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Effects of species abundance and size classes on assessing community
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Abstract: Studying community phylogenetic diversity within forest stands of different diameter classes (i.e.
size classes) is helpful for understanding relationships among species at different ages while at the same time
community phylogenetic structure. However, little research has been focused on the influence of species
abundance on phylogenetic structure of community. This study was conducted in the Jianfengling tropical
montane rainforest on Hainan Island. First, we assessed the impact of species abundance on four widely used
phylogenetic diversity indices at different size classes. Next, two of the indices (i.e. net relatedness index,
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NRI and nearest taxon index, NTI) were standardized and used to quantify phylogenetic relatedness of
woody plants at different size classes across a series of local habitat types. The results showed that: (1) The un-
weighted MPD (mean pairwise distance) index significantly overestimated phylogenetic diversity relative to
MPD weighted according to species abundance. This overestimation when using unweighted MPD was greatest
for small trees and shrubs (1 cm<XDBH<{5 cm). Therefore species abundance information should be taken into
consideration in the study of phylogenetic structure of community when most of the trees and shrubs are young
and small. (2) The community phylogenetic structure was most likely overdispersed among almost all size clas-
ses and habitats of the Jianfengling tropical montane rainforest (NRI<<0). This phylogenetic overdispersion in-
creased as size class increased. (3) The partial community phylogenetic structure tended to be clustered at mid-
dle and small size classes (NTI>0). However, this pattern continued to show overdispersion within communi-
ties made up of large trees (DBH=15 cm) (NTI<<0). In summary, studies assessing the influences of species
abundance and size classes on community phylogenetic structure are required.
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AL IR (Kreft & Jetz, 2007; Magalléon & Castillo,
2009). AV Z R OIEYF ZENE . DhRe 2 AR
RGRE Z M, MIRA BB THE R YA e
B KB~ §BRIBLT: Brik 2 i (Swenson, 2011).
RIS R T Z e, F 2R IR 2
PENTF AT O 5L, IF ISR 2 8 2 1 0 55 e R
(Huston, 1979; Tilman et al, 1997; #{4&4%%, 1998;
FRIEAISE, 2003). Ut L4, DIREZHEIERM R GEK
B2 RAER T IRERE, THEEHARSGK
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WS, R fRRERE VR A b 2E s =y S A AL
PRt 7T B (Webb et al, 2006; Donoghue, 2008;
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RGKE W) AR M 1 AR A A 18
(Webb & Donoghue, 2005; CBOL Plant Working
Group, 2009; Kembel et al, 2010; Letcher et al, 2015),
BER2RR TSR —RERKERELESY
(phylogenetic community ecology) (Webb et al,
2002). FERXANH, ALY SR
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W T R G0K B WK EE B 5 B 1K1 3 O R 4t
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M8 R 4t K B IE 2 (mean nearest taxon distance,
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RE Z RN S TR E AL A B T < 18] 22 57
FE B 10 15 [B) S 2% K 26 £ (net relatedness index,
NRI) A4 5z 10T 8] 5% 25 9< 22 $8 $ (nearest  taxon in-
dex, NTI) (Webb, 2000), Ff H.it— | X L5 %
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al, 2007; Yang et al, 2013),
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T T AR 2 258 B R R A A AR P e R AT
1A 2E 4% (Anderson-Teixeira et al, 2014). K i,
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27.5C. TR SEZAMIER, SRUEIE Hy
ULyt R AR - 98 28 B S BEOA A R 1L B b R T
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APG WK A G A KE RS K B M HELE
(phylomatic tree, version: zanne2014) (Bremer et al,
2009; Zanne et al, 2014), %R 5K B REAKAL I
F Congruification 5 % (Eastman et al, 2013). #|H
Phylocom £f(version 4.2)F [FJ BLADJF LK 1X £ 17
WK INE LR _F(Webb et al, 2008), A4 A
BB B A5 BE 2R 405 B W (ultrametric tree) (Kress
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MPD = 2 an&", WiFhi + Yo (1)
Hrbn NEEE PR, PR R AR B ISR
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RARKEIEE. BEIFE T EEEAAES
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AW-NTI=-1x

2.3 BRSO

AU HHT 1L Y AR3 BT hatf s A e $0 40 >k
PR T ARUEUE KFE S — OB B A . B R
5 S M AR RE R 90 75120 mx20 mfIRE 7 BEVR,
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90.3%(62%1) . 82.6%(155)8)F181.4%(290F ), AfHh
AR AR IR, DLK IS %% (Livistona saribus)~
B (Gironniera subaequalis) &5 (Cryptocarya
chinensis)~ W FF(Alseodaphne hainanensis) PUEE =
1 ¢ 16 (Prismatomeris tetrandra) 1 & 76 T
(Nephelium  topengii) 3 5t F AR 5 B 6 A B (V1180 55
2015).

IR KR B B A H I, KaRuE
U4 AT Ll T PRV R 2 A R R, R AR
RV FER B B RANRE D HIN: ek
(1 cm<DBH<5 cm), fRELEM; FREHS
em<DBH < 15 cm), R % & # #; K& X
(DBH=15 cm), R, BLA A 2 A%
KRS K F(DBH=1 cm). KRG TRAR XFR M
5T+ A(Swenson et al, 2007). HRIFRIEIZ60 ha kK iF
HFTE20 mx20 mAfE PR I BE AT HE
J7, A4 VX5 RN I P (1 v AR KR H 1) ~F- 35
HER(E, 934.01 m)FI3EFE(S, 25.45°), &4
OF LR, FZHYang:013) IR 5T, e KFF
iR, RZAHE<934.01 m. S<<25.45°fkE
T S R AR K FFE<<934.01 m. S=25.45°
W FE J7 4 NG B A 55, % E=934.01 m .
S=25.45°, [AFC>0RIFE 77 Kl 73 s e A B %
E=934.01 m. S=25.45°. C<<OMIFEJT R Nimia
55 BE=934.01 m. $S<<25.45°, C<<OMfI¥ET7 5t
BN AR, BE=934.01 m. S<25.45°, C>0
(IR T e LA 5.
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B R GR B 2 REHEARE s . R 2 B2
W5 BW RS K E 2 FE TR E0br A0 88 AE P
ST ANEAR A I B R GER B S5, TR FH A 3
M I Bt 12 H 75 22 93 BT (ANOVA) /R BiF 7 R Gt K
B G R0t Ry e A 58 o P e e AR 5

ARG K E Z RO EE o A 2 TR
1% 5 picante s, (Kembel et al, 2010), FAth I 2 il &
TRIE S EME(R Core Team, 2015)Fggplot2
(Wickham, 2009).
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habEHb T FREARRL. B FH196.43%. 96.09%F!1
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R R ESE BN B N T /ANMRGN SR, (ER}
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A L2 U 0 R WY AR A 5] 4% 0 R BE TR E AR W) =
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3.2 YIMZEMNI RS A S S MEEE N

T R A ) PR 2 R I B R IR, 2R
WA U A Ly i RS R VR R A R 33 RO R B8 K
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> iR g > /NME R (EI1A-C), /MRS IFIMPD 5
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FEPNFh £ FE A5 2 IIMPD 45 3038 3 vy 1 1 B VR B A
MARZKRE LM, RIENEFMRRL =
0.473)VFIEARFER (FHOR R AL = 0.465)RIMBIN
F(K2). HULREIN, BEEARAEY T BIE RS K
H P B (MNTD)7E A [F) 428 40 R AR A A R B HY
FKUUIMPD IR Fhs i A2, $ADNEHEM
MNTDfH 5 H &5t 2 B IELUs ) AW-MNTD (1) 35 41
2 AR+ 1 B(E1E-H), M55 25 5% K
0.7, Mgl 2 Ui 2 X & MR % MNTD 45
RIS (K 2) -

2 FERE TR (R A AR 22 e v 1 s e EL A R
PRI S5 RBI, A AR ) S 200 R TR AL
(NRDIEARGR L Z R AR, BHS5HEWFZ M
B FJAW-NRLZ [8] 32 BT 1: 128 8.3 (1) 2
(BT =L))o 11 AT REPD A 22 B (1) 45 50 b R) SR 2% 0K
RIBH(NTD L &P 2 FE I AW-NTIE K2R
FE BRI B H S T REZ M, HNTIS
AW-NTIMNAAE 2 35 A G (BT, 3R2). HiAh2
G RE B AR B VR AEH S Fh 2 BE J5 1
AW-NTLSNTU 76 2 3 11 22 51 (] IN-P), AW-NTI
ENTIRR BRI — 2 BIA R, (HAH CFE B
55 T NRUMAW-NRI A S E(£2) .

33 TEEZEFERERGAE LZHMRITEZENN
VA

MBEEH R AR AR RG K E 450
(NRDE, BT /INME AR YITE 0 A 55400 ) T R B0
H R4k B B4 (phylogenetic clustering, NRI>0)
A, FAh R 2GR H RO AAE D TE BT A AR B R
B E¥ER T RN RS K B K El(phylogenetic

R OBRERIERAE L RREERAR R RRETFEREDR B S

Table 1 Distribution of species, genus and families of trees and shrubs in different DBH size classes in Jianfengling tropical mon-

tane rainforest community

122 TR Zuik FE 2 E Jm % JRE L Bk BHE L

Size classes Individuals Species Species percentage  Genus Genus percentage  Families Family pergentage
(o) (o) (%0)

DBH=15 cm 1,689 (7.48%) 146 61.86 82 64.06 42 75.00

5ecm<DBH<15cm 3,302 (14.64%) 191 80.93 109 85.16 54 96.43

1 cm<DBH<S5cm 17,570 (77.88%) 226 95.76 123 96.09 54 96.43

DBH=1 cm 22,561 236 100 128 100 56 100
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Fig. 1 Effects of species weighted abundance on phylogenetic diversity indices. The dash lines are 1:1 lines, and the solid lines are
simulated lines based on simple linear regression. Scatter points distributed on the left side of the dash lines indicate overestimation
of phylogenetic diversity, while those on the right side indicate underestimation of phylogenetic diversity. MPD, Mean pairwise dis-
tance; AW-MPD, Abundance weighted MPD; MNTD, Mean nearest taxon distance; AW-MNTD, Abundance weighted MNTD; NRI,
Net relatedness index; AW-NRI, Abundance weighted NRI; NTI, Nearest taxon index; AW-NTI, Abundance weighted NTI.

R WM EMNEIERELE SRR PearsontE Xt

Table 2 Pearson correlation of phylogenetic diversity indices with and without species weighted abundance

RERE LR 122 Size classes

Phylogenetic diversity indices DBH=15 cm 5cm<DBH<I5cm | cm<DBH<S5cm DBH=1cm
MPD vs. AW-MPD 0.797"" 0.805"" 0.473"™ 0.465™"
MNTD vs. AW-MNTD 0.895™ 0.888"" 0.725"™" 0.828™"
NRI vs. AW-NRI 0.876"™ 0.893"" 0.621"™" 0.597™"
NTI vs. AW-NTI 0.149 0.406™" 0.542™" 0.687""

T

RGKRE ZFEMEFRECE UILE. Implications of the phylogenetic diversity indecies are same with Fig. 1. 7"P<<0.001.
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Fig. 2 The patterns (Mean+SD) of phylogenetic dispersion (NRI and NTI) with and without species weighted abundance for woody
plants at different size classes in six habitat types at the spatial scale of 20 mx20 m. LS, Low slope; HS, High slope. Size classes:
Small, 1 cm<<DBH<5 cm; Middle, 5 cm<DBH<15 cm; Large, DBH=15 cm.
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Table 3 Tukey multi-comparison for NRI and NTI (mean+ SD) with and without species weighted abundance among different
DBH size classes and habitat types.

i) 29 Size classes
Habitat DBH=15 cm Scm<DBH<I5cm | cm<DBH<5cm DBH=Icm

EELIEIES > SEXE %74 Valley -0.81+0.70* —-0.25+1.00% —-0.214£0.738 -0.57+0.82*

Net relatedness index (NRI) ey 10 clope —0.8741.37% ~0.66+0.91% ~0.57+0.69"™ ~1.1640.88
=3 High slope -0.90+0.52* -0.63+0.98" —0.62£0.5248 -0.79+0.48"
=i Gully -1.33+1.03* -0.26+0.76"" —-0.53£0.5948 -1.10£0.76"
#3# Saddle —-0.91+1.10% —0.671+0.91* 0.30+0.42% -0.51+0.69*
& Ridge -1.21£1.05% —0.68+0.76™ —0.8140.83% -1.234+0.63*

VIFhZ EABGEFRISRE K R KIE Valley -0.81+0.61"° —0.14+0.71% 0.1940.374 -0.014+0.46*

o

e . {3 Low slope -1.13+0.814 —-0.79+0.58" -0.68+0.71"% -1.01+0.22"

Abundance weighted net relat-

edness index (AW-NRI) wiY High slope -0.87+0.40™ -0.52+0.69" —0.62+0.24% -0.754+0.26°
=i Gully —1.484+0.54" -0.194+0.58" —-0.46+0.29% -0.78£0.20°
#3# Saddle -0.68+0.71* —0.434+0.59* 0.31+0.40* -0.13+0.36"
& Ridge -1.194£0.814 —0.46+0.29" —0.8740.45% -0.78+0.20%

e IR S S FFiE1 &4 Valle —-0.24+0.73% 0.2040.69B% 1.0441.00% 0.6440.85%8

y

Nearest taxon index (NTI) G5 Lowslope  —0.1840.66™ ~0.04+0.822% 0.3640.90™ 0.1640.93*
=3 High slope —0.15+1.04" 0.77+1.17% 0.98+0.70* 0.53£0.578
=178 Gully —0.64+1.44" 0.24+0.78"% 1.00+0.57* 0.3940.95"®
#HS Saddle —1.25+1.09* —-0.72+0.68" 0.714+0.82% —0.35+0.94°
i’ Ridge —0.4941.38"° 0.90+0.76 1.4340.78% 0.934+0.64*

VIR Z ARG L PRI E S KI Valle -0.31£0.73 0.64+0.8548 0.6340.66"5 0.2540.535¢

y

v 2 e

KA ) {3 Low slope —-0.67+0.734 0.16+0.93482 0.5240.34"82 -0.03+0.62"¢

Abundance weighted nearest N

taxon index (AW-NTI) #iY High slope -0.3610.84" 0.5340.57"5 0.9240.41"5 0.514+0.40"®
=8 Gully -0.83+1.00" 0.3940.95"5 0.90£0.58%82 0.24+0.895%¢
#HS Saddle —-1.04+0.574 —-0.35+0.94" 0.0740.79% -0.41£0.71¢
I Ridge -0.56+1.19* 0.93+0.64* 1.1440.55% 0.9240.62*

BUEJG RS 7 REOR B R VX R — 1R TR R, /NS P RROR R O A R AR S IR IR . B K 9P =0.05. T & T
DBH=1 e T A AMRREE GLIE R F/INMEGRETE, 2 8 AFAE H AT R AG L 5 Al AR 24T 2 B HLARL.

The up case alphabets after the values represent effects of habitat heterogeneity on phylogenetic indices at a DBH size class. The low case alphabets
indicate effects of DBH size classes on the indices in a habitat type. Significant test at the level of P = 0.05. Multi-comparison between DBH=1 cm

and the other three DBH size classes are ignored because of autocorrelation.

PR AR MR T R B KB, miH
INE G G R RAE LT A AR S s i T
RGRE REE2C). XML TE FEWFI 2 FE )
SR J5 (AW-NTI) A g 55 (0 AR K AE A 5T b e 3
(E2D). ZEGNTIMIAW-NTIRE, RIS HG 11
RN PRI I TE /N R K P ) T R SR A 1R )
FhZH A, B — 2 S (B an et El s 4 30 vl R B A A
X2 (R T KA KA SR A T B SR 2 A
BRIFR . Ak, BEIE R AMERR R
IEYM RGRE Z R R AR
REVEZES, WA I R REAE & F R S 7
KRB BEMEZER,

4 i
41 MMHEZEMNEBNRZELE ZHMEREEZ
/il
MPDHMIMNTDHE A H AR AL RN i BONRIA
NTIHE V2 R T il A2 25 5 e i V& A 2 it 9 24
HH(Castro et al, 2014; Chamberlain et al, 2014), Jt
TE T RV T 48 52 5 Bk (Webb, 2000; Pool et al,
2014; Yang et al, 2014; Erickson et al, 2014). {H/&,
VIAEWT 78 2 2k T W) A e e 0 b I 5 75 SR v SRR
W RGKE RN, TR A BRI TR 2 B
BUE TG RSUK B 45t (Feng et al, 2015). A3
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T T AT L b R AR AN R AR e BRI VR AL T RL B
P TR 3 AT AN R4 K B 2 R RN
e (R il B A BTG RE ) o 2 SRR IAE X T
AW-MPD, K% B £ {5 5 f-IMPD & # 4 #%
WEfh T RAKE M. REYFHINMERE
P /NMERRFER AT IR . BEE AR,
KPR ZE IR WSS, P B BTG o . [FIFEHE, 7E
KAR R L H AW-NTIHEAFAE A A INAL TS HO 2
ARG K E ZHEEMIL S . BRI
R AR B, ASEIRR R 22 R 22 e 2, LN
WHEZ G R, KSR BN nl {5 (Lasky et
al, 2014). JTFEA TR AN 2 BB R4t K
B ZFEMEARAR, B4 Feng % (2015) K H 3T £ B
B INRIMINTIFR £ iR 7R AR BV RGEK B 46
Mo HA—REE, R PREREL, YL
FE AL A5 75 5 MINTD FINRI 52 0 A0 5 52 /0N, 3 7]
Ae T XN REEEIE R 5K F H ik
7] T FH 27 2 ¢ F B NS 326 %) 47) o 5 42 T e L 1)
ZJEZE RN, YangZE(2013)7E PUAURZAH20 ha KFE
Hh (R BIF F 4 RS A — 2.

Ak, EH V2 RAKE ZFEVERRPREA S
FHRIE R, (HRX AR R 2 B> 5 AL 1 45
PR AR AR L . B, F78
19824F 2 H ffIRao’s ¥ £ (Rao, 1982)5 AW-MPD ]
THEITESE A MIE, AR AT T LA RGK
B R AR R IR RSk B B R N0), 5
KR RS FR 2SR, IR A i th 45 7 AR
(Swenson, 2014). F4b, A —LLE T Whp IR i
HUEA (i B SR (T A 2 RGER B BE B HRE)
MRGEKE 2T B4 o %1 4 Helmus 55
(2007) 2t T R Gt K B VAL 5 45 £ (phylogenetic
species variability, PSV). R4t &k B WIS IR
(phylogenetic species evenness, PSE)UA X R4 K H
YiFh % I $8%(phylogenetic species richness, PSR).
{HRIX BT e 5 0E RS K B W 2% T 5MPD
F AW-MPD f# 1E H 4% [ # 55 5¢ & (Vellend et al,
2011).

4.2 RIFIRHHLIMMEEE RRE L EHEN

SRUA IS s L H T AR 20 m>20 mbf 7 U RETS
HBAAEANFARERE FILFHERGKE KB
(NRI<0), HAh, MEERERGKERRS
U R & s W AR v A R E X PSR R

) R Gt K B M JRAH [ (Yang et al, 2013).{H /&, 7EH,
AN INEE A= Rk s A U T =T 2
KA PR SEEEAE—IE(NTI>0), TMifEREH
R TV U A SR 2 EH 235 5 FH S 10 4 o 5 4R 21 R
(NTI<0). 21T, FEERERAEMZEI G
K, BEmEam T /R K E KL, 1X5Swenson
ZF(2012)7E H £ PN FHT AR I FL 45 12— 5.

AW IR H, DIMEASREF TR AT RAK
H 4 AR 5F M (Donoghue, 2008; Cooper et al,
2010), Rl RG K G B G AT A e+ A=
A2 ) AR S AH AP (Swenson, 2013).  [R] 47 % B il
29 4N A R 5T R 5 I A R 3 A R O B AL
(Kraft et al, 2007). 3l 2 Ui 7515 g SR U604 Fs LLr Hb
R AR, BEE YDA, Tl oy AR ) 52 4k T8
U, FEGERK B IR R AR R R R IR,
MAIE RSB KBS s b, fEYFh 5
AN B IRBY B, RGK B SR A1
R 2 AL B ST RE ) 5N o A sE g Dy o T H
flpth, HAFERM S X RGKRKERE. XAhE
FTER Tzt DUEER . 76 F BRI Bk 45 7 SO
R BAEE M 2 B AR REE R R 2
— o SRUEIE T 1L Hh R AR A RS0 K B A AL OR
SFHIETRHE PN RERN ARG RKERES
(phylogenetic signal) 47 K56 o

BEAb, RIS Ty 1L N AREEVR R AR B 24
PEEANFRIBARRE EMEZER. AR,
7E20 mx20 mFE 7 ], AE41E H (biotic interaction)
RMERERARK BRI EZKE(Zhu et al,
2015) . (HFRAT TR 72 AT - IAH X 2005 1) 1L AR
54, PAEEid € (habitat filtering) ] BEH S 5 HETE A4
o FOATEIR P Z A S KT, YA EERL
((LERE b= 2R T E = R Vi~ L 711 [ I e S i K
AL, BT R RIBR S, X RS R
LI T HE DR SMA . HE, AT
i A B e S BEE A I P SRS AE — e,
T IX A IR — i BAE R R (100 m=x100 mE:
2R HBA WY S A 58 57 5 1 R B V& (Kraft et al,
2007; Andersen et al, 2014).
43 BEERE

2R SC R FH 9 0 04 A 110 R AR O R Hb A 3 8
1 hatfE b RS S EAR O EE 7R N MK
REKREW, BEWHE LR AE I TR B 1A
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M RGKE Gkt . (R BHEAAAE 2 AN E SR
WE BRI E . 7 RR R AT RIAER),
IR TR A 2 R G0 R B W I H BT 2 b R B RRIX
Sy Rie, H eI B AL 2 X B i 2 Fh AT X
DR T X R G K B M (Losos, 1994), {HIX AR
o Y RO R 40K B BE B (MNTD) A Hobr AL
FREL(NTI) 7 R — 52 MR 22 o Rl LA S SR U604 A b
RAFEYI MK R GR B RO TR € B AR
RERE LR EE, [ERRNE, RIEE
KEEHARAFEYIDNAMN T H 7T & 58, #HENF5
VLHECRY B, XK 45 fa BRI 7T 3558 I8 S At o

AL FH 3P AR B B A ) I 2 22 e AR (VP
HREE, 2015) AT HEVE RA K B AT TT, HEIRPTIE
FEHIELFE IS UEIR 60 hal[i] 5 He WA 1 (10 248 K358 43
T EAR MDY Fh (> 90%), 15 5T 18 AL A X 5N,
IR AR B H I 2 « FIH 60 halfl i b JiIFE
I A A oy A B s A 7] 5 TR RUE 48 7R BT
IR GK B S5k B SR 2 MR, (HIRI 22 AR
ZHEUNX D WIESM 2 8. Ak, KaRugis $y
Ly b MY AR A AR IR A 042 N oK oy ok, R
FINZ G, 3% 32— PlokE B A 4 A A 8 I A X,
TR A A Ao 21 SRR AN A B TP s 45 e e
IR (18] 2 - S Pl A ) B A A A PR B o g e
Z/NFS5 emE(15 cm. A BEVID T YIR £
MR R EE X R RGUK B 20 1 45 1 F e 20
S, R T VR REUK B S5 IS R S A RS LE
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Appendix 1

A checklist of trees and shrubs at different size classes in the three 1 ha plots of the Jianfengling tropical montane rain-

forest on Hainan Island. Number of 1 in a size class means species exists at this corresponding size class scale, whereas 0 means
species can not be found in that size class. Family names are consistent with those in APG III taxonomic system. Size classes:
Small, 1 cm<DBH<5 cm; Middle, 5 cm<DBH<15 cm; Large, DBH=15 cm.
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Appendix 1 A checklist of trees and shrubs at different size classes in the three 1 ha plots of the Jianfengling tropical montane rain-
forest on Hainan Island. Number of 1 in a size class means species exists at this corresponding size class scale, whereas 0 means
species can not be found in that size class. Family names are consistent with those in APG III taxonomic system. Size classes:
Small, 1 cm<DBH<(5 cm; Middle, 5 cm<DBH<15 cm; Large, DBH=15 cm.

EAN I R4 R h TR B4 Size classes
Scientific name Chinese species Chinese family Family name W
name name Small Middle Large
Acer laurinum Hasskarl M T ETF Sapindaceae 1 1 1
Acronychia pedunculata (Linnaeus) Miquel Ll =EFR Rutaceae 1 1 1
Adinandra hainanensis Hayata 1 FE AR TFIAREL Pentaphylacaceae 1 1 1
Aidia canthioides (Champion ex Bentham) Masamune gy PR Rubiaceae 1 1 0
Allomorphia balansae Cogniaux FIBA LagawRy s Melastomataceae 1 0 0
Alseodaphne hainanensis Merrill ¥iipRy FER} Lauraceae 1 1 1
Alsophila podophylla (Hook.) Cop. AT W H} Cyatheaceae 0 1 1
Alstonia rostrata C. E. C. Fischer IR JATBE Apocynaceae 1 1 1
Altingia obovata Merrill & Chun 15 B ELA W& Altingiaceae 1 1 1
Antidesma maclurei Merrill ZALHH % N ERE Phyllanthaceae 1 1 1
Antidesma montanum Blume i i H %% N R Phyllanthaceae 1 1 0
Apodytes dimidiata E. Meyer ex Arnott SR o yiRt Icacinaceae 0 1 1
Aquilaria sinensis (Loureiro) Sprengel LA bR Thymelacaceae 1 1 0
Archidendron clypearia (Jack) 1. C. Nielsen W EIR oF Fabaceae 1 1 0
Archidendron lucidum (Bentham) I. C. Nielsen SRR FE Fabaceae 1 1 1
Archidendron utile (Chun & F. C. How) L. C. Nielsen Al ISEZN FE Fabaceae 1 0 0
Ardisia densilepidotula Merrill b SE s HARTER Primulaceae 1 1 1
Ardisia quinquegona Blume LR i) RETEFR Primulaceae 1 1 0
Ardisia virens Kurz R wAEEFR Primulaceae 1 1 0
Artocarpus styracifolius Pierre T E 5} Moraceae 1 1 1
Beilschmiedia glauca S. K. Lee & L. F. Lau 1S B TR} Lauraceae 1 1 1
Beilschmiedia intermedia C. K. Allen Bk FER} Lauraceae 1 1 0
Beilschmiedia laevis C. K. Allen ARSE i FER} Lauraceae 1 1 1
Beilschmiedia tsangii Merrill %) ik B A FER} Lauraceae 1 1 1
Beilschmiedia tungfangensis S. K. Lee & L. F. Lau RITH Faft Lauraceae 1 1 1
Blastus cochinchinensis Loureiro IEETZN LigswRy S’ Melastomataceae 1 1 0
Breynia rostrata Merrill W SR SR T A N ERR Phyllanthaceae 1 1 1
Bridelia balansae Tutcher N EE) R ERER} Phyllanthaceae 1 0 1
Calophyllum membranaceum Gardner & Champion Al AN HAAA R Calophyllaceae 1 0 0
Camellia caudata Wallich KEBHX LR Theaceae 1 1 0
Canarium album (Loureiro) Raeuschel MRS MR Burseraceae 1 1 1
Canthium simile Mertill & Chun PNUBERER S it R Rubiaceae 1 1 1
Carallia brachiata (Loureiro) Merrill (U] ARY S Rhizophoraceae 1 1 1
Carpinus londoniana var. lanceolata (Handel-Mazzetti) P. C. Li in P. C.
Li & S. H. Cheng S AR i HEAFY Betulaceae 1 0 0
Castanopsis carlesii (Hemsley) Hayata P/S:id 7o 3B Fagaceae 1 1 1
Castanopsis fabri Hance TR 7o B Fagaceae 1 0 0
Castanopsis fissa (Champion ex Bentham) Rehder & E. H. Wilson W 7o R Fagaceae 1 1 1
Castanopsis hystrix J. D. Hooker & Thomson ex A. de Candolle KIS 7o B Fagaceae 1 1 1
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Castanopsis jianfenglingensis Duanmu BN s Fagaceae 1 1 1
Castanopsis ledongensis C. C. Huang & Y. T. Chang SRR 7o 3R Fagaceae 1 1 1
Castanopsis tonkinensis Seemen AP 7o 3R Fagaceae 1 1 1
Chassalia curviflora (Wallich) Thwaites HE PEER} Rubiaceae 1 0 0
Chassalia longifolia (Hook.f.) K.M.Wong R LR H R Rubiaceae 1 0 0
Chionanthus ramiflorus Roxburgh i RIDiN ) KR Oleaceae 1 1 1
Cinnamomum burmannii (Nees & T. Nees) Blume ik FaFt Lauraceae 1 1 1
Cinnamomum parthenoxylon (Jack) Meisner AR vl Lauraceae 1 1 1
Cinnamomum rigidissimum Hung T. Chang YR vl Lauraceae 1 1 1
Cinnamomum subavenium Miquel HHE FER} Lauraceae 1 1 1
Clerodendrum kwangtungense Handel-Mazzetti JTRKH JEE Lamiaceae 1 1 0
Cleyera obscurinervia (Merrill & Chun) Hung T. Chang Raik4rik bt hHIAF} Pentaphylacaceae 1 1 1
Cryptocarya chinensis (Hance) Hemsley =8 TR Lauraceae 1 1 1
Cryptocarya chingii W. C. Cheng sk 7 FaFt Lauraceae 1 1 1
Cyclobalanopsis blakei (Skan) Schottky BT X 7o 3 FE} Fagaceae 1 1 1
Cyclobalanopsis edithiae (Skan) Schottky EREHNX e R Fagaceae 1 1 1
Cyclobalanopsis fleuryi (Hickel & A. Camus) Chun ex Q. F. Zheng WEE X Fe R Fagaceae 1 1 1
Cyclobalanopsis hui (Chun) Chun ex Y. C. Hsu & H. W. Jen HAENX 7o 4R Fagaceae 1 1 1
Cyclobalanopsis neglecta Schottky | 7o bR Fagaceae 1 0 1
Cyclobalanopsis patelliformis (Chun) Y. C. Hsu & H. W. Jen AT X 7o 3B Fagaceae 1 1 1
Cyclobalanopsis phanera (Chun) Y. C. Hsu & H. W. Jen SE X 7o 3B Fagaceae 1 1 1
Dacrycarpus imbricatus (Blume) de Laubenfels var. patulus de

Laubenfels PLUESY/N T ATL Podocarpaceae 1 1 1
Dacrydium pectinatum de Laubenfels Fiti s8¢ B Podocarpaceae 1 0 1
Daphniphyllum calycinum Bentham -HH ZAkAF} Daphniphyllaceae 1 0 0
Daphniphyllum paxianum K. Rosenthal KR R ZAEAE Daphniphyllaceae 1 1 1
Dasymaschalon rostratum Merrill & Chun 5 S SRR AL A Annonaceae 1 1 0
Decaspermum montanum Ridley WIS TR ARG IRAL Myrtaceae 1 1 1
Dendropanax hainanensis (Merrill & Chun) Chun NS FumE Araliaceae 1 1 1
Dillenia turbinata Finet & Gagnepain KRACFRE R FURERE Dilleniaceae 1 1 1
Diospyros eriantha Champion ex Bentham =) Filit Ebenaceae 1 1 0
Diospyros morrisiana Hance B A it Ebenaceae 1 1 1
Diospyros potingensis Merrill & Chun PR Al Fi} Ebenaceae 0 1 0
Diospyros susarticulata Lecomte Tk A A FiiiFt Ebenaceae 1 1 1
Dysoxylum hongkongense (Tutcher) Merrill RISV R Meliaceae 1 1 0
Ehretia longiflora Champion ex Bentham KA T LR Boraginaceae 0 1 0
Elaeocarpus dubius A. Candolle ok g% ke Elaeocarpaceae 1 1 1
Elaeocarpus howii Merrill & Chun BB FEIER} Elaeocarpaceac 1 1 1
Elaeocarpus nitentifolius Merrill & Chun EEESY IR FEIER} Elaeocarpaceac 1 1 0
Elaeocarpus poilanei Gagnepain VAL 5 FLoER Elaeocarpaceae 1 1 1
Elaeocarpus sylvestris (Loureiro) Poiret ITp IR FLoER} Elaeocarpaceae 1 1 1
Endospermum chinense Bentham B A KEEE Euphorbiaceae 1 1 1
Engelhardia roxburghiana Wallich Hid HABKEL Juglandaceae 1 1 1
Engelhardia spicata Leschenault ex Blume P HABKEL Juglandaceae 1 1 1
Engelhardia unijuga Chun ex P. Y. Chen P HABKEL Juglandaceae 1 1 1
Eriobotrya deflexa (Hemsley) Nakai ERC L R Rosaceae 1 1 0
Euonymus laxiflorus Champion ex Bentham BiAe B NE o Celastraceae 1 0 0
Eurya nitida Korthals 4145 4 hHIAF} Pentaphylacaceae 1 0 0
Ficus altissima Blume iy ZF Moraceae 1 1 0
Ficus formosana Maximowicz [T FH Moraceae 1 1 0
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Ficus heterophylla Linnaeus f. Lk FF Moraceae 1 0 0
Ficus hirta Vahl FHIHRE Py Moraceae 1 0 0
Ficus tuphapensis Drake R Py Moraceae 1 1 0
Ficus vasculosa Wallich ex Miquel IR ZF Moraceae 1 1 1
Garcinia multiflora Champion ex Bentham NS TR Clusiaceae 1 1 1
Garcinia oblongifolia Champion ex Bentham VR LLAT T R Clusiaceae 1 1 1
Gardenia hainanensis Merrill T R Rubiaceae 1 1 1
Gironniera subaequalis Planchon H KIREH Cannabaceae 1 1 1
Glochidion coccineum (Buchanan-Hamilton) Miiller Argoviensis AHET R Bk} Phyllanthaceae 1 1 1
Glycosmis cochinchinensis (Loureiro) Pierre LA =HE Rutaceae 1 1 1
Glycosmis ovoidea Pierre pALIIEN =&F Rutaceae 1 0 0
Gomphandra tetrandra (Wallich) Sleumer ez A AR Icacinaceae 1 1 0
Hancea hookeriana Seemann HH 5T A KAt Euphorbiaceae 1 1 1
Hedyotis cathayana W. C. Ko HpAEE R PR Rubiaceae 1 0 0
Helicia cochinchinensis Loureiro ANFLJERR R AR F Proteaceae 1 1 0
Helicia hainanensis Hayata R LR AR [ilyia 5 Proteaceae 1 1 0
Helicia longipetiolata Merrill & Chun KA L IR HR [ITy4i = Proteaceae 1 1 0
Heliciopsis lobata (Merrill) Sleumer VEE2) L R Proteaceae 1 1 0
Heynea trijuga Roxburgh BS 1 A Meliaceae 1 1 0
Homalium paniculiflorum How & Ko TR RBEAR BE Salicaceae 1 1 0
1lex cochinchinensis (Loureiro) Loesener R AT AR Aquifoliaceae 1 1 1
1lex crenata Thunberg w45 ES=ps Aquifoliaceae 0 1 0
llex ficoidea Hemsley M 455 ES=ps Aquifoliaceae 1 1 1
Ilex goshiensis Hayata HRAE ES=ra! Aquifoliaceae 1 1 1
Ilex kobuskiana S. Y. Hu Mk AE ZHE Aquifoliaceae 1 1 1
llex kwangtungensis Merrill JTRATE AHF Aquifoliaceae 1 0 0
Ilex nuculicava S. Y. Hu HEEATE K= Aquifoliaceae 0 0 1
Ilex pubescens Hooker & Arnott EAH AR Aquifoliaceae 1 1 1
Ilex subficoidea S. Y. Hu PR A AR Aquifoliaceae 1 1 1
Mllicium ternstroemioides A. C. Smith B R\ FkTE Schisandraceae 1 1 0
Ixora nienkui Merrill & Chun AR PR Rubiaceae 1 0 0
Lasianthus chevalieri Pitard KA FHHR} Rubiaceae 1 1 0
Lasianthus curtisii King & Gamble TR A PR Rubiaceae 1 1 0
Lasianthus hirsutus (Roxburgh) Merrill X5 PR AR P ER} Rubiaceae 1 0 0
Lasianthus lancifolius J. D. Hooker SR A R Rubiaceae 1 0 0
Lasianthus rhinocerotis Blume BRI R Rubiaceae 1 0 0
Lasianthus trichophlebus Hemsley R A H R Rubiaceae 1 1 0
Licuala hainanensis A. J. Henderson 15 F A FEAEEL Arecaceae 1 0 0
Lindera kwangtungensis (H. Liu) C. K. Allen T~ 2R AR Faft Lauraceae 1 1 1
Lindera nacusua (D. Don) Merrill BE LA vl Lauraceae 1 0 0
Lindera robusta (C. K. Allen) H. P. Tsui T LA Rk} Lauraceae 1 1 1
Lirianthe championii (Bentham) N. H. Xia & C. Y. Wu HUEAR ARZF Magnoliaceae 1 0 0
Lithocarpus amygdalifolius (Skan) Hayata A -] 7o 3R Fagaceae 1 1 1
Lithocarpus fenestratus (Roxburgh) Rehder Ve A 7o 3B Fagaceae 1 1 1
Lithocarpus fenzelianus A. Camus AR 7o 3B Fagaceae 1 1 1
Lithocarpus hancei (Benth.) Rehd. st 75 o] 7o B Fagaceae 0 0 1
Lithocarpus handelianus A. Camus e 7o R Fagaceae 1 1 1
Lithocarpus howii Chun LG o] e R Fagaceae 1 0 1
Lithocarpus longipedicellatus (Hickel & A. Camus) A. Camus LEST s Fagaceae 1 1 1
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Lithocarpus pseudovestitus A. Camus B AT s Fagaceae 1 1 1
Litsea baviensis Lecomte KEARET FER} Lauraceae 1 1 1
Litsea elongata (Nees) J. D. Hooker wmPPAZET R Lauraceae 1 1 1
Litsea variabilis Hemsl. TR 1§ g Lauraceae 1 0 0
Litsea verticillata Hance AR T TR Lauraceae 1 1 1
Livistona saribus (Loureiro) Merrill ex Chevalier K 2% FRAER} Arecaceae 1 1 1
Machilus chinensis (Bentham) Hemsley RESEY FaFt Lauraceae 1 0 1
Machilus cicatricosa S. K. Lee TG RE Lauraceae 1 1 1
Machilus monticola S. K. Lee U A RE Lauraceae 1 1 1
Machilus robusta W. W. Smith HHHE A FER} Lauraceae 1 0 0
Maclurodendron oligophlebium (Merrill) T. G. Hartley TTH =&F Rutaceae 1 1 1
Madhuca hainanensis Chun & How R IR B} Sapotaceae 1 1 1
Manglietia fordiana var. hainanensis (Dandy) N. H. Xia R AE N Magnoliaceae 1 1 1
Melastoma penicillatum Naud. LRI ST LigswRy S’ Melastomataceae 1 0 0
Melicope chunii (Merrill) T. G. Hartley MR N =ER Rutaceae 1 1 0
Meliosma angustifolia Merrill B AR T KR Sabiaceae 1 1 1
Meliosma rigida Siebold & Zuccarini EPT T R Sabiaceae 1 1 0
Meliosma squamulata Hance R TR B R Sabiaceae 1 0 0
Memecylon ligustrifolium Champion ex Bentham AN LagawRy s Melastomataceae 1 1 0
Michelia balansae (Aug. Candolle) Dandy RS A=A Magnoliaceae 1 1 1
Michelia mediocris Dandy SR N Magnoliaceae 1 1 1
Microcos chungii (Merrill) Chun AR HRZERL Malvaceae 1 1 1
Neolitsea cambodiana Lecomte BHmAZT AR Lauraceae 1 1 0
Neolitsea ellipsoidea C. K. Allen ERHALZT R Lauraceae 1 1 1
Neolitsea oblongifolia Merrill & Chun KEMHAZT HE Lauraceae 1 1 1
Neolitsea ovatifolia Yen C. Yang & P. H. Huang AT AR Lauraceae 1 1 0
Neolitsea pulchella (Meisner) Merrill EMAZT R Lauraceae 1 1 1
Nephelium topengii (Merrill) H. S. Lo T T ETF Sapindaceae 1 1 1
Olea brachiata (Loureiro) Merrill AR KEFR} Oleaceae 1 1 1
Olea tsoongii (Merrill) P. S. Green ZERARM KRR Oleaceae 1 1 1
Ormosia balansae Drake Kfa s TR Fabaceae 1 1 1
Ormosia fordiana Oliver JEEL & FE Fabaceae 1 1 1
Ormosia semicastrata Hance WL o Fabaceae 1 1 1
Ormosia xylocarpa Chun ex Merrill & L. Chen KRIELLTT. SR Fabaceae 1 1 1
Osmanthus didymopetalus P. S. Green KA S PNZYE Oleaceae 1 1 1
Osmanthus marginatus (Champion ex Bentham) Hemsley BILARR ARRE Oleaceae 1 1 0
Parakmeria lotungensis (Chun & C. H. Tsoong) Y. W. Law SRR A S R 22 R Magnoliaceae 1 1 1
Pentaphylax euryoides Gardner & Champion FEIA FHAIAE Pentaphylacaceae 1 1 1
Pertusadina metcalfii (Merrill ex H. L. Li) Y. F. Deng & C. M. Hu METS L EA/N PR Rubiaceae 1 1 1
Photinia prunifolia (Hooker & Arnott) Lindley B A TR Rosaceae 1 1 1
Pinanga baviensis Beccari AR LA ERAER} Arecaceae 1 1 0
Pittosporum perryanum Gowda SR FHLEF Pittosporaceae 1 1 0
Platea latifolia Blume il - 1 AR Icacinaceae 1 0 0
Platea parvifolia Merrill & Chun RITH M AR Icacinaceae 1 1 1
Podocarpus neriifolius D. Don in Lambert HH# B Podocarpaceae 1 1 1
Polyalthia laui Merrill R AR Annonaceae 1 1 0
Polyosma cambodiana Gagnepain EZ- N B B Escalloniaceae 1 1 1
Polyspora hainanensis (Hung T. Chang) C. X. Ye ex B. M. Bartholo-

mew & T. L. Ming NSNS S e} Theaceae 1 1 1

Pouteria annamensis (Pierre) Bachni i LR} Sapotaceae 1 1 1
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Prismatomeris tetrandra (Roxburgh) K. Schumann BEMEE EEER Rubiaceae 1 1 0
Psychotria asiatica Linnaeus L R Rubiaceae 1 1 1
Psychotria straminea Hutchinson Bk R Rubiaceae 1 0 0
Psydrax dicocca Gaertner (&K= R Rubiaceae 1 1 1
Pygeum topengii Merrill RERA R Rosaceae 1 1 1
Pyrenaria jonquieriana Pierre ex Lanessan subsp. multisepala (Merrill

& Chun) S. X. Yang ZERA LR Theaceae 1 1 1
Reevesia lancifolia H. L. Li SR E LR Malvaceae 1 0 1
Reevesia thyrsoidea Lindley PIRE LR Malvaceae 1 1 1
Rhaphiolepis ferruginea F. P. Metcalf FHEAPEA R Rosaceae 1 1 0
Rhodamnia dumetorum var. hainanensis Merrill & L. M. Perry R BURA Be& iR Ft Myrtaceae 1 0 0
Saprosma crassipes H. S. Lo JEA A PR Rubiaceae 1 0 0
Saprosma merrillii H. S. Lo B YA PR Rubiaceae 1 0 0
Sarcosperma laurinum (Bentham) J. D. Hooker PRSI AR LR Sapotaceae 1 1 1
Schefflera heptaphylla (Linnaeus) Frodin Ry L Tt Araliaceae 1 1 1
Schima superba Gardner & Champion At e} Theaceae 1 1 1
Schima wallichii (Candolle) Korthals AW, i} i F Theaceae 1 0 1
Scleropyrum wallichianum (Wight & Arnott) Arnott Tt % &R Santalaceae 1 1 0
Sloanea sinensis (Hance) Hemsley X - FLoeft Elaeocarpaceae 1 1 1
Sterculia lanceolata Cavanilles (&2 HZER Malvaceae 1 0 0
Symplocos adenophylla Wallich ex G. Don Mt A AR Symplocaceae 1 1 1
Symplocos anomala Brand LB LLALR Symplocaceae 1 1 1
Symplocos congesta Bentham AL ILALR Symplocaceae 1 1 1
Symplocos glauca (Thunberg) Koidzumi FEEHR AL Symplocaceae 1 1 1
Symplocos hainanensis Merrill & Chun ex H. L. Li R LA L} Symplocaceae 1 1 0
Symplocos lancifolia Siebold & Zuccarini S L LR} Symplocaceae 1 1 1
Symplocos poilanei Guillaumin MAE LR LR} Symplocaceae 1 1 1
Symplocos pseudobarberina Gontscharow 2l WLALE Symplocaceae 1 1 1
Symplocos sumuntia Buchanan-Hamilton ex D. Don LA LR Symplocaceae 0 1 0
Symplocos viridissima Brand NN ILALR Symplocaceae 1 1 1
Symplocos wikstroemiifolia Hayata WL ILALR Symplocaceae 1 1 0
Syzygium acuminatissimum (Blume) Candolle ik B iR At Myrtaceae 1 1 1
Syzygium araiocladum Merrill & L. M. Perry 2R Bk B & iR At Myrtaceae 1 1 1
Syzygium buxifolium Hooker & Arnott PN HhE Myrtaceae 1 1 1
Syzygium championii (Bentham) Merrill & L. M. Perry Tk Be& iR Ft Myrtaceae 1 1 1
Syzygium claviflorum (Roxburgh) Wallich ex Steudel FEE bk Bk & IR Myrtaceae 1 0 0
Syzygium globiflorum (Craib) P. Chantanaranothai & J. Parnell 2k Bk & IR Myrtaceae 1 1 1
Syzygium hancei Merrill & L. M. Perry AR B4 iR Myrtaceae 1 1 1
Syzygium jienfunicum Hung T. Chang & R. H. Miao BN B4 iR Myrtaceae 1 1 0
Syzygium tephrodes (Hance) Merrill & L. M. Perry J5 Bk B & dR At Myrtaceae 1 1 0
Tabernaemontana bufalina Loureiro RN IR JATBE Apocynaceae 1 0 0
Tarenna lancilimba W. C. Chen Pesrmt g OA PR Rubiaceae 1 1 0
Tarennoidea wallichii (J. D. Hooker) Tirvengadum & Sastre W% R Rubiaceae 1 1 0
Ternstroemia gymnanthera (Wight & Arnott) Beddome B TLFIAREL Pentaphylaceae 1 1 0
Tetradium glabrifolium (Champion ex Bentham) T. G. Hartley PR S Z=EFR Rutaceae 0 1 0
Toxicodendron vernicifluum (Stokes) F. A. Barkley BER BRI Anacardiaceae 1 1 1
Triadica cochinchinensis Loureiro TRy KRR Euphorbiaceae 0 0 1
Turpinia montana (Blume) Kurz & Ak Staphyleaceae 1 1 0
Viburnum punctatum Buchanan-Hamilton ex D. Don file TXE 35 hutgEfEF} Adoxaceae 1 1 1
Wikstroemia nutans Champion ex Bentham YHFSEAE i & R Thymelaeaceae 1 0 0
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Xanthophyllum hainanense Hu R mER Polygalaceae 1 1 1

Zanthoxylum avicennae (Lamarck) Candolle B TR =HE Rutaceae 1 1 0
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