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Table 2 The sampling date of the dominant species in three

communities on Ding Hu Shan
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Table3 The sampling date for measuring the distributive pattern of

the species in the Cryptocarya chinensis community with

“the ratio of the distance from first point to second point

model”
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Table 4 The sampling date for measuring the disiributive pattera
of the species in the Cryptocarya chinensis community with

“point-centred quarter model”
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Table 5 The contaglous distribution of Schima superba in the mixed
forest measured by the negative binomial model
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Table 6 The distributive pattern of three species in the Cryptocarya

chinensis community measured by the ratio of the distance

from first point to second point model
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Table 7 The distributive pattern of Cryptocarya chinensis in the Cryptocarya

chinensis community measured by point-centred quarter model
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Table 9 The distributive pattern of Cryptocarya chinensis in Castanopsis
fissa—Cryptocarya chinensis community measured by the measur-

ed expected samples x* test model
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Table 10 The summation of the distributive pattern of the dominant

species it three communities measured by five models
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ANALYSIS ON THE FOREST COMMUNITIES OF
DING HU SHAN 111, SPECIES PATTERN

. . Peng Shao_lin Wang Bo_sun

( South China Institute of ( Department of Biology, Zhongshan
Botany, Academia Sinica) : University ) '

Abstract

This paper uses five methods to measure the distributive pattern of
eight species on three forest communities of Dinghushan depending on
nonarea and area data, The measured result shows the most of nature
fd1str1but1on When they are developing, they are tendmg to random d1str1but10n
kwhen these species are declining, the planted species'is tending to unform
distribution,

~ The measured methods are discussed, The result of the measurement
‘indicates the negative binomial model in better to measure _contaglou‘s

“distributive species,
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