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Abstract

Plant diversity is an important condition for maintaining the balance of the ecosystem and the ba-
sic guarantee for human survival. Phellodendron amurense is an important associated tree species
in the natural Korean pine forest in Northeast China. Because of its high economic value, it has
caused serious damage to the wild resources. According to the latitude gradient, this paper selects
9 locations where P. amurense resource is distributed in the natural forests of Northeast China:
Heihe, Hegang, Hulin, Weihe, Antu, Daxinggou, Lushuihe, Fengcheng and Xinbin. The sample plots
were set up in 9 research sites, investigate the plants in the sample plots, record the names and
plant numbers of various plants in each plot, and calculate the Margalef species richness index (R),
Simpson index (D), Shannon-Wiener Index (H) and Pielou evenness index (E). The results showed
that there were 312 species of plants in the P. amurense community in 9 plots, belonging to 68
families and 183 genera. The highest species richness is Lushui River and the lowest is Heihe; the
highest Simpson index and Shannon-Wiener index is Weihe, and the lowest is Hulin; the highest
Pielou index is Weihe, and the lowest is Xinbin. The species richness index (R), Simpson index (D)
and Shannon-Wiener index (H) of different growth types is: herb layer > shrub layer > arbor layer,
Pielou evenness index (E) is: tree layer > shrub layer > herb layer. Among them, the structures of
plant communities in Weihe, Antu, Fengcheng and Xinbin are similar. The results of this study
have reference value for the field cultivation and species allocation of P. amurense resources in
Northeast China.
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1. 3]

B¢ (Phellodendron amuranse) N2= 7 Bl (Rutaceae) ¥ 5% J& (Phellodendron) {E YN, X HRIEHE S, 35 FR.
TOMEE o TR AR b FE LR AR B AR AR R, R T MR, 5ok (Fraxinus mandshurica)
AR (Juglans mandshurica)—F 2 IFFRN “IRAC=RBERE " [1]. HBI RN 24 2 0 HZ g 2444, Rl
RGP 20 M (2] SBEAE T E FEE AR IR DLIZRFS, BRI, Ak, 75, Wik W
St AL A DR, B AL TR Bz 7R iR H AL Hoor A A b lik N52°, 5 R i) & N39°,
E A3 X35k A e Ity 38 B0 AT AT IR 700~1500 m [3]. 3 EEAR VA FRA, JETBHMER R, Rk
REJJAHRTELSS, MRTF AR WRMX KIS, o S REAIER R, WM™, FEdE Tl
HiyH R R A VR A AR 4]

WEE R R MM, HAMATENAE . M. @M msE LEX MM REZE
HRWEABNE, MR BN, WA e R, R ER DI PORME, W T
PUE. M. 4%, RUEME., WS, HAS0E ] FEDK R A gukt, 23R E E 7 LA Tk i) & 2
AR ERH 3]s BT R et E A 5 O 55 7 el bR A v A D B2 B A B AR AR5 ] B BEXT AR AL
MEAFEMEETHE R RGBT REJI[6]: M5 S LN TR AT I R i g 3 M i, B4

][l
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AR E[7]. PEBENEE = Y X R0 BHEY), 1987 3R EE 5 BE W e N ey, FIN 3
WARYHEY), R, B SRR 2 B R AR 1) S s R B AR 2 Wk 42 ) K B 1) 2 VR A )
BRI N E SR IR AR M, R AR EY): 1989 FHARM) (R EEREAEY) L& 1990
AR (P EEYA ) MBS [8] [9]. EAMZE 90 SEACRH], S Bk 1) oy [H K E
RARP B AR — ) E AR A Y, 762021 F9 A 8 HEE Btk [ Sk A 5
Ja LORATEECE KA R (E K E G R AEY A F, BB SN R SR R AR A
[10]

VIR Z R S HEIE SR T RE B UM OC, 2T ERTR S MR B At K 1, [FIR 2 PP
TEIE N AV Z AR EEABAR[ 1 1] @BV M 2 FEE 05T, v DR G b 1 AR FEVR IR 2E
ik, B A DA E E[12], X HGER . SR AESIRS IR MM A G EHENE SR
o RWLLAAAR T RICE I, HHRMIL T =4 DLESEON AW PR 5, B 7 SBE R &Y
FhZFEVER AR ACRRAE, X T R AR A= B B 1) R 37 A0 R BA B B 30 = 3

2. MREXBAERREZE
2.1. AREXERE

PR S BETE o [ VT AL TSR =B M AR, 2 BB R B IR L 9 ANSRAE iS22
RO SR R L L R BRI RIRANET .t T BELE A AR AR R A T AR A,
PANBCAEEAR A . B3, WD BOR BEREIS AL TR A AL A B, ORI AR, BT DARE M e
FE VA T L1 A R SR B BEE B ARG 22 b e 20 BV 16 M AL 3 R N 49°51'19.70", 2R A e i UK N
40°32'39.11". & JEYEHTE 2 I E 124°06'69.00", ZRZE M E 133°14'14.00", M 7 R BELE T [H AR b
MEBNATIX: BITA RIS R DM HIX . ek ik FARE A X PL G AR B X
[13]1%.

2.2, G ESPE

FERFMEHUF BEE S 20 m x 20 m AR BT ARZ . R RIS BIXFET F R KT 5 om
MIFFARBAT REAAE R, ICREERTE A . Tl RN IRARRFET AL OB ETRA Smx 5m
HIREDT R EREARR Y Z R, ICREARRI A . AR EEFAMAE S, T 5 em i
ZHEEARANEYNIC TR RERZHEY; R MEARZFETT A B AL BEE A T m > 1 m BRI 5
K ZREE, LR AR AEEL.

2.3. EYSEMEAIME

2.3.1. YIMEEEEH
VIRh = B E K H Margalef $54¢[14].
Margalef & & B8 50(R) 1T 5

A SAREBRIMIFIECE, NOVEMAECE.
2.3.2. YIRS HEMER
Simpson 5 #(D) [15]: D=1 —Z(%)
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Shannon-Wiener ¥§#1(H) [16]:
Hz—Zpiln(pi)
_Ni
A pi= v
Ni: 55 i MEAMASH |
N: BEEH AR S HL

2.3.3. B)5EIEE(15]
Pielou 33 2] FEFREL(E) T :

K S NPIFREL
2.4. BIRAbIE

K HH Excel 2010 Sigmaplot 12.5 58 EHH T2 K. FIF SPSS 18.0 34T 7 Z 0 #r. LSD 1£i3k47
ZERREWST .

3. BRE S
3.1. FheERR

9 HibE b B BERER LAY 312 B, RSB T 68 BH 183 JE(E 1), HP T 1 B4 )8 5 Fh, 4
AR 1.47%. 2.19%F0 1.60%; H-FHHEY 8 Bl 24 & 35 F, /05 B 11.76%. 13.11%
N 11.22%; XFHHEY) 59 BF 155 J& 272 Fl, 435 5 S FEYIH) 86.76% 84.70%F1 86.54% .

Table 1. Families, genus and species of plants in 9 samples spots

= 1.9 et EMRE Mg

#5 BEC HRRHo) BB HEEH) MR HREEC)
Category No. of families Rate No. of genus Rate No. of species Rate
PR 1.00 1.47 4 2.19 5 1.60

Gymnosperms
S 8.00 11.76 24 13.11 35 11.22

TR Monocotyledons

AIIgiOSpCI'IIlS XX% u_l,*a "lf%
Dicotyledons

59.00 86.76 155 84.70 272 86.54

41t Total 68 100 183 100 312 100

3.2. FRIRESHBEAEMSHMEIER ST

ANF IR DR AMNAE GG 1) FIRAETh e AR BRI Z 5, XM 22 e 1 B2 il T FL2H e AN [R] 1Y)
RV B A FE DR E A R 5 B FAMARE XS 2 216 22 53 2 T2 AN RV R v 1R 253l B DA
T HEE D 2 P S B R R X [17]. ANES AT X E B VA 35 FEFR2U(R) Simpson $7 4K
(D) Shannon-Wiener $&#{(H) Al Pielou 8 5(E)INE 1~4 Fios.
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B 1 AT, 9 B A AR HL TR AR R B R R R R BRI AR O SRR > B > KU > K
Wyl > W > 2l > #SEd > SR > M), Hoh FE K R S S L SRV R R A 22 5 B 25 (P < 0.05),
TR AR Ho A 8 UREHh 2 R 2 (P < 0.05).
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Figure 1. Margalef richness index (R) of 9 samples spots
1. 9 R4 Margalef EEEHEB(R)

2
,%5&‘?%

f P 2\, 9 Huif AR Simpson 8 50(D)Z BEAS K, M EMEHIBFAK N : 530 > #55 > %
Bl > FRKi > I > FaE > KX > Rk > pEAK, HARRARSESR . L o B ER KT 2 R
FH(P<0.05), BORG. UL I, L RMGA . BRI RUORTET R TG B 22 (P > 0.05).
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Figure 2. Simpson index (D) of 9 samples spots
[& 2. 9 Hi£Hh Simpson F58(D)

9 & FEHh Shannon-Wiener $EEL(H) M = BMRIF R IRA: 2B0 > B > 2B > KME > #i
> Rk > G2k > B > pRAK, HrhRAK SR L B EE ZE (P < 0.05), 5 I R,
k/TﬁDﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁ‘f’z%{P < 0.05). [A] Simpson f8#(—#£, 9 LML) Shannon-Wiener 1850 EZEA K, H

FR R T, IR AR AR 3). H A AL Pielou FREU(E)E A K, MR EMRIBTF R A : 30 >

ﬁﬂl R
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KM > 2B > R > FeKm > JEAk > Bk > B > 3R, HPEmfioas5iEER R
(P <0.05), HAeFEMZERARNEZE®P>0.05).

4
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Figure 3. Shannon-Wiener index (H) of 9 samples spots
3. Y EFEHAY Shannon-Wiener 5 3(H)
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Figure 4. Pielou index (E) of 9 samples spots
4. FEHHAY Piclou I5H(E)

3.3. BEXATREKEREHETEYVEEEHERR S

ANF X BB BEREE P IER)R . EAR RN AR NEE IR AR ER EE (P < 0.05), HNM
REVNGFN: A > FER > R, BARRWMEE . 9 RPIrHER IR R EZHRAR)
MREVNRFPAR IR : KX > Rk > Hrog > 2Bl > A > FoKim > 3F > J > #id; #EAR
JZEE IR RMNK BN RO : S > 2B > K> B > fe > 2/ > R > KX
> s EAREEEARRR)MNKEVNRFAK I KX > 85 > R > 2K > Gk > #
B> R > PRk > . FRREAEARZ R BRI S AR KA, S 1 70 7 52 45 g A BT
VER 2 3 AR B e B2 J2 /K0T, e fR A2 BRI (13 5)

DOI: 10.12677/wijf.2022.111002 14 MRl 5


https://doi.org/10.12677/wjf.2022.111002

INERE 55

8 -
B s JEM B T Tree
a =1 K Shrub
I & A Herb
6 1 a a
] b
x 4 b
b
C
2 . c ’l‘ i
L o |
E S| z K R
a a
6 4 a
x
4 4 b b
b
(& ¢ (
0 ——
o JERT R 3 a HE .
a
6 4
~ b b b
4
c ¢ ¢
0
F& Hb Sample

Figure 5. Margalef richness index (R) of trees, shrubs and herbs in 9 samples spots

& 5. (AT HHAITTEE Margalef £ EIEH(R)

34. PEXAFRE KB REHZEDEY Simpson I5¥ (D) HT

MIEL 6 AT, AFEIX I 9 B AR T A E . BEARZFIH AR Z 1 Simpson F840(D) K /NI A&
—HH: AR > EARE > FoKRE, LR, 2E. RIAH =27 EEP < 0.05), #x. FEr A
Fa K B TR A ZFEE AR JZT0 835 22 57 (P > 0.05), JEARFI R I R EA |2 A B AR 2 06 2 3 22 7 (P > 0.05). 9
Pebetth rp 7R A2 Simpson f8E(D)MKBVNIFFFAR IR N : KX > &K > Kk > Febk > HiE > %
> Ey > B > BSEG; HERJE Simpson FRE(D) MR BVNIFARIK N BB > 2K > R > %
Wo> B > HE > KM > JEkk > B BAE Simpson FRE(D) KBV NBTFAKIKN: 2B > %
W> KME > Hise > R > Bk > 5 > B > bk, FARE. EAREMEARE Simpson 1§
(DY B M BN R DA . BRKTI R, RIS R SR RIFE Ak

3.5. PEXAARRE KB BEERZ FEY Shannon-Wiener I§8(H) 247
5 Simpson 18 EU(D)ML, 9 PFEHLTF AR . EARZ A EAZ Shannon-Wiener $8E0(H) MWK F /NI
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Figure 6. Simpson index (D) of trees, shrubs and herbs in 9 samples spots

6. FHEHMAITTER Simpson 8H(D)

PRI : BEARZE > EARZE > FeRKZE, AR, KM, Sk, RIRAH %25 BEP < 0.05),
M2 R R AR EFEARZ TR EZRP > 0.05), B ERZMERZLEEEZRP >
0.05). {EFEMAEHIH Shannon-Wiener ()M KEI/NFAKIK A : #HEARE > FERE > TRARE, TrAREA
HARBETRZEZRP > 0.05).9 Pkt th 72 AJZ Shannon-Wiener 8 51(H) KB/ MNBRFFAR TN : 2B > K
Wo> R > A > KM > BiaE > I > HI > #5K; #EKJZE Shannon-Wiener FEEU(H) MK E
NBFFARIR g B > FaKE > B > 2K > R > B > bk > B > KO > B, 5
A JZ Shannon-Wiener F8E(E) MR BVNBTFAR KN : B > KX > FHw > FHE > K > gk >
B > B, FrRZE . EARZMEARE Shannon-Wiener FREU(H) I =i 0 AN 2 B B2, Ak
B4 M ES i . BETRFI T . Shannon-Wiener 640(H)Y Simpson $8¥0(D)4:& 74T, TR EHEY) 2 FE1E
BUAREI N ES B, HEAR JE BRI 9 FRT, A AR I g SR AR AR s TeoR R M) 2 PRI IR KA R D
ZEL B RIREE, HEREMY)Z PR A 5 B K2 J 5, FOR R 2 R R
BB FRMKEE 7).
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Figure 7. Shannon-Wiener index (H) of trees, shrubs and herbs in 9 samples

7. BAEFEHAIFFEE Shannon-Wiener 35 #(H)

3.6. BEXARNEEKERERHEDEY Piclou IHE(E)HHH

MBS BT 51, HHARZ RN, 9 BFEHTRAR)Z . EARZFIEA)Z K Pielou ¥ 5] FEFREU(E) bR
RGN, MNKBVNRFRIRN: FTeRE > #ERZ > BARE, BEN: #AZE > TRE > BAZE.
B AR AN R AR 22 [A) JE i35 22 7 (P > 0.05), JRbR. 2. KOV e 7K IR AR R MIRE AR |2 2 [R) G 4
EEF(P > 0.05), FMAHEFRARBMFEREZZHTLEEZERP > 0.05). 9 PFFEHHTFARE Pielou %L
(EYMKBINBFARIR A 2B > KXE > 2B > HE > Bk > Rk > 8K > Rk > B,
FEARJZ Pielou T8 EU(E) N KBV NBFAR KA i > 228 > KM > FRyKinl > #55 > 2B > JEkk >
R > B HAZ Pielou fRE(E) N KBV NBFAR I N : B > 350 > MR > 2 > KNG > §
K > AR > B > K. TRR)ZE . EAREME AR Pielou FaE0(E) i =i B 70 Al A 5] FETRIES i,
ARE 5 R S AR .
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Figure 8. Pielou index (E) of trees, shrubs and herbs in 9 samples spots

& 8. 9 Pt TFEE Pielou I8HU(E)

4. THE 5%
4.1. #ig

VIl Z BEPE R AV 2 REVEE DMK BRI, BRW RAE MBS MM S 2, REFEINS
MR, HLUKT REM B FaE FEEEAI AR ERIE, 12 A 2 #E M H 2A HLAE R
9y, AR U [18]. TAE XN 9 BFEHL A, Prfh & FE im0 R /KT, AR S
Simpson F5A 5 = AW, BARKINFEM; 5 Simpson $8£4HI7], Shannon-Wiener $840 i =1 11 4 2570,
BARHIA R Pielou T8EUR = AR, BARMIEI T, Y2 REVETEE05 0 B =5 T (1 2 B R v A
M2 FEMERCGT, TR, TSR T AR AL T A F B B o AR, 1 BRI R O B VR E AN TR
B P B A 2 FEME AR MR, RN, TS g sk B, M, 3oL SR
DAL~ A [E A 22 S M AR 22 R 1 o AP P AR K Y R R AE R DBV D SIURRAIE R I B 25 4 1) B R AR 190 2R
KA R AP A R R T R V8 ) 75 (B S5 W R AE o #5118 Whittaker 552011090 K R4, DMHEYIREE
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ERAER ERFEER, BRKRE. ERBEMERE 3 ADNRECYH TG, SR X KSR i BER#E
EAF KB Z R AT, 9 BUREHb R R AR KR, BITRRZE . ERZ IR ARZ B+ & FERRH(R)
Simpson FE%(D)H Shannon-Wiener $5%(H)B% 51 [¥) Shannon-Wiener $8E0(H)51, M IKEN/INBF 34K
TON: BRE > #RE > TR, 5iKRITH[21]0 20 w3 32 BV REIE S P 2 REVET 50 45 AR L
FEIAEHLK) Shannon-Wiener fa(H)MWREVNRFFARI A : HERZE > HARE > Rz, H5HALZFEE
TREAE, 9 BT ARZE . BEARZFIEARJZ K Pielou Y21 BEAREUE) BRI A, MK E/INITFAK KA -
TrRZE > ERE > BEARE, BIA: ERE > FRE > BERE, 5XFHL 2208 RICARER L X R
T 22 REPE ORI U 45 AL

4.2. &ig

ASCIEIS R ARACA R A FERR FE ) 9 AN XIROR IR BOBERF IS PRI 2, LA 312 Fh, 43 7SR J&E T 68
B 183 J&. YIFhEE B m i N EE K], AR BT Simpson FREUR S NI, BARIA SRR
5 Simpson 8 %(#H[7], Shannon-Wiener 8405 =i N W, AR Pielou F¥REE =N 3,
ARV . AEAKAEYRE S ZHEE(R). Simpson #5%((D)F1 Shannon-Wiener $8& £(H) 53 Jill /& -
HAR > #EARE > FoRE, Pielou IS EAREUE)N: ToRIE > KRR > BAR. Xm BRI 4
BH AR EDMRERES %,

ELmEB

VLA NSRS R —— Rt X2 WA AR T . s 8 AR 5
(GA19B201).
SE3Hk

[11  FHZE, Ehed, wigsd, 5 BRITEYETHEEM] WHBIRE: KAl K2 AL, 2003: 441-444,
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