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Study on the Spatial Point Pattern of Typical Coniferous
Communities in Beijing Mountainous Area
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Abstract: Eight typical plots in Beijing mountainous area were selected in this study. Based on the investiga-
tion results of these plots, the spatial distribution pattern and the interspecific relationship of main popula-
tions in the community were analyzed by the method of point pattern analysis. The results showed that the
distribution pattern of dominant coniferous community changed by the scales obviously, and displayed the
contagious distribution, but the maximum aggregation scale and the maximum-aggregation extent of different
dominant coniferous communities made a great difference by different stand types, the relationship of main
populations presented as obvious negative correlation mainly, and the negative correlation of partial popula-
tions decreased as the increase of scales, and there was no positive correlation in the coniferous populations.
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