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Species composition and diversity characteristics of Excentrodendron hsienmu-dominated
communities in southwestern Guangxi, China. SHEN Wen-hui*, TAN Zhang-qiang, HE
Qin-fei, PENG Yu-hua, ZHENG Wei, HE Feng ( Guangxi Forestry Research Institute, Nanning
530002, China).

Abstract: Studies on species composition and biodiversity pattern of Excentrodendron hsienmu-
dominated communities in Karst Mountain can provide certain basis for the vegetation restoration,
and the protection and reasonable use of E. hsienmu in karst area. We investigated the species
composition and diversity characteristics of E. hsienmu-dominated communities at eight sites in
Southwestern Guangxi, China. The results showed that there were 248 vascular species belonging
to 95 families 164 genera in the communities of the eight sites with the tree layer species being
more abundant. The main accompanying species were Orophea anceps, and Sterculia nobilis. In
addition to species occurring in the tree layer, there were such species as Schefflera octophylla
Alchornea trewioides in the shrub layer. The pteridophyte was the dominant species in the herb
layer while the main liane in the interlayer was legume plants. The Shannon, Simpson and even-
ness indexes maintained consistent trends in the different layers at the eight sites. The E. hsienmu
forest communities at different sites showed certain similarity, and those who were geographically
relatively closed showed higher similarity. The communities in Napo, and Longzhou Nonggang
were more stable in terms of the biodiversity indexes of the tree layer.

Key words: Excenirodendron hsienmu; karst; vegetative restoration; forest community succes-
sion; broad-leaved forest.
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Table 1 Basic information of Excentrodendron hsienmu community in different sites

b A5 AR AR Y Y ik TR R b2 A HAW AZIED
(%) (°) (°) (m) (em) (em) BTE(%)
B3 KERMR 85 153 25 830 18.2 95.0 LEE 0.90 B
rng KR 90 194 35 271 12.4 36.5 T 0.95 g2
JeHAMY ALK 85 261 30 145 12.7 26.8 I 0.80 L8
b KR 90 353 40 353 5.0 36.4 - 0.90 B
REE KRR 90 75 40 429 9.0 130.1 T 0.95 B
1573 KR 90 108 48 432 6.7 24.5 LY 0.95 B
e 5 KRR 85 207 45 198 15.0 39.4 T 0.70 B
Koo KRR 90 190 35 406 5.8 24.5 R 0.95 B




AR

i35k HsW

* K& ; 1Y -
- Mg g RN mggg o 2o ,
MBS o HERAIE ’ h s
Y- S

E1 AEEtXATEE

Fig.1 Location of the sample plot
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Table 2 Species composition of Excentrodendron hsienmu
communities in different sites
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8.82 2391 21.57
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Table 3 Species composition of Excentrodendron hsienmu communities in different layers
JE AR 2 R TR &5 P BB R HA A R R R R (%)
# J& i B J& i s J& T
TAR)Z 42 88 117 PNEEE 8 9 14.29 36.36 40.17
T 79 BBk 5 5
B 5 5
PR 8 8
FH 2 10
et 4 10
HEA)Z 31 81 102 PNIEE 6 9 16.13 28.40 32.35
SR 5 5
FEE 5 6
FF 3 6
B! 4 7
FAJZ 30 48 68 2 5 6 6.67 14.58 16.18
BRARAL 2 5
Hilz 10 14 20 gFt 3 6 10.00 21.40 30.00
F4 AEMRFAREHZH S AHHEZE
Table 4 Importance value of top 5 species of the tree layers in different sites
Hb s 4 HEH || M 4 Y
N WA ( Excentrodendron hsienmu) 176.85 AR WK ( Excentrodendron hsienmu) 103.44
JVG )16 ( Orophea anceps) 14.78 SR (Sterculia nobilis ) 25.67
T (Ulmus parvifolia) 10.06 A -k (Acer cinnamomifolium) 23.03
BH 4 ( Prerospermum. heterophyllum ) 9.04 K2 4 ( Schefflera octophylla) 14.65
108 K ( Canthium dicoccum) 8.46 BHERE ( Ficus tinctoria) 11.84
Mt 219.22 Bt 178.62
37 WA ( Excentrodendron hsienmu) 147.37 ] WK ( Excentrodendron hsienmu) 209.93
246 H M ( Garuga floribunda var. gamblei) 24.56 SEYE (Sterculia nobilis ) 22.24
JUR A ( Murraya exotica) 16.39 F G MW ( Radermachera sinica ) 13.71
E%TE( Pteroceltis tatarinowii ) 13.36 AR ( Laurocerasus spinulosa) 9.77
AE 444 ( Cephalomappa sinensis) 13.23 I ( Vitex negundo) 8.68
St 214.93 Bt 264.34
oM F WK ( Excentrodendron hsienmu) 108.63 Y WK ( Excentrodendron hsienmu) 109.44
42 2225 ( Garcinia paucinervis) 37.08 £ 7% ( Cinnamomum saxatile) 59.66
J VG 4E ( Orophea anceps) 33.64 B LA ( Psychotria prainii ) 31.25
WHE M4l ( Diospyros siderophylla) 21.41 R (Aporusa dioica) 16.41
VT ( Uvaria tonkinensis ) 13.28 SEYE ( Sterculia nobilis ) 14.04
St 214.06 Mt 230.83
ALY WA ( Excentrodendron hsienmu) 221.52 K& WK ( Excentrodendron hsienmu) 145.02
Atz KB IMR ( Cipadessa cinerascens) 27.13 JVG )46 ( Orophea anceps) 34.63
ERRA (Rhus chinensis) 9.33 4 725 ( Garcinia paucinervis ) 27.66
+ B ( Bridelia tomentosa) 9.00 WG ( Miliusa chunii) 15.36
AR ( Bombax malabaricum) 4.81 SEMHE (Ficus heteromorpha) 12.54
Mt 271.80 St 235.23

I RFP B A AR E AR A R 32 79
] 4E( Orophea anceps) 3% ( Sterculia nobilis ) 24t
3k # ( Garuga floribunda var. gamblei) | 45 %2 2%
( Garcinia paucinervis) | %7 1% ( Cinnamomum saxatile)
G NFR 5 TNk 6 AT LA Y WRTE IR il R 2 M B
A E R YIRS ) 11X 22 5 80K, e A AR A
IR HEB | B 2 R R AR N WA T Y
LAY

2.3 [R]H WA R b A TR R

HI2 7 AT, BT & AR5 AN R 2 Fh
F W ERNT R TARZESTHEAR)Z > HA S WA RE
&R JZ YR Shannon ¥8%X (H) . Simpson FEE(D) K
BB EAREL(J) R/NIF R HEARZ > BAJZ S TeR
B ULRHTEMIARRE b BERR S T EORIE B
i, S ECHARZ RS E | I H B A /N, K Fh
T R, WA A A R R R R Y)
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Table 5 Importance value of top 5 species of the shrub layers in different areas

Hi Tl A || HS Fh HEH

K WK ( Excentrodendron hsienmu) 11.34 Fi[i$73 Tty 2 (Schefflera octophylla) 34.16
2L 1ILRAT (Alchornea trewioides ) 10.10 WA ( Excentrodendron hsienmu) 26.38
FAPLA ( Blastus cochinchinensis) 7.25 LA ( Pothos chinensis) 9.69
et 48 E # ( Uvaria boniana) 7.24 TR (Acer cinnamomifolium ) 9.09
SRR ( Laportea violacea) 6.44 21 % ( Eugenia oliena) 6.53
St 4236 Mt 85.84

(523 ] 55 M3 (Sophora tonkinensis) 33.34 o I~ XM (Sophora tonkinensis ) 45.11
JLBF (Murraya exotica) 9.50 FIEAE (Jasminum grandiflorum) 7.79
B )IHTA ( Peucedanum dissolutum) 8.12 T ( Litseaglutinosa) 6.79
BT T ( Eberhardtia aurata) 7.22 T ( Vitex negundo) 4.21
444 ( Cephalomappa sinensis) 6.75 D14 ( Breynia fruticosa) 4.04
ps8an 64.92 Mt 67.95

e 3 FEEAE (Jasminum grandiflorum) 15.25 Y MR ( Boehmeria nivea) 44.99
JVE )16 ( Orophea anceps) 13.19 A% ( Cinnamomum. saxatile) 20.19
J&& JTAE (Artabotrys hexapetalus) 9.64 WK ( Excentrodendron hsienmu) 11.28
JUH TR ( Murraya exotica) 9.60 ZEH-FR ( Ficus pandurata) 7.00
42225 ( Gareinia paucinervis) 6.04 1t X ( Cyclobalanopsis bambusaefolia ) 5.72
BT 53.72 J587n 89.18

AL S 1L 2 J§R ( Pteris ensiformis ) 39.47 PN AU ( Zanthoxylum scandens ) 17.75

Ve 1577 ( Malaisia scandens) 13.62 BT TH (Eberhardtia aurata) 16.26
WA ( Excentrodendron hsienmu) 13.35 JVG )46 ( Orophea anceps) 14.57
KB ( Cipadessa cinerascens) 8.48 Wl 1% ( Miliusa chunii) 10.77
TR (Litsea glutinosa ) 4.88 RKIBL (Jasminum grandiflorum) 6.57
St 79.79 St 65.93

F6 AEMREXREHZH S HNEER

Table 6 Importance value of top 5 species of the herb layers in different sites

Hb 5 fh 4 HEE || Tl U

KHr £ 1#E ( Guihaia argyrata) 32.43 jilis23 SRS B B8 ( Setcreasea purpurea) 22.28
VLR B A ( Selaginella moellendorffii) 12.61 HLIR ( Neottopteris nidus) 16.53
ERFABR (Asplenium trichomanes) 9.26 T AR ( Cyrtomium fortunei) 11.80
1175 ( Pyrrosia lingua) 8.18 "5 Bk ( Nephrolepis auriculata) 9.95
¥it#% ( Drynaria roosii) 7.92 SRR (Laportea cuspidata) 8.56
St 70.39 Bt 69.11

[ 2 HBYEL ( Ophiopogon bodinieri) 41.25 g BBk ( Nephrolepis auriculata) 66.82
22 ( Carex brunnea) 12.86 WK (Laportea cuspidata) 16.90
EICHE ( Tetrastigma obtectum ) 10.34 B4k 28 % ( Adiantum caudatum) 7.61
K-SRI ( Gnetum montanum) 8.40 fifi 22 ( Cymbidium bicolor) 3.02
4 )1 BT 5 ( Peucedanum dissolutum) 6.55 Fi RS BR (Asplenium saxicola ) 2.89
gt 79.41 Bt 97.24

e 3 2 ( Pseudodrynaria coronans) 45.51 by KT B B ( Setcreasea purpurea ) 23.03
B2 LR (Adiantum caudatum) 16.30 "B BR ( Nephrolepis auriculata) 11.46
BRERBR (Adiantum capillus-veneris) 11.49 654 ( Monstera deliciosa) 10.89
AR (Asplenium saxicola) 9.18 A= F5AT ( Microstegium vagans) 10.22
1 -¥E ( Oplismenus compositus ) 7.49 SRR (Laportea cuspidata) 6.03
it 89.97 Bt 61.64

T P A S 1L ZE J§R ( Pteris ensiformis ) 48.12 K& BB ( Nephrolepis auriculata) 16.52

A "B Wk ( Nephrolepis auriculata) 30.46 15,54 ( Monstera deliciosa) 11.87
RHLHE ( Eupatorium odoratum) 6.47 24784 5 2% ( Chloranthus fortunei) 10.99
PEER 5 ( Commelina communis) 5.09 et 1 B 5 ( Ophiopogon stenophyllus) 8.06
X 9 i ( Paederia scandens) 5.04 1176 ( Pyrrosia lingua) 7.65
St 95.17 Mt 55.09
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Table 7 Species diversity index for different layers in dif-
ferent sites

=374 Hh A N H D J
TeARZ K 29 1.403 0472  0.416
Pl[[$23 23 2.526  0.862  0.805
[ 28 2.036  0.731  0.611
Ry 23 1.075 0421 0342
Jo N 5% b 37 2382  0.856  0.659
Je NI AR K 11 0.871  0.350  0.363
b} 28 2016 0757  0.605
PN 23 1.806 0.686  0.576
¥l 25 1764  0.642  0.547
HEARZ K 36 3.075  0.935  0.858
bi[1$753 9 1722 0.768  0.783
7S 22 2229 0785  0.721
g 17 1.564  0.574  0.552
Je N5 i 23 2.684  0.908  0.856
T MR A AR 15 1.325  0.585  0.489
Y PY 8 1.384  0.640  0.665
K& 18 2.444  0.891  0.845
¥ 19 2.053 0.761  0.721
BAR K 20 2259  0.837 0.754
pi[1%5i3 16 2.105  0.825  0.759
[ 10 1.790  0.766  0.777
Ry 6 0.766  0.356  0.427
TN 5% 7 1.650  0.778  0.848
T B AR 6 0.984  0.498  0.549
bri] 21 2210 0.827 0.726
PN 14 2454 0.900  0.930
¥l 13 1.777 0723 0.721

T =5 B RN SR R 55 ) > R = [ 42 > v 75 >
AR = 10 = KA > e M A IR  ER 2 F 5
JER I 2y« T > T M 5 1 > B 2 > TR A5 > i >
T WA >R Y>35 VG 5 FAS 2y h =F 6 R
MG « 385 PG > R T > R e > R 46 > B 2 > T N 5 1<) >
B > g NI A

AN [6i] 1, DX A HE 7% 77 K J= Shannon $6 80 (H) |
Simpson 5 (D) K35 B8 (J) YIHFERT 2 #4411
SRR T M FE R, BIHETE S 2 44 118 52 2 A e
WA s BEAJZ B HETE T 2 24 18 2y OB Al e M 5
B, BIHETE IS 2 44 009 Ry X e SN AR AR 5 AR 2
BIHEES — 2 0 R4S HETE G 2 24 10y i il
FEMIIAMYT Ui B 2 e P AR AR 45 2
G ENSS SOk N7 Ui SR 2 0E A= 7 L 73 o (RN
AR MM T K TETAE LREAR R RAFTE A
2 IBBAET AR IO TERE R R A B R 5 B
L TRUR R

2.4 PEEEARIME

H R 8 AT LA Y WA 7% A4 i 28 i AH AL
PERE(C,) BRI M A MR 5 KT (0.064) 4b, H
MBEATETS Z AR RBEI R T 0.1, Hh it m i)
KGR K5 0.364, HYJREE Y 500 K%
St , HAB A 5910 0.326.0.319, KL SR AR 1Y 2
Te M5 5 S AR e IR AIRYZ 535508, HAE 53 3R
0.101.0.103, H 9 o] UL WA B T+ A JZ 9 Fh 4
BRI R B (C,) @ g2 K AR 5 5574, 35 )
0.353, FURE R A5 5 FHT, AHABLRE S5 A% 19 2 e M
Ak 5 R4 HAEH 0.059, %% 10 Al LA H
REEETEARJZ YA AL A UM R (C) e 02
KGR N 0.353, HUOEREL 5 RE R HL
JE AR B2 e N 5 b S5 I3 3 PG AR RLE RAUE R
0, M 11 AT LR W AT VR A 2 40 ol 21 B AH
PR (C) BT 0.3 A e 5 SR 7
5k VS SR KA R o v 5 IR
FERLIE R B A v ol 0,444 FHALE 2R BURAR o 0 1Y
A M FER SR e IR M 5 K IR S
Je M550 M WA 5 e M 55 5 e SR A AR
HRAE,

RS [EIH XU ACEE % o 4 Fh 4H BB AR L1
Table 8 Species composition similarity of Excentrodendron
hsienmu-dominated community in different sites

s ey ) P ES S 1  R N ) )|[}

A
K 0.207 0205 0.111 0222 0.167 0281  0.064
7S 0.168 0.159 0228 0.140 0319  0.135
Te M5 0.101  0.156 0.108 0267  0.141
511853 0.169 0.326 0.116  0.152
g 0217 0364  0.175
byl 0.306  0.103
KA 0.111

x99 ARIMBREARE D IFAREYFHER BB CNE

Table 9 Species composition similarity of tree layer of Ex-
centrodendron hsienmu-dominated community in different
sites

i Rede eMFeed AR Rmg s K% el

AM
KH 0.246 0212 0.154 0.077 0.140 0308  0.100
[ 0.154 0235 0.118 0.107 0235  0.103
Te M5 0.133  0.067 0.154 0267  0.125
TR 0.130  0.196 0.130  0.118
g 0.157  0.130  0.118
bl 0.353  0.103
KA 0.059
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Table 10 Species composition similarity of shrub layer of
Excentrodendron hsienmu-dominated community in different
sites

5, Bz JeMSER B a0 W RS e

N~
K 0.175 0211 0.091 0.192 0.091 0231  0.040
579 0.182  0.065 0308 0.129 0308  0.054
Je M Fe 0.000 0.154 0.000 0256  0.162
ARk 0.154  0.111  0.077  0.250
g 0.077 0.353  0.188
b 0.077  0.083
KA 0.125

R11 AEMREARE P ERZ AR BIEMNE
Table 11  Species composition similarity of herb layer of
Excentrodendron hsienmu-dominated community in different
sites

o Bede JpMoeid s g

W ORS e

A
o 0.067 0.074 0.111  0.154  0.150  0.294  0.000
507 0.000  0.077 0250 0.067 0250  0.125
Je M7 0.000 0.308 0.148  0.095  0.000
TR 0.182 0444 0.133  0.182
v 0.308  0.400 0.167
bl 0353  0.077
K5 0.000

3 g5

AW G A H AN (7] M DX A HE 9% AN [6) )2 Uk )
F & Shannon F8E((H) Simpson ¥8% (D) K 47%]
FEFREL () AW 8 22 S5 01 H O/ NIBUT {45 —
H S BRI A HoAth X
#5JZIR Shannon F88(H) ¥I1E 1.403 ~3.075, X FEA
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