Pidb bR BE 24 2017,32(6) : 203-209
Journal of Northwest Forestry University

doi:10. 3969/j. issn. 1001-7461. 2017. 06. 31

hEUHE AN IR REEM

REFE AN LA E L, KEF

Lol PE ARl B B AR 2% B 107 K JEL 0300095 2. 1L 78 48 ARl B2 WF 58 e LIPS KR 0300125
3. T BB LAY P F 8B 042200)

B OB AP EHLME 12 ARG 6 44 e A TAR TR F B A RO A B R R 3T AT R AR B
B MSUEM FREOIFSHERPRSEFAF AT ORFRZ RN, RN .44 N RAR
MG iR EAE EALTEE A 0.292 2~0. 840 6; 4 5 TR & 09 Atk £ B A 4L LA (Pinus armandii)
+ & AW (Acer mono) Ak M H (Platycladus orientalis) + 3% % K (Pistacia chinensis) % 24k |
W # (Populus davidiana) + 1 2 (Prunus sibirica ) % # 4 A (Pinus armandii) + & 4 (Pi-
nus tabulae formis) B Xk . G A (Pinus bungeana ) + &4 (P. tabulae formis) i 3 #k o H 48 % Ik
I EAE 4 A A 0.840 6.0.752 5.0.744 1,0.739 0 A= 0. 698 0; 3o 4 M A4k £ A sy A (P. tabulae for-
mis) + i3 & ¥k (Quercus wutaishanica) R B T P ERF MM (P. orientalis) #k Fo f| # (Robin-
ia pseudoacacia ) R ER 2, RNARAKRKF LA, AT G 3K 60 T A3 A %L L8 (P, arman-
dii) > A (P. bungeana) > # (P. davidiana) > i #» (P. tabulae formis) > #4 (P. oriental-
is) >R M (R, pseudoacacia) , EIT A FEWEEWHAEN T P L LR R A LA HE, 5F4 5 R
FlaXFROARERRBMEGZETRETENL,

KB AL AR T WEE; oMk PE&L

HE %S :S758.8 XERARERAG : A X EHS:1001-7461(2017)06-0203-07
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Abstract; Based on the data obtained from 44 sampled plots within 12 forest farms in Zhongtiao Mountain
during the national forest inventory. using set-pair analysis, the stand qualities were analyzed from the
aspects of stand soil,stand structure,tree species diversity and stand productivity. The results showed that
the relative similarity degree varied from 0.292 2 to 0. 840 6. The higher stand quality included Pinus ar-
mandii + Acer mono fixed plantation, Platycladus orientalis + Pistacia chinensis fixed plantation, Populus
davidiana + Prunus sibirica fixed plantation, P. armandii—+ P. tabulae formis fixed plantation and P. bun-
geana—+t P. tabulae formis fixed plantation, and their values of relative similarity degree were 0. 840 6,
0.752 5,0.744 1,0.739 0 and 0. 698 0,respectively; and that of the zonal forest type of P. tabulae formis+
Quercus wutaishanica fixed plantation was in the medium level,and those of P. orientalis pure plantation
and Robinia pseudoacacia pure plantation were the worst. From the view of construction tree species, the

quality order from high to low were P. armandii > P. bungeana > P. davidiana > P. tabulae formis >
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P.orientalis™R. pseudoacacia. The set-pair analysis objectively assessed stand quality of main afforestation tree

species,and some cultivation and management advices were proposed according to the various assessment grades.

Key words: plantation; forest quality; relative similarity degree; set-pair analysis; Zhongtiao Mountain
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Table 1 Status of 44 sampled plots in Zhongtiao Mt. forest area
i FA B H AR w R LR gy EE
1 1 K ¥ (Pinus bungeana) WHA (Pinus tabulae formis) AT 1150 60 0.7 1 064. 46
2 1 K ¥ (Pinus bungeana) 1 F 4F (Quercus baronii) N 1169 35 0.8 2 848.57
3 1 Jz2 #8 (Pinus bungeana) WS (Pinus tabulae formis) AT 1044 12 0.7 1 409. 29
4 4G ( Platycladus orientalis) WS /A (Prunus sibirica) AT 1065 34 0.3 794. 60
5 A (Platycladus orientalis) N 960 35 0.3 164.91
6 #4 (Platycladus orientalis) ¥ (Pinus bungeana ) N 840 45 0.2 404. 79
7 WAICPlatycladus orientalis) — N 950 35 0.3 314. 84
8 A1 (Platycladus orientalis) 1 M (Pinus bungeana) AT 1273 17 0.7 1.304. 34
9 A1 (Plat ycladus orientalis) [ Jz2 ¥ (Pinus bungeana) AT 1100 6 0.8 1979.01
10 A1 (Plat ycladus orientalis) [ [z ¥ (Pinus bungeana ) AT 1140 40 0.8 1664.16
11 Mk (Platycladus orientalis) T A% (Quercus baronii) N 700 27 0.8 854. 57
12 i #4 (Platycladus orientalis) 1% K (Pistacia chinensis) N 540 20 0.6 1514. 24
13 M #4 (Platycladus orientalis) 1 H2 Bk (Quercus variabilis) N 483 30 0.4 629. 68
14 f#A(Platycladus orientalis) — AT 529 55 0.3 269. 86
15 #ilBE (Robinia pseudoacacia) — AT 950 68 0.7 1 154,42
16 AL HS (Pinus armandii) AN (Pinus tabulae formis) AT 1425 38 0.9 1124.43
17 AW (Pinus armandii) WS (Pinus tabulae formis) AT 1589 69 0.8 1 064. 46
18 4RI (Pinus armandii) H A (Acer mono) AT 1420 60 0.9 1.859.07
19 WM (Pinus armandii) T4 #i (Carpinus cordata) N 1 600 56 0.9 914. 54
20 1WA (Pinus armandii) WA (Pinus tabulae formis) AT 1670 48 0.9 2 008. 99
21 W (Populus davidiana) Kbk (Juglans regia) AT 1140 50 0.6 869.56
22 W4 (Populus davidiana) Wk ( Prunus davidiana) AT 1138 84 0.4 1 289. 35
23 Wi# (Populus davidiana) 14y AT 1 000 50 0.4 344. 82
24 W4 (Populus davidiana) Hfi 4 ( Dios pyros kaki) AT 820 65 0.4 464.76
25 MHS (Pinus tabulae formis) AT 1230 57 0.6 434.78
26 WS (Pinus tabulae formis) H X (Quercus glauca) N 1 300 38 0.7 1634.18
27 AN (Pinus tabulae formis) — AT 1 300 35 0.3 599.70
28 AN (Pinus tabulae formis) TS AT 1180 33 0.6 884. 55
29 AN (Pinus tabulae formis) — AT 1 340 77 0.6 929.53
30 JMAN(Pinus tabulae formis) 1145 AT 1223 35 0.3 719. 64
31 W# (Pinus tabulae formis) AT 1180 40 0.7 659. 67
32 MHS (Pinus tabulae formis) A4 (Platycladus orientalis) AT 1248 27 0.4 524.73
33 AR (Pinus tabulae formis) LR AR PN 1 240 35 0.8 2 323.83
34 AN (Pinus tabulae formis) — A 1291 20 0.6 1 589. 20
35 THS (Pinus tabulae formis) — AT 1293 70 0.4 839.58
36 WS (Pinus tabulae formis) 7 N 1242 38 0.7 644.67
37 WA (Pinus tabulae formis) — AT 950 34 0.8 884.55
38 MHS (Pinus tabulae formis) A8 1 #S (Pinus armandii) AT 1 000 36 0.7 1 154.42
39 MHS (Pinus tabulae formis) A (Cotinus coggygria) AT 750 54 0.8 1 994. 00
40 WIS (Pinus tabulae formis) T4 AT 867 49 0.7 1274.36
41 AN (Pinus tabulae formis) iR AT 1170 30 0.4 719. 64
42 AN (Pinus tabulae formis) i 7R Bk AT 1180 40 0.8 3 328.33
43 HI# (Robinia pseudoacacia) — AT 910. 8 60 0.6 3 600,12
14 HI# (Robinia pseudoacacia) IS (Pinus tabulae formis) AT 968.5 60 0.6 4 671.23
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Table 2 Assessment indicator system of the plantations in Zhongtiao Mt. forest area
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Moy E R/ (B« hm™ %) 1269. 34 30. 89 2.43
EARR W/ % 40. 77 1.39 3.41
AR Z 5 E/m 1.54 0. 04 2.54
HARJZHE/ % 28. 82 1.32 4.61
HARJZEE/m 0.21 0.01 2.20
TR E Y Fh Z R FeAKJZ Shannon-Wiener #5 %% 0.50 0.13 26. 60
TrARBFERE 3.56 0.21 6. 04
MG A HRE AT B )42/ cm 10. 39 0.11 1.07
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Table 3 Relative similarity degree of 44 sampled plots in Zhongtiao Mt. forest area
i A ak bk ck vk R TRk ak bk ck vk
1 ISR 0.429 8 0.008 1 0.185 9 0.698 0 23 114 0.297 7 0.004 5 0.102 3 0.744 2
2 ISR 0.398 3 0.008 7 0.197 1 0.668 9 24 114 0.340 3 0.005 9 0.306 6 0.526 1
3 FEF 0.3002  0.0048  0.2437  0.5519 25 TV 0.3949  0.0067 0.1787  0.688 4
4 P E] 0.2851  0.0047 0.2431  0.5396 26 A 0.276 1 0.0045 0.2634 0.5119
5 i 4 0.2323 0.0021 0.5114 0.3123 27 T 0.2635 0.0044  0.2728  0.4913
6 A 0.2111 0.0027 0.5114 0.2921 28 RN 0.2603 0.0031 0.2999  0.464 6
7 e 0.2184  0.0029  0.3527  0.3824 29 T 0.3777 0.0045 0.1853  0.6708
8 4 0.3187 0.0057 0.2830 0.5296 30 RV 0.3064 0.0039 0.2683 0.5332
9 1 # 0.3831 0.0071 0.2346 0.6201 31 T 0.3498 0.0097 0.2072 0.6280
10 1 0.4955 0.0072 0.1657  0.749 3 32 I/ 0.316 1 0.0059 0.2425 0.56538
11 41 0.308 6  0.0053 0.2466  0.5558 33 RN 0.3634  0.0076  0.1979  0.647 4
12 i #A 0.2917 0.0051 0.0959 0.7525 34 T 0.2977 0.0053 0.2162  0.579 4
13 il 4h 0.2461  0.0032 0.2799  0.467 8 35 A 0.2620 0.0038 0.3119 0.4565
14 41 0.2689  0.0049 0.3516  0.433 4 36 T 0.2746  0.0035 0.2739  0.500 6
15 il 0.3368 0.0036 0.2853  0.5414 37 HEVA 0.3052 0.0049 0.2271  0.5733
16 ALk 0.4386  0.0076  0.1644  0.727 4 38 RS 0.3257 0.0051 0.1988  0.6209
17 ALk 0.4416  0.0097  0.156 0  0.7389 39 PR 0.3814  0.0077 0.1908  0.6665
18 ks 0.6175  0.0067 0.1171  0.8406 40 RIE/ 0.3159  0.0056 0.2264  0.5825
19 ik 0.5359 0.0096  0.1558  0.774 7 41 R 0.3053 0.0049 0.2622  0.5379
20 Bk 0.357 1 0.0059  0.2794  0.5610 42 A 0.3814  0.0053 0.3203  0.543 6
21 1% 0.304 1 0.004 6 0.3306  0.479 1 43 il A5 0.2219  0.0098 0.2296 0.4915
22 ¥ 0.3921 0.0073 0.1909  0.6726 44 il 4 0.230 6  0.0037 0.2476  0.482 2
1 :ak bk ck 5 vk 435I RS FE M 0 R — B, 25 5 B OGP B S IR,
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Table 4 Relative similarity degree of main construction tree species in Zhongtiao Mt. forest area
e LIPS BPZ A S IE7ES LS R e S LS
e M K 5 3 4 18 11 3
W 3T 0.728 540.007 9 0.639 64-0.0057 0.6055+0.010 6 0.570 1920.000 0 0.512 340.004 1  0.495 04=0.000 9
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