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Abstract: Based on the life table of population and the theory of survival analysis, the life table of Schima superba
population was worked out, the curves of mortality density function, hazard rate function and survival were drawn and
the population dynamics were analyzed. The results showed that the population had three peaks of mortality. Individ-
ual average expectation of survival ability reached most heaviest in age class 3. The survival curve of the population
trended to the typical type of Deevey-ll. The population survives suddenly dropped in the earlier stage,only 11%
young could enter the age class 2. And in the later stage, the survivals did not fluctuate largely.
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AW B AFEROETERER. BSETERTH
lesle EMERBRYMHAETUER (ARE S,
2002), B EE B REEMRMEBERREFR
B (42464, 1992; Silvertown, 1982; F {4 7 &,
1995) , R H 80 LT HITE MY M B AT R BV SR 1
EWMRFTEMT KETIEGIRER,1999; RAME,
2000b; 2= B3R 4, 2002; BE4H5 55 ,2004a) , HE KA F
FhREE AT R BT IT R WL ARIE

AT (Schima superba) & H IR WEHFE 6
WERBS = TFRILUE&SEN . SHES K
B A 31° N LAR,105° E URKT KK,
HomMERETTIT A 2 000 m, EF I ZE#HFE
&, —A&ZE 700 m LUF, T 8] T 8RR 6 0 (3 75 B 0
AR K, B TRBEER, 47 1 000~1 500
m, REFARE AR AN H TR G LR
Fh SR BB # SR M i AR AY , /E J SL Y op XE A
KPR - FEIHERILUEE
JEEBZUIH S RERH, KL R EEL 5P
I # v  Jb AW & (5242, 1996 3K SUHR4F , 2006)
HAWATMRESAHHRNBRMKEXART
A INZRAFETE— L0k 3 ARFT R R EFH AL A
W B, ARG ZEAE PR B Bopholh A 7= B R3Bz BA8
MEEE, ZFXUMBETRREFSITEIBNA
R BE T HT L HET, AARGHRENRTF S
FHEEATEAEEEBER.

1 #R AR

FAMERET X F 118°02'22"~118°09' 23"

E,27°02'28"~27°03'32" N, i &b 8 4t 8 KR 17 55 38 L 5
WL E 189 hm? . JTTARME T HRMESE A RRT
K, FERPURAPEREFRA T, RPEE
FRUEHFENRSE. AR TERW, B
B9, 9F 40, LRATR, FRFEEFEHR T
AR OLFR AR ER S AERALFR
HB REBHERT AR HERERY—FER
FM. FFARRB EBMAE FHE (Castanopsis sclero-
phylla) . Kt (Castanopsis carlesii) | Fg 4§ ( Daph-
niphyllum glaucescens) . & FH (Ilex chinesis) . ¥t 3
(Elaeocarpus decipiens) . F R (Cyclobalanopsis glau-
ca)s KA B B & (Liquidambar formosana ) f1 5 & #3
(Pinus massoniana) % A BB HZ LGB EE
& BB (Sarcandra glabra) . 1§ % (Tricaly si-
adubia) | I} B (Symplocos caudata ), # i 11} TR (S.
anomala) 5§ EA R LU ¥ 0 £, R EHEYE BRI
(Stauntonia chinensis) .J§ 55 18 (Dalbergia hancie) .
% B G BE (Millettia reticulata) B8 BE T (Embelia lae-
ta) &4 (Trachelos permunm jasminoides) %,

2 BRI &

2.1 BEFRE
ELEHENERM L, EEBEERBETARKE
RRPEARRARGTARBOARGTRE BFERE
R BAE IR HEM, B 5 B 40 mX40 m
FORE L, R T IR 1 AL IR R AR
HABEERRNSHEF (R D UG —-HBENS
10 mX 10 m BJ#ET7 16 4>, XPHE 7 A BR#EAT B A

R1 XAKRTRBRMBEREHR

Table 1 Environmental survey of community in different site in natural forest

HB iR 40 3

Site Elevation (m) Aspect

i1 9ci): o

Slope ('C) Canopy density

HE

Forest type

Q1 350 REd ES 18 0. 80 A Fi+ KB (Schima superba + Castano psis carlesii)

Q2 380 K E 29 0. 85 A F+ Wi ILH:(S. superba + Cinnamomum chekiangense)

Q3 240 F 4 EN 15 0.75 A fii + B F(S. superba + Liquidambar formosana)

Q4 340 K ES 27 0.80 A1+ B B#(S. superba +Castanopsis fabri)

Q5 330 Kt EN 32 0.7 O B4+ A (Pinus massoniana + S. superba)
BRLIERE- MR R BERERKRL. MEERRE . X FAREGENSMERGE, B TFHAH
2.2 BGUS B, R 5 SRR B TS A 4R i

BT AR K FBR, 7 — A R N BT
ENMEWGERARTRER, Bk, REEETHELAR
[R] 47 i i B A 250 22 S 38 90 o B o 1) b 9 3 285
BERFERE R ERERHEASITFRALE

X, T A AR ARAR Bl AR NI tEB K
BT, X BERAZEER AN E. S TRHEX
INGEHISL AR B AR, F B FERE T AR
FRAE AR IE T ARPRAST A 38 245 5 R IEH KSR
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I8 (P25, 20042, 2004b ;s § B 4, 2004) , ¥ K 7
MRS RO MRBER S, BEREENNBI KA
V7B 1E R B (] AP 5% 3R, D<C 2. Scm B AH #k X BL
FH 1K, 2. 5<D<<12. Scm BIHEBRXT R T4 2
R, LU MR 10em JIFE— MR, ST &£ R
R BRE » G ) A 1o T B A E B B) AR AR, BE T AR
2.3 EBHRERH
AREGFHEEHEEGRERMAEFERRE S
O FHERT-XEH FO R EFRER (O
BERPFAOF 4 NMBRERALKXERRANE
(2000b) B LB % (2002) , 3 & % (2003) . L BR TR
£ (2001) FNEEBR TR & (2002) . By F ORI B AT R BE

HRRA LT AR T “a A HERT A, B 4 Y
T, BOR 2 BT 19 89 30 I R 58 2 W B 4 R 4 e
FAEFRTBHEH 3 MRB(REYIF,20000): O
MERBEBESN, WEERTOFRAGREE
B, DRI S SRR R QMR EB RV
MLBIREBAMBHMZR. EHTIIBPTE
HIRRT R I AENEL,S. D. Wreten A R X
MERSHFRBEREARRR, BB EEEANAE
ARFICR, RN IEAF, TRERER RL
BHEZP. LBEAQODEREMHBEMRN SN T
BHRRATIBEAR, X B4R HAMEMUB T EET
EHE LN @, HITEIWRBIE, B a., U5 15 AT Fh
HoSEaR.

2 KAEHUEBTEGR
Table 2 Life table of Schima superba population

e

Age class Diamﬁﬁi class as = L Ins d: 9= L. T K. bz

1 0~2.5 800 800 1000 6.908 890 0. 890 555 780 2.207 0.780

2 2.5~12.5 88 88 110 4,700 55 0.500 83 225 0.693 2.045

3 12,5~22.5 56 44 55 4,007 11 0. 200 50 142 0.223 2.582

4 22.5~32.5 21 35 44 3.784 14 0. 318 37 92 0. 383 2.091

5 32.5~42.5 24 24 30 3.401 12 0. 400 24 55 0.511 1. 833

6 42,5~52.5 15 14 18 2. 890 9 0.500 14 31 0.693 1.722

7 52.5~62,5 7 7 9 2.197 1 0.111 9 17 0.118 1. 889

8 62.5~72.5 6 6 8 2.079 5 0.625 6 8 0.981 1. 000

9 72.5~82.5 2 2 3 1.099 3 1,000 2 2 — 0. 667

x3 EGOHVEYHEE
Table 3 Estimated values of survival analysis function
4 N
Agﬁf?liss Diamﬁf class 9= p= Sz F. e As

1 0~2.5 0. 890 0.110 0.110 0. 890 0. 356 0. 641
2 2.5~12.5 0. 500 0. 500 0.055 0. 945 0. 006 0.067
3 12,5~22.5 0. 200 0. 800 0.044 0.956 0. 001 0.022
4 22,5~32.5 0.318 0. 682 0.030 0.970 0. 001 0.038
5 32,5~42.5 0, 400 0. 600 0.018 0.982 0.001 0. 050
6 42,5~52.5 0. 500 0. 500 0. 009 0.991 0.001 0.067
7 52,5~62.5 0.111 0. 889 0. 008 0.992 0. 000 0,012
8 62,5~72.5 0.625 0. 375 0.003 0.997 0.001 0.091
9 72,5~82.5 1. 000 0. 000 0. 000 1. 000 0. 000 0. 200

3 BREAA

3.1 RETMBEGRSH

RIETR A4 Ay R B0 W07 B A R BB 4R i K
HHSEWRNEFSTRBEEREK 2.DREE
RARTR BIE ML E 1D, KEMFFEHES
RERRBA MR AETRERFE M AT
REEREMANEERMPR TEHCEI.E DB

YRMHNILTRERT. £ 1 BRLUGE, EFERE
TESUUT.HRTH BB, RRRHBET &
FR,XURBREMBENE UG ANERBRNE
R HRERAT ARG RAG I, X 5EGRST
P MG WAARY & . FRESE & B R B IR
THEHFRBENRA. MERERRMARS
RERMAPR—BLHERT 3 MshdE, B
$1RFRAFRAGHE, AEETRHYER R AE
KEBFOREE.E. KRG EWFERSE,
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YEB B REER, REHBRE, RASHE K
MRFEHBEHEEREAEEN R 2. HEEEY
—~ PRI 0% 5 B A IR AN O L, ARG SRR AR
RALENNMETBARTRET ANW, HBRLH
ABFRERMABEER, EREWEEE.

1r

ft) y(t)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
FWER Age class

B1 ASHEECEEERL(D]
SRRy IJRBE
Fig.1 Cruve of death density function[ f(2)]
and danger scale[ y(2) Jfunction of
Schima superba population

tx, gx, Kx

5 6 7 8 9

1 2 3 4
FUWER Age class

B2 AEFMBFEMRU) JEER
B4R (g FEFE ST 4% (ko)
Fig. 2 Survival curve(l,) ,mortality(g-)and killing
power(k.)curve of Schima superba population

B R MR I TR EE N IR (e D FESE 3
WREBRK.RALIFHTERG, £FENEDH
RFBEN B ERTE S, X UH S — B RN
B WARRMEGPRER. HE HEREFNE
BOAEFRERET Mee, WEHMRMKT. BRI
FEROR/NMIBIAESE 7TRE, SETPRENRKE
AR X EEHTLTE 7T RENAFHERERELE
KERBEXDNBHER, ZREARGLETHELE,
& E—E 25 8], 4bF R H AL, BT ASE T B
3.2 HFEHMBRON

FEMER—ARBHB N EERFRRFRE

RELH B 2%, B R BY A Ay 3R » o 77 05 AN RO e 6
REEFRATR, B IEFEFRANMEHE
X /E B TR B (R &P, 2000b). Deevey
QUDBEEME T A =R IMEKE, 199D, T B
EMME,BTRHEMNMBELRKREZEBEEE X
VFER, PR T EER ELEI—EEBFER
MYEHNILFERAT; I REEL, WAL
B,BTRENMEEFERMETREAMRA, TR
RMfhs, R TRE, - AEAE—F5, 58T
REE. ATRUERIELR, UFERINL
ERE ), RPARFHBEFEHEE TREH
Deevey-M & (& 2) , & M RE K, HBERMBFTE
BEER R BB T M REM S FERER LR
MERBRT, RE LN HREF T HIFEAS
SRR, ERREVER MHAEMLES S KRA
FE O RETER PR RE RO FEET
A BTG ENER AT R SERE FEMEK
BIAR K, MR B4
33MBETSEBES W

MEEER A A RR(E ) R T- R L (E 2)
AUEL, AHHEERIBRPHAT ZRETHE
WA, R B A thk SR TR & (B 2)RAY
H—B AR 4L, BP7E FE T 04 351 4 o BLBLFE 1 B 4
KAE, R KR MFEEREE N S HFE TR .
BE-RATRERHIATE 1 BRI ERE 2 KR
YRREREBD BT RFEX 89N, ERETR
PRAAFHE FEEPENRT THEFHHH
. BRARATRED FHRABEMNLERELGM
AHESHNEYEHFETREN, AGHHBRA
—ERHHEN . BERIWEFERRNBAETEEAE
KRF, MAMATEZRNEBEGEmE T HHH/
AR, EHETEES, AMEB T 4R MR K
BT, BOAAATHARTTRBUESFBATHE
BRTEMNERE. SEeNETREdEN—B
BB E N, ARG FBEAL T SE T2 5, R BEEAE XY
FHBEMRSTER EERTREEHH DIk,

FREHSE 6 MAME TRENERTEPR LA
TRTUREEH., X—8HEAMHEREKEELR
RO, EEHFHNERBELIBP LRAXERT#
WS IR A 7 S, ST K2 58 4 L BR F2s Ja]
MRS, SECRIIM BB, BT R BN
BREF. XI—RPZEMEEFEGRNRE.

BERATHERAETESRRME I BREN
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SEP, TRFERTERATHH LB —-EFER. &
HEHLAEFF 1R 1k, Tt BUESE, WA RE R 1 TR AR F .

4 HZH 5t

AR Fh B B 18] A A R R 40 E A A X
FE.AEEMIMP K UM BREN LR,
FHEMEE THEM Deevey- M B, MR YT
RE,EHFBEHEEIAR K. KEFEMZE S5 KA
(B, 200 2R AEYE T I B
%,20042) R A2 (FE IR, 2002) RIAE L T 5 £
ER(IRE%,2002) 2R AHEY B &k
FE 200D MEKBHKE (RAEME,20000) R,
ENHFEHZR T Deevey-T B, WHRTLIEH
PRVEEHYNFER RN RE /8, A5 EH
ERHRENE 2% LB FLEERT #HFRIR
PR RFRBFERES HEILTRTEBRESE
H¥rawRE., AEMHERSIBFEAT R
T E i, AR R 5T R Z R LA
—BRY A4, BR7E 5L 1= 04 1 4L 1 BUBOSE 1 AR K
H. AR\ Y, 50 WK AE RIE BS54
NEEMEBEEMART R GHEYERFEFX,
=AM EYIERU, A B E— N EROBHEF.E
RTMERGREE AN HYMAERRNZ AR
REYRRER MEEZSBRFELBERARES
M, M KE GEJERBHESERIAL.E
SRBERANIET BRGNS T A FER
RMBEAENELSWRIFREFFHIERNSR
(RAEMIS,2000a), B, 3 F AR5 18 i H 3
MR EEA F#E— L HTIT.

A T o B B0 7 0% it 8 0 = BB 1 o 04 A T LA
FIW7 - B9 F AT S e T A A 7E AR B AR R T o
DLAR, MEKR B ST B HENEMERE,
1989) . WAL # % B9 KW FE -k ElR IR 5 &
BETE B9 )5 B b B OB RR AR B] 25 b B AR BT (3% G %,
1997), — BB BARE , FEMRE ARG EE BT
FUET AHHFRERREHRFRBAHE EXIED
<2.5cm) , X Bf A AR FLHBARB XM
YT KRBT, A 284K B4 W 7248 X 7 16
BENRSHRRE. BHAATSHELIAERYR
B i ig ik, RS R A M UE LB AE
FRIFRMET AOW . L AR, 468
FERE.RAMAMBINZESMR REFFRLH

T E g, R DEAFE TR, LB BURFR X
MBRE. AT —EME, b TN MR 2 #
BEUWEHHEALRZ®  HE5XTEFLEER
SE,2RAARGXE BT —EFMW, TE EHEIE
FiEREHEATHFHORLHABEEN T, F—K
WHET-H g, AFFRWET-SE BMNE, B %
AF—ROERF. ABEMNEBE R, RFHEEL A
TEWIT-HE, T TR F R AR LR
P ERE(EBRES,2002)) REHRT - RIETHIE,
XUBATAHHBEOSEERE. NEENAEXRS
Vo EARMABEARRRBE AR, RE T
RETRF BB, B XRRTFRE UK ER
AR, BARRFE LS I B, BN RS
B ETS5HEEENMER, CEFRKESNE
EREREER(RIE,1989),

FEIA LM RE P LRSI RRER b
A BEMMEIA TN, HPAFRERAERLTR
ERRRTHBENREFRE ENEFRIETR
Bl AN EERERERD, N ERT
RERFEMN ATHRIENINEERENPSTE
B 5 BE T B RR A A 4R VT A 4 b 146 B A A 309 2 R
MER FEEIMER AP EBKNNSEE
50T B M2 69 M S A X R CEF T R %, 19910, 4R
T 4% 3BT B 55 B9 R i R B FE T2 3% A9 B /ME L BLZE
BIRE . SEMPENRRKERRES 3 BER
A XEERATLETFE "TRENAFTEERE
ARERERBYPELE, ZREATLTHE L
B, bGE—EmEE, & FIREMAL, TSt - RE
. KEHBECEERRHRENMH TR B
PP EZRENRA MAEATE 7R BREE
WML SR X — B Hi A LA/
M EREEMN EAHECEH®%,19D), 4 4
ERZEREALREN, AELFE TAPITRE
FBREREEA.
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