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Abstract Five vertical transects were investigated on the population dynamics of Picea schrenkiana var. tianschanica to
lay a foundation for the population statistics and ecological protection. The transects were located from west to east along the
Tianshan Mountains in Zhaosu, Gongliu, Wusu, Urumgqi, and Hami of Xinjiang, China, respectively. The population static
life tables were made, and the population curves of survivorship and mortality rate were formulated and drawn based on the
data from 91 plots. The results showed that the survival curve of the populations could be generally summarized as the type of
Deeveyll, suggesting stable population dynamics. There were two mortality peaks for each of the populations in the five sites.
The mortality peaks could be for young, fore-adult, adult and old-age groups but varied significantly among the different sites.

Fig 2, Tab 6, Ref 31
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Fig. 1 Locations of the 5 survey sites
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Table 1 Situation of the 5 sampling sites
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Table 2 Static life table of Picea schrenkiana var. tianschanica population in Zhaosu

wy B HMBE fREK
DBH Mean Survival a 1 In/ d q 1L, T e k S() F() ¥iO) M)
Age class class value number . . : . . . : : :
1 0~4 2 216 378 1000 6.908 217 0.217 892 2317 2317 0245 0783 0.217 0.054 0.061
2 4~12 8 360 296 783  6.663 217 0277 675 1426 1.821 0.324 0.566 0.434 0.027 0.040
3 12~20 16 328 214 566 6339 217 0383 458 751 1.327 0483 0349 0.651 0.027 0.059
4 20~28 24 113 132 349 5856 275 0788 212 294 0.841  1.551 0.074 0926 0.034 0.163
5 28~36 32 28 28 74 4.305 34 0464 57 82 1.107  0.624 0.040 0.960 0.004 0.076
6 36~44 40 1 15 40 3.681 34 0.867 22 25 0.633  2.015 0.005 0.995 0.004 0.191
7 44~52 48 1 2 5 1.666 = = 3 3 0.500 1.666 0.000 1.000 0.001 0.250
%3 m 9&'—]—[ L\*lﬁhg-ﬂéﬁlhiu ;E
Table 3 Static life table of P. schrenkiana var. tzanschamca population in Gongliu
[ (i HAE AAEEL
Age DBH Mean Survival @ I In/ d, q, L T e, k, S() F(t) §(0) 0
class class value number
1 0~4 2 135 135 1000 6.908 659 0.659 670 2819 2819 1.077 0341 0.659 0.165 0.246
2 4~12 8 51 46 341 5.831 30 0.087 326 2148  6.304  0.091 0311 0689 0.004 0011
3 12~20 16 22 42 311 5740 30 0.095 296 1822 5857 0.100 0281 0719 0.004 0.013
4 20~28 24 29 38 281 5.640 30 0.105 267 1526  5.421 0.111 0252 0.748 0.004 0.014
5 28~36 32 18 34 252 5.529 30 0.118 237 1259 5.000 0.125 0222 0778 0.004 0.016
6 36~44 40 32 30 222 5404 30 0.133 207 1022 4.600 0.143 0193 0.807 0.004 0.018
7 44~52 48 33 26 193 5.261 30 0.154 178 815 4.231 0.167  0.163 0.837 0.004 0.021
8 52~60 56 33 22 163 5.094 30 0.182 148 637 3909 0201 0.133 0.867 0.004 0.025
9 60~68 64 31 18 133 4.893 30 0.222 119 489  3.667 0.251 0.104 0.896 0.004 0.031
10 68~76 72 20 14 104 4.642 15 0.143 96 370 3.571  0.154  0.089 0911 0.002 0.019
11 76~84 80 11 12 89 4.487 15 0.167 81 274 3.083 0182  0.074 0926 0.002 0.023
12 84~92 88 6 10 74 4.305 15 0.200 67 193 2.600 0.223  0.059 0941 0.002 0.028
13 92~100 96 10 8 59 4.082 15 0.250 52 126 2125  0.288  0.044 0956 0.002 0.036
14 100~108 104 7 6 44 3.794 15 0.333 37 74 1.667 0405 0.030 0970 0.002 0.050
15 108~116 112 6 4 30 3.389 15 0.500 22 37 1.250  0.693  0.015 0985 0.002 0.083
16 116~124 120 2 2 15 2.696 7 0.500 11 15 1.000  0.693 0.007 0993 0.001 0.083
17 124~132 128 1 1 7 2.002 - - 4 4 0.500 2.002 0.000 1.000 0.001 0.250
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Table 4 Static life table of P. schrenkiana var. tianschanica population in Wusu

[ 7Y Mo AAEEL
Age DBH Mean Survival a, N In/ d q, L T e k, S@) F(@) ¥i0) A
class class value number
1 0~4 2 67 113 1000 6.908 106 0.106 947 3757 3757 0112 0.894 0.106 0.027 0.028
2 4~12 8 75 101 894 6.795 106 0.119 841 2810 3.144 0.126 0.788  0.212  0.013 0.016
3 12~20 16 113 89 788 6.669 106 0.135 735 1969 2.500 0.145 0.681 0.319  0.013 0.018
4 20~28 24 107 77 681 6.524 106 0.156 628 1235 1.812 0.169 0.575 0.425 0.013 0.021
5 28~36 32 83 65 575 6.355 372 0.646 389 606 1.054 1.039 0.204 0.796 0.046 0.119
6 36~44 40 23 23 204 5.316 97 0478 155 217 1.065 0.651 0.106 0.894 0.012 0.079
7 44~52 48 5 12 106 4.665 97 0.917 58 62 0.583 2.485 0.009 0.991 0.012 0.212
8 52~60 56 1 1 9 2.180 = = 4 4 0.500 2.180 0.000 1.000 0.001 0.250
%5 BEAFELZUMBNBEESR
Table 5 Static life table of P. schrenkiana var. tianschanica population in Urumqi
e 7% HfE PERTRA
Age DBH Mean Survival a, I8 In/ d, q, L T, e, k, NG F(t) §(0) M)
class class value number
1 0~4 2 476 476 1000 6.908 206 0.206 897 2418 2.418 0.231 0.794 0.206 0.051 0.057
2 4~12 8 375 378 794 6.677 225 0.283 682 1521 1915 0.333  0.569 0431 0.028 0.041
3 12~20 16 282 271 569 6.344 225 0.395 457 839 1.474 0.502 0.345 0.655 0.028 0.061
4 20~28 24 155 164 345 5.842 225 0.652 232 382 1.110 1.057 0.120 0.880 0.028  0.121
5 28~36 32 54 57 120 4785 55 0.456 92 150 1.254  0.609 0.065 0.935 0.007 0.074
6 36~44 40 31 31 65 4.176 53 0.806 39 58 0.887 1.642 0.013 0987 0.007 0.169
7 44~52 48 6 6 13 2.534 6 0.500 9 19 1.500 0.693 0.006 0.994 0.001 0.083
8 52~60 56 2 3 6 1.841 2 0.333 5 9 1.500 0.405 0.004 0.996 0.000 0.050
9 60~68 64 1 2 4 1.435 2 0.500 3 4 1.000  0.693 0.002 0998 0.000 0.083
10 68~76 72 1 1 2 0.742 = = 1 1 0.500 0.742 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.250
6o MERLBHENGERSEGR
Table 6 Static life table of P. schrenkiana var. tianschanica population in Hami
ﬁﬁ% ]?Bgllil A s@ﬁ% i In! d L 7 NOEEA0) 1) A0
clagss class Il o e number “ : . . o . . &
1 0~4 2 271 271 1000  6.908 535 0.535 732 1883.764 1.884 0.465 0.535 0.134 0.183
2 4~12 8 126 126 465 6.142 52 0.111 439 1151.292 2.476 0.413 0.587 0.006 0.015
3 12~20 16 112 112 413 6.024 137 0.330 345 712.177 1.723 0.277 0.723 0.017 0.049
4 20~28 24 75 75 277 5.623 137 0.493 208 367.159 1.327 0.140 0.860 0.017 0.082
5 28~36 32 38 38 140 4.943 85 0.605 98 158.672 1.132 0.055 0.945 0.011 0.108
6 36~44 40 15 15 55 4.014 26 0.467 42 60.886 1.100 0.030 0.970 0.003 0.076
7 44~52 48 1 8 30 3.385 26 0.875 17 18.450 0.625 0.004 0.996 0.003 0.194
8 52~60 56 1 1 4 1.306 = = 2 1.845 0.500 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.250
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Fig. 2 Survival curve (A), mortality rate curve (B), K value curve (C), and hazard rate function curve (D) of P. schrenkiana var. tianschanica
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