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Community Intrinsic Diversity Ordering and Its Application

LEl Xiang-dong, TANG Shou-zheng
(Reasearch Inditute of Fores Resource Irformetion Techniques, CAF, Bejing 100091, China)

Abstract : The paper introduced a new method for conyparing the biodiversty anong communities: conr
munity intringc diversty ordering. Communities can be conrpared using right tail-sumor A3 profiles that
can awid dortcomings of inconddent ordering anong different diverdty indices. As an indexfree
method , it shows that the biodiverdty is partia , and communities are not dways intringcally conparable
in the biodiversty. One community with intringcaly high diversty has rea high diversty. Tree dze di-
verdgty of thinning and ocontrol plots was gudied by the method. Gommunity intrindgc diversity ordering is
a usgful method for conparing community diversity in gace and time, and fores management planning.
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