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Interspecific Associations of Dominant Plant Populations Under Different
Protection Regimes in Nanling National Nature Reserve ,Guangdong Province
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Abstract ; A series of techniques including the analysis of variance, %’ test, association coefficient ( AC)
and Jaccard coefficient (or probability of co-occurrence,PC) were measured based on the 2 X 2 contin-
gency table in order to analyze the interspecific associations of dominant plant species in three communi-
ties under different protection regimes in Nanling National Nature Reserve, Guangdong Province. The re-
sults indicated that the overall association of all species showed no significantly negative correlation in
community | located at the experimental area,no correlation in community I located at the buffer area
and a significantly positive correlation in community Il located at the core area. There were 3-paired sig-
nificant negative correlations in community [ ,1-paired significant positive correlation in three communi-
ties , respectively. With the transition {rom community ] to community III ,the probability of co-occur-

rence ( PC) increased and AC changed from negative to positive.
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