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, ramosissinay, ( Poentilla fruticosay,
( ) B (Caragana spp ), ( Sophora David i,
( Sabina procum pens), (Rosa spp ), ( Loni
3 cera spp )y, ( HiProbhae spp ), (Myricar
B s ), ( Bemberis sbp ), ( Spiraea
sPP ), ( Cotoneaster spp N ( lePodem
370 sPP ), ( Ceratostigna w j|inattjanum )
46 14 (Buddlep sPp ) .
V22, (Rosaceae , ¢ )
4 8 ( Papiliona ceae) ( Sale s .
caceag 35 34 . ( )
( Ribesiceae) ( Fagaceae), ) ( .
( Lythraceae), ( Caprifoliaceag), (Rubi ) ( . )
acea s 1 1 1-2 . 1 .
( ) 1 ,
( Sobhora veiifolia Hance) ( Salix hangongen . ,
SB), ( Ribes sativun ) ( Rhadodendron ( ) )
PP ), (Quercus sanjcapiplia), (Salix . . . . .
cupularis), ( Salk matudanay, ( Tamarx N . . . . N
1
Table 1 Danjinant species canposjtion and species quantity of shrup canmun jties
(G ) (G
( ) Percentage of domnant species Specijes nunher
Canmun ity type Plotnum pher
min max average min max average
72. 4 100. 0 89. 1 1 3 2.0
50. 0 100. 0 91. 7 1 3 13
2 67. 6 100. 0 83. 8 1 3 2.0
37 46. 4 100. 0 85. 7 1 5 1.8
2 96. 0 100. 0 98 0 1 2 1.5
19 589 100. 0 93. 4 1 3 13
10 66. 7 95.8 87. 0 2 4 2.9
17 76. 3 100. 0 94. 5 1 4 1.7
20 57. 1 100. 0 88 0 1 3 1.6
31 36. 6 100. 0 87. 0 1 6 2.0
30 74. 4 100. 0 97. 8 1 3 1.2
30 37.5 100. 0 85. 2 1 5 2.1
17 421 100. 0 74. 4 1 5 2.6
8 66. 7 100. 0 86. 8 1 4 2.3
30 80. 0 100. 0 97. 4 1 4 1.3
14 78. 9 100. 0 93. 5 1 3 18
35 40. 5 100. 0 82. 7 1 5 23
5 87. 0 100. 0 97. 4 1 2 1.2
30 473 100. 0 88. 0 1 4 1.8
14 57.9 100. 0 89. 5 1 3 1.7
7 65. 4 100. 0 91. 2 1 2 1.4
2 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 1 1 1.0
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Tablep (Coverage of shruh carmunities
(% ) Coverage (v ) Coverage
Canmun ity type min m ax average Commun ity type min max average
0.6 0.8 0.7 03 0.7 0.4
03 0.9 0.7 0.3 0.7 0.4
03 0.8 0.6 03 0.6 0.4
0 4 0.8 05 03 0.8 0.4
03 0.8 05 0 4 0 4 0.4
03 Lo 05 03 0.7 0.4
03 0.8 05 03 0.6 0.4
03 0.8 05 03 0.7 0.4
03 0.7 05 03 0. 4 0.4
0.3 0.9 0 4 03 09 0.4
0 4 0.8 04 03 0. 4 0.4
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3 ( )
Table3 Heghtdistribution of shrup canmunities

(% ) Percentage of different height ntewals

<05 05~1.0L0~L515~2020~2525~3030~3.535~4040~4545~5050~5555~60>60

Canmuny type

m m m m m m m m m m m m m
22.2 52. 8 21.3 3.7
89 285 28.0 19.4 38 1.9 3.8 1.9 1.9 1.9
11. 2 180 180 23. 6 27.0 22
39.2 30.5 17. 1 5. 8 3.4 17 22
6.7 10. 0 16. 7 20.0 67 6.7 20. 0 10. 0 3.3
19. 2 30.5 181 16. 2 7.7 37 1.5 30
78 18 4 26. 3 86 52 16 4.7 8 6 10. 0 .
24 2.6 14. 0 16. 4 9.1 13.3 6.7 7.4 3.7 7.4 33 2.3 11. 4
0. 8 26. 6 36
40. 4 281 129 9.7 5.7 16 1.6
5.6 280 17. 3 2.1
56. 7 22.0 6 2 8 0 4.5 2.7
87 14. 4 189 20. 6 9. 4 80 8 0 6.0 3.0 3.0
12. 4 217 9.9 21. 2 7.0 12. 4 7.7 7.7
35.0 6.7 7.6 6 8 4.4 52 25 4.5 2.6 3.4 2.6 1.8 16. 8
58 18 6 16. 5 131 6.9 93 3.7 50 4.3 3.9 4.3 22 6.5
322 21. 0 23.3 12.9 6 4 26 1.7
18. 3 30. 4 44. 3 5.2 1.7
328 13. 6 11. 3 131 9.1 11. 7 3.8 4.6
511 22.0 13.7 11. 7 L5
9.7 4.3
24 14. 6 9.8 24. 4 24. 4 4. 4
4 (
Tableg4 Gmound dianeter distribution of shruh canmunities
%) Percentage of different ground diameter ntervals
Canmunity type <10 10~20 20~30 30~40 40~50 50~60 60~70 7.0~80 80~90 9.0~10.0>100
an am m m an am m m m am a
5.6 38.0 3.7 3.7
312 59. 4 9.4
2. 4 511 22.5
5.6 181 6.9 5.6 9.0 22 4.5 1.1
40. 0 17. 8 15. 6 18.3 50 3.3
8.5 30. 8 13.2 6.0 1.5
4.5 42. 3 111 8 6 3. 5.7 4.3
16. 6 21.5 20. 4 12. 4 4.5 4.6 75 6.0 1.6 4.9
100. 0
6l. 8 27.9 86 1.6
.7 20. 3
14. 4 25.0 26. 3 8 1 10.9 85 4.0 2.7
15. 7 40. 2 17.1 9.0 15.0 3.0
x5 32.9 6.7 7.0 5.6 6.2 31 3.1
18. 0 8 7 17. 3 26. 6 15.4 33 2.8 1.6 3.2 0.8 2.4
36. 6 35.3 10. 8 6.2 5.8 3.2 22
5.0 30. 7 5.1 5.1
67. 7 32.3
41. 1 27. 0 14. 0 6.7 6.9 26 1.7
&5 15. 5
%. 0 4.0
18. 3 36. 6 427 2.4
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StudyY on Structura](C haracterstics of Shrup Commun ties n T pet
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Abstraczt Based on the nmven o1y of370 smpP e Ppts covering3z counties which belong 07 district,S( cities) i
cludingNgari Shigatse [hasa [hoka NYingtri Chando andNakchyt e structura] charcteristies of shrup for
ests m Thet fram aspects of spec jes canpositiop vegetation coverage he 8ht stuc ure diameter structure and Pe
cies richness were analyzed The results show (1) The dam jnate genera or species of majn shmup canmunities are
Sobhora viciifolia Hancg  Salix bangongensis R ibes sativuny Rhodadendron spp,  Quercus san jcaPifolig  Salx
Cupulari,s Salix ma@udan,a Tamarix Iamosissirn,a Potenti]la fmtioosg (Caragana spp, Sophora Davidii Sap na
procunben,s Rosa spp, [ onjcera spp, H Ppobhae spp’ MpVYricarja bpp, Betheris spp, Spiraca spp’ Cotone
aster spp, leptodem is sbp, (CerostBna willnattianum and Buddle p sPP . (2) SPecges campositpn n shrub
canmunities is sinpPle and is often daminated by single species (3 ) The coverage of the shub canmunities is [ar
ger hangy 4 (4) The tree heightof the shub cammunites distributes beween | m andg o m  and the ground
diameter distriputes hewveen| an ands5 an

Key words Tibet shruh conmunjty structurg characteristics



