ZERA RIS, J. Anhui Agric.Sci. 2021,49(8) :120-123,152

EELBEARIPRXAREYHRLEUNEZHFETR

1 1 S~ a2y 2 ar 2 %
FEL R RIRR R
(LR SRR , LN TR 25001352 1 R A Aol BHABFFE B, L ZR B RE 250014)

WE RRASFTENRALAMELE B AZ-HEE ERNEE SABE MMBEE AmB g A EWER 7 A A AR B
HHAT T EFINAS, oM T AL R SR BER G MR SRR, SRR, R LM BEE AR AT R EHNAETF
BT, AR E LR LA RENMEE B RET S 5H T RAL S HR KR, ERANIRIRFE AR A ZH R, 4L Zarskkta st £
— AR AZIE B, RARERSLSH )2, KA R, ik h AL A 0 et iRk, S LR R X 5 F T 24
W AR X IR, AR AR K, B AT T AP A RARBER R AR ELS ERE SR LI, B T REREYA SRR AFET, &
A RIARAR TR E S AR AR, RIMARE AR E 4 RGBS ARERENF SRR FKT LU AL,

KEEIF AL HMAEE S AR
hESES $759.9  CHEERIDE A
XEHE  0517-6611(2021)08-0120-04
doi : 10.3969/].issn.0517-6611.2021.08.031

Study on the Structure and Diversity of Typical Plant Communities in Kunyu Mountain Nature Reserve

LI Xuan' ,SHI Hui-jian' ,ZHANG Wen-xin® et al ( 1.Shandong Ecological Environment Planning and Research Institute,Ji’ nan, Shan-
dong 250013 ;2.Shandong Academy of Forestry,Ji’ nan,Shandong 250014 )

Abstract
nity , Larix kaempferi community , Pinus nigra community , Cunninghamia lanceolata community , Robinia pseudoacacia community , Quercus serra-

Seven typical forest plant communities in Kunyu Mountain were investigated by sampling method , including Pinus densiflora commu-

ta Thunb.var. brevipetiolata community and Liriodendron chinense community.lIt was found that P.densiflora community in Kunyu Mountain was
relatively regular and the community structure was well developed , which was representative in North China. L.kaempferi was mainly distributed
in high altitude area of Kunyu Mountain.It liked cold and humid environment,and its plants were relatively tall.The forest form of P.thunbergii
forest in Kunyu Mountain was simple ,the growth was slow and the plant was short and strong.R.pseudoacacia was widely distributed in Kunyu
Mountain and grew well. Quercus bracteata forest was a typical deciduous oak forest in Kunyu Mountain.It was mainly distributed in the middle
and low altitude areas of Kunyu Mountain in the form of mixed forest,and the canopy density was large.Comparing the diversity of shrub layer
and herb layer of 7 typical forest communities , it was found that the species diversity of shrub layer under Quercus bracteataa forest was the most
abundant, species diversity of P.densiflora and R.pseudoacacia forest was lower,the shrub layer evenness of R.pseudoacacia forest was the high-

est,and the species diversity of herb layer of Chinese fir forest was significantly lower than other types.
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Table 1 Basic situations of typical forest communities in Kunyu Mountain
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Fig.1 The plant diversity analysis of the shrub layer of typical forest communities in Kunyu Mountain
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Fig.2 The plant diversity analysis of the herb layer of typical forest communities in Kunyu Mountain
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