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Abstract: Clonal growth pattern of natural Phyllostachys pubescens population and the clonal growth form

of ramets (percentage of ramet with single axis within a clone) in Haiziping were studied by using the

method of reverse age class addition (RAA) and contiguous grid plot. The results showed that distribution

pattern was random distribution, the size or pattern scale of the clumps composed of individual clone popu-

lation was in an area of 256 grid units, namely the area of every patch was above 256 m*, the pattern inten-

sity was 2. 51, and the pattern grain was 2. 52, indicating that the density spacing is obvious.
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Table 1 The survey data by T-distance sampling of natural P. pubescens population in Haiziping /m

R a5 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
X 1.17 1. 14 0.75 1.56 0.41 0.52 0.92 1.48 1. 05 0.98
Vi 0.97 1. 00 0.96 0.53 1.12 0. 50 1.51 0.57 0.63 0.90

HURE S 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
x; 0. 64 0.79 1.15 0.98 1. 24 0. 41 1. 04 0. 34 0.74 0.93
i 1. 25 1. 06 0. 96 1.18 0. 66 1. 30 0. 87 1.01 0. 87 1.42

HURE 5 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30
X 0. 34 1.23 0.24 0.51 0. 54 0.61 0.31 1.09 0. 30 1. 00
Vi 0.46 0. 85 0.62 0. 35 1.01 0.28 0.76 0.57 0.47 0. 37

T e A=A BB TEVE R BR 9 B 5 v g O R 0 bk 3 i 3 408 A 9

B2 BFEXAREMTEEZMBESGER
Fig. 2 The pattern diagram of distribution natural

P. pubescens population in Haiziping
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Fig. 2 Intensity analysis diagram for natural P. pubescens

pupolation in Haiziping
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Table 2 Types and dynamics of ramets pattern of natural P. pubescens population in Haiziping
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