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Analysis on the Current Situation of Ancient and Famous Tree Resources in Badong , Hubei and Evaluation of Their Spatial Distribu-
tion

ZHANG Qiang' ,ZHENG Hong’ ,AI Xun-ru' et al (1. College of Forestry and Horticulture , Hubei University for Nationalities , Enshi, Hu-
bei 445000;2. Enshi Forestry Bureau of Hubei Province, Enshi, Hubei 445000)

Abstract [ Objective ] To study the current situation of ancient and famous tree resources in Badong, Hubei and evaluation of their spatial dis-
tribution. [ Method ] The status quo of ancient and famous trees resources in Badong County were investigated ,and the distribution pattern was
analyzed. [ Result] The results showed that there were 2 193 old and famous trees in Badong,belonging to 124 species,88 genera and 44 fami-
lies. From the analysis of tree species structure ,the most widely distributed tree species was Juglans regia ,with a total of 501 trees,accounting
for 22. 84% of the total number of ancient and famous trees. From the analysis of the tree age structure,the ages of ancient and famous trees
were mainly concentrated in the 100-299 a segment. The number and proportion of the first, second, and third-class ancient trees were
92 (4.20%) ,470 (21.43%) and 1 631(74.37% ) ,the overall pyramid structure. From the analysis of the distribution law,ancient and fa-
mous trees were distributed in 12 towns in Badong County, with the most concentrated distribution in Yesanguan Town. In terms of vertical
space, the altitude interval with the largest number of distributed plants was 1 0991 523 m, and the number reached 1 255, accounting for
57.23% of the total number of ancient and famous trees in Badong. [ Conclusion ] This study can provide a scientific basis for the protection of

ancient and famous trees in Badong County, Hubei Province.
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Table 1 Statistical result of ancient and famous trees in Badong County

7 i [ o BT 4 Hht BOWE RO
No. Family Genus Species Latin name Quantity//#f Max1.m 1 Maximum
tree height//m DBH//cm
1 @ BER BRI F ) Prerostyrax psilophyllus 2 37 320
2 Rk WIS A Cupressus funebris 98 46 400
JkE Hilk Juniperus formosana 46 24 350
3 KM FEE EARE FEAR Xylosma racemosum 10 28 450
4 Kkl iR 51 Sapium sebiferum 1 12 147
5 P HIHAE HHA Bischofia polycarpa 2 20 408
6 W AE R i FRAH Sophora japonica 6 52 390
7 £HF 25)R ES-1 llex purpurea 4 32 314
SR Mongolian oak 2 22 260
8 R il e IR Robinia pseudoacacia 2 20 400
b [EI B Sophora japonica 3 27 242
FANSAEH AERRA Ormosia henryi 1 38 140
HYR =3 Gleditsia sinensis 42 50 580
435 Lot Wisteria sinensis 2 27 380
9 R B R Yt Tilia amureasis 1 22 294
10 MR & HA Canarium albummus 1 8 51
11 ANCY 8 Y EANCE 7 Taxus chinensis 3 28 450
12 ik Wiz s Wiz Pterocarya stenoptera 3 31 360
LFE LA Platycarya strobilacea 1 18 240
M M Cyclocarya paliurus 2 18 160
HiBtE % G L]9) Juglans regia 501 47 510
13 AR wH)E iy Buxus sinica 4 22 210
14 L2 R} i WA Liquidambar formosana 24 54 520
i %N [ 7N Loropetalum chinense 2 8 30
g [ Quercus engleriana 4 25 315
FIAR Quercus fabri 30 40 410
SaARMIAR Quercus glandulifera 1 23 237
REMAR Quercus dolicholepts 1 4 414
14 e KR Quercus variabilis 66 37 600
plng i Quercus spinosa 8 42 320
5 XIKR Quercus phillyraeoides 1 12 212
15 e FAMR Quercus glandulifera 1 42 300
g e Castanea mollissima 117 48 440
i Castanea henryt 4 35 600
1ol J& S Lithocarpus megalophyllus 1 21 386
HE ) Tk Castanopsis sclerophylla 1 22 172
HXIE KtFX Cyclobalanopsis jenseniana 1 12 164
BN Cyclobalanopsis glauca 84 48 630
2 X Cyclobalanopsis gracilis 1 20 170
JNHF X Cyclobalanopsis myrsinaefolia 3 16 187
16 IR HEA FHEAR Davidia involucrata 3 38 304
17 TR W EFW Cercidiphyllum japonicum 12 38 428
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FR1
e B 7 s BT 4 it RURH Rt
No. Family Genus Species Latin name Quantity Max1-m um Maximum
kR tree height/m DBH//cm
18 BR e g Melia azedarach 1 18 18
TR FHs Toona sinensis 1 35 290
IR Ea Catalpa ovata 1 16 280
19 BIAEE LRV EINH LAVEIN Podocarpus macrophyllus 2 25 280
20 AR 2ERE AREE AR ARTE Manglietia patungensis 3 28 200
K% Manglietia fordiana 1 12 439
KW Tk Liriodendron chinensis 2 40 375
R2g JELA Magnolia officinalis 1 18 400
BHEA Magnolia biondii 2 27 470
£ Magnolia denudata 12 38 571
TEE HOWE Michelia martini 1 24 400
21 AKEER} ZEg SUIESS Jasminum nudiflorum 7 48 320
2 VR N Ligustrum sinense 1 45 330
g it Ligustrum lucidum 4 12 400
KEE KR Osmanthus fragrans 1 19 280
FEAE Osmanthus fragrans 50 25 308
ZoilE N e Ligustrum compactum 4 21 229
g SEE) Fraxinus chinensis 4 48 320
=] Fraxinus chinensis 1 25 200
22 + iR R LM E - - Aesculus chinensis 5 34 500
23 BERRL WHIERE PR Pistacia chinensis 57 45 660
THEEAR Pistacia weinmannifolia 6 40 280
BE B Toxicodendron verniciflum 3 45 440
24 AL & TR Acer oblongum 2 15 141
T Acer mono 2 25 160
=R Acer buergeriamum 7 32 370
25 TR e JUES- < Lagerstroemia excelsa 1 35 408
Lo Lagerstroemia indica 4 32 400
26 PR R IE R Emmenopterys henryi 8 27 440
27 SR biEsyr piliE Prunus padus 4 27 420
yavi S Photinia glabra 1 20 275
Vavii Photinia serrulata 12 23 370
Vidii 4 FEARKR Sorbus pohuashanensts 2 28 278
) e Pyrus spp 13 38 260
1 & FiE[ATIE Crataegus hupehensis 3 38 600
BeJE Hk Amygdalus persica 1 38 190
= Rk Cerasus pseudocerasus 1 10 250
28 Wi KU HAER & BBEA Meliosma veitchiorum 1 20 545
29 Ey33 [ R Ficus virens 15 18 153
E3 2 Morus alba Linn 1 13 200
30 HIBLRE L A Symplocos paniculata 1 8 282
31 I ERERE LKRE EZvays Lithocarpus polystachyus 8 32 530
32 IZEBERE ZEBE HZE8T Macrocarpium officinalie 1 28 186
33 Rk EPI IR RYGEVE PR Taxodium mucronatum 1 15 151
Mg N Cunninghamia lanceolata 61 38 470
34 ik il & i Diospyros kaki 72 47 360
35 2R OHTE AR Paliurus hemsleyanus 1 30 301
g w Ziziphus jujuba 4 12 193
FHAE T AHAE Hovenia acerba 3 25 376
36 AR} SRR SRR Pseudolarix amabilis 2 40 200
/N [RATTEVA Pinus henryi 1 30 165
ST 27N Pinus bungeana 2 25 317
KIS Pinus arinandi 4 32 280
EEE VN Pinus massoniana 23 38 400
TS Pinus tabuliformis 5 35 410
EINE ESUN Cedrus deodara 2 28 160
g RIS Keteleeria davidiana 15 30 530
i Keteleeria fortunet 48 55 650
by A =iz Picea asperata 1 38 320
37 TCHETFFR 5K ZEf Koelreuteria paniculata 1 27 240
IR LS %57 Litchi chinensis 1 15 400
38 FomE R Ik Kalopanax pictus 1 28 380
39 ZER bakin)e ok Paulownia fortunei 1 25 376
40 et WiE ] Salix babyloniea 2 25 360
L=y i} Salix matsudana 10 27 460
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FxR1
Sepr =L = 2 = s
i it R A, BT # A ol
No. Family Genus Species Latin name y .
K tree height/m DBH//cm
e EEG Populus tomentosa 12 45 200
7 Populus davidiatla 1 27 270
41 AR AR R Ginkgo biloba 411 52 1 100
42 iRk i@ iyt Ulmus parvifolia 7 48 650
e FIRE Celtis sinensis 2 25 500
Leni Celtis biondii 1 20 395
IESAD Celtis julianae 2 35 500
HEE e Pteroceltis tatarinowii 1 9 600
43 1ER bitgE W H Phoebe puwenensis 2 30 320
Hoiks Phoebe zhennan 19 30 359
A A Phoebe faberi 4 32 320
biEk g ki) Machilus pingii 1 20 216
1S vyl Lindera megaphylla 13 30 471
A Lindera communis 7 45 360
iE iy Cinnamomum camphora 79 48 550
44 LR JETE 8 AR Ehretia macrophylla 2 20 210
FRkAH Catalpa bungei 9 35 487
*2 BREGRBZAREINGIT
Table 2 Statistics of ancient and famous trees in Badong County
gy AR LR TR SR T SE IR SR S
G ” d Number of Average Average tree Average Average crown Average Average
rade individuals /#k tree age//a height//m DBH//cm width//m altitude,/m slope//°
1 4% Level 1 92 718 29 460 16 976 14
2 % Level 2 470 356 26 326 15 1078 16
3 2% Level 3 1631 151 22 214 14 1117 17
2.2 EEMIERAE B3 ML EARE NS AR mELZS A 220 67%; 300 ~ <350 em FY BR K5 15, 88%, 1E

FtE<10 m (10~<15 m Fl 15~ <20 m, 43 530 (5 58 0% %% 9
25.29% 45.71% 24.70% ; 5345 7E 20~ <25 m F1=25 m [
PIRRECR A, o3 50 o5 BRI 3. 329% 0. 98% ; - 4 4 1
25.34 m, MIfRAE 250~ <300 em FIRREER £, 5 L 28. 17%;
£ 200~ <250 em [IREBIR 2, 15 L 24. 95% ;<200 em [ FR%L

=350 em RS AN 8. 33% 5 P-4z 257 em, SeE iR 7E
10~ <20 m YRR ER 2, o LE 49. 42% ; 5 F < 10 m B BREOK
Z, L 38. 79% ; SR AE 20~ <30 m AYREEL Y LE 10. 83% ;5
M =30 m BIRREER D AL 0. 96% ; V145 R 15. 07 m,
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Table 3 Structural characteristics of ancient and famous trees in Badong County

. s 5 BB s BRI 1 W 5 R BREC L
No. Tree height Proportion Crown Proportion DBH Proportion
m % width/m % cm %

1 <10 25.29 <10 38.79 <200 22.67

2 10~<15 45.71 10~<20 49.42 200~ <250 24.95

3 15~<20 24.70 20~<30 10. 83 250~ <300 28.17

4 20~<25 3.32 =30 0.96 300~ <350 15. 88

5 =25 0.98 =350 8.33
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A7 b5 R B 1 G HE 1006 B, (5 45. 87% ;1 K PR4H 471
B, o 21. 48% ; /K ATHEAE 116 £, 5 5. 29% ; 455 F-44 100 £k,
17 4.56% ; LR 4 5B 98 Kk, i 4. 47% RSP 86 £k, o
3.92% ;15 ) VK 4 T8 KR, (5 3. 56%; B UE LB 78 BE,
3.56%; & SREE S 57 Bk, (5 2. 60%; {5 B4 45 Bk, 5 2. 05%;
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Fig.1 Spatial distribution situation of ancient tree resources at

all levels in Badong County
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Fig. 3 Distribution of ancient tree resources at different altitudes

in Badong County
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belia vestita) T 4¥ 52 T BE (LAY I JBE , Callerya dielsiana) | i
I T ( Coptosapelta diffusa) %,

3.3.4 FROREIAR. R A A + R R R, A T
PR, AR K, FTRARE & 14,3 m, 7 1 g 42
16 cm AR 4] B2 0. 92, M v 75 B B AR L R R AL Ok A i
(Alniphyllum fortunei) 55y 3 W Rl Hofh 22 g 6 2 A,
ATAF 590 1 AR ( Macaranga sampsoni) B0 P M | 35 S 52
R B 21885 58 Wk ( Syzygium hancei) % 4k ( Castanopsis
Jabri) EEHHES

3.3.5 WEEFHAR, FEAEARRER, 2R TR,
JIT o TEARAS R, 0L TP T e S b, R TR AR
BERR , AR RE R SR T REAR AR A Z UL
3.3.6 bk, XINRYPTARSS A A — 2 AR, 16 i FEK R AR
A A 075 058 53 7 2 T 255 Lk B TR AR I
PR AR E LT3 R U LA R, BATAR T A A AR
D ET T B =0T S 5E (Amomum austrosinense ) |\ Ji & BR
( Plagiogyria adnata) S5 E AW .

3.3.7 WM S AT TR IR 1000 m L F Y
B R LU IO, A AR, S B 1.5 m Ao Ay, & R R A
2, IR B RS . MEACHP 2 322847 22 UK (Symplocos
stellaris) . £ % ( Rhododendron simsii) . & §h 1€ ( Enkianthus
quinqueflorus) g ( Vaccinium bracteatum) 244 ( Eurya mac-
artneyi) M (Adinandra millettii) R4 Btk AR (&0
B ( Hedyotis caudatifolia ) | J5 M-8k 2% 3% ( Clematis crassifo-
lia) .4 B2 7 (Rosa laevigata) . 1t ¥ % ( Zanthoxylum scan-
dens) 2EfAE( Morinda umbellata) 55 . BEAER F 354 1Y
= ( Miscanthus floridulus ) B 2%,

3.3.8 A THEBE, 7O IR ART-SRAL 208 N TR
Wi ( Citrus reticulata) 3 Fel , 7E QA7 DX AL FR RS AL AR AL 22
25 (Camellia sinensis) [ .

3.4 EHEESGNRE (CIESTFEY ARG XL
AL S, DX P Mt PR B hy SR f) 37 Aty o 2t il b
XN IR AR 4K 20 160 m, f 5 0 — 1835 1 056 m, 5 2%
896 m , AE B A L3 AT H I B, Sk il PR 4 43 A1 TR AR B A

Sb—T EFFEIZ) 1000 m,1 000 m L _F (#1211 HbHE
T RN A B AR BN T AR B A B AT AR L B AR AR Bl (5%
PE 55 o PR A AZ AR AR TR A A

4 ZitH5EW
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TAHD R TE TR TOUR, B8 4 123 TOUAR AR I I B o ik IX R A
PR AP X F R AERIY Ry AT H S i AR AE R, B2
SER LS B RERE KR R R 2B SRR A A
BE SRR RAR AR LB ER AR,

(2) WEMZ R R, ARHY R 2B £
FEPEARXT 3 5 I AR BT , R b K 1 R SR 2 1 I 25
A RIS A R X I BEIX 43 X, B A 5 A
TEAZ s DX IR Wi DX (18 N T AR s A i P4 45
PEIEL USRI 32 ) T A AL

Q)R OARITFE R ARG KN R B2
FEE R, A R GRS, X AR X IR A K AR5 KoK IR R 77
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