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Fig. 1} The layer structures of 5 forest communities
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Table 1 Diversity and evenness indexes of 14 forest communities
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Table 2 Diversity indexes of variant levels of 5 forest communities
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Abstraet

According to the further analysis on the m:asured examples of the forest communities, this
paper shows that the stability and the developing tendency can be measured with the analy-
sis on layer structures of community. The comparison in species diversity indexes of laver
structures can well be erplored for the stability and the developing tendency of forest com-
munity. 4
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