 0.18 0.02 - 0.21 0.11 0.21 0.20 0.04
10a 0.20 - 0.21 0.18 0.26 0.13 0.60 - 0.27 0.18 0.44 0.10
15a 0.12 0.18 - 0.13 0.28 0.05 0.80 0.73 - 0.15 0.40 0.10
20a 0.21 0.17 0.09 - 0.20 0.02 0.70 0.71 0.80 - 0.20 0.06
30a 0.21 0.25 0.31 0.21 - 0.10 0.71 0.47 0.67 0.78 - 0.09
60 a 0.03 0.12 0.07 0.03 0.1 - 0.92 0.83 0.78 0.88 0.85 -

E=Sou IR, = Ao 2.

The upper triangle is the understory, while the lower triangle is the medicinal plant.

F£T7T TEMEEH2 KA TR T4 Morisita-Horn#g A 1E 15 3

Table 7 Morisita-Horn similarity index of understorey vegetation in Cunninghamia lanceolata plantations of different stand ages

NS #EAJZ Shrubs layer HiKJZ Herbs layer

Age 5a 10 a 15 a 20 a 30 a 60 a 5a 10 a 15 a 20 a 30a 60 a
5a - 0.15 0.09 0.20 0.23 0.01 - 0.18 0.05 0.14 0.25 0.01
10 a 0.13 - 017 0.15 0.23 0.19 0.23 - 0.30 0.17 0.53 0.13
15a 0.05 0.1 - 0.09 0.23 0.13 0.07 0.27 - 0.15 0.30 0.09
20 a 0.25 0.15 0.1 - 0.29 0.04 0.13 0.22 0.05 - 0.18 0.03
30a 0.22 0.16 0.14 0.33 - 0.12 0.34 0.49 0.21 0.17 - 0.10
60 a 0.02 0.17 0.25 0.05 0.12 - 0.13 0.27 0.19 0.04 0.2 -

E=SOuM R R, T = Ao 2.

The upper triangle is the understory, while the lower triangle is the medicinal plant.
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PEIRAR T R - R AR R B 7 R BB A AR 1 I, A2 RN T
PR 4 RS AT S T2 35 1 I B PR 1 34, (E7E T  J5
B R E B, X EKEE (2020) HHA KRN L
METR B I A2 (2021) BF 58 A9 L04E N TART AR T HE gl ik 2
BB KRR WIL AR E S G, SARN T
R B 0 H o 2 R AR IR S 0, MR R A B TR A
TR IR PRI FIRE B B, A2 RO R 28 25 A0 a6 I B B 4
HEOO DRk, A R X bR AR A R T 2 X AL A
N AR B DA R B 95 S5 WKL, A Bh T i KR 1 R A
PRI,

A ERAA 9T Fh 2 AR 32 BB, 5 WA B 58 22 PR 3% i
HIZ A % 2 R S R AE TR & W R Z R
KM M KR (2022) KRB ZG Y, 3525 Y 1E i
Bt fE B A RIS AT, AW R B HARAE K
AN AR B A P ) ) R ES I, AR RS A2 IR, H S
D. B BELWT S, XEHEFHES (2019 B
2 (2021) T T 45 BN, MR 2 BONT R T,
RIS P 5 R W] A 2 N R A 2 A ol ) 55 B RRAEG. tlFA
MRS PR BN R RO E AR, DAOS R R A AR
AR BT PR 5 AR5 5 57 0 e SR RIAN i 9 £ A2 b bR e o A
FHM S, BARRICAYI R 2 B N W) 8 2008 L
THERSAE 2 BT R AR AR S A2 AN T AR AR 1 B A
JZU 2w T O BB E104E AR S, B Z HBLTE 20
SETAR S, MR R B R 24 F AR ) R B R AE L FE104E
204E MRS, A Z H IILTE 204E (AR IS, AR AR 4R HE AR JZ 1
REI e LA T, b5 2218 LARE TioE s, mk
RIZMREIVET FJE AT = B T R, SR, BEE M
KB R R 2 ) R AR AR SRR, SR IR R B
PR FEVESE 0, SR, BTV A Z A A 1 AR £ o ) o A 2 A
W IR TR IR 3k — 25 B, IR & P A R 2 R M 4R BT
SR RS TR ST AR R T, RARER S
FENEMT 6 B BT Bk b, Moth 7 2% kTR E R,
LY 7 ST AR R TR (0 R 95 43 T SR K I B A O 46 3R Ak 45T
B Ja, M2 BB ROR 5 BORR A A B AR, AR B K &
BIEEE OB BRI 5R) , T YR 7 o M 15 21 30 o I i3 1 5, Ak
N U T B e (AR R R A A S, g A
8% (Rhododendron latoucheae) (#2) 1 (- /£ 3% Viola
diffusa) (F3) , AT R4 BEVAE 1A A0 e IR A 407

W50 R BLIE FAR 8 A2 RN AR A 3% 2 YR 0 24 FH AR
MR T AR YD, Bl RIS B, AR RN B AR E
ZIFEY Z RN K, AR Y 2R3, HEAR
JERECR Z e 25 FHAEY) 2 A0 B 5 sk 29 A (812, 3D .
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