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Table 1. The number of vascular plant investigated from studied sites

Family Genus Species Subsp. Variety Forma Hybrid Total
Site 1 18 20 17 - 7 | - 25
Site 2 10 13 13 - 3 - - 16
Site 3 13 15 16 - 3 - - 19
Site 4 14 16 18 - 4 - - 22
Site 5 25 30 25 - 6 2 - 33
Site 6 23 27 22 - 7 2 - 31
Table 2. Importance percentage(IP) and mean important percentage(MIP) of pinus densiflora Communites
Community Site 1 Site 2 Site 3
Scienctific name v M L' ¢ MPU M L G MPU M L G M
Pinus densiflora 81.3 65.8 83 531 100 100 153 73.1 100 60.1 48 585
Quercus acutiaaim 18.7 17.1 12.1 15.0 9.9 2.0 124 75 52
Qusrcus serrata 17.1 11.9 7.5 46.9 9.4 25.0 5.0
Rhododendron mucronulatum
var. mucronulatum 241 4.8 43 04 39.3 7.9
Spodiopogon cotulifer 42 04 529 53 26.1 2.6

U: Upper layer, M: Middle layer, L: Lower layer, G: Ground layer, MIP: Mean important percentage
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Table 3. Importance percentage(IP) and mean important percentage(MIP) of Quercus mongolica Communites

Community Site 4 Site 5 Site 6
Scienctific name U M L' ¢ MPU M L 6 MPU M L ¢ MP
Quercus mongolica 67.7 38.7 25.0 437 100 6.1 23 423 673 3.6 27.6
Fraxinus sieboldiana 0.0 87 2.0 3.0 163 33.0 7.1 17.8
Rhus tricocarpa 268 6.1 9.3 1.8 0.4 152 2.6 5.1
Lindera obtusiloba 3.9 0.8 261 12.5 103 2.8 0.6
var. obtusiloba
Symplocos chinensis 0.0 55 48 26 265 4.6 8.9
for. pilosa
U: Upper layer, M: Middle layer, L: Lower layer, G: Ground layer, MIP: Mean important percentage
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Table 4. The number of vascular plant investigated from seed bank
Family Genus Species Subsp. Variety Forma X Total
Site 1 11 14 12 - 3 1 - 16
Site 2 5 11 11 - - - - 11
Site 3 10 13 10 - 3 - - 13
Site 4 12 17 15 - 3 - - 18
Site 5 15 20 17 - 5 1 - 23
Site 6 9 10 9 - 2 - - 11
Table 5. Similarity index of between actual vegatation and seed bank
Site 1 Site 2 Site 3 Site 4 Site 5 Site 6
Similarity Index 0.180 0.129 0.086 0.133 0.082 0.143
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