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% ZRAKFLIBMAETUMHEANZALEREE,
WA, RERBLLIBMEGHEANMHBLBHRNESL, AFATLE T MAEHENS. K
F 5 DL H L 24 hm® AR h AF Rt &, B AT R £ S F R THEE, 00
FRRETHMFARLE p RN IE B F WS, 1877 & H LB A 428 95 69 1
#ZH. ERFUW: () FH BB ENHFRRRRE SN, FE WD E B TR
Ry (2) ESIRAY R FI L REAER, TUESHMAENI B S EEERFIE 3) £4
KH B HRMAERSIFERTRER, B2 FRENE R, RIERI AR (D)0 4 E,
B AR RRFI AR ERAEEFTEH LERBERARE p SRR EEE
A, RIETH AT TG B (Do) A, 2 20 mx20 m RJE b, It iR fud £ R 4| 3 B4 3t
BUERGRE P AU MEGERY, EMREH A, BE 40 mx40 m 1 50 mx50 m R E E,
AFHERABRERAL LN EIERE. RAKTLERUENH B SERNER

AEFESFHFRRET ey | SeHkn
ki E 2
RGKE P LMK
B B AR B
REVEAN

HEAT EFLRT HRAAETHLFREAARED S HEEFFOEZER.

B 2R U A e — PR B ) A AU
JEr 2 AR R R A (0 ZREIE) S KR R
Yh(y ZFRA, 18R REE SRR R o B
FEAEFIPL b i B AR E RR A% S Wy ol i PR 355 66 2
e I AR A B B A B YT RRRE T, D AT
Wi AR 25 o R R AR . AR A S O PR AT RO MRS, B
T G RS 1) T A A LR AR, A AR LR
£ 0 o D o AR LAY AR S, T USRI A
8] (9 28 G0 5 7 AR AR Py A 1) 14 2 25 A2 AR B4
IR, FEGER R p 2 REVE T AN RESR BERR H] A4 2 25 0C
FAR B, B, AR IBUREVE ] 256 5% 06 Z 1 AR S 1k
AR REVE 22 1) 3R 58 K 8 0% Z AR S et A o AR,

RIMAG LT pL2HVERIRLE, LU MO [R5 6] 3
Gk T LA R, R A S AR AT
UEPEER

WRYEHET p 2 REVEAS R 22 5, ANTRT RUAEWTIE
Vi AL AL TE A R h O VR T, e T b e
A B AL A A R A, e T AR A B B AR B
UEAE AU LR e T 2 1] A S RV A B AL
R FETEVE NS AR B0 | A7 15 A0 BIORR B N BLA A
ff 2 AN B A, XTI 1 52 e de R UL B
BR ) B 24 Bl 7 BT REAS, T4 B LR A BE 3
P HA I A BT R H A UL AR BE R uE AR A S R R A
S5 X LA 3 I 2% AR AR LR B — R W b A e %

SRR Pk, MR, skede, S ARSI A BR G LR RIR SR T B ZHEER . RR2E R, 2013, 58: 1204-1212
Rao M D, Feng G, Zhang J L, et al. Effects of environmental filtering and dispersal limitation on species and phylogenetic beta diversity in Gu-
tianshan National Nature Reserve (in Chinese). Chin Sci Bull (Chin Ver), 2013, 58: 1204—1212, doi: 10.1360/972012-1582
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B . BARAE R E RN XA R B T TR
ST, HREX TR BEMEBEIEDD
AR HE AT .

TEH B2 FEVEVT SR RIS A A AR, A1 3 i
JH B 7% W I B 22 U AN (distance-decay) BY 5 R 47
Wl 2N, R RBIAME-RE AT p 2RI
FoRBEFEBIIG AN, eI 2R 50 B AL 3 ekl (1) R4 0
SCE TR IE ) R G0k B R S PR g 3
Yikh p ZREvE E 22 YRR L 52w, A B i i
I 1B A 40 B A% 5 o [ o SR8 A i i 122200 (H AR
o PR AE A RORUEE b 7= A 0 o ) SR A 58 B I T
BIR il 72 452 /I IRUBE B 7= A ) ol SR A i R 20271
AR R A HOR S L F R T M REREA TIX
2 i AR Bk AR 22 A B R, A AT, R
L@ Fh p 2R/ R BUR i > A= 5 it ik
AP HRR S AL FAE > A3 i g > B Pl . X
RGEKE B MM, EASMAESTFIBRET, 4 M
B, A B U AR R A EL A AR LT e IR
G YFREATE AT WHE T, REKE P
PERR. M, P HRBIEN TS RGELKE B £
FEPE D R B A BEHL. 1 A 58 38 A0 B BB ] 3 [E] 4
FHEF, P HR i AE 42 = R P SRR (K 1(b)). HE it
W, REKE BRI A B i AP H5RR
il e AR > A 55 1 08 > 3 BB il > BEAIL S A2
I, RELEE B 2R LMWK TFYFh g ZHEHER
A Ok FL i RV 1) A e

ARWFSE LT B 24 hm? ZRAREE LA BF 5T %
%, 8 A BN R I b e B, R SE R AL
AR R YRR ] S A B A v AT H R i e [ 4R
TR, K LRI R KRG EE B
ZHEE, R SEREEE R LR G RE B
B 5 AT e, KRR DL B RS, R DL ]

(a) (b)

H
t_H e T
& L% S
o P T RPN
= B w7
B\ 5
NG

E0ES I
-——- XTENIEE — — — JRNERTE
---------- ETTERE  ------ ROERIBAT BRHIREER

B1 ARAZZEIRT p SEEHN

(1) ¥ M1 24 hm? ZEARFEH AR X R G R T B2+
PR Joy Ko RSN 5 (2) Sy [ 1L 24 hm? 2R AR
FEHAE W REVR p RIS R i T EHLH .

1 MRSk

1.1 FEHBHEDL

F 5T DX 38 o7 T W7 VLA Ak B Al 1 R 9
IR AR I X (29°10'19.47~29°17'41.4"N, 118°03'49.7"~
118°11'12.2"E), FR 47 X P Sy B 7Y {1 SV FA T 5 4 i
. AR 8107 hm?, HiJEE 4%, 1L #EBE,
Ja& O A KU e, AR TR EE D 15.3°C, A
YIiE 28.9°C, HA H IR 4.1°C, 4F[%/K A 1963.7 mm,
AERETN RELZ 140 d, 4F H HRBS 4L 1747.5 h, CFEIIZY
250 d'?®,

WO 24 hm® 7 KRR HE (29°1576.067~29°15'
20.64"N, 118°07'0.6"~118°07'24"E), Z i+ 600 m,
Bt 400 m, 2% CTFS (center for tropical forest
science) B i 11 77 ¥ £ 3% (http://www.ctfs.si.edu/), Fx
FE I JR AT RE N B A 42 (DBH)>1 ecm B AR AAE ).
AN ISR YR 4 . R R AR S, I
He AR,

12 REKRERHE

K1 DNA 4654 R(DNA barcoding)3i BUEH)
DNA J#51, #4372 EMP, A rbeL, matK
trnH-psbA 3 D3P B4, HEWTRETE BT A i
MY RERE LR, BIEFENT: 1) BUN
R W, SR R ) & vk 4R BURE W i R 2R
DNA; (2) PCR #"$HIMF, 51 3 %5 ¥ xf a4
B rbcL, matK Fl trnH-psbA 3 ~FE R HE1T PCR §7 44 Fl
MR, rbeL i EBEK 2y 540 bp, matK F BEK %) 900 bp,
trnH-psbA Fr Be K % 4 300~800 bp, I7E GenBank 7
HWRE—4F5, #E17 Blast lLXTPY; (3) FIA Vector
NTI #4419 i ContigExpress #2717 DNA 751 (1
KX, DLROE )T R Wi PFEz; (4) FIA MUSCLE
OB I%E 3 AN LN BEAT HEXE; (5) SR R phy-
lotools 2 £ PPVRE 52 B L Xt () 51 i i 25 B4 5
(6) XM RAXML #MEPYI518E 3 S A5k
GTR+GAMMA #5 FI KSR L R K B,
(7) #4T 1000 YHH bootstrap K4, i & k1L
P4 B SR (8) RA 18s F AR S B
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TR VL (NPRS), RN TR A A 15 5, B Fe i
KABNIR AR IR T 45 i 25 AL B (ultrametric tree)®®7),
A PAGH R T 156 MR R G LK T M.

L3 ARGES @R FiEE s

AWFFEEECT WL 24 hm? FEHLP A4,
DBH>1 cm [ 100 R SEATHCAEL. A HOE K5 F1
T TR AR B S B I I TR AR T4
MY EE . R Y RN PR AR 2
b ABCR RS RAMESE) . ARWE . A%
BRI . AR . AR ARG . AR A
RO AR . AREE . ARG, ARG, AE . L
etk . AR pHY. O TRRIRIUA IS
B, b B, RHIE R A R AT T
JA 5T (PCA), EMCREME R 99.94% 1% Bt (Y 17 U
Ve BB R A 5

(1) BRI, Wb (6] oA A% 5 iR e 2
A S 2E T R A E M ZE L. A3 i A R
VERI &2 W R 25 8] o3 A M Jri ) 2 b BB AR
AT, FF 4 Fh2s (8 Ge TR RTAYA [R] 1 7% 25 1]
SARKE SR, A3 ) A ] BT M YA #4 (homogeneous Poisson
process) B A, 5 J5T 1 J1 #4 (heterogeneous Poisson
process) & &1, [a] 5T 14 & 5 Ht (homogenous Thomas
process) BB, 55 5t 4 4% 5 7 (heterogeneous  Thomas
process) A B PRI Az 55 o AT BRI A7 A VR A% R
R ROVEH]. 4 FBCBSBUARETS BAR IR : (1) A
JECPE VA AR 73 A1 B BUASLABL A RV B, A 45 B XA
F— YRR AT LA R oA K o BEAL
PO SR A R R, A AR SR AL HL
SEHY A, W R s 1] o3 A A R SR AL T — A T
BRI (2) AL T IR B PEIAA A A AR, S R A A
I AR T 0 23 A X PR D T B e N, R
T3 S W R A B8 B SR DT AR R T G
X — i B H R BV AL o3 A 2 T R IR TR S 4L
2R JH 2R3 0 B 60 R DY Al A g BRBE I, DA e
T ANHEEH T B 5B (=1~4), BVYFh A % 1 5%
JO7 8 32 B0 o3 2 M L UE R B, T DA SR B R R A
I e SO 1 2 D ) A S A Y ARG 56 A 5 U
XYIF B ZREERARGRT B 2R R P
(3) [) Joa P 6 5 A6 TR ASE B A% o LA [ Joid A i A0 A 7Y
LN 7= AR A BEARE A3 A S BRI A RERR AR T Y
— A AR A R, DR 2 R BRI A BE
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Bt F (poisson cluster process). 1% A B B 4 i3 VA
P R BEMLAE B5R BE O e B BERE SR AR L, SRS DA
FER o ARA TS AR A AR, R — R Y AR
AR B S, HAE B SR 0, brifEdn 22
N6 WA IRRPERY IEZS A, BRI DMIA B Al k,
s 03K 3B P, Pt AR R T AR S
P, R EY HURSIE YR | Ak Jmr. (4) =
Jo P 46 T S A5 A 5[] o M 4T S AR B, H A
FETT TR WA 0 3 2R OT AR B O, 2 )
1Y 5 2 R BTG S TR A b i 3 DS E SR T
THAR AR TR A S H B (=1~ e . B A
S5 3 R S BR o) e [R] VE FHE Bi i) 4 o 3 1] 53 A
JRBIRLRBEE Y, 4 AMERIELE Y R A
RIS T By Shen 45 A PHSCEE 9 B 3R B (heep://
www.esapubs.org/archive/ecol/E090/217/suppl-1.htm).
(i) BERIZE Ry F L MO b i b o A
Bl AR 2R FER BIR A A FE b, 2L
o R EE— W i i 85 BE AT AR B S BRI A o0 A ik
T, RoRYF-A R IS B (j=1~)F R KA
SRIEIEATAR SN, R B S8 (e, p, OHRYAGTE, TH
i R SEBR k() S B K BRBK, RN Rk
(minimum contrast method)fi%& ™. S i VEFE D 173t
T2 SRS S A T 1Y J Waagepetersen 11 Guan™?
bk - AR BT G AR BRI T A 5 [ L
VUL S S KPR IR T M K PR,

1.4 g 2R

(i) Chao-Jaccard #1445 40(J,,). Chao-
Jaccard A5 EFEEE Chao 5 AN YEALSBE1Y) Jaccard
AH S FE B S AR R Y. RS Jaccard A5
PEFEBCAE AV (R AH PR I 32 BE AR B /N 52
FEPh Z R P s A B R R G HARAY T VR 1Y
L. Chao-Jaccard AH S5 45 BiGE io Xof 3 — A2
1 @ T PR I A W A AT A SR AN T, AT A
TR LI ) Py R A SRR B . 55
Jaccard #5148 80HH b, Chao-Jaccard AH-5F 1448 £,
DT REAR R R/, BRI R AT

Jig =1—————— l{V — (1)
U+rv-ur
Hh, U Ry 45124 AKX 0 m £ iy
IH YA EATAG T, PRI LA W R A AR o A
e GRS UNIEISE/EE & SUNIETSE/ES DR



(i) F¥ X RS & F I B (mean pairwise
phylogenetic distance, D, )5%0. Dy 2 FEMALH)
TP O RGE LB, THR R 2 R AR
YRl 2 6] 35 R g8k BT, AR R
o 2 i+ D Sk

w = 5 .

P

YRl iR i, (2)

o, 5, FORBEE kPR SEEE kI Yl
-3 O R G TR n, FORBEE kPR

BH : f, RRAEBETE ke PR AN 2B S R
FEE ko TPWIRN GO SRETE ko Th T RTS8 A R
GEREWEE 0, FoRBEE ko HIREE; £ FRTE
TEVE ko TPARR j AR 22 2.

(i) P38 i <814 R 58 & & FE 2§ (mean nearest
neighbor distance, D, JFG%L. Dy, 2 BEMAL TS
I RGE R G LT R, RS 2 M R RSO
FEGE MR Z I F B R E R BHEES. AKX
e

Qoo fiming, +3"" f,ming,
5 ,
ViRl i = PFh j, 3)
Ho, n, FRREE K PROAECH; ming, FRHE
V% k TTEVIRD § SRR Ky HORSOC R RIT YR E] Y
ARG KRB f RN i FEREE ke h R 28
n,, FORREE ko FEOYFEH; minéx FRE L
H IRl j S RETE by TPORG O R EGE YRR R Gk
B f, 3R YR j FERER ko H AN 22 B,

— kUL, A MBS 2 R AR [R) 9 R A5 Ay
XF Dy Al Dy A THRUEAL, DA RE TS 7E AR 1 9 Fh
FEEERWMT Dy Dy, #EATHE. HIES —J5T,
BRUEAL Dy F1 Dy 05 10 A 35 358 308 A% 455 R ) 2o e %ot
TR RA LB LA FIWT, RS 0 R G K
B YRR, ORISR T ORI R
Xt Dy, Fl Dy BIFEIR, H XA~ ZE A B0, T R A
AR, HIARTEER TR BRI Dy Al Dy, 15
i 0 BRI Sk T G e e A A 35 3k 1 R A 49 R ) X
ARG R BEMBREN, APF5 AR ZEALXT D,
1 Dy bR

L5 Bllisanr
HAE AT ESEA 4 Fhas B GEiT R}

Dnn

BE—YI R AE T 1L 24 hm? FFE 3 A 25 18] 43 A EFTA5E4L,
TE 45 )RR L ST A0 35 R B0 i A R s )
YA UEAT B, A3 BIBIRIRE TR, AP AR AL ER AL
100 MBS . AP, BT EY 5T
I HARRY) R G L B L, &5 4584
T2, IR LB T SR, AR5
20 m x 20 m RYREDS, THEPRE T Z A ) Chao-
Jaccard M1 SEPEFE S Dy, A1 Dy, F5FE D5 18] HE BDIGRE DS
Xord, I E AW p ZHERREET B
SR YA, VR FIRBEE ] p 22 e B R 2 3 n
M2 R IR -p 2R . 43 0K 52
b p ZAEHWINE S5 AT B AR ML LR,
SrHT AR IE A SR RAE X R B ZREMER Y
M. 285 R [RRE ) 5 5 7E 40 mx40 m A1 50 mx50 m
1R AT 4347

1.6 BRUUARORGEE
HR A 8 1B AU e 6 v T B A ik vl A5 S e v
Il (akaike’s information criteria, AIC)IE AL TEVS
LA RIS AR RE AR (1 5% 22 45 A 18 5 430 A A 15 1l
T, AIC W LI A T A
AIC =nln R +2k, )

Horfr, n FORK I B FH A REAS R K ARFRBA Y
SHAEG R OARRERDULINAE 5 R 1) 5% 22 7 7
A3,

AIC FIWTARIELS G 1 A 0 WA 1 AT 0 e A8
AU 0 5 SR g e, B A 258N, H
FEHY R & B S B0, R ATC (k)N AR AR )

B R OREPIIEATHIEIT S, Horp R R AT
(PCA)Fl Chao-Jaccard AH 5 PEF8 E iy 115542 F 1 /2
Vegan FEFF4*, Dy, I D, B9315432 FA )2 Picante
GO

2 4

21 PR RGERE p LA

£ ] Chao-Jaccard 5+ PEFREG T B Y Fh g ZHEE
A, AR E, i HE 24 hm? BEb 82 PRBEVE 1)
VIRl B 22 A 5 5 0 I i AT 4 R ks A (1]
2(a)~(c)). UM, 5351 Dy B Dy, 5848, 152118
ARSI RAEKT B 2R —
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40 mx40 m

20 mx20 m 50 mx50 m
0.40 - 0249 () eeeiee 0209 @
B .
4 0.30 4 0.18 0.15
Uk
2 ¢ R e
- 0204 £ 0.12 0.10 1 : e T ~.
S :
2 01047 0.06 0.05 1
] rd
5 -———— .—:_’_—_- __-._.—_\_:
0.00 0.00 0.00 "
0 100 200 300 400
255 7 252 252 1 ®
H - A 4
oF 245 247 247
235 T T T \ 242 242 T
0 100 200 300 400 0 100 200 300 400 0 100 200 300 400
35 4
25 4
QE
15 1
5 T T T " 0 T T T | 0 T T T 1
0 100 200 300 400 0 100 200 300 400 0 100 200 300 400
EBE (m) EBE (m) EBE (m)
-——- ®OARMBMER — — — EARREMIEBMER e FAARMEDEHRTY
= RO DEMRTY — TJOKEVE

B2 ARREERFRAASZELEY p SN

BB 2d)~0), B 2(9)~(0), HERGEKT p £
AP, e B B A 3 A s

2.2 B AAEVEM B

K FE BRI | SR AR | [m] Bk
FE LI AL S MG RS B 4 P IR S
TE 20 mx20 m, 40 mx40 m A1 50 mx50 m X 3 MR EF
L AR B LA M A YR I BE RS -8 AR M
A (K 2). RIEFR 1 EABE AICH, FIWTH
AP RAUROR .

ANEREE - BE B -B 2 FE Tt A5 45 2R (8] 2(a)~
) S 1@ g —, Bp 4 FpEIRLE 152
Ykl p AR R/ A R BT PR AT i A > S5 B PR 4
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SRR > 5 VR IR AR A > [R] B IR A R R

, SRR SRR AR S /Y AIC {5378
B/ 1), FW] S FUMEFE S s 4 S B UL e 2L
DR

KM Dy 18T RGLT 2R, 135 4 5
TR (4 S - 22 R AR5 4 2R A0 ] 2(d)~ (D) BT
AFRE RN RGERE p 2HER/ DB E
[FIZE & 1) P TN A R B AL, R’ Dy, fE 2R
BB A NG R, YR AN, SR
FARERY > [a] Joi P Y A TR > S5 Jo P 4 5 J0r A Y > []
JRCPEFE T LAY B 4 R ) B D A A
REFAEZAb, HAtl 3 FBRI R AT p 2R
R, YHERBEEER—EEZN, RELT 2K



F1 AEpLEEERBERARARET 4 MERE AICH

B R [ o M I AR Y S I AA A A [7) o M 5 B R S AR T R AR
Chao-Jaccard 20 mx20 m 7.77 7.60 14.96 29.40
TR L 40 mx40 m 22.35 18.69 14.03 25.76

50 mx50 m 25.57 20.76 13.27 26.85
D,y 20 mx20 m 95.97 77.87 99.28 76.72
40 mx40 m 36.41 32.21 41.88 38.42
50 mx50 m 26.68 25.65 32.54 32.88
D, 20 mx20 m 170.76 170.69 153.70 139.72
40 mx40 m 63.67 66.69 67.00 50.30
50 mx50 m 44.13 48.56 49.36 24.53

PR KB R S5 PR FE S R A L VRO S A A
RS, S5 5P G T BT AR AR 11 (B 5 TR) 5 T A A AR A
VL. MBERIRG SG 45 5 ATC T LA (R 1), 20 m x
20 m RUEE B3RN0 6 B i (4 451 5 35K i
U, 7F 40 mx40 m 1 50 mx50 m )& b, NN H
JO P T RS IR F 045 3550 SR e e

RERE BN — DT85 Do 5 D,y 165K
RS BRI, XA 1(b) A T 25 AR — 2L
e 3 A RE LRS- 2L A 2(g)~>0) R
S, TR B PEFE S A A > R PR G S A A > S R
PEIA AT > [a] I M YA AA B B . AR B 5 B 405 iR
AICTHER 1), ANFERE L, 50NE LA a5 4
TR S AR A
3 W

B ZFEVEAE D ZFEMEAS R —Fh R BB, f8
B R A A A R S X AR A T BRI R ROk
Yikh p 2R S RG KT p 2RSS G, NS
BFla] 2 N7 T, AR BT A A 2E AR T A
MR, ABIF5E R )35 30 7 70 1 HE 2 s ik
BT S A BN R R N BRI R M R Gk
B BRI B R AR L k. 5 R,
HIFEH TR DRI R G LT B 2R R
A Ry T N P R T K R A, oy L AR
ARTE T [R) B A A B 8 DA )

4 FELHURETS IR p ZREE RN STER] 1)
Y TIUIAH — 2, RS PR HT ) B BT ) g 2R
Y FL A RS I i, 3¢ B A B 3k 8 R PR o) 3 ) 4
FH, AT ARG s W o I LR b B B REMERS SR,
AR R LR R B ZREEERRL
il AWFFEEE R 5 Shen &5 Py B 1 B b - 1 AR
£k A B 5% 25 R R — BRI A A RR

{14 S [R) A7 T A T b A 88 oy FEL L LR b P o T BRLOG R
Legendre %5 AP iy [ ILFEHIA Rl p ZREME AT 43
BT, Ak A 2508 A S A% 1 e 3o A A v ol e 3 1
P BEVE (AL, Wang 258 APz FL 5 12,
BN R A S 2 B XK I AT Wabikon /N LAY
FRMEE RS R AR p ZREMETER, 38915
HH A 358 3 U R B o M ) Al A e b i B S B
TETE (AT FLSC R FR B ZREME.

T RGKRE LRI, ADF5EiE A
2 ANHE RO A5 2 AY 25 S5 T 48 R Y AR 2SR
ARIA. 38 Dy 16 BRI 45 5 5 7E R 1(b)H Br Hi
ML RIFA—E, BIARIRE B, XS R g ZEPER
Jei B T i G A 34 S R PR T D A R, DI 7
AWFTE) AR B, A ad g A 5B il 4t
FfEHTT AR F i R R G T B ZREEAERRHLEI.
FIF D, 48505 2 A9 45 55 78 & 1(b) rh B i) 49 45
FA 5, HAFERELEIFA—F, 75 20 m x
20m R I, [ D, 3 5—FE, AR RIS
JPEFE S BB R Ty B A BT B A3 R, FE 40 m x
40 m F1 50 m x 50 m X 2 N RUEE B, BT ETAAA LA
AR R, B FARS R - RERRKHIR
JE AR A ROAT00 R i R B R A R, A
IR A B S R A X W m, X5
Legendre 25 A\COYERFHY R p L2 REME/Hrdy L 2%
RV ZREVELEF ML 0 25 52— 2y, Bin 2 A\1Y
EXTEIL RERE B 2RI 1S 22
GER

M 2 T RGE LT p L REMERE OIS 25 S AR T Y
Jr U2 AT B T JE AN TR Dy SRR 2
MEERIERGERBEWRY SN ZER, £n
RERBEEENRGE LT LA REREE, feir
i S R A B 22 TN R 1(b) R T
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JERET B R R K FEM K, WDt AFH.

BOTHAH ARG LT p ZHIESE 1(0)RTIN MASCHBE TSR ATF, RELT pL2HESY
H—E. Fy—Tr M, Doy EERB2NMIHERERARALT BRI H A S, AN R J7 AR
WA BN 2257, FORNAN RIS — B ¥, IR S i B A AR, AROREE S RSP Al
R R TR TR, B WO O B IR SRS U RGERE AR RELS I BIITSE, F A
22 5 S BRI S 1) P T BT 2R R A R A A AR A

BN

21
22

23
24

25
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Effects of environmental filtering and dispersal limitation on species
and phylogenetic beta diversity in Gutianshan National Nature Reserve

RAO MiDe'?, FENG Gang’, ZHANG JinLong’, MI XiangCheng” & CHEN JianHua'

! College of Chemistry and Life Sciences, Zhejiang Normal University, Jinhua 321004, China;
% State Key Laboratory of Vegetation and Environmental Change, Institute of Botany, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100093, China

Phylobetadiversity can provide new insights into assembly mechanisms of community ecology because it incorporates phylogenetic
information. The combination of phylobetadiversity and traditional species beta diversity is of great benefit to research that attempts to
explain the mechanisms of community assemblages. To reveal the community assembly mechanisms of a 24-hm® forest plot
established in Gutianshan National Nature Reserve, Kaihua County, Zhejiang, China, our study used four spatial statistical models to
simulate model communities created in four ways: purely random processes, environmental filtering, dispersal limitations and the
combination of environmental filtering and dispersal limitation. Then we analyzed the distance-decay of similarity of these four model
communities and observed communities based on the plot in the Gutianshan National Nature Reserve. Our results showed (1) an
obvious distance-decay relationship exists for species and phylogenetic similarity in the Gutianshan plot; (2) the combined effects of
environmental filtering and dispersal limitation can best explain the mechanisms involved in structuring species beta diversity in the
plot; and (3) different results were produced using pairwise (Dp,) and nearest neighbor (D,,) metrics. The results from the nearest
neighbor metric (D,,) suggested that the combined effects of environmental filtering and dispersal limitation shape the community
phylogenetic structure of the plot. Additionally, the results from the pairwise metric (Dp,) showed that the combined effect of
environmental filtering and dispersal limitation can best explain the community phylogenetic structure at the scales of 20 m*x20 m?,
while environmental filtering is the main force shaping community phylogenetic structure at scales of 40 m*x40 m” and 50 m?x50 m?.
The combined patterns observed when considering both phylobetadiversity and traditional species beta diversity reflected the
important roles of habitat filtering and dispersal limitation in diversity maintenance of this subtropical forest habitat.

species beta diversity, phylogenetic beta diversity, distant-decay relationship, community assembly
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