WP E B2 1996,20(4) 348~354

Acta Phytoecologica Sinica

FANKE SRR AR U EEE AT
woA b

GUERLA K FHRFR L 271018)

™

OE R A B R AR AR KSR SE AR BLHE AT T M B4 o I 4 L 3 T
BT 1 SHLAT D I B § 1 SA50 BT FRITE 42 51 45 e AT BRSSO B 40 a5 B X oY
P S B A R R W e R, 2L TR O A T, RS M AP I A PR AR i Y
KT B R A PEIE AR R 138 ST, b o 8 0B 401 8 (v 0 R 1Y 3 0 /1N 1 A P 52
Vo b L 1S RS FE K T 00T D A D R A AR K SR T o A B
b O E S A0 B R DR RN DT R A UK A AR R SR G TR/ o S B bR L - - RROC R
S BCBUEGRLIT T 1140 ot R R0 B B T A (3 L5 4500 BT R % 6 10 A e 4
WAL XA WETRZ0 Mg /A e Z Tl X 4R

XWiT  RMNCENR KRUR AMROE dEfeabr

S (Pinus densiflora) K KR 3 A TP AR B LA LR 2 Gl R H A,
SR T o I T B0 K 5 7R MR D RE AR . 194948 DATHT » 111 A3 F: 8 i A AR BY 76 0% 2 WK 802 L
W, S0FE AL X 2 1 WY T My (Matsucoccus matsumurae) f1 ¥ & #t (Dendrolimus
spectabilis )TG3 B 7 RRW AR GL B ZRR LS VL2, 1986) . X 1RV Ik AR
MO BRAL S A4 27 D RTATT IR N BIAR A AS ] 9 28 WA 30 IR % i BLK,
MU H B 7 BT TE K SR 50307 IR B 4K 1 0F 56 B0 A 5 2% e 75k o o A T 40 B i
AN AT B AR RS AR ITETE O LD | fre 2000 s B MO e A & R Bl A

G TR, 1080 AR I 19940 RF 111 431 i AR U A bR JC AR T80 3 1 IR L
FASTA A PRI I B2 58 AR LRI TR AR AR X SR T 37 1530 2 TR R 1Y — M G BRMEAT TR JE A
A AR (R E Y EFRUV R TR VLTI 57 IR BN ' s TR NS B o X TR B
WA BRSO BT HETE IR |, CAT AN R T CRT % BR A, 1981 471 1, 1984 X1
gk V519865 A K| 1 E 1985 5 BEEBEAE, 1990 o 117 A5 44 U MRUG IR 1| v AL WL SCHR 8
WA SR I 2 0K Y4243 BT (Path Analysis) , 4 K v HE bR S SR B 37 40 W 60 it
L EALRAEILED S IS TR Nt/ I " .

AT 1994-10-06CF) ,1995-03-31 ¢ K . ‘
w RATRAE TS DU B o JEB B0 T O B A B L i S B RE LS AR T 2 I Y S
LI BRSO



4 W SRR /NN W SIS REIE S il K ki 349

1 X EY B R8N

F 78 A T A O ST LI RS I RIS ﬂﬁﬂM\f VAL £ 36°097, 4325120025 Hu
T D o0y b B o 15005 TOTAE B4 11 30m o IR AR I TS R A A A P 1) /T L1 9°C Wi S
7 36, 9°C, B e IR T — 200 5 C L A1 A AL RUIEB800 ~ 4100 C o A= - By [ /K Bt 800~
1000mm , 412 P~ A XL 76 2. JLRT 200 K A . 1 HE R (e BT 8 PR LR T i (e gk
M FpH{H6.0~7.0,

SRS UK A AR A2 AN AT A IEIR800m DL [ ARAAR IR 30~ 50411 A FAS 9. R
J“‘.J"”‘25~80cm, JE40~50cm . /M\/\ VR B 30 0~6. 3m, Y I R4, 9~ 10. Sem, f B R
MR 1. 77~ 4. 35m, BRAT R o (BT -ME0. 2~ 0. 5, BRAX i A K 20, BRPrs i 2k
NEEA [ 1[] W] &% F (Lespedeza spp. ). Jfl & (Vitex negundo var. heterophylla) ., i A
(Ziziphus jujuba) ., {1 Kl (Svmplocos paniculata) VLEARY FEA T FE (Carex
spp- ). [ T-E (Bothriochloa ischamemun) | W} B ( Arundinell hirta) . ML Ki (Sanquisorba

=

officinalis) N1 (Selaginell tamariscina) | 2178 (Themeda triandra var. japonica)'% .,
2 WRFZE

2.1 A EA RN A 5L

(11990~ 19944, (BTN TTSGHY 1L TR X AR B AR MOEEA T4 1818 44, JF 15 3
RPN IE [0 B ORI TE R L LA SV B L MR MBS T RSN AR I B 7
FRMELHEH 00 BUY 20m > 30m, 13 JEUu LA AL AR I B AR R
ARAREL R ) B B T AR R (B B S M IS L A B bR R
?&‘X»HfJf’iL’ih'ulf”}Jﬂtm 4m |'I<JH’-H’E4N5/I‘,; AN AT AR AR 1R, B Y
Y5 s 180 AR B R TR N LA G SE AL O BE 4 X Am P FE RN BT 1 0 Tm A FE
Jra~5A B EEAKIY A LA PRI (0 RE - ZRARER LN BE 0 B4 X 4m®
Fida~ 54 H L~ 544 (5~ 1041 10~ 154 A IS4 AE DA L DU BR 4 B AR 4 A1 o ke
RN YN TR TS RUR YR LA R AR VS 1 8
2.2 ZOLHBIET LI

WD BT Al AL {25 i) - ok 2 A IJ\! ARG LB Sk R
{8, 19905 5K 58 KE V. 1983) . EINIr A AL ZINFALG h D BULA 2R G r‘Hkl?ﬂﬂﬁLi
NLIDIRIN A L AR 5 € %n%/‘ A IS AN S A T B A TN R (A &J&
REIE B A N T 0GB P 19905 9K S8 KE, 1983) L 3 AR 40 BT it 6 M {47 4
(Sewull Wright,1934) J719214}* fi{jﬁij RUEIR LTI AL | N RN B S (5 “NfﬁL»ZO
BE2e 508 AR W 1 4R 237 R 28057 B0, JIE 41 R A A7 R B 1 F i )9 (Wrighe
1934; Wright, 1968; Li,1975; Duncan,1975; Simon, 1954; Asher, 1976) . [&] P 3 JH %%
A BRI UL L1995 4 AR A BT 19 MEAS ISR R 5E 15 1 (Digitaria adscen-
dens) I B (Eleusine indica) Ml t‘/;—;ﬁ)(‘f/{?:f‘(Sﬁarza italica) y e (W SE FEIE 4%



350 ‘ LA/ B SO R 20 4%

SRR EEAIC AP T B R 1 HAt 25 TS T AR ks AR W AR R A
A TR S 28 8 111 A8 Fokd PR A B 445 T 700 20 0 e 0 W R ) e 40 Y T A AR 0000 T
A FHR TR A5 AR T Q1] 2, 1990) o P8 LLUEA T 1 R AR MROR SR WE B 2l
WERCEE 2 OG0T R 5 W AR BT« TR 00T 15 DL 20 BT BE 7« (5 G Rk b, A R
Wi B R AR TR A PR R BRI 1 i 2 BT G AR DAR S IR R RIS AT JEE L R L R GEEA
‘jﬁdx"“’- HE 2 A1 B I BT A LG L RS IR AA MR RR B B L L2 B 6 A TN 78 1] 2%

DL AEA AR RSB S KRBON D9 bk AT ST ML s 7AW RO A 7 T AR AT ) Faa
ﬁio

3 HEREH]

3.1 AR O AR
S LI LR 7 R b e 1 SR ¥ A Y ORI R DG R RG TEWL & 1.
*1 TEEEXEH

Table 1 Coefficients of Correlation among variables

BoOH L MDY BB EIE MR NTRLT RAEREUmt R LLESE A B
X A% Variable Crown Percent of /¥ Percent Trees/hm? *Slope Soil /hm?
Correlation S density vegetation of bare rock thickness Saplings
™ coefficient . ’
,,)L\ cover (em) /hm?
Variab{]i:‘ T~ Xi X2 Xs X Xs X Y
X 1. 0000
Xy 0. 4447 1. 0000
X —0. 3285 —0. 3918 ~ 1. 0000
X 0. 3677 - 0. 0496 —0. 2565 1. 0000
Xs 0. 1892 0. 0846 0. 1409 - 0. 0469 1. 6000
5 0. 0893 --0.2852 —0. 1107 (1. 0063 0.1910 1. 0000
Y —0. 4509 —0.6191 —0. 0289 0.1407 —0.2098 0.2372 1.0000

Fe 1 AR IS PA i G R R P O LA B L R B NGOG
Z, VR R4 LE 1 T A A 0 B OTR OG AR A R VT P ARSI
SR A A B RN s TURTG R, = — 0. 4509, A1 G 50 4 R EAE 64 P12 B HF
CEAS o BAMAL AR B T A PR G 8RO 7 1 TR AT AP LS R/ PR DR 1ML e
P T SR T 335 /N DR T BRI R BT EAC RIS A L I A 1 R R B T
e AR I A P R B S R L A8 DT PR S e B s L AR A B A I
gt KT AR R D A KOE IR A R

K 0 26 5 R DM BREE L L B R T A 1 T LA L B 2 WA L A
RO ORI E L 1 R TR WA I R G R b TR DG R 7oy = — 0. 6191 A
ﬁ%ﬁ%xﬂﬁﬁv‘r B PR - J*ﬂiﬁ}ﬁlil‘/iﬂ;‘{\ G AR UG R YL Y

T34 11748 REHI G RR I AL AN RO 06 RES BT AN By 15 1 A Ml BILAE B
Ebﬁ’!\a{%/f\ﬁlﬁfiﬂfﬂ.%ﬂéé SR A UL IR R T I S N o117 e G L RO N U L



4 M PR Al < ol BN R A MR T 4 A RO i 0 i 351

LA G EARRIBEA K 0 i FRRE 1Ok 3% FLA SRR R L S TN IR RS TR A
FilfiE) H)\] A7 R T S B2 R, MRl B4R b, AR R
RS MR R L b TR R b FI‘EI)'\VH%UJ\’,JFH)'\?ﬁﬁﬁ‘UJO 0063
—0. 0469, 5 BRAT AP HE A EHE K, MG RENO0. 3677, HLIE ARG R R FA Al b 8
BEOUVE LB /IN LM X 2230 70, = 0. 1407, £E6 [ A% RV HERL S T 1 2% L IXORFA AR K IE
1B 25 920 L BF 58 46 B, BF 23 UM £ 130K LA b, FE 1 i b BT wof 36 AL o 37 225K bk 4nlles
1994 , &)y bef 585 35 Bt MK A 586 T3 A 350 I IR A /0 o DAy AR WA MR A8 J8E K, A AR L7 i UMK 7
*14}\ AHLF T AR A1 TAT 28 1% o G B5O0E BRI T A0 ) 4 T A B A 0 S A I
I 15 AR U A O TR R OGO R bRHb DAlED ESE R AR G, HERH DG AR B
Foo==—0. 2098 JEJE30°LL I o BUEE L C S 3l B0, L) il AJ AT BL A o BT CRR A2l , 1994) (AR
SRR 1R 1RO R Bl DRI A L P X AR R A R R S e AN R, TR OE R B g, =
0. 2372, )2 )2 FHHZ EARE L E L AR /D, TR X AR A B RO, R R
B, A A 1 e CLEA 025, 19895 1 A FR AR A5 01 23, 19865 MR 420k, 1994)
3.2 FRES KRBT W R E AR 2 BT
AT FIDC A B8 T H AR B S DR R B A B 2 TR MGG R R HL
(9 R ANFIAE v ] RA A W/ R ) R G RRTEE A b g 4% A of 50 P A e ) B B0 (HLR SR R A
AREF TR R E R NEE BB 64 18 1 5 R AR RO R IR SC &K,
MHEAT T AR
3.2, 1 6 178 R AR A ) B B (1 e SN I TR
FE A2 BT |1, 5 4 28K (Path coefficient VB 738 BEAF (K A8 BAG1E B 20 h B4, —
AR AR TS R S BEAY PR AR Y TR R I A R AR DG OG R B R Bl %
Fy AR b (A8 b P T S O TR D B e % 1 AR RERE ERI B T (1 S0, Py R 78
BN TE A e TR T N B R A AR TR T RO S B e R 1R REAS
R e HIT R IR 3T R % €3 Ik 2 N IR RN -6 S dR=k: 2 ( ERE LIk 3 (B
W 2 FIHD N B0 Py e =r, 840 AR R A AR BE G I R IR R OC R A/, A
JPTOTRY s Fo AT T R XY W1 AR A ISEINT L DR e SR s e 0 T i iy 1] A% e R 1A
6N AR R AR IK A KR BRI 4l BRSO 0 LR 1 M S TR TR A2,
3.2.2 iR
B2 KW TR o BIARAT B PAE XU PG B BORE () S0 7, = —0. 4509, /0 N A
250 N T ) 32 0N N TS 4 o TR RSN I S DT B AN K E AR P A B R B sE i, B P =
—0. 3741, (5 S0 1982, 97 Y% . a1 0% L TR ¢ 54 F 7% BE i 1 A1 P BE X 2R FA 41 R 1Y
ﬂlul Hil e, = —0. 0768 i SALW FI17. 03 % , £ FL I3 OV v, A Bl L 5 T8 R 3¢ 38 5l 1 S
8RR A A1 RO T 1 R T 2 BSOS BRI b 23 D58 R S 118 14T JBE X 49 T R
QJJWﬁ(mEﬁE HEAE B DK S 35 13 0 ol b 0 7 A B 0 442 D o B X R T, 4 AR
P it wﬁm‘m R T L RE S 180 oI b Ay 45 30 R I BE AR A K AR AR R SR BT
R S 08 15 6 FR P W1 BB BE BA0N 7= —0. 6191, ITIBERUY. P,=—0.5251, /5
RV 82. SM,IHJ?%AU\\/ &= —0. 0940, /] SAOV 15, 18% A3 N, R ERH Y
8 PAT A 300 sk B2 T KT o7 038 10 LA A s A M T B I T A ] e A0

IS



352 B o o & % W 20 4

(F2 N EERMFRGBIMREIB L

Table 2 Effect of six independent variables on sapling quantities of secondary forest of Pinus densiflora

,1 " 3 0% Indirect effect PR SR
o B Direct effect [Total effect
Variabld X, X, Xs X4 X; X5 N .
) , Total ¢ Py, ryi
X . —0. 2335 0. 0962 0.0638 —0. ()121l 0.0089 - —0.0768 | —0.3741 —0. 4509
X, —0. 1'664 0.1148 —0.0086 :—0.0054 —0.0284 —0.0940 | -—0.5251 —0.6191
X3 0.1229 0. 2057 . 0. 0455 —0.0090 ~0.0110 0. 2640 -0. 2929 — 0. 028y
X, —0. 1375 0. 0260 0.0751 : 0. 0030 0. 0006 —0.0328 0.1735 0. 1407
X5 —0.0708 -—0.0444 —0.0413 —0*008] - 0.06J90  —0.1456 —0. 0642 —0. 2098
Xs —0.0034 0. 1498 0. 0324 0.0011 —0.0123 0. 1A376 - 0. 0996\ 042372 L

L BLUET O LT A3 1 B B0 BOY AR /DN BV, 7= — 040289, (A i FA A

M- SBEGERE AN OV AR BOY. K 3 9 R Pys=—0. 29291 £,=0. 2640, _FH X 4}
B2 00 1 DU P AT 2 o 1 P3RS0 S R i R W 0 00 B 0 LR W 3 i 4 if

PEAIE T A LR T 3 R SR R A R - S TR O I /A LA e R VR R P
M

3 MR B BT R B I BRI 1 R 7y = 0. 1407, ILEERUN EMAR Y N R
HEs KRB o Py = 0. 1735, K17 RN, ] 422 5808k T80, 6= — 0. 0328, LR 1§
[v1l 82 8O A W AT o A6 Dl 3 AR b 0 AC A0 DS AR AT I 5 1 1 2 TR AR P B M
1A L B N TR PR K5 22 WIAK A BT JSE K5 DA 1 %ok AR W 0 b BBt s KL 42

g J)'J\WJJM%SW () REY. 75= —0. 2098, HIERNL Pys=—0. 0642, 5§ LBV ) |
31. 94 %, MBIV €= — 0. 1456, /1 LBV 1168, 06 %6, =3 F % A4 U o ded BN a4 1 . 3ok
JE K UK A7 f[’l’l Pl Bt g HLBEEE R0 L )3, R lfll?FillI)fLLiT‘—?jky.qullfmrb'J
ARV W BT,

P AT 8E XF o A ) B B0 L () S 706 == 0. 2372, FLHR UM Pys=0. 0996,. 4 41. 999G,
[ 440% €= 0. 1376, 117 58. 01 %, WIBERCVAN A 1 1T HE ROV . T B 130 (14K
ITAREY: N ARSI SN N -89 O S /LA T NE (S 1B N g L S 26 8 IR P SR (O NI 223
HEDEY : :
I1&6/\H"‘ e, RS L BN H\““ MiRLyTar L, ué:lﬂM\/MMi&M [
Fk SRS R TR L O N R I FAPESEW AR 2 800 A A2

W A2 53 Br ARE & W 11 A8 0t L5 DR a2 T DA ML OG5 o HLRE B8 % 118 W 1 T %
e I IS A G AR AT ) A D] s A2 S0 AN B ATl 5 QIS EAT ) s g L RE) 4
5 DS T AR A 40 BB R A R BN — 0. 2335, It A, 7B L B S 3 1S ek 5 i ilS
JSE 1T 0t 2B 400 60 B (1 0 £ R KR — 0. 1664, JLE A1+ PRSI iIS PH I 50 3ok 52 Wi 23 L KA bk B
10 %k AR A 401 B BB A AR R B M 0. 0638 5 Sk ke, 1o 24 LUK A AR 0L 18 54 el 113 PAT SS90 ot A%
PR AR i A8 RO — 0. 1375,



4 1y ARGl s ARHR U A AR ST B R AR 5 353

4 g

S AR R AR RO (9 T R AR 2, AN IH R 1 R BRI R AN L TR /A
A G A ] o AR AR DA S AR S JEE L BB TR P 20 LG B A I 2 g R A W B B
BN MG A2 BB BRER b2 PR 24 A 4 ol 400 A B S IE DG . 64 R 70 AR
FS AR B B 1 R LI D VB B S > S A > b R R > R > e 2 WU ARON PR B
> B T BUTT 40 b AR R DA T B R B T AR A AR R R S B YT, R
ARESHIREEL R B TR R

B AN IR T kE 2R B AR B 4 T 23 D T A TR R 0 AS T [ T R PR A
I B R AR T] o AR IS PR I3 L B B 8 L VR AR 1 0 L L B AR KR B4 AN [N
PAALIEVE TR N B L DR T DA e T S IS PAD E BB L BE N D BB X AR R A
B8 O 0 A TE R Tl 0 T3 O T8O e R PR B X R 4 e 5 (1 e A D A ]
P2 R 80, o e 2 SR A R BON SR K A0 088 HCRE Y B4R 4 A0 T 1 1~ B PR BT AR

ARG BT A RE R W 1L A8 Ft 1y IR B IR R, i HLIE AE R WA F 28 2 Tl
SR 36 Z , AT 48 220 1 8 03 78 B TR EL 4 T e LA

2 £ X ®

114 FRARE A 2 0123, 1986 1T A FRAR, R AR Bl

EAZIJE G - 1989 1 AF 8y ARAR AR R AR T 77 B H R R Hi R B9, R B e A5, 8(2)18~22,
FaE L EME 1990 I AR, LR AR MR,

P& R, PR, 1981 MM A B M BCR Ar 25070, B IR

A48, 1984 31 T AR BB AL X B8 5% W 0 0 o s A L 0 SR B 0 A R AE AR FBE 2R il 12(3)53~58,
XN4k-T- 1986 - 7 25 I {43 B —— Bayes #ERDFUA M, g iRl Ko7 2 4%, (3)89~98.

B 1995 T T B FEE A 25 B L T IV 9 DR A BR O 5T A R A FE IR 19(1) 55~ 63,
ALY K. ERKE, 1985, 1 PEI G AR R BT Y A S St E A F]L 9D 1~20.
SRk T4 1983 ZOCSEAMNTSIE B dRRE.

R, 1994 « A FA 1K A2 MR SR IR BI 78 5 L AR K22 %2, 25 (3)348~352,

X EME AR A 1990 R AR AP U 55 1k B R O B R AL

Li,C.C. ,1975:Path Analysis,Pacific Grove, Calif. Boxwood Press. Duncan, D.D., 1975: Introduction to Stuctual

Equation Models, New York, Academic Press.

Simon, H. A., 1954:Spurious Correlations: A Causal Interpretation. Journal of the American Statistical Association,
49(4>467~-479.

Asher,H. E. ,1976:Causal Modelling, Sage University Paper Series on Quantitative Application in tfne Social Science .,
07~003,Beverly Hills and London:Sage Publication.

Wright,S. , 1934: The Method of th.Coefficiems, Annals of Mathematical Statistics, 5,161~215.

Wright,S. , 1968:Evolution and the Genetics of Populations 1(1)111~-114,Chicago, University of Chicago Press.



354 B % &£ & v 20 1%

PATH ANALYSIS OF SAPLING QUANTITY
NATURALLY REGENERATED FROM SECONDARY FOREST
OF JAPANESE RED PINE
(PINUS DENSIFLORA)

Lin Quan-ye
(College of Forestry. Shandong Agricaltural University. Taian 271018)

Abstract

The natural regeneration of the forest in Shandong peninsula was measured using a
routine method from 1990 to 1994 and the original daia was analyzed with method of
Path Analysis using computer. The results show that the elfects of crown density and
the percentage vegetation cover on the sapling quantity were the largest. Both were the
most important among the six factors affecung the regeneration. The forest regenera-
tion was indirectly affected by slope and soil thickness, which represent topography and
soil fertility of the forest, to a smaller extent as compared to the two factors mentioned
above. The forest tree density was not significantly related to the sapling quantity and
influenced the regeneration to a small extent. Bare rock percentage had little importance
in multiplication of saplings because there were not many bare rocks in the forests. in
general. Path Analysis could uncover the causality in interaction among variables . thus
more could reveal the further relationship among variables.

Key words Secondary forest of Japanese red pine, Natural regeneration.Sapling

quantity, Path Analysis





