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Health Assessment on Black Locust Plantations in Yongshou County Based

on Multivariate Statistical Analysis
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Yangling , Shaanxi 712100, China)

Abstract: In order to investigate the health conditions of black locust (Robinia pseudoacacia) plantations in
Yongshou County and to establish a more scientific and more subjective forest evaluation system,45 plots
were set and surveyed. Principal component analysis and cluster analysis were adopted to assess the health
status of each plot,and discriminant analysis was used to test the result. It was found that the percentage of
healthy,sub-healthy and unhealthy plantations in surveyed areas were 33. 33%,64. 44% ,and 2. 22% , re-
spectively,and the result of discriminant analysis agreed with that of cluster analysis. Measures,including
thinning, should be taken to improve the forest health status in study area. The combination of principal
component analysis and cluster analysis was effective way for health assessment,and it was more scientific
and more objective.

Key words: black locust; health assessment; principal component analysis; cluster analysis; discriminant a-

nalysis

ARARAE R B AE © 28 180N R T 5T B B4 ) i 2
o EEE AL N AR AR BE TR SR, AT L
I AR B 2 XA — FiCIR S AR RO HUE LK
RNAEZET T FAR LY PR LKA F AP R
AR T ARARTERE S 4 15 H A B A S R AR E
PE 22 R E B0 TR o SCRE A8 315 2 A I i il /2 A2 X bk

Y #s HEE:2015-05-29 {&[E HHA:2015-08-08

NI AIONS B/ SNEZE) S VW& e i

Hor PR 7 5 R AR MR BRI S R D N Z
— o ARMRAE RV M 05 1 v R AR 07 R SR
URESN 953 SR E N o s s VTR PN NI 2 L 2 3PN
P SGHR BE v B R W A i ST e ik R &
BT . PP Dk B B B4 BT 2 O

BES&WMB ER T 0B SR B s R TR R 2 8 BORBESE 5 /R 187 (2012BAD22B0302) .
TEZ T A ok AE , 5 L 723+ A58 07 1] - KBS B . E-mail : zhangshunxiang (@ foxmail. com
* BEEE S LB B LA RIS DT ) RMRETE . E-mail: zhaozh@nwsual. edu. en



110 VU b2 B 2 41 314

SRR B PE 7 1 PR E T AR A B DF A 4 2R B R
BHRE . AN ) AP O 9 2 A7 A0tk i, F AR bR A2t
FREVTAN Bk 152 B 2 M7 ek A 4 B . A BT
S PR SR T 32 U3 J BT i L B S8 0 b 1 R i 3 A
MGS G I . RS o3 A 22 ) e e v SR AL
Bt B0 1 o AV B B 2 AR bR, TR
SR B T RS R E B HE ARG L REAS
53 Zp% [m) 0L 7 AR 5 SR 2800 BT S ik TR i B0 A A
R AR KR R o AN 75 o e i i 0 AR T S DT X
R it BCE AR HEAT 23 28 1Y — Fh 5 vk 5 F 0 O3 B 2 A
SRR G B R bR P Jm 2R B — R O5 ik IE A £
ANZEAY A it 1 S P AR A ) DRI HL T T AT A 2R A R
25 0558 ] — MR AT R AT A
G TR
H# (Robinia pseudoacacia) Ty + 5. T 7055 ,
AR R R 25 T bR L 2 T AL U X
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FMY . R X ORI N TR A AR 1 22 1) i dn
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1.1 HREXHEHR

58 DX T B PY 4 7k 73 L CRI PR Y'S) L il i b
T+ R, 246 34729 —34°59'N 107756 —
108°20'E, i 4k 1 116~1 276 m, BE i K i < 1%
X AR S 10, 87, =10°C L 3 470. 3°C L 4EHYy
JEFEI] 210~216 d, X FEK AL 601. 6 mm, F & +
R Jy ey AR YT A 4F . N AR Z DURIBR (Rob-
inia pseudoacacia) I¥S (Pinus tabulae formis) |
¥ (Platycladus orientalis) Jy F ; HE KR FH ¥ DA 85 &
i (Rosa hugonis) .JR R (Zizi phus jujuba) 2 H £ ;
BARAY) VLK W B (Roegneria kamoji) . 3§ ¥ (Ru-
bia cordifolia) -5 (Festuca ovina) 55 K F .
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6 bR R 28 A 8 ST 2 AR AR AR BT AN Y 1 D R
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K FF BRI ARG I 48 AR R R (5R 2) .

b ST b ST B Y R (A bR E A R IRAE R 0.9,
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Table 1 Data of black locust in Yongshou

3 S % . Ll - 34 g 72 FHRE 3

i o w0 S T TR R R
YS1 B 19 0 0.92 300 24.57 16. 61 19
YS2 =S 0 0 0.85 2 275 3.69 4.49 0
YS3 i 21 0 0.78 1050 12. 48 9.31 21
YS4 E 5 1 0 0.88 2 325 5. 67 6. 54 1
YS5 Gk 0 0 0.85 2175 5.56 6.76 0
YS6 B 0 0 0.88 2 425 6.02 6.95 0
YS7 i’ 11 0 0.74 1775 9.22 10. 63 11
YS8 R 12 0 0.79 1475 11.07 12.07 12
YS9 e K 8 0 0.69 1525 11.19 12.37 8
YS10 Nt 16 0 0.83 1150 12.88 14. 63 16
YS11 i R 12 0 0.70 1850 9.58 11. 34 12
YSI12 i R 21 0 0.71 2 025 8.53 11. 45 21
YS13 B 27 0 0.72 900 17. 84 12. 60 27
YS14 B 43 0 0.75 850 17.31 11.79 43
YS15 B 29 0 0.62 1100 13. 83 11.32 29
YS16 =S 31 0 0.68 875 14. 34 11.73 31
YS17 it K 17 0 0.65 1300 16. 28 12.13 17
YS18 % 0 0 0.86 2175 5.16 5.44 0
YS19 Ak 0 0 0. 80 2 075 5.22 5. 94 0
YS20 =S 7 0 0.82 350 24.51 15. 32 7
YS21 =S 9 0 0.62 775 17. 14 12.70 9
YS22 % 1 100 0. 80 2 752 6.47 7.19 1
YS23 G 1 75 0.85 2 075 8. 87 8. 24 1
YS24 s 3 125 0. 80 2 150 7.09 6.81 1
YS25 % 4 125 0.70 2 400 6.58 6.25 1
YS26 % 2 75 0.75 1625 8. 82 8.07 1
YS27 % 3 100 0.74 1125 8. 06 7.71 1
YS28 % 3 100 0.77 2 575 9.04 8.36 1
YS29 % 2 50 0.75 1 600 6.99 7. 44 1
YS30 Gk 7 125 0.75 2 350 8. 80 8.58 1
YS31 G 6 150 0.75 1825 8. 88 8. 14 1
YS32 Ak 4 0 0.76 2 025 9.53 8. 44 1
YS33 LHs 11 25 0. 80 2 300 9.34 8. 24 1
YS34 % 3 50 0.86 2 650 8.70 8.90 1
YS35 i 6 50 0. 80 1255 12. 60 10. 17 1
YS36 H % 6 75 0. 80 1400 8.22 7.88 1
YS37 X 3 125 0.73 1325 11.12 10. 02 1
YS38 Gk 1 325 0.85 2 075 8.87 8. 24 1
YS39 % 4 25 0.65 3 200 6.77 7.99 1
YS40 % 2 0 0. 90 1400 8. 67 7.98 1
YS41 % 9 0 0.82 3000 7.98 6.83 1
YS42 LHs 6 0 0.92 3100 10. 69 9.20 1
YS43 % 4 1200 0.83 2 200 7.41 7.31 1
YS44 % 1 0 0.50 2 000 6.18 5.06 1
YS45 % 2 0 0. 30 1 000 6.67 5.68 1
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Table 2 Health assessment indicator system of black locust 2 é:l:llr % '% /ﬂ jtﬁ—
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Table 3 Characteristic root and contribution rate of

principal components

FRAE fE
Aty
#it JrEm/ % FR/ %
1 1.336 54.199 54.199
2 1.234 15. 424 69. 623
3 0.956 11. 950 81.573

R4 3 FFk 4,3 — 25 0] LIRS £ 4

g 3ah s, 3 A FRBAUR IR
fi = 0.360ZX, + 0.414ZX, — 0.136ZX, —
0.048ZX, —0.369ZX, — 0. 421ZX, + 0. 429ZX, +
0. 425ZX (D
f, = 0.349ZX, — 0.117ZX, + 0.212ZX, +
0.850ZX,+0.194ZX; 4+ 0. 103ZX, + 0. 178ZX, —
0.130ZX; (2)
fi=—0.225ZX, +0.065ZX, + 0. 9342ZX, —
0.109ZX,—0.190ZX;+0. 140ZX;+0. 060ZX, +

0.047ZX, (3
Hop ZX, (i=1.2.38) RN EF IR X, b5
HEAL 5 I B

®4 SNIERIEFHEERE

Table 4 Component matrix of 8 indicators

A
LAY
1 2 3
S X 0. 749 0. 388 —0.220
ik bt X, 0. 863 —0.130 0.064
HH X —0.283 0.235 0.913
AR X, —0.100 0. 944 —0.107
WX —0.768 0.216 —0.186
FH M X 0. 876 0.114 0.137
SEHE X 0. 894 0.198 0. 059
Wi L E X 0. 885 —0. 144 0. 046

HRAE (D) 20 (2) 33D FE A B b AL e
ST 1Y o < 9 T T e S 1 o = S [
(£ 5,

2.2 BELSW

BT RS I R BT E R R K B R
KRB RN 3.HITRESIGR 6., HEK6
AT A Tl BRER S B FE LA 15 e, kb F W0 fd R
SRAEHA 29 S 4b TG HOR S AR A T e,

RS ERMHERSES

Table 5 PCA scores of each plot

B Wicyiy i B
1 2 5 1 2w 5 R 1 2w 5
S f2 fs fi f2 fs fi S2 fs
YS1 4.576 1.623 0. 396 YS16 3.703 —0. 884 0.196 YS31 —0. 687 0.026 0. 333
YS2 —1.790 0. 862 —1.175 YS17 2.557 —0.582 0.021 YS32 —0. 666 0.043 —0.477
YS3 1. 789 —0.409 0.079 YS18 —2.257 0.232 —0.595 YS33 —0.594 0. 350 —0.427
YS4 —1.647 0. 869 —0.853 YS19 —1.699 0.167 —0.746 YS34 —1.518 0.671 —0. 264
YS5 —1.616 0. 635 —0.794 YS20 3.382 1. 087 0. 316 YS35 0.314 0. 348 0.088
YS6 —1.290 1. 341 —1.121 YS21 2.339 —0.702 0. 140 YS36 —0.531 0.173 —0.007
YS7 0. 891 0.130 —0.509 YS22 —2.134 0.165 —0.097 YS37 —0.034 —0.086 0. 448
YS8 1. 501 0.537 —0.379 YS23 —1.005 0.837 —0.244 YS38 —1.189 1.125 1.021
YS9 1. 239 —0.091 —0.329 YS24 —1. 356 0.379 —0.033 YS39 —1.970 —0.920 —0.404
YS10 2.548 0. 857 —0.175 YS25 —1.932 —0.759 0.225 YS40 —1.032 0.528 —0. 247
YS11 1. 095 —0.126 —0.453 YS26 —1.113 —0.458 0.225 YS41 —1.774 0.184 —0.598
YS12 1.676 —0. 240 —0.438 YS27 —0.947 —0.695 0.472 YS42 —0.988 1.608 —0.858
YS13 3.790 —0. 340 0.230 YS28 —1.529 —0. 005 0.096 YS43 —2.436 1.497 5.639
YS14 4.973 —0.584 0. 361 YS29 —1. 345 —0.575 0.037 YS44 —2.290 —2.972 0. 087
YS15 3.334 —1.268 0.148 YS30 —0. 840 0.156 0.078 YS45 —1.499 —4.733 0. 586

2.3 HBISH

WY Mg 5 MBI RE 6.3
T 53 A ARG 30 R 2R3 Br 4 SR e . SR
5 7 1502 Fisher ZME 4] 51, w1 LLAS 2140 51 pR 209
RAEER D W nr 15 A00 R B Rk X L5
6).,

g1 =4.720f, —1.460 f, —5. 452 f, —7.417 (4)

g, =—1.885/,+0.376 f,+1.127f,—2.194
(5)
g = — 16. 1481, + 10. 999 f, + 49. 086 f; —
167. 400 (6)
W& A FEHL Y 2 B0 f1s fo S A RA
J 590 pR R F A () L (5) L (6) H L AT LIS B &R
N oy B85 R . S5 ow A 54 B FLER 2 o by
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Table 6 Cluster analysis result of plots

S TR FES B Hb 2 5 AES B H 25 5 s R 3 24 5 AES Mo 255 PiES
YS1 1 YS10 1 YS19 2 YS28 2 YS37 2
YS2 2 YS11 1 YS20 1 YS29 2 YS38 2
YS3 1 YS12 1 YS21 1 YS30 2 YS39 2
YS4 2 YS13 1 YS22 2 YS31 2 YS40 2
YS5 2 YS14 1 YS23 2 YS32 2 YS41 2
YS6 2 YS15 1 YS24 2 YS33 2 YS42 2
YS7 1 YS16 1 YS25 2 YS34 2 YS43 3
YS8 1 YS17 1 YS26 2 YS35 2 YS44 2
YS9 1 YS18 2 YS27 2 YS36 2 YS45 2

TE 1792737 03 AR AR AR IR B0 Hh (1) £ B 7 A BE B . 3 8 [

®7T HANERHHRY

Table 7 Coefficients of discriminant function

2505
1 2 3
b 4.720 —1.885 —16. 148
by —1.460 0. 376 10. 999
b —5.452 1.127 49. 086
by —7.417 —2.194 —167. 400
=8 HHSWHER
Table 8 Result of discriminant analysis
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Fig. 1 Health assessment of artificial black locust forests

in Yongshou County
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