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&R (Lauraceae)
LLIBERR &} (Proteaceae)
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B#a (Ficus benjamina)
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A7 —
k3 A

>R REBEAER I TERRE
PR Beif 4 2 kY REES

A B C D E F G
1| - R O B Fabaceae  Acacia confusa [F4fE
2 BRI X Phyllanthacez Bischofia javanica [E4fE
3 FEH S Lauraceae  Cinnamomum campt [R5 &
4 th g Wit = Lythraceae Lagerstroemia subco [R & fE
5 g it BE Altingiaceae Liquidambar formos: [F4=f&
6 & g 3t BE/LE Styracaceae Styrax formosanus v: [FAEfE
7 g e KEEE Lauraceae  Machilus japonica va [R 4 f&
8 & oyt o U = | = Euphorbiacea Sapium discolor ~ [E4£fE

9 g it &/ _FEfA Pinaceae  Pinus taiwanensis iFETE
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B B = | A= §-7% \DBH F# A 55 EXgt S 1
1[ - %ﬁﬁzﬁﬁt ﬁ%ﬁa‘ Fabacese  Acaciaconfusa  [RZFE 048 4717 10.00 700 1952 1142
2 BB g A Phyllanthacez Bischofia javanica FE4£fE 0.58  46.78 8.00 6.00 1320 7.65
3 B R i8S Lauraceae  Cinnamomum campl [F4fE 044 47.00 12.00 10.00 3635 2119
4 g it S Lythraceae Lagerstroemia subco [R&EFE 0.67 45.04 10.00 9.00 3488 1948
5 g it @E Altingiaceae Liquidambar formos: [F4fE 0.83 48.80 000 000
6 & g Wit B LS Styracaceae Styrax formosanus v.[EEFfE 0.51 44.98 0.00 0.00
7 g ot KEEE Lauraceae  Machilus japonica va[F4fE 0.50 44.82 0.00 0.00
g ===t o= = | = | Euphorbiacea Sapium discolor FE4EfE 048 4785 0.00 0.00
9 g PSR it G BEFA Pinaceae  Pinus taiwanensis FETE 070 4923 000 000
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- BAERE 196-275m
1999F & 115eA 2.1+0.64 ha

—+

A% (Bischofia javanica)
=48 (Ficus benjamina)
#I R (Dysoxylum hongkongense)
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- BZERE 284-341m
1999F & 175em 5.88 ha

#£116)\A& (lllicium arborescens)
RE (Castanopsis carlesii)
B ERE (llex cochinchinensis)
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600-733 m
7% 3% (Fagaceae)
&%} (Lauraceae)
LLIZEAR &} (Proteaceae)

I 47
Jun 2008 &



Feb 2012

)

2007435217 25 ha
667/-845 m
7% 1%l (Fagaceae)
&%} (Lauraceae)
78Rl (Rubiaceae)
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1996517 3 ha
2000 m
7% 3% (Fagaceae)
%%l (Theaceae)
&%} (Lauraceae)
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