World Journal of Forestry #ilkitt 5%, 2025, 14(1), 39-48 Hans X
Published Online January 2025 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/wijf
https://doi.org/10.12677/wif.2025.141005

PEFHEE . KRR SHRE

BT
AL B R R A S TR B, s

Weks . 20244F11H15H; FHEM: 20244F12H29H; &AHM: 20254F1H3H

HE

AHFFTET (P EHEPEE(1:1 000 000)) , FFHMEREE RAKM (ArcGIS)N EPEHAT REAALH,
REGHE . KEEWERIER, HRHE. KRB ZR A E . EEM b, MREHME. K
REMBER R AN R TR RE DL R B PURE AT . S5 5RRI: REFHBE. KREHIERLE HAR
£7929280.48 km?, HIERHOA8654~. Ho, WEMN WHAMEMRE), 75 98141.08 km?fl
8075.65 km?, 37| SREHBE. KAEMEY S HARK27.81%M27.58%. EHHE. KEEMEPRER 24
fERE: NPEHRE, KPERD, RRNEREREBE . REBFARK I HBARS, BUBHLEER.
ASCHIBT TG RRNERE . KRB B OR Y LUK T R B B L N S R RHE KR

XK ia

R, OKBEMK, BEDRFHME, WEDA, RUWAESE

Geographical Distribution Pattern and Patch
Characteristics of Castanopsis eyrei,
C. carlesii Forest in China

Luguang Jiao

College of Environmental Science and Engineering, North China Electric Power University, Beijing

Received: Nov. 15, 2024; accepted: Dec. 29", 2024; published: Jan. 39, 2025

Abstract
Based on the “Vegetation Atlas of China (1:1000000)”, this study used geographic information
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system software (ArcGIS) to vectorize the map spots, extract the vegetation information of Cas-
tanopsis eyrei and Castanopsis eyrei forests, and draw the geographic spatial distribution map of
Castanopsis eyrei, C. carlesii forest. Based on this, the distribution characteristics, community
types and patch characteristics of the vegetation communities in Castanopsis eyrei, C. carlesii for-
est in China were studied. The results showed that the total vegetation area of Castanopsis eyrei,
C. carlesii forest in China was about 29280.48 km?, and the total number of patches was 865.
Among them, Fujian and Guangxi have the widest distribution area, with the distribution area of
8141.08 km? and 8075.65 km?, accounting for 27.81% and 27.58% of the total vegetation area of
Castanopsis eyrei, C. carlesii forest in China, respectively. The main characteristics of vegetation
patterns of Castanopsis eyrei, C. carlesii forest are as follows: there were more small patches and
less large patches, and the area of patches was significantly different. Most patches are concen-
trated, and the fragmentation of vegetation landscape is high. The research results will provide a
more comprehensive scientific basis for the conservation and sustainable management of Cas-
tanopsis eyrei, C. carlesii forest.
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1. 5|8

REARJE T 70 3 BHRE J&,  2 EHH o SR BE AR TR AR 3 A, VAR PE . AEM 2 AN AR S DI REE X
ARG EEEENARRFME]. SRR (Castanopsis eyrei) & FP L R & S AR AUAZ O BERI 2], KEg
W(Castanopsis carlesii) &8 B M X 35 1) SRR g 2R, HRHIER DU AE KR . 2R S, AL
SEEUFEEVE3]. RS KOS IR E AR o R X /A TAR R . RRUE EROE. A BEESE
H B R UK FRAE IR SRR AR [4]

REARIE B 20 I B 2B B, I BLRERS ORF B S IR A A o I 4ROk [ N AN 2B IR AR T AU AR
XML RGN, Cheuk Al Fischer[ 51X AL T LI 18 FhHfE J& LA AR 7E 73 A HEAT (1) BF
FH ORI, FEF 5 IR S P X, FEA e AR VG FE AT RE 4/ o ARMRRELAE: 32 BN RTE B ) 2
SO, BEAE AR KO ARl BRI AL B B3 I, N SRGEBE 8 o £ S 520 1 [6]. Wang
SE[TIR AR ISR I DA r [ 7 7 LA A A AT I R B, AR 250 2 T3, NSRS BN RE e 7R )5
AR B2 o BTRE L KRR AN AE AR AR J7 T R I Re (R DL 3, (R IS AE 4R RF XA 2 AR
PR S RN SCRFAE AP S5 7 R ¥R R R E L REH . R ITF-6 B B S04 28 R G0 4EFE 2 Hh IR
Bi-r-d AR 2 pe v R

SOULKE SR 3 W AR T e W 5 A A SRR AR S 25 TR B 50, e soM D Re S ah A8 7 A I Aty b
B SOMAFAE R 0 AT I 0B . 8 (R BEHURFAE A sOM S & b e i WIAEAE T 2, [R] IR 1 2 50U 2 |) &5
MR EESH8]. BRA/NGESREMDTIEA . Gemiish. Y LA ER IR 5 FE55 % V)M
Ky BRI TEARFIZE (8] 73 AR S L7 AR 2 FEPE R 40 A A B EE2 I (9] [10]. &L B4
H B S B T AR O NS H 0GR, FEIEEAMEIR AT, BISHAREOS, B R
TRZS (110 T T AR A B AR AR AR BB 1K) /N L JOIR AN 23 (B A B (B A =) SAE S Pl B A B AR R R,
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ST BRI AR B AR SR (1) JE [ 12]

XFT R OKBEMORIE, DFARARECN 2, H AT e AR 2 (AR SR . AR
P SO 22 BEE . LRI S RO R R . M IR) DG ARG T . EATIERZ 0 T RERE . KRRV DEHURRAE Ty
A TT . AuFFiiE ( ERE Y E4E(1:1000000)) FidskBIEHE KR (Castanopsis eyrei, C. carlesii
forest)s EHRE. KEEHK + BEWSIR(Castanopsis eyrei, C. carlesii forest + Castanopsis fargesii forest)~ EH i
KRk + BF X 400 XM (Castanopsis eyrei, C. carlesii forest + Cyclobalanopsis oxyodon,C. gracillis
forest). fithé KAEAR + MRT DI B L LA E S B + BATHR(Castanopsis eyrei, C. carlesii forest
+ Pinus massoniana forest with Loropetalum chinense, Rhododendron simsii + Phyllostachys pubescens forest)
ERE. KRR + 755, BN S, 43P %M (Castanopsis eyrei, C. carlesii forest + Miscanthus sinensis, Arun-
dinella hirta, Eularia speciosa community)5 M RE R, NAMEEE B RS (ArcGIS10.8)IARAE B AL H;
AR, il HETRE . KRR AR T [ DO 70 AR, 0 B SR R L KR PR 8 JXE B P 2 A R AIE AN B
HURFAE . WEFCETRE . KAREPRAELE (1 BE BRI AN BE 08 AR 1 HLah AR (b R SR AL IR s i B, thAE v e
SRDTIRII TR ERIT A . A BEBC E DL S AR MRS A (O A5 3R (it B B B 2 50 fr o

2. ARAZE
2.1. BIEEIREMLIESE

AR SCAE A BRI TR Rkt 2001 45 H AR b AR B B 4E(1:1,000,000) ) [13], M ArcGIS K
PEIZILETRE . KREMRAE R R, AR

1) AR T ArcGIS AR oM TE, @it REAEARMN ChEREYEE) i
RERUCRAE AR 2 A 50, IR PR ECHE 1) 2 TR L v S5 RS T

2) WIS ALALER: SHHRECH (% BB AT IS AL AR B, K B B o 4 — BRI A% 2R, (T e s
()3 o AR R /INIde 338 5 T F 7 X3 PR 23 (8 43 7 22, DAORAIE 23 AT 45 SRS e 12k

3) BBV S TAC L P ME B AT IR, BRI XA B o B DR T A i AN B (2
e P ) ) — SO AN

4) BHAEARAEAL: T T BR AR B 2 A A 1 R, OIS A AT PR UE A A B (A — k), DA
PRAS [RIH 48 4 1) U AORT Rl AN 52 RURE 22 57 R 5200 o

FIFE B E 3 PR B 3 BT R R R AR (1) 2% (DM B 0 A b Sy s AR TE 515 30 4% B RBEYURRAE . &
RIBEOT S RBAT AT AVEAN . TR N R LT

1) B2 () 0 AT AL B AT X BHARE  AKRE PR B o3 A AT I 7T, =E B2 8 LA A X I 7 B AR A
e 0oF L 1) 43 A 1) PR DR S R AR A T 2 T o

2) MR S5E N KRNI . KBRS s m, PP AN R R B M A B s 3 bk, I
TRONEIRE . KRR A A A, DRER I B RE . OKRE PR B K 0 A58 AU B9 0 BE Al
22. WHE

DAEI RS KR MRAEL A b 20 2 () 23 Ai R A, SR 3PF AreGIS IS 7 i DhRE, ST ETRE. KA IE
BRI BE SRR AEREAT 204, BEBE IR . BRI . K, PR GFE . K ZE . ML R
REUL S BEHIARIBE PP B DEYR B B Fa BB HOT 4850 [14], FHFdHAT 208 510, 15
FIFRIEFIRE . KRR I PEPURRLE -

2.2.1. BEPUFETE S %
PRSP By AR T R 2
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Figure 1. Geographical distribution of vegetation in the Castanopsis eyrei, C. carlesii forest
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S WAL W TLVEL DU)N WL, EPRMLX, AR, PUEZ) 105°1'E, REZ 120°8E, HEY
23°16'N, dLEZ) 31°55'N. HrPlil vt R« V104 R & LA 2 74 30 0 e Ll s AR T AR AOR FITE 3R B 48
RIRIEIE . WHTCH 5 MRS, BRE. KEEMEBER ISR R E, 2k, BRBEKR, fiE. K
AR + PEREARRTEIRE . OKRBAE + 2T A7 AR AT 2 AN B 3 BB, AR S5
R ORBERR + ARR DU WL ER SRR + BATMOATLE 00, BRE. ORBEAR + 5L B
WL S EAGLE] TR .

Table 1. Vegetation types and area distribution of Castanopsis eyrei, C. carlesii forest (km?)

1. BHEE . SREEMAER KB AE R 576 2R (km?)

Pt RO M TR Tl SN e e i PO HriT HIR 4 H

FiipiN
KAk
i, Ktk
o+ B
ThE. K
W+ 2F
X\ gnmt
EIEAN
FhE. KA
o+ T
DIAgA,
e ES: !
TR +
BT
TihE. K%
o+ THEE
PR, &
£ N

St 114.40 8141.08 1940.74 8075.65 2599.12 64.66 3465.59 3050.86 540.52  930.08  357.06 29280.48

114.40 8141.80 1940.74 5029.56 217590 64.66 3465.53 3050.86 540.52  930.08 357.06 25811.11

0 0 0 0 295.37 0 0 0 0 0 0 295.37

0 0 0 0 127.85 0 0 0 0 0 0 127.85

0 0 0 990.08 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 990.08

0 0 0 2056.01 0 0 0.06 0 0 0 0 2056.07

me 1 A, FRESRE . KRB MAR L 0 B RN 29280.48 km?. Horf, AREEOARHEIARE T, A6
N 8141.08 km?, 53R [EEHRE . KEEMA MR AT 27.81%; HUGET FHLIX, AR AN 8075.65 km?,
HEN 27.58%; HGEME X, S AHAN 3465.59 km?, [HHON 11.84%; SRIFWIGEIIIE. 51
J7ZRs WIS DU HERR. 2Bl AR S/NREIALE, A EAUE 64.66 km?, (5L 0.22%.
HHRE . KRAEMRE RO AR S, AN 25811.11km?, FHAE. KEEM + &35 K. 035 KRR R
AT SN, N 127.85 km?s

3.2. EHEE. KEEMEHRAYBERYFAE

MAEVIE R M, FEHE RN RS RGN T 2R DAE AN Tl — R AE S RAE TR
Yoo oy BEAD A PR BE SR, BOK B BRIE  BE 5 A0 3 2 I BN A, SORF SR ARSI R, AT 3 5
EBRGNREE SR “RXNESREYMEBCRIEN, BUMIPEHH T RIEAIR, EEMBE Y
ZPVIMBTI, XA T B ZAETER B, FRR R 2B AN S . IR AN R RN BEBR
LGMNIEI L BIASE; AHEE TN, KBRS G & (9 El s, PEHGL F b6 AR 55 < A
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RENHIEAR, RILmEBMORESR A KIE R 5 0% EAET, S8R RE 5| 210 % A AL %
AR TR O BB A, T SO R A B RO A AL, S BURE R S L B R AR 150

BOR I PEHLH H 1A 55 ROV 2R, T BN B BEB U BE 75 5 52 3] J PR B AR AL 52 o SRR
HIIAG T AN R, A EE AR, T HER NSRS M i G K RE. 14
G 2, RN RERR BN EFRIEIRUEMZ A BSR4 . CAMERY, CAH
FERY], TGN BTN RSP MN MV AT LR B L AR, HBERTARE S, 0%
SEONE PR R T LB 25107

A PERVER KR 2R 2 FE, (2 BRI Z 2 G A A R LSRR e R R . A
AW EWRE L AR TR TEINE A, RN 7 HA A A& B -
XFEREF AR . KRB B EDRFE HEAT T B0, LSS IRk 2 o

Table 2. Characteristics of vegetation patches in the Castanopsis eyrei, C. carlesii forest

2. EHEE. RAEMIEDEREFE

lé\ﬁ /D\

T

% mM H

; DR PR AR B/ ORI BESRES ; A 5 2K
A T . o b TR o oo T EE ORE s 0
N HH%)  (km?) %) (kmd) Mkm?) Fkm?) (4~/hm?) (hmd)  (km?) WHEZE (%)
ﬁﬂ% 823 95.14 25811.11 88.15 3136 0.19 107425 3.19E-04 856  1074.06 53.45  170.43
KAtk
ik NN
2 0.23 29537  1.01 147.69 142.01 15336 6.77E-05 7.42 1135  5.67 3.84
B+ BRI
Lk NP S
#+ 2% 3 035% 12785 044 4262 486 11715 235E-04 640 11228 5270  123.67
Xk
it N S
o+ N
DAREA . Bk
W e 120 139 99008 338 8251 27.04 16710 121E-04 640 13996 4566 5535
R +
EEUURTS
ik NN
LR P 2.89  2056.07 7.2 8224 1399 26518 122E-04 6.05 251.19 6042  73.46
L, &
E2 VN
it 865 100  29280.48 100 / / / / / / / /

A KA A S AR Y 29280.48 km?, A AR BEBR AR /) A AR AN, FL b . KA AR

HER SRR LU KB 2 88.15%. FEMINT R S EVLHT 1 RHRE . KEEMRE S0 BN RRE . KRB MR )
BR R A K TR R T B e 22 A B B T R 1 22 RE R LR /NI B I O R R AR R R AN 22
FAXS FMEBOR, PLHARHEZ B LLIGMER, BHAE . KBEM A TR B T AR (1074.25 km?) HHELERTRE . K
REARHE AR, BB /N ITR(0.19 k)t HEBILAE SR  ORAEARAE AR, DA 3 B2 AR B R/ 225 Bk »
HHINN, R FER SR L, B RN P BT AR SO AR AT L BA BT 22 T AR (4 55 00 S g BB
HIZC 2 W, AR OKBEARRE R KA SN 31.36 km?), HGRFRE. KEEMK + 2FN. M5 KX
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W, EATRIBES A A o TTTETRE . OREEAR + BRSPS TR R R (147.69 km?), BEHREREME S, 2
T A

EiRE . KBEMRIERE I 865 MNBEHR, MRIANH At . H AP B2 B 5 K (3.19E-04 ~/hm?)
IAE IR KRR R, HUONEIRG . KREAR + 255 X 4835 XIAK, SAKAI(6.77E-05 ~/hm?)72 &A%
KAEAR + FEAAR . ULBHETRE . KREMREE RAETRE . KREAR + 27 X 405 KRB R By, T i
R KRR + AEREMRBEDUR A AR B BRI, BRI R4, i — P51 /TSR M.

M 2 nTLLE H, BERE . ORREMREE R AL 5 B e, 9 8.56 m/Mhm?, 3R BH BEHLIL AL R B bk sy,
ZHARBN AR ECR . FUONTITRE . KREMR + BERIAR, A% RN 7.42 m/hm?, @itk KEgEk + 2
X AN KARRIE RS KgAK + MR DU, BULZoN R SRR + BTHRIAOZEEEN 6.40
m/hm?; BJE R ORREAR + TR BP R SR, HIAZLE RN 6.05 m/hm?, BEHLBIEALFR
B, SEBEMERLT . ETRE . KRBEAR + BERAR e T BEHAE /D>, (HBEH A A BE Il 2K (219.05 km)
K, SBULAGE BB, ULBETRE . KRR + BEROAR DR TIAR EIBEAEAE, il A ORA7 1 LA 5
B, MRS KRR R 2 N NTES) TSRS .

BEHLAR 5 KRB SOW B HUIR L, v LA R0 BB RE RS, R 2 WTLLE I RIRE . KRR EE R
MIEHRE . KAEAR + 275X i35 IARBESRAR 3 RECECK, 9 170.43%M1 123.67%. 2 I 5 BEH B 1K
MFRFERIR . BIRE. SKREMR + BRI S 3 RECH 3.84%, BERESHIFERE /I,

3.3. FHbE. REEHEROBERERIER ST

Table 3. Patch shape index of Castanopsis eyrei, C. carlesii forest

3. A RAEEMER BRI IRE B

eyl MPFD C S

R KRR 1.32 1.42 1.26

R OKREAR + FERIAK 1.32 2.54 225

iRt KBEAR + S5 XL i Rk 1.12 1.35 1.20

ERE . KRR + BN, BubLZa v F T Rk + BT 1.47 1.71 1.51
FRE . OKREAR + $EL BPEL SR 1.51 1.55 1.38

T BRI YERCE VAL SOWBEHIEAR A B — A AR, € TR A H A R BB A LAy
Pho o 4EBUE R DG IR E OB SBOVE A, WHREIAMNWATER, RIZR SRR BA
BRI S VEA SR B . BESR R PF R £ (O i 2 PR S R KM 2R . C B MEAS 1,
2 CHESL 1, RUIFHICREIL I ; C EMK, RoRPEEFPB & T, AN . FFE,
PP AR E(S) M BRSO S BB IE SR ZE S . S BECMERFE Y 1, SADBUR, Wi WIBESRFL R
fim B 175 [ 17]0 SREETARIREOA S A5 K 70 A 3t 1 SR AU IR, 3 RO B AT TR AR IR B 1 22 [ 45 4
RHAEBDIRE.

XA R ORBEMCER RN B DG SRR R R FR A TR B IR e A,
ANHERITAH R IR BT ME, SR IR 3. BHAE. OKBEAR + 855X, 4055 RAREF 5D/ 45
B TR, BHAE L OKEEAR + 255 X, 41t MBSt /D, SR8 RURIE I | th T BEE .
TR KREAR + PSRRI C BN S (B &R, BWIHLHURR i & T R AT, AR HAbRE R
BIEARBAATEN o B B X UM R BEST AR FXS ASTEN, A FIETRE . KRBEMTE R Z BT R TS
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HOARZER, RYIEHRE. KRR R RO
4. BESITR
4.1. B&

TSR Z AR T A S R G B AR — AR, EAEA R RIS 18] A0 2 (8] RUSE_EZRILH R
VR 2 AR AT RE AN 23 ()RS JR) AR R TS 52 B B HRFAE S e 8 AR AR ZI M 5 DR E (18], BRI i A2 85
A REEFAL. VIR MUK SOIRDLAE A B B AE IR IR[19] [20]. JCHREAE R ERIAFAR AT A

HAIH A S RGHE 5T, SOWE R I BEHURAE G 254 2 FEE DR AR AR A2 S5 i B ) B i) L3
IDWSE =R IPSES N

ACHMH GIS BoR 5 FMASEME G ik, B2 70 A7 BESRAFIE BL AR TG RN 73
Brs Bz 7 BEERE . KM O BEHURRAE: SRR ORI B 1 Bt S BN 2 . KRB
M Aits e, HPEHRAG AR Z R B2 . XA IR ZE AU TSR 28, iR 1B rE
FERR IR . K2 B oA, RIS A B R R . SRR G RN, XRUIHY
GRS, w5 BN R R TR, BB IR TR SRR . B KA
MHLHE TR 29280.48 km?, SPEHRECH 865 />, A HEMSS Y BES IR 70 AT A . B A B & Fi
filh s RBEMAE R A BESIARIIAS AR o AR R A 2 MR AR 8 D (54N S (B AT & 2 5%, R Tl
fills OKEEAR PR TR

4.2. g

iR AR A AR AE 2R A0 98 B2 AN AR 23507 3 B FE 7 TR R B B KT, XA EAIESE 4 AN AR SIS
JSE 75 T A SR B RE 0, JCHAE BHEERIUT t e B B 2 AR S, R IRAMIE Z IR A (HARALIF
AR EAZLH), — YA RERUVIAE AL . N SEEBII T S B S G R, TR KRR
PRSI 22 6] A7 J53 AAR 7 B X 2B A5 Th RE S (i By SEEE52 0 . SRR A] A& T VXS TP Rh E A2 Mg A1)
JRTEEA HELN, X TS ESRAM IR REE. Wik, EFHEMRI T KA,
A B JRIX L BERASAE, T DR FLAE SRV R N 3 e, DS SR A R R T BEAE ST A A -3t R
ARAC IS, KA AR DORFAE 7T RE 32 BI0E— 0 Bl o X SR IATAE CR3PAE BORREAR I, 75 ZEoRHREH
XML TE T, 1A ST A AE R, (AN RBE AR, DAAERFESTIREM e B [21]. BHRE. KA
M BERFFIEA DO I B 5 A SRR, B AR SRGH ZHE AR E MR HEAEH . 50
MBI AR 2 IR A 25 RSB GERE, PR S T2 2k . WRRBRES . AR AS RS TR 1 32 18 55 ) 47
WRESBAES RGN E E R AT VYRS RERREEMIIRE, & Z R SR
RS, BRI IE e, > SO M, DRI AR S R G e B

SEFATIR T R RE AR R RO 7C £ B PRS0 B ZREE . Bk e SEE R, £S
e DR sE g SARIENALEISETT M. XS FEIR7R RS . ORBEMAE AR AL S R G () LA,
CH AR SR EE . (R ZFEPE RIS (2 R A R GRS T T R . SUEAR, A
X R AR A AR ) B BERFAE BEAT AR M, R T BRI I A o AR TRARSERAE XS A2 25 TR
(RISZME , RN BRI SE AR 3 (R R SRR PSR O 1 53 AL A o AT 22 AT A SR 3 28 rh - RERFAE
Yo 22 REAE ST T IOE 7T, ASORHT AreGIS B, FESIRS R gt 12 M BEB ¥ 7 75 i« A8 50
WHRAZ RGP WA, (HEIFATERE R TS, BRI ) o 14 iR E An sk
JRAE R R AE SO T B A . GE B TR AR IR TE AR SROW h P R A O, I, OB
R T2 MR R S B DR AEAAAE SR B, JE ik i S 50 ) B2 A M A A 3 R ) sh AR A
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ARV FCULR BENS S35 5 REAE B« T SE R K BRI, AT RE 2 3RS T AR 45

FEESRGRY TAET, IR TSR T P R S A RGERIREM, UL IR AR 308 e,
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