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Abstract: A plot with an area of 20 hm* was established in a dipterocarp forest in Mengla Nature Reserve in
2007. The construction technology and field protocol followed those applied in the establishment of the
50 hm? plot in the tropical forest of Barro Colorado Island in Panama, developed by Center for Tropical
Forest Science,Smithsonian Tropical Research Institute in 1980. All free-standing trees with DBH =1 c¢m
were tagged,mapped, measured (girth) and identified to species in the plot. Based on trees with DBH>
1 cm in a 20 hm?® stem-mapped tropical seasonal rain forest in Xishuangbanna, we investigated the flora
composition in the plot and compared the dominant families and genera among the tropical seasonal rain
forest in Xishuangbanna, Lambir and Pasoh. 1) Fifty one tropical families and 186 tropical genera were

found in the sampling plot,taking up about 72.87% ,89. 42% of the total families and genera, respectively.
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The flora of plot was mainly composed of species in tropical families and genera indicating the tropical in-

finity. There were 3 temperate families and genera indicating the property of the temperate zone in the flo-

ra. 2) The families,such as Dipterocarpaceae, Guttiferae, Myristicaceae are very important (with higher im-

portance value) in both the Xishuangbanna tropical seasonal rainforest and other Southeast Asian rainfore-

sts (including Pasoh plot, Lambir plot and HKK plot),indicating the close floristic affinity among these

forests. However, the families of Dipterocarpaceae, Melastomataceae, Guttiferae, Sapotaceae and Burserace-

ae have more species richness in Malaysia than in Xishuangbanna.
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Table 1 Distribution patterns of family of seed plants

in Xishuangbanna forest dynamics plot

43 i X e Al BE/F Ha/ %

15 1 13 18.57
2 12 oty 38 54.29
3 7R CRAATT S U 2 A1 R PR U B # 6 8.57
‘i P 5% [B) 1B

4 [H 7By 3 4.29
5 A WY 2 HHE R 1 1.43
7 BAF W CHD AR 7R g R BN L 5 3 1,29
R K- B

8 dt i 3 4.29
9 AR Kb 55 8] 1 2 2. 86
14 il 1 1.43
At 70 100. 00
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Table 2 Distribution patterns of family of seed plants in

Xishuangbanna forest dynamics plot
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Table 3 Top 20 families with the greatest number of individuals from the flora of Xishuangbanna plot,

Huai Kha Khaeng plot and Lambir plot
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TG XA 4 FF 1 % [ R

I, 5k 7Y 37 A M ( Lambir) Iy Sfe 7 Y £ s (Pasoh)

1 224 81 B} (Icacinaceae)

2 K #} (Euphorbiaceae)

3 1% ik % F (Dipterocarpaceae)
4 1 F} (Lauraceae)

5 HE#EF(Guttiferae)

6 7% 7 KBt (Annonaceae)

7 PR (Rubiaceae)

75 A% F} (Annonaceae) *
K # Bl (Euphorbiaceae) *
JC T F} (Sapindaceae)
P F A (Rubiaceae) *
HiRL (Lauraceae) *
i #4 Bl (Ebenaceae) *

8 N 5.5 Rl (Myristicaceae) =7 #F (Rutaceae)

9 B} (Moraceae) & B} (Leguminosae)
10 BB (Meliaceae) %R (Bignoniaceae)
11 KHFF(Sapindaceae) —

12 723 F (Fagaceae) —

13 BE4& WA (Myrtaceae)

14 Mk (Ebenaceae) —

15 #E¥EPR} (Elacocarpaceae) —

16 # Bl 7 (Dichapetalaceae)

17 ##HFL(Vitaceae)

18 44 4Bl (Myrsinaceae) —

19 FOMFE(Araliaceae) —

20 %} (Theaceae) —

J% % 7 Bl (Dipterocarpaceae) *

J¥ % % B (Dipterocarpaceae) *
K ik Fl Euphorbiaceae)
MRl (Burseraceae)
R (Anacardiaceae)

P F R (Rubiaceae) *

% 7% A% B} (Annonaceae) *
W 5.5 B (Myristicaceae) *
BE4 IR (Myrtaceae) *

1 #} (Lauraceae) *

T R (Guttiferae)

i B Fl (Ebenaceae) *

K i B} (Euphorbiaceae) *
J¢ 11k & B} (Dipterocarpaceae) *
% 7% A% B} (Annonaceae) *
# 5 B (Rubiaceae) *
IRl (Burseraceae)

7 & 7B} (Sapindaceae) *
A B (Myristicaceae) *
i F} (Ebenaceae) *

% 4 2k Fl (Myrsinaceae) *
& A} (Leguminosae)

¥ A (Guttiferae) *

B4 IR B (Myrtaceae) *
AL (Meliaceae) *
#EFH(Violaceae)

BB RL(Anacardiaceae)

H#} (Leguminosae

w5 A} (Simaroubaceae)
BRAL(Meliaceae) *
KIKF B} (Flacourtiaceae)
Al (Lauraceae) *

BF 4t S1BE(Melastomataceae)
KIKNF B} (Flacourtiaceae)
i FF (Ulmaceae) *

it & Bl (Polygalaceae)

HE B (Tiliaceae)

P (Moraceae) *

I #i Bl (Sapotaceae)

B4 4R (Melastomataceae)

% 3} 5% (Fagaceae) *
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VUSRS A AR 7515 T AR 4 [ Rl R bR LA
P XRR A RE AR B e Z W9 T 10 DR S 2 E T
B 2 Bl I AR Hual Kha Khaeng £ o (R %0 i
RZ AT 10 DR A — SERHE AR B9 (R 3). 1
XU FE L5 %8 [ THuai Kha Khaeng FEHA 5 4
RERAHE AL 3 5] 2 7 2 BCRE L R 8 RE o R
PR e AR AR [ RE 3 Y TG AR R A AR R R
IRANTE RN BE LR 10 AR Z 31 HIX 2 A FHE RN
et RS 14 A0 11, R T V40U AN R 3t BT A 1
T i A PR 2 AR AR XA 2 4 Y A
AR AR A — R AL o
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Table 4 Top 20 families with the greatest number of individuals from the flora of Xishuangbanna plot, Huai Kha Khaeng and Lambir plot

. PG R 490 Iy f G R I Sfe 94 TR b

5 s AR i Kb i AR
1 #iFl (Lauraceae) 52 (11.1) K # B} (Euphorbiaceae) * 125 (10.7)  KE A (Euphorbiaceae) * 87 (10.60)
2 K F (Euphorbiaceae) 38 (8. 1) J& ik % Ft (Dipterocarpaceae) 87 (7.4)  Hk& WPl (Myrtaceae) * 50 (6.09)
3 Bl (Moraceae) 30 (6.4) #i A} (Lauraceae) * 78 (6.6)  #EF}(Lauraceae) * 48 (5. 85)
4 PEHEFL (Rubiaceae) 28 (6.0) 75 5 B} (Rubiaceae) * 59 (5.0)  FEHERL(Rubiaceae) * 46 (5.60)
5 BBl (Meliaceae) 25 (5.3) % 7 BBk (Annonaceae) * 54 (4.6)  FF#AF(Annonaceae) * 44 (5.36)
6 R (Leguminosae) 19 (4. 1D Bk 4 1B (Myrtaceae) * 53 (4.5)  HF} (Meliaceae) * 43 (5.24)
7 ¥R} (Elaeocarpaceae) 17 (3.6) BB (Meliaceae) * 52 (4.4 BEWFF(Anacardiaceae) * 32 (3.90)
8 % # ARl (Annonaceae) 15 (3.2) T B (Guttiferae) * 50 (4.3)  HEEFH(Guttiferae) * 31 (3.78)
9 523} B} (Fagaceae) 14 (3.0) MEHS B (Burseraceae) 40 (3.4) A 5.5 Bl (Myristicaceae) * 31 (3.78)
10 HE4 IR B (Myrtaceae) 14 (3.0) A & 7% B} (Myristicaceae) * 40 (3. 4) Jo % FF Bl (Dipterocarpaceae) 30 (3. 65)
11 %% (Rutaceae) 12 (2.6) Z P} (Moraceae) * 38 (3.2) T F} (Leguminosae) * 28 (3.41)
12 T Ak (Araliaceae) 10 (2. D i #4 B} (Ebenaceae) 34 (2.9) Z P} (Moraceae) * 24 (2.92)
13 Hj A} (Urticaceae) 9 (1.9 1115 %} (Sapotaceae) 33 (2.8)  HMIMIEl (Burseraceae) 22 (2.68)
14 JoH F#} (Sapindaceae) 8 (1.7 %W FH(Anacardiaceae) * 32 (2.7 ik AL (Ebenaceae) 21 (2.56)
15 W H R (Myristicaceae) 8 (1.7 it & Bl (Polygalaceae) 25 (2. 1) JE H. T F (Sapindaceae) * 20 (2. 44)
16 #iiF (Ulmaceae) 8 (1.7 R (Leguminosae) * 24 (2.0) 73} Fh(Fagaceae) ’ 15 (1.83)
17 #E# P (Guttiferae) 7(1.5) 72 3} ) (Fagaceae) * 21 (1.8) KK F#}(Flacourtiaceae) 15 (1. 83)
18 ¥ EH(Anacardiaceae) 7 (1.5) TPt FF R (Melastomataceae) 21 (1.8)  B4EJFFl (Melastomataceae) 15 (1. 83)
19 FEHIF} (Sterculiaceae) 7 (1.5) I £ FF} (Sapindaceae) * 21 (1.8) IR} (Sapotaceae) 14 (1.71)
20  HHEEERL(Verbenaceae) 7 (1.5) K K F B (Flacourtiaceae) 20 (1.7) FEHARL (Sterculiaceae) 14 (1.71)

3Bk h it

XFPURURAN 20 hm® #4 g il 4 £ 2= 35 R AR
EHAE>T em BB Bl X R 520 BT R B - L8 B K
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ISR SN S-S SN I N BN S S S N 8
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A b A S DU e BRI PR S A Y B
FEBR . s i 7R R B AT — S i L, R
TRE IR PR TT . 55 AN BT Y 3 A 9 e i A R
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L i A ) B A 2 R 9 0 R AR R L R o
AE AT E IR I VR R v R P S 2y
A B RHECH AN S K 2+ E DA g B T AR A A
LR L B S a3 B e U R T3 AN T
HER A 7Sk BRI BB & Tl o A Ho e
SEREEA 14 AP RR S R R ) XA R A 1R
it o A LB P LR 94 e I A PR 2 T R RO B
I oA T B S By A e B O HL
A — %€ WYL LAY » DX 2R o3 FR A BT 1 2 9 1R
Ji
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