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The Different Effects of Scale of Human Disturbance on the
Castanop sis Carlesii Community Appearance
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Abstract: The different effects on community appearance of Castanop sis carlesii forest in Wuping under the different scales of

human disturbance are discussed. The results show that with the enhancement of the disturbance scale the species of vines,

chamaephphytes , hemicryptophytes , M esophyll, herbaceous , compound leaves and deciduous leaves is increased or it’ s rise

curves pattern“ S”; and the species of phanerophytes, Microphylly, coriaceous leaves, entire leaves,single leaves , evergreen is

decreased or it s deline curves pattern“ S’ ; the evergreen phanerophytes of microphylly, coriaceous leaves and single leaves are

determined by the community appearance of CK,class A, dass B and class C, but the evergreen phanerophytes of herbaceous,

single leaves and Mesophyll are determined by the community appearance of class D.
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