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A Study on the Population Structure and Dynamics of
Tetraena mongolica Endemic to China

XU Qing, ZANG Run—guo, LIU Shirong, GUO Quan-hui
(Research Institute of Forest Ecology, Environment and Protection, CAF, Beijing 100091, China)

Abstract: The structures of diameter-—class, crown breadth and height of Tetraena mongolica
population were studied. Based on the static life table, the dynamic law of T. mongolica
population was described. The study showed that the individual tree distribution of T.
mongolica with the variation of diameter—class and height, and crown breadth were in single
peak and reversed J-type respectively. With the increase of the population age class, the
mortality ¢ and killing power k. increased but the surviving rate [. decreased. The
survivorship curve belonged to Deevey . Based on Leslie matrix, the change of the number
of individual trees was different in the different age class under the undisturbed condition and
the population dynamic changed from declination type to growth type.
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