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Abstract

Rotational shifting cultivation is practiced by patches of forest are cleared and burned during the
dry season. The cleared fields are planted for 1 or more years with upland rice or other crops, and then left
to lie “fallow” to allow for natural succession that results in secondary forest. The fallow phase allows
soils to stabilize and gives forest vegetation an opportunity to re-grow, to accumulate biomass. This
research show that in traditional land use practices of the Lawa and Karen hill tribes in northern Thailand
in different areas: natural forest (sacred forest) and fallow fields of three ages derived from rotation
shifting cultivation such as young fallow (1-2 years old), medium-age fallow (3-4 years old) and old
fallow (7-8 years old) .All woody plant species were identified and counted in three transects (20m X
50m). Tree species in the sampling plots of the forest and fallow areas will be measured for circumference
and height to calculate their volume and biomass using allometric equations for carbon sequestration of
aboveground carbon assessment. In addition, the level of genetic diversity and relationship among Ficus
hirta Vahl. using by microsatellite marker in 6 villages were also studied. The Shannon-Wiener diversity
index of trees in the forest of both villages were highest, 5.80 (Karen) and 5.40 (Lawa) and in fallow
areas, old fallow of Karen villages was highest, 5.17, but it was highest, 4.74, in medium-age fallow of the
Lawa village. There were similarities between woodly tree, sprouting and seedling species found in
medium- and those found in old- age fallow fields in Karen village but the woodly tree, sprouting and
seedling were similarities in medium-age fallow field and natural forest. The tree carbon storage in the
young-, medium-, and old fallow, and the forest were 0.46, 5.57, 50.52, and 65.35 tons/ha in the Karen
village. They were 1.68, 7.88, 27.69, and 48.19 tons/ha in the Lawa village.

This investigation was aim to study the level of genetic diversity and relationship among Ficus
hirta Vahl. “Keystone species” in tropical forest ecosystem restoration areas. This research determined
genetic diversity, six loci microsatellite marker was examined of nine populations in fallow field at Karen
and Lawa villages, Mae Cheam District, Chiang Mai both natural forest and fallow area at age 3 and 5
years. In these studies, the average number of allele per locus was from 2.677+0.516 to 4.333+0.816. The
genetic diversity over loci is from 0.615 to 0.687, from the result show that the genetic variability in
fallow field and natural forest are nearly. AMOVA result revealed higher genetic diversity within
population compared to among them. Structure analysis shows that populations of F. hirta that found in
natural forest and fallow fields have admixture of genes means that gene flow from natural forest
approach to fallow fields. Moreover, the result from principal coordinate analysis (PCoA) could divide the

populations of F. hirta into four sub-groups. This research indicates that microsatellite markers are useful
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tools to measure genetic diversity within Ficus hirta var. hirta and could be used to measure how far of

genetic disperse from natural forest into fallow fields.
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MUY 2; Ws  =0.0396(DBH2 x H)""° (kg, cm’m)

(Ohkubo et al. 2006 in Fukushima et al. 2008)

Wb =0.00602(DBH2 x H)"" (kg, cm’m)
1 =26 +0.02 (kgkg)
W, W+ W,

Tag  H=anugd
Y 4 o ¥ Y yya o
D = idurugudnarsvesdiduvesdu lnnnugeszaven (1.30 was 910

£ A
WUAU)
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Y
@319 1.1 aumsuea lauasdns uA I uIaF I NvilenuaAY (IPCC, 2003)

TABLE 4.A.1

ALLOMETRIC EQUATIONS FOR ESTIMATING ABOVEGROUND BIOMASS (KG DRY MATTER PER TREE)
OF TROPICAL AND TEMPERATE HARDWOQOD AND PINE SPECIES

hardwoods

. ) a R¥*sample | DBH range
Equation Forest type size (cm)
Y = exp[—2.289 + 2.649 » In (DBH) — 0.021 * (In(DBH))’] Tropical moist hardwoods 0.98/226 5-148
Y =21.297 — 6.953 « (DBH) + 0.740 « (DBH)* Tropical wet hardwoods 0.92/176 4-112
Y =0.887 + [(10486 » (DBH)™*) / (DBH**) + 376907)] Temperate/tropical pines 0.98/137 0.6-56
Y =0.5+[(25000 * (DBH)>®) / (DBH>®) + 246872)] Temperate US eastern 0.99/454 1.3-832

Where

Y= aboveground dry matter, kg (tree)”
DBH =diameter at breast height, cm
In = natural logarithm

exp = “e raised to the power of”

further discussion).

Sources: Updated from Brown, 1997; Brown and Schroeder, 1999; Schroeder et al.. 1997

* Tropical moist generally represent areas with rainfall of between 2000 to 4000 mm/year in the lowlands;
tropical wet is suited for areas with rainfall greater than 4000 mm/year in the lowlands (see Brown, 1997 for

Y
4 a 1
2.1.2. maazaumsveu luuad 1 1mntoauueaNyiua1e (Ground Flora)

9
2.12.1 Nantlasdrednaauia 1x1 ms1auas 191 4 uidas noudu Tunassdududuany

o o L A4 o o
INIMUA 3 seau (12 mlm) iuwumﬂumzmazmq ANNIN 1.5

I A tg 1 o 1 09/’ ° ¥y A a = I~
2.12.2 !,ﬂ‘]JWG]fWUﬁ1QGl,1.!LL‘]Ja\‘]GI'JE]EHQWQﬂNQUTIITJ@ULLWQﬂQmﬂQM 80 DAL BBy Lﬂu

v Y v
AU 48 F2 119 HIDOLIUUINIINAIN

o'/ 21 % Y d' =) o A dy 1 A A d! [ 9
2.1.2.3 BIUIHUNLKN OMILTINAUMTVOUVBINTNUA 1L HBAY FUNINY To8aY 50 Tﬂﬁl

v

v
Mminveat i minuTauedIa®In M (Dixon et al, 1994)

1m

1m

2N 1.5 ulaadisnnuuna 1x1 a15194835

Y

4 a
2.1.3. myazaumiveulumiatays1n 1M oW HAY (woody necromass) (World Agroforestry Centre,

2010)
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2.1.3.1 MUAUF159 (line transect) 817 25 1UAT HININ 1.6 azmMUIaMIvIaurved 191 ume
dy d’d 1 [ dy
aznuNANy TaguilaauuuIadad
2.13.1.1awan Ifuu1a g (Coarse woody debris; CWD) HuuiatduA1uguinai
1NN 200 HOALUAT
v KX a 9 1 o <3 Y- 9
- Tufindiame awaduiuguénan uazanuuidsvesann lilaeld
penetrometer UBIHIN 1HNNIMIAFUETI9
< @ [ A a @ 09/ o
- ifudeguIar U1l ua 20 89 50 Haduas Jauinnan uazauy
Y, 2 A
WU I uNun
Y < . . = Y 1 4
21312488910 1510119180 (Fine woody debris; FWD) Huuiatdusiugudnais 20
D4 199 Naauuas
v R Aa 9 < Y] 1 = a a
- fuiniemavesnnld Tagtdud10819 (812152 0188 20 B9 50 Hadtuas)
Tdud13nn 2 was $an1n 1.6

o w 1

[ 9 v 9
- ihdegneeuniaNgungl 80 eerwalBya nieeUIUIHITNAIN 91N
o A oy o Y
FUNDUIUIHTUNLUN

9 ]
v o Y A

o w ' YA g zﬂy A Y 9 g’ @ A a [
2132 uWI’JE]EJNGlﬂﬂvllml,ﬂ‘]_linﬂwu‘1/11]191]114!,!,14\1i]u‘LlTﬁuﬂ?N‘1/] FIUTHUNLWDUIATUIUN

d‘ a 4 ~ [
NaanSnams veunazauas i

1m

W\
A \ — 1&1d199925 m
\

NN 1.6 lﬁuﬁﬁ’)fﬂﬂm"lﬂ 25189

25m

3.MSANMIANNHAINHAWMINUENTINV0A F. hirta var. hirta TunuinasdsralasldinSeanune
Taua fla Microsatellite
3 o l A
3.1) MstUAIeE1HY
o o <] @ ' § A 1
Wmsd1399 Mg uazinu@106191Uv09 Ficus hirta var. hirta Tuiun e Taan (1
[ A { { lt:y ] g {1 a g { |Qy
ousny) nazWunlined ey s dhumineld) Aunthsssusdnazwun19ned19e1g 33(Huiia

A A a ) v o 9 o o e
GRND) WUﬂﬂ1ﬁiiu%1@m@QU1uﬂ@ﬂu@ﬂ VIUNDINTY VIULTS llagﬂ’]ullﬂz DIUNDLULULIN IINIA
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' Y A o <

4 1
1Foa v wiounsAananeiay Jamnna (GPS) ¥eaNnAL FaNnavedaazAuNNINTINUYoyany
o o A A Y a d v Y o AN Y 9 Aa
Wnniheeui e ldlumsinsz niwnudeyannumniateniaiugnssun laannsdimaiia
Microsatellite marker
v ag
3.2) MIANAALDULD
v A a o 1 A 9 09/} 9
AnaAduIe91NA08191uuz1A0 Ine 1Y CTAB method protocol (Milligan, 1992) 91nHUTA
a d ) < 1Y a a g
AUNINAUNINVBIADUID TAN151H I NFATY 1.5% TAE Agarose gel Hazalsuaaidurelag
. A A ] A A A I [ a .
Spectrophotometrical NANNYIIAAU 2 ¥IN AD AITNYIIAAULTNN 260 nm 1Hun15Iadsuna Nucleic
. A A I @ =) = & W 1 A A
acid taz NANV1IAAYN 280 nm 1Wumsiadsina ldsau F9das 11U vo9n1INe1IAAUN 260/280 nm
4 v R '

ANTOVONNANUDTGNFVDY Nucleic acid niuimmaiien1a1d 181U5uas 10ngpl' tweld lunis
Mnaes (Polymerase Chain Reaction; PCR) @o 1)
3.3) Microsatellite analysis

HyanauzfouAaz @ 081992 g INIATINTOUANURAINHAIEN W UENTTH Tagimaiin

% 7 '
Microsatellites %314 1ws1ue5 1un13as19dou 6 § lws1ue3 (Fins N1, Fins N3, MFC-1, FM4-15, Frub
. 4 a a ~ A J a .
391 a2 Fins P8) (911519 1.2) ﬂTJEJ‘ng]ﬂifﬂW“]i’fJTiLL‘]JiJﬁﬂQﬂ!‘lfiQiJ (Touchdown PCR) (Khadari et al.,
2001) lunseanIunugnnoa 1uiiA My-Cycler thermocycler, BIO-RAD”
a adg a o = Y 1 a3
asnaeUHanNanaaue 1aalyinaila Gel Electrophoresis 1a81i1n151a3 oud0819810uL0 1

10% Polyacrylamide gel tazimsdondaduiolaaly 0.2% Silver nitrate

S A

Qy ] <3 1 4 a
AT NEILLAVAD UNN WMILenIUIA Taels sui euvu1aF AR ULBTEHINULIA DY A
A o & A v g I ) o A A A Voo A !
Peanuluiunan AR WoINATTIL uMazi 001 LULLHUR U §NS SUNL L ounS suana 9 uns o 1l
3.4) Data analysis
) [y A o a o aa 4
oAU LMHURURNTTUVDI F. hirta var. hirta NI0IHmMsiAI1z i n1ea1udnaiioganu
vanraemaugnisulundayngulszying uagszrinanguilsyying saudeAnuIAUFUNUS
4
1 1 ] a 4 1 @ 1
serneduniow uazdundl Tael¥ 1dsunsu3as 12 ¥ 1AM Genetic @0 1111 Genetic variation
within population, number of allele (4), allele frequency, observed heterozygosity (H,), expect
heterozygosity (Hy) t1@¢ fixation index (F; Wright, 1965) Tas 1411511051 GenAlEx version 6.501
(Peakall and Smouse 2006) M Hardy—Weinberg equilibrium VoIAaE Locus 11 LA ﬂﬁj‘ll‘ﬂiz ¥1n5 1AY
14 11/5un33 ARLEQUIN 3.5 (Excoffier ef al., 2006) NN15NATOUA1 Pair-wise genetic distance (Fy,)
F2 . . I Y dy o a 4 9
Taol% Tsunsu ARLEQUIN 3.5 uae population genetic 32 1HuA1N uon91niH11n01531A5 121 laseaing
Manugnssuvesuaag ngulse¥1ns Taeld 1asinsy STRUCTURE 2.3 4 (Pritchard ef al., 2000) 1az
WMmsnseianudiniutues £ rira Tuuaaynguilsz 103 1ae33 Principle Coordinations Analysis

o { a L4 v o ' 1 '
(PCoA) 57]115\3ﬂ15‘1/]'] Dendogram Lﬁ@'ﬁlﬂi1$1’iﬂ’)1ﬂﬁﬂwu‘ﬁ§$W31\31J§$“H1ﬂ5 NAUAN
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M3 12 Svuuaued lnsiues Microsatellite

Micro-satellite  Primer sequence Repeat T, Expected No. of
marker (5>-3") product allele
length
FM4- 15 F: ATCTTCGTCGGTATTGCTTTCACT (TCC),(TCA),, 60 217 14
R:GGAAGAGAACCCTTTTTGTATTGG (CCATCA), (204-282)
MFC 1 F: ACTAGACTGAAAAAACATTGC (CD),, 55 192 6
R: TGAGATTGAAAGGAAACGAG
Frub 391 F: AGATGTCAAATAAGGACAGCT (TG) o 50 149 — 173 11
R: AGATGCAGTTCCATACAATTC
Fins N1 L: AGGGCTGAGATAGGTTGATT (TA),(CA) (TA), 55 150 — 160 6
R: TAAGTTGGTGTGTGGCATC CATA(TG),
Fins N3 L: AAAACTTCTCCTCTGCTATTTT (GA) , 54 165 1
R: TTTGCTTCTTCTCTGTTTGAC
Fins P8 L: TGAAGAAAACGGAGCTTG (CA), 54 157 - 160 2

R: CTAAATCTGACGGTTCAAAA




NaNSANH

4
a

[ 9/ Y
wuhnasdrsndeauialuihiluy (lshedhe) o191, 3, 8T uazthsssuand nythuuius 14
|ay 9 = U a 19 A A a d! 1 d! dy ~
oz 1sned ey 1,4, 6 I uazthsssund nythullavass Tasmsideniuinvilaaenilaiuiiagg
Y Y
utlas wun wlasdrsnvesthuming1d Ianugedana 1,061 63 1,329 tuasanszaviingia uay

Y Y
wlaadsnthuliavaes UANUFIAIA 1,008 D 1,121 1URINNTEALIINZIA AIA519 1.3

Y
M3 1.3 emaazanugannse mnimzavesndasdrsrathuusinalduaz thu laviaes

Site Ban Mae Hae Tai Ban Mhude Long

Fallow age 1-year 3-year 8-year Forest I-year 4-year 7-year Forest
Direction NE(80°) NE(30°) NE(10°) SW(210°) SW(196°) NW(300°) SW(230°) NE(20°)
Elevation(msl) 1061 1078 1040 1392 1158 1008 1121 1040

1. msﬁnmmmmm“ria1&1mﬁamw‘luﬂmﬁumﬁw&uﬁmﬁuvj,mn"ls'ﬁa%n (Biodiversity)
1.1) machaaius 1ilumlasdrsie

mﬂmié’mnmmwmﬂwmﬂma%amwﬁumﬁu14\!@18; 1337 uaz 83 uazthsssumatv
uu'ua“léfuazuﬂmﬂwﬁmjmq 17431 77 nazthssswana thullavase Tagn1adudi319017 50 1uas
A4 20 1m5 uiladaz 3 1UIF1399 YAV NANAUT LAZIF ALV (DN 1.7) Lgazgﬁu%’@yamm“lﬁﬁyu
a1 TaorAudoyannutlasaenauuuiaded 2.5 was wuh thuines 180158 udu lunuadrsanluih
019 11 31 81) uaz thsssuma (s Taan) PR AF-21 2,178,548 Az 429 Au $1uun'ld 2,29, 87 uay
92 %UA (1T 1.4) Tﬂwﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁwumﬂﬁqﬂﬂlumﬁuﬂ,mq 311 87 wazihsssuwd 1aun dporosa
villosa (Lindl.) Baill,, Lithocarpus polystachyus W& Lithocarpus mekongensis ANA1AY wazuilag ﬁmj
01y 17 41) 73] nag thsssumnd thuilavaes wo'ldidudu S1uau 15,177,695 nag 284 du aud1ay
$wun'ld 8,46,67 uaz 80 ¥iia LLﬁ%%ﬁﬂﬁWUNWﬂﬁﬁﬂiullﬂﬁﬁ618; 4l 71l wazihsssus1a 1aun

Lithocarpus polystachyus, Quercus kerrii Craib Qg Lithocarpus polystachyus MuUAAY
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A 1.7 msnatlasdisniug 1iunlasery 83 (o) vazuilaseng 131 () fhumineld

4 v
wssa Iiua lunlasdriswthuwing1d wu dundrluihey 83 winhiga Hd1uau 711 du

Taey i aNWUNINNGA A0 Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. var. cultrata 13112 114 AU 599030170

=

Y v
555 u%10 VI UIUNIY UA 328 éfu ¥UANNVIINNAAND Wendlandia tinctoria (Roxb.) DC. ssp.

Q

. . Ao v 1 1 Y 9 Y ' A Ao A = Y a A
tinctoria HTUIU 36 AU UANDN ﬂa']ulﬂfluﬂ']@'lfq] 1 ﬂ lliﬂll?‘h!lﬂﬂ‘mj@mﬂ 435 AU Iﬂf]‘]fu@‘anl_lll']ﬂ

= A

Naa A Cratoxylum formosum (Jack) Dyer ssp. pruniflorum (Kurz) Gogel. 394 asun ldun ﬂwﬂyuyjmq 3
3 fi$ 109w 208 u ualuthsssudisaund 19estiqa fe 8o du IRETRVEERFARITRIES
gsnthuilavass wuh wasthsssunaiiuaudundmniige sevasunie ﬂwﬂyuvjmq 4 7
waz13) Taelisnuau 61,44, 29 uaz 16 41U A1u§19 1 u,az'fméﬁ‘lﬁiuumﬁq@ﬂwﬂyuw‘mq 13 $1u7u

A

] 9
454 A TaoW VYA dntidesma sootepensis Craib. WInANgA 311U 238 Au ualuihluyeorg 43 1

tund Ifdosiiga Ao 107 Au Aemse 1.4

Y
A 1.8 dundwaznd il undasitugery 13 (d10) vazulasihsssmand (naw) thuwineld

1 a 9 A
wazuasthsssuna (v71) 1NUUArIaey
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a o ¢ 0 YA Y Y g Y Y v ° ) 1 ¥ Y A
MIN14 %uﬂwummgmmu'lmumu AUNA uazﬂm‘ln“luuﬂmmmﬂmuuma”lmmzmumﬁam

Site Ban Mae Hae Tai Ban Mhude Long
Fallow age l-year  3-year  8-year  Forest 1-year 4-year 7-year  Forest
Tree (50><6Om2)
No. of species 2 29 87 92 8 47 67 80
No. of trees 2 178 548 429 15 177 695 284
Tree density (m_z) 0.07 593 18.27 14.30 0.50 5.90 23.17 9.47
Seedling(235.6m")
No. of species 17 34 53 61 16 44 29 61
No. of seedling 32 154 711 328 51 240 120 443
Seedling density (m_z) 2.67 12.83 59.25 27.33 425 20.00 10.00 36.92
Sprouting(235.6m2)
No. of species 50 32 32 24 39 36 38 43
No. of sprouting 435 208 116 80 454 107 154 285
Sprouting density (m_z) 36.25 17.33 9.67 6.67 37.83 8.92 12.83 23.75

1.2) asHanudAyneinaIne

[ 1 Y 1 a a1l v A o W a = 1 Y 1 dy d‘ =Y 4
WLlﬁulullﬂag%uﬂllﬂWﬂGHUﬂﬂﬂJﬁ1ﬂﬂJﬂNuL’Jﬁ’J‘ﬂEﬂ (IVI) anU Tﬂﬂclmmazw nae EJWM‘QUL

. e

=

v [ Y 1
Mianudwgmnnigasnsidanuy 1nmssiusniasinnudidn av) lunaaziuhn wssa 149
[ E
unazinnudingmnnigaveatuuinalaluths55us1@ Ao Lithocarpus mekongensis Tuthluy
9
018 8 il fle Lithocarpus polystachyus “luﬂﬁuvjmq 37 Ao Aporosa villosa (Lindl) Baill. (A 1W 1.9)
1 g a1 A & A1 w oA % 1w
wazihluwery 13 Ao Kydia calycina Roxb. FaWa1dyiinnud 1A n1ny 21.96, 37.18,39.51 11ay
9
o w @ o w [ @ o J 1 ~ 1
187.20 w19y wazayianudrayduinsvesius 1lundasihluery 13 41 7l uazih
F5ISUBIA D1uNavaod 1AUn Canarium subulatum Guill,, Quercus vestita Rehder & E.H.Wilson,

Spondias pinnata (L.£.) Kurz 8% Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. ANAIAY A58 1.5
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NN 1.9 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill.

1T v A o @ a a A t:{d o w d' 1 dy d' o
MIN 1.5 mmummmmmnunmmmmmwmmnmmmﬂq‘lmmmq@ﬂuxmazwumﬂamﬁ3%

Site
Scientific Name VI
Fallow age
Ban Mae Hae Tai
1-yr Kydia calycina Roxb. 187.2
3-yr Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. 3951
8-yr Lithocarpus polystachyus (Wall. ex A. DC.) Rehd. 37.18
NF Lithocarpus mekongensis 21.96
Ban Mheud Long
1-yr Canarium subulatum Guill. 62.37
4-yr Quercus vestita Rehder & E.H.Wilson 43.02
7-yr Spondias pinnata (L.f.) Kurz 26.26
NF Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. 29.10

2.3) dstianunanvaouaz a¥tian A aueve iU g 15
1w A a o MY I 1 Aq Y =\ Aa o S Y
martianumaenaevessianus iumnlduSeuiouanumainnatovesyianug 1
1 1 dy d‘l 1T W = a [ S Y
Tuthszrnaiunaneg Taelua1s19 1.6 @aIA1ArinUHAINMa18U0IFUANUE 131 (Shannon-

. ' o 1 I ¥ . 1 1 a o 1
Wiener Index: H) ttazmanuadiadueveawu g 13 (Piclou's evenness: 1) W31 1hsssuwa thiduy

yar v

1 a @ 4 1w
019 8737 uaz 1 T thuwine1d Imdstinnurainvatovessiawus (1) 1Hve 1ddudu iy

9
5.796,5.166,4.122 waz 1.000 mud1au nazthsssund thiluyers 73 43 waz 13 dhullanaes U
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" v oA Aa o YA 9 [ =& <3 T Y 9

AarHanumaIniaeveIranug INouAu 19101 5359, 4.664,4.740 11az2.823 Fatruau 1l
] ] 2

ulasthsssumnatanmumainiaevesihgaiqa iofeunuudasihluy (@1519 1.6) nazdundioy

S = § 2y ~ IR 9
ummmwmﬂwmamquﬂuuﬂmﬂuyjmﬂmiwmq 8‘1J az 31J WUANUNINY 4.549 11ag 4.523 NAn

E)) & LIRS ~ = 1 W
Tlaslusfeny 13 Imanumanvasinniigadenindy 4.709

@ @ o a [RA o
MIN 1.6 A¥HANUMAINYaIY uazmﬁmmammmmawuﬂwu‘q“lﬁcluuﬂmmin

Site Ban Mae Hae Tai Ban Mheud Long

Fallow age I-yr 3-yr 8-yr NF I-yr 4-yr 7-yr NF

Tree (50%60m’)

Shannon diversity (H') 1.000 4.122 5.166 5.796 2.823 4740 4.664 5.359
Pielou's evenness (I') 3322 0471 0365 0.380 0.850 0445 0.352 0.408
Seedh'ng(235.6m2)

Shannon diversity (H') 3715 4,523 4549 1990 3377 4373 4.262 4938
Pielou's evenness (I') 0.664 0457 0351 0.397 0.586 0420 0481 0.378
Sprouting(235.6m2)

Shannon diversity (H') 4709 0.767 4.502 3978 3.043 4585 4.281 4.680

Pielou's evenness (J') 0379 0431 0484 0.525 0376 0493 0457 0.407

NNMIMuIN anuaReveIsiadu 15 1aeld Sorensen’s similarity Index Yo adaauAn 1571
1 a 1 3 1 9 1 9 9 A 1 1 9 =KX o
thsssumanazihiuyerganes thumineld waz thuilavass wud1 Arnundiondaiuveans s
Y Y
Ieuduihuythunsine1d duthuyihuiiavaes o1g 13 du 13 019 33 10 47 19 81 v 77

k4 [ 9
uazihsssumansdesnyiu Tanuadendaiuunniiga uaz Aundrvesthluyery 13 37 nae &l

a

)

9 9
thuuing1d tanuadeaasnuiuthiluyeig 4 i uiiavase dauluihsssuyaneaesnytiud

LY

=K o Y

9
anuAdIenaIiueIAundT (32.79%) uana liluthuerg 1Ttunine1dsinundrendedund
9/ v 9
T#luthituyery 7Thnnigana 50% ndn lfthiluyery sTthumine 14 Ianuadrendeiuieny 43
4
thuilavass uaznan Idthiluyers 81l thuminelatinnuadieaasnuihely 17 Thuiiavase uag

k4
thsssumansdesnyiulanuadrendetumnnnne 14.93% aamsi 1.9
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9
M3 1.7 manundieaasiuvesdeauis lunlasiluyery 1337 87 uazthsssuna thuwineld

Site Ban Mae Hae Tai
Fallow age I-yr 3-yr 8-yr NF
Tree
I-yr 100.00 (2) 0 (0) 225(1) 0 (0)
3-yr 0 0 29.31(17) 11.57 (7)
8-yr 0 0 0 25.70 (23)
Seedling
1-yr 100.00 (17) 31.37 (8) 37.14 (13) 1026 (4)
3-yr 0 0 36.78 (16) 8.42 (4)
8-yr 0 0 0 19.30 (11)
Sprouting
l-yr 100.00 (50) 39.02 (16) 4390 (18) 8.11 (3)
3-yr 0 0 4375 (14) 7.14 (2)
8-yr 0 0 0 14.29 (4)

9
M3 1.8 manuadieaasiuvesdenuiy Tumlasiluyery 1943 77 nazthsssuana thuilanaes

Site Ban Mhude Long
Fallow age I-yr 4-yr 7-yr NF
Tree
I-yr 100.00 (8) 14.55 (4) 8.00 (3) 6.82 (3)
4-yr 0 0 26.32 (15) 33.07 (21)
7-yr 0 0 0 27.21 (20)
Seedling
1-yr 100.00 (16) 33.33 (10) 17.78 (4) 15.58 (6)
4-yr 0 0 41.10 (15) 49.52 (26)
7-yr 0 0 0 20.00 (9)
Sprouting
I-yr 100.00 (39) 48.00 (18) 46.75 (18) 29.27 (12)
4-yr 0 0 37.84 (14) 48.10 (19)
T-yr 0 0 0 24.69 (10)
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9 k4
M3 1.9 manuadieaasiuvesdeauisszniamlasthiluy wazthsssunana 2 wgthu @

v Y A
uald HAZTNUNA D)

Site Ban Mhude Long
Fallow age
1-yr 4-yr 7-yr NF
Tree
l-yr 20.00 (1) 0.00 (0) 2.90 (1) 244 (1)
3-yr 16.22 (3) 32.84 (14) 25.00 (12) 25.69 (14)
8-yr 14.74 (7) 32.84 (22) 51.95 (40) 32.34 (27)
NF 2.00 (1) 21.58 (15) 18.87 (15) 32.56 (28)
Seedling
Mae Hae Tai 1-yr 2424 (4) 29.51(9) 1739 (7) 10.26 (5)
3-yr 16.00 (4) 33.33 (13) 28.57 (9) 21.05 (10)
8-yr 20.29 (7) 4536 (22) 36.59 (15) 26.32 (15)
NF 7.79 (3) 26.67 (14) 13.33 (6) 32.79 (20)
Sprouting
l-yr 49.44 (22) 46.51 (20) 50.00 (19) 4731 (10)
3-yr 28.17 (10) 38.24 (13) 28.57 (10) 21.33 (8)
8-yr 45.07 (16) 35.29 (12) 34.29 (12) 18.26 (7)
NF 3.17 (1) 1333 (4) 6.45 (2) 14.93 (5)

2. d5zniuSinamisvenlunuiith (Carbon assessment)
J a ' 9 o Y ~ A a 9a
msazaumsvou luszuuiinath 1&iy dsyaevdemsazanluinadinimviiodu wazldau
Y
a o a
2.1) Yseitiumsaz aumsuou oW uAY (Aboveground carbon assessment)
Y
2.1.1. 1IaF MK TIoWUAY (Aboveground biomass)
4 o 2 = ! 1 Y] o U y o
diefunutsnamadnwduaeg vesiug 1 uihluy Tasn1sa1urmve9 Ohkubo e
. [ 1 = oszl 1 s Y lay 9
al. (2006); Fukushima ef al. (2008) A4 2.1.1.2 WU 112510 MM Huavesni U g 1dvesudas Isnad

919 1,3 nay 81 uazulasihsssuya veetuuinegld

1WIDFININLNINY 273.36, 3343.04,

¥
30312.69, 39211.44 DlanSuao 3,000 A1519LUAT MNEIGY FIVUTMIUAIS VB UININY 046, 5.57,
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Y] 4 1 4 o w =} Iy N Y = ~ =3
50.52 1 65.35 AUATTUDUABDLLINLAT MIUAI1AD u,agmammwsumWufq”lmgﬂmmqlﬂ 4 7 i uag

115550918 Thudianass VAUNIHU 100624, 7,874.65, 16,611.73 1ag 28,91537 nlansuse3,000

5 v 1w Y ' o
ATTNLUNT "T&\‘lf’fﬁfliﬂﬂﬂ!ﬂ‘ullgljlﬂ"lﬂ‘ﬂ 1.68, 7.88, 27.69 Lag 48.19 mum'{uaumuaﬂuﬁ{ ANAITN 1.10

1 = =Y [ I~ 4 1 o
M3 1.10 MaFNI tazdSinasanums veuveedu 1ilundazulasdisde

Site Ban Mae Hae Tai Ban Mheud Long

Fallow age 1-yr 3-yr 8-yr NF I-yr 4-yr 7-yr NF

Sum of

Biomass 27336 3,343.04 30,312.69 3921144 1,006.24  7.874.65 16,611.73  28,915.37
(50x60m°) (kg)

Carbon content

4 0.46 5.57 50.52 65.35 1.68 7.88 27.69 48.19
(tonC-ha )

Y
2.1.2. 1383 W TRAUVBINFNUAN (Ground Flora)
3 o ' = A a 9 Y v :l @ a 4
MG Hean lulasdismneuuiaas ¥ n Usmamsueu
a2 A oy o Y 1 'Qy 9 a2 Y ] YA a @ < J
v fFanm 50% veuhmiinua wun lsned ety 33 Tuuiue1d BuSmanmnuasveugage
A Y o 1 4 d! A lqy 9 = o 4 ] 4
flo 0.36 AUMSVOUADLENIAT BIT09a311A0 1519319019 81 (026 AUAITVOURBUENUAT) HAY
Smnamiveuiooiige fie udasthsssumna tlsina imidy 005 Aumifueudenenuas nazuilaq
1 § 1 a 1 + a2 @ <] J "W
thluy wazthsssumna thullavaes wun thituyery 13 Tsmadninuaisueugaga 1910 0.55
A A

9 ' Y
dumsvouseuenuas sesasniethiluyery 4l 1hsssurd uaydesiganeiluyery 73 Aell

9
=) @ J 3 Jd 1w @
M3Usnar 0.05 AUMITVOUABLENLATINMIUY AIAI519 1.11

a2 v 4 = A A A d” v lay 9 1
AT 1.11 USunannnums ueu ves NUﬁ‘B’JﬂWWLWu@ﬂuﬂJ’E)\?WGHWuﬁNGluLLﬂﬁ\‘]hliVNTNf]']ﬁﬁl'l\‘]“] LAY

thsssunaluthuminsld vazthuliavass

Site Ban Mae Hae Tai Ban Mhued Long

Fallow age l-year  3-year  8-year NF 1-year 4-year 7-year NF

carbon content

0 0.15 0.36 0.26 0.05 0.55 0.23 0.05 0.10
(ton -ha )
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Y A dy a
2.1.3. mamymﬂ“lnmuawu@u (woody necromass)
dy ~ le 9 1 a9y 1 9 9 A ] = 9
“luwumﬂm"lsmimmzﬂmsswmmmmuaim AT UTUHUANADN "lfuwmﬂyc]nﬂmua"lu

2
Wuau vnadurugudna1s 20 B 200 uAes Tududis danmi.o

Y 9
A 1.10 waanann I ienuaulumlasluerg 8 d@ne) uazihsssuana@n) thuninesld

3.MSANBINNNHAINHAWMINUENTINVA F. hirta var. hirta TunuinasdsralasldinSeanune

Twa na Microsatellite

2 H
A A

9
NNMITTNNUW F. hirta var. hiraluiunthiuyerg s Yuazihsssuais Taa f1um

A

9 zﬂy A le 9 = 1 a gy 1 a9y F 1 a
u%slﬁ uazwuw"lammammﬂuazﬂmﬁmmmumwam ‘]JWﬁﬁiiJ“]fW]“]ﬂLlﬂE]ﬂu’OEJ ﬂTﬁ'i'ill‘]le

thuneame thsssumatnues uazisssusiatnuuly TagRiinisaaruieiay Jaa1nna (GPS)

' 3 o ' o & Ao 1 0 ] o
ﬂlﬂﬁllﬁﬁﬁélju Lﬂ‘U@']'Jf]EJ'I\‘]GhJ LAag A NNINITNAADI GdBQWﬂWUml,maxél)uﬁmmimm’faya%gﬂi'!WW

v
=)

o A A 9 v 9 o Ay Y 9 a . . 1 dy
Auuunun LW@l%ﬂigﬂaﬂﬂUﬂJ@Hﬁﬂ'l\?Wu‘qﬂiiuﬂul@ﬁﬂﬂﬂ'lﬁbl%Lﬂﬂuﬂ Microsatellite Tunaaznu

Yy Y
1A Aa 9 @ o

A Y o &) dy A a 9
el lumsriszeemalumsnszne@IveguNNNUNThs s5uma [ NFNUNNITNHAINMSINEAS

U
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H 2 v Y Y 1
AN 111 F. hirta var. hirta PWulunuddnpihsssuna vazthiluy lunuiidsmn

g v @ A 42
uieusny nag NuUNNa

°, 9 A . . 1 a £
NAMITTTWAUNLLAD F. hirta var. hirta 1WINFI503 0% T %91

Y Y

9 v o = 19 ] 9 1 a A d’Q 9 [ o =
INUAIMNILNHATDIY 5 il wymuuma‘lﬁ azthsssua HAgWUNN T WA NINGTINEATEY 3 1
Y [
A A

) A dy A a gy 9 dy A a g U a g
nythularans Aunthsssumaiunenties Nunthsssus1atnuneanie nunihsssusiatiu
dy d'l ay J dy d'l a dy ,d' 9 (3 a 9 ] 9
e tazwunthsssunathuualy woun lununthsssuena s wun laun dhsssurialuiuuine1é
) ) D) 9 B ) A A ¥ 3 o A A M) )
thuneniios Thunoame ez taginuuils szwuduuzmeniluauauisTunanun druaunan

sxnuluihsssumarnumineld uazthsssunathularasy (M519 112 4agnIw 1.11)

4 Y Y H
v o =

A Aa g a9 A A 2y o o a
Wuﬂﬂﬂi%ﬂﬁaﬂﬂ']ﬂ'ﬁlﬂﬂ@]ﬁ@']q 3 ﬂ VIUHUATT D uazwuwmanwmmmimymmq 5 ‘]J

9 ] 9 Y A ag Y IS o dy d’Qy 9 ~ 9 ] 9Y 1 09: 1 9
U']U!lllllaslﬁ €I]$Wl|@ullgLﬂ@ﬂlﬂu@]ulﬁu’)ﬂlﬂw’lgiuw NMITNOY 5 1] (U1HLL11LL81G]) MUU FIUAU
E R Y ' v

Y 3 dy d‘ay 9 = = o w 1 U Q:}I
Az NUMa lununNes 9oy 33 wag 5 muddu nazwu thsssuaiane 2aun @ruuunela

Y
Y] 1

Y A Y A Ag v & o ' ay ' Y Y v
UAZUIUUAN ADN) i]gwmummamﬂuﬁummﬂcluﬂmﬁwmmuumaﬂ@ MU FIUAUNAIISNY

9 9
naluihsssund thuuineld wazihssswan@ thulianass (msnli2uaz naw 1.12) waz Tuthiluy

= =

9 1 9
01g 3 Uthuiiavass uazthituylerg 5 3 thumineld wwwoduuzi@eiiuduidnioaniz luthiluy

a

Y v Y 1
218 5 3 (Thuuiuald) iy daudundeenunsaoanun

Q
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Y v
NI 1.12 U F. hirta var. hirta TuNURAAE

ﬁuﬁﬁﬂm Ficus hirta var. hirta
AuLLl Aund

Thsssumnathueslas (ST) 10 1
Thsssunathuliaraess (NM) 13 -
fuifeathuuineldulas 53 (MHSYR) 7 11
fuinaethuiianasanlas 33 (M3YR) - 15
Thsssunathuiens (HO) 17 -
thsssunathunentios (KN) 17 -
thss5umathunesme (KK) 18 -
Thsssumathuule () 22 -
594 105 26

v b2
AN 112 31U Ficus hirta var. hirta WnnTuthsssuna uazihituy thumivelduas thuilavaes

[ <
4.1) MIANAADULD

T a g a a = T ag A o Y Y o S
NWUN ﬂlﬂut@ﬂﬂ’lﬂﬁ’lﬂﬂﬁq%ﬁﬂﬁzNTm 1.2-1.5 LLZT@NUMLE}HL@ﬂmmﬁﬁﬂﬂ%uunmm

9

4 = ) a = A
Vignives Femsazanediduensiimanuuigniszina 1.8 - 1.8 (5ung, 2545) (mM319 1.13)
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4
a a

' a ] { (% 4 a 1
MIN 113 uaaan1nnuuigns uazlsuafdue Aana ldvesiyanangide F hira v51omih

a

Y 1

2
syaa uazthiluyeny 53 fhuuneld

HiNwauseds  wila AMANY YSinad  vnaaw A MANY YSinad
u?qm%l Bute 81904 u%*qwﬁ( Bute
(OD ,050)  (ng/pl) (OD ,gns0)  (ng/pD)

MHI1 (tree) F.hirta 1.5421 796.7 S1 (tree) F.hirta 1.2089 3743.8

MH2 (tree) F.hirta 1.2875 1432.9 S2 (tree) F.hirta 1.1996 21479

MH3 (seedling)  Fhirta 1.9333 3135 S3 (tree) F.hirta 1.1722 695.5

MH4 (seedling) F.hirta 1.9730 397.9 S4 (tree) F.hirta 1.5000 797.8

MHS5 (tree) F.hirta 1.8049 388.0 S5 (tree) F.hirta 1.3082 750.5

MH6 (seedling) F.hirta 1.3777 19974 S6 (tree) F.hirta 1.2032 1811.6

MH?7 (seedling) F.hirta 1.5556 203.8 S7 (tree) F.hirta 0.6740 388.1

MHS (seedling) F.hirta 1.6875 959.0 S8 (tree) F.hirta 1.2635 1570.9

MH9 (seedling) F.hirta 1.4660 706.8 SO (tree) F.hirta 1.3265 567.5

MH10 (tree) F.hirta 1.3932 737.4 S10 (tree) F.hirta 1.3497 972.9

MHI11 (tree) F.hirta 1.8393 544.8 S11 (tree) F.hirta 1.2123 1597.0

MHI12 (seedling)  Fhirta 12214 697.7

MH13 (tree) F.hirta 1.3462 2917.6

MH14 (seedling)  Fhirta 1.3750 4437

MHI15 (seedling)  Fhirta 1.3819 1578.8

MHI6 (seedling)  Fhirta 1.2250 1002.3

MH17 (tree) F.hirta 1.2730 1576.4

MH18 (seedling)  Fhirta 1.3125 636.5

o Ad o Y A . . A @ A
4.2) MIMNWEDIT Iﬂﬂiﬂﬂ‘ﬂﬂuﬂ Microsatellite !Wﬂﬁﬂyqﬂ'nﬂﬁa']ﬂﬁa']ﬂﬂ']\iwuﬁ;ﬂ35“1‘”“31?}@

=1

ad o A A o =) a g 0911 o w 1 a d A Y
WQLSHLQﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂWﬂﬁlUW%ﬁqaﬂJzLﬂ't‘]iﬂ')@ﬂﬁm']mﬂ!,@ul'ﬂ AMNMUUUINIBD YT m’aummmamﬂw

ﬁo

a g A

TSinamidue 10pg/pltwe1i1uilu DNA template 1u Ao 15uuvanguygll (Touchdown
PCR) TaglFimatia Microsatellite ¥ 1% Ins1ue 6 glunisasivaen Fa'lnsiwesnlddmsuimaiin

v v
Microsatellite Y941 Fins N1, Fins N3, MFC-1, FM4-15, Frub 391 liaiZ Fins P8 Tﬂmmaz@"lmma?w

Y v A
o o . ' o o o s
inldlumsnsnaouiuaedl Annealing temperature Nuanaaiu ludunsuvesmsmiidens
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o AA & ) a Ay A A A= A
Tﬂ&lﬂﬁWWGﬁﬂ”lﬂﬂEﬂ“Mﬂﬂuﬂ Microsatellite 11!1]5!@@@“1&] MAVUVINNNWHNADNRT LWOULUU

A A I 9 1 ] 1 A o = 3 o = = @
LLNUﬁ'IEJWNW@L@HL@N@Q@HLLNiHLmﬁZﬂQNIIiiZ"If']ﬂiVﬁ/T]ﬂ'liﬂ'l‘iﬁﬂlﬂ NN Teu e un ULy

a oad Y ¥ & = My ! g ' o Ay
LUAUATINUNALDULDUDIAUNAN %Qiuﬂqiﬁﬂyﬁlullﬂllﬂqﬂ@ﬂﬂigcﬁ]ﬂﬁ@'EJﬂHJu 9 ﬂfpﬂjigqﬂﬂﬁ ANU AU

Y v Y 9 v Y
withsssumaaTas (ST), Aundluiunnedrverg sUYMHSYRT) Aundrluiunnedreey 57

Y v Y
(MH5YRS) dundithsssuyiathulianasa(NMs) dunariuinnedeery 37M3YRS) Auusiih

FITUPIATNUEIZ(HOT) A1t hsssun@tnunentise(KNT) duuii53sus1811unean18(KKT)

nazAuuiihsssunatundz(PT) dadasdoyalumsie 1.14

Y 1
M3 1.14 Yoyalsz N3 Ficus hirta var. hirta Tuiuiid1s79

naulsz ¥ ng woudszring anwgann
(A1) szdnimeia (msh

ﬂiwmﬁﬂ’cjmﬁ 1 (unathsssumasslan thuoausld, st 11 1392
Uszansngufi 2 @uiiiufine®eeny 53, MESYRT) 7 1008
Uszansngud 3 @undrituiinereery 53, MHSYRS) 11 1008
ﬂimﬂﬂﬁmjmﬁ 4 (Auadihsssunatnuiliarasd, NMS) 13 1040
Usgananguit 5 @undituiinedneny 37, M3YRS) 15 1078
Uszansnguil 6 @uuithsssunathuez, HOT) 17 1250
ﬂimﬂﬂﬁmjuﬁ 7 (@i hsssunatnunenties, KNT) 17 1170
ﬂ§$%1ﬂﬁﬂtjm°ﬁ 8 (@i hsssunAThuneame, KKT) 18 1120
Uszansngul 9 @uuithsssunathuulz, pT) 22 1207

59 131

o 9 a g Y a . . o ] 9 a
UYL VUUNUALDULD 1AN15 1FINANA Microsatellite 6 @111 19 91015 1 FLNANA Gel

v

o @ 1 <] . 09/’ ) o
Electrophoresis 108W11M31a3 ouA10619819 U111 10% Acrylamide gel 910w doyahn lauiins

ulasdoya i ldlumsnadoummeatanieg naaadamsn 115
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Aa A o a 4
MIN 1.15 uﬁmi’fagamma@]ﬁumnmﬁww

Locus A Na Ne H, H, I

Frub391 7.0 3.889 3.884 0.847 0.609 1.4868
FinsP8 5.0 3.556 3.839 0.949 0.626 1.4210
FinsN1 6.0 3.444 4.327 0.993 0.622 1.5898
FinsN3 6.0 4.000 4.955 0.878 0.672 1.6875
MFC-1 8.0 3.333 5.301 1.000 0.617 1.7396
FM4-15 5.0 2.889 2.896 0.876 0.572 1.2084

A: number of alleles, Na: number of different allele, Ne: number of effective alleles, H : observed

o

heterozygosity, H,: expected heterozygosity, I: Shannon’s information index

42.1 aANunoaaa (Allele frequency)
MSANEIANDOATA (Allele frequency) Y93 Microsatellite DNA 14 Ficus hirta var. hirta 14 9

a g 1 4 S w ke

[ = v 9 S o 1 9 dy Aaa 9 [ <
ﬂquﬂ§$%1ﬂiﬂ® ﬂqmummﬂuﬂmﬁu%mmuummim ﬂamummﬂu‘wuwmﬁwaqmimu

q

v Y
9 @ 9 ' V9 vy

~ Y [} 9 T Y Y dy aA 1< ~ = Y
!ﬂEJ'J’ﬁ]'IEQIS‘]J’U"IULUJLLﬁ[lﬁ ﬂQNQUﬂﬁTIHWHWWQ§TQﬁﬂQﬂTiLﬂ‘]JLﬂfJ'J’E]'lfal 5 ‘]J‘UTNLUJLL@EL@] NANAUNAN

Q

' o Y A v Yy v & ALy o g A a YA vy &
Glu‘]JWE]L!‘iﬂHU’]uNﬂWﬁ@\? ﬂqu@]uﬂa'lcluwuﬂﬂ\iﬁ']ﬂﬁaﬂﬂ'ﬁlﬂﬂlﬂfJ'JE]'lfal 3 LIJU']’L!N@WQ@Q ﬂﬁ;lllﬁul;ﬁil

Soluthsssumnathwey ngududuieluthsssmnathunrenties nguawidudeluihsssuyatiu
neame uazngudutanioluihsssusiathunle Taold Microsatellite DNA 6 @111%11 470 FinsPs,
FinsN1, FinsN3 (Vignes et al., 2006), FM4-15 (Zavodna et al., 2005), Frub391 (Crozier et al., 2007) (48
MFC-1 (Khadari ef al., 2001) Ta8@& 11111119 Frub391 wus1uausada 7 §ada (yu1a 170 — 3000 bp)
AU FinsP8 WU udaaa 5oaaa (YU1A 180 -350 bp) ALK UI FinsN1 WU 11 IUdada 6 040
@8 (YU1A 150 — 400 bp) @MUY FinsN3 WUIUIUO AR 6 9aaa (VU1A 160 —250 bp). A1t UI MFC-
1 WUNUIUDAAA 8 Daaa (VU1 150 —320 bp) HAZAILK U FM4-15 WUIIUIUDaAa 6 0ada (VUIA

170 — 280bp)
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M13519 116 LAAITIUIUD AR NABADA YU HaZANRAY Effective number of allele 11 udaz ngw

‘]J‘iSi%Wﬂ‘i"llENllZLﬁﬂ F. hirta var. hirta

naulszyng $mudadamds AuRGe Effective
ADA IV HI(Na) number of allele (Ne)
Usgrnsngun 1 @uuithsssumn@nlaan thumineld, sT) 43330.333 2.644+0.316
Uszansnguil 2 @uusituiinetheey s 3l MESYRT) 4.000£0.447 29140336
Uszansnguil 3 @undiuiiieieeny 53, MHSYRS) 3.833£0.307 2.854+0.319
Uszrnangui 4 @undihsssunathuiianass, NMs) 3.833+0.307 2.569:0.062
Uszansngufi 5 (Gundituiifiafueny 31 M3vRs) 3.50040.428 2.832+0.275
Uszansngunl 6 @uuithsssunathuez, HOT) 2.667+0.211 2.424+0.140
Usgrnsngut 7 @uusithsssunathuneniies, KNT) 3.333+0.333 2.976+0.288
Usgrnanguit 8 @uusithsssumnathuneame, KKT) 3.167+0.307 27610210
Uszansnguil 9 @uuithsssunathuuls, pT) 3.000+£0.258 2.778+0.268

422 Sadamdsdedunuaez ARGy Effective number of allele

INMIANYIA Effective number of alleles Y03 1151505 6 A1111119 WUAITA10gT2 1319 2.889
45301 f1 Number of different alleles JA152 11314 2.896 D4 4.000 1A A1 Observed heterozygosity (H,)
UA0YIZHIN 0.847 D4 1.000

1 9 1 U a9 1 YA o v A d‘ J o ] d' =) S
AIMNATTNNUN @mgmcluﬂmﬁmmmuLmua%mwmuaaaamasmamgmudqwqﬂﬂa U

o A A 9 1

1 dy d‘do v A d' 1 o ] dy d' 1 a9y A'l
4.333+0.333 FIUNUNUIIUIUDAAAURAYADA UL UIAINTAND G]’LJLUJGI,HWu‘Vl‘ﬂTﬁﬁill“]ﬂG]“]ﬂuléﬂz LUD

q

a0 1

MMIUATIE WA Effective number of allele WU WA108T2 W 1192.976 + 0288 D4 2.914+0.183 Tagdu

q

F ' '
! 9 s

] ,i’ d' 1 a9 9 A 1 d' 1 = dd’ A 9 1 1 a
pilununthsssunathunenieslinigange druiunnnuaiesngane Auulnisssuyia
9 (] dy A = Y o
UL @IUNUNOUG UM InaReIny (11519 1.16)

] ad

423 anannels 1y 1ndA (Heterozygosity)

FMuuaNuraINaemIN U s sululis s 1N Inalsuuy 15U N1IKHIUIUTARAD
AU (Allelic diversity; A) n1sAATATIU VIR UIN Polymorphism (Polymorphic loci; P) (16
o Y T Y o o 4 A . . @ A A
ineg 18l ldd1v5un1sasvaeuA81AT0IM N18 Microsatellite LWS1£N15AALABNLATOI WY
Microsatellite {n9gtaonan1zAv 1INl polymorphism ABUI1IFIVIATIVADY tHOATUIUAT P Y

1T W d! ld' = [ d' Y a 3 [
i 1 a9 lid@edeanuaniaemeiugnssuiuislulsz ynsiu uagmsiannurainnale
o o 1 { a o 1 1 o A ad

NNHUFNITUIINTAAIY Heterozygote N3NV (Ho) TagAadAd 11T MU amIF )y

4 1
heterozygote A9 TUIUTNIFNNINUA 1AL NITHIA1 gene diversity (H) (Nei,1973) Taga1n 1 lunig
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o A Aow A 1 & Qg A 1 = A 1
ATUIUNIND mmnaaaa@mﬂuﬂizmﬂi “INﬂﬂﬂﬂ']LﬁL“V]f)Iill“]fiﬂﬁ“l/lﬂWﬂ‘ViiJ']EJLllﬂ‘l]ﬁ$Glﬂﬂiﬂglclu
a J
aunAa (expected heterozygosity, He) (3UN3, 2552)
é = 1 1 Qdyd' Y di o 1
“lNi]TﬂﬂTiﬁﬂ']&l”l‘W’UTlﬂ”l!E“Vllcﬂﬂiillglfiﬂg]f@ Vlllﬂi]"lﬂﬂiﬁﬂ“ﬁ]‘ﬂiﬂﬂ (He) UDAUSLADITIUIU 9 nauy
A 1 1 = =) o 1 Qdyd' 9
‘]J5$°]ﬂﬂillﬂ'l’0§i$‘ﬂ'ﬂ\1 0.606+0.318 fN1.000:1:0.000611!611313Lﬂt’l’)ﬂuﬂ']!,ﬁﬂlﬂﬂiitlcﬁjﬂcﬁﬂﬂllﬂﬁnﬂﬂfi
dana (Ho) UA10GT NI 0.600£0.066 D19 0.687:£0.089 LAAIAIATI 1.17

v
A

Y v
M3 1.17 uaaaaanne 155 Inga N lannmamanineg (He) Aanino 154 1nGa N1dann1sdaine

(Ho) voa1sensueide azAunae gene diversity over loci

ﬂﬁjiﬂ]ﬁ CHINT Expected Observed Average gene
heterozygosity  heterozygosity — diversity over

(He) (Ho) loci

Uszrinsngui 1 @uuithsssumamlaan tThuwineld,  0.606£0318  0.615£0.154  0.615£0361

ST)

;4 T

Y

Uszrnsngud 2 (Auuiiuined ey 57, MHSYRT) 0.952+0.117  0.687+0.089  0.687+0.408

4 v
A

Uszrinsngui 3 (Aundiuined1very 57, MHSYRS)  0.924£0.146  0.659£0.095  0.659+0.383

Uszrinsngui 4 (@undithsssumathulianaos, NMS)  0.910£0.185  0.634£0.026  0.634:0367

Uszaningui 5 (Aundiunnedeeny 33, M3YRS) 092240.160  0.652+0.087  0.652+0.374

Uszrinsngui 6 (Auusithsssunathuierz, HOT) 1.000+£0.000  0.600£0.066  0.601+0.347

Uszynsngud 7 (Auuaithsssunathunenios, KNT)  1.000£0.000  0.667+0.090  0.667+0.379

Uszaningui 8 (Aumithsssumatihunesme, KKT) 1.000£0.000  0.641£0.074  0.641+:0.364

Uszynsngun 9 (Quuithsssuathumle, pT) 1.000£0.000  0.643£0.081  0.643+0.368

nnYoyafiihinmsAne A1 hetrozygosity 1aalH1AT091 118 Microsatellite 1121 6 @1n g 1o
o _ o I d ad 1 A qu 1 1 A 9 A
Whmsnadeudugassa- Imiisn wuhlserinsuzi@ens 9 nquilsz ¥1ns wudi fe Auuaiwylu
thsssuma Tas Tuwineld egluaniizaugasiia-1niiisn @1, a1 lndiResin H,) dau
Y 2

d‘ =) 1 Y ] ld' dy d’ay =2 Y 1 Yy v Y d‘ dy d'ay
sz nsuziaodn 8 nau (Auwounnuluiunned 9oy s Yinumuala Aunarnnulununnaiig

q

a9 ' Yy ¥ v A & Ao ay A v v A K 42 g =
E]']EQJS‘]J‘]J”IHLLNLLE[GI)GI @]‘LlﬂﬁTVIW‘U{luWuV]‘]J”I‘ﬁiﬁlﬂf’]WU’]ullﬂﬁﬂE)\‘] ﬁuﬂaWﬂWUiuWﬂV]VNﬁ’N@’]q 3 ﬂ

9 A Y 1 1 ay 9 [ a gy Y 9 [ a g
VIHUATaDN @uuﬂuﬂ1mmm¢1mma13 auuNisssusIatIunentoy AuuNiIsIITUYIATIY

9 [ a9 ] l S d ad =
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JTUTNIATONIA N1IAATIN heterozygote 1130N13 Uz duAUVDIYTEFINTNAAUTOIUT2 10T &9
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Y H
‘Iﬁ1ﬂ1’iﬂlﬂ31$ﬁ(Average gene diversity over loci WuNUserInTNe 9 ﬂqnﬁﬂ”lmaﬁl"llf)ﬂ Gene
k4
diversity 083211714 0.601=0.347 D4 0.687:£0.408 1M WN VI U5z 3105149 9 nguiiANunaINHalY
o ' Y &£ A Y v @ A A a £ 42 v v o
MU gnIsmhunaeaeudags daumlnamesnuialuivunihss sy vag AU NNITIInaM
dyw Y o a L4 .
m3tnyas uonnide ldnmsinsizanunlslsauaelszs1ns (AMOVA) (013514 1.18) F. hirta
QBI‘ U =T 1 1 1 = 1
w9 ngulszansnunlaianuulsdsiuntelunguilsesins nazsznienguisz yinslian 'l

HANAIINY

$11379 1.18 Analysis of molecular variance (AMOVA) for F. hirta var. hirta populations (P<0.001)

d.f. Sum of squares Mean squares  Variance % of total variance
Among populations 8 208.741 26.093 1.678 47%
Within populations 122 235.259 1.928 1.928 53%
Total 130 444.000 3.607 100%

424 MiNAaOY Genetic Identity (81¢ Genetic distance
= 9 = o . .. . J 1 =
M3FoUNIUANUANIBAAINIIWUTNT TV (Genetic similarity) 3¢ 1919152 ¥1n5008 Uraly
an 1as A [ an o < VoA ]
B uadsnlgiuun Ao 3599 Nei(1972) Tagn153a Genetic distance (D) 1D UAINVONTE 8L HIIN
1y d'd d' = 1 o 1 d! A usj 1 = 9 =3 d'
Wugnysu numsdeumlasnmelusu uaazdumie Faeziaiaana 099 00 lglunmsuendannud
a 1 =1 [ 1 [ I 1A
tazUTinaveIMImemeusEHNUsZ¥INT dIUM Genetic Identity (1) tHuA1 R VBN IR NARIIAT

=) A z 1 =2
vosou lagazmaaa 009 1

Y
v 1 < ' ' (%
M3IN 1.19 MANVUILITUIINN1INATOU Genetic Identity Genetic Distance 3¢ 1314 ﬂqmﬂizﬁ]ﬂﬂiﬂﬂ

6 NQuilsz N3

PopID ST MHS5YRT MHS5YRS NMS M3YRS HOT KNT KKT PT

ST otk 0.7436 0.7632 0.6291 0.6384 05074 03824 0.5269 0.5203

MHSYRT  0.2963 oAk 0.9898 0.6957 0.8518 0.5876 05114 0.6526 0.5747

MHSYRS  0.2703 0.0102 otk 0.6962 0.7668 0.7149 0.5450 0.7186  0.6243

NMS 0.4635 0.3629 0.3622 otk 0.7934  0.6345 04309 0.5488 0.5423

M3YRS 0.4489 0.1604 0.2662 0.2315 ok 0.6782 0.5216 0.5783 0.5941

HOT 0.6784 0.5317 0.3356 0.4550  0.3883 *rak 07710 0.6687  0.6719

KNT 09614 0.6705 0.6069 0.8418 0.6508 0.2600  **** (05036 0.7051

KKT 0.6408 0.4268 0.3305 0.6000 0.5477 04024 0.6860  ****  (0.6079

PT 0.6533 0.5539 04711 0.6119 05207 03976 03494 04977  *x*x*
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Nei’s Genetic Identity (above diagonal) and Genetic Distance (below diagonal) (ST; 115550810
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Y v Y 9 v
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FITURIATNULAE)
= .. . d' oszl 1 =S 1 1 =<
MNNIIANY Genetic identity (I) 11152 5105 UL1ABNN 6 NN UAITL 1IN 03824 DI 0.9898
' . . A = [} = & 9
1z A Genetic distance (D) 1415310502100 6 NGUUAITE NI 0.6562 D 0.0665 FIINVDYALLTA
' A A A A A2 9 v o Y ' ] A A
N Uszsns lunuNihsssuna tazwunnasernaainmsneasudas sUduuinsld vazwunih
a dy d'ay 9 o o a2 Y A S 1 o 1 9
FITUHIAA NUNIITInAIMINEaIas 3 Y TularaoalA15e e HIINIRUFNTTUAD UV
Yoo Ao UnMud uazlsamsmemuesduaeud19nNn 39NANUAAIEAAINUUDIDATAADUTIILIN
= o o 1 9 Y v o J 1 49’ A ay Y 9
NanuAN)sMIR NI suAeudelos (@i, 2543) daunu Nt sssur 1At IUNeN1T 0 TIUNDY
9/ 9 J v . . A Y A A a
My TUa1e uaz1uus WUIIAT Genetic distance NABDUYIIFI DIVUBINIDINAINAVIIINI
A SR o ) A A A ALa ' ™ o A
gimaas Wi ndszansuz@ennyly 4 Wund Yanuanaemaiugassunulsesinsuziaely
A Aw ' ) 9y A
NuNtuamald tazihuiavasa
1 (%] =Y Qd
42.5 mavszansien (F-coefficient)
I A, { ] 1 [ a3 [
s nlFaSsuReuanuanaeszvnelszyng Ao a1 F TasitlunislSsufsuse ving
[ { I I ' { Yo { .
dszansdosnsmniuiszainilng ear F 2ldTaanulesuu nion15aaaqun heterozygosity
1 I~ [ a . . . § {
nieFeninummsnauaoada (Inbreeding coefficient) F1lumsAnuinsidasunilas nseawy
1 1 1 ] Y 1 A v A a A
uana19ueeliza1nsdos A1 F a1unsonte 1atiu 3aA1 Ao F, dadasimskamioasanionaly
(Do UuYeLAaz #0614 (individual) 15 euieududled190ua lulse ¥1nsdes (subpopulation) 92T
A10g5z NI -1 D9 +1, F, 191052 01ma1n1uana1amanugnssnignielsey1nidoe
. A v W A a 1 = = [ 3
(subpopulation) A9 JadasiMsHaaeatalullseyinszens 1USeuneunvlse v 1N NIKiNa (total
. @ A g ' = [V-Y A a A = 1
population) AL NANTULINTEHIN 0 DI 1, F , IAGATIMINANADATA NT0ANU VB VUVDIUAAY
Y 1 . .. = 4 3 . a0 3 1 = d‘ %
#10814 (individual) 1J58UNOUA VYT ¥1NTNIK A (total population) UAIAILA -1 DI +1 (WBIAAIN

pisfumaiugnssuniely nazsznindszrinsdos Famhmsanu ldwadaasig 120



39

A1519 1.20 uaaamauilseansion (F-coefficient)

Locus Sample size  F F; Fy; F Nm

Frub391 262 -0.3904 -0.1630 0.1636 -0.360 1.2784
FinsP8 262 -0.5180 -0.2782 0.1580 -0.532 1.3326
FinsN1 262 -0.5946 -0.2948 0.1880 -0.620 1.0797
FinsN3 262 -0.3068 -0.0961 0.1613 -0.311 1.3003
MFC-1 262 -0.6217 -0.2344 0.2388 -0.632 0.7967
FM4-15 262 -0.5314 0.3459 0.1211 -0.538 1.8142

F; Fixation index, Nm; Gene flow estimated from F,

4 ! 1
mﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂ‘HWﬂWﬁMﬂi%ﬁWﬁlﬂV\l LA Fop m?ﬂﬂnﬂmgmmmmu 0.1718 ‘3?\‘] i]1ﬂﬂ1§’)l,ﬂ'i1$ﬁ'

' J A a1 1 ' = =) A 1 1
HAWUNAURNAY F g, UAIBYITEHIN 0.05 93 0.25 uaaanunstdasundasvesunaz Use¥inseesiu

a J
NAN (qﬁum, 2552)

1 9
@ = J % A J

A F, 1z F o, 1p28Nn@ i uamiy -0.49382 1az-0.1201 Mua1ay FaA1Maa0auaA1ana1a
1Y J d' =y J J [ =) 4 dy 1 [ a Q\{ 4' Y
iy uaasNANUDvesBu luudazlsz ansaeiu (g5uns, 2552) uennnil arduilszdnsion s 1don
=® (=S ] A A o 1 A 1 A & a
MsfAnEINUN Uanduay oruiesunnnlseynsiied1s it heterozygote ¥1nN1UNA F01910A
= o A a ~ [l < [ A = 1
NAUMSAALaEN I UFTITNY1A Uszwinsiuuuiuidseyinsges nsen1sAnyIvaltsdses¥1nsdes
A 4
(q3UN9, 2552)
A1 Nm; Gene flow estimated from F g, 910913190 U31 A19852 1319 0.7967 D9 1.8142 ag
[ = o ] LA = 1 ~ = [ Y
AUNRINNAIN UL loci AD 1.2669 HAAINUNITOIGNUYDITY (Gene flow) 1 UNa 1Tz dInalv

' v 9 : 1 9
Usgsnsuanaenuios iﬂ1iuﬂﬂlﬂaﬂu"UEN?JH?]’E]U"UWQ@:‘N

a J o
42.6 ﬂTﬁ’JLﬂ‘i']ZWIﬂiQﬁ%JWQWWQWHﬁﬂiiN (Genetic structure)

o 9

o { a o a o ]
u1ﬂlﬁ]yaLLUULLNHWH§ﬂiiﬂJﬁ15%1ﬂﬂ153lﬂ51$Wiﬂﬂlﬂﬂuﬂ Microsatellite 6 A1 1 3u111U a9

A

¢ g
Joyaold1unM3uAT12 N Genetic Structure Tag 14 11/51un51 STRUCTURE ver. 2.34 Taslududu
92A091MMIMIAN burn in AU replication Mg anluns run program ¥991ANITNAADINA

v v 1 4
MMM FUT M5 F. hirta ADAT burn in N1 100000 AL A replication N 200000 910 WU AINITHIA
1 v 4
cluster (K) tvangady Tasmstszitiunngi likelihood [In(PD)] Avangay ag vz 1ga1i luniseyuiu
' A A £ @ A A
M K Mnniga suiluaiimingaunga (Aradhya et al., 2010)
TAgvz @093 run program STRUCTURE 2.3.4 1A burn in 10000 A1 replication 100000 #

Y v 9 1 v
MK Aaua 1 94 10 Tasfuaaz Al K 929173 run program 91434 10 A59 10111 In(PD) N'1& w11
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' A 1 1 09: o 1 ANy A v A Y A ' A
AURAYVRUNAT AT K mﬂuumﬂm”lﬂm plot graph liagtaan A K“I/Icl,“riﬂi kn(PD) unnngea Tﬂfl‘i”n Kn

A A
WNNNFAND K=9

K=4
ST MH5T MH5S NMS M3YRS HOT  KNT KKT PT
K=5
ST MHS5T MH5S NMS M3YRS ~ HOT  KNT KKT
K=9
ST MHS5T MH5S NMS M3YRS ~ HOT ~ KNT KKT

A 113 waas Tassasumenugnisnlulszsins F.ohira Tuiuiaieg TagldTadsunsy
. ' ay ' P 9 ' 2 42 9 Y
STRUCTURE version 2.3.4 (ST; 1hsssuaatnuuunes 14, MHSYRT; auuyluinunnaiieeiy 5 i
b v Y
nineld, MHSYRS; dundrluiunnedreerg s Yduuiusld, NMs; thsssusiathuilavaes,
9 v Y
M3YRS; dundrlununnedwerg 3 dthulianaes, HOT; thsssumAtiiuierz, KNT; thsssusiatinug

neNeeY, KKT: 153503 1athuneame uazPT; thsssumatnuualy)

M3 Inssadatsey1nslu Foaita 9 ngulszs1ns Tasl4 115150 STRUCTURE

=1

v oA ) & " ' v T
234 (NN 1.13) WUIIN A1 K=4, 51]33“]5'”75 F. hirta bluW‘Ll‘Vl Nﬂ?ullﬂllﬁ{l@l HagrHYUIUUATT DY

Y

Y
Aa o

49{ A a dy 9 [ =) [ [ ya o 9 19
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(Edea et al.,2013) B990ARd 04/ UN1331AT12 11 13910 UPGMA dendogram (Nei’s 1972) Tagfiluda
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] < 1 1 A 9 A dy A a dﬁ’ Y
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NN 1.14 1aed Dendogram based Nei’s (1972) Genetic distance, Method: UPGMA- modified from

Neighbor procedure of Phylip version 3.5

dy Y o a o 9 o . 1 Y a
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Scientific Name Family Tree Coppice
1 Kydia calycina Roxb. Malvaceae 1 0
2 Melochia umbellata Sterculiaceae 1 0

Total 2 0
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Scientific Name Family Tree Coppice
1 Antidesma acidum Retz. Euphobiaceae 1 0
2 Acacia concinna (Willd.) DC. Leguminoisae Mimosoideae 4 0
3 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. Euphobiaceae 21 12
4 Callicarpa arborea Roxb. Verbenaceae 1 5
5  Canarium subulatum Guill Bursaceae 1 0
6  Clausena excavata Burm. F. var. excavata Rutaceae 2 1
7  Cratoxylum cochichinense (Lour.) Bl Guttiferae 4 1
8  Cratoxylum formosum ssp. pruniflorum Guttiferae 4 1
9  Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. Leguminosae  Papilionoideae 2 0
10  Dimocarpus longan Laur. Sapindaceae 1 2
11 Eugenia (Syzygium) cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini Myrtaceae 5 4
12 Eugenia fruticosa (Roxb. ex DC.) Roxb. Myrtaceae 0 2
13 Eurya acuminata DC. Theaceae 3 0
14 Garuga pinata Roxb. Burseraceae 3 0
15  Glochidion sphaerogynum (M.-A.) Kurz Euphobiaceae 8 13
16  Gluta usitata (Wall.) Ding Hou Anacardiaceae 4 1
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Scientific Name Family Tree Coppice
17 Homalium ceylanicum (Gard.) Bth. Flacourtiaceae 3 8
18  Ilex umbellulata (Wall.) Loesn. Aquifoliaceae 2 0
19  Lithocarpus polystachyus (Wall. ex A. DC.) Rehd. Fagaceae 3 10
20 Litsea cubeba Pers. Lauraceae 1 0
21 Lindsaea malabarica Dennstaedtiaceae 0 1
22 Melastoma malaboathricum Melastomataceae 0 1
23 Olea salicifolia Wall. ex & G. Don Oleaceae 3 2
24 Phoebe lanceolata ( Nees) Nees Lauraceae 0 2
25 Prunus cerasoides D.Don Rosaceae 0 1
26 Quercus kerrii Craib Fagaceae 1 1
27  Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. Theaceae 7 4
28  Syzygium dyerianum Myrtaceae 0 1
29  Ziziphus cambodiana Pierre Rhamnaceae 1 0
Total 85 73
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Scientific Name Family Tree Coppice
1 Aganosma marginata (Roxb.) G.Don. Apocynaceae 4 2
2 Albizia myriophylla Leguminodsae Mimosoideae 1 0
3 Albizia odoratissima Leguminodsae Mimosoideae 0 1
4 Anneslea fragrans Wall. Theaceae 2 1
5 Antidesma acidum Retz. Euphobiaceae 1 0
6 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. Euphobiaceae 40 32
7 Aporusa octandra (B. -H ex D. Don) var. octandra Euphobiaceae 1 2
8 Bombax anceps Pierre. Bombacaceae 1 0
9 Bridelia glauca BL Euphobiaceae 1 0
10 Buchanania lanzan Spreng. Anacardiaceae 6 2
11 Callicarpa arborea Roxb. Verbenaceae 1 2
12 Canarium subulatum Guill Bursaceae 9 0
13 Castanopsis tribuloides (Sm.) A.DC Fagaceae 1 0
14 Catunaregam tomentosa (Blume ex DC.) Triveng. Rubiaceae 1 0
15 Colona flagrocarpa (C.B. Clarke) Craib. Malvaceae 1 1
16 Colona floribunda (Wall. ex Kurz.) Craib. Malvaceae 1 0
17 Craibiodendron stellatum (Pierre) W.W. Sm. Ericaceae 1 0
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Scientific Name Family Tree Coppice
18 Cratoxylum cochichinense (Lour.) BL Guttiferae 1 0
19  Cratoxylum formosum ssp. Pruniflorum Guttiferae 12 2
20 Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. Leguminosae  Papilionoideae 14 4
21 Dalbergia oliveri Gamb. ex Prain Leguminosae_ Papilionoideae 1 0
22 Dalbergia rimosa Roxb. Leguminosae  Papilionoideae 15 1
23 Dendrocalamus sp. Poaceae 0 3
24 Dillenia parviflora Griff. var kerrii (Craib) Hoogl. Dilleniaceae 1 0
25 Diospyros castanea (Craib) Fletcher (Craib) Flet. Ebenaceae 1 0
26  Diospyros glandulosa Lace. Ebenaceae 2 0
27  Diospyros gracilis H.R.Fletcher Ebenaceae 1 0
28  Embelia tsjeriamcottam (Roem. & Schult.) A.DC. Myrsinaceae 2 0
29  Engelhardtia serrata Blume. Julandaceae 1 1
30  Engelhardtia spicata Blume var. integra (Kurz) Mann Juglandaceae 3 2
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Scientific Name Family Tree Coppice
48 Grewia hirsuta Vahl. Tiliaceae 2 2
49  Grewia lacei Drumm. & Craib. Tiliaceae 1 0
50 Heliciopsis terminalis Proteaceae 1 0
51 Hiptage condita Craib. Malphighiaceae 2 0
52 Homalium ceylanicum (Gard.) Bth. Flacourtiaceae 7 6
53 Kydia calycina Roxb. Malvaceae 7 0
54 Lagerstroemia macrocarpa Wall. Lythraceae 1 1
55  Lithocarpus elegans Hatus. ex Soepadmo Fagaceae 1 0
56  Lithocarpus polystachyus (Wall. ex A. DC.) Rehd. Fagaceae 36 26
57  Litsea monopetala (Roxb.) Pers. Lauraceae 1 0
58  Litsia glutinosa (Lour.) C. B. Rob. var. glutinosa Lauraceae 1 0
59  Mallotus nudiflorus (L.) Kulju & Welzen Euphobiaceae 4 1
60  Meyna pubescens (Kurz) Roly Rutaceae 3 2
61 Micromelum integerrimum Micromelum 2 1
62  Morinda coreia Ham. Rubiaceae 0 1
63 Olea salicifolia Wall. ex & G. Don Oleaceae 29 14
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Scientific Name Family Tree Coppice
64 Oroxylum indicum (L.) Bth. ex Kurz. Bignoniaceae 1 1
65  Pavetta tomentosa Roxb. ex Sm. Rubiaceae 2 0
66  Phyllanthus emblica linn Euphobiaceae 15 8
67 Phyllanthus roseus (Craib & Hutch.) Beille Euphobiaceae 3 1
68  Protium serratum (Wall) Engl. Burseraceae 6 1
69  Quercus kerrii Craib. Fagaceae 8 2
70 Rhus chinensis Muell Anacardiaceae 1 0
71 Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. Theaceae 4 1
72 Scleropyrum pantandrum (Denn.) Mabb. Santalaceae 0 1
73 Shorea obtusa Wall. Dipterocapaceae 23 5
74 Shorea roxburghii G. Don Dipterocapaceae 1 2
75 Shorea siamensis Miq. var. siamensis Dipterocapaceae 6 1
76  Spondias pinnata (L£.) Kurz Annacardiaceae 1 0
77 Stereospermum colias (B.-H.ex Dillw.) Mabb. Bignonaceae 2 1
78  Stereospermum neuranthum Kurz. Bignonaceae 1 0
79  Strychnos nux-vomica L. Strychnaceae 1 1
80  Styrax benzoides Craib. Styracaceae 0 4
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Scientific Name Family Tree Coppice
81  Symplocos racemosa Roxb. Symplocaceae 0 1
82 Terminalia chebula Retz. var. chebula Combretaceae 4 2
83 Tristaniopsis burmanica Myrtaceae 5 2
84 Viburnum inopinatum Craib. Caprifoliaceae 0 1
85 Vitex peduncularis Wall.ex Schauer. Verbenaceae 1 0
86 Wendlandia tinctoria (Roxb.) DC. ssp. tinctoria Rubiaceae 6 3
87  Ziziphus oenoplia (L.) Mill. var. oenoplia Rhamnaceae 1 3
Total 376 172
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Scientific Name Family Tree Coppice
1 Adinandra integerrima T. And. ex Dyer Theaceae 28 0
2 Aglaia silvestris (M. Roem.) Merr. Meliaceae 1 0
3 Alangium barbatum Alangiaceae 1 0
4 Allophylus cobbe (L.) Raeusch. Sapindaceae 3 0
5 Anacolosa ilicoides Mast. Olacaceae 4 0
6 Anneslea fragrans Wall. Theaceae 2 0
7 Antidesma ghaesembilla Gaertn. Euphobiaceae 1 0
8 Apodytes dimidiata E. May. ex Arn. Icacinaceae 5 0
9 Archidendron clypearia (Jack) Nielsen. Leguminosae_Mimosoideae 1 0
10 Artocarpus nitidus Trec. Moraceae 1 0

11 Beilschmiedia intermedia Allen Lauraceae ) 0
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Scientific Name Family Tree Coppice
12 Betula alnoides Buch.-Ham. ex D.Don Betulaceae 4 0
13 Bridelia glauca Blume. Euphobiaceae 0 1
14 Calophyllum polyanthum Wall. ex Choisy Guttiferae 6 0
15  Carallia brachiata (Lour.) Merr. Rhizophoraceae 3 0
16 Castanopsis auriculata Fagaceae 3 0
17 Castanopsis calathiformis (Shan) Rehder & Rehder & Wilson Fagaceae 4 0
18  Castanopsis diversifolia (Kurz) King ex. HK.f. Fagaceae 10 1
19  Castanopsis tribuloides (Sm.) A. DC. Fagaceae 18 1
20  Celastrus paniculatus Willd. Celastraceae 2 0
21 Celtis tetrandra Roxb. Ulmaceae 6 1
22 Chioanthus caudifolius (Ridl.) Kiew Oleaceae 3 0

23 Chionanthus ramiflorus Roxb. Oleaceae ) 0
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Scientific Name Family Tree Coppice
24 Chionanthus sutepensis (Kerr) Kiew Oleaceae 2 0
25  Cinnamomum iners Reinw. ex Blume Lauraceae 2 0
26  Corchorus siamensis Craib. Tiliaceae 1 0
27  Dillenia parviflora Griff. var. kerrii (Craib) Hoogl. Dilleniaceae 1 0
28  Dioscorea alata L. Dioscoreaceae 1 0
29  FElaeocarpus prunifolius Wall. ex C. Muell. Elacocarpaceae 2 0
30  Engelhardia serrata Bl Juglandaceae 1 0
31  Engelhardia spicata Lechen. ex Bl var. spiculata Juglandaceae 11 1
32 Eriobotrya bengalensis (Roxb.) Hook.f. forma bengalensis Leguminosae_Mimosoideae 2 0
33 Erythrina subumbrans Merr. Leguminosae_Papilionoideae 4 0
34 Eugenia cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini Myrtaceae 1 0

35  Eugenia siamensis Craib Myrtaceae 11 4
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Scientific Name Family Tree Coppice
36  Eurya acuminata Dc. Theaceae 7 0
37  Ficus subincisa Sm. Moraceae 0 1
38  Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. Flaucourtiaceae 6 0
39  Glochidion eriocarpum Champ. Euphobiaceae 11 1
40  Harpullia arborea Radlk. Sapindaceae 1 0
41  Heynea trijuga Roxb. ex Sims. Meliaceae 2 0
42 Ilex umbellulata (Wall.) Loesn. Aquifoliaceae 2 0
43 Kopsia arborea Blume. Apocynaceae 0 1
44  Lasianthuskerii Craib. Rubiaceae 1 0
45  Leea indica (Burm.F.) Merr. Leeaceae 1 0
46  Lithocarpus mekongensis Fagaceae 35 0

47 Lithocarpus polystachyus (Wall. ex A. DC.) Rehd. Fagaceae 11 0
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Scientific Name Family Tree Coppice
48  Litsea cubeba (Lour.) Pers. var. cubeba Lauraceae 1 0
49  Litsea martabanica (Kurz.) Hk.f. Lauraceae 9 0
50 Litsia glutinosa (Lour.) C. B. Rob. var. glutinosa Lauraceae 1 0
51  Macaranga denticulata (BlL) M.-A Euphorbiaceae 1 0
52 Machilus gamblei King ex. Hk.f. Lauraceae 3 0
53 Macropanax dispermus (Bl) O.K. Araliaceae 3 0
54 Maesa montana A. DC. Myrsinaceae 2 0
55  Mallotus nudiflorus (L.) Kulju et Welzen Euphobiaceae 4 0
56  Mallotus philippensis (Lmk.) M.-A. Euphobiaceae 1 0
57  Mangifera caloneura Kurz. Anacardiaceae 4 0
58  Manglietia garrettii Craib. magnoliaceae 8 0
59  Mastixia arborea (Wight) C.B. Clarke Cornaceae 1 0
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Scientific Name Family Tree Coppice
60  Neolitsea zeylanica (Nees) Merr. Lauraceae 4 0
61  Olea salicifolia Wall. ex & G. Don Oleaceae 18 0
62  Ostodes paniculata Bl Euphorbiaceae 1 0
63 Pavetta indica L. Rubiaceae 4 0
64  Pavetta tomentosa Roxb. ex Sm. Rubiaceae 4 0
65  Phoebe cathia(D. Don) Kosterm. Lauraceae 2 3
66 Pittosporopsiskerrii Craib Pittosporaceac 1 0
67  Protium serratum Engl. Burseraceae 1 1
68  Prunus arborea Rosaceae 1 0
69 Prunus javanica Rosaceae 5 1
70  Prunus zippeliana Miq. var. zippeliana Rosaceae 1 0
71  RapaneayunnanensisMez. ) 0

Myrsinaceae
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Scientific Name Family Tree Coppice
72 Sarcosperma arboreum Bth. ex Cl Sapotaceae 6 0
73 Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. Theaceae 6 0
74 Scleropyrum pentandrum (Dennst.) Mabb. Santalaceae 2 0
75 Semecarpus albescens Kurz Anacardiaceae 6 0
76  Spondias pinnata (L.f.) Kurz. Anacardiaceae 4 0
77 Sterculia balanghas L. Sterculiaceae 1 0
78  Stereospermum colais (B.-H. ex Dillw.) Mabb. Bignonaceae 3 0
79  Stereospermum neuranthum Kurz Bignonaceae ) 0
80  Styrax benzoides Craib Styracaceae 2 1
81  Symplocos racemosa Roxb. Symplocaceae 9 1
82  Syzygium megacarpum Myrtaceae 1 0
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Scientific Name Family Tree Coppice
83  Tarennoidea wallichi (Hk.f) Tirv. & Sastre Rubiaceae 1 0
84  Ternstroemia gymnanthera (Wight & Arn.) Bedd. Theaceae 17 0
85  Toona ciliata M. Roem. Meliaceae 1 0
86  Turpinia cochinchinensis (Lour.) Merr. Staphyleaceae 9 0
87  Viburnum inopinatum Craib Caprifoliaceae 3 0
88  Walsura trichostemon Miq. Meliaceae 1 0
89  Walsura trifoliata (A. Juss.) Harms. Meliaceae 3 0
90  Wendlandia scabra Kurz. var. scabra Rubiaceae 11 0
91 Wendlandia tinctoria (Roxb.) DC. ssp. tinctoria Rubiaceae 8 0
92 Xerospermum noronhianum (BL) BI. Sapindaceae 6 0
Total 410 19
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sciencetific name Family Tree Coppice
1 Callicarpa arborea Roxb. Verbenaceae 0 3
2 Canarium subulatum Guill Bursaceae 1 0
3 Dillenia parviflora Griff. var kerrii (Craib) Hoogl. Dilleniaceae 1 0
4 Eugenia fruticosa (Roxb. ex DC.) Roxb. Myrtaceae 0 1
5 Kydia calycina Roxb. Malvaceae 1 1
6  Lithocarpus elegans Hatus. ex Soepadmo Fagaceae 0 1
7 Quercus vestita Rehder & E.H.Wilson Fagaceae 1 2
8  Shorea obtusa Wall. Dipterocapaceae 2 1

Total 6 9
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Scientific Name Family Tree Coppice
1 Anogeissus acuminata Combretaceae 3 0
7 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. Euphobiaceae 4 8
3 Blumea balsamifera Compositae 0 1
4 Boehmeria siamensis Urticaceae 2 2
5 Callicarpa arborea Verbenaceae 5 4
6 Castanopsis tribuloides (Sm.) A. DC. Fagaceae 0 1
7 Chionanthus ramiflorus Oleaceae 0 1
8 Clerodendrum serratum (L.) Moon. var. wallichii Cl. Lamiaceae 0 1
9 Cratoxylum cochinchiodill Guttiferae 1 0

10 Cratoxylum formosum (Jack) Dyer ssp. pruniflorum (Kurz) Gogel. Guttiferae 1 0
11 Dalbergia cana Grah. ex Kurz. Leguminosae_ Papilionoideae 1 0
12 Dalbergia lanceolaria Leguminosae  Papilionoideae 1 0
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Scientific Name Family Tree Coppice
13 Dalbergia stipulacea Roxb. Leguminosae  Papilionoideae 1 0
14 Derris robusta Leguminosae - Papilionoideae 0 1
15 Dimocarpus longan Lour. Sapindaceae 1 0
16  Engelhardtia spicata Lechen. ex Bl. var. spiculata Juglandaceae 1 0
17  Eugenia cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini Myrtaceae 0 1
18  Eugenia fruticosa Myrtaceae 2 3
19  Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. Flaucourtiaceae 1 10
20 Glochidion rubrum Euphobiaceae 2 0
21 Glochidion sphaerogynum (M.-A.) Kurz Euphobiaceae 1 3
22 Gmelina arborea Roxb Lamiaceae 1 0
23 Grewia eriocarpa Juss. Tiliaceae 1 1
24 Harrisonia perforata (Blanco) Merr. Simaroubaeae 2 4
25  Ilex umbellulata (Wall.) Loes. Aquifoliaceae 1 1
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Scientific Name Family Tree Coppice
26 Lithocarpus elegans Hatus. ex Soepadmo Fagaceae 2 5
27  Lithocarpus polystachyus (Wall. ex A. DC.) Rehd. Fagaceae 8 18
28  Litsea cubeba Lauraceae 1 0
29 Macaranga denticulata (Bl.) Mull. Arg. Euphorbiaceae 4 2
30  Machilus gamblei Lauraceae 1 2
31 Markhamia stipulate Bignoniaceae 3 0
32 Melastoma malaboathricum ssp. normale (D.Don) K. Meyer Melastomataceae 1 1
33 Oroxylum indicum (L.) Kurz. Bignoniaceae 2 0
34  Phyllanthus emblica L. Euphobiaceae 1 1
35  Premna pyridimata Verbenaceae 1 0
36  Quercus brandisiana Fagaceae 4 4
37 Quercus kerrii Craib. Fagaceae 1 0
38 Quercus vestita Rehder & E.H.Wilson Fagaceae 7 10
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Scientific Name Family Tree Coppice
39  Rhus chinensis Muell. Anacardiaceae 10 2
40 Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. Theaceae 3 1
41 Scleropyrum pantandrum (Denn.) Mabb. Santalaceae 2 0
42 Sterculia balanghas L.anghas L. Sterculiaceae 1 0
43 Styrax benzoides Craib. Styracaceae 0 1
44 Symplocos racemosa Symplocaceae 1 0
45 Unknow4.7 - 1 0
46 Unknow4.8 - 1 0
47 Unknow4.9 - 1 0

Total 88 89
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Scientific Name Family Tree Coppice
1 Acacia comosa Gagnep. Leguminosae Mimosoideae 0 2
2 Albizia lebbeck (Linn. )Benth. Leguminosae Mimosoideae 2 0
3 Albizia odoratissima (L.f.) Benth. LeguminosaeMimosoideae 8 4
4 Antidesma acidum Retz. Euphobiaceae 3 0
5 Antidesma sootepensis Craib. Euphobiaceae 15 9
6 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. Euphobiaceae 6 4
7 Artocarpus nitidus Trec. Moraceae 2 1
8 Atalantia monophylla (DC.) Correa Rutaceae 0 1
9 Bambusa bambos (L.) Voss. Poaceae-Gramineae. 3 0
10 Boehmeria malabarica Urticaceae 0 1
11 Buchanania lanzan Spreng. Anacardiaceae 3 0
12 Callicarpa sp.2 Verbenaceae 2 1
13 Callicarpa aborea Roxb. var. arborea Verbenaceae 7 2
14 Canarium subulatum Guill. Burseraceae 2 2
15 Cassia fistula Linn. Fabaceae 1 0
16 Catunaregam tomentosa Rubiaceae 11 3
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Scientific Name Family Tree Coppice
17 Colona floribunda Tiliaceae 2 0
18 Cycas siamensis Miq. Cycadaceae 3 1
19 Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. Leguminosae  Papilionoideae 15 6
20 Dalbergia oliveri Gamble ex Prain. Leguminosae_ Papilionoideae 0 1
21 Dalbergia rimosa Roxb. Leguminosae  Papilionoideae 56 15
22 Dimocarpus longan Lour. Sapindaceae 0 2
23 Diospyros castanea Fletcher. Ebenaceae 5 5
24 Diospyros glandulosa Lace. Ebenaceae 1 0
25 Engelhardia spicata Juglandaceae 4 2
26 Erythrina subumbrans Merr. Fabaceae 1 2
27 Eugenia cumini (L.) Myrtaceae 5 1
28 Ficus hispida L£. var. hispida Moraceae 3 3
29 Ficus semicordata B.-H. ex J.E. Sm Moraceae 1 3
30 Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. Flacourtiaceae 3 4
31 Garuga pinnata Roxb. Burseraceae 9 0
32 Glochidion eriocarpum Champ. Euphorbiaceae. 1 1
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Scientific Name Family Tree Coppice
33 Gluta usitata (Wall.) Ding Hou Anacardiaceae 3 1
34 Gmelina arborea Roxb. Verbenaceae 2 0
35 Grewia abutilifolia Vent ex Juss. Tiliaceae 8 4
36 Grewia eriocarpa Juss. Tiliaceae 7 2
37 Heteropanax fragrans Araliaceae 2 0
38 Homalium ceylanicum (Gard.) Bth. Flacourtiaceae 1 0
39 Kydia calycina Roxb. Malvaceae 39 7
40 Lagerstroemia undulata Lythraceae 2 0
41 Lagerstromia venusta Wall. ex Cl Lythraceae 1 0
42 Lagerstromia villosa Lythraceae 6 2
43 Lithocarpus polystachyus Fagaceae 2 9
44 Litsea glutinosa Lauraceae 1 0
45 Litsea monopetala (Roxb.) Pers. Lauraceae 16 6
46 Mangifera caloneura Kurz. Anacardiaceae 0 3
47 Markhamia stipulata Bignoniaceae 1 0
48 Oroxylum indicum (L.) Kurz Rubiaceae 2 1
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Scientific Name Family Tree Coppice
49 Phoebe lanceolata ( Nees) Nees Lauraceae 1 2
50 Phyllanthus emblica L. Phyllanthaceae 16 23
51 Quercus kerrii Craib Fagaceae 66 26
52 Shorea roxburghii G. Don Dipterocarpaceae 47 9
53 Spondias pinnata (L.f.) Kurz Anacardiaceae 1 0
54 Sterculia villosa Roxb. Malvaceae 2 0
55 Stereospermum colias Bignoniaceae 3 7
56 Styrax benzoides Craib. Styracaceae 3 2
57 Symplocos racemosa Roxb. Symplocaceae 3 2
58 Terminalia chebula Retz. Combretaceae 16 13
59 Thespesia lampas Malvaceae 41 5
60 unknown - 1 0
61 unknownL1 - 0 2
62 unknownl.2 - 0 1
63 Viburnum inopinatum Craib Caprifoliaceae 5 2
64 Vitex quinata (Loureiro) Williams Verbenaceae 2 1
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Scientific Name Family Tree Coppice

65  Wendlandia tinctoria Rubiaceae 4 3

66  Ziziphus oenoplia Rhamnaceae 2 4

67  Ziziphus rugosa Lam. Rhamnaceae 1 1
Total 481 214
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Sceinctific name Family Tree Coppice
1 Actinodaphne henryi Gamble Lauraceae 13 7
2 Alangium kurzii Alangiaceae 1 0
3 Aporosa octandra Euphobiaceae 1 0
4 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill Euphobiaceae 11 5
5 Archidendron clypearia Leguminosae Mimosoideae 1 0
6 Archidendron lucidum Leguminosae_Mimosoideae 2 0
T Ardisia quinguegoana Myrsinaceae 1 1
8 Artocarpus thailandica Moraceae 1 0
9  Balakata baccata (Roxb.) Euphobiaceae 1 0
10 Beilschmiedia intermedia Allen Lauraceae 1 0
11 Buchanania glabre Anacardiaceae 1 0
12 Buchanania lanzan Anacardiaceae 5 1
13 Callicarpa aborea Roxb. var. arborea Verbenaceae 0 1

14 Callicarpa longifolia Verbenaceae 0 1
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Sceinctific name Family Tree Coppice
15 Castanopsis calathiformis Fagaceae 2 0
16  Castanopsis diversifolia Fagaceae 7 13
17 Chionanthus ramiflorus Oleaceae 0 2
18 Cinnamomum loureirii Lauraceae 2 0
19 Clausena excavata Rutaceae 0 1
20  Crypteronia paniculata Crypteroniaceae 1 0
21 Dalbergia cultrata Leguminosae  Papilionoideae 8 0
22 Dalbergia lanceolaria Leguminosae  Papilionoideae 2 1
23 Dalbergia rimosa Roxb. Leguminosae  Papilionoideae 2 1
24 Dimocarpus longan Lour. Sapindaceae 4 0
25  Diospyros glandulosa Lace. Ebenaceae 11 0
26  Elaeocarpus stipularis Blume. Elacocarpaceae 1 0
27  Embelia tsjeriam-cottam Mpyrsinaceae 1 0
28  Engelhardia spicata Lechen ex Blume var. spicata Juglandaceae 6 1
29 Eriobotrya bengalensis Leguminosae Mimosoideae 1 0
30 Erythrina subumbrans Merr. Leguminosae Papilionoideae 0 1
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Sceinctific name Family Tree Coppice
31  Eugenia cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini Myrtaceae 1 0
32 Eugenia Fruticosa Myrtaceae 3 1
33 Eurya acuminata DC. Theaceae 4 1
34 Ficus capillipes Gagnep Moraceae 1 0
35  Ficus subincisa Sm. Moraceae 1 0
36  Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. Flaucourtiaceae 2 0
37  Flueggea virosa Euphobiaceae 0 1
38  Glochidion eriocarpum Champ Euphobiaceae 1 0
39  Glochidion sphaerogynum (M.-A.) Kurz Euphobiaceae 3 4
40  Grewia eriocarpa Juss Tiliaceae 1 0
41  Grewia hirsute Vahl Tiliaceae 1 0
42 Helicia formosana Hemsl. var. oblanceolata Sleumer Proteaceae 1 0
43 Helicia nilagirica Proteaceae 4 4
44 Heliciopsis terminalis Proteaceae 0 1
45  Ilex umbellulata (Wall.) Loes. Aquifoliaceae 4 2
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Sceinctific name Family Tree Coppice
46  Knema elegans Myristicaceae 1 0
47  Leea indica (Burm.f.) Merr Leeaceae 1 0
48  Lepisanthes tetraphylla Sapindaceae 2 0
49  Lithocarpus elegans Hatus. ex Soepadmo Fagaceae 0 15
50  Lithocarpus mekongensis Fagaceae 1 0
51  Lithocarpus polystachyus (Wall. ex A. DC.) Rehd. Fagaceae 16 13
52 Litsea beusekomii Lauraceae 1 0
53 Litsea glutinosa Lauraceae 3 0
54 Maesa Romontacae Myrsinaceae 2 0
55 Magnolia baillonii Magnoliaceae 1 0
56  Mallotus philippensis Euphobiaceae 1 0
57 Mangifera caloneura Anacardiaceae 1 0
58  Markhamia stipulate Bignoniaceae 1 0
59  Melastoma malaboathricum ssp. normale (D.Don) K. Meyer Melastomataceae 2 0

60  Melastoma pinnata Melastomataceae 2 0
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61 Melochia umbellata Malvaceae 0 1
62 Michelia baillonii (Pierre) Finet & Gagnep Magnoliaceae 1 0
63 Oroxylum indicum (L.) Kurz. Bignoniaceae 2 0
64  Ostodes paniculata Euphorbiaceae 5 3
65  Phoebe lanceolata ( Nees) Nees Lauraceae 0 1
66  Protium serratum Engl. Burseraceae 1 0
67  Radermachera ignea ( Kurz) Steenis Bignoniaceae 2 0
68  Rhus chinensis Muell. Anacardiaceae 1 0
69  Sarcospereua arboreums Sapotaceae 1 0
70  Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. Theaceae 13 7
71 Schoepfia fragrans Olacaceae 1 0
72 Scleropyrum pantandrum (Denn.) Mabb. Santalaceae 3 1
73 Semecarpus albicans Anacardiaceae 0 1
74 Styrax benzoides Craib. Styracaceae 5 0
75 Tarrenoidea wallichii Rubiaceae 1 0
76 Unknown N10 - 1 0
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Sceinctific name

Family Tree Coppice
77  Unknown N4 - 0 1
78 Wendlandia scabra Rubiaceae 1 0
79  Wendlandia tinctoria (Roxb.) DC. ssp. tinctoria Rubiaceae 1 1
80  Ziziphus oenoplia (L.) Mill. var. oenoplia. Rhamnaceae 0 1
Total 186 98
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Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density Relative Dominance of Tree sp. IVl
1 Kydia calycina Roxb. 50.00 50.00 87.20 187.20
2 Melochia umbellata 50.00 50.00 12.80 112.80
MIN 1-2 MarianudAymadnaIneveswss ullisuduvesulasiluyery 33 fhuwineld oy v.1Fealnl
Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density Relative Dominance of Tree sp. IVI
1 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. 12.26 19.64 7.60 39.51
2 Glochidion sphaerogynum (M.-A.) Kurz 13.21 17.26 4.96 35.43
3 Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. 9.43 11.80 11.24 3247
4  Dimocarpus longan Laur. 1.89 179 2391 27.58
5 Lithocarpus polystachyus (Wall. ex A. DC.) Rehd. 8.49 7.74 7.25 23.48
4.72 5.36 11.33 21.40

6  Eugenia (Syzygium) cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini
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Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density Relative Dominance of Tree sp. IVI
7 Homalium ceylanicum (Gard.) Bth. 7.55 7774 5.09 20.38
8  Callicarpa arborea Roxb. 4.72 3.57 7.70 15.98
9 Gluta usitata (Wall) Ding Hou 3.77 2.98 3.39 10.14
10  Olea salicifolia Wall. ex & G. Don 2.83 298 3.71 9.52
L1 Cratoxylum formosum ssp. pruniflorum 283 2.98 352 9.33
12 Acacia concinna (Willd.) DC. 3.77 2.38 1.30 7.46
13 Cratoxylum cochichinense (Lour.) B 1.89 298 0.93 5.79
14 Eurya acuminata DC. 2.83 1.79 0.28 4.90
15 Eugenia fruticosa (Roxb. ex DC.) Roxb. 0.94 1.19 2.28 442
16  Clausena excavata Burm. F. var. excavata 1.89 1.79 0.52 4.19
17  Garuga pinata Roxb. 1.89 1.79 0.27 3.94
18  Phoebe lanceolata ( Nees) Nees 1.89 1.19 0.49 3.57
19  Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. 1.89 1.19 045 3.53
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Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density Relative Dominance of Tree sp. IVI
20  Quercus kerrii Craib 1.89 1.19 0.39 347
21 Ilex umbellulata (Wall.) Loesn. 1.39 1.19 0.20 3.28
22 Syzygium dyerianum 0.94 0.60 1.03 2.56
23 Lindsaea malabarica 0.94 0.60 091 245
24 Canarium subulatum Guill 0.94 0.60 0.40 1.94
25  Prunus cerasoides D.Don 0.94 0.60 0.32 1.86
26 Melastoma malaboathricum ssp. normale (D.Don) K. Meyer 0.94 0.60 0.23 1.77
27  Antidesma acidum Retz. 0.94 0.60 0.13 1.67
28  Ziziphus cambodiana Pierre 0.94 0.60 0.09 1.63

29 Litsea cubeba Pers. 0.94 0.60 0.08 1.61
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Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density Relative Dominance of Tree sp. vl

1 Lithocarpus polystachyus (Wall. ex A. DC.) Rehd. 7.85 11.31 18.02 37.18
2 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill 6.69 13.11 5.65 25.45
3 Olea salicifolia Wall. ex & G. Don 5.81 7.83 481 18.46
4 Shorea obtusa Wall. 3.78 5.10 9.29 18.16
5  Gluta usitata (Wall.) Ding Hou 6.40 6.74 2.63 15.77
6  Phyllanthus emblica linn 4.07 4.19 1.84 10.09
7  Quercus kerrii Craib 2.33 1.82 481 8.95

8  Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. 2.62 3.28 3.05 8.94

9 Buchanania lanzan Spreng. 2.03 146 5.15 8.64

10  Canarium subulatum Guill 2.33 1.64 3.26 7.22

11 Cratoxylum formosum ssp. pruniflorum 2.03 2.55 1.95 6.54

12 Dalbergia rimosa Roxb. 2.62 291 0.98 6.51

13 Homalium ceylanicum (Gard.) Bth. 2.62 2.37 1.30 6.29

14 Tristanopsis burm var. rutescous 2.03 1.28 2.53 5.84

15 Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. 1.16 0.91 3.71 5.79

16  Wendlandia tinctoria (Roxb.) DC. ssp. tinctoria 2.62 1.64 0.52 478
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17  Kydia calycina Roxb. 1.74 1.28 142 444
18  Shorea siamensis Miq. var. siamensis 1.45 1.28 1.59 4.32
19  Ficus semicordata B.-H. ex J.E. Sm 1.45 1.09 1.74 4.29
20  Protium serratum (Wall) Engl. 1.74 1.28 1.13 415
21  Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. 1.74 1.09 131 415
22 Grewia eriocarpa Juss. 1.16 0.73 2.25 4.14
23 Engelhardtia spicata Blume var. integra (Kurz) Mann 1.45 091 1.60 3.96
24 Glochidion eriocarpum Champ. 1.45 1.64 0.67 3.76
25  Aganosma marginata (Roxb.) G.Don. 1.74 1.09 0.70 3.54
26  Terminalia chebula Retz. var. chebula 1.45 1.09 0.91 3.46
27  Styrax benzoides Craib 0.87 0.73 1.70 3.30
28 Grewia hirsuta Vahl 1.16 0.73 1.25 3.14
29  Shorea roxburghii G. Don 0.87 0.55 1.71 3.13
30 Callicarpa arborea Roxb. 0.87 0.55 143 2.84
31 Mallotus nudiflorus (L.) Kulju & Welzen 0.87 091 1.05 2.84
32  Meyna pubescens (Kurz) Roly 0.58 091 0.75 2.24
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33 Phyllanthus roseus (Craib & Hutch.) Beille 1.16 0.73 0.20 2.09
34 Ziziphus oenoplia (L.) Mill. var. oenoplia. 0.87 0.73 0.28 1.88
35  Aporusa octandra (B.-H ex D. Don) var. octandra 0.87 0.55 0.34 1.76
36 Micromelum integerrimum 0.58 0.55 0.61 1.74
37 Eriolaena candollei Wall. 0.58 0.55 0.50 1.63
38  Eugenia (Syzygium) albiflorum Bahadur & R.C. Gaur. 0.58 0.36 0.64 1.59
39  Anneslea fragrans Wall. 0.87 0.55 0.11 1.53
40  Stereospermum colias (B.-H.ex Dillw.) Mabb. 0.58 0.55 0.28 141
41  Colona flagrocarpa (C.B. Clarke) Craib 0.58 0.36 0.45 1.39
42 Oroxylum indicum (L.) Bth. ex Kurz. 0.58 0.36 0.33 1.27
43 Lagerstroemia macrocarpa Wall. 0.58 0.36 0.23 1.17
44 Ficus hispida Lf. var. hispida 0.58 0.36 0.21 1.15
45  Strychnos nux-vomica L. 0.58 0.36 0.18 1.12
46  Dillenia parviflora Griff. var kerrii (Craib) Hoogl. 0.29 0.18 0.64 1.12
47  Engelhardtia serrata Blume 0.58 0.36 0.14 1.08
48 Hiptage condita Craib. 0.58 036 0.12 1.06
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49  Gardenia sootepensis Hutch. 0.58 0.36 0.10 1.04
50 Pavetta tomentosa Roxb. ex Sm. 0.58 0.36 0.06 1.00
51 Diospyros glandulosa Lace. 0.29 0.36 0.27 0.92
52 Dendrocalamus sp. 0.29 0.55 0.04 0.88
53 Diospyros gracilis H.R.Fletcher 0.29 0.18 0.30 0.77
54 Viburnum inopinatum Craib 0.29 0.18 0.29 0.76
55  Scleropyrum pantandrum (Denn.) Mabb. 0.29 0.18 0.28 0.76
56 Morinda coreia Ham. 0.29 0.18 0.28 0.75
57  Eugenia albiflora Duth. ex Kurz 0.29 0.36 0.06 0.71
58 Gardenia philasteri 0.29 0.36 0.06 0.71
59  Eugenia fruticosa (Roxb. ex DC.) Roxb. 0.29 0.18 0.23 0.71
60 Embelia tsjeriamcottam (Roem. & Schult.) A.DC. 0.29 0.36 0.04 0.69
61  Heliciopsis terminalis 0.29 0.18 0.19 0.67
62  Lithocarpus elegans Hatus. ex Soepadmo 0.29 0.18 0.19 0.66
63  Eugenia (Syzygium) cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini 0.29 0.18 0.16 0.64
64  Dalbergia oliveri Gamb. ex Prain 0.29 0.18 0.15 0.62
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65 Grewia lacei Drumm. & Craib. 0.29 0.18 0.14 0.61
66  Stereospermum neuranthum Kurz. 0.29 0.18 0.11 0.58
67  Albizia myriophylla 0.29 0.18 0.09 0.57
68  Litsia glutinosa (Lour.) C. B. Rob. var. glutinosa 0.29 0.18 0.09 0.56
69 Catunaregam tomentosa (Blume ex DC.) Triveng. 0.29 0.18 0.09 0.56
70 Glochidion rubrum 0.29 0.18 0.09 0.56
71  Spondias pinnata (L.f.) Kurz 0.29 0.18 0.09 0.56
72 Vitex peduncularis Wall.ex Schauer. 0.29 0.18 0.09 0.56
73 Albizia odoratissima 029 0.18 0.08 0.55
74 Symplocos racemosa Roxb 0.29 0.18 0.07 0.54
75  Garuga pinata Roxb. 0.29 0.18 0.05 0.53
76  Glochidion sphaerogynum (M.-A.) Kurz 0.29 0.18 0.05 0.53
77  Litsea monopetala (Roxb.) Pers. 0.29 0.18 0.05 0.52
78  Rhus chinensis Muell. 0.29 0.18 0.05 0.52
79  Craibiodendron stellatum (Pierre) W.W. Sm. 0.29 0.18 0.04 0.51
80 Bombax anceps Pierre. 0.29 0.18 0.03 0.51
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Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density Relative Dominance of Tree sp. vl

81 Diospyros castanea (Craib) Fletcher (Craib) Flet. 0.29 0.18 0.03 0.50
82  Bridelia glauca Bl 0.29 0.18 0.03 0.50
83  Grewia abutilifolia Vent ex Juss. 0.29 0.18 0.03 0.50
84  Antidesma acidum Retz. 0.29 0.18 0.02 0.50
85  Cratoxylum cochichinense (Lour.) Bl 0.29 0.18 0.02 049
86  Castanopsis tribuloides (Sm.) A.DC 0.29 0.18 0.01 0.49
87 Colona floribunda (Wall. ex Kurz.) Craib 0.29 0.18 0.01 0.49
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Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density Relative Dominance of Tree sp. IVl
1 Lithocarpus mekongensis 6.15 8.16 7.651 21.96
2 Lithocarpus polystachyus (Wall. ex A. DC.) Rehd. 291 2.56 14.231 19.71
3 Manglietia garrettii Craib. 1.94 1.86 8.970 12.78
4 Olea salicifolia Wall. ex & G. Don 4.53 4.20 2.163 10.89
5 Castanopsis tribuloides (Sm.) A. DC. 3.56 4.43 2212 10.20
6  Adinandra integerrima T. And. ex Dyer 2.59 6.53 0.370 9.49
7 Stereospermum neuranthum Kurz 0.65 047 7.773 8.89
8  Castanopsis diversifolia (Kurz) King ex. Hk.f. 227 2.56 3.764 8.59
9  Ternstroemia gymnanthera (Wight & Arn.) Bedd. 2.59 3.96 1.617 8.17
10  Engelhardia spicata Lechen. ex Bl var. spiculata 291 2.80 1.526 7.24
11 Elaeocarpus prunifolius Wall. ex C. Muell. 0.65 047 5.842 6.96
12 Castanopsis auriculata 0.65 0.70 5.420 6.77
13 Glochidion eriocarpum Champ. 3.56 2.80 0.308 6.67
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Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density  Relative Dominance of Tree sp. V1
14 Eugenia siamensis Craib 227 3.50 0.826 6.59
15 Twrpinia cochinchinensis (Lour.) Merr. 2.59 2.10 1.358 6.04
16  Celtis tetrandra Roxb. 1.62 1.63 2.693 5.94
17  Protium serratum Engl. 0.65 0.47 4.386 5.50
18  Wendlandia scabra Kurz. var. scabra 227 2.56 0.666 5.50
19 Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. 1.94 1.40 1.986 5.33
20  Symplocos racemosa Roxb. 1.94 2.33 0.947 522
21 Calophyllum polyanthum Wall. ex Choisy 1.94 1.40 1.332 4.67
22 Eurya acuminata Dc. 1.94 1.63 0.858 443
23 Litsea martabanica (Kurz.) Hk.f. 1.94 2.10 0.322 436
24 Prunus javanica 1.29 1.40 1.505 420
25  Sarcosperma arboreum Bth. ex Cl. 1.94 1.40 0.567 391
26  Mangifera caloneura Kurz. 1.29 0.93 1.324 3.55
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Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density  Relative Dominance of Tree sp. V1
27  Wendlandia tinctoria (Roxb.) DC. ssp. tinctoria 1.29 1.86 0.335 349
28  Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. 1.94 1.40 0.146 3.49
29  Phoebe cathia(D. Don) Kosterm. 0.97 1.17 1.334 347
30 Semecarpus albescens Kurz 1.62 1.40 0.401 342
31  Apodytes dimidiata E. May. ex Arn. 1.29 1.17 0.943 340
32 Enythrina subumbrans Merr. 0.97 0.93 1.301 3.20
33 Viburnum inopinatum Craib 0.97 0.70 1.427 3.10
34 Xerospermum noronhianum (BL) BL 1.29 1.40 0.330 3.02
35  Castanopsis calathiformis (Shan) Rehder & Rehder & Wilson 0.65 0.93 1.397 2.98
36  Betula alnoides Buch.-Ham. ex D.Don 0.97 0.93 0.885 2.79
37 Stereospermum colais (B.-H. ex Dillw.) Mabb. 0.97 0.70 1.006 2.68
38  Mallotus nudiflorus (L.) Kulju et Welzen 0.97 0.93 0.505 241
39  Styrax benzoides Craib 0.97 0.70 0.725 240

40  Anacolosa ilicoides Mast. 1.29 0.93 0.084 2.31
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Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density = Relative Dominance of Tree sp. IVI
41  Pavetta tomentosa Roxb. ex Sm. 1.29 0.93 0.055 2.28
42 Antidesma ghaesembilla Gaertn. 0.32 0.23 1.677 2.23
43 Neolitsea zeylanica (Nees) Merr. 0.97 0.93 0.201 2.10
44 Spondias pinnata (L.f.) Kurz. 0.97 0.93 0.140 2.04
45  Bridelia glauca Blume. 0.32 0.23 1.184 1.74
46  Chionanthus ramiflorus Roxb. 0.32 0.47 0.933 1.72
47  Walsura trifoliata (A. Juss.) Harms. 0.97 0.70 0.037 1.71
48  Machilus gamblei King ex. Hk.f. 0.97 0.70 0.030 1.70
49  Macropanax dispermus (Bl) O.XK. 0.65 0.70 0.276 1.62
50  Pavetta indica L. 0.65 0.93 0.038 1.62
51 Carallia brachiata (Lour.) Merr. 0.65 0.70 0.131 1.48
52 Rapaneayunnanensis Mez 0.65 0.47 0.273 1.39
53 Chioanthus caudifolius (Ridl.) Kiew 0.65 0.70 0.038 1.38
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Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density  Relative Dominance of Tree sp. VI
54 Allophylus cobbe (L.) Racusch. 0.65 0.70 0.026 1.37
55  Ilex umbellulata (Wall.) Loesn. 0.65 047 0.170 1.28
56  Eriobotrya bengalensis (Roxb.) Hook.f. forma bengalensis 0.65 047 0.084 1.20
57  Beilschmiedia intermedia Allen 0.65 047 0.057 1.17
58  Celastrus paniculatus Willd. 0.65 0.47 0.044 1.16
59  Cinnamomum iners Reinw. ex Blume 0.65 0.47 0.027 1.14
60 Maesa montana A. DC. 0.65 0.47 0.020 1.13
61  Scleropyrum pentandrum (Dennst.) Mabb. 0.65 0.47 0.020 1.13
62  Anneslea fragrans Wall. 0.65 0.47 0.017 1.13
63  Heynea trijuga Roxb. ex Sims. 0.65 0.47 0.010 1.12
64 Macaranga denticulata (Bl) M.-A 0.32 0.23 0.444 1.00
65  Dillenia parviflora Griff. var. kerrii (Craib) Hoogl. 0.32 0.23 0.409 0.97
66  Artocarpus nitidus Trec. 0.32 0.23 0.384 0.94

67  Prunus zippeliana Miq. var. zippeliana 0.32 0.23 0.369 0.93
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Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density  Relative Dominance of Tree sp. IVl
68 Pittosporopsiskerrii Craib 0.32 0.23 0.366 0.52
69  Chionanthus sutepensis (Kerr) Kiew 0.32 047 0.030 0.82
70  Walsura trichostemon Miq. 0.32 0.23 0.193 0.75
71 Prunus arborea 0.32 0.23 0.160 0.72
72 Alangium barbatum 0.32 0.23 0.112 0.67
73 Ficus subincisa Sm. 032 0.23 0.093 0.65
74  Sterculia balanghas L. 0.32 0.23 0.071 0.63
75  Ostodes paniculata Bl. 0.32 0.23 0.057 0.61
76  Toona ciliata M. Roem. 0.32 0.23 0.050 0.61
77  Dioscorea alata L. 0.32 0.23 0.047 0.60
78  Leea indica (Burm.F.) Merr. 0.32 0.23 0.045 0.60
79  Harpullia arborea Radlk. 0.32 0.23 0.044 0.60
80 Kopsia arborea Blume. 0.32 0.23 0.043 0.60
81 Litsea cubeba (Lour.) Pers. var. cubeba 0.32 0.23 0.029 0.59
82  Syzygium megacarpum 0.32 0.23 0.024 0.58
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Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density  Relative Dominance of Tree sp. vl
83  Tarennoidea wallichi (Hk.f)) Tirv. & Sastre 0.32 0.23 0.017 0.57
84  Mastixia arborea (Wight) C.B. Clarke 0.32 0.23 0.015 0.57
85  Mallotus philippensis (Lmk.) M.-A. 0.32 0.23 0.014 0.57
86  Corchorus siamensis Craib. 0.32 0.23 0.014 0.57
87  Archidendron clypearia (Jack) Nielsen. 0.32 0.23 0.014 0.57
88  Eugenia cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini 0.32 0.23 0.011 0.57
89 Lasianthuskerii Craib. 032 0.23 0.009 0.57
9o Litsia glutinosa (Lour.) C. B. Rob. var. glutinosa 032 023 0.009 0.57
91 Engelhardia serrata Bl 0.32 0.23 0.005 0.56
92  Aglaia silvestris (M. Roem.) Merr. 0.32 0.23 0.002 0.56
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Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density = Relative Dominance of Tree sp. IVl
1 Canarium subulatum Guill. 6.67 6.67 49.03 62.37
2 Shorea obtusa Wall. 20.00 20.00 12.30 52.30
3 Callicarpa arborea Roxb. 20.00 20.00 1.67 41.67
4 Quercus vestita Rehder & E.H.Wilson 20.00 20.00 1.62 41.62
5 Dillenia parviflora Griff. var kerrii (Craib) Hoogl. 6.67 6.67 24 .35 37.68
6 Kydia calycina Roxb. 13.33 13.33 2.76 2942
7 Eugenia fruticosa (Roxb. ex DC.) Roxb. 6.67 6.67 6.71 20.04
8 Lithocarpus elegans Hatus. ex Soepadmo 6.67 6.67 1.57 14.90
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Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density = Relative Dominance of Tree sp. VI
1 Quercus vestita Rehder & E.H.Wilson 6.43 9.60 26.98 43.02
2 Lithocarpus polystachyus (Wall. ex A. DC.) Rehd. 10.00 14.69 17.54 4223
3 Lithocarpus elegans Hatus. ex Soepadmo 3.57 3.95 9.01 16.53
4 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. 7.14 6.78 2.34 16.26
5 Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. 7.14 6.21 2.07 1543
6 Rhus chinensis Muell. 6.43 6.78 1.97 15.18
7 Callicarpa arborea 5.00 5.08 3.02 13.10
8 Quercus brandisiana 4.29 4.52 322 12.03
9 Dalbergia lanceolaria 0.71 0.56 7.77 9.05
10  Macaranga denticulata (Bl) Mull. Arg. 429 3.39 0.97 8.64
11 Eugenia Fruticosa 3.57 2.82 1.80 8.19
12 Glochidion sphaerogynum (M.-A.) Kurz 2.86 2.26 2.78 7.90
13 Harrisonia perforata (Blanco) Merr. 2.86 3.39 1.26 7.51
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Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density  Relative Dominance of Tree sp. vl
14 Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. 2.86 2.26 226 7.37
15  Gmelina arborea Roxb 0.71 0.56 5.80 7.08
16 Boehmeria siamensis 2.86 2.26 041 553
17  Machilus gamblei 2.14 1.69 0.50 434
18 Anogeissus acuminata 2.14 1.69 045 428
19  Markhamia stipulate 1.43 1.69 0.59 3.71
20  Phyllanthus emblica L. 1.43 1.13 1.08 3.64
21 Oroxylum indicum (L.) Kurz. 143 1.13 0.94 3.50
22 Melastoma malaboathricum ssp. normale 143 1.13 0.20 2.76
23 Unknow4.7 0.71 0.56 1.43 271
24 Scleropyrum pantandrum (Denn.) Mabb. 1.43 1.13 0.14 2.70
25  Grewia eriocarpa Juss. 1.43 1.13 0.13 2.69
26  Ilex umbellulata (Wall.) Loes. 0.71 1.13 0.75 2.59

27 Glochidion rubrum 0.71 1.13 0.14 1.98
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Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density Relative Dominanc L] of Tree sp. IVl
28  Dalbergia cana Grah. ex Kurz. 0.71 0.56 0.59 1.87
29  Styrax benzoides Craib. 0.71 0.56 0.51 1.79
30  Sterculia balanghas L.anghas L. 0.71 0.56 0.45 1.73
31  Eugenia cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini 0.71 0.56 0.42 1.70
32 Quercus kerrii Craib. 0.71 0.56 0.42 1.70
33 Dimocarpus longan Lour. 0.71 0.56 0.30 1.58
34 Engelhardtia spicata Lechen. ex Bl var. spiculata 0.71 0.56 0.26 1.54
35  Dalbergia stipulacea Roxb. 0.71 0.56 0.19 1.47
36  Chionanthus ramiflorus 0.71 0.56 0.17 1.45
37  Clerodendrum serratum (L.) 0.71 0.56 0.16 1.44
38  Castanopsis tribuloides (Sm.) A. DC. 0.71 0.56 0.16 1.44
39 Derris robusta 0.71 0.56 0.15 1.43
40  Premna pyridimata 0.71 0.56 0.14 1.42
41  Unknow4.8 0.71 0.56 0.10 1.38
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Scientific Nam | Relative Frequency Relative Density Relative Dominance of Tree sp. IVl
42 Cratoxylum formosum (Jack) Dyer ssp. pruniflorum 0.71 0.56 0.09 1.37
43 Unknow4.9 0.71 0.56 0.09 1.37
44 Symplocos racemosa 0.71 0.56 0.08 1.36
45 Blumea balsamifera 0.71 0.56 0.07 1.35
46 Cratoxylum cochinchiodill 0.71 0.56 0.07 135
47 Litsea cubeba 0.71 0.56 0.07 135
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Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density  Relative Dominance of Tree sp. IVl
1 Spondias pinnata (L£.) Kurz 0.27 0.14 25.84 26.26
2 Quercus kerrii Craib 6.56 13.24 1.74 21.54
3 Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. 3.55 3.17 13.89 20.61
4 Erythrina subumbrans Merr. 0.82 0.43 17.57 18.82
5 Dalbergia rimosa Roxb. 5.46 10.22 0.99 16.67
6 Kydia calycina Roxb. 6.56 6.62 1.25 14.43
7 Thespesia lampas (Cav.) Dalz. & Gibs. var. lampas 5.46 6.62 0.65 12.74
8 Shorea roxburghii G. Don 437 8.06 0.30 12.73
9 Phyllanthus emblica L. 6.01 5.61 0.78 12.40
10 Terminalia chebula Retz. var. chebula 3.01 4.17 1.35 8.53
11 Antidesma sootepensis Craib. 437 345 0.15 7.97
12 Lithocarpus polystachyus (Wall. ex A. DC.) Rehd. 2.19 1.58 4.01 7.77
13 Litsea glutinosa (Lour.) C.B.Rob. var. glutinosa 3.55 3.17 0.09 6.81
14 Grewia eriocarpa Juss. 191 1.29 1.60 4.80
15  Stereospermum colias (Buch.-H.ex Dillwyn) Mabb. 191 1.44 1.30 4.65
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Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density  Relative Dominance of Tree sp. IVl
16 Grewia abutilifolia Vent ex Juss. 2.73 1.73 0.05 451
17 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. 1.91 1.44 0.96 431
18 Callicarpa aborea Roxb. var. arborea 1.91 1.29 1.06 4.26
19 Diospyros castanea Fletcher. 1.64 1.44 0.97 4.05
20 Callicarpa sp.2 0.82 0.43 251 3.76
21 Catunaregam tomentosa (Blume ex DC.) Tirveng. 1.64 1.58 0.34 3.56
22 Cycas siamensis Miq. 1.09 0.58 1.77 344
23 Wendlandia tinctoria (Roxb.) DC. ssp. tinctoria 191 1.01 044 3.36
24 Ficus hispida L.f. var. hispida 1.64 0.86 0.70 3.20
25 Albizia odoratissima (L.f.) Benth. 1.09 1.73 0.33 3.15
26 Viburnum inopinatum Craib 1.64 1.01 0.21 2.85
27  Ziziphus oenoplia (L.) Mill. var. oenoplia. 1.64 0.86 0.33 2.84
28 Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. 1.37 1.01 0.44 2.82
29 Artocarpus nitidus Trec. 1.37 0.86 0.58 2.81
30 Ficus semicordata B.-H. ex J.E. Sm 0.27 0.14 2.38 2.80
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Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density  Relative Dominance of Tree sp. IVl
31 unknownL 0.27 0.14 2.20 2.62
32 Engelhardia spicata Lechen ex Blume var. spicata 1.09 0.86 0.66 2.61
33 Garuga pinnata Roxb. 1.09 1.29 0.11 2.50
34 Eugenia cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini 1.37 0.86 0.17 2.40
35 Lagerstromia villosa Wall. ex Kurz. 0.55 1.15 0.55 2.25
36 Styrax benzoides Craib. 1.09 0.72 0.36 2.17
37 Acacia comosa Gagnep. 0.82 043 0.68 1.93
38 Gmelina arborea Roxb. 0.55 0.29 1.08 191
39 Mangifera caloneura Kurz. 0.55 0.43 0.91 1.89
40  Antidesma acidum Retz. 0.82 0.58 0.47 1.86
41 Symplocos racemosa Roxb. 0.82 0.72 0.17 1.71
42 Oroxylum indicum (L.) Kurz 0.55 043 0.73 1.70
43 Canarium subulatum Guill. 0.82 0.58 0.27 1.67
44 Ziziphus rugosa Lam. 0.55 0.29 0.77 1.60

45 Gluta usitata (Wall.) Ding Hou 0.82 0.58 0.13 1.52
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Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density  Relative Dominance of Tree sp. IVl
46 Phoebe lanceolata ( Nees) Nees 0.82 043 0.26 1.51
47  Dalbergia oliveri Gamble ex Prain. 0.27 0.14 1.04 1.46
48 Colona floribunda (Wall. ex Kurz.) Craib 0.55 0.29 0.59 1.42
49 Vitex quinata (Loureiro) Williams 0.82 043 0.08 1.33
50 Glochidion eriocarpum Champ. 0.55 0.29 0.39 1.23
51 Buchanania lanzan Spreng. 0.55 0.29 0.35 1.19
52 Dimocarpus longan Lour. 0.55 0.29 0.25 1.08
53 unknownL1 0.55 0.29 0.24 1.08
54 Bambusa bambos (L.) Voss. 0.27 043 0.37 1.08
55  Heteropanax fragrans (Roxb. ex DC.) Seem. 0.27 0.29 0.39 0.95
56  Atalantia monophylla (DC.) Correa 0.55 0.29 0.11 0.95
57  Lagerstroemia undulata Koehne var. subangulata 0.55 0.29 0.10 0.93
58  Albizia lebbeck (Linn.) Benth. 0.55 0.29 0.09 0.92
59 Sterculia villosa Roxb. 0.55 0.29 0.06 0.89
60  Lagerstromia venusta Wall. ex CI 0.27 0.14 0.45 0.87
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Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density  Relative Dominance of Tree sp. IVl
61 unknownL2 0.27 0.14 0.42 0.83
62 Markhamia stipulata (Wall.) 0.27 0.14 0.26 0.68
63 Homalium ceylanicum (Gard.) Bth. 0.27 0.14 0.21 0.62
64 Litsea monopetala (Roxb.) Pers. 0.27 0.14 0.14 0.56
65 Diospyros glandulosa Lace. 0.27 0.14 0.14 0.56
66 Boehmeria malabarica Wall. ex Wedd. 0.27 0.14 0.13 0.54
67 Cassia fistula Linn. 0.27 0.14 0.12 0.54




115

M3 -8 Martianudymainginenvesnssa lfiduduvewnasthsssund fhuillavass oty vFeelm]

Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density Relative Dominance of Tree sp. VI
1 Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. 748 7.04 14.58 29.10
2 Lithocarpus polystachyus (Wall. ex A. DC.) Rehd. 7.01 1021 436 21.58
3 Castanopsis diversifolia (Kurz) King ex. Hk f. 5.61 7.04 531 17.96
4  Engelhardia spicata Lechen ex Blume var. spicata 2.80 246 10.94 16.21
5  Lithocarpus elegans Hatus. ex Soepadmo 4.67 5.28 6.19 16.15
6  Actinodaphne henryi Gamble 6.54 7.04 2.10 15.68
7 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill 5.14 5.63 0.57 11.34
8 Litsia glutinosa (Lour.) C. B. Rob. var. glutinosa 0.93 1.06 7.60 9.59
9 Lithocarpus mekongensis (A. Camus) 047 0.35 8.12 8.94
10 Diospyros glandulosa Lace. 3.74 3.87 0.33 7.94
11 Dalbergia cultrata 2.80 2.82 1.98 7.60
12 Ilex umbellulata (Wall.) Loes. 2.34 2.11 3.06 7.51

13 Buchanania lanzan 1.87 2.11 347 7.46
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Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density Relative Dominance of Tree sp. IVl
14 Eugenia Fruticosa 1.87 1.41 3.65 6.93
15 Glochidion sphaerogynum (M.-A.) Kurz 327 2.46 0.84 6.57
16  Helicia nilagirica 1.87 2.82 0.84 5.52
17 Ostodes paniculata 1.40 2.82 0.97 5.19
18  Styrax benzoides Craib. 1.87 1.76 1.41 5.04
19 Heliciopsis terminalis 0.47 0.35 3.99 4.81
20  Eurya acuminata DC. 1.87 1.76 0.40 4.03
21 Castanopsis calathiformis 0.93 0.70 1.37 3.01
22 Dimocarpus longan Lour. 1.40 141 0.15 2.96
23 Dalbergia rimosa Roxb. 1.40 1.06 0.26 2.72
24 Dalbergia lanceolaria 1.40 1.06 0.23 2.69
25 Scleropyrum pantandrum (Denn.) Mabb. 0.93 1.41 0.31 2.65
26  Oroxylum indicum (L.) Kurz. 0.93 0.70 0.97 2.60
27 Archidendron lucidum 0.47 0.70 1.30 247
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Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density Relative Dominance of Tree sp. VI
28  Michelia baillonii (Pierre) Finet & Gagnep 0.47 0.35 1.56 238
29  Radermachera ignea ( Kurz) Steenis 0.47 0.70 1.16 2.33
30  Eugenia cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini 0.47 0.35 1.50 2.32
31  Grewia eriocarpa Juss. 0.47 0.35 1.43 2.25
32 Grewia hirsuta Vahl. 093 0.70 0.48 2.12
33 Eriobotrya bengalensis 0.47 0.35 1.26 2.08
34 Marmhamia stipulate 047 0.35 1.24 2.06
35  Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. 0.93 0.70 0.35 1.99
36  Wendlandia tinctoria (Roxb.) DC. ssp. tinctoria 0.93 0.70 0.16 1.79
37  Chionanthus ramiflorus 0.93 0.70 0.13 1.77
38  Cinnamomum loureirii 0.93 0.70 0.07 1.71
39 Melastoma malaboathricum ssp. normale 0.93 0.70 0.06 1.70
40  Maesa Romontacae 0.93 0.70 0.04 1.68
41 Ardisia quinguegoana 0.93 0.70 0.04 1.68




A1319 V-8 (AD)

118

Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density Relative Dominance of Tree sp. VI
42  Litsea beusekomii 047 0.35 0.82 1.64
43 Elaeocarpus stipularis Blume. 0.47 0.35 0.63 1.45
44  Callicarpa aborea Roxb. var. arborea 0.47 0.35 0.56 1.38
45  Melastoma pinnata 0.47 0.70 0.10 1.27
46  Lepisanthes tetraphylla 0.47 0.70 0.04 1.21
47  Erythrina subumbrans Merr. 0.47 0.35 0.39 1.20
48  Protiumserratum (Wall. ex Colebr.) Engl. 047 0.35 0.35 1.17
49  Mangifera caloneura 047 0.35 0.35 1.17
50  Semecarpus albicans 0.47 0.35 0.29 1.11
51  Buchanania glabre 0.47 0.35 0.20 1.02
52 Sarcospereua arboreums 047 0.35 0.18 1.00
53 Clausena excavata 047 0.35 0.16 0.98
54  Glochidion eriocarpum Champ 047 0.35 0.12 0.94
55  Knema elegans 0.47 0.35 0.10 0.92
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Scientific Name Relative Frequency Relative Density Relative Dominance of Tree sp. VI
56  Balakata baccata (Roxb.) 0.47 0.35 0.07 0.89
57  Flueggea virosa 0.47 0.35 0.07 0.89
58  Callicarpa longifolia 0.47 0.35 0.07 0.89
59  Ficus capillipes Gagnep 0.47 0.35 0.07 0.89
60  Helicia formosana Hemsl. 047 0.35 0.06 0.88
61  Phoebe lanceolata ( Nees) Nees 0.47 0.35 0.06 0.88
62  Ficus subincisa Sm. 0.47 0.35 0.06 0.88
63 Melochia umbellata 0.47 0.35 0.06 0.88
64 Schoepfia fragrans 0.47 0.35 0.04 0.86
65  Alangium kurzii 0.47 0.35 0.04 0.86
66  Leea indica (Burm.f.) Merr 0.47 0.35 0.04 0.86
67  Embelia tsjeriam-cottam 0.47 0.35 0.04 0.85
68  Artocarpus thailandica 0.47 0.35 0.03 0.85
69  Unknown N4 0.47 0.35 0.03 0.85

A5 V-8 (9D)
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Scientific Name Relative Frequency  Relative Density Relative Dominance of Tree sp. IVI
70 Wendlandia scabra 0.47 0.35 0.03 0.85
71 Beilschmiedia intermedia Allen 0.47 0.35 0.03 0.84
72 Mallotus philippensis 047 0.35 0.03 0.84
73 Aporosa octandra 0.47 0.35 0.02 0.84
74 Archidendron clypearia 047 0.35 0.02 0.84
75 Tarrenoidea wallichii 0.47 0.35 0.02 0.84
76  Ziziphus oenoplia (L.) Mill. var. oenoplia. 0.47 0.35 0.02 0.84
77 Crypteronia paniculata 0.47 0.35 0.02 0.84
78  Unknown N10 0.47 0.35 0.02 0.83
79 Magnolia baillonii 0.47 0.35 0.01 0.83
80  Rhus chinensis Muell. 0.47 0.35 0.01 0.83
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Mea Hae Tai Mhued long
Scienctific name
1-yr 3-yr 8-yr NF 1-yr 4-yr 7-yr NF

1 Acacia comosa Gagnep. 1.93

2 Acacia concinna (Willd.) DC. 7.46

3 Actinodaphne henryi Gamble 15.68
4 Adinandra integerrima T. And. ex Dyer 9.49

5  Aganosma marginata (Roxb.) G.Don. 3.54

6  Aglaia silvestris (M. Roem.) Merr. 0.56

T Alangium barbatum 0.67

8  Alangium kurzii 0.86
9  Albizia lebbeck (Linn.)Benth. 0.92

10 Albizia myriophylla 0.57

11 Albizia odoratissima (L.f.) Benth. 0.55 3.15

12 Allophylus cobbe (L.) Raeusch. 1.37

13 Anacolosa ilicoides Mast. 231

14 Anneslea fragrans Wall. 1.53 1.13

IS Anogeissus acuminata 4.28

A4 V-9 (9D)
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Mea Hae Tai Mhued long
Scienctific name
1-yr 3-yr 8-yr NF 1-yr 4-yr T-yr NF

16  Antidesma acidum Retz. 1.67 0.50 1.86

17 Antidesma ghaesembilla Gaertn. 2.23

18  Antidesma sootepensis Craib. 7.97

19  Apodytes dimidiata E. May. ex Arn. 340

20  Aporosa octandra (B.-H ex D. Don) var.octandra 1.76 0.84
21 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. 39.51 2545 16.26 431 11.34
22 Archidendron clypearia (Jack) Nielsen. 0.57 0.84
23 Archidendron lucidum 247
24 Ardisia quinguegoana 1.68
25  Artocarpus nitidus Trec. 0.94 2.81

26 Artocarpus thailandica 0.85
27  Atalantia monophylla (DC.) Correa 0.95

28  Balakata baccata (Roxb.) 0.89
29  Bambusa bambos (L.) Voss. 1.08

30  Beilschmiedia intermedia Allen 1.17 0.84

A5 V-9 (A1)
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Scienctific name

Mea Hae Tai

Mhued long

1-yr

3-yr

8-yr

NF 1-yr 4-yr

7-yr

NF

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

Betula alnoides Buch.-Ham. ex D.Don
Blumea balsamifera

Boehmeria malabarica Wall. ex Wedd.
Boehmeria siamensis

Bombax anceps Pierre.

Bridelia glauca Blume.

Buchanania glabra

Buchanania lanzan Spreng.
Callicarpa arborea Roxb.

Callicarpa longifolia

Callicarpa sp.2

Calophyllum polyanthum Wall. ex Choisy
Canarium subulatum Guill

Carallia brachiata (Lour.) Merr.

Cassia fistula Linn.

15.98

1.94

0.51

0.50

8.64

2.84

7.22

2.79

1.35

553

1.74

41.67 13.10

4.67

62.37

1.48

0.54

1.19

4.26

3.76

1.67

0.54

1.02

7.46

1.38

0.89
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Mea Hae Tai Mhued long

Scienctific name

1-yr 3-yr 8-yr NF 1-yr 4-yr 7-yr NF
46  Castanopsis auriculata 6.77
47  Castanopsis calathiformis (Shan) Rehder & Wilson 298 3.01
48  Castanopsis diversifolia (Kurz) King ex. Hk.f. 8.59 17.96
49  Castanopsis tribuloides (Sm.) A. DC. 0.49 10.20 144
50 Catunaregam tomentosa (Blume ex DC.)Tirveng. 0.56 3.56
51 Celastrus paniculatus Willd. 1.16
52 Celtis tetrandra Roxb. 5.94
53 Chioanthus caudifolius (Ridl) Kiew 1.38
54 Chionanthus ramiflorus Roxb. 1.72 1.45 1.77
55 Chionanthus sutepensis (Kerr) Kiew 0.82
56 Cinnamomum iners Reinw. ex Blume 1.14
57 Cinnamomum loureirii 1.71
58 Clausena excavata Burm. F. var. excavata 4.19 0.98
59 Clerodendrum serratum (L.) Moon. var. wallichii Cl. 144
60  Colona flagrocarpa 1.39

A5 V-9 (A1)
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Mea Hae Tai Mhued long

Scienctific name

1-yr 3-yr 8-yr NF 1-yr 4-yr 7-yr NF
61 Colona floribunda (Wall. ex Kurz.) Craib 0.49 1.42
62  Corchorus siamensis Craib. 0.57
63 Craibiodendron stellatum 0.51
64  Cratoxylum cochichinense (Lour.) Bl 5.79 0.49 1.35
65  Cratoxylum formosum ssp. pruniflorum 9.33 6.54 1.37
66  Crypteronia paniculata 0.84
67 Cycas siamensis Miq. 3.44
68 Dalbergia cana Grah. ex Kurz. 1.87
69 Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. 3.53 8.94 20.61 7.60
70 Dalbergia lanceolaria 9.05 2.69
71 Dalbergia oliveri Gamble ex Prain. 0.62 1.46
72 Dalbergia rimosa Roxb. 6.51 16.67 2.72
73 Dalbergia stipulacea Roxb. 1.47
74 Dendrocalamus sp. 0.38
75 Derris robusta 143

A5 V-9 (A1)
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Mea Hae Tai Mhued long

Scienctific name

1-yr 3-yr 8-yr NF 1-yr 4-yr 7-yr NF
76  Dillenia parviflora Griff. var. kerrii (Craib) Hoogl. 1.12 0.97 37.68
77 Dimocarpus longan Lour. 27.58 1.58 1.08 2.96
78 Dioscorea alata L. 0.60
79 Diospyros castanea Fletcher. 0.50 4.05
80 Diospyros glandulosa Lace. 0.92 0.56 7.94
81 Diospyros gracilis 0.77
82  Elaeocarpus prunifolius Wall. ex C. Muell. 6.96
83  FElaeocarpus stipularis Blume. 1.45
84 Embelia tsjeriam-cottam 0.69 0.85
85 Engelhardtia serrata Blume 1.08 0.56
86  Engelhardtia spicata Lechen. ex Bl var. spiculata 3.96 7.24 1.54 2.61 16.21
87 Eriobotrya bengalensis (Roxb.) 1.20 2.08
88  Eriolaena candollei Wall. 1.63
89  Erythrina subumbrans Merr. 3.20 18.82 1.20
90 Eugenia albiflora Duth. ex Kurz 1.59

A4 V-9 (9D)
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Mea Hae Tai Mhued long

Scienctific name

1-yr 3-yr 8-yr NF 1-yr 4-yr 7-yr NF
91  Eugenia cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini 21.40 0.64 0.57 1.70 2.40 2.32
92 Eugenia fruticosa (Roxb. ex DC.) Roxb. 442 0.71 20.04 8.19 6.93
93  Eugenia siamensis Craib 6.59
94  Eurya acuminata DC. 4.90 443 4.03
95  Ficus capillipes Gagnep 0.89
96  Ficus hispida Lf. var. hispida 1.15 3.20
97  Ficus semicordata B.-H. ex J.E. Sm 4.29 2.80
98  Ficus subincisa Sm. 0.65 0.88
99  Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. 4.15 3.49 15.43 2.82 1.99
100 Flueggea virosa 0.839
101 Gardenia philasteri 0.71
102 Gardenia sootepensis 1.04
103 Garuga pinnata Roxb. 3.94 0.53 2.50
104  Glochidion eriocarpum Champ. 3.76 6.67 1.23 0.94
105 Glochidion rubrum 0.56 1.98
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Mea Hae Tai Mhued long

Scienctific name

1-yr 3-yr 8-yr NF 1-yr 4-yr 7-yr NF
106  Glochidion sphaerogynum (M.-A.) Kurz 3543 0.53 7.90 6.57
107  Gluta usitata (Wall.) Ding Hou 10.14 15.77 1.52
108 Gmelina arborea Roxb 7.08 1.91
109  Grewia abutilifolia Vent ex Juss. 0.50 451
110  Grewia eriocarpa Juss. 4.14 2.69 4.80 2.25
111 Grewia hirsuta Vahl. 3.14 2.12
112 Grewia lacei Drumm. & Craib. 0.61
113 Harpullia arborea Radlk. 0.60
114  Harrisonia perforata (Blanco) Merr. 7.51
115 Helicia formosana Hemsl. var. oblanceolata Sleumer 0.88
116  Helicia nilagirica 5.52
117 Heliciopsis terminalis 0.67 4.81
118  Heteropanax fragrans (Roxb. ex DC.) Seem. 0.95
119  Heynea trijuga Roxb. ex Sims. 1.12
120 Hiptage condita Craib. 1.06

A5 V-9 (A1)



129

Scienctific name

Mea Hae Tai

Mhued long

1-yr 3-yr 8-yr NF

1-yr 4-yr 7-yr NF

121  Homalium ceylanicum (Gard.) Bth.
122 Ilex umbellulata (Wall) Loesn.

123 Knema elegans

124  Kopsia arborea Blume.

125 Kydia calycina Roxb.

126  Lagerstroemia macrocarpa

127  Lagerstroemia undulata Koehne var. subangulata
128 Lagerstromia venusta Wall. ex CI
129  Lagerstromia villosa Wall. ex Kurz.
130 Lasianthuskerii Craib.

131 Leea indica (Burm. F.) Merr.

132 Lepisanthes tetraphylla

133 Lindsaea malabarica

134 Lithocarpus elegans Hatus. ex Soepadmo

135 Lithocarpus mekongensis

20.38 6.29

3.28 1.28

0.60

187.20 4.44

1.17

0.57

0.60

245

0.66

21.96

0.62

2.59 7.51

0.92

2942 14.43

0.93

0.87

225

0.86

1.21

14.90 16.53 16.15

8.94
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Mea Hae Tai Mhued long

Scienctific name

1-yr 3-yr 8-yr NF 1-yr 4-yr 7-yr NF
136  Lithocarpus polystachyus (Wall. ex A. DC.) Rehd. 2348 37.18 19.71 42.23 7.77 21.58
137 Litsea cubeba (Lour.) Pers. var. cubeba 1.61 0.59 1.35
138  Litsea glutinosa (Lour.) C.B.Rob. var. glutinosa 0.56 0.57 6.81 9.59
139  Litsea martabanica (Kurz.) Hk.f. 436
140  Litsea monopetala (Roxb.) Pers. 0.52 0.56
141 Litsea beusekomii 1.64
143 Macaranga denticulata 1.00 8.64
144 Machilus gamblei 1.70 4.34
145 Macropanax dispermus (BL) O.K. 1.62
146 Maesa montana A. DC. 1.13
147 Maesa romontacae 1.68
148 Magnolia baillonii 0.33
149 Mallotus nudiflorus (L.) Kulju er Welzen 2.84 241
150  Mallotus philippensis (Lmk.) M.-A. 0.57 0.84
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Mea Hae Tai Mhued long

Scienctific name

1-yr 3-yr 8-yr NF 1-yr 4-yr T-yr NF
151 Mangifera caloneura Kurz. 3.55 1.89 1.17
152 Manglietia garrettii Craib. 12.78
153  Markhamia stipulata (Wall) Seem. ex K. Sch. var. stipulata 3.71 0.68 2.06
154  Mastixia arborea (Wight) C.B. Clarke 0.57
155 Melastoma malaboathricum ssp. normale (D.Don) K. Meyer 1.77 2.76 1.70
156 Melastoma pinnata 1.27
157 Melochia umbellata 112.80 0.88
158 Meyna pubescense 224
159 Michelia baillonii (Pierre) Finet & Gagnep 2.38
160 Micromelum integerrimum 1.74
161 Morinda coreia 0.75
162 Neolitsea zeylanica (Nees) Merr. 2.10
163 Olea salicifolia Wall. ex & G. Don 9.52 18.46 10.89
164 Oroxylum indicum (L.) Kurz. 1.27 3.50 1.70 2.60
165 Ostodes paniculata Bl. 0.61 5.19

A5 V-9 (A1)



132

Mea Hae Tai Mhued long

Scienctific name

1-yr 3-yr 8-yr NF 1-yr 4-yr 7-yr NF
166  Pavetta indica L. 1.62
167  Pavetta tomentosa Roxb. ex Sm. 1.00 2.28
168  Phoebe cathia(D. Don) Kosterm. 347
169  Phoebe lanceolata ( Nees) Nees 3.57 1.51 0.88
170  Phyllanthus emblica linn 10.09 3.64 12.40
171  Phyllanthus roseus (Craib & Hutch.) Beille 2.09
172  Pittosporopsiskerrii Craib 0.92
173 Premna pyridimata 1.42
174  Protium serratum Engl. 4.15 5.50 1.17
175 Prunus arborea 0.72
176  Prunus cerasoides D.Don 1.86
177 Prunus javanica 4.20
178  Prunus zippeliana Miq. var. zippeliana 0.93
179 Quercus brandisiana 12.03
180  Quercus kerrii Craib 1.89 8.95 1.70 21.54
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Mea Hae Tai Mhued long

Scienctific name

1-yr 3-yr 8-yr NF 1-yr 4-yr 7-yr NF
181  Quercus vestita Rehder & E.H.Wilson 41.62 43.02
182  Radermachera ignea ( Kurz) Steenis 2.33
183 RapaneayunnanensisMez. 1.39
184  Rhus chinensis Mill. var. chinensis 0.52 15.18 0.83
185  Sarcosperma arboreum Bth. ex Cl. 391 1.00
186  Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. 3247 5.79 5.33 7.37 29.10
187 Schoepfia fragrans 0.36
188  Scleropyrum pentandrum (Dennst.) Mabb. 0.76 1.13 2.70 2.65
189  Semecarpus albescens Kurz 342
190 Semecarpus albicans L.11
191  Shorea obtusa Wall. 18.16 52.30
192 Shorea roxburghii G. Don 3.13 12.73
193 Shorea siamensis Miq. var. siamensis 432
194  Spondias pinnata (L.f.) Kurz. 0.56 2.04 26.26
195 Sterculia balanghas L. 0.63 1.73
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Mea Hae Tai Mhued long

Scienctific name

1-yr 3-yr 8-yr NF 1-yr 4-yr 7-yr NF
196  Sterculia villosa Roxb. 0.89
197  Stereospermum colias (Buch.-H.ex Dillwyn) Mabb. 1.41 2.68 4.65
198  Stereospermum neuranthum Kurz 0.58 8.89
199 Strychnos nux-vomica 1.12
200 Styrax benzoides Craib. 3.30 2.40 1.79 2.17 5.04
201  Symplocos racemosa Roxb. 0.54 522 1.36 1.71
202 Syzygium dyerianum 2.56
203 Syzygium megacarpum 0.58
204 Tarennoidea wallichi (Hk.f)) Tirv. & Sastre 0.57 0.84
205 Terminalia chebula Retz. var. chebula 346 8.53
206 Ternstroemia gymnanthera (Wight & Arn.) Bedd. 8.17
207 Thespesia lampas (Cav.) Dalz. & Gibs. var. lampas 12.74
208 Toona ciliata M. Roem. 0.61
209 Tristanopsis burmanica 5.84
210  Turpinia cochinchinensis (Lour.) Merr. 6.04
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Mea Hae Tai Mhued long

Scienctific name

1-yr 3-yr 8-yr NF 1-yr 4-yr 7-yr NF
211 Unknow4.7 2.71
212  Unknow4.8 1.38
213  Unknow4.9 1.37
214  unknownL 2.62
215  Unknown N10 0.83
216  Unknown N4 0.85
217 unknownLl 1.08
218 unknownL2 0.83
219  Viburnum inopinatum Craib 0.76 3.10 2.85
220 Vitex peduncularis 0.56
221 Vitex quinata (Loureiro) Williams 1.33
222 Walsura trichostemon Miq. 1.71
223 Walsura trifoliata (A. Juss.) Harms. 0.75
224  Wendlandia scabra Kurz. var. scabra 5.50 0.85
225  Wendlandia tinctoria (Roxb.) DC. ssp. tinctoria 478 3.49 3.36 1.79
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Mea Hae Tai Mhued long
Scienctific name
1-yr 3-yr 8-yr NF 1-yr 4-yr 7-yr NF
226 Xerospermum noronhianum (BL) Bl 3.02
227  Ziziphus cambodiana Pierre 1.63
228  Ziziphus oenoplia (L.) Mill. var. oenoplia. 1.88 2.84 0.84
229  Ziziphus rugosa Lam. 1.60
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Scientific Name ni Pi H' J'
1 Kydia calycina Roxb. 1 0.500 0.500 1.661
2 Melochia umbellata 1 0.500 0.500 1.661
Total 2 1.000 1.000 3322
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Scientific Name ni Pi H' J'

1 Antidesma acidum Retz. 1 0.006 0.044 0.003
2 Acacia concinna (Willd.) DC. 4 0.024 0.128 0.011
3 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. 33 0.196 0.461 0.087
4 Callicarpa arborea Roxb. 6 0.036 0.172 0.016
5  Canarium subulatum Guill 1 0.006 0.044 0.003
6  Clausena excavata Burm. F. var. excavata 3 0.018 0.104 0.008
7 Cratoxylum cochichinense (Lour.) Bl. 5 0.030 0.151 0.013
8  Cratoxylum formosum ssp. Pruniflorum 5 0.030 0.151 0.013
9  Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. 2 0.012 0.076 0.005
10  Dimocarpus longan Laur. 3 0.018 0.104 0.008
11 Eugenia (Syzygium) cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini 9 0.054 0.226 0.024
12 Eugenia fruticosa (Roxb. ex DC.) Roxb. 2 0.012 0.076 0.005
13 Eurya acuminata DC. 3 0.018 0.104 0.008
14 Garuga pinata Roxb. 3 0.018 0.104 0.008
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A1519 V-11 (919)

Scientific Name ni Pi H' J'

15 Glochidion sphaerogynum (M.-A.) Kurz 29 0.173 0.437 0.077
16  Gluta usitata (Wall.) Ding Hou 5 0.030 0.151 0.013
17  Homalium ceylanicum (Gard.) Bth. 13 0.077 0.286 0.035
18  Ilex umbellulata (Wall.) Loesn. 2 0.012 0.076 0.005
19  Lithocarpus polystachyus (Wall. ex A. DC.) Rehd. 13 0.077 0.286 0.034
20 Litsea cubeba Pers. 1 0.006 0.044 0.003
21 Lindsaea malabarica 1 0.006 0.044 0.003
22 Melastoma malaboathricum ssp. normale (D.Don) K. Meyer 1 0.006 0.044 0.003
23 Olea salicifolia Wall. ex & G. Don 5 0.030 0.151 0.013
24 Phoebe lanceolata ( Nees) Nees 2 0.012 0.076 0.005
25 Prunus cerasoides D.Don 1 0.006 0.044 0.003
26  Quercus kerrii Craib 2 0.012 0.076 0.005

27 Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. 21 0.125 0.375 0.056
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Scientific Name ni Pi H' J'
28  Syzygium dyerianum 1 0.006 0.044 0.003
29  Ziziphus cambodiana Pierre 1 0.006 0.044 0.003
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1 Aganosma marginata (Roxb.) G.Don. 6 0.011 0.071 0.004
2 Albizia myriophylla 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
3 Albizia odoratissima 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
4 Anneslea fragrans Wall. 3 0.005 0.041 0.002
5  Antidesma acidum Retz. 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
6  Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. 72 0.131 0.385 0.048
7  Aporusa octandra (B. -H ex D. Don) var. octandra 3 0.005 0.041 0.002
8  Bombax anceps Pierre. 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
9  Bridelia glauca Bl. 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
10 Buchanania lanzan Spreng. 8 0.015 0.089 0.005
11 Callicarpa arborea Roxb. 3 0.005 0.041 0.002
12 Canarium subulatum Guill 9 0.016 0.097 0.006
13 Castanopsis tribuloides (Sm.) A.DC 1 0.002 0.017 0.001

14 Catunaregam tomentosa (Blume ex DC.) Triveng. 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
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15 Colona flagrocarpa (C.B. Clarke) Craib 2 0.004 0.030 0.001
16  Colona floribunda (Wall. ex Kurz.) Craib 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
17 Craibiodendron stellatum (Pierre) W.W. Sm. 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
18  Cratoxylum cochichinense (Lour.) Bl 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
19 Cratoxylum formosum ssp. pruniflorum 14 0.026 0.135 0.009
20 Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. 18 0.033 0.162 0.012
21 Dalbergia oliveri Gamb. ex Prain 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
22 Dalbergia rimosa Roxb. 16 0.029 0.149 0.011
23 Dendrocalamus sp. 3 0.005 0.041 0.002
24 Dillenia parviflora Griff. var kerrii (Craib) Hoogl. 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
25  Diospyros castanea (Craib) Fletcher (Craib) Flet. 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
26 Diospyros glandulosa Lace. 2 0.004 0.030 0.001
27 Diospyros gracilis H.R.Fletcher 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
28 Embelia tsjeriamcottam (Roem. & Schult.) A.DC. 2 0.004 0.030 0.001
29  Engelhardtia serrata Blume 2 0.004 0.030 0.001
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30 Engelhardtia spicata Blume var. integra (Kurz) Mann 5 0.009 0.062 0.003
31 Eriolaena candollei Wall. 3 0.005 0.041 0.002
32  Eugenia (Syzygium) albiflorum Bahadur & R.C. Gaur. 2 0.004 0.030 0.001
33 Eugenia (Syzygium) cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
34  Eugenia albiflora Duth. ex Kurz 2 0.004 0.030 0.001
35 Eugenia fruticosa (Roxb. ex DC.) Roxb. 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
36 Ficus hispida Lf. var. hispida 2 0.004 0.030 0.001
37 Ficus semicordata B.-H. ex J.E. Sm 6 0.011 0.071 0.004
38 Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. 6 0.011 0.071 0.004
39  Gardenia philasteri 2 0.004 0.030 0.001
40  Gardenia sootepensis Hutch. 2 0.004 0.030 0.001
41 Garuga pinata Roxb. 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
42 Glochidion eriocarpum Champ. 9 0.016 0.097 0.006
43 Glochidion rubrum 1 0.002 0.017 0.001

44 Glochidion sphaerogynum (M.-A.) Kurz 1 0.002 0.017 0.001




A1519 V-12 (919)

144

Scientific Name ni Pi H' J'

45 Gluta usitata (Wall.) Ding Hou 37 0.068 0.263 0.025
46  Grewia abutilifolia Vent ex Juss. 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
47 Grewia eriocarpa Juss. 4 0.007 0.052 0.003
48 Grewia hirsuta Vahl 4 0.007 0.052 0.003
49  Grewia lacei Drumm. & Craib. 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
50  Heliciopsis terminalis 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
51 Hiptage condita Craib. 2 0.004 0.030 0.001
52 Homalium ceylanicum (Gard.) Bth. 13 0.024 0.128 0.009
53 Kydia calycina Roxb. 7 0.013 0.080 0.005
54  Lagerstroemia macrocarpa Wall 2 0.004 0.030 0.001
55 Lithocarpus elegans Hatus. ex Soepadmo 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
56 Lithocarpus polystachyus (Wall. ex A. DC.) Rehd. 62 0.113 0.356 0.041
57 Litsea monopetala (Roxb.) Pers. 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
58 Litsia glutinosa (Lour.) C. B. Rob. var. glutinosa 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
59 Mallotus nudiflorus (L.) Kulju & Welzen 5 0.009 0.062 0.003
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60 Meyna pubescens (Kurz) Roly 5 0.009 0.062 0.003
61  Micromelum integerrimum 3 0.005 0.041 0.002
62 Morinda coreia Ham. 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
63  Olea salicifolia Wall. ex & G. Don 43 0.078 0.288 0.029
64  Oroxylum indicum (L.) Bth. ex Kurz. 2 0.004 0.030 0.001
65 Pavetta tomentosa Roxb. ex Sm. 2 0.004 0.030 0.001
66  Phyllanthus emblica linn 23 0.042 0.192 0.015
67 Phyllanthus roseus (Craib & Hutch.) Beille 4 0.007 0.052 0.003
68 Protium serratum (Wall) Engl. 7 0.013 0.080 0.005
69  Quercus kerrii Craib 10 0.018 0.105 0.007
70  Rhus chinensis Muell. 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
71  Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. 5 0.009 0.062 0.003
72 Scleropyrum pantandrum (Denn.) Mabb. 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
73 Shorea obtusa Wall. 28 0.051 0.219 0.019
74  Shorea roxburghii G. Don 3 0.005 0.041 0.002
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75 Shorea siamensis Miq. var. siamensis 7 0.013 0.080 0.005
76  Spondias pinnata (L.f.) Kurz 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
77  Stereospermum colias (B.-H.ex Dillw.) Mabb. 3 0.005 0.041 0.002
78  Stereospermum neuranthum Kurz. 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
79  Strychnos nux-vomica L. 2 0.004 0.030 0.001
80  Styrax benzoides Craib 4 0.007 0.052 0.003
81 Symplocos racemosa Roxb 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
82  Terminalia chebula Retz. var. chebula 6 0.011 0.071 0.004
83  Tristanopsis burm var. rutescous 7 0.013 0.080 0.005
84  Viburnum inopinatum Craib 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
85  Vitex peduncularis Wall.ex Schauer. 1 0.002 0.017 0.001
86 Wendlandia tinctoria (Roxb.) DC. ssp. tinctoria 9 0.016 0.097 0.006
87  Ziziphus oenoplia (L.) Mill. var. oenoplia. 4 0.007 0.052 0.003
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1 Adinandra integerrima T. And. ex Dyer 28 0.065 0.257 0.025
2 Aglaia silvestris (M. Roem.) Merr. 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
3 Alangium barbatum 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
4 Allophylus cobbe (L.) Raeusch. 3 0.007 0.050 0.003
5 Anacolosa ilicoides Mast. 4 0.009 0.063 0.004
6 Annessea fragland Wall, 2 0.005 0.036 0.002
7 Antidesma ghaesembilla Gaertn. 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
8 Apodytes dimidiata E. May. ex Arn. 5 0.012 0.075 0.004
9 Archidendron clypearia (Jack) Nielsen. 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
10 Artocarpus nitidus 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
11 Beilschmiedia percoriacea Allen 2 0.005 0.036 0.002
12 Betula alnoides Ham. ex D. Don. 4 0.009 0.063 0.004

13 Bridelia glauca Blume. 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
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14 Calophyllum polyanthum Wall. ex Choisy 6 0.014 0.086 0.005
15 Carallia brachiata (Lour.) Merr. 3 0.007 0.050 0.003
16 Castanopsis auriculata 3 0.007 0.050 0.003
17 Castanopsis calathiformis (Shan) Rehder & Rehder & Wilson 4 0.009 0.063 0.004
18 Castanopsis diversifolia (Kurz) King ex. Hk.f. 11 0.026 0.136 0.010
19 Castanopsis tribuloides (Sm.) A. DC. 19 0.044 0.199 0.017
20 Celastrus paniculatus 2 0.005 0.036 0.002
21 Celtis tetrandra Roxb. 7 0.016 0.097 0.006
22 Chioanthus caudifolius (Ridl) Kiew 3 0.007 0.050 0.003
23 Chionanthus ramiflorus Roxb. 2 0.005 0.036 0.002
24 Chionanthus sutepensis 2 0.005 0.036 0.002
25 Cinnamomum iners Reinw. ex Bl 2 0.005 0.036 0.002
26 Corchorus siamensis Craib. 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
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27  Dillenia parviflora Griff. var. kerrii (Craib) Hoogl. 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
28  Dioscorea alata 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
29 Elaeocarpus prunifolius Wall. ex C. Muell. 2 0.005 0.036 0.002
30 Engelhardia serrata Bl. 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
31 Engelhardia spicata Lechen. ex Bl. var. spiculata 12 0.028 0.144 0.011
32 Eriobotrya bengalensis (Roxb.) Hook.f. forma bengalensis 2 0.005 0.036 0.002
33 Erythrina subumbrans Merr. 4 0.009 0.063 0.004
34 Eugenia cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
35 Eugenia siamensis Craib 15 0.035 0.169 0.013
36 Eurya acuminata Dc. 7 0.016 0.097 0.006
37 Ficus subincisa Sm. 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
38 Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. 6 0.014 0.086 0.005
39 Glochidion eriocarpum Champ. 12 0.028 0.144 0.011
40 Harpullia arborea Radlk. 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
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41 Heynea trijuga Roxb. ex Sims. 2 0.005 0.036 0.002
42 Ilex umbellulata (Wall.) Loesn. 2 0.005 0.036 0.002
43 Kopsia arborea Blume 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
44 Lasianthuskerii Craib. 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
45 Leea indica (Burm.F.) Merr. 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
46 Lithocarpus mekongensis 35 0.082 0.295 0.031
47  Lithocarpus polystachyus (Wall. ex A. DC.) Rehd. 11 0.026 0.136 0.010
48 Litsea cubeba (Lour.) Pers. var. cubeba 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
49 Litsea martabanica (Kurz.) Hk.f. 9 0.021 0.117 0.008
50 Litsia glutinosa (Lour.) C. B. Rob. var. glutinosa 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
51 Macaranga denticulata (Bl) M.-A 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
52 Machilus gamblei King ex. Hk.f. 3 0.007 0.050 0.003
53 Macropanax dispermus (Bl) OK. 3 0.007 0.050 0.003
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54 Maesa montana A. DC. 2 0.005 0.036 0.002
55 Mallotus nudiflorus (L.) Kulju et Welzen 4 0.009 0.063 0.004
56  Mallotus philippensis (Lmk.) M.-A. 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
57 Mangifera caloneura Kurz. 4 0.009 0.063 0.004
58  Manglietia garrettii Craib. 8 0.019 0.107 0.007
59 Mastixia arborea 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
60 Neolitsea zeylanica (Nees) Merr. 4 0.009 0.063 0.004
61 Olea salicifolia Wall. ex & G. Don 18 0.042 0.192 0.016
62 Ostodes paniculata Bl. 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
63 Pavetta indica L. 4 0.009 0.063 0.004
64 Pavetta tomentosa Roxb. ex Sm. 4 0.009 0.063 0.004
65 Phoebe cathia (D. Don) Kosterm. 5 0.012 0.075 0.004
66 Pittosporopsiskerrii Craib I 0.002 0.020 0.001
67 Protium serratum Engl. 2 0.005 0.036 0.002
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68  Prunus arborea 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
69 Prunus javanica 6 0.014 0.086 0.005
70 Prunus zippeliana Miq. var. zippeliana 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
71 Rapaneayunnanensis Mez. 2 0.005 0.036 0.002
72 Sarcosperma arboreum Bth. ex Cl. 6 0.014 0.086 0.005
73 Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. 6 0.014 0.086 0.005
74 Scleropyrum pentandrum (Dennst.) Mabb. 2 0.005 0.036 0.002
75 Semecarpus albescens Kurz 6 0.014 0.086 0.005
76  Spondias pinnata (L.f.) Kurz. 4 0.009 0.063 0.004
77 Sterculia balanghas L. 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
78 Stereospermum colais (B.-H. ex Dillw.) Mabb. 3 0.007 0.050 0.003
79 Stereospermum neuranthum Kurz 2 0.005 0.036 0.002
80 Stylex benzoides Craib 3 0.007 0.050 0.003
81 Symplocos racemosa Roxb. 10 0.023 0.126 0.009
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32 Syzygium megacarpum 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
83 Tarennoidea wallichi (Hk.f.) Tirv. & Sastre 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
84 Ternstroemia gymnanthera (Wight & Arn.) Bedd. 17 0.040 0.185 0.015
85 Toona ciliata M. Roem. 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
86 Turpinia cochinchinensis (Lour.) Merr. 9 0.021 0.117 0.008
87 Viburnum inopinatum Craib 3 0.007 0.050 0.003
88 Walsura trichostemon Miq. 1 0.002 0.020 0.001
89 Walsura trifoliata (A. Juss.) Harms. 3 0.007 0.050 0.003
90 Wendlandia scabra Kurz. var. scabra 11 0.026 0.136 0.010
91 Wendlandia tinctoria (Roxb.) DC. ssp. tinctoria 8 0.019 0.107 0.007
92 Xerospermum noronhianum (BL) Bl 6 0.014 0.086 0.005
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1 Callicarpa arborea Roxb. 3 0.200 0.464 0.170
2 Canarium subulatum Guill 1 0.067 0.260 0.057
3 Dillenia parviflora Griff. var kerrii (Craib) Hoogl. 1 0.067 0.260 0.057
4 Eugenia fruticosa (Roxb. ex DC.) Roxb. 1 0.067 0.260 0.057
5  Kydia calycina Roxb. 2 0.133 0.388 0.113
6  Lithocarpus elegans Hatus. ex Soepadmo 1 0.067 0.260 0.057
7 Quercus vestita Rehder & E.H.Wilson 3 0.200 0.464 0.170
8  Shorea obtusa Wall. 3 0.200 0.464 0.170
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1 Anogeissus acuminata 3 0.017 0.100 0.008
2 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. 12 0.068 0.263 0.030
3 Blumea balsamifera 1 0.006 0.042 0.003
4 Boehmeria siamensis 4 0.023 0.124 0.010
5 Callicarpa arborea 9 0.051 0.219 0.023
6 Castanopsis tribuloides (Sm.) A. DC. 1 0.006 0.042 0.003
7 Chionanthus ramiflorus 1 0.006 0.042 0.003
8 Clerodendrum serratum (L.) Moon. var. wallichii Cl. 1 0.006 0.042 0.003
9 Cratoxylum cochinchiodill 1 0.006 0.042 0.003
10 Cratoxylum formosum (Jack) Dyer ssp. pruniflorum (Kurz) Gogel. 1 0.006 0.042 0.003
11 Dalbergia cana Grah. ex Kurz. 1 0.006 0.042 0.003
12 Dalbergia lanceolaria 1 0.006 0.042 0.003

13 Dalbergia stipulacea Roxb. 1 0.006 0.042 0.003
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14 Derris robusta 1 0.006 0.042 0.003
15  Dimocarpus longan Lour. 1 0.006 0.042 0.003
16  Engelhardtia spicata Lechen. ex Bl. var. spiculata 1 0.006 0.042 0.003
17 Eugenia cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini 1 0.006 0.042 0.003
18  Eugenia Fruticosa 5 0.028 0.145 0.013
19  Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. 11 0.062 0.249 0.028
20 Glochidion rubrum 2 0.011 0.073 0.005
21 Glochidion sphaerogynum (M.-A.) Kurz 4 0.023 0.124 0.010
22 Gmelina arborea Roxb 1 0.006 0.042 0.003
23 Grewia eriocarpa Juss. 2 0.011 0.073 0.005
24 Harrisonia perforata (Blanco) Merr. 6 0.034 0.166 0.015
25  Ilex umbellulata (Wall.) Loes. 2 0.011 0.073 0.005
26  Lithocarpus elegans Hatus. ex Soepadmo 7 0.040 0.184 0.018
27  Lithocarpus polystachyus (Wall. ex A. DC.) Rehd. 26 0.147 0.406 0.065
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28  Litsea cubeba 1 0.006 0.042 0.003
29  Macaranga denticulata (BL) Mull. Arg. 6 0.034 0.166 0.015
30 Machilus gamblei 3 0.017 0.100 0.008
31 Marmhamia stipulate 3 0.017 0.100 0.008
32 Melastoma malaboathricum ssp. normale (D.Don) K. Meyer 2 0.011 0.073 0.005
33 Oroxylum indicum (L.) Kurz. 2 0.011 0.073 0.005
34 Phyllanthus emblica L. 2 0.011 0.073 0.005
35  Premna pyridimata 1 0.006 0.042 0.003
36  Quercus brandisiana 8 0.045 0.202 0.020
37  Quercus kerrii Craib. 1 0.006 0.042 0.003
38  Quercus vestita Rehder & E.H.Wilson 17 0.096 0.325 0.043
39 Rhus chinensis Muell. 12 0.068 0.263 0.030
40  Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. 4 0.023 0.124 0.010
41  Scleropyrum pantandrum (Denn.) Mabb. 2 0.011 0.073 0.005
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42 Sterculia balanghas L.anghas L. 1 0.006 0.042 0.003
43 Styrax benzoides Craib. 1 0.006 0.042 0.003
44 Symplocos racemosa 1 0.006 0.042 0.003
45 Unknow4.7 1 0.006 0.042 0.003
46 Unknow4.8 1 0.006 0.042 0.003
47 Unknow4.9 1 0.006 0.042 0.003
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1 Acacia comosa Gagnep. 3 0.004 0.034 0.002
2 Albizia lebbeck (Linn. )Benth. 2 0.003 0.024 0.001
3 Albizia odoratissima (L.f.) Benth. 12 0.017 0.101 0.006
4 Antidesma acidum Retz. 4 0.006 0.043 0.002
5 Antidesma sootepensis Craib. 24 0.035 0.168 0.012
6 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. 10 0.014 0.088 0.005
7 Artocarpus nitidus Trec. 6 0.009 0.059 0.003
8 Atalantia monophylla (DC.) Correa 2 0.003 0.024 0.001
9 Bambusa bambos (L.) Voss. 3 0.004 0.034 0.002
10 Boehmeria malabarica Wall. ex Wedd. 1 0.001 0.000 0.001
11 Buchanania lanzan Spreng. 2 0.003 0.024 0.001
12 Callicarpa aborea Roxb. var. arborea 3 0.004 0.034 0.002
13 Callicarpa sp.2 9 0.013 0.081 0.005

14 Canarium subulatum Guill 4 0.006 0.043 0.002
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15 Cassia fistula Linn. 1 0.001 0.014 0.001
16  Catunaregam tomentosa (Blume ex DC.)Tirveng. 11 0.016 0.095 0.006
17 Colona floribunda (Wall. ex Kurz.) Craib 2 0.003 0.024 0.001
18 Cycas siamensis Miq. 4 0.006 0.043 0.002
19  Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. 22 0.032 0.158 0.011
20  Dalbergia oliveri Gamble ex Prain. 1 0.001 0.014 0.001
21 Dalbergia rimosa Roxb. 71 0.102 0.336 0.036
22 Dimocarpus longan Lour. 2 0.003 0.024 0.001
23 Diospyros castanea Fletcher. 10 0.014 0.088 0.005
24 Diospyros glandulosa Lace. 1 0.001 0.014 0.001
25  Engelhardia spicata Lechen ex Blume var. spicata 6 0.009 0.059 0.003
26  Erythrina subumbrans Merr. 3 0.004 0.034 0.002
27 Eugenia cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini 6 0.009 0.059 0.003
28  Ficus hispida L£. var. hispida 6 0.009 0.059 0.003
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29 Ficus semicordata B.-H. ex J.E. Sm 1 0.001 0.014 0.001
30 Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. 7 0.010 0.067 0.004
31 Garuga pinnata Roxb. 9 0.013 0.081 0.005
32 Glochidion eriocarpum Champ. 2 0.003 0.024 0.001
33 Gluta usitata (Wall.) Ding Hou 4 0.006 0.043 0.002
34 Gmelina arborea Roxb. 2 0.003 0.024 0.001
35 Grewia abutilifolia Vent ex Juss. 12 0.017 0.101 0.006
36 Grewia eriocarpa Juss. 9 0.013 0.081 0.005
37  Heteropanax fragrans (Roxb. ex DC.) Seem. 2 0.003 0.024 0.001
38  Homalium ceylanicum (Gard.) Bth. 1 0.001 0.014 0.001
39  Kydia calycina Roxb. 46 0.066 0.259 0.023
40  Lagerstroemia undulata Koehne var. subangulata 2 0.003 0.024 0.001
41 Lagerstromia venusta Wall. ex Cl 1 0.001 0.014 0.001
42 Lagerstromia villosa Wall. ex Kurz. 8 0.012 0.074 0.004
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43 Lithocarpus polystachyus (Wall. ex A. DC.) Rehd. 11 0.016 0.095 0.006
44 Litsea glutinosa (Lour.) C.B.Rob. var. glutinosa 22 0.032 0.158 0.011
45 Litsea monopetala (Roxb.) Pers. 1 0.001 0.014 0.001
46  Mangifera caloneura Kurz. 3 0.004 0.034 0.002
47  Markhamia stipulata (Wall) Seem. ex K. Sch. var. stipulata 1 0.001 0.014 0.001
48 Oroxylum indicum (L.) Kurz 3 0.004 0.034 0.002
49 Phoebe lanceolata ( Nees) Nees 3 0.004 0.034 0.002
50  Phyllanthus emblica L. 39 0.056 0.000 0.020
51 Quercus kerrii Craib 92 0.132 0.386 0.047
52 Shorea roxburghii G. Don 56 0.081 0.293 0.028
53 Spondias pinnata (Lf.) Kurz 1 0.001 0.014 0.001
54 Sterculia villosa Roxb. 2 0.003 0.024 0.001
55  Stereospermum colias (Buch.-H.ex Dillwyn) Mabb. 10 0.014 0.088 0.005
56  Styrax benzoides Craib. 5 0.007 0.051 0.003
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57  Symplocos racemosa Roxb. 5 0.007 0.051 0.003
58 Terminalia chebula Retz. var. chebula 29 0.042 0.191 0.015
59 Thespesia lampas (Cav.) Dalz. & Gibs. var. lampas 46 0.066 0.259 0.023
60 unknown 1 0.001 0.014 0.001
61 unknownL1 2 0.003 0.024 0.001
62 unknownl.2 1 0.001 0.014 0.001
63 Viburnum inopinatum Craib 7 0.010 0.067 0.004
64 Vitex quinata (Loureiro) Williams 3 0.004 0.034 0.002
65 Wendlandia tinctoria (Roxb.) DC. ssp. tinctoria 7 0.010 0.067 0.004
66  Ziziphus rugosa Lam. 2 0.003 0.024 0.001
67  Ziziphus oenoplia (L.) Mill. var. oenoplia. 6 0.009 0.059 0.003
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Scientific Name ni Pi H' J'
1 Actinodaphne henryi Gamble 20 0.070 0.270 0.029
2 Alangium kurzii 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
3 Aporosa octandra 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
4 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill 16 0.056 0.234 0.023
5 Archidendron clypearia 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
6  Archidendron lucidum 2 0.007 0.050 0.003
T Ardisia quinguegoana 2 0.007 0.050 0.003
8 Artocarpus thailandica 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
9  Balakata baccata (Roxb.) 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
10 Beilschmiedia intermedia Allen 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
11 Buchanania glabre 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
12 Buchanania lanzan 6 0.021 0.118 0.009

13 Callicarpa aborea Roxb. var. arborea 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
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14 Callicarpa longifolia 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
15 Castanopsis calathiformis 2 0.007 0.050 0.003
16  Castanopsis diversifolia (Kurz) King ex. Hk.f. 20 0.070 0.270 0.029
17 Chionanthus ramiflorus 2 0.007 0.050 0.003
18  Cinnamomum loureirii 2 0.007 0.050 0.003
19  Clausena excavata 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
20 Crypteronia paniculata 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
21 Dalbergia cultrata 8 0.028 0.145 0.011
22 Dalbergia lanceolaria 3 0.011 0.069 0.004
23 Dalbergia rimosa Roxb. 3 0.011 0.069 0.004
24 Dimocarpus longan Lour. 4 0.014 0.087 0.006
25  Diospyros glandulosa Lace. 11 0.039 0.182 0.016
26  Elaeocarpus stipularis Blume. 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
27  Embelia tsjeriam-cottam 1 0.004 0.029 0.001



http://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Embelia_tsjeriam-cottam&action=edit&redlink=1
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28  Engelhardia spicata Lechen ex Blume var. spicata 7 0.025 0.132 0.010
29  Eriobotrya bengalensis 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
30  Erythrina subumbrans Merr. 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
31  Eugenia cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
32 Eugenia Fruticosa 4 0.014 0.087 0.006
33 Eurya acuminata DC. 5 0.018 0.103 0.007
34 Ficus capillipes Gagnep 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
35  Ficus subincisa Sm. 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
36  Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. 2 0.007 0.050 0.003
37  Flueggea virosa 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
38 Glochidion eriocarpum Champ ! 0.004 0.029 0.001
39  Glochidion sphaerogynum (M.-A.) Kurz 7 0.025 0.132 0.010
40  Grewia eriocarpa Juss. 1 0.004 0.029 0.001

41  Grewia hirsuta Vahl. 2 0.007 0.050 0.003
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42 Helicia formosana 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
43 Helicia nilagirica 8 0.028 0.145 0.011
44 Heliciopsis terminalis 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
45  Ilex umbellulata (Wall.) Loes. 6 0.021 0.118 0.009
46  Knema elegans 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
47  Leea indica (Burm.f.) Merr 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
48 Lepisanthes tetraphylla 2 0.007 0.050 0.003
49  Lithocarpus elegans Hatus. ex Soepadmo 15 0.053 0.224 0.022
50  Lithocarpus mekongensis (A. Camus) 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
51  Lithocarpus polystachyus (Wall. ex A. DC.) Rehd. 29 0.102 0.336 0.042
52 Litsea beusekomii 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
>3 Litsia glutinosa (Lour.) C. B. Rob. var. glutinosa 3 0.011 0.069 0.004
54 Maesa Romontacae 2 0.007 0.050 0.003
55 Magnolia baillonii 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
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56 Mallotus philippensis 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
57  Mangifera caloneura 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
58  Marmhamia stipulate 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
59  Melastoma malaboathricum ssp. normale (D.Don) K. Meyer 2 0.007 0.050 0.003
60  Melastoma pinnata 2 0.007 0.050 0.003
61  Melochia umbellata 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
62  Michelia baillonii (Pierre) Finet & Gagnep 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
63  Oroxylum indicum (L.) Kurz. 2 0.007 0.050 0.003
64 Ostodes paniculata 8 0.028 0.145 0.011
65  Phoebe lanceolata ( Nees) Nees 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
66 protiumserratum (Wall. ex Colebr.) Engl. 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
67  Radermachera ignea ( Kurz) Steenis 2 0.007 0.050 0.003
68  Rhus chinensis Muell. 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
69  Sarcospereua arboreums 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
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70  Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. 20 0.070 0.270 0.029
71 Schoepfia fragrans 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
72 Scleropyrum pantandrum (Denn.) Mabb. 4 0.014 0.087 0.006
73 Semecarpus albicans 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
74 Styrax benzoides Craib. 5 0.018 0.103 0.007
75 Tarrenoidea wallichii 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
76 Unknown N10 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
77  Unknown N4 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
78  Wendlandia scabra 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
79  Wendlandia tinctoria (Roxb.) DC. ssp. tinctoria 2 0.007 0.050 0.003
80  Ziziphus oenoplia (L.) Mill. var. oenoplia. 1 0.004 0.029 0.001
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Frequency Relative Density of Relative
Scientific Name Pi H' J'

of sp. Frequency sp. Density
1 Albizia odoratissima (L. f.) Bth. 8.33 435 0.08 3.13 0.031 0.156 0.021
2 Antidesma acidum Retz. 8.33 435 0.17 6.25 0.063 0.250 0.042
3 Antidesma sootepense Craib. 833 435 0.08 3.13 0.031 0.156 0.021
4 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. 8.33 435 0.08 3.13 0.031 0.156 0.021
5  Cratoxylum cochinchinense (Lour.) Bl 16.67 8.70 0.17 6.25 0.063 0.250 0.042
6 Cratoxylum formosum 8.33 435 0.08 3.13 0.031 0.156 0.021
7  Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. var. cultrata 16.67 8.70 0.33 12.50 0.125 0.375 0.083
8  Dalbergia rimosa Roxb. 33.33 17.39 0.50 18.75 0.188 0.453 0.125
9  Glochidion eriocarpum Champ. 8.33 4.35 0.08 3.13 0.031 0.156 0.021
10 Heteropanax fragrans (Roxb. ex DC.) seem 8.33 435 0.08 3.13 0.031 0.156 0.021
11 Homalium ceylanicum (Gard.) Bth. 8.33 435 0.08 3.13 0.031 0.156 0.021
12 Litsea glutinosa (Lour.) C.B. Rob. var. glutinosa 16.67 8.70 0.17 6.25 0.063 0.250 0.042
13 Mallotus philippensis (Lmk.) M.-A. 8.33 435 0.08 3.13 0.031 0.156 0.021
14 Protium serratum (Wall) Engl. 8.33 435 0.08 3.13 0.031 0.156 0.021
15 Pterocarpus macrocarpus Kurz. 8.33 4.35 042 15.63 0.156 0418 0.104
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Frequency Relative Density of Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni Pi H' J'
of sp. Frequency sp. Density
16  Stereospermum colias (B.-H.ex Dillw.) Mabb. 1 1 8.33 435 0.08 3.13 0.031 0.156 0.021
17  Vitex limoniiflolia Wall. ex Kurz. 1 1 8.33 435 0.08 3.13 0.031 0.156 0.021
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Frequency Relative Density Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni Pi H' J'

of sp. Frequency of sp. Density
1  Aglaia silvestris (M. Roem.) Merr. 1 1 8.33 2.08 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
2 Antidesma acidum Retz. 1 4 8.33 2.08 0.33 2.60 0.026 0.137 0.012
3 Aporosa octandra (B. -H ex D. Don) var. octandra 1 4 8.33 2.08 0.33 2.60 0.026 0.137 0.012
4 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill 3 12 25.00 6.25 1.00 7.79 0.078 0.287 0.036
5 Breynia retusa 1 5 8.33 2.08 0.42 3.25 0.032 0.161 0.015
6  Bridelia glauca Bl 1 3 8.33 2.08 0.25 1.95 0.019 0.111 0.009
7  Callicarpa arborea Roxb. 1 1 8.33 2.08 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
8  Clausena excavata Burm. F. var. excavata 3 8 25.00 6.25 0.67 5.19 0.052 0.222 0.024
9  Cratoxylum formosum (Jack) 2 17 16.67 4.17 1.42 11.04 0.110 0.351 0.050
10  Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. var. cultrata 1 5 8.33 2.08 0.42 3.25 0.032 0.161 0.015
11 Dalbergia oliveri Gamb. ex Prain. 2 5 16.67 4.17 0.42 3.25 0.032 0.161 0.015
12 Desmodium velutinm 1 1 8.33 2.08 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
13 Dillenia parviflora Griff. var. parviflora 1 2 833 2.08 0.17 1.30 0.013 0.081 0.006
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Frequency Relative Density Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni Pi H' J'

of sp. Frequency of sp. Density
14 Diospyros glandulosa Lace. 1 1 8.33 2.08 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
15  Eurya acuminata DC. 1 2 8.33 2.08 0.17 1.30 0.013 0.081 0.006
16 Flueggea virosa 3 8 25.00 6.25 0.67 5.19 0.052 0.222 0.024
17 Garuga pinnata Roxb. 2 4 16.67 4.17 033 2.60 0.026 0.137 0.012
18  Glochidion eriocarpum Champ. 1 1 8.33 2.08 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
19 Gluta usitata (Wall.) Ding Hou (Wall.) Hou 1 1 8.33 2.08 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
20 Helicteres elongata Wall. ex Boj. 3 22 25.00 6.25 1.83 14.29 0.143 0401 0.065
21 Helicteres hirsuta Lour. 2 8 16.67 4.17 0.67 5.19 0.052 0.222 0.024
22 Homalium ceylanicum (Gard.) Bth. 1 2 8.33 2.08 0.17 1.30 0.013 0.081 0.006
23 Indigofera tinctoria 1 1 8.33 2.08 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
24 Kydia calycina Roxb. 2 6 16.67 4.17 0.50 3.90 0.039 0.182 0.018
25 Litsea monopetala (Roxb.) pers. 1 3 8.33 2.08 0.25 1.95 0.019 0.111 0.009
26 Maesa montana A. DC. 1 7 833 2.08 0.58 4.55 0.045 0.203 0.021
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Frequency Relative Density Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni Pi H' J'
of sp. Frequency of sp. Density
27 Mallotus philippensis (Lmk.) M.-A. 1 2 8.33 2.08 0.17 1.30 0.013 0.081 0.006
28 Melastoma malaboathricum ssp. normale 1 4 8.33 2.08 0.33 2.60 0.026 0.137 0.012
29  Phoebe lanceolata (Nees) Nees 1 2 8.33 2.08 0.17 1.30 0.013 0.081 0.006
30 Phyllanthus emblica linn. 1 1 8.33 2.08 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
31 Solanum torvum 2 5 16.67 4.17 0.42 3.25 0.032 0.161 0.015
32 Stereospermum colias (B.-H.ex Dillw.) Mabb. 1 3 8.33 2.08 0.25 1.95 0.019 0.111 0.009
33 Trema orientalis (L.) Bl 1 2 8.33 2.08 0.17 1.30 0.013 0.081 0.006
34 Ziziphus cambodiana Pierre. 1 1 8.33 2.08 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
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Frequency Relative Density Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni Pi H' J'

of sp. Frequency of sp. Density
1 Albizia odoratissima (L. f.) Bth. 4 7 3333 1.97 0.58 0.98 0.010 0.066 0.003
2 Antidesma acidum Retz. 4 12 3333 1.97 1.00 1.69 0.017 0.099 0.006
3 Antidesma sootepense Craib. 4 8 33.33 1.97 0.67 1.13 0.011 0.073 0.004
4 Aporosa octandra (B. -H ex D. Don) var. octandra 5 15 41.67 2.46 1.25 2.11 0.021 0.117 0.007
5  Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. 8 57 66.67 3.94 475 8.02 0.080 0.292 0.028
6  Bridelia glauca Bl 10 15 83.33 493 1.25 2.11 0.021 0.117 0.007
7 Callicarpa arborea Roxb. 1 1 8.33 0.49 0.08 0.14 0.001 0.013 0.000
8  Canarium subulatum Guill. 1 2 8.33 0.49 0.17 0.28 0.003 0.024 0.001
9  Catunaregam spathulifolia Tirv. 2 4 16.67 0.99 0.33 0.56 0.006 0.042 0.002
10 Catunaregam tomentosa (Bl. ex DC.) Tirv. 1 1 8.33 0.49 0.08 0.14 0.001 0.013 0.000
11 Celastrus paniculatus Willd. 6 12 50.00 2.96 1.00 1.69 0.017 0.099 0.006
12 Colona floribunda (Kurz) Craib. 6 10 50.00 2.96 0.83 141 0.014 0.087 0.005
13 Cratoxylum formosum (Jack) 5 12 41.67 246 1.00 1.69 0.017 0.099 0.006
14 Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. var. cultrata 11 114 91.67 542 9.50 16.03 0.160 0.423 0.056
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Frequency Relative Density Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni Pi H' J'

of sp. Frequency of sp. Density
15 Dalbergia oliveri Gamb. ex Prain. 2 3 16.67 0.99 0.25 0.42 0.004 0.033 0.001
16  Dalbergia rimosa Roxb. 9 36 75.00 443 3.00 5.06 0.051 0218 0.018
17 Diospyros castanea (Craib) Fletcher (Craib) Flet. 1 1 8.33 0.49 0.08 0.14 0.001 0.013 0.000
18  Diospyros glandulosa Lace. 8 29 66.67 3.94 242 4.08 0.041 0.188 0.014
19  Engelhardtia serrata Bl 2 2 16.67 0.99 0.17 0.28 0.003 0.024 0.001
20  Erythrina subumbrans (Hassk.) Merr. 3 6 25.00 148 0.50 0.84 0.008 0.058 0.003
21  Eugenia albiflora Duthie. ex Kurz. 1 1 8.33 0.49 0.08 0.14 0.001 0.013 0.000
22 Eugenia cumini (L.) Druce 6 9 50.00 2.96 0.75 1.27 0.013 0.080 0.004
23 Flacourtia indica (Burm. f.) Merr. 4 8 3333 1.97 0.67 1.13 0.011 0.073 0.004
24 Flueggea virosa 1 1 8.33 0.49 0.08 0.14 0.001 0.013 0.000
25 Gardenia sootepensis Hutch. 1 1 8.33 0.49 0.08 0.14 0.001 0.013 0.000
26  Glochidion eriocarpum Champ. 5 13 41.67 246 1.08 1.83 0.018 0.106 0.006
27  Gluta usitata (Wall) Ding Hou (Wall.) Hou 2 5 16.67 0.99 0.42 0.70 0.007 0.050 0.002
28 Grewia eriocarpa Juss. 2 2 16.67 0.99 0.17 0.28 0.003 0.024 0.001
29  Homalium ceylanicum (Gard.) Bth. 7 27 5833 3.45 225 3.80 0.038 0.179 0.013
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Frequency Relative Density Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni Pi H' J'

of sp. Frequency of sp. Density
30 Kydia calycina Roxb. 12 55 100.00 591 4.58 7.74 0.077 0.286 0.027
31 Lithocarpus polystachyus (A. DC.) Rehd. 8 18 66.67 394 1.50 2.53 0.025 0.134 0.009
32 Litsea glutinosa (Lour.) C.B. Rob. var. glutinosa 6 12 50.00 2.96 1.00 1.69 0.017 0.099 0.006
33 Makhamia stipulata 1 1 8.33 0.49 0.08 0.14 0.001 0.013 0.000
34  Mallotus philippensis (Lmk.) M.-A. 1 1 8.33 0.49 0.08 0.14 0.001 0.013 0.000
35 Milletia pachycarpa 1 1 8.33 0.49 0.08 0.14 0.001 0.013 0.000
36  Mitragyna rotundifolia 1 1 8.33 0.49 0.08 0.14 0.001 0.013 0.000
37 Ochna integerrima (Lour.) Merr. 3 5 25.00 1.48 0.42 0.70 0.007 0.050 0.002
38 Olea salicifolia Wall. ex G. Don. 12 &9 100.00 591 7.42 12.52 0.125 0.375 0.044
39  Pavetta tomentosa Roxb. ex Sm. 1 1 8.33 0.49 0.08 0.14 0.001 0.013 0.000
40  Phyllanthus emblica linn. 9 36 75.00 443 3.00 5.06 0.051 0218 0.018
41  Phyllanthus roseus (Craib & Hutch) Beille 4 30 3333 1.97 2.50 422 0.042 0.193 0.015
42  Pterocarpus macrocarpus Kurz. 1 5 8.33 0.49 042 0.70 0.007 0.050 0.002
43 Quercus kerrii Craib. 1 1 8.33 0.49 0.08 0.14 0.001 0.013 0.000
44 Rhus chinensis Muell. 2 2 16.67 0.99 0.17 0.28 0.003 0.024 0.001
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Frequency Relative Density Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni Pi H' J'
of sp. Frequency of sp. Density
45  Scleropyrum pantandrum (Denn.) Mabb. 3 3 25.00 1.48 0.25 0.42 0.004 0.033 0.001
46  Shorea obtusa Wall. 1 1 8.33 0.49 0.08 0.14 0.001 0.013 0.000
47  Shorea roxburghii G. Don 1 8 8.33 0.49 0.67 1.13 0.011 0.073 0.004
48  Styrax benzoides Craib. 1 8 8.33 0.49 0.67 1.13 0.011 0.073 0.004
49  Tristaniopsis burmanica 1 4 8.33 0.49 0.33 0.56 0.006 0.042 0.002
50 UnknownK 1 1 8.33 0.49 0.08 0.14 0.001 0.013 0.000
51 Vitex limoniiflolia Wall. ex Kurz. 2 2 16.67 0.99 0.17 0.28 0.003 0.024 0.001
52  Wendlandia tinctoria (Roxb.) DC. ssp. tinctoria 3 5 25.00 148 042 0.70 0.007 0.050 0.002
53 Ziziphus oenoplia (L) Mill. var. oenoplia 5 7 41.67 2.46 0.58 0.98 0.010 0.066 0.003
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Frequency Relative Density Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni Pi H' J'
of sp. Frequency of sp. Density
1 Adinandra integerrima T. And. ex Dyer 3 11 25.00 1.96 092 3.35 0.034 0.164 0.013
2 Albizia odoratissima (L. f.) Bth. 4 6 33.33 2.61 0.50 1.83 0.018 0.106 0.007
3 Allophyllus cobbe (L.) Raeusch. 1 1 8.33 0.65 0.08 0.30 0.003 0.025 0.001
4 Alstonia rostrata Fischer. 1 6 8.33 0.65 0.50 1.83 0.018 0.106 0.007
5 Artocarpus nitidus Trec. 2 2 16.67 1.31 0.17 0.61 0.006 0.045 0.002
6  Bauhinia glauca 5 6 41.67 3.27 0.50 1.83 0.018 0.106 0.007
7  Bauhinia variegata L. 1 1 8.33 0.65 0.08 0.30 0.003 0.025 0.001
8  Betula alnoides Ham. ex D. Don. 1 1 833 0.65 0.08 0.30 0.003 0.025 0.001
9  Bridelia glauca Bl 1 1 833 0.65 0.08 0.30 0.003 0.025 0.001
10 Buchanania glabra Wall. ex Hk. f. 1 1 8.33 0.65 0.08 0.30 0.003 0.025 0.001
11 Calophyllum polyanthum Wall. ex P1L& Tr. 6 10 50.00 3.92 0.83 3.05 0.030 0.154 0.012
12 Canarium subulatum Guill. 1 2 8.33 0.65 0.17 0.61 0.006 0.045 0.002
13 Carallia brachiata (Lour.) Merr. 1 1 8.33 0.65 0.08 0.30 0.003 0.025 0.001
14 Castanopsis diversifolia (Kurz) King ex Hk. f. 7 19 58.33 458 1.58 5.79 0.058 0.238 0.023
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Frequency Relative Density Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni Pi H' J'
of sp. Frequency of sp. Density
15 Castanopsis tribuloides (Sm.) A. DC. 5 16 41.67 3.27 1.33 4.88 0.049 0.213 0.019
16  Celastrus paniculatus Willd. 1 1 833 0.65 0.08 0.30 0.003 0.025 0.001
17 Celtis tetrandra Roxb. 7 18 5833 4.58 1.50 549 0.055 0.230 0.022
18  Chionanthus caudifolius (Ridl.) Kiew 1 1 8.33 0.65 0.08 0.30 0.003 0.025 0.001
19  Cinnamomum iners Reinw. ex Bl 2 2 16.67 1.31 0.17 0.61 0.006 0.045 0.002
20 Cosmos chinensis 1 4 8.33 0.65 0.33 1.22 0.012 0.078 0.005
21  Engelhardtia spicata Lechen. ex Bl 3 5 25.00 1.96 0.42 1.52 0.015 0.092 0.006
22 Eugenia fruticosa (Roxb. ex DC.) Roxb. DC. 1 1 8.33 0.65 0.08 0.30 0.003 0.025 0.001
23 Eugenia siamensis Craib. 5 6 41.67 3.27 0.50 1.83 0.018 0.106 0.007
24 Eurya acuminata DC. 1 1 833 0.65 0.08 0.30 0.003 0.025 0.001
25  Ficus hirta Vahl 2 2 16.67 1.31 0.17 0.61 0.006 0.045 0.002
26  Ficus subincisa Sm. 2 4 16.67 1.31 0.33 1.22 0.012 0.078 0.005
27  Flacourtia indica (Burm. f.) Merr. 4 16 3333 2.61 1.33 4.88 0.049 0213 0.019
28  Glochidion rubrum Bl 1 1 8.33 0.65 0.08 0.30 0.003 0.025 0.001
29 Lithocarpus mekongensis 4 6 33.33 2.61 0.50 1.83 0.018 0.106 0.007
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Frequency Relative Density Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni Pi H' J'
of sp. Frequency of sp. Density
30 Lithocarpus polystachyus (A. DC.) Rehd. 1 1 8.33 0.65 0.08 0.30 0.003 0.025 0.001
31 Litsea cubeba (Lour.) Pers. var. cubeba 3 5 25.00 1.96 042 1.52 0.015 0.092 0.006
32 Litsea glutinosa (Lour.) C.B. 2 2 16.67 1.31 0.17 0.61 0.006 0.045 0.002
33 Litsea martabanica (Kurz.) Hk.f. 7 20 58.33 4.58 1.67 6.10 0.061 0.246 0.024
34  Macaranga denticulata (Bl) Mull. Arg. 1 1 8.33 0.65 0.08 0.30 0.003 0.025 0.001
35 Maclura frutirosa 1 1 8.33 0.65 0.08 0.30 0.003 0.025 0.001
36 Maesa montana A. DC. 4 7 3333 2.61 0.58 2.13 0.021 0.118 0.008
37 Maesa ramentacea (Roxb.) A. DC. 2 3 16.67 1.31 0.25 091 0.009 0.062 0.004
38  Mallotus philippensis (Lmk.) M.-A. 1 1 8.33 0.65 0.08 0.30 0.003 0.025 0.001
39 Mangifera caloneura Kurz. 2 2 16.67 1.31 0.17 0.61 0.006 0.045 0.002
40  Memecylon umbellatum 3 5 25.00 1.96 0.42 1.52 0.015 0.092 0.006
41 Meyna spinosa Roxb. 6 12 50.00 392 1.00 3.66 0.037 0.175 0.015
42 Neolitsea zeylanica (Nees) Merr. 1 1 8.33 0.65 0.08 0.30 0.003 0.025 0.001
43 Olea salicifolia Wall. ex G. Don. 5 10 41.67 3.27 0.83 3.05 0.030 0.154 0.012




A1519 V-21 (919)

182

Frequency Relative Density Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni Pi H' J'
of sp. Frequency of sp. Density
44  Ostodes paniculata Bl. 2 3 16.67 1.31 0.25 091 0.009 0.062 0.004
45  Pavetta indica L. 5 12 41.67 327 1.00 3.66 0.037 0.175 0.015
46  Protium serratum (Wall.) Engl. 2 2 16.67 1.31 0.17 0.61 0.006 0.045 0.002
47 Prunus cibecida 1 1 8.33 0.65 0.08 0.30 0.003 0.025 0.001
48 Prunus undulata 1 2 8.33 0.65 0.17 0.61 0.006 0.045 0.002
49  Pterospermum grandiflorum Craib. 1 1 8.33 0.65 0.08 0.30 0.003 0.025 0.001
50 Scleropyrum pantandrum (Denn.) Mabb. 2 3 16.67 1.31 0.25 091 0.009 0.062 0.004
51  Semecarpus albescens Kurz 1 1 8.33 0.65 0.08 0.30 0.003 0.025 0.001
52 Sterculia lanceolata Cav. Var. lanceolata 2 2 16.67 1.31 0.17 0.61 0.006 0.045 0.002
53 Ternstroemia gymnanthera 5 9 41.67 3.27 0.75 2.74 0.027 0.142 0.011
54  Twrpinia cochinchinensis (Lour.) Merr. 3 18 25.00 1.96 1.50 5.49 0.055 0.230 0.022
55 Unknownl 1 2 8.33 0.65 0.17 0.61 0.006 0.045 0.002
56  Unknownll1 1 1 8.33 0.65 0.08 0.30 0.003 0.025 0.001
57 Unknownl6 1 1 8.33 0.65 0.08 0.30 0.003 0.025 0.001
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Frequency Relative Density Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni Pi H' J'
of sp. Frequency of sp. Density
58 Unknown4 2 4 16.67 1.31 0.33 1.22 0.012 0.078 0.005
59 Wendlandia scabra Kurz. var. scabra 4 36 3333 2.61 3.00 10.98 0.110 0.350 0.044
60 Wendlandia tinctoria (Roxb.) 3 4 25.00 1.96 0.33 1.22 0.012 0.078 0.005
61 Xerospermum noronhianum (BL) Bl 2 3 16.67 1.31 0.25 091 0.009 0.062 0.004
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Frequency of Relative Density of Relative

Scientific Name no. plot ni sp. Frequency sp- Density Pi H' J'

1 Antidesma acidum Retz. 1 3 8.33 323 0.25 5.88 0.059 0.240 0.034
2 Artocarpus lacucha 2 2 16.67 6.45 0.17 3.92 0.039 0.183 0.023
3 Callicarpa aborea Roxb. var. arborea 1 1 8.33 3.23 0.08 1.96 0.020 0.111 0.011
4 Catunaregam tomentosa 3 3 25.00 9.68 0.25 5.88 0.059 0.240 0.034
5  Colona floribunda (Wall. ex Kurz.) Craib 1 1 8.33 323 0.08 1.96 0.020 0.111 0.011
6  Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. 5 9 41.67 16.13 0.75 17.65 0.176 0.442 0.103
7 Dalbergia rimosa Roxb. 1 1 8.33 323 0.08 1.96 0.020 0.111 0.011
8 Glochidion rubrum 3 4 25.00 9.68 0.33 7.84 0.078 0.288 0.046
9 Litsea glutinosa 5 12 41.67 16.13 1.00 23.53 0.235 0.491 0.138
10 Litsea monopetala (Roxb.) Pers. 1 1 8.33 3.23 0.08 1.96 0.020 0.111 0.011

11 Shorea siamensis 1 1 8.33 323 0.08 1.96 0.020 0.111 0.011
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Frequency of Relative Density of Relative

Scientific Name no. plot ni sp. Frequency sp- Density Pi H' J'
12 Sterculia balanghas L. 2 8 16.67 6.45 0.67 15.69 0.157 0.419 0.092
13 Stereospermum neuranthum 1 1 8.33 323 0.08 1.96 0.020 0.111 0.011
14 Symplocos racemosa Roxb. 1 1 8.33 323 0.08 1.96 0.020 0.111 0.011
15 Trema orientalis 1 1 8.33 323 0.08 1.96 0.020 0.111 0011
16  Wendlandia tinctoria 2 2 16.67 645 0.17 3.92 0.039 0.183 0.023
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Frequency of Relative Density of Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni sp. Frequency sp. Density Pi H' J'
1 Albizia odoratissima (L.f.) Benth. 3 4 25.00 2.65 033 1.67 0.017 0.098 0.007
2 Antidesma acidum Retz. 2 9 16.67 1.77 0.75 3.75 0.038 0.178 0.016
3 Antidesma sootepensis Craib. 2 2 16.67 1.77 0.17 0.83 0.008 0.058 0.004
4 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. 1 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.42 0.004 0.033 0.002
5 Artocarpus lacucha 1 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.42 0.004 0.033 0.002
6 Betula alnoides Buch. Ham 1 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.42 0.004 0.033 0.002
7 Bridelia retusa (L.) A. Juss 1 2 8.33 0.88 0.17 0.83 0.008 0.058 0.004
8 Canarium subulatum Guill. 1 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.42 0.004 0.033 0.002
9 Castanopsis calathiformis 1 1 833 0.88 0.08 0.42 0.004 0.033 0.002
10  Celtis philippensis Bl. 11 40 91.67 9.73 3.33 16.67 0.167 0.431 0.070
11 Cinnamomum iners Reinw. ex Bl 1 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.42 0.004 0.033 0.002
12 Colona floribunda (Wall. ex Kurz.) Craib 2 2 16.67 1.77 0.17 0.83 0.008 0.058 0.004
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Frequency of Relative Density of Relative

Scientific Name no. plot ni sp- Frequency sp. Density Pi H' J'

13 Cratoxylum formosum 1 4 8.33 0.88 0.33 1.67 0.017 0.098 0.007
14 Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. 5 20 41.67 4.42 1.67 8.33 0.083 0.299 0.035
15 Dalbergia rimosa Roxb. 1 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.42 0.004 0.033 0.002
16  Dimocarpus longan Lour. 2 2 16.67 1.77 0.17 0.83 0.008 0.058 0.004
17  Eugenia cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini 6 15 50.00 5.31 1.25 6.25 0.063 0.250 0.026
18  Ficus hirta 2 5 16.67 1.77 0.42 2.08 0.021 0.116 0.009
19  Ficus hispida Lf. var. hispida 3 6 25.00 2.65 0.50 2.50 0.025 0.133 0.011
20 Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. 4 4 3333 3.54 0.33 1.67 0.017 0.098 0.007
21 Gardenia sootepensis Hutch. 1 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 042 0.004 0.033 0.002
22 Glochidion rubrum 5 7 41.67 442 0.58 292 0.029 0.149 0.012
23 Gluta usitata (Wall.) Ding Hou 1 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.42 0.004 0.033 0.002
24 Kydia calycina Roxb. 1 1 833 0.88 0.08 0.42 0.004 0.033 0.002
25 Lithocarpus polystachyus 4 10 3333 3.54 0.83 4.17 0.042 0.191 0.018
26 Litsea monopetala (Roxb.) Pers. 4 7 3333 3.54 0.58 2.92 0.029 0.149 0.012
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Frequency of Relative Density of Relative

Scientific Name no. plot ni sp. Frequency sp. Density Pi H' J'

27 Macaranga denticulata (Bl) Mull. Arg. 6 6 50.00 5.31 0.50 2.50 0.025 0.133 0.011
28 Maesa montana A. DC. 1 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.42 0.004 0.033 0.002
29 Mallotus philippensis (Lmk.) M.-A. 4 6 3333 3.54 0.50 2.50 0.025 0.133 0.011
30 Meyna spinosa Roxb. 1 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.42 0.004 0.033 0.002
31 Olea salicifolia Wall. ex & G. Don 1 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.42 0.004 0.033 0.002
32 Paramichelia baillonii (Pierre) Hu 1 1 833 0.88 0.08 0.42 0.004 0.033 0.002
33 Phoebe lanceolata ( Nees) Nees 11 39 91.67 9.73 3.25 16.25 0.163 0.426 0.068
34 Phyllanthus emblica L. 2 2 16.67 1.77 0.17 0.83 0.008 0.058 0.004
35  Quercus kerrii Craib 1 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.42 0.004 0.033 0.002
36 Rhus chinensis Muell. 2 2 16.67 1.77 0.17 0.83 0.008 0.058 0.004
37 Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. 5 17 41.67 442 1.42 7.08 0.071 0.271 0.030
38 Scleropyrum pantandrum (Denn.) Mabb. 3 6 25.00 2.65 0.50 2.50 0.025 0.133 0.011
39  Sterculia balanghas L. 1 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.42 0.004 0.033 0.002
40  Stereospermum colias 1 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.42 0.004 0.033 0.002
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Frequency of Relative Density of Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni sp. Frequency sp- Density Pi H' J'
41 Symplocos racemosa Roxb. 1 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 042 0.004 0.033 0.002
42 Talipariti sp. 1 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.42 0.004 0.033 0.002
43 Tarennoidea wallichii 2 2 16.67 1.77 0.17 0.83 0.008 0.058 0.004
44 Wendlandia tinctoria 2 2 16.67 1.77 0.17 0.83 0.008 0.058 0.004
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Frequency of Relative Density of Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni sp. Frequency sp- Density Pi H' J'
1 Albizia odoratissima (L.f.) Bth. 3 3 25.00 4.17 0.25 2.50 0.025 0.133 0.012
2 Antidesma sootepensis Craib 7 11 58.33 9.72 0.92 9.17 0.092 0316 0.044
3 Blumea sp. 1 2 8.33 1.39 0.17 1.67 0.017 0.098 0.008
4 Boehmeria malabarica Wall. ex Wedd. 1 2 8.33 1.39 0.17 1.67 0.017 0.098 0.008
5 Clausena excavata Burm. F. var. excavata 1 1 833 1.39 0.08 0.83 0.008 0.058 0.004
6 Clausena lenis Drake. 1 1 8.33 1.39 0.08 0.83 0.008 0.058 0.004
7 Cycas pectinata 5 5 41.67 6.94 0.42 4.17 0.042 0.191 0.020
8 Dabergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. 4 7 33.33 5.56 0.58 5.83 0.058 0.239 0.028
9 Dalbergia oliveri Gamb. exPrain 1 1 833 1.39 0.08 0.83 0.008 0.058 0.004
10  Dalbergia remosa 2 2 16.67 2.78 0.17 1.67 0.017 0.098 0.008
11 Diospyros castanea Flet. 1 1 8.33 1.39 0.08 0.83 0.008 0.058 0.004
12 Eugenia cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini 1 1 8.33 1.39 0.08 0.83 0.008 0.058 0.004

13 Eugenia fruticosa (Roxb. ex DC.) Roxb. 3 6 25.00 4.17 0.50 5.00 0.050 0.216 0.024
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Frequency of Relative Density of Relative

Scientific Name no. plot ni sp- Frequency sp. Density Pi H' J'

14 Ficus hispida Lf. var. hispida 1 1 8.33 1.39 0.08 0.83 0.008 0.058 0.004
15  Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. 1 1 8.33 1.39 0.08 0.83 0.008 0.058 0.004
16  Flemingia macrophylla 1 1 8.33 1.39 0.08 0.83 0.008 0.058 0.004
17 Homalium ceylanicum (Gard.) Bth. 1 2 8.33 1.39 0.17 1.67 0.017 0.098 0.008
18 Kydia calycina Roxb. 3 4 25.00 4.17 0.33 3.33 0.033 0.164 0.016
19 Leea indica (Burm. F.) Merr. 7 8 5833 9.72 0.67 6.67 0.067 0.260 0.032
20 Lithocarpus polystachyus 4 9 3333 5.56 0.75 7.50 0.075 0.280 0.036
21 Litsea glutinosa 2 2 16.67 2.78 0.17 1.67 0.017 0.098 0.008
22 Litsea monopetala (Roxb.) Pers. 4 9 33.33 5.56 0.75 7.50 0.075 0.280 0.036
23 Mallotus philippensis (Lmk.) M.-A. 2 2 16.67 2.78 0.17 1.67 0.017 0.098 0.008
24 Mangifera caloneura Kurz. 4 5 3333 5.56 0.42 4.17 0.042 0.191 0.020
25 Phoebe lanceolata ( Nees) Nees 2 3 16.67 2.78 0.25 2.50 0.025 0.133 0.012
26  Phyllanthus emblica L. 2 8 16.67 2.78 0.67 6.67 0.067 0.260 0.032

27 Quercus kerii Craib 1 1 8.33 1.39 0.08 0.83 0.008 0.058 0.004
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Frequency of Relative Density of Relative

Scientific Name no. plot ni sp. Frequency sp. Density Pi H' J'
28  Tarennoidia wallichi 5 20 41.67 6.94 1.67 16.67 0.167 0431 0.080
29  Terminaria chebula Retz. var. chebula 1 1 8.33 1.39 0.08 0.83 0.008 0.058 0.004
Suuduvenituflitmualuiufidn s @) N 120

ﬁ‘imau%ﬁﬂﬁuﬁ"lﬂﬁqwmﬁluﬁyuﬁﬁmﬁu 'S 29

ArtinnuraInalevesianug 14 : 1 4262

syiiamueiniaueveyiaiug 0481



193

1w oA 1w oA o Aa o J . 1 a
AT U-25 MALUANUU AN AYUD &glluﬂéﬁ (Seedling) Shannon-Wiener’s Index uazmﬂﬁvummﬁmmmmawmwuﬂﬁ Pielou's evenness ¥81/as1i15550%18

9 =\ 1 1 = ]
TIUUATTABY B.LLULLAY ﬁ].L"]fENGh’Til

Frequency of Relative Density of Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni sp. Frequency sp. Density Pi H' J'
1 Aglaia sp. 10 23 83.33 5.18 1.92 5.19 0.052 0.222 0.020
3 Aporosa octandra 1 1 8.33 0.52 0.08 0.23 0.002 0.020 0.001
4 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. 4 11 3333 2.07 0.92 248 0.025 0.132 0.009
5 Archidendron clypearia (Jack) Nielsen 3 9 25.00 1.55 0.75 2.03 0.020 0.114 0.008
6  Artocarpus lacucha 7 9 5833 3.63 0.75 2.03 0.020 0.114 0.008
7 Betula alnoides Buch. Ham 4 9 3333 2.07 0.75 2.03 0.020 0.114 0.008
8 Canarium subulatum Guill 1 1 8.33 0.52 0.08 0.23 0.002 0.020 0.001
9 Castanopsis calathiformis 5 9 41.67 2.59 0.75 2.03 0.020 0.114 0.008
10  Celtis philippensis Bl 9 30 75.00 4.66 2.50 6.77 0.068 0.263 0.026
11 Cinnamomum iners Reinw. ex Bl 7 16 58.33 3.63 1.33 3.61 0.036 0.173 0.014
12 Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. 3 9 25.00 1.55 0.75 2.03 0.020 0.114 0.008
13 Dasymaschalon sp. 1 1 8.33 0.52 0.08 0.23 0.002 0.020 0.001
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Frequency of Relative Density of Relative

Scientific Name no. plot ni sp. Frequency sp. Density Pi H' J'

14 Dimocarpus longan Lour. 4 5 33.33 2.07 0.42 1.13 0.011 0.073 0.004
15 Diospyros glandulosa Lace. 1 1 8.33 0.52 0.08 0.23 0.002 0.020 0.001
16  Engelhardia spicata 10 16 83.33 5.18 1.33 3.61 0.036 0.173 0.014
17  Engelhardtia serrata Bl 1 1 8.33 0.52 0.08 0.23 0.002 0.020 0.001
18 Eugenia cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini 7 24 58.33 3.63 2.00 542 0.054 0.228 0.020
19 Eugenia fruticosa (Roxb. ex DC.) Roxb. 2 8 16.67 1.04 0.67 1.81 0.018 0.105 0.007
20  Eurya acuminata Dc. 2 2 16.67 1.04 0.17 045 0.005 0.035 0.002
22 Ficus glaberrima Blume 1 1 8.33 0.52 0.08 0.23 0.002 0.020 0.001
23 Ficus hirta 2 4 16.67 1.04 0.33 0.90 0.009 0.061 0.003
24 Ficus maclellandii 1 1 8.33 0.52 0.08 0.23 0.002 0.020 0.001
25 Ficus subincisa 1 3 8.33 0.52 0.25 0.68 0.007 0.049 0.003
26  Fissistigma sp. 1 2 8.33 0.52 0.17 0.45 0.005 0.035 0.002
28 Helicia nilagirica Beed. 2 3 16.67 1.04 025 0.68 0.007 0.049 0.003
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Frequency of Relative Density of Relative

Scientific Name no. plot ni sp. Frequency sp. Density Pi H' J'

29 Lithocarpus elegans 1 1 8.33 0.52 0.08 0.23 0.002 0.020 0.001
30 Lithocarpus polystachyus 5 7 41.67 2.59 0.58 1.58 0.016 0.095 0.006
31 Litsea cubeba 4 7 3333 2.07 0.58 1.58 0.016 0.095 0.006
32 Litsea glutinosa 3 4 25.00 1.55 033 0.90 0.009 0.061 0.003
33 Litsea lanceolata (Blume) Kosterm 1 1 8.33 0.52 0.08 0.23 0.002 0.020 0.001
34 Litsea matabanica 3 8 25.00 1.55 0.67 1.81 0.018 0.105 0.007
35 Litsea monopetala (Roxb.) Pers. 5 8 41.67 2.59 0.67 1.81 0.018 0.105 0.007
36 Litsia lancifolia (Roxb. ex Wall) Hook.f. 7 22 58.33 3.63 1.83 497 0.050 0.215 0.019
37 Macaranga denticulata (Bl) Mull. Arg 2 3 16.67 1.04 0.25 0.68 0.007 0.049 0.003
38 Maesa montana A. DC. 3 4 25.00 1.55 0.33 0.90 0.009 0.061 0.003
39 Mallotus philippensis (Lmk.) M.-A. 1 1 8.33 0.52 0.08 023 0.002 0.020 0.001
40 Manglietia garrettii Craib 1 1 8.33 0.52 0.08 023 0.002 0.020 0.001
41 Meyna spinosa Roxb. 11 33 91.67 5.70 2.75 745 0.074 0.279 0.028
42 Millettia sp. 1 1 8.33 0.52 0.08 0.23 0.002 0.020 0.001
43 Olea salicifolia Wall. ex & G. Don 7 9 58.33 3.63 0.75 2.03 0.020 0.114 0.008
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A1519 V-25 (919)

Frequency of Relative Density of Relative

Scientific Name no. plot ni sp- Frequency sp- Density Pi H' J'

44  Ostodes paniculata Blume 3 6 25.00 1.55 0.50 1.35 0.014 0.084 0.005
45 Pagvetta indica 1 2 833 0.52 0.17 045 0.005 0.035 0.002
46 Phoebe lanceolata ( Nees) Nees 5 8 41.67 2.59 0.67 1.81 0.018 0.105 0.007
47 Prunus cerasoides 3 3 25.00 1.55 0.25 0.68 0.007 0.049 0.003
51 Rhus chinensis Muell. 2 2 16.67 1.04 0.17 045 0.005 0.035 0.002
52 Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. 6 8 50.00 3.11 0.67 1.81 0.018 0.105 0.007
53 Scleropyrum pantandrum 6 7 50.00 3.11 0.58 1.58 0.016 0.095 0.006
54 Siphonodon celastrineus Griff. 1 1 8.33 0.52 0.08 0.23 0.002 0.020 0.001
55 Sterculia balanghas L. 1 1 8.33 0.52 0.08 0.23 0.002 0.020 0.001
56  Stereospermum colias 2 11 16.67 1.04 0.92 248 0.025 0.132 0.009

57 Styrax benzoides Craib. 4 11 3333 2.07 0.92 248 0.025 0.132 0.009
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Frequency of Relative Density of Relative

Scientific Name no. plot ni sp- Frequency sp- Density Pi H' J'
58 Tarennoidea wallichii 8 66 66.67 4.15 5.50 14.90 0.149 0.409 0.056
59  Turpinia sp. 2 3 16.67 1.04 0.25 0.68 0.007 0.049 0.003
60  Wendlandia scabra 1 2 8.33 0.52 0.17 045 0.005 0.035 0.002
61 Wendlandia tinctoria 3 3 25.00 1.55 0.25 0.68 0.007 0.049 0.003
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v 2
M3 V-26 MArHaNuaIniaevesna 13 (Sprouting) Shannon-Wiener’s Index Lmzmﬁ%ﬁmmaﬁuﬁmmawuﬂﬁuﬁﬁ Pielou's evenness mmuﬂmmﬂmjmq
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Frequency Relative Density of Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni Pi H' J'
of sp. Frequency sp. Density
1 Albizia odoratissima (L. f.) Bth. 1 1 8.33 0.56 0.08 0.23 0.002 0.020 0.001
2 Alstonia rostrata Fischer. 1 1 8.33 0.56 0.08 0.23 0.002 0.020 0.001
3 Anneslea fragrans Wall. 2 5 16.67 1.12 042 1.15 0.011 0.074 0.004
4 Antidesma acidum Retz. 5 9 41.67 2.81 0.75 2.07 0.021 0.116 0.008
5 Antidesma sootepense Craib. 3 5 25.00 1.69 042 1.15 0.011 0.074 0.004
6  Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. 11 25 91.67 6.18 2.08 5.75 0.057 0.237 0.022
7  Callicarpa arborea Roxb. 2 3 16.67 1.12 0.25 0.69 0.007 0.050 0.003
8  Canarium subulatum Guill. 4 6 3333 225 0.50 1.38 0.014 0.085 0.005
9  Catunaregam spathulifolia Tirv. 2 3 16.67 1.12 0.25 0.69 0.007 0.050 0.003
10  Catunaregam tomentosa (Bl. ex DC.) Tirv. 2 3 16.67 1.12 0.25 0.69 0.007 0.050 0.003
11 Colona floribunda (Kurz) Craib 5 8 41.67 2.81 0.67 1.84 0.018 0.106 0.007
12 Cratoxylum cochinchinense (Lour.) BL 5 19 41.67 2.81 1.58 437 0.044 0.197 0.017

13 Cratoxylum formosum (Jack) 8 54 66.67 449 4.50 12.41 0.124 0.374 0.047
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Frequency Relative Density of Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni Pi H' J'
of sp. Frequency sp. Density
14 Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. var. cultrata 8 36 66.67 4.49 3.00 8.28 0.083 0.298 0.031
15 Dalbergia oliveri Gamb. ex Prain. 1 1 833 0.56 0.08 0.23 0.002 0.020 0.001
16 Dalbergia rimosa Roxb. 7 45 5833 393 3.75 10.34 0.103 0.339 0.039
17 Diospyros castanea (Craib) Fletcher 2 4 16.67 1.12 0.33 0.92 0.009 0.062 0.003
18 Diospyros glandulosa Lace. 8 33 66.67 4.49 2.75 7.59 0.076 0.282 0.029
19 Eugenia albiflora Duthie. ex Kurz. 1 1 8.33 0.56 0.08 0.23 0.002 0.020 0.001
20 Eugenia cumini (L.) Druce 1 1 8.33 0.56 0.08 0.23 0.002 0.020 0.001
21 Ficus hispida L. f. var. hispida 2 2 16.67 1.12 0.17 0.46 0.005 0.036 0.002
22 Ficus semicordata B.-H. ex J.E. Sm. 2 2 16.67 1.12 0.17 0.46 0.005 0.036 0.002
23 Flacourtia indica (Burm. f.) Merr. 9 14 75.00 5.06 1.17 322 0.032 0.160 0.012
24 Flueggea virosa 7 10 5833 393 0.83 230 0.023 0.125 0.009
25 Gardenia sootepensis Hutch. 1 1 8.33 0.56 0.08 0.23 0.002 0.020 0.001
26 Garuga pinnata Roxb. 4 5 33.33 225 0.42 1.15 0.011 0.074 0.004
27  Glochidion eriocarpum Champ. 4 17 33.33 2.25 1.42 391 0.039 0.183 0.015
28 Glochidion sphaerogynum (M.-A.) Kurz 2 4 16.67 1.12 0.33 0.92 0.009 0.062 0.003
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Frequency Relative Density of Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni Pi H' J'
of sp. Frequency sp. Density
29  Gluta usitata (Wall.) Ding Hou (Wall.) Hou 3 3 25.00 1.69 0.25 0.69 0.007 0.050 0.003
30 Heteropanax fragrans (Roxb. ex DC.) seem 2 4 16.67 1.12 0.33 0.92 0.009 0.062 0.003
31 Homalium ceylanicum (Gard.) Bth. 7 16 58.33 3.93 1.33 3.68 0.037 0.175 0.014
32 Ixora cibdela 1 1 8.33 0.56 0.08 0.23 0.002 0.020 0.001
33 Kydia calycina Roxb. 4 6 3333 225 0.50 1.38 0.014 0.085 0.005
34 Lagerstroemia floribunda Jack var. floribunda 1 1 833 0.56 0.08 0.23 0.002 0.020 0.001
35 Lithocarpus polystachyus (A. DC.) Rehd. 9 13 75.00 5.06 1.08 2.99 0.030 0.151 0.011
36 Litsea glutinosa (Lour.) C.B. Rob. Var. glutinosa 9 19 75.00 5.06 1.58 437 0.044 0.197 0.017
37 Macaranga denticulata (Bl) Mull. Arg. 1 1 833 0.56 0.08 0.23 0.002 0.020 0.001
38 Mangifera caloneura Kurz. 1 1 8.33 0.56 0.08 0.23 0.002 0.020 0.001
39  Milletia pachycarpa 1 1 8.33 0.56 0.08 0.23 0.002 0.020 0.001
40  Ochna integerrima (Lour.) Merr. 2 2 16.67 1.12 0.17 0.46 0.005 0.036 0.002
41 Olea salicifolia Wall. ex G. Don. 6 7 50.00 3.37 0.58 1.61 0.016 0.096 0.006
42 Phoebe lanceolata (Nees) Nees 2 2 16.67 1.12 0.17 0.46 0.005 0.036 0.002
43 Phyllanthus emblica linn. 6 9 50.00 3.37 0.75 2.07 0.021 0.116 0.008
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Frequency Relative Density of Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni Pi H' J'
of sp. Frequency sp. Density
44 Protium serratum (Wall.) Engl. 1 1 8.33 0.56 0.08 0.23 0.002 0.020 0.001
45  Pterocarpus macrocarpus Kurz. 2 16 16.67 1.12 1.33 3.68 0.037 0.175 0.014
46  Rhus chinensis Muell 1 1 8.33 0.56 0.08 023 0.002 0.020 0.001
47  Stereospermum colias (B.-H.ex Dillw.) Mabb. 2 3 16.67 1.12 0.25 0.69 0.007 0.050 0.003
48 Terminalia chebula Retz. var. chebula 1 1 833 0.56 0.08 0.23 0.002 0.020 0.001
49  Vitex limoniiflolia Wall. ex Kurz. 1 2 8.33 0.56 0.17 0.46 0.005 0.036 0.002
50 Wendlandia tinctoria (Roxb.) DC. ssp. tinctoria 5 7 41.67 2.81 0.58 1.61 0.016 0.096 0.006
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M358 V-27 MarHanuraniaevesnai 1 (Sprouting) Shannon-Wiener’s Index u,azmﬁ%ﬁmmaﬁuﬁmmaq%Uﬂﬁu‘ﬁflﬂ Pielou's evenness mmuﬂmﬂﬁimjmq
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Frequency of Relative Density of Relative
Scientific Name ni Pi H' J'
sp. Frequency sp. Density
1 Aglaia silvestris (M. Roem.) Merr. 3 8.33 1.89 0.25 1.44 0.014 0.088 0.006
2 Antidesma acidum Retz. 2 8.33 1.89 0.17 0.96 0.010 0.064 0.004
3 Aporosa octandra (B. -H ex D. Don) var. octandra 16 25.00 5.66 1.33 7.69 0.077 0.285 0.033
4 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. 54 25.00 5.66 4.50 25.96 0.260 0.505 0.112
5 Breynia retusa 2 8.33 1.89 0.17 0.96 0.010 0.064 0.004
6  Bridelia glauca Bl 1 8.33 1.89 0.08 0.48 0.005 0.037 0.002
7  Clausena excavata Burm. F. var. excavata 14 25.00 5.66 1.17 6.73 0.067 0.262 0.029
8  Cratoxylum formosum 21 25.00 5.66 1.75 10.10 0.101 0.334 0.044
9  Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. var. cultrata 6 16.67 3.77 0.50 2.88 0.029 0.148 0.012
10 Dillenia parviflora Griff. var. parviflora 1 8.33 1.89 0.08 048 0.005 0.037 0.002
11 Eugenia fruticosa (Roxb. ex DC.) Roxb. DC. 3 8.33 1.89 0.25 1.44 0.014 0.088 0.006
12 Flueggea virosa 17 25.00 5.66 1.42 8.17 0.082 0.295 0.035
13 Gardenia sootepensis Hutch. 1 8.33 1.89 0.08 0.48 0.005 0.037 0.002
14  Garuga pinnata Roxb. 2 8.33 1.89 0.17 0.96 0.010 0.064 0.004
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Frequency of Relative Density of Relative
Scientific Name ni Pi H' J'
sp. Frequency sp. Density
15  Glochidion eriocarpum Champ. 3 16.67 3.77 0.25 1.44 0.014 0.088 0.006
16  Gluta usitata (Wall.) Ding Hou (Wall.) Hou 4 8.33 1.89 0.33 1.92 0.019 0.110 0.008
17  Helicteres elongata Wall. ex Boj. 13 25.00 5.66 1.08 6.25 0.063 0.250 0.027
18  Helicteres hirsuta Lour. 7 16.67 3.77 0.58 3.37 0.034 0.165 0.015
19  Homalium ceylanicum (Gard.) Bth. 1 8.33 1.89 0.08 0.48 0.005 0.037 0.002
20 [Ilex umbellulata (Wall.) Loesn. 2 8.33 1.89 0.17 0.96 0.010 0.064 0.004
21 Indigofera tinctoria 3 8.33 1.89 0.25 1.44 0.014 0.088 0.006
22 Kydia calycina Roxb. 6 16.67 3.77 0.50 2.88 0.029 0.148 0.012
23 Lithocarpus polystachyus (A. DC.) Rehd. 2 8.33 1.89 0.17 0.96 0.010 0.064 0.004
24 Litsea monopetala (Roxb.) pers. 3 16.67 3.77 0.25 144 0.014 0.088 0.006
25 Maesa montana A. DC. 3 16.67 3.77 0.25 1.44 0.014 0.088 0.006
26 Melastoma malaboathricum ssp. normale 5 16.67 3.77 0.42 2.40 0.024 0.129 0.010
27  Olea salicifolia Wall. ex G. Don. 3 16.67 3.77 0.25 1.44 0.014 0.088 0.006
28 Phoebe lanceolata (Nees) Nees 3 8.33 1.89 0.25 1.44 0.014 0.088 0.006
29  Phyllanthus emblica linn 1 8.33 1.89 0.08 0.48 0.005 0.037 0.002
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Frequency of Relative Density of Relative
Scientific Name no. plot Pi H' J'
sp. Frequency sp. Density
30 Solanum torvum 2 16.67 3.77 0.33 1.92 0.019 0.110 0.008
31 Stereospermum colias (B.-H.ex Dillw.) Mabb. 1 8.33 1.89 0.08 0.48 0.005 0.037 0.002
32 Ziziphus cambodiana Pierre. 1 833 1.89 0.08 048 0.005 0.037 0.002
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no. Frequency Relative Density of Relative
Scientific Name ni Pi H' J'

plot of sp. Frequency sp. Density
1 Anneslea fragrans Wall. 2 2 16.67 2.50 0.17 1.72 0.017 0.101 0.008
2 Antidesma acidum Retz. 2 2 16.67 2.50 0.17 1.72 0.017 0.101 0.008
3 Antidesma sootepense Craib. 4 5 33.33 5.00 042 431 0.043 0.196 0.021
4 Aporosa octandra (B. -H ex D. Don) var. octandra 2 4 16.67 2.50 033 345 0.034 0.168 0.017
5 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. 4 5 3333 5.00 0.42 431 0.043 0.196 0.021
6  Bridelia glauca Bl 2 2 16.67 2.50 0.17 1.72 0.017 0.101 0.008
7  Catunaregam spathulifolia Tirv. 1 1 833 1.25 0.08 0.86 0.009 0.059 0.004
8  Cratoxylum formosum 4 4 3333 5.00 033 3.45 0.034 0.168 0.017
9  Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. var. cultrata 5 9 41.67 6.25 0.75 7.76 0.078 0.286 0.038
10 Dalbergia rimosa Roxb. 2 2 16.67 2.50 0.17 1.72 0.017 0.101 0.008
Il Desmodium velutinm 1 | 8.33 1.25 0.08 0.86 0.009 0.059 0.004
12 Dillenia parviflora Griff. var. parviflora 3 3 25.00 3.75 0.25 2.59 0.026 0.136 0.013
13 Erythrina subumbrans (Hassk.) Merr. 1 2 8.33 1.25 0.17 1.72 0.017 0.101 0.008
14 Gardenia sootepensis Hutch. 2 2 16.67 2.50 0.17 1.72 0.017 0.101 0.008
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no. Frequency of Relative Density of Relative
Scientific Name ni Pi H' J'

plot sp. Frequency sp. Density
15  Glochidion eriocarpum Champ. 1 1 8.33 1.25 0.08 0.86 0.009 0.059 0.004
16  Gluta usitata (Wall) Ding Hou (Wall) Hou 2 3 16.67 2.50 0.25 2.59 0.026 0.136 0.013
17  Homalium ceylanicum (Gard.) Bth. 2 3 16.67 2.50 0.25 2.59 0.026 0.136 0.013
18  Lithocarpus polystachyus (A. DC.) Rehd. 6 18 50.00 7.50 1.50 15.52 0.155 0417 0.075
19 Litsea glutinosa (Lour.) C.B. Rob. var. glutinosa 1 1 833 1.25 0.08 0.86 0.009 0.059 0.004
20  Ochna integerrima (Lour.) Merr. 3 5 25.00 3.75 042 431 0.043 0.196 0.021
21  Olea salicifolia Wall. ex G. Don. 6 12 50.00 7.50 1.00 10.34 0.103 0.339 0.050
22 Phyllanthus emblica linn. 5 5 41.67 6.25 0.42 431 0.043 0.196 0.021
23 Phyllanthus roseus (Craib & Hutch) Beille. 3 5 25.00 3.75 0.42 431 0.043 0.196 0.021
24 Quercus kerrii Craib. 1 1 8.33 1.25 0.08 0.86 0.009 0.059 0.004
25 Rhus chinensis Muell. 1 1 8.33 1.25 0.08 0.86 0.009 0.059 0.004
26  Shorea obtusa Wall. 3 4 25.00 3.75 0.33 3.45 0.034 0.168 0.017
27  Shorea roxburghii G. Don 1 2 8.33 1.25 0.17 1.72 0.017 0.101 0.008
28  Symplocos racemosa Roxb. 1 1 8.33 1.25 0.08 0.86 0.009 0.059 0.004
29 Tristaniopsis burmanica 3 3 25.00 3.75 0.25 2.59 0.026 0.136 0.013
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no. Frequency of Relative Density of Relative
Scientific Name ni Pi H' J'
plot sp. Frequency sp. Density
30 Vitex limoniiflolia Wall. ex Kurz. 1 1 8.33 1.25 0.08 0.86 0.009 0.059 0.004
31 Vitex pinnata L. 1 1 8.33 1.25 0.08 0.86 0.009 0.059 0.004
32  Wendlandia tinctoria (Roxb.) DC. ssp. tinctoria 4 5 3333 5.00 042 431 0.043 0.196 0.021
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MIN 1-29 MArianumainatsveanarlll (Sprouting) Shannon-Wiener’s Index ttazAdisiinnualinanouosiaius 1d Piclou's evenness ¥o3ttlasih
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Frequency of Relative Density of Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni Pi H' J'

sp. Frequency sp. Density
1 Adinandra integerrima T. And. ex Dyer 3 10 25.00 6.67 0.83 12.50 0.125 0375 0.066
2 Alstonia rostrata Fischer. 1 3 8.33 222 0.25 3.75 0.038 0.178 0.020
3 Anneslea fragrans Wall. 1 1 833 222 0.08 1.25 0.013 0.079 0.007
4 Calophyllum polyanthum Wall. ex PL& Tr. 1 1 833 222 0.08 1.25 0.013 0.079 0.007
5  Castanopsis diversifolia (Kurz) King ex Hk. f. 4 10 33.33 8.89 0.83 12.50 0.125 0375 0.066
6  Castanopsis siamensis 2 2 16.67 4.44 0.17 2.50 0.025 0.133 0.013
7 Castanopsis tribuloides (Sm.) A. DC. 2 2 16.67 4.44 0.17 2.50 0.025 0.133 0.013
8  Cosmos chinensis 1 1 8.33 222 0.08 1.25 0.013 0.079 0.007
9  Eugenia siamensis Craib. 1 1 8.33 222 0.08 1.25 0.013 0.079 0.007
10  Ficus subincisa Sm. 2 2 16.67 444 0.17 2.50 0.025 0.133 0.013
11 Glochidion eriocarpum Champ. 1 1 833 2.22 0.08 1.25 0.013 0.079 0.007
12 Lithocarpus mekongensis 6 11 50.00 13.33 0.92 13.75 0.138 0.394 0.072
13 Litsea cubeba (Lour.) Pers. var. cubeba 1 1 8.33 222 0.08 1.25 0.013 0.079 0.007
14 Machilus gamblei King ex. Hk f. 1 1 8.33 222 0.08 1.25 0.013 0.079 0.007
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Frequency of Relative Density of Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni Pi H' J'
sp. Frequency sp. Density
15 Maesa ramentacea (Roxb.) A. DC. 3 6 25.00 6.67 0.50 7.50 0.075 0.280 0.039
16  Mangifera caloneura Kurz. 1 2 833 2.22 0.17 2.50 0.025 0.133 0.013
17 Memecylon umbellatum 1 2 8.33 222 0.17 2.50 0.025 0.133 0.013
18  Olea salicifolia Wall. ex G. Don. 4 6 33.33 8.89 0.50 7.50 0.075 0.280 0.039
19  Scleropyrum pantandrum (Denn.) Mabb. 1 1 8.33 222 0.08 1.25 0.013 0.079 0.007
20 Ternstroemia gymnanthera 2 2 16.67 444 0.17 2.50 0.025 0.133 0.013
21  Unknownl 1 1 8.33 222 0.08 1.25 0.013 0.079 0.007
22 Wendlandia scabra Kurz. var. scabra 3 10 25.00 6.67 0.83 12.50 0.125 0.375 0.066
23 Wendlandia tinctoria 1 2 8.33 222 0.17 2.50 0.025 0.133 0.013
24 Xerospermum noronhianum (Bl) BL 1 1 8.33 222 0.08 1.25 0.013 0.079 0.007
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Frequency of Relative Density of Relative

Scientific Name no. plot ni sp- Frequency sp. Density Pi H' J'

1 Aglaia sp. 1 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.22 0.002 0.019 0.001
2 Albizia odoratissima (L.f.) Benth. 1 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.22 0.002 0.019 0.001
3 Antidesma acidum Retz. 3 4 25.00 2.65 0.33 0.88 0.009 0.060 0.003
4 Antidesma sootepensis Craib. 11 238 91.67 9.73 19.83 52.42 0.524 0.488 0.197
5 Aporosa octandra 1 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.22 0.002 0.019 0.001
6  Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. 4 11 3333 3.54 0.92 242 0.024 0.130 0.009
7 Artocarpus lacucha 1 2 8.33 0.88 0.17 0.44 0.004 0.034 0.002
8  Beilschmiedia intermedia Allen 1 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.22 0.002 0.019 0.001
9 Callicarpa aborea Roxb. var. arborea 2 2 16.67 1.77 0.17 0.44 0.004 0.034 0.002
10 Castanopsis calathiformis 1 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.22 0.002 0.019 0.001
11 Catunaregam tomentosa 5 30 41.67 442 2.50 6.61 0.066 0.259 0.025
12 Colona floribunda (Wall. ex Kurz.) Craib 1 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.22 0.002 0.019 0.001
13 Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. 7 33 58.33 6.19 2.75 7.27 0.073 0.275 0.027
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Frequency of Relative Density of Relative

Scientific Name ni sp. Frequency sp. Density Pi H' J'

14 Dalbergia rimosa Roxb. 8 25.00 2.65 0.67 1.76 0.018 0.103 0.007
15 Diospyros castanea Fletcher. 2 8.33 0.88 0.17 0.44 0.004 0.034 0.002
16 Diospyros glandulosa Lace. 2 8.33 0.88 0.17 0.44 0.004 0.034 0.002
17  Eugenia cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini 2 16.67 1.77 0.17 0.44 0.004 0.034 0.002
18  Ficus hirta 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.22 0.002 0.019 0.001
19  Ficus semicordata B.-H. ex J.E. Sm 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.22 0.002 0.019 0.001
20 Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. 5 25.00 2.65 0.42 1.10 0.011 0.072 0.004
21 Glochidion rubrum 15 75.00 7.96 1.25 3.30 0.033 0.163 0.012
22 Gluta usitata (Wall.) Ding Hou 6 3333 3.54 0.50 1.32 0.013 0.082 0.005
23 Grewia abutilifolia Vent ex Juss. 5 25.00 2.65 0.42 1.10 0.011 0.072 0.004
24 Grewia eriocarpa Juss. 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.22 0.002 0.019 0.001
25  Homalium ceylanicum (Gard.) Bth. 2 16.67 1.77 0.17 0.44 0.004 0.034 0.002
26 Kydia calycina Roxb. 3 25.00 2.65 0.25 0.66 0.007 0.048 0.002
27 Lithocarpus polystachyus 4 25.00 2.65 033 0.88 0.009 0.060 0.003
28  Litsea glutinosa 11 58.33 6.19 0.92 242 0.024 0.130 0.009




A1519 V-30 (919)
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Frequency of Relative Density of Relative

Scientific Name no. plot ni sp- Frequency sp. Density Pi H' J'
29 Pavetta tomentosa Roxb. ex Sm. 1 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.22 0.002 0.019 0.001
30 Phoebe lanceolata ( Nees) Nees 4 6 33.33 3.54 0.50 1.32 0.013 0.082 0.005
31 Phyllanthus emblica L. 3 4 25.00 2.65 0.33 0.88 0.009 0.060 0.003
32 Quercus kerrii Craib 2 3 16.67 1.77 0.25 0.66 0.007 0.048 0.002
33 Shorea obtusa 9 30 75.00 7.96 2.50 6.61 0.066 0.259 0.025
34 Shorea siamensis 1 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.22 0.002 0.019 0.001
35 Sterculia balanghas L. 1 2 8.33 0.88 0.17 0.44 0.004 0.034 0.002
36 Stereospermum neuranthum 3 5 25.00 2.65 0.42 1.10 0.011 0.072 0.004
37 Symplocos racemosa Roxb. 3 5 25.00 2.65 042 1.10 0.011 0.072 0.004
38 Wendlandia tinctoria 2 2 16.67 1.77 0.17 0.44 0.004 0.034 0.002
39 Ziziphus cambodica 1 1 8.33 0.88 0.08 0.22 0.002 0.019 0.001
aﬁmauéfummﬁ’uﬁ‘lﬁ%wmcluﬁuﬁ@mﬁ’u @) : 454
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v 2
M358 V-31 MarHanuraniaievesna 13 (Sprouting) Shannon-Wiener’s Index Lmzmﬁ%ﬁmmaﬁuﬁmmawuﬂﬁuﬁﬁ Pielou's evenness mmuﬂmmﬂmjmq

a2 9 =\ 1 [ = ]
47 thuliaraos .03 ﬁ].HfENGh’TlJ

Frequency of Relative Density of Relative

Scientific Name no. plot  ni sp- Frequency sp. Density Pi H' J'

1 Aglaia sp. 1 1 8.33 1.43 0.08 093 0.009 0.063 0.005
2 Anogeissus sp. 1 1 8.33 1.43 0.08 093 0.009 0.063 0.005
3 Antidesma acidum Retz. 3 7 25.00 4.29 0.58 6.54 0.065 0.257 0.032
4 Antidesma sootepensis Craib. 3 5 25.00 4.29 0.42 4.67 0.047 0.207 0.023
5  Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. 4 5 3333 5.71 0.42 4.67 0.047 0.207 0.023
6  Bridelia retusa (L.) A. Juss 1 1 8.33 1.43 0.08 093 0.009 0.063 0.005
7  Callicarpa aborea Roxb. var. arborea 1 1 8.33 143 0.08 0.93 0.009 0.063 0.005
8  Cinnamomum iners Reinw. ex BL 1 1 8.33 143 0.08 0.93 0.009 0.063 0.005
9 Cratoxylum formosum 2 2 16.67 2.86 0.17 1.87 0.019 0.107 0.009
10  Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. 6 16 50.00 8.57 1.33 14.95 0.150 0410 0.074
11 Diospyros glandulosa Lace. 2 5 16.67 2.86 0.42 4.67 0.047 0.207 0.023
12 Eugenia cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini 1 1 8.33 143 0.08 0.93 0.009 0.063 0.005
13 Eugenia fruticosa (Roxb. ex DC.) Roxb. 2 2 16.67 2.86 0.17 1.87 0.019 0.107 0.009
14 Ficus hispida L.f. var. hispida 1 1 8.33 1.43 0.08 093 0.009 0.063 0.005
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A1519 V-31 (919)

Frequency of Relative Density of Relative

Scientific Name no. plot  ni sp- Frequency sp. Density Pi H' J'

15 Ficus semicordata B.-H. ex J.E. Sm 1 1 8.33 1.43 0.08 0.93 0.009 0.063 0.005
16  Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. 3 5 25.00 4.29 0.42 4.67 0.047 0.207 0.023
17 Glochidion rubrum 3 5 25.00 4.29 0.42 4.67 0.047 0.207 0.023
18 Homalium ceylanicum (Gard.) Bth. 1 1 8.33 143 0.08 0.93 0.009 0.063 0.005
19 Kydia calycina Roxb. 1 1 8.33 1.43 0.08 093 0.009 0.063 0.005
20 Lithocarpus polystachyus 1 2 8.33 1.43 0.17 1.87 0.019 0.107 0.009
21 Litsea monopetala (Roxb.) Pers. 1 1 8.33 143 0.08 0.93 0.009 0.063 0.005
22 Macaranga denticulata (Bl) Mull. Arg. 1 2 8.33 143 0.17 1.87 0.019 0.107 0.009
23 Maesa montana A. DC. 2 3 16.67 2.86 0.25 2.80 0.028 0.145 0.014
24 Mallotus philippensis (Lmk.) M.-A. 6 6 50.00 8.57 0.50 5.61 0.056 0.233 0.028
25 Olea salicifolia Wall. ex & G. Don 1 1 8.33 1.43 0.08 093 0.009 0.063 0.005
26 Paramichelia baillonii (Pierre) Hu 1 1 8.33 143 0.08 0.93 0.009 0.063 0.005
27 Phoebe lanceolata ( Nees) Nees 2 6 16.67 2.86 0.50 5.61 0.056 0.233 0.028
28  Phyllanthus emblica L. 1 1 8.33 1.43 0.08 093 0.009 0.063 0.005

29  Quercus kerrii Craib. 2 2 16.67 2.86 0.17 1.87 0.019 0.107 0.009
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A1519 V-31(90)

Frequency of Relative Density of Relative

Scientific Name no. plot  ni sp- Frequency sp. Density Pi H' J'

30 Rhus chinensis Muell. 1 1 8.33 1.43 0.08 0.93 0.009 0.063 0.005
31 Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. 2 2 16.67 2.86 0.17 1.87 0.019 0.107 0.009
32 Scleropyrum pantandrum (Denn.) Mabb. 4 10 33.33 5.71 0.83 9.35 0.093 0.320 0.046
33 Styrax benzoides Craib. 1 1 8.33 1.43 0.08 093 0.009 0.063 0.005
34 Tarennoidea wallichii 1 1 833 1.43 0.08 0.93 0.009 0.063 0.005
35  Wendlandia tinctoria 4 4 3333 5.71 033 3.74 0.037 0.177 0.018
36 Wendlandia scabra 1 1 833 1.43 0.08 0.93 0.009 0.063 0.005
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v 2
M358 V-32 MArHanuraniaevesna 1 (Sprouting) Shannon-Wiener’s Index Lmzmﬁ%ﬁmmaﬁuﬁmmawuﬂﬁuﬁﬁ Pielou's evenness mmuﬂmmﬂmjmq

a2 9 =\ 1 [ = ]
77 thuliaviaes o %.LGHENGI,WIJ

Frequency Relative Density of Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni Pi H' J'

of sp. Frequency sp. Density
1 Albizia odoratissima (L.f.) Bth. 1 1 8.33 1.33 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
2 Antidesma sootepensis Craib 10 38 83.33 13.33 3.17 24.68 0.247 0.498 0.113
3 Aporosa octandra 1 1 8.33 1.33 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
4 Aporosa villosa 1 1 8.33 1.33 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
5  Artocarpus nitidus Trec. 1 1 8.33 1.33 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
6  Boehmeria valigata 1 4 8.33 1.33 0.33 2.60 0.026 0.137 0.012
7 Clausena excavata Burm. F. var. excavata 1 1 833 1.33 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
8  Clausena lenis Drake. 1 1 8.33 1.33 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
9  Clerodendrum serratum L. 1 2 8.33 1.33 0.17 1.30 0.013 0.081 0.006
10  Cycas pectinata 1 1 8.33 1.33 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
11 Dabergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. 5 12 41.67 6.67 1.00 7.79 0.078 0.287 0.036
12 Dalbergia oliveri Gamb. exPrain 1 3 8.33 1.33 0.25 1.95 0.019 0.111 0.009
13 Dalbergia remosa 5 6 41.67 6.67 0.50 3.90 0.039 0.182 0.018
14 Diospyros castanea Flet. 1 1 8.33 1.33 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
15  Diospyros glandulosa Lace. 1 1 8.33 1.33 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
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A1519 V-32 (919)

Frequency Relative Density of Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni Pi H' J'
of sp. Frequency sp. Density
16  Eugenia cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini 1 1 8.33 1.33 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
17  Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. 2 4 16.67 2.67 0.33 2.60 0.026 0.137 0.012
18  Gnetum sp. 1 1 8.33 1.33 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
19 Harpullia arborea (s26) 1 1 8.33 1.33 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
20 Helicteaes elongata Wall. exBoj. 3 4 25.00 4.00 0.33 2.60 0.026 0.137 0.012
21  Jasminum scandens Vahl 1 1 8.33 1.33 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
22 Kydia calycina Roxb. 4 4 3333 5.33 0.33 2.60 0.026 0.137 0.012
23 Lasianthus kerrii Craib. 1 17 8.33 1.33 1.42 11.04 0.110 0.351 0.050
24 Leea indica (Burm. F.)Merr. 4 7 3333 5.33 0.58 4.55 0.045 0.203 0.021
25 Lithocarpus polystachyus 1 1 8.33 1.33 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
26 Litsea glutinosa (Lour.) 1 1 8.33 1.33 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
27  Litsea monopetala (Roxb.) Pers. 2 4 16.67 2.67 0.33 2.60 0.026 0.137 0.012
28 Mangifera caloneura Kurz. 2 2 16.67 2.67 0.17 1.30 0.013 0.081 0.006
29  Pavetta tomentosa Roxb. ex Sm. 1 3 8.33 1.33 0.25 1.95 0.019 0.111 0.009
30 Phoebe lanceolata ( Nees) Nees 1 1 8.33 1.33 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
31 Phyllanthus emblica L. 1 2 8.33 1.33 0.17 1.30 0.013 0.081 0.006
32 Quercus kerii Craib 5 9 41.67 6.67 0.75 5.84 0.058 0.239 0.027
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A1519 V-32 (919)

Frequency Relative Density of Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni Pi H' J'

of sp. Frequency sp. Density
33 Shorea roxburghii G. Don 2 3 16.67 2.67 0.25 1.95 0.019 0.111 0.009
34  Tarennoidia wallichi (Hk.f.) Tirv.&Sastre 2 4 16.67 2.67 033 2.60 0.026 0.137 0.012
35 Terminalia alata Heyne ex Roth 3 4 25.00 4.00 0.33 2.60 0.026 0.137 0.012
36 Terminaria chebula Retz. var. chebula 1 1 8.33 1.33 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
37 Vitex limoniifolia Wall. ex Schauer 2 4 16.67 2.67 0.33 2.60 0.026 0.137 0.012
38 Wendlandia tinctoria 1 1 8.33 1.33 0.08 0.65 0.006 0.047 0.003
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MIN 1-33 Marianumainatsvesndrlll (Sprouting) Shannon-Wiener’s Index tazAdiiinnuainauouoasiaius 19 Piclou's evenness ¥o3ilasih

a 9 A ] 1 =S 1
FITUYIN TNUUAYADN BDLLULLIN rl].!f])’fl\?61°I’ii‘,\l

Frequency of Relative Density of Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni sp- Frequency sp- Density Pi H' J'
1 Aglaia sp. 4 9 33.33 3.01 0.75 3.16 0.032 0.157 0.013
2 Alangium kurzii Craib 1 1 8.33 0.75 0.08 0.35 0.004 0.029 0.001
3 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. 4 9 33.33 3.01 0.75 3.16 0.032 0.157 0.013
4 Archidendron clypearia (Jack) Nielsen 3 7 25.00 2.26 0.58 2.46 0.025 0.131 0.010
5 Betula alnoides Buch. Ham 1 2 8.33 0.75 0.17 0.70 0.007 0.050 0.003
6 Castanopsis calathiformis 4 15 3333 3.01 1.25 5.26 0.053 0224 0.021
7  Celtis philippensis Bl. 4 10 3333 3.01 0.83 3.51 0.035 0.170 0.014
8 Cinnamomum iners Reinw. ex Bl 4 10 33.33 3.01 0.83 3.51 0.035 0.170 0.014
9 Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. 2 3 16.67 1.50 0.25 1.05 0.011 0.069 0.004
10 Dasymaschalon sp. 3 4 25.00 2.26 0.33 1.40 0.014 0.086 0.006
11 Dimocarpus longan Lour. 1 4 8.33 0.75 0.33 1.40 0.014 0.086 0.006
12 Engelhardia spicata 4 4 3333 3.01 0.33 1.40 0.014 0.086 0.006
13 Engelhardtia serrata Bl 3 4 25.00 226 033 1.40 0.014 0.086 0.006

14  Eugenia cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini 3 4 25.00 2.26 0.33 1.40 0.014 0.086 0.006
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A1519 V-33 (919)

Frequency of Relative Density of Relative

Scientific Name no. plot ni sp- Frequency sp- Density Pi H' J'

15 Eugenia fruticosa (Roxb. exDC.) Roxb. 3 6 25.00 2.26 0.50 2.11 0.021 0.117 0.009
16  Eurya acuminata Dc. 3 3 25.00 226 0.25 1.05 0.011 0.069 0.004
17  Ficus capillipes Gagnep 1 1 8.33 0.75 0.08 0.35 0.004 0.029 0.001
18  Ficus hirta 2 2 16.67 1.50 0.17 0.70 0.007 0.050 0.003
19  Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. 2 2 16.67 1.50 0.17 0.70 0.007 0.050 0.003
20 Helicia nilagirica Beed. 2 3 16.67 1.50 0.25 1.05 0.011 0.069 0.004
21 Lithocarpus polystachyus 5 11 41.67 3.76 0.92 3.86 0.039 0.181 0.016
22 Litsea cubeba 2 2 16.67 1.50 0.17 0.70 0.007 0.050 0.003
23 Litsea glutinosa 1 1 8.33 0.75 0.08 0.35 0.004 0.029 0.001
24  Litsea lanceolata (Blume) Kosterm 1 1 8.33 0.75 0.08 0.35 0.004 0.029 0.001
25 Litsea matabanica 3 3 25.00 2.26 0.25 1.05 0.011 0.069 0.004
26 Litsia lancifolia (Roxb. ex Wall.) Hook.f. 4 9 3333 3.01 0.75 3.16 0.032 0.157 0.013
27 Maesa montana A. DC. 4 5 33.33 3.01 0.42 1.75 0.018 0.102 0.007
28 Mallotus philippensis (Lmk.) M.-A. 1 1 8.33 0.75 0.08 0.35 0.004 0.029 0.001

29  Meyna spinosa Roxb. 10 45 83.33 7.52 3.75 15.79 0.158 0.420 0.064




A1519 V-33 (919)
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Frequency of Relative Density of Relative

Scientific Name no. plot ni sp. Frequency sp- Density Pi H' J'

30 Olea salicifolia Wall. ex & G. Don 9 25 75.00 6.77 2.08 8.77 0.088 0.308 0.036
31 Ostodes paniculata Blume 3 4 25.00 2.26 0.33 1.40 0.014 0.086 0.006
32 Pavetta indica 2 2 16.67 1.50 0.17 0.70 0.007 0.050 0.003
33  Phoebe lanceolata ( Nees) Nees 5 7 41.67 3.76 0.58 2.46 0.025 0.131 0.010
34 Prunus cistena 1 1 8.33 0.75 0.08 0.35 0.004 0.029 0.001
35  Prunus zippeliana Miq. var. zippeliana 1 1 8.33 0.75 0.08 0.35 0.004 0.029 0.001
36 Quercus kerrii Craib 1 1 8.33 0.75 0.08 0.35 0.004 0.029 0.001
37 Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. 4 7 3333 3.01 0.58 246 0.025 0.131 0.010
38 Scleropyrum pantandrum (Denn.) Mabb. 3 6 25.00 2.26 0.50 2.11 0.021 0.117 0.009
39  Stereospermum colias 3 4 25.00 226 033 1.40 0.014 0.086 0.006
40 Styrax benzoides Craib. 5 14 41.67 3.76 1.17 491 0.049 0.214 0.020
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A1519 V-33 (919)

Frequency of Relative Density of Relative
Scientific Name no. plot ni sp. Frequency sp. Density Pi H' J'
41 Tarennoidea wallichii 7 28 58.33 5.26 233 9.82 0.098 0.329 0.040
42 Wendlandia scabra 2 2 16.67 1.50 0.17 0.70 0.007 0.050 0.003
43 Wendlandia tinctoria 2 2 16.67 1.50 0.17 0.70 0.007 0.050 0.003
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MIN U-34 MANUAMEAAINUYDIFIANNY (Index of Similarity) voe loudulumlasthery 1,3, 81 nazthssswena thuwineld eusudn wFesln

sample plot 1yr 3yrs 8 yrs Sedosa
1yr 100.00 (2) 0 (0) 2.25(1) 0 (0)
3yrs 0 0 2931 (17) 11.57 (7)
8 yrs 0 0 0 25.70 (23)

MIN U-35 MANUAMEAAINUYDIFIANNY (Index of Similarity) voe'loudulumlastheny 1,4, 77 nazthsssuna fhuilanass oiusy 1509 1n

sample plot 1yr 4 yrs 6 yrs Sacred
1yr 100.00 (8) 14.55 (4) 8.00 (3) 6.32 (3)
4yrs 0 0 26.32 (15) 33.07 (21)

6 yrs 0 0 0 2721 (20)
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9 9
AT U-36 MANUAMIARINUVOITIANNY (Index of Similarity) v IHudulumlasihluyuazihssswnavesiedosn g

sample plot 1 yr-ML 4 yrs-ML 7 yrs-ML Sacred-ML
1 yr-MH 20.00 (1) 0.00 (0) 2.90 (1) 2.44 (1)
3yrs-MH 16.22 (3) 36.84 (14) 25.00 (12) 25.69 (14)
8 yrs-MH 14.74 (7) 32.84 (22) 50.65 (39) 32.34 (27)

Sedosa-MH 2.00 (1) 21.58 (15) 18.87 (15) 32.56 (28)

Y
MIN U-37 MANUANARINUYDIFIANNY (Index of Similarity) Y0IAUNA (Seedling) Tuunilasihluyleny 1,3, 8 nazihsssumd thuwineld oy .

e Inl
sample plot 1yr 3yrs 8 yrs Sedosa
1yr 100.00 (17) 31.37(8) 37.14 (13) 10.26 (4)
3yrs 0 0 36.78 (16) 8.42 (4)

8 yrs 0 0 0 19.30 (11)




Y
MIN U-38 MANUAIAAINUYDIFIANNY (Index of Similarity) Y0IAUNA (Seedling) Tuutlasithfluyleny 1,4, 7 nazihsssund thullanass ousiuan

Fealny

sample plot Sacred
1yr 100.00 (16) 15.58 (6)
dyrs 49.52 (26)
6 yrs 20.00 (9)
TN V-39 MANUAMBADIIUVOIFIAUNY (Index of Similarity) Y0IAUNAT (Seedling) Gluuﬂmm*ﬁmd, wazihsssuaa %ﬂﬁaqmjﬁwu
sample plot 1 yr-ML 4 yrs-ML 7 yrs-ML Sacred-ML
1 yr-MH 2424 (4) 29.51 (9) 1739 (7) 10.26 (5)
3yrs-MH 16.00 (4) 33.33 (13) 28.57 (9) 21.05 (10)
8 yrs-MH 20.29 (7) 4536 (22) 36.59 (15) 26.32 (15)
Sedosa-MH 7.79 (3) 26.67 (14) 13.33 (6) 32.79 (20)
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Y
MIN V-40 MANUAIAAINUYDIFIANNY (Index of Similarity) ¥0Ina1 18 (Sprouting) Tuntlasithuylery 1, 3, 8 uazihsssuwa thuumingld oy

VT In]
sample plot 1yr 3 yrs 8 yrs Sedosa
1 yr 100.00 (50) 39.02 (16) 43.90 (18) 8.11 (3)
3yrs 0 0 4375 (14) 7.14 (2)
8 yrs 0 0 0 14.29 (4)

9
MIN V-41 MANUAAIAAINUYDIFIANNY (Index of Similarity) ¥0InA11# (Sprouting) Tuntlasihluylery 1,4, 7 uazihsssura thullavaes ey

VT In]
sample plot 1yr 4 yrs 6 yrs Sacred
1 yr 100.00 (39) 48.00 (18) 46.75 (18) 29.27 (12)
4yrs 0 0 37.84 (14) 48.10 (19)
0 0 24.69 (10)

6 yrs 0
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Y 9
MIN V-42 MANUAIARINUYDIFIANNY (Index of Similarity) ¥0ana1 18 (Sprouting) Tunlasihiluy wagihsssuma Medosnythu

sample plot 1 yr-ML 4 yrs-ML 7 yrs-ML Sacred-ML
1 yr-MH 49.44 (22) 46.51 (20) 50.00 (19) 4731 (10)
3yrs-MH 28.17 (10) 38.24 (13) 28.57 (10) 21.33 (8)
8 yrs-MH 45.07 (16) 35.29 (12) 3429 (12) 18.67 (7)

Sedosa-MH 3.17 (1) 13.33 (4) 6.45(2) 14.93 (5)
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2 J a
MANUIN A, ﬂill'lmﬂ'liﬂﬁ]uﬁgﬁiJiJ'Jﬁ%'JﬂWW!Wﬁﬁlﬂu

3’ o 9 a 4 = A dg} a A dil 1 1 § U a 9 ] Y 9 A ] 1 =1 ]
MTN -1 HTH'L!ﬂlmﬂlmgﬂﬁﬂmﬂﬁ'ﬂ@uﬂl@ﬂ‘JJ’JﬂGIf’JﬂW‘ILWU@WH@UW%WHE‘]NTJTWHZ\!@W wazithsssuya thunuelaazihuiaraoy 0.y 3.4%56911

site Mae Hae Tai Mhude Long

Fallow age 1-yr 3-yr 8-yr NF 1-yr 4-yr 7-yr NF
dry weight(g-12m_2) 356.00 856.19 623.03 130.71 1,330.51 548.17 113.37 231.82
carbon content (ton-ha_l) 0.15 0.36 0.26 0.05 0.55 0.23 0.05 0.10

9
) J U T T 1
M3 A-2 WaFINN tazilsnamsveuds auves 1feu Aunasthituyery 13 thumineld ouusy siFeelna

Scientific Name Family Sum of biomass in each sp.(50*60 mz) Carbon of sp. per area (TonC-ha-l)
1 Kydia calycina Roxb. Malvaceae 254.12 0.42
2 Melochia umbellata Stapf Sterculiaceae 19.25 0.03

Total 273.36 0.46
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Y
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Sum of biomass in each sp.

Carbon of sp. per area

Scientific Name Family R y

(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
1 Dimocarpus longan Laur. Sapindaceae 1,119.72 1.866
2 Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. Theaceae 465.69 0.776
3 Eugenia (Syzygium) cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini Myrtaceae 316.54 0.528
4 Callicarpa arborea Roxb. Verbenaceae 248.56 0414
5 Litsea cubeba Pers. Fagaceae 194.40 0.324
6 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. Euphobiaceae 156.73 0.261
7 Cratoxylum formosum ssp. pruniflorum Guttiferae 135.71 0.226
8 Homalium ceylanicum (Gard.) Bth. Flacourtiaceae 123.73 0.206
9  Olea salicifolia Wall. ex & G. Don Oleaceae 105.09 0.175
10  Glochidion sphaerogynum (M.-A.) Kurz Euphobiaceae 10341 0.172
11 Eugenia fruticosa (Roxb. ex DC.) Roxb. Myrtaceae 84.04 0.14
12 Gluta usitata (Wall.) Ding Hou Anacardiaceae 64.74 0.107
13 Antidesma acidum Retz. Leguminoisaec Mimosoideae 61.81 0.103
14 Syzygium dyerianum Myrtaceae 33.15 0.055
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Sum of biomass in each sp.

Carbon of sp. per area

Scientific Name Family R »

(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
15  Cratoxylum cochichinense (Lour.) Bl. Guttiferae 27.99 0.047
16  Lithocarpus polystachyus (Wall. ex A. DC.) Rehd. Dennstaedtiaceae 22.15 0.037
17  Phoebe lanceolata ( Nees) Nees Lauraceae 11.38 0.019
18 Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. Leguminosae  Papilionoideae 10.48 0.017
19  Canarium subulatum Guill Bursaceae 9.52 0.016
20  Prunus cerasoides D.Don Rosaceae 8.17 0.014
21  Clausena excavata Burm. F. var. excavata Rutaceae 7.98 0.013
22 Quercus kerrii Craib Fagaceae 7.04 0.012
23 Eurya acuminata DC. Theaceae 6.14 0.01
24 Garuga pinata Roxb. Burseraceae 5.58 0.009
25 Melastoma malaboathricum ssp. normale Melastomataceae 4.18 0.007
26  Acacia concinna (Willd.) DC. Euphobiaceae 2.60 0.004
27  Ilex umbellulata (Wall.) Loesn. Aquifoliaceae 2.60 0.004
28  Ziziphus cambodiana Pierre Rhamnaceae 234 0.004
29 Lindsaea malabarica Lauraceae 1.58 0.003
Total 3,343.04 5.570
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Sum of biomass in each sp.

Carbon of sp. per area

Scientific Name Family X »

(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
1 Lithocarpus polystachyus (Wall. ex A. DC.) Rehd. Fagaceae 7,188.60 11.981
2 Shorea obtusa Wall. Dipterocapaceae 2,830.53 4.718
3 Quercus kerrii Craib Fagaceae 1,710.95 2.852
4 Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. Theaceae 1,409.29 2.349
5 Buchanania lanzan Spreng. Anacardiaceae 1,337.08 2.228
6 Canarium subulatum Guill Bursaceae 1,139.22 1.899
7 Olea salicifolia Wall. ex & G. Don Oleaceac 1,130.78 1.885
8 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. Euphobiaceae 1,096.91 1.828
9 Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. Leguminosae_ Papilionoideae 873.56 1.456
10 Grewia eriocarpa Juss. Tiliaceae 778.54 1.298
11 Shorea roxburghii G. Don Dipterocapaceae 751.18 1.252
12 Cratoxylum formosum ssp. pruniflorum Guttiferae 612.25 1.020
13 Styrax benzoides Craib Styracaceae 586.49 0.977
14 Shorea siamensis Miq. var. siamensis Dipterocapaceae 566.25 0.944
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Sum of biomass in each sp.

Carbon of sp. per area

Scientific Name Family R »
(50%*60 m ) (tonC-ha )
15  Gluta usitata (Wall.) Ding Hou Anacardiaceae 534.30 0.890
16 Tristanopsis burm var. rutescous Myrtaceae 53142 0.886
17  Engelhardtia spicata Blume var. integra (Kurz) Mann  Juglandaceae 51346 0.856
18 Kydia calycina Roxb. Malvaceae 445.58 0.743
19 Callicarpa arborea Roxb. Verbenaceae 431.62 0.719
20 Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. Flaucourtiaceae 426.78 0.711
21  Phyllanthus emblica linn Euphobiaceae 403.68 0.673
22 Grewia hirsuta Vahl. Tiliaceae 391.22 0.652
23 Ficus semicordata B.-H. ex J.E. Sm Moraceae 368.66 0.614
24 Mallotus nudiflorus (L.) Kulju & Welzen Euphobiaceae 328.36 0.547
25  Homalium ceylanicum (Gard.) Bth. Flacourtiaceae 280.15 0.467
26 Terminalia chebula Retz. var. chebula Combretaceae 276.30 0461
27  Protium serratum (Wall.) Engl. Burseraceae 250.60 0418
28 Dillenia parviflora Griff. var. kerrii (Craib) Hoogl. Dilleniaceae 219.37 0.366
29 Meyna pubescens (Kurz) Roly Rutaceae 208.65 0.348
30 Dendrocalamus sp. Poaceae 197.24 0.329
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Sum of biomass in each sp.

Carbon of sp. per area

Scientific Name Family X y
(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
31 Aganosma marginata (Roxb.) G.Don. Apocynaceae 178.76 0.298
32 Eugenia (Syzygium) albiflorum Bahadur & R.C. Gaur. Myrtaceae 174.02 0.290
33 Dalbergia rimosa Roxb. Leguminosae  Papilionoideae 171.83 0.286
34 Colona flagrocarpa (C.B. Clarke) Craib Malvaceae 146.36 0.244
35 Glochidion eriocarpum Champ. Euphobiaceae 133.88 0.223
36 Micromelum integerrimum Micromelum 126.04 0.210
37 Wendlandia tinctoria (Roxb.) DC. ssp. tinctoria Rubiaceae 105.44 0.176
38 Diospyros gracilis H.R Fletcher Ebenaceae 98.10 0.164
39  Oroxylum indicum (L.) Bth. ex Kurz. Bignoniaceae 86.79 0.145
40 Aporusa octandra (B. -H ex D. Don) var.octandra Euphobiaceae 81.06 0.135
41 Diospyros glandulosa Lace. Ebenaceae 69.42 0.116
42 Morinda coreia Ham. Rubiaceae 66.66 0.111
43 Ziziphus oenoplia (L.) Mill. var. oenoplia. Rhamnaceae 63.47 0.106
44 Viburnum inopinatum Craib Caprifoliaceae 61.57 0.103
45  Eriolaena candollei Wall. Sterculiaceae 55.55 0.093
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A1319 A-4 (AD)

Sum of biomass in each sp. Carbon of sp. per area

Scientific Name Family X y

(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
46 Dalbergia oliveri Gamb. ex Prain Leguminosae_ Papilionoideae 55.37 0.092
47  Eugenia fruticosa (Roxb. ex DC.) Roxb. Myrtaceae 52.81 0.088
48  Stereospermum colias (B.-H.ex Dillw.) Mabb. Bignonaceae 50.78 0.085
49  Ficus hispida L.f. var. hispida Moraceae 47.11 0.079
50 Scleropyrum pantandrum (Denn.) Mabb. Santalaceae 4555 0.076
51 Lagerstroemia macrocarpa Wall. Lythraceae 4451 0.074
52 Heliciopsis terminalis Proteaceae 43.96 0.073
53 Lithocarpus elegans Hatus. ex Soepadmo Fagaceae 42.73 0.071
54  Phyllanthus roseus (Craib & Hutch.) Beille Euphobiaceae 41.04 0.068
55 Litsia glutinosa (Lour.) C. B. Rob. var. glutinosa Lauraceae 30.79 0.051
56 Strychnos nux-vomica L. Strychnaceae 30.56 0.051
57 Eugenia (Syzygium) cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini Myrtaceae 29.50 0.049
58 Grewia lacei Drumm. & Craib. Tiliaceae 28.38 0.047
59 Hiptage condita Craib. Malphighiaceae 28.19 0.047

60 Engelhardtia serrata Blume Julandaceae 27.95 0.047
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Sum of biomass in each sp.

Carbon of sp. per area

Scientific Name Family s y
(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
61 Stereospermum neuranthum Kurz. Bignonaceae 24.69 0.041
62 Gardenia sootepensis Hutch. Rubiaceae 19.56 0.033
63 Albizia myriophylla Leguminodsae Mimosoideae 19.46 0.032
64 Catunaregam tomentosa (Blume ex DC.) Triveng. Rubiaceae 15.89 0.026
65 Glochidion rubrum Blume Euphobiaceae 15.36 0.026
66 Symplocos racemosa Roxb Symplocaceae 15.27 0.025
67 Glochidion sphaerogynum (M.-A.) Kurz Euphobiaceae 14.64 0.024
68 Anneslea fragrans Wall. Theaceae 13.97 0.023
69 Garuga pinata Roxb. Burseraceae 13.09 0.022
70 Spondias pinnata (L.f.) Kurz Annacardiaceae 12.91 0.022
71 Vitex peduncularis Wall.ex Schauer. Verbenaceae 1291 0.022
72 Albizia odoratissima Leguminodsae Mimosoideae 12.65 0.021
73 Rhus chinensis Muell. Anacardiaceae 10.53 0.018
74 Diospyros castanea (Craib) Fletcher Ebenaceae 9.67 0.016
75  Litsea monopetala (Roxb.) Pers. Lauraceae 9.52 0.016
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Sum of biomass in each sp.

Carbon of sp. per area

Scientific Name Family R y

(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
76  Pavetta tomentosa Roxb. ex Sm. Rubiaceae 8.35 0.014
77  Eugenia albiflora Duth. ex Kurz Myrtaceae 7.63 0.013
78  Gardenia philasteri Rubiaceae 7.32 0.012
79 Craibiodendron stellatum (Pierre) W.W. Sm. Ericaceae 7.10 0.012
80 Bombax anceps Pierre. Bombacaceae 5.35 0.009
81 Embelia tsjeriamcottam (Roem. & Schult.) A.DC. Myrsinaceae 4.66 0.008
82  Grewia abutilifolia Vent ex Juss. Tiliaceae 3.47 0.006
83  Bridelia glauca Blume. Euphobiaceae 341 0.006
84  Antidesma acidum Retz. Euphobiaceae 2.99 0.005
85 Cratoxylum cochichinense (Lour.) Bl. Guttiferae 223 0.004
86 Colona floribunda (Wall. ex Kurz.) Craib Malvaceae 1.53 0.002
87 Castanopsis tribuloides (Sm.) A.DC Fagaceae 1.32 0.002
Total 30,312.69 50.53
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Sum of Biomass of sp.

Carbon of sp. per area

Scienctific name Family R »
(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )

1 Lithocarpus polystachyus (Wall. ex A. DC.) Rehd. Fagaceae 5,580.15 9.300

2 Manglietia garrettii Craib. magnoliaceae 3,517.43 5.862

3 Stereospermum neuranthum Kurz Bignonaceae 3,047.88 5.080

4 Lithocarpus mekongensis Fagaceae 3,000.21 5.000

5 Elaeocarpus prunifolius Wall. ex C. Muell. Elacocarpaceae 2,290.78 3.818

6  Castanopsis auriculata Fagaceae 2,125.10 3.542

7 Protium serratum Engl. Burseraceae 1,719.94 2.867

8  Castanopsis diversifolia (Kurz) King ex. HK.f. Fagaceae 1,475.95 2.460

9 Celtis tetrandra Roxb. Ulmaceae 1,055.86 1.760

10  Castanopsis tribuloides (Sm.) A. DC. Fagaceae 867.17 1.445

11 Olea salicifolia Wall. ex & G. Don Oleaceae 848.31 1414

12 Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. Theaceae 778.66 1.298

13 Antidesma ghaesembilla Gaertn. Euphobiaceae 657.54 1.096
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Sum of Biomass of sp.

Carbon of sp. per area

Scienctific name Family R »
(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
14 Ternstroemia gymnanthera (Wight & Arn.) Bedd. Theaceae 634.19 1.057
15 Engelhardia spicata Lechen. ex BL var. spiculata Juglandaceae 598.26 0.997
16  Prunus javanica Rosaceae 589.95 0.983
17  Viburnum inopinatum Craib Caprifoliaceae 559.56 0.933
18 Castanopsis calathiformis Fagaceae 547.82 0913
19 Turpinia cochinchinensis (Lour.) Merr. Staphyleaceae 532.36 0.887
20 Phoebe cathia (D.Don) Kosterm. Lauraceae 522.98 0.872
21 Calophyllum polyanthum Wall. ex Choisy Guttiferae 522.38 0.871
22  Mangifera caloneura Kurz. Anacardiaceae 518.99 0.865
23 Erythrina subumbrans Merr. Leguminosae Papilionoideae 510.23 0.850
24 Bridelia glauca Blume. Euphobiaceae 464.17 0.774
25  Stereospermum colais (B.-H. ex Dillw.) Mabb. Bignonaceae 39430 0.657
26 Symplocos racemosa Roxb. Symplocaceae 371.16 0.619
27 Apodytes dimidiata E. May. ex Arn. Icacinaceae 369.86 0.616
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Sum of Biomass of sp.

Carbon of sp. per area

Scienctific name Family R »
(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
28  Chionanthus ramiflorus Roxb. Oleaceae 365.84 0.610
29  Betula alnoides Ham. ex D. Don. Betulaceae 347.21 0.579
30 FEurya acuminata Dc. Theaceae 336.59 0.561
31 Eugenia siamensis Craib Myrtaceae 323.83 0.540
32  Stylex benzoides Craib Styracaceae 284.38 0474
33  Wendlandia scabra Kurz. var. scabra Rubiaceae 261.15 0.435
34 Sarcosperma arboreum Bth. ex CL Sapotaceae 222.28 0.370
35  Mallotus nudiflorus (L.) Kulju et Welzen Euphobiaceae 19791 0.330
36 Macaranga denticulata (Bl) M.-A Euphorbiaceae 173.97 0.290
37 Dillenia parviflora Griff. var. kerrii (Craib) Hoogl. Dilleniaceae 160.24 0.267
38 Semecarpus albescens Kurz Anacardiaceae 157.29 0.262
39 Artocarpus nitidus Moraceae 150.56 0.251
40 Adinandra integerrima T. And. ex Dyer Theaceae 144.98 0.242
41  Prunus zippeliana Miq. var. zippeliana Rosaceae 144.52 0.241




A1319 A-5 (AD)

240

Sum of Biomass of sp.

Carbon of sp. per area

Scienctific name Family R »
(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
42 Pittosporopsiskerrii Craib Pittosporaceae 143.37 0.239
43  Wendlandia tinctoria (Roxb.) DC. ssp. tinctoria Rubiaceae 131.27 0.219
44  Xerospermum noronhianum (Bl) BL Sapindaceae 129.53 0216
45 Litsea martabanica (Kurz.) Hk.f. Lauraceae 126.43 0211
46 Glochidion eriocarpum Champ. Euphobiaceae 120.89 0.201
47 Macropanax dispermus (Bl) O.K. Araliaceae 108.10 0.180
48 RapaneayunnanensisMez. Myrsinaceae 107.10 0.178
49  Neolitsea zeylanica (Nees) Merr. Lauraceae 78.82 0.131
50 Walsura trichostemon Miq. Meliaceae 75.57 0.126
51 Ilex umbellulata (Wall.) Loesn. Aquifoliaceae 66.53 0.111
52 Prunus arborea Rosaceae 62.75 0.105
53 Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. Flaucourtiaceae 57.19 0.095
54 Spondias pinnata (L.f.) Kurz. Anacardiaceae 54.80 0.091
55 Carallia brachiata (Lour.) Merr. Rhizophoraceae 51.38 0.086
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Sum of Biomass of sp.

Carbon of sp. per area

Scienctific name Family R »
(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
56 Alangium barbatum Alangiaceae 43.88 0.073
57 Ficus subincisa Sm. Moraceae 36.38 0.061
58 Eriobotrya bengalensis Leguminosae Mimosoideae 32.90 0.055
59 Anacolosa ilicoides Mast. Olacaceae 32.80 0.055
60 Sterculia balanghas L. Sterculiaceae 27.70 0.046
61 Ostodes paniculata Bl. Euphorbiaceae 22.39 0.037
62 Beilschmiedia percoriacea Allen Lauraceae 22.32 0.037
63 Pavetta tomentosa Roxb. ex Sm. Rubiaceae 21.51 0.036
64 Toona ciliata M. Roem. Meliaceae 19.67 0.033
65 Dioscorea alata Dioscoreaceae 18.41 0.031
66 Leea indica (Burm. F.) Merr. Leeaceae 17.60 0.029
67 Celastrus paniculatus Celastraceae 17.22 0.029
68 Harpullia arborea Radlk. Sapindaceae 17.17 0.029
69 Kopsia arborea Blume Apocynaceae 16.79 0.028
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A1319 A-5 (AD)

Sum of Biomass of sp. Carbon of sp. per area

Scienctific name Family R »

(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
70 Pavetta indica L. Rubiaceae 14.97 0.025
71  Chioanthus caudifolius (Ridl.) Kiew Oleaceae 14.77 0.025
72 Walsura trifoliata (A. Juss.) Harms. Meliaceae 14.49 0.024
73 Chionanthus sutepensis. Oleaceac 11.95 0.020
74  Machilus gamblei King ex. Hk.f. Lauraceae 11.72 0.020
75 Litsea cubeba (Lour.) Pers. var. cubeba Lauraceae 11.22 0.019
76  Cinnamomum iners Reinw. ex BL Lauraceae 10.48 0.017
77 Allophylus cobbe (L.) Raeusch. Sapindaceae 10.19 0.017
78  Syzygium megacarpum Myrtaceae 9.22 0.015
79 Maesa montana A. DC. Myrsinaceae 7.88 0.013
80 Scleropyrum pentandrum (Dennst.) Mabb. Santalaceae 7.85 0.013
81 Annessea fragland Wall. Theaceae 6.67 0.011
82 Tarennoidea wallichi (Hk.f.) Tirv. & Sastre Rubiaceae 6.62 0.011

83 Mastixia arborea Cornaceae 5.99 0.010
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A1319 A-5 (AD)

Sum of Biomass of sp. Carbon of sp. per area

Scienctific name Family R »

(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
84 Mallotus philippensis (Lmk.) M.-A. Euphobiaceae 5.67 0.009
85 Corchorus siamensis Craib. Tiliaceae 5.57 0.009
86 Archidendron clypearia (Jack) Nielsen. Leguminosae Mimosoideae 534 0.009
87 Eugenia cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini Myrtaceae 425 0.007
88 Heynea trijuga Roxb. ex Sims. Meliaceae 4.08 0.007
89 Lasianthuskerii Craib. Rubiaceae 3.62 0.006
90 Litsia glutinosa (Lour.) C. B. Rob. var. glutinosa Lauraceae 345 0.006
91 Engelhardia serrata Bl. Juglandaceae 2.12 0.004
92 Aglaia silvestris (M. Roem.) Merr. Meliaceae 0.89 0.001

Total 39,211.44 65.352
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Scientific Name Family Sum of biomass in each sp.(50%60 mz) Carbon of sp. per area (tonC-hahl)
1 Shorea obtusa Wall. Dipterocapaceae 641.94 1.070
2 Quercus vestita Rehder & E.H.Wilson Fagaceae 213.97 0.357
3 Callicarpa arborea Roxb. Verbenaceae 89.60 0.149
4 Kydia calycina Roxb. Malvaceae 30.10 0.050
5  Eugenia fruticosa (Roxb. ex DC.) Roxb. Myrtaceae 11.32 0.019
6  Lithocarpus elegans Hatus. ex Soepadmo Fagaceae 7.46 0.012
7 Canarium subulatum Guill Bursaceae 5.84 0.010
8 Dillenia parviflora Griff. var kerrii (Craib) Hoogl. Dilleniaceae 6.02 0.010
Total 1,006.24 1.677




=1 = 4 YA 9 & a2 Y A 1 1 = [
MIN -7 mammwuazﬂimmmiﬁzﬁumiuauﬂm"luﬂuﬂuuﬂmﬂux\!mq 43 thularaed DL i].L%ENGlﬁiJ

245

Sum of biomass in each sp.

Carbon of sp. per area

Scientific Name Family R y

(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
1 Dalbergia lanceolaria Leguminosae  Papilionoideae 1545.99 2.577
2 Quercus vestita Rehder & E.H.Wilson Fagaceae 1421.08 2.368
3 Lithocarpus polystachyus Fagaceae 546.70 0911
4  Gmelina arborea Roxb Lamiaceae 180.82 0.301
5 Lithocarpus elegans Hatus. ex Soepadmo Fagaceae 104.90 0.175
6  Quercus brandisiana Fagaceae 104.56 0.174
T Glochidion sphaerogynum Euphobiaceae 91.33 0.152
8 Callicarpa aborea Roxb. var. arborea Verbenaceae 85.55 0.143
9  Rhus chinensis Mill. var. chinensis Anacardiaceae 60.74 0.101
10 Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. Flaucourtiaceae 56.79 0.095
11 Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. Theaceae 55.12 0.092
12 Eugenia fruticosa Myrtaceae 50.27 0.084
13 Unknow4.7 4731 0.079
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A1519 A-7 (AD)

Sum of biomass in each sp. Carbon of sp. per area

Scientific Name Family R 4

(50%60 m) (tonC-ha )
14 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. Euphobiaceae 44.19 0.074
15 Phyllanthus emblica linn Euphobiaceae 36.38 0.061
16  Harrisonia perforata (Blanco) Merr. Simaroubaeae 3547 0.059
17 Oroxylum indicum (L.) Kurz. Bignoniaceae 3031 0.051
18  Styrax benzoides Craib Styracaceae 25.19 0.042
19 Macaranga denticulata (Bl.) Mull. Arg. Euphorbiaceae 24.47 0.041
20 Dalbergia cana Grah. ex Kurz. Leguminosae  Papilionoideae 16.80 0.028
21 Anogeissus acuminata Combretaceae 15.71 0.026
22 Ilex umbellulata (Wall) Loes. Aquifoliaceae 13.34 0.022
23 Boehmeria siamensis Urticaceae 13.19 0.022
24 Markhamia stipulata Bignoniaceae 13.08 0.022
25 Sterculia balanghas L. Sterculiaceae 10.44 0.017
26  Eugenia cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini Myrtaceae 10.04 0.017

27  Quercus kerrii Craib. Fagaceae 9.72 0.016
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Sum of biomass in each sp.

Carbon of sp. per area

Scientific Name Family X »
(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
28  Machilus gamblei King ex. Hk.f. Lauraceae 7.94 0.013
29  Engelhardtia spicata Juglandaceae 7.64 0.013
30 Dimocarpus longan Lour Sapindaceae 7.07 0.012
31  Derris robusta Leguminosae - Papilionoideae 6.93 0.012
32 Premna pyridimata Verbenaceae 6.60 0.011
33 Melastoma malabathrimee spp. norimale Melastomataceae 5.50 0.009
34 Castanopsistribuloides(Sm.) A.DC. Fagaceac 395 0.007
35 Clerodendrum serratum (L.) Lamiaceae 3.86 0.006
36 Dalbergia stipulacea Roxb. Leguminosae  Papilionoideae 348 0.006
37 Unknow4.8 321 0.005
38 Scleropyrum pentandrum (Dennst.) Mabb. Santalaceae 2.64 0.004
39 Cratoxylum formosum ssp. pruniflorum Guttiferae 223 0.004
40 Unknow4.9 223 0.004
41  Chionanthus ramiflorus Oleaceae 2.17 0.004
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A1319 A-7 (AD)

Sum of biomass in each sp. Carbon of sp. per area
Scientific Name Family ) »
(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
42 Grewia eriocarpa Juss. Tiliaceae 2.14 0.004
43 Blumea balsamifera Compositae 1.94 0.003
44  Litsea cubeba (Lour.) Pers. var. cubeba Lauraceae 1.73 0.003
45 Glochidion rubrum Euphobiaceae 1.58 0.003
46  Symplocos racemosa Symplocaceae 1.54 0.003
47 Cratoxylum cochinchiodill Guttiferae 0.90 0.001

Total 4,724.79 7.87
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Sum of biomass in each sp.

Carbon of sp. per area

Scientific Name Family R »

(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
1 Quercus kerrii Craib Fagaceae 3,843.75 6.406
2 Thespesia lampas (Cav.) Dalz. & Gibs. var. lampas Malvaceae 1,165.90 1.943
3 Kydia calycina Roxb. Malvaceae 1,062.60 1.771
4 Gluta usitata (Wall.) Ding Hou Anacardiaceae 982.19 1.637
5 Spondias pinnata (L.f.) Kurz Anacardiaceae 881.00 1.468
6 Erythrina subumbrans Merr. Leguminosae  Papilionoideae 856.08 1.427
7 Eugenia cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini Myrtaceae 841.06 1.402
8 Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. Leguminosae  Papilionoideae 684.86 1.141
9  Phyllanthus emblica L. Phyllanthaceae 655.22 1.092
10 Dalbergia rimosa Roxb. Leguminosae  Papilionoideae 596.61 0.994
11 Lithocarpus polystachyus (Wall. ex A. DC.) Rehd. Fagaceae 546.73 0911
12 Shorea roxburghii G. Don Dipterocarpaceae 430.60 0.718
13 Terminalia chebula Retz. var. chebula Combretaceae 359.34 0.599
14 Callicarpa aborea Roxb. var. arborea Verbenaceae 346.96 0.578
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Sum of biomass in each sp.

Carbon of sp. per area

Scientific Name Family R »
(50%*60 m") (tonC-ha )
15 Litsea monopetala (Roxb.) Pers. Lauraceae 306.68 0.511
16  Cycas siamensis Miq. Cycadaceae 211.16 0.352
17  Stereospermum colias (Buch.-H.ex Dillwyn) Mabb. Bignoniaceae 197.47 0.329
18 Diospyros castanea Fletcher. Ebenaceae 157.36 0.262
19  Ficus semicordata B.-H. ex J.E. Sm Moraceae 155.20 0.259
20 Grewia eriocarpa Juss. Tiliaceae 132.46 0.221
21  Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. Euphobiaceae 131.42 0.219
22 Albizia odoratissima (L.f.) Benth. Leguminosae Mimosoideae 12948 0.216
23 Catunaregam tomentosa (Blume ex DC.)Tirveng. Rubiaceae 123.19 0.205
24 Ziziphus oenoplia (L.) Mill. var. oenoplia. Rhamnaceae 101.34 0.169
25 Styrax benzoides Craib. Styracaceae 100.30 0.167
26 Artocarpus nitidus Trec. Moraceae 96.49 0.161
27 Lagerstromia villosa Wall. ex Kurz. Lythraceae 88.44 0.147
28 Symplocos racemosa Roxb. Symplocaceae 86.77 0.145
29  Canarium subulatum Guill Burseraceae 80.27 0.134
30 Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. Flaucourtiaceae 79.16 0.132




251

A1319 A-8 (AD)

Sum of biomass in each sp. Carbon of sp. per area

Scientific Name Family R »

(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
31 unknownL - 75.09 0.125
32 Acacia comosa Gagnep. Leguminosae_ Mimosoideae 70.74 0.118
33 Antidesma sootepensis Craib. Euphobiaceae 68.18 0.114
34 Engelhardia spicata Lechen ex Blume var. spicata Juglandaceae 64.47 0.107
35 Ficus hispida L£. var. hispida Moraceae 63.07 0.105
36 Gmelina arborea Roxb. Verbenaceae 61.95 0.103
37 Viburnum inopinatum Craib Caprifoliaceae 61.16 0.102
38 Garuga pinnata Roxb. Burseraceae 60.01 0.100
39 Mangifera caloneura Kurz. Anacardiaceae 58.95 0.098
40 Oroxylum indicum (L.) Kurz Bignoniaceae 54.61 0.091
41 Wendlandia tinctoria (Roxb.) DC. ssp. tinctoria Rubiaceae 5041 0.084
42  Grewia abutilifolia Vent ex Juss. Tiliaceae 41.79 0.070
43 Bambusa bambos (L.) Voss. Poaceae-Gramineae. 40.15 0.067
44 Vitex quinata (Loureiro) Williams Verbenaceae 40.00 0.067

45 Callicarpa sp.2 Verbenaceae 37.92 0.063
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Sum of biomass in each sp. Carbon of sp. per area

Scientific Name Family s y
(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
46 Dalbergia oliveri Gamble ex Prain. Leguminosae_ Papilionoideae 35.62 0.059
47  Buchanania lanzan Spreng. Anacardiaceae 31.16 0.052
48 Heteropanax fragrans (Roxb. ex DC.) Seem. Araliaceae 31.45 0.052
49  Ziziphus rugosa Lam. Rhamnaceae 26.10 0.044
50 Phoebe lanceolata ( Nees) Nees Lauraceae 2422 0.040
51 Colona floribunda (Wall. ex Kurz.) Craib Tiliaceae 22.87 0.038
52  Antidesma acidum Retz. Euphobiaceae 20.61 0.034
53 Glochidion eriocarpum Champ. Euphobiaceae 18.42 0.031
54  Sterculia villosa Roxb. Malvaceae 14.17 0.024
55 unknownL2 - 14.17 0.024
56 unknownLl1 - 14.08 0.023
57 Lagerstroemia undulata Koehne var. subangulata Lythraceae 12.93 0.022
58 Dimocarpus longan Lour. Sapindaceae 12.63 0.021
59 Blumea balsamifera (Linn.)DC. Asteraceae 8.74 0.015
60 Markhamia stipulata (Wall.) Seem. ex K. Sch. var. stipulata  Bignoniaceae 9.02 0.015
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Sum of biomass in each sp.

Carbon of sp. per area

Scientific Name Family R »

(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
61 Homalium ceylanicum (Gard.) Bth. Flacourtiaceae 7.07 0.012
62 Albizia lebbeck (Linn.)Benth. LeguminosaeMimosoideae 6.28 0.010
63  Diospyros glandulosa Lace. Ebenaceae 4.84 0.008
64 Boehmeria malabarica Wall. ex Wedd. Urticaceae 429 0.007
65 Cassia fistula Linn. Fabaceae 422 0.007
66 Atalantia monophylla (DC.) Correa Rutaceae 3.79 0.006
67 Litsea glutinosa (Lour.) C.B.Rob. var. glutinosa Lauraceae 2.99 0.005
68 Lagerstromia venusta Wall. ex Cl Lythraceae 1.58 0.003
69 Pavetta tomentosa Roxb. ex Sm. Rubiaceae 1.89 0.003
Total 16,611.73 27.685
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Sum of Biomass of sp. Carbon of sp. per area
Scientific Name Family R »
(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
1 Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. Theaceae 4163.52 6.939
2 Engelhardia spicata Lechen ex Blume var. spicata Juglandaceae 3898.4 6.497
3 Michelia baillonii (Pierre) Finet & Gagnep Magnoliaceae 29253 4.876
4 Lithocarpus mekongensis Fagaceae 2571.46 4.286
5 Eugenia Fruticosa Myrtaceae 1475.94 2.460
6 Heliciopsis terminalis Proteaceae 1390.6 2318
7 Lithocarpus elegans Hatus. ex Soepadmo Fagaceae 1374.88 2.291
8 Castanopsis diversifolia (Kurz) King ex. Hk.f. Fagaceae 1117.18 1.862
9 Lithocarpus polystachyus Fagaceae 1101.615 1.836
10 Buchanania lanzan Annacardiaceae 1014.07 1.690
11 Ilex umbellulata (Wall) Loes. Aquifoliaceae 760.21 1.267
12 Dalbergia cultrata Leguminosae  Papilionoideae 713.715 1.190

13 Eriobotrya bengalensis Leguminosae_Mimosoideae 575.45 0.959
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A1319 A-9 (AD)

Sum of Biomass of sp. Carbon of sp. per area

Scientific Name Family s »

(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
14 Actinodaphne henryi Gamble Lauraceae 547.37 0912
15 Grewia eriocarpa Juss. Tiliaceae 518.03 0.863
16  Eugenia cumini (L.) Druce var. cumini Myrtaceae 516.46 0.861
17 Archidendron lucidum Leguminosae Mimosoideae 437.17 0.729
18  Oroxylum indicum (L.) Kurz. Bignoniaceae 353.18 0.589
19  Castanopsis calathiformis Fagaceae 348.21 0.580
20  Markhamia stipulate Bignoniaceae 291.79 0.486
21 Litsea beusekomii Lauraceae 291.67 0.486
22 Elaeocarpus stipularis Blume. Elaeocarpaceae 226.15 0377
23 Ostodes paniculata Euphorbiaceae 207.37 0.346
24 Styrax benzoides Craib. Styracaceae 199.595 0.333
25 Callicarpa aborea Roxb. var. arborea Verbenaceae 192.33 0.321
26  Helicia nilagirica Proteaceae 187.8 0.313

27 Radermachera ignea ( Kurz) Steenis Bignoniaceae 180.74 0.301
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Sum of Biomass of sp.

Carbon of sp. per area

Scientific Name Family R »
(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
28  Glochidion sphaerogynum (M.-A.) Kurz Euphobiaceae 17827 0.297
29  Protium serratum Engl. Burseraceae 90.99 0.152
30 Mangifera caloneura Anacardiaceae 87.18 0.145
31 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. Phyllanthaceae 79.37 0.132
32 Eurya acuminata DC. Theaceae 74.485 0.124
33 Erythrina subumbrans Merr. Leguminosae Papilionoideae 70.23 0.117
34  Dalbergia rimosa Roxb. Leguminosae  Papilionoideae 64.01 0.107
35 Flacourtia indica (Burm.f.) Merr. Flaucourtiaceae 59.68 0.099
36 Semecarpus albicans Anacardiaceae 53.68 0.089
37 Diospyros glandulosa Lace. Ebenaceae 49.13 0.082
38 Scleropyrum pantandrum (Denn.) Mabb. Santalaceae 47.66 0.079
39 Dalbergia lanceolaria Leguminosae  Papilionoideae 43.65 0.073
40  Clausena excavata Rutaceae 37.72 0.063
41  Grewia hirsuta Vahl. Tiliaceae 34.54 0.058
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Sum of Biomass of sp.

Carbon of sp. per area

Scientific Name Family R y
(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
42 Chionanthus ramiflorus Oleaceae 33.57 0.056
43 Buchanania glabre Annacardiaceae 30.95 0.052
44  Sarcosperma arboreum Bth. ex Cl. Sapotaceae 28 0.047
45 Dimocarpus longan Lour. Sapindaceae 20.76 0.035
46  Balakata baccata (Roxb.) Euphorbiaceae 18.06 0.030
47  Knema elegans Myristicaceae 17.77 0.030
48  Flueggea virosa Phyllanthaceae 16.85 0.028
49  Glochidion eriocarpum Champ Euphobiaceae 15.19 0.025
50 Helicia formosana Hemsl. var. oblanceolata Sleumer Proteaceae 13.68 0.023
51 Callicarpa longifolia Verbenaceae 13.66 0.023
52 Melastoma pinnata Melastomataceae 13.18 0.022
53 Cinnamomum loureirii Lauraceae 8.59 0.014
54  Wendlandia tinctoria (Roxb.) DC. ssp. tinctoria Rubiaceae 8.13 0.014
55 Ficus subincisa Sm. Moraceae 8.00 0.013
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Sum of Biomass of sp.

Carbon of sp. per area

Scientific Name Family R »
(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
56 Ficus capillipes Gagnep Moraceae 7.7 0.013
57 Melastoma malaboathricum ssp. normale Melastomataceae 7.555 0.013
58 Phoebe lanceolata ( Nees) Nees Lauraceae 7.335 0.012
59 Melochia umbellata Malvaceae 7.115 0.012
60 Maesa Romontacae Myrsinaceae 6.675 0.011
61 Schoepfia fragrans Olacaceae 6.455 0.011
62 Ardisia quinguegoana Myrsinaceae 6.235 0.010
63 Embelia tsjeriam-cottam Myrsinaceae 6.015 0.010
64  Litsea glutinosa Lauraceae 5.795 0.010
65  Alangium kurzii Alangiaceae 5.575 0.009
66 Beilschmiedia intermedia Allen Lauraceae 5.355 0.009
67 Leea indica (Burm.f.) Merr Leeaceae 5.135 0.009
68  Lepisanthes tetraphylla Sapindaceae 4915 0.008
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Sum of Biomass of sp.

Carbon of sp. per area

Scientific Name Family R »
(50%60 m ) (tonC-ha )
69 Unknown N4 - 4.695 0.008
70  Ziziphus oenoplia (L.) Mill. var. oenoplia. Rhamnaceae 4255 0.007
71 Artocarpus thailandica Moraceae 4.035 0.007
72 Wendlandia scabra Rubiaceae 3.595 0.006
73 Archidendron clypearia Leguminosae Mimosoideae 3.375 0.006
74 Mallotus philippensis Euphobiaceae 3.155 0.005
75 Tarrenoidea wallichii Rubiaceae 2935 0.005
76  Aporosa octandra Phyllanthaceae 2.495 0.004
7T Crypteronia paniculata Crypteroniaceae 2275 0.004
78  Magnolia baillonii Magnoliaceae 2.055 0.003
79  Rhus chinensis Muell. Anacardiaceae 1.835 0.003
80 Unknown N10 - 1.615 0.003
Total 28,915.37 48.192
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Assessing ecological knowledge on swidden cultivation about biodiversity and carbon
sequestration in relation to forest restoration

Prasit Wangpakapattanawong, Palika Champrasert, and Panitnard Tunjai*

Forest Restoration Research Unit, Department of Biology, Faculty of Science, Chiang Mai
Universtiy, Chiang Mai 50200, Thailand, *E-mail: ptunjai@yahoo.com

Abstract

Rotational shifting cultivation is practiced by patches of forest are cleared and
burned during the dry season. The cleared fields are planted for 1 or more years with
upland rice or other crops, and then left to lie “fallow” to allow for natural succession that
results in secondary forest. The fallow phase allows soils to stabilize and gives forest
vegetation an opportunity to re-grow, to accumulate biomass. This research investigated
traditional land use practices of the Lawa and Karen hill tribes in northern Thailand in
different areas: natural forest (sacred forest) and fallow fields of three ages derived from
rotation shifting cultivation such as young fallow (1-2 years old), medum-age fallow (3-4
years old) and old fallow (7-8 years old). All woody plant species were identified and
counted in three transects (20m x 50m). Tree species in the sampling plots of the forest and
fallow areas were measured for circumference and height to calculate their volume and
biomass using allometric equations for carbon sequestration of aboveground carbon
assessment. The Shannon-Wiener diversity index of trees in the forest of both villages were
highest, 5.80 (Karen) and 5.40 (Lawa) and in fallow areas, old fallow of Karen villages was
highest, 5.17, but it was highest, 4.74, in medum-age fallow of the Lawa village. There
were similarities between woodly tree, sprouts and seedling species found in medium- and
those found in old- age fallow fields in Karen village but the woodly tree, sprouts and
seedling were similarities in medium-age fallow field and natural forest. The tree carbon
storage in the young-, medium-, and old fallow, and the forest were 0.46, 5.57, 50.52, and
65.35 tons/ha in the Karen village. They were 1.68, 7.88, 27.69, and 48.19 tons/ha in the
Lawa village.

Keywords: biodiversity, swidden cultivation, Karen, Lawa, carbon sequestration

1. Introduction

Forest degradation is a common environmental problem mn many tropical countries.
Biodiversity losses, flood, soil erosion and climate change are affected from deforestration,
which caused by illegal logging, forest fire and basic structure development in this region
(Delang 2002, Alencar et al. 2005, Houghton 2005, Schlamadinger et al. 2005, RED 2007).

Global climate change has been a global challenge. Both government and private
sectors have been pushing many research to solve this problem, for example, alternative
energy, conservation, and forest restoration. Forest has a major role in carbon storage or
carbon stock in global carbon cycle (Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) 2008). Age
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and growth rate of forest have affected on different potential of can bon storage; old forest
with enormous trees has high potential to sequester carbon in comparison to saplings and
seedlings in secondary forest.

Shifting cultivation is an old agricultural system, which has been carried out for
more than 1,000 years in high areas in south Asia, such as Cambodia, Laos, Burma,
Thailand and southern China (Spencer, 1966; Fox, 2000). Tree cutting, weeding and then
burning during dry season are an ordinary process for site prepation before growing various
crops (e.g. rice and vegetables) in subsequent rainy season. The areas will be abandoned in
few years later and therefore natural regeneration would be allowed to eventually create
secondary forest (Schmidt-Vogt, 1999, 2001; Mertz et al., 2009). Soil quality, biomass, and
productivity could be improved during abandoned period. Longer abandoned time has
shown higher change for carbon storage and biodiversity recovery (Lawrence et al, 1998;
Rerkasem et al, 2009). Wangpakapattanawong et al. (2010) reported that Lua and Karen
are minority groups those continuingly performed original shifting cultivation. Old fallow
has high potential to become secondary forest if fire prevention and pasture control are
taken into account to allow seed dispersal mechanism. Carbon could be stored at different
locations in the forests; in biomass or underground. Soil carbon is two times higher
compared to atmospheric carbon which undoubtedfully affected by global climate (IPCC,
2001).

Large number of studies on carbon storage had been done in natural forests in
Thailand (Jampanin and Gajaseni 2004, Chidthaisong and Lichaikul 2005, Janmahasatien et
al. 2005, Tangsinmankong et al. 2007, Pibumrung et al. 2008), however, none has been
carried out in naturally regenerated old fallow. Conversion being carbon source to carbon
sink is still questionable for the old fallow. Therefore, biodiversity and carbon storage of
the abandoned old fallow in various ages; young (0-1 year), middle (3-4 years) and old (6-8
years) plots, could be assessed to illustrate the level of succession compared to natural
forest nearby. This comparison can explain if shifting cultivation has affected on natural
resource conservaion in highland areas in Thailand and this region. The objectives of this
study were 1) to measure diversity of plant and its ecological importance and i) to quatify
carbon storage in naturally regenerated fallows.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1 Study site

Abandoned fallow was selected from 2 villages; the villagers were minority groups
(Lua and Karen). Mued Long and Mae Hae Tai village (Lua and Karen respectively) were
located in Mae Chaem district, Chiang Mai province (latitude 18° 24° N to 18° 26° N and
longtitude 98° 07° E to 98° 10° E) (Fig. 1). Most areas are mountainous, therefore,
important as watershed for maintain a major river “Mae Chaem”.

Three different ages (yound, middle and old) of abandoned fallow were identified;
1, 4 and 7 years old plots at Lawa village, Meud Long and 1, 3 and 8 years old plots at
Karen village, Mae Hae Tai In addition, a patch of natural forest was chosen from nearby
each village (Table 1 and Figure 1).



231

88  Table 1. Direction and elevation of study sites

Site Karen village, Mae Hae Tai Lawa village, Mued Long
Fallow age 1-year 3-year 8-year Forest 1-year 4-year 7-year Forest
Direction NE(80°)  NE(30°) NE(0°)  SW(210°) SW(196°) NW(300°)  SW(230°)  NE(20°)
Elevation(ms]) 1,061 1,078 1,040 1,392 1,158 1,008 1,121 1,040
89
90
Chiang Mai
Mae
\ Chaem
=
/
91
92
93 Fig 1. Map of study sites; Mued Long (above left) and Mae Hae Tai (below left)
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2.2 Biodiverstiy measurement
2.2.1) Trees

A plot (20 x 50 m) was laid at 3 different contour lines; top, middle and base, at 3
diferent ages of abandoned fallow and nearby natural forest at both sites, 12 plots in total.
Elevation, GPS coordinates and slopes of each plot were recorded. Each plot was divided
mto 10 subplots (10 x 10 m). Height and diameter at breast height (DBH) were recorded for
trees (DBH >10 cm) and additionally number of stems for coppicings. Voucher specimen
was collected for species identification.

2.2.2) Seedlings and Sprouts
A circle plot (diameter 5 m) was placed at each corner of 12 plots (from 2.2.1).
Species and number of each seedling and sprout (height <1.3 m) were recored.

2.2.3) Ecologcial indices

Frequency, density, dominace, ecological importance value index (IVI), species
diversity mdex (Shannon-Wiener’s Index), evenness index (Pielou's evenness), and
similarity index (Sorensen Coeflicient) were calculated.

2.3 Carbon measurement
2.3.1) Aboveground biomass: trees

Girth and height of each tree in each sampling plot were measured and then
calculated carbon storage using allometric equations (Ogawa et al., 1965; IPCC, 2003,
Ohkubo et al. 2006).

2.3.2) Aboveground biomass: ground flora

Four of 1xI m plot were randomly established at each contour line, at 3 different
fallows of different ages, 12 plots in total All ground flora was collected, then dried at
80°C (48 hrs or until no change in dried weight). Carbon was estimated to be half of dried
biomass (Dixon et al., 1994).

2.3.3) Aboveground biomass: woody necromass (World Agroforestry Centre, 2010)

Line transect (25 m) was laid out to study carbon storage in woody necromass.
Woody debris was categorized into 2 different groups; coarse (CWD) and fine woody
debris (FWD). CWD (> 200 mm diameter) was measured diatmeter and wood strength.
Any woody sample (20 — 50 mm thickness) on the line transect was collected to measure
wet weight and thickness. Similarly, FWD (20 — 199 mm diameter) n 2 m width from line
transect was collected, and then dried at 80°C until no change in dried weight. Biomass was
measured to calculate carbon storage.

3. Results and discussion
3.1 Biodiversity and species similarity

Tree species in the Karen and Lawa villages increased with fallow age and topped
in the natural forests. The Shannon Diversity indices and species richness of woody plant in
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both villages increased with the age of the fallow fields, and were highest in the natural
forests. These results agree with many studies of sacred forests in India that sacred forests
had higher plant diversity than surrounding areas (Jamr and Pandey, 2003;
Khumbongmayum et al., 2006), and the natural forest in Karen have been protected more
strongly by villagers compared the Lawa village so they are not allowed to disturb by
logging, but they can keep non-timber products from the forests (Junsongduang et al.,
2014). The Shannon values in the natural forests were 5.80 mn Karen and 5.36 in Lawa
village, and 4.9 and 4.7 for the seedlings and sprouts in Lawa village. The Shanon diversity
of the 8-year-old fallow field of the seedlings and the 1-year-old fallow of the sprouts were
highest values than other fallow fields in the Karen village. The Pielou’s evenness of tree,
seedling and sprouts tended to decrease with fallow age i both villages, but with the
sprouts of Lawa village, and the trees, the seedlings and the sprouts of the natural forests
showing opposite patterns in this respects (Table 2).

Table 2. Species diversity and eveness of woody plant and seedling species in fallow fields
of different age and natural forest of two villages

Site Karen village, Ban Mae Hae Tai Lawa village, Ban Mhude Long

Fores

Fallow age l-year 3-year  8-year t

1-year 4-year 7-year  Forest

Tree (50x60m?)

Number of species 2 29 87 92 8 47 67 80
Number of trees 2 178 548 429 15 177 695 284
Density (m?) 0.07 5.93 18.27 14.30 0.50 5.90 23.17 9.47
Shannon diversity (H') 1.00 4.12 5.17 5.80 2.82 474 4.66 5.36
Pielou's evenness (J') 3.32 0.47 0.36 0.38 0.85 0.44 0.35 0.41
Seedling(235.6m?)

Number of species 17 34 53 61 16 44 29 61
Number of seedling 32 154 711 328 51 240 120 443
Density (m™) 2.67 12.83 59.25 2733 425 20.00 10.00 36.92
Shannon diversity (H') 3.72 4.52 4.55 2.00 3.38 437 4.26 4.94
Pielou's evenness (J") 0.66 0.46 0.35 0.40 0.59 0.42 0.48 0.38
Sprouts(235.6m?)

Number of species 50 32 32 24 39 36 38 43
Number of sprouts 435 208 116 80 454 107 154 285
Density (m?) 36.25 17.33 9.67 6.67 37.83 8.92 12.83 23.75
Shannon diversity (H') 471 0.77 4.50 3.98 3.04 4.58 4.28 4.68

Pielou's evenness (J') 0.38 0.43 0.48 0.52 0.38 0.49 0.46 0.41
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Different tree species were dominant at the different sites due to density or biomass
of plants. In the Karen village, Kydia calycina Roxb. and Aporosa villosa (Lindl) Baill
had the highest IVI in 1- and 3- year fallow, while in the other Karen sites, members of
Fagaceae had the highest IVI values such as, Lithocarpus polystachyus (Wall. ex A. DC.)
Rehd. in 8 year fallow and Lithocarpus mekongensis in the natural forest. In the Lawa
village, there were different important tree species, for example, Canarium subulatum
Guill, Quercus vestita Rehder & E.H.Wilson, Spondias pinnata (L.f) Kurz and Schima
wallichii (DC.) Korth. in the 1-, 4- , 7- year fallow and natural forest, respectively (Table
3). Moreover, the other reason of dominant species in fallow field may be the result of
history and human that is the villager cut and burn vegetable in fallow fields before
growing rice and sometime they have left somes tree were either too thick or too big for
cutting in their fields such as Fagaceae. The most of Fagaceae were dominant in secondary
forest in northern Thailand (Sabhasri, 1987; Schmidt-Vogt, 1998, 1999; Kanjunt and
Oberhauser, 1994) because they coppice fromstumps that are burned. In the Lawa village
shown, Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. is the dominant species in the natural forest because
that species is dominant in disturbed areas and undisturbed area (Forru, 2006; Fukushima et
al., 2007, Vierira and Proctor, 2007)

Table 3. Importance Value Index in the fallow fields and the natural forests of the Karen
and Lawa villages

Site
Scientific Name VI
Fallow age
Karen village
1-yr Kydia calycina Roxb. 187.2
3-yr Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. 39.51
8-yr Lithocarpuspolystachyus (Wall. ex A. DC.) Rehd. 37.18
NF Lithocarpus mekongensis 21.96
Lawa village
1-yr Canariumsubulatum Guill. 62.37
4-yr Quercus vestita Rehder & EH. Wilson 43.02
7-yr Spondiaspinnata (L.f.) Kurz 26.26
NF Schima wallichii (DC.) Korth. 29.10

Both of tree species in young fallow i two villages were similar also the tree
species in Karen as same as tree species in Lawa in the same year fallow field. In addition,
the similarity value of 32.56, 28 species for woody plant in the natural forests (Table 4).
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179  Table 4. Sorensen’s similarity index of tree species in Karen and Lawa villages

Lawa villge
sample plot
1yr-ML 4 yrs-ML 7 yrs-ML Sacred-ML
1 yr-MH 20.00 (1) 0.00 (0) 2.90 (1) 244 (1)
3yrs-MH 16.22 (3) 36.84 (14) 25.00 (12) 25.69 (14)
Karen village
8 yrs-MH 14.74 (7) 32.84 (22) 50.65 (39) 32.34 (27)
Sedosa-MH 2.00 (1) 21.58 (15) 18.87 (15) 32.56 (28)

180

181 3.2 Carbon assessment

182  The average carbon storage in Karen and Lawa village increased with the age of the fallow
183 field and were highest in the natural forests, 65.35 tonC-ha "' in Karen and 48.19 tonC-ha ™'
184  in Lawa village. Furthermore, the carbon of ground flora in the sample sites shown that the
185  carbon content in 3- year fallow in Karen village higher than other sites while the carbon
186  content in 1- year fallow were highest in Lawa village (Table 5), but the carbon of woody
187  necromass couldn’t be measured because the villagers keep coarse and fine woody debris
188 as firewood. The carbon is stored i the biomass, and the biomass increased with the
189  duration of fallow (Montagnini and Nair, 2004).

190

191 Table 5. Carbon storage of aboveground biomass (trees and ground flora) in the young-,

192  medium-, and old- fallow fields, and the natural forests in Karen and Lawa village

Site Karen Lawa
Fallow age 1-yr 3-yr 8-yr NF 1-yr 4-yr 7-yr NF
Tree (tonC-ha '1) 0.46 5.57 50.52 65.35 1.68 7.88 27.69 48.19
Ground flora (tonC-ha ™) 0.15 0.36 0.26 0.05 0.55 0.23 0.05 0.10
193
194 4. Conclusion
195 Both of the tree species biodiversity and biomass of tree in the Karen and Lawa

196  villages increased with the age of fallow field and the highest in the natural forests.
197  Moreover, the biomass of tree is related to carbon sequestration, and carbon storage in the
198  natural forest was highest and higher than in the fallow fields. Lastly, shifting cultivation is
199  ahighly effective forest conservation and management of ethnic minorities.

200
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Genetic diversity of Ficus hirta var. hirta populations on swidden cultivation in relation to

forest restoration area, Northern Thailand
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Abstract

This investigation was aim to study the level of genetic diversity and relationship among
Ficus hirta Vahl “Keystone species” in tropical forest ecosystem restoration areas. This research
determined genetic diversity, six loci microsatellite marker was examined of nine populations in
fallow field at Karen and Lawa villages, Mae Cheam District, Chiang Mai both natural forest and
fallow area at age 3 and 5 years. In these studies, the average number of allele per locus was
from 2.677+0.516 to 4.333+0.816. The genetic diversity over loci is from 0.615 to 0.687, from
the result show that the genetic variability in fallow field and natural forest are nearly. AMOVA
result revealed higher genetic diversity within population compared to among them. Structure
analysis shows that populations of F. hirta that found in natural forest and fallow fields have
admixture of genes means that gene flow from natural forest approach to fallow fields.
Moreover, the result from principal coordinate analysis (PCoA) could divide the populations of
F. hirta into four sub-groups. This research indicates that microsatellite markers are useful tools
to measure genetic diversity within Ficus hirta var. hirta and could be used to measure how far

of genetic disperse from natural forest into fallow fields.

Keywords: microsatellite markers, genetic diversity, forest restoration, secondary succession,
northern Thailand
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1. Introduction

Forest degradation is one of the main environmental problems in many tropical countries,
including Thailand. Deforestation problem in recent decades, with adverse consequences for
biodiversity loss, flooding, soil erosion and climate change (Hougton 2005; Schlamadinger et al.,
2005). The well known main causes of deforestation are illegal logging, mtensive agricultural
expansion, forest fires and infrastructure development (Delang 2002; Alencar et al., 2005; RFD
2007). Climate change is another environmental problem. Government and private sectors
worldwide are attempting to mitigate the effects of global warming by promoting alternative
energy research as well as forest conservation and restoration.

Swidden cultivation is a traditional farm of agriculture, which has been practiced for more
than thousand years in the mountainous regions of mainland Southeast Asia, i.e. Cambodia,
Laos, Myanmar, Thailand, Vietham and China’s Yunnan province (Spencer, 1996; Fox, 2000).
In this land use system, patches of forest are cut down and burned during the dry season to clear
and fertilize the site for cultivation. The cleared fields are planted for one or more years with
upland rice or other crops during the rainy season and then left to and lie “fallow” for periods of
varying length to allow natural succession that result in secondary forest (Schmidt-Vogt 1999,
2001; Mertz et al., 2009). The fallow phase allows soils to stabilize and gives forest vegetation
an opportunity to re-grow, to accumulate biomass, and to provide various non-timber forest
products. Moreover, if the fallow phase is long enough, there is considerable opportunity for
both carbon sequestration and biodiversity conservation (Lawrence et al., 1998; Rerkasem et al.,
2009; Wangpakapattanawong et al., 2010). Wangpakapattanawong et al. (2010) reported that in
traditional land use practices of the Lawa and Karen, older fallows have considerable potential
for natural forest recovery, provided they are protected from the fire and cattle browsing, are
close to seed sources and seed dispersal mechanism across the landscape remain operative. In
addition to the ecological survey of forest recovery in swidden cultivation.

Fig trees (Ficus, Moraceac) are keystone plant resources in many tropical ecosystem
(Herre et al., 2008), providing food for highly assemblages of mammals, birds and other fig-
eating animals which also disperse their seeds. Ficus species rely on their host specific
pollinating wasps (Hymenoptera, Agaonidae) for pollen dispersal (Chen et al., 2012). A recent
study on Ficus hirta, a small dioecious tree in Southern Asia, found an exception, suggesting a

high pollen-to-seed migration ratio and relatively long-distance dispersal by its pollinators (Yu et
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al., 2010). The recorded difference in pollen flow at Ficus species reflects variation in the flight
behavior of their pollinators (Compton et al., 2000; Harrison and Rasplus 2006) and may reflect
underlying variation in the density fruiting patterns and growth forms of their host plants, rather
than breeding system per se (Harrison 2003; Ghazoul 2005).

Some Genetic markers, such as microsatellite markers, are highly variable and allow
precise estimates of genetic differences among individuals and populations and of ranges of
pollen and seed dispersal, and therefore they can be used to describe mating patterns within
populations and to examine genetic and ecological factors contributing to reproductive success
(Isagi et al., 2004). In this study we employed microsatellite markers to genotype F. hirta
individuals of nine populations, with the following aims, to study genetic diversity and gene flow

of fig populations.

2. Material and methods
2.1 Field work
Young leaves of adult trees and second-generation seedlings of F. hirta were collected
from natural forest and fallow fields at Karen and Lawa villages, Mae Chaem District (18° 25’ N
- 18° 28’ N and longitude 98° 08' E — 98° 11’ E) and out site sampling from natural forest at Ban
Pae, Ban Kok Noi, Ban Kong Kai and Ban Ho, Chiang Mai province, Thailand. Their geographic

locations were also recorded.
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Figure 1 Sampling sites of Ficus hirta var. hirta at the natural forest and fallow field at Mae
Chaem, Chiang Mai province, Thailand. ST; natural forest Ban Mae HaeTai, MH5YR; fallow
age 5 years Ban Mae Hae Tai, NMS; natural forest Ban Mhude Long, M3YR; fallow age 3 years
Ban Mhude Long, HOT; natural forest Ban Ho, KNT; natural forest Ban Kok Noi, KKT; natural
forest Ban Kong Kai, PT; natural forest Ban Pae.

2.2 Genomic DNA extraction

Genomic DNA was extracted from fresh juvenile leaves by Young leaves (approximately
100 g) were ground to fine powder using liquid nitrogen. Genomic DNA was extracted by
Genomic DNA Extration Kit Mmni, RealGenomics (RBCBioscience). The isolated DNA samples
were diluted in deionized water. The quality and quantity of genomic DNA were determined by
spectrophotometer and 1% agarose gel electrophoresis. Furthermore, DNA stock stored at -20 °C.

2.3 Microsatellite analysis

Each sample was genotyped by using six microsatellites FinsP8, FinsN1, FinsN3 (Vignes
et al., 2006), FM4-15 (Zavodna et al., 2005), Frub391 (Crozer et al., 2007) and MFC-1
(Khadari et al., 2001). Polymerase chain reaction (PCR) were performed in a 20 pl reaction
containing 100 ng genomic DNA, 10X PCR Buffer, 25 mM MgCl,, 10 pl of each primer, 10
mM dNTP, and 0.5 units of Biotaq'™ DNA polymerase. Amplification was run on a My-Cycler
thermocycler (BIO-RAD®), which was set the program for a “touchdown” PCR (Khadari et al.
2001) as follow: an initial denaturation step at 94 °C for 5 minutes; 10 cycles of 94 °C for 30
seconds, annealing at 57 — 52 °C for 30 seconds (0.5 °C decrease in each cycle), and extension at
72 °C for 30 seconds; 35 cycles of 94 °C for 30 seconds, 60 °C for 30 seconds, and 72 °C for 30
seconds. A final extension was programmed at 72 °C for 5 minutes. The PCR products were size
fractionated through 10% polyacrylaminde gel electrophoresis.

2.4 Data analysis

Each bands position for F. hirta was scored as bp size, only obvious bands were
considered. Genetic variation within population, namely number of allele (A) and private allele,
allele frequency, observed heterozygosity (Hop), expect heterozygosity (Hg) and fixation index
(F; Wright, 1965) were calculated by GenAlEx version 6.501 (Peakall and Smouse 2006).

Departures from Hardy—Weinberg equilibrium at each locus in every population were examined



247

by using Fisher’s Exact Test (Guo and Thomson, 1992) mmplemented m ARLEQUIN 3.5
(Excoffier et al., 2006). Pair-wise genetic distance (Fsr) based on allele frequency variance were
calculated by ARLEQUIN 3.5. The genetic groups were determined using the optimal number of
groups (K) was explored with STRUCTURE 2.3.4 (Pritchard et al., 2000) using the following
scheme; 20 runs were performed for each K value from 1 to 9 (the original populations number)
with a bun in of 10,000 and MCMC repetitions of 10,000. AK as the criterion for the most
reliable K value. Individuals were then assigned to each group while ignoring theirr orignal
population information, setting burn-in length as 300,000 and MCMC repetitions as 1,000,000.

3. Result and Discussion

To investigated genetic diversity among population of Ficus hirta var. hirta in natural
forest and fallow field by microsatellite molecular markers. The genetic variations of the six
microsatellite loci were screening all nine populations (table 1). The number of the effective
allele ranged from 2.424+0.140 to 2.976+0.288 and Shannon’s information index (I) at each
populations varied from 0.920+0.073 to 1.163+0.101. In addition, the Observed number of
alleles (N,), Effective number of alleles (N,) and Shannon's Information index also were higher
in fallow fields than natural forest. Nevertheless, the theory and many research indicated that the
large populations in natural forest often were stronger diversity than small populations (Fischer
and Matthies 1998; Kruger et al., 2002). But in small areas that are disturbed habitat had lower
genetic diversity and population size. The reasons for the diminishing of genetic variation can be
attributed to the effects of mbreeding, which augments the number of homozygote in the
populations and genetic drift that led to alter in allele frequencies (Ellstrand and Elam, 1993;
Ouborg et al., 1999).

Gene diversity over loci modified from 0.601 to 0.686. From the result suggested that
gene diversity in natural forest and fallow fields are nearly. Genetic diversity is in fact important
to allow genetic improvement and faciltate rapid adaptation to changing environments and
breeding objectives (Notter, 1999). The higher variability observed within F. hirta populations at
Ban Mae Hae Tai and Ban Mhude Long can potentially be attributed to the absence of strong
artificial selection pressures, a high level of admixture in these populations (Rege, 1999; Dadi et
al., 2008) causing increased heterozygosity, which is a distinctive trait of large traditional
populations.
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Table 1 Genetic diversity of Ficus hirta var. hirta all nine populations.

Population n Na Ne Allele frequency Ho Hg I Gene diversity Elevation

per loci over loci (ms])

Natural Forest Ban M ae Hae 11 4.333£0.333 | 2.644£0.316 4.333+£0.816 0.606+0.318 0.615+£0.154 1.106+0.116 0.615+0.361 1392

Tai (tree); ST

Fallow age 5 years Mae Hae 7 4.000£0.447 | 2.914+0.336 4.000+0.000 0.952+0.116 0.686+0.089 1.163£0.101 0.686+0.408 1008

Tai (tree) ; MHSYRT

Fallow age 5 years Mae Hae 11 3.833+£0.307 | 2.854+0.319 3.833+0.753 0.924+0.145 0.659+0.095 1.133+£0.088 0.659+0.383 1008

Tai (seedling); MHS5YRS

Natural Forest Ban M hude 13 3.833+£0.307 | 2.569+0.062 3.833+0.753 0.910+0.184 0.633+0.025 1.062+0.034 0.633+£0.367 1040

Long (seedling); NM S

Fallow age 3 years Mhude 15 3.500+0.428 | 2.832+0.275 3.500+1.049 0.922+0.160 0.652+0.087 1.090+0.103 0.652+0.374 1078

Long (seedling); M3YRS

Natural Forest Ban Ho; HOT 17 2.667+0.211 | 2.424+0.140 3.333+£0.816 1.000-£0.000 0.600+0.066 0.924+0.073 0.601£0.379 1250

Natural Forest Ban Kok Noi 17 3.333+£0.333 | 2.976+0.288 2.667+£0.516 1.000+0.000 0.667+0.090 1.119+0.103 0.667+0.379 1170

; KNT

Natural Forest Ban Kong 18 3.167+£0.307 | 2.761£0.210 3.000+0.632 1.000+0.000 0.641+0.074 1.063+0.089 0.641+0.365 1120

Kai; KKT

Natural Forest Ban Pae; PT 22 3.000+0.258 | 2.778+0.268 3.167+0.753 1.000£0.000 0.642+0.081 1.040+0.089 0.642+0.368 1207

Na; Number of different allele

Ne; Number of effective allele

I; Shannon’s Information index
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Table 2 Analysis of molecular variance (AMOVA) for F. hirta var. hirta populations (P<0.001)

d.f. Sum of squares Mean squares Variance % of total variance
Among populations 8 208.741 26.093 1.678 47%
Within populations 122 235.259 1.928 1.928 53%
Total 130 444.000 3.607 100%

Table 3 Nei’s unbiased measure of genetic identity (above diagonal) and genetic distance (below

diagonal)

Pop ID ST MHSYRT | MHSYRS NMS M3YRS HOT KNT KKT PT
ST koA 0.7436 0.7632 0.6291 0.6384 0.5074 0.3824 0.5269 0.5203
MHSYRT 0.2963 Hk A 0.9898 0.6957 0.8518 0.5876 0.5114 0.6526 0.5747
MHS5YRS 0.2703 0.0102 HoA Ak 0.6962 0.7668 0.7149 0.5450 0.7186 0.6243
NMS 0.4635 0.3629 0.3622 koA 0.7934 0.6345 0.4309 0.5488 0.5423
M3YRS 0.4489 0.1604 0.2662 0.2315 kR 0.6782 0.5216 0.5783 0.5941
HOT 0.6784 0.5317 0.3356 0.4550 0.3883 ok Ax 0.7710 0.6687 0.6719
KNT 0.9614 0.6705 0.6069 0.8418 0.6508 0.2600 HokAK 0.5036 0.7051
KKT 0.6408 0.4268 0.3305 0.6000 0.5477 0.4024 0.6860 HA Ak 0.6079
PT 0.6533 0.5539 0.4711 0.6119 0.5207 0.3976 0.3494 0.4977 ok ok

(ST; Natural Forest Ban Mae Hae Tai, MHSYRT; Fallow age 5 years Mae Hae Tai (tree),
MHSYRS; Fallow age 5 years Mae Hae Tai, NMS; Natural Forest Ban Mhude Long, M3YRS;
Fallow age 3 years Mhude Long, HOT; Natural Forest Ban Ho, KNT; Natural Forest Ban Kok
Noi, KKT; Natural Forest Ban Kong Kai and PT; Natural Forest Ban Pae)

According to microsatellite results (Table 2, P<0.001), the analysis of molecular variance
(AMOVA) results indicated that most variation apportioned within populations about 53% and
variation among populations about 47%.

Both coefficients of genetic distance (D) and genetic identity (l), were calculated for
paired comparison of the nine populations, based on the normalized identity of all loci between
each of the populations (Nei 1978) (Table 3). The mean value of D and | were 0.4706 and
0.6358, respectively. The highest genetic distance (0.9614) and the lowest genetic identity
(0.3824) were obtain between the population of natural forest Ban Mae Hae Tai (ST) and natural
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forest Ban Kok Noi (KNT), whereas the relationship between the populations of natural forest
Ban Mae Hae Tai (ST) and fallow age 5 years of Ban Mae Hae Tai (MHSYR), natural forest Ban
Mhude Long (NM) and fallow age 3 years of Ban Mhude Long (M3YR) were the most related.
Obviously, most of the populations from the relatively close or same regions had lover D values
such as natural forest Ban Mae Hae Tai (ST) and fallow age 5 years of Ban Mae Hae Tai
(MH5YR) (0.2703) and natural forest Ban Kok Noi and natural forest Ban Ho (0.2600). But it
was noteworthy that large D value among some geographically close population, whereas low D
values between geographically distant populations were also detected.

K=4

ST MHST MHSS NMS M3YRS HOT KNT KKT PT
K=5

ST MHST MHS5S NMS M3YRS HOT KNT KKT PT
K=9

ST MHST MHS5S NMS M3YRS HOT KNT KKT PT

Figure 2 Summary plot of estimate of Ficus hirta for K = 9 in 9 cattle populations. Each
mndividual is represented by a single vertical divided in to K colored segments, where K is the

number of cluster assumed with the length proportional to each of the K inferred cluster. Black
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color separates the populations. (ST; Natural Forest Ban Mae Hae Tai, MHSYRT; Fallow age 5
years Mae Hae Tai (tree), MHSYRS; Fallow age 5 years Mae Hae Tai, NMS; Natural Forest
Ban Mhude Long, M3YRS; Fallow age 3 years Mhude Long, HOT; Natural Forest Ban Ho,
KNT; Natural Forest Ban Kok Noi, KKT; Natural Forest Ban Kong Kai and PT; Natural Forest
Ban Pae)

Principal Coordinates (PCoA)
€ KKT
®MH5YRS ¢ ST
5 &rT @ MHSYRT
g
S @ KNT € HoT
4 M3YRS
¢ NMS
Coord. 1

Figure 3 Plots of the principal coordinate analysis (PCoA) from the covariance matrix
with data standardization (the first and second axes explain 33.44% and 17.18% of variation).
(ST; Natural Forest Ban Mae Hae Tai, MHS5YRT; Fallow age 5 years Mae Hae Tai (tree),
MHS5YRS; Fallow age 5 years Mae Hae Tai, NMS; Natural Forest Ban Mhude Long, M3YRS;
Fallow age 3 years Mhude Long, HOT; Natural Forest Ban Ho, KNT; Natural Forest Ban Kok
Noi, KKT; Natural Forest Ban Kong Kai and PT; Natural Forest Ban Pae)

The likelihood values and variance of the bootstrap were plotted against K value to select
the optimum K values to provide the most reliable results. We found that the variance of
likelihood increased slightly from K=3 to 9 and reached its peak at K=9, while the probability of
the LnP(D) dramatically decreased beyond at the assumed K=9. At K=4 and 5, F. hirta
populations sample from Karen and Lawa villages (both of natural forest and fallow age 3 and 5)
were grouped together , while the other village (Ban Ho, Ban Kok Noi, Ban Kong Kai and Ban
Pae) tended to separate to the other cluster. At K=9 showed some degree of admixture in Ficus
hirta populations. We found that the allelic frequencies for two villages both of natural forest
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Ban Mae Hae Tai, fallow age 5 years and natural forest Ban Mhude Long, fallow age 3 years
were similarity. The other villages (Ban Kok Noi, Ban Kong Kai, Ban Ho and Ban Pae) could be
attributed to another cluster from Ban Mae Hae Tai and Ban Mhude Long could be attributed to
their unique genetic compositions, geographical isolation, and ecological differences (Edea et al.,
2013). The grouping of Ban Mae Hae Tai and Ban Mhude Long are likely to be due to a high
level of admixture and similarity of production environments. STRUCTURE analyzes clearly
separated Ban Mae Hae Tai and Ban Mhude Long from the other villages, which is in
accordance with their separate geographical origins and domestication (Loftus et al, 1994, 1999;
Bradley et al., 1996).

The genetic structure of nine populations of F. hirta at Mae Chaem, Chiang Mai were
analyzed using the Principal Coordinates (PCoA) revealed a clear differentiation between F.
hirta populations (Figure 3). Four major clusters were identified; cluster I contained F. hirta
populations from natural forest and fallow field aged 5 years Ban Mae Hae Tai, cluster II
contained natural forest and fallow fields aged 3 years Ban Mhude Long, cluster III contained
natural forest Ban Ho, Ban Kok Noi and Ban Pae and cluster IV only contained natural forest
Ban Kong Kai. Moreover PCoA also confirmed the results obtained from Nei’'s GD estimates
(Kaur et al., 2014)

From the result mean that’s there some dispersers to help dispersed seed and/or pollen
from natural forest to fallow fields. There are two mechanisms of gene flow; pollen transport and
another one was seed dispersal (Pakkad et al., 2008). Figs (Ficus spp.) are frequently considered
as “keystone resource” for many frugivorous mammals due to theirr abundance and year round
fruting phenology. Several fig frut species eaten by the common fruit-eaten bat, bird, lemur,
primate, insect, rodent, deer, lizard, beer and mammal (Alberecht et al., 2010; Da-Rong et al.,
2002; Soler et al., 2010). In addition to seed dispersal is an important of gene flow, because of
seed of fig tree are dispersed by animals, such as bats and birds, have the ability to fly long
distance (Lambert and Marshall, 1991; Compton et al., 1996; Tan et al., 1998; Shilton et al.,
1999). Another one is pollen dispersal, founded in dioecious fig by pollinating wasps (Harrison,
1996). So Ficus hirta was dioecious with cross pollination that may be probably gene flow by
pollen and seed dispersal (Yu et al., 2006). That showed admixture between F. hirta population
between fallow field aged 5 years Ban Mae Hae Tai and fallow field age 3 years Ban Mhude
Long (Figure 2).
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4. Conclusions

In this study, six loci of microsatellite markers were selected to study genetic diversity and
genetic differentiation between natural forest and fallow fields. Allele frequency per loci of F.
hirta were ranging from 2.667 to 4.333 wherewith natural forest at Ban Mae Hae Tai have nearly
to fallow age 5 years and natural forest at Ban Mhude Long and fallow age 3 years were too.
Genetic diversity over loci were among 0.615 to 0.687, from these result suggested that genetic
diversity in fallow fields are nearly with natural forest. Moreover, the result from STRUCTURE
2.3.4 and PCoA showed the admixture in F. hirta populations both of Karen and Lawa villages.
May be they have seed and/or pollen dispersal from natural forest to fallow fields. And from this
study, we can group the populations of F. hirta in these study sites at Mae Chaem district into
four sub-clusters. Therefore, microsatellite technique could be used to study the genetic
structure, genetic variability of F. hirta var. hirta populations, and used for the tools to measure

how successes of forest restoration by natural succession.
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	4.บันทึกจำนวนต้น ความสูง และ ขนาดเส้นรอบวงที่ระดับความสูง 1.30 เมตร ของต้นไม้ยืนต้นและไม้แตกกอทุกต้นในแปลงสำรวจของแต่ละพื้นที่ทั้งหมด
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	1.3) การวิเคราะห์ข้อมูลนิเวศวิทยาเชิงปริมาณของพันธุ์ไม้
	1.3.1 ความถี่ของพืช (Frequency)
	เป็นค่าที่แสดงให้เห็นถึงการกระจายของพืชชนิดใดใดในพื้นที่ที่สังคมพืชนั้นขึ้นอยู่ โดยพันธุ์ไม้ที่พบในแปลงตัวอย่างทุกแปลงจะมีค่าความถี่สูงที่สุด (100%) พันธุ์ไม้ที่พบเฉพาะในแปลงสุ่มตัวอย่างบางแปลงจะมีค่าความถี่น้อยลง
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	ความถี่สัมพัทธ์ของพืชชนิด ก. =            Uความถี่ของพันธุ์ไม้ชนิด ก.U   x 100
	ผลรวมของค่าความถี่ของพันธุ์ไม้ทุกชนิด
	1.3.2.ความหนาแน่นของพืช (Density)
	แสดงให้เห็นถึงจำนวนประชากรของพันธุ์ไม้แต่ละชนิดในสังคมพืชโดยเฉลี่ยต่อพื้นที่
	ความหนาแน่นของพันธุ์ไม้ชนิด ก. =    Uจำนวนต้นไม้ทั้งหมดของพันธุ์ไม้ชนิด ก.U  (ต้น/แปลง)
	จำนวนแปลงสุ่มตัวอย่างที่ที่ใช้ศึกษาทั้งหมด
	ความหนาแน่นสัมพัทธ์ของพันธุ์ไม้ชนิด ก. =  Uความหนาแน่นของพันธุ์ไม้ชนิด ก.U  x 100
	ผลรวมของค่าความหนาแน่นของพันธุ์ไม้ทุกชนิด
	1.3.3.ความเด่นของพืช (Dominance)
	สำหรับพันธุ์ไม้ยืนต้นนั้นมักนิยมหาค่าความเด่นของพันธุ์ไม้โดยใช้พื้นที่หน้าตัดของลำต้นเป็นหลัก ซึ่งได้จากการวัดขนาดของลำต้นที่ความสูง1.30 เมตร จากพื้นดิน
	ความเด่นสัมพัทธ์ของพืชชนิด ก. = Uพื้นที่หน้าตัดลำต้นรวมของพันธุ์ไม้ชนิด ก.U   x 100
	พื้นที่หน้าตัดลำต้นรวมของพันธุ์ไม้ทุกชนิด
	1.3.4. ดัชนีความสำคัญทางนิเวศวิทยา (Ecological Importance Value Index, IVI)
	ค่าที่แสดงถึงลักษณะของพันธุ์ไม้แต่ละชนิดในสังคมพืชป่าไม้ 3 ค่า คือ ความถี่ ความหนาแน่นและความเด่นจะให้ความหมายคนละด้านเกี่ยวกับพันธุ์ไม้ชนิดนั้นๆ ค่าความถี่ของพันธุ์ไม้ชนิดใดใด ชี้ให้เห็นถึงลักษณะการกระจายตามพื้นที่ว่ากระจายอยู่ทั่วพื้นที่หรือไม่ ค่า...
	ดัชนีความสำคัญพันธุ์ไม้ ก. = ความถี่สัมพัทธ์+ความหนาแน่นสัมพัทธ์ + ความเด่นสัมพัทธ์
	ดัชนีความสำคัญสัมพัทธ์ของพันธุ์ไม้ชนิด ก.  = Uดัชนีความสำคัญของพันธุ์ไม้ชนิด ก. x 100
	ผลรวมของดัชนีความสำคัญของพันธุ์ไม้ทุกชนิด
	1.3.5. ดัชนีความหลากหลายของชนิดพันธุ์ไม้ (Species Diversity Index)
	โดยใช้ Shannon-Wiener’s Index (H')
	หรือ
	โดย H' = ดัชนีความหลากหลายของชนิดพันธุ์ไม้
	Pi = สัดส่วนจำนวนต้นของพันธุ์ไม้ชนิด i ต่อจำนวนต้นของพันธุ์ไม้ทุกชนิด
	S = จำนวนชนิดพันธุ์ไม้ทั้งหมดในพื้นที่เดียวกัน
	N = จำนวนต้นของพันธุ์ไม้ทั้งหมดในพื้นที่เดียวกัน
	ni = จำนวนต้นของพันธุ์ไม้ชนิด i ในพื้นที่เดียวกัน
	1.3.6.ดัชนีความสม่ำเสมอของชนิดพันธุ์ไม้ (Evenness Index)
	โดยใช้ Pielou's evenness (J’)
	J' = H' / log(S )
	โดย  J' = ดัชนีสม่ำเสมอของชนิดพันธุ์ไม้
	H' = ดัชนีความหลากหลายของชนิดพันธุ์ไม้
	S = จำนวนชนิดพันธุ์ไม้ทั้งหมดในพื้นที่เดียวกัน
	1.3.7. ค่าความคล้ายคลึงกันของสังคมพืช (Index of Similarity)
	โดยใช้ Sorensen Coefficient
	Sorensen Coefficient = U2C x 100U
	A + B
	โดย A = จำนวนชนิดในพื้นที่ที่หนึ่ง
	B = จำนวนชนิดในพื้นอีกพื้นที่หนึ่ง
	C = จำนวนชนิดที่พบทั้งสองพื้นที่
	2.ประเมินปริมาณคาร์บอนในพื้นที่ป่า (Carbon assessment)
	2.1) ประเมินการสะสมคาร์บอนเหนือพื้นดิน (Aboveground carbon assessment)
	2.1.1. การสะสมคาร์บอนในมวลชีวภาพเหนือพื้นดิน (Aboveground biomass)
	2.1.1.1. บันทึกขนาดเส้นรอบวง และความสูงของพันธุ์ไม้แต่ละชนิดในข้อ 1.1)
	2.1.1.2. วิเคราะห์ข้อมูลโดยใช้สมการแอลโลเมตรี (Ogawa et al., 1965; IPCC, 2003)    (ตาราง 1.1) และ Ohkubo et al. (2006) ดังนี้
	คำนวณแบบ 1;  ลำต้น (WS)  = 0.0396*(D2 H)P0.9326P (Ogawa et al. 1965)
	กิ่ง      (WB)  = 0.003487*(D2 H)P1.027
	ใบ     (WL)  = ((28.0/ WS + WB) + 0.025)P-1
	คำนวณแบบ 2;  Ws  = 0.0396(DBH2 x H)P0.9326P  (kg, cmP2Pm)
	(Ohkubo et al. 2006 in Fukushima et al. 2008)
	Wb  = 0.00602(DBH2 x H)P1.027P (kg, cmP2Pm)
	1 =  U26U     + 0.02       (kg,kg)
	โดย H = ความสูง
	D = เส้นผ่านศูนย์กลางของลำต้นของต้นไม้ที่ความสูงระดับอก (1.30 เมตร จาก   พื้นดิน)
	ตาราง 1.1 สมการแอลโลเมตรีสำหรับคำนวณมวลชีวภาพเหนือพื้นดิน (IPCC, 2003)
	2.1.2. การสะสมคาร์บอนในมวลชีวภาพเหนือดินของพืชพื้นล่าง (Ground Flora)
	2.1.2.1 วางแปลงตัวอย่างขนาด 1×1 ตารางเมตร จำนวน 4 แปลง แบบสุ่ม ในแต่ระดับเส้นชั้นความสูงทั้งหมด 3 ระดับ (12 แปลง) ในพื้นที่ฟื้นตัวแต่ละอายุ ดังภาพ 1.5
	2.1.2.2 เก็บพืชพื้นล่างในแปลงตัวอย่างทั้งหมดนำไปอบแห้งที่อุณหภูมิ 80 องศาเซลเซียส เป็นเวลานาน 48 ชั่วโมง หรืออบจนน้ำหนักคงที่
	2.1.2.3 ชั่งน้ำหนักแห้ง เพื่อหาปริมาณคาร์บอนของพืชพื้นล่างเหนือดิน ซึ่งเท่ากับ ร้อยละ 50 โดยน้ำหนักของน้ำหนักแห้งของมวลชีวภาพ (Dixon et al., 1994)
	ภาพ 1.5 แปลงสำรวจขนาด 1×1 ตารางเมตร
	2.1.3. การสะสมคาร์บอนในมวลเศษซากไม้เหนือพื้นดิน (woody necromass) (World Agroforestry Centre, 2010)
	2.1.3.1 วางเส้นสำรวจ (line transect) ยาว 25 เมตร ดังภาพ 1.6 และคำนวณหามวลแห้งของไม้ในแต่ละพื้นที่ศึกษา โดยแบ่งตามขนาดดังนี้
	2.1.3.1.1.เศษซากไม้ขนาดใหญ่ (Coarse woody debris; CWD) มีขนาดเส้นผ่านศูนย์กลาง  มากกว่า 200 มิลลิเมตร
	- บันทึกทิศทาง ขนาดเส้นผ่านศูนย์กลาง และความแข็งของซากไม้โดยใช้     penetrometer ของซากไม้ที่วางพาดเส้นสำรวจ
	- เก็บตัวอย่างขนาดหนาประมาณ 20 ถึง 50 มิลลิเมตร วัดน้ำหนักสด และความ   หนาของไม้ในพื้นที่
	2.1.3.1.2.เศษซากไม้ขนาดเล็ก (Fine woody debris; FWD) มีขนาดเส้นผ่านศูนย์กลาง 20   ถึง 199 มิลลิเมตร
	- บันทึกทิศทางของซากไม้ โดยเก็บตัวอย่าง (ยาวประมาณ 20 ถึง 50 มิลลิเมตร)    ในเส้นสำรวจ 2 เมตร ดังภาพ 1.6
	- นำตัวอย่างอบแห้งที่อุณหภูมิ 80 องศาเซลเซียส หรืออบจนน้ำหนักคงที่ จากนั้น  ชั่งเพื่อหาน้ำหนักแห้ง
	2.1.3.2 นำตัวอย่างซากไม้ที่เก็บจากพื้นที่มาอบให้แห้งจนน้ำหนักคงที่ ชั่งน้ำหนักเพื่อมาคำนวณหามวลเพื่อหาปริมาณคาร์บอนที่สะสมต่อไป
	ภาพ 1.6 เส้นสำรวจขนาด 25 เมตร
	3.การศึกษาความหลากหลายทางพันธุกรรมของ F. hirta var. hirta ในพื้นที่แปลงสำรวจโดยใช้เครื่องหมายโมเลกุล Microsatellite
	3.1) การเก็บตัวอย่างพืช
	ทำการสำรวจ วางแปลง และเก็บตัวอย่างใบของ Ficus hirta var. hirta ในพื้นที่ป่าเซโดซา (ป่าอนุรักษ์) และพื้นที่ไร่ทิ้งร้างอายุ 5 ปี(บ้านแม่แฮใต้) พื้นที่ป่าธรรมชาติและพื้นที่ไร่ทิ้งร้างอายุ 3ปี(บ้านมืดหลอง) พื้นที่ป่าธรรมชาติของบ้านกอกน้อย บ้านกองกาย บ้านเ...
	3.2) การสกัดดีเอ็นเอ
	สกัดดีเอ็นเอจากตัวอย่างใบมะเดื่อโดยใช้ CTAB method protocol (Milligan, 1992) จากนั้นวัดคุณภาพคุณภาพของดีเอ็นเอโดยการนำมาเช็คใน 1.5% TAE Agarose gel และวัดปริมาณดีเอ็นเอโดย Spectrophotometrical ที่ความยาวคลื่น 2 ช่วง คือ ความยาวคลื่นแรกที่ 260 nm เป็น...
	3.3) Microsatellite analysis
	พืชสกุลมะเดื่อแต่ละตัวอย่างจะถูกนำมาตรวจสอบความหลากหลายทางพันธุกรรม โดยเทคนิค Microsatellites ซึ่งใช้ไพรเมอร์ในการตรวจสอบ 6 คู่ไพรเมอร์ (Fins N1, Fins N3, MFC-1, FM4-15, Frub 391 และ Fins P8) (ตาราง 1.2) ด้วยปฏิกริยาพีซีอาร์แบบลดอุณหภูมิ (Touchdown P...
	ตรวจสอบผลผลิตดีเอ็นเอ โดยใช้เทคนิค Gel Electrophoresis โดยทำการเตรียมตัวอย่างดีเอ็นเอใน 10% Polyacrylamide gel และทำการย้อมสีดีเอ็นเอโดยใช้ 0.2% Silver nitrate
	ตรวจสอบแถบดีเอ็นที่ผ่านการแยกขนาด โดยเปรียบเทียบขนาดชิ้นส่วนดีเอ็นเอระหว่างมะเดื่อชนิดเดียวกันในพื้นที่ต่างๆกับดีเอ็นเอมาตรฐาน ว่าแต่ละตัวอย่างมีแบบแผนพันธุกรรมที่เหมือนหรือแตกต่างกันหรือไม่
	3.4) Data analysis
	นำข้อมูลแบบแผนพันธุกรรมของ F. hirta var. hirta ที่ได้มาทำการวิเคราะห์ทางด้านสถิติเพื่อดูความหลากหลายทางพันธุกรรมในแต่ละกลุ่มประชากร และระหว่างกลุ่มประชากร รวมถึงศึกษาความสัมพันธ์ระหว่างต้นพ่อแม่ และต้นกล้า โดยใช้โปรแกรมวิเคราะห์หาค่าทาง Genetic ดังต่อ...
	ตาราง 1.2 ลำดับเบสของไพรเมอร์ Microsatellite
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	พื้นที่แปลงสำรวจสังคมพืชในป่าฟื้นฟู (ไร่ทิ้งร้าง) อายุ1, 3, 8 ปี และป่าธรรมชาติ หมู่บ้านแม่แฮใต้  และไร่ทิ้งร้างอายุ 1, 4, 6 ปี และป่าธรรมชาติ หมู่บ้านมืดหลอง  โดยการเลือกเนินเขาหนึ่งต่อหนึ่งพื้นที่วางแปลง พบว่า แปลงสำรวจของบ้านแม่แฮใต้ มีความสูงตั้งแ...
	ตาราง 1.3 ทิศทางและความสูงจากระดับน้ำทะเลของแปลงสำรวจบ้านแม่แฮใต้และบ้านมืดหลอง
	1. การศึกษาความหลากหลายทางชีวภาพในป่าธรรมชาติพื้นที่ป่าฟื้นฟูจากไร่ทิ้งร้าง (Biodiversity)
	1.1) การสำรวจพันธุ์ไม้ในแปลงสำรวจ
	จากการสำรวจความหลากหลายทางชีวภาพกับป่าฟื้นฟูอายุ 1 ปี 3ปี และ 8 ปี และป่าธรรมชาติบ้านแม่แฮใต้ และแปลงป่าฟื้นฟูอายุ 1ปี 4ปี 7 ปี และป่าธรรมชาติ บ้านมืดหลอง โดยวางเส้นสำรวจยาว 50 เมตร กว้าง 20 เมตร แปลงละ 3 แนวสำรวจ ยอดเขา กลางเขา และเชิงเขา (ภาพ 1.7) ...
	ภาพ 1.7 การวางแปลงสำรวจพันธุ์ไม้ในแปลงอายุ 8 ปี (ซ้าย) และแปลงอายุ 1 ปี (ขวา) บ้านแม่แฮใต้
	พรรณไม้พื้นล่างในแปลงสำรวจบ้านแม่แฮใต้ พบ ต้นกล้าในป่าอายุ 8ปี มากที่สุด มีจำนวน 711 ต้น โดยชนิดที่พบมากที่สุด คือ Dalbergia cultrata Grah. ex Bth. var. cultrata  มีจำนวน 114 ต้น รองลงมาคือป่าธรรมชาติ มีจำนวนทั้งหมด 328 ต้น ชนิดที่พบมากที่สุดคือ Wend...
	ภาพ 1.8 ต้นกล้าและกล้าไม้ในแปลงฟื้นฟูอายุ 1ปี (ซ้าย) และแปลงป่าธรรมชาติ (กลาง) บ้านแม่แฮใต้
	และแปลงป่าธรรมชาติ (ขวา) บ้านมืดหลอง
	ตาราง 1.4 ชนิดพันธุ์และจำนวนไม้ยืนต้น ต้นกล้า และกล้าไม้ในแปลงสำรวจบ้านแม่แฮใต้และบ้านมืดหลอง
	1.2) ดัชนีความสำคัญทางนิเวศวิทยา
	พันธุ์ไม้แต่ละชนิดมีค่าดัชนีความสำคัญทางนิเวศวิทยา (IVI) ต่างกัน โดยในแต่ละพื้นที่จะมีพันธุ์ไม้ที่มีความสำคัญมากที่สุดต่างชนิดกัน จากการคำนวณค่าดัชนีความสำคัญ (IVI) ในแต่ละพื้นที่ พรรณไม้ที่เด่นและมีความสำคัญมากที่สุดของบ้านแม่แฮใต้ในป่าธรรมชาติ คือ ...
	ภาพ 1.9 Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill.
	ตาราง 1.5 ค่าดัชนีความสำคัญทางนิเวศวิทยาของพืชที่มีความสำคัญมากที่สุดในแต่ละพื้นที่แปลงสำรวจ
	2.3) ดัชนีความหลากหลายและดัชนีความสม่ำเสมอของพันธุ์ไม้
	ค่าดัชนีความหลายหลายของชนิดพันธุ์ไม้เป็นค่าที่ใช้เปรียบเทียบความหลากหลายของชนิดพันธุ์ไม้ในป่าระหว่างพื้นที่ต่างๆ โดยในตาราง 1.6 แสดงค่าดัชนีความหลากหลายของชนิดพันธุ์ไม้ (Shannon-Wiener Index: H') และค่าความสม่ำเสมอของพันธุ์ไม้ (Pielou's evenness: J')...
	ตาราง 1.6 ดัชนีความหลากหลาย และดัชนีความสม่ำเสมอของชนิดพันธุ์ไม้ในแปลงสำรวจ
	จากการคำนวณ ความคล้ายของชนิดต้นไม้โดยใช้ Sorensen’s similarity Index ของสังคมต้นไม้ในป่าธรรมชาติและป่าฟื้นฟูอายุต่างๆ บ้านแม่แฮใต้ และบ้านมืดหลอง พบว่า ค่าความคล้ายคลึงกันของพรรณไม้ยืนต้นป่าฟื้นฟูบ้านแม่แฮใต้ กับป่าฟื้นฟูบ้านมืดหลอง อายุ 1ปี กับ 1ปี ...
	ตาราง 1.7 ค่าความคล้ายคลึงกันของสังคมพืชในแปลงฟื้นฟูอายุ 1 ปี 3 ปี 8 ปี และป่าธรรมชาติ บ้านแม่แฮใต้
	ตาราง 1.8 ค่าความคล้ายคลึงกันของสังคมพืชในแปลงฟื้นฟูอายุ 1 ปี 4 ปี 7 ปี และป่าธรรมชาติ บ้านมืดหลอง
	ตาราง 1.9 ค่าความคล้ายคลึงกันของสังคมพืชระหว่างแปลงป่าฟื้นฟู และป่าธรรมชาติทั้ง 2 หมู่บ้าน (บ้านแม่แฮใต้ และบ้านมืดหลอง)
	2.ประเมินปริมาณคาร์บอนในพื้นที่ป่า (Carbon assessment)
	การสะสมคาร์บอนในระบบนิเวศป่าไม้นั้น ประกอบด้วยการสะสมในมวลชีวภาพเหนือดิน และใต้ดิน
	2.1) ประเมินการสะสมคาร์บอนเหนือพื้นดิน (Aboveground carbon assessment)
	2.1.1. มวลชีวภาพเหนือพื้นดิน (Aboveground biomass)
	เมื่อคำนวณปริมาณมวลชีวภาพส่วนต่างๆ ของพันธุ์ไม้ในป่าฟื้นฟู โดยการคำนวณของ Ohkubo et al. (2006); Fukushima et al. (2008) ดัง 2.1.1.2 พบว่า มวลชีวภาพทั้งหมดของพันธุ์ไม้ของแปลงไร่ทิ้งร้างอายุ 1 , 3 และ 8 ปี และแปลงป่าธรรมชาติ ของบ้านแม่แฮใต้ มีค่ามวลชีว...
	ตาราง 1.10 ค่ามวลชีวภาพรวม และปริมาณกักเก็บคาร์บอนของต้นไม้ในแต่ละแปลงสำรวจ
	2.1.2. มวลชีวภาพเหนือดินของพืชพื้นล่าง (Ground Flora)
	จากการเก็บตัวอย่างมวลชีวภาพเหนือดินในแปลงสำรวจมาอบแห้งและชั่งน้ำหนัก ปริมาณคาร์บอนจะมีปริมาณ 50% ของน้ำหนักแห้ง พบว่า ไร่ทิ้งร้างอายุ 3 ปี บ้านแม่แฮใต้ มีปริมาณกักเก็บคาร์บอนสูงสุด คือ 0.36 ตันคาร์บอนต่อแฮกแตร์ ซึ่งรองลงมาคือไร่ทิ้งร้างอายุ 8 ปี (0.2...
	ตาราง 1.11 ปริมาณกักเก็บคาร์บอนของมวลชีวภาพเหนือดินของพืชพื้นล่างในแปลงไร่ทิ้งร้างอายุต่างๆ และป่าธรรมชาติในบ้านแม่แฮใต้ และบ้านมืดหลอง
	2.1.3. มวลเศษซากไม้เหนือพื้นดิน (woody necromass)
	ในพื้นที่แปลงไร่ทิ้งร้างและป่าธรรมชาติบ้านแม่แฮใต้ และบ้านมืดหลอง ไม่พบเศษซากเหนือไม้พื้นดิน ขนาดเส้นผ่านศูนย์กลาง 20 ถึงมากกว่า 200 เซนติเมตร ในเส้นสำรวจ ดังภาพ1.10
	ภาพ 1.10 มวลเศษซากไม้เหนือพื้นดินในแปลงฟื้นฟูอายุ 8 ปี(ซ้าย) และป่าธรรมชาติ(ขวา) บ้านแม่แฮใต้
	3.การศึกษาความหลากหลายทางพันธุกรรมของ F. hirta var. hirta ในพื้นที่แปลงสำรวจโดยใช้เครื่องหมายโมเลกุล Microsatellite
	จากการสำรวจจำนวน F. hirta var. hirtaในพื้นที่ป่าฟื้นฟูอายุ 5 ปีและป่าธรรมชาติเซโดซา บ้านแม่แฮใต้  และพื้นที่ไร่ทิ้งร้างอายุ 3 ปี และป่าธรรมชาติบ้านมืดหลอง  ป่าธรรมชาติบ้านกอกน้อย ป่าธรรมชาติบ้านกองกาย ป่าธรรมชาติบ้านเฮาะ และป่าธรรมชาติบ้านแปะ โดยทำการ...
	ภาพ 1.11 F. hirta var. hirta ที่พบในพื้นที่ศึกษาป่าธรรมชาติ และป่าฟื้นฟูในพื้นที่สำรวจ
	จากการสำรวจต้นมะเดื่อ F. hirta var. hirta ในป่าธรรมชาติเซโดซา ซึ่งเป็นป่าอนุรักษ์ และพื้นที่ทิ้งร้างหลังทำการเกษตรอายุ 5 ปี หมู่บ้านแม่แฮใต้  และป่าธรรมชาติ และพื้นที่ทิ้งร้างหลังทำการเกษตรอายุ 3 ปี หมู่บ้านมืดหลอง  พื้นที่ป่าธรรมชาติบ้านกอกน้อย พื้นท...
	พื้นที่ทิ้งร้างหลังทำการเกษตรอายุ 3 ปี บ้านมืดหลอง และพื้นที่ทิ้งร้างหลังทำการเกษตรอายุ 5 ปี บ้านแม่แฮใต้ จะพบต้นมะเดื่อที่เป็นต้นเต็มวัยเฉพาะในพื้นที่ทิ้งร้างอายุ 5 ปี (บ้านแม่แฮใต้) เท่านั้น ส่วนต้นกล้าจะพบทั้งในพื้นที่ทิ้งร้างอายุ 3 ปี และ 5 ปี ตาม...
	ตาราง 1.12 จำนวน F. hirta var. hirta ในพื้นที่ศึกษา
	ภาพ 1.12 จำนวน Ficus hirta var. hirta ที่พบในป่าธรรมชาติ และป่าฟื้นฟู บ้านแม่แฮใต้และบ้านมืดหลอง
	4.1) การสกัดดีเอ็นเอ
	พบว่า ดีเอ็นเอมีค่าความบริสุทธิ์ประมาณ 1.2 – 1.5 แสดงว่าดีเอ็นเอที่ทำการสกัดได้นั้นมีความบริสุทธิ์น้อย ซึ่งสารละลายดีเอ็นเอควรมีค่าความบริสุทธิ์ประมาณ 1.8 – 1.8 (สุรินทร์, 2545) (ตาราง 1.13)
	ตาราง 1.13 แสดงค่าความบริสุทธิ์ และปริมาณดีเอ็นเอ ที่สกัดได้ของพืชสกุลมะเดื่อ F. hirta บริเวณป่าธรรมชาติ และป่าฟื้นฟูอายุ 5 ปี บ้านแม่แฮใต้
	4.2) การทำพีซีอาร์ โดยใช้เทคนิค Microsatellite เพื่อศึกษาความหลากหลายทางพันธุกรรมในมะเดื่อ
	นำดีเอ็นเอที่สกัดจากใบพืชสกุลมะเดื่อมาวัดปริมาณดีเอ็นเอ จากนั้นนำตัวอย่างดีเอ็นเอมาเจือจางให้มีปริมาณดีเอ็นเอ 10µg/µl เพื่อนำมาเป็น DNA template ในปฏิกิริยาพีซีอาร์แบบลดอุณหภูมิ (Touchdown PCR) โดยใช้เทคนิค Microsatellite ซึ่งใช้ไพรเมอร์ 6 คู่ในการตรว...
	โดยการทำพีซีอาร์โดยใช้เทคนิค Microsatellite ในมะเดื่อต้นแม่ ที่เก็บมาจากพื้นที่ศึกษา เพื่อหาแบบแผนลายพิมพ์ดีเอ็นเอของต้นแม่ในแต่ละกลุ่มประชากรที่ทำการการศึกษา จากนั้นนำมาเปรียบเทียบกับแบบแผนลายพิมพ์ดีเอ็นเอของต้นกล้า ซึ่งในการศึกษานี้ได้แบ่งกลุ่มประชา...
	ตาราง 1.14 ข้อมูลประชากร Ficus hirta var. hirta ในพื้นที่สำรวจ
	นำข้อมูลแบบแผนดีเอ็นเอ จากการใช้เทคนิค Microsatellite 6 ตำแหน่ง จากการใช้เทคนิค Gel Electrophoresis โดยทำการเตรียมตัวอย่างดีเอ็นเอใน 10% Acrylamide gel จากนั้นนำข้อมูลที่ได้มาทำการแปลงข้อมูล เพื่อนำใช้ในการทดสอบค่าทางสถิติต่างๆ แสดงดังตาราง 1.15
	ตาราง 1.15 แสดงข้อมูลทางสถิติที่นำมาวิเคราะห์
	A: number of alleles, Na: number of different allele, Ne: number of effective alleles, HRoR: observed heterozygosity, HReR: expected heterozygosity, I: Shannon’s information index
	4.2.1 ความถี่อัลลีล (Allele frequency)
	การศึกษาความถี่อัลลีล (Allele frequency) ของ Microsatellite DNA ใน Ficus hirta var. hirta ทั้ง 9 กลุ่มประชากรคือ กลุ่มต้นเต็มวัยในป่าธรรมชาติบ้านแม่แฮใต้  กลุ่มต้นเต็มวัยในพื้นที่ทิ้งร้างหลังการเก็บเกี่ยวอายุ 5 ปีบ้านแม่แฮใต้  กลุ่มต้นกล้าในพื้นที่ทิ้...
	ตาราง 1.16 แสดงจำนวนอัลลีลเฉลี่ยต่อตำแหน่ง และค่าเฉลี่ย Effective number of allele ในแต่ละกลุ่มประชากรของมะเดื่อ F. hirta var. hirta
	4.2.2 อัลลีลเฉลี่ยต่อตำแหน่งและค่าเฉลี่ย Effective number of allele
	จากการศึกษาค่า Effective number of alleles ของไพรเมอร์ 6 ตำแหน่ง พบว่ามีค่าอยู่ระหว่าง 2.889 ถึง 5.301  ค่า Number of different alleles มีค่าระหว่าง 2.896 ถึง 4.000 และค่า Observed heterozygosity (HR0R) มีค่าอยู่ระหว่าง 0.847 ถึง 1.000
	จากตารางพบว่า ต้นแม่ในป่าธรรมชาติบ้านแม่แฮใต้มีจำนวนอัลลีลเฉลี่ยต่อตำแหน่งสูงที่สุดคือ มีค่า 4.333±0.333 ส่วนพื้นที่มีจำนวนอัลลีลเฉลี่ยต่อตำแหน่งต่ำที่สุดคือ ต้นแม่ในพื้นที่ป่าธรรมชาติบ้านเฮาะ เมื่อทำการวิเคราะห์ค่า Effective number of allele พบว่า มี...
	4.2.3 ค่าเฮทเทอโรไซโกซิตี้ (Heterozygosity)
	วิธีคำนวณความหลากหลายทางพันธุกรรมในประชากรมีหลายแบบ เช่น การหาจำนวนอัลลีต่อตำแหน่ง (Allelic diversity; A)  การคิดสัดส่วนของตำแหน่งที่มี Polymorphism (Polymorphic loci; P) แต่มักจะใช้ไม่ได้สำหรับการตรวจสอบด้วยเครื่องหมาย Microsatellite เพราะการคัดเลือ...
	ซึ่งจากการศึกษาพบว่าค่าเฮทเทอโรไซโกซิตี้ ที่ได้จากการคาดหมาย (He) ของมะเดื่อจำนวน 9 กลุ่มประชากรมีค่าอยู่ระหว่าง 0.606±0.318 ถึง1.000±0.000ในขณะเดียวกันค่าเฮทเทอโรไซโกซิตี้ที่ได้จากการสังเกต (Ho) มีค่าอยู่ระหว่าง 0.600±0.066 ถึง 0.687±0.089 แสดงดังตาร...
	ตาราง 1.17 แสดงค่าเฮทเทอโรซโกซิตี้ ที่ได้จากการคาดหมาย (He) ค่าเฮทเทอโรซโกซิตี้ ที่ได้จากการสังเกต (Ho) ของประชากรมะเดื่อ และค่าเฉลี่ย gene diversity over loci
	จากข้อมูลที่ทำการศึกษา ค่า hetrozygosity โดยใช้เครื่องหมาย Microsatellite จำนวน 6 ตำแหน่ง เมื่อนำทำการทดสอบสมดุลฮาร์ดี-ไวน์เบิร์ก พบว่าประชากรมะเดื่อทั้ง 9 กลุ่มประชากร พบว่า คือ ต้นแม่ที่พบในป่าธรรมชาติเซโดซา บ้านแม่แฮใต้ อยู่ในสภาวะสมดุลฮาร์ดี-ไวน์...
	ทำการวิเคราะห์ Average gene diversity over loci พบว่าประชากรทั้ง 9 กลุ่มมีค่าเฉลี่ยของ Gene diversity อยู่ระหว่าง 0.601±0.347 ถึง 0.687±0.408 จากตารางพบว่า ประชากรทั้ง 9 กลุ่มมีความหลากหลายทางพันธุกรรมปานกลางค่อนข้างสูง ซึ่งมีค่าใกล้เคียงกันทั้งในพื้...
	ตาราง 1.18 Analysis of molecular variance (AMOVA) for F. hirta var. hirta populations (P<0.001)
	4.2.4 การทดสอบ Genetic Identity และ Genetic distance
	การเปรียบเทียบความคล้ายคลึงทางพันธุกรรม (Genetic similarity) ระหว่างประชากรย่อย มีหลายวิธี แต่วิธีที่ใช้กันมาก คือ วิธีของ Nei (1972) โดยการวัด Genetic distance (D) เป็นค่าที่บอกระยะห่างทางพันธุกรรม ที่มีการเปลี่ยนแปลงภายในยีน แต่ละตำแหน่ง ซึ่งจะมีค่า...
	ตาราง 1.19 ค่าความน่าจะเป็นจากการทดสอบ Genetic Identity Genetic Distance ระหว่างกลุ่มประชากรทั้ง 6 กลุ่มประชากร
	Nei’s Genetic Identity (above diagonal) and Genetic Distance (below diagonal) (ST; ป่าธรรมชาติบ้านแม่แฮใต้, MH5YRT; ต้นแม่ในพื้นที่ทิ้งร้างอายุ 5 ปีบ้านแม่แฮใต้, MH5YRS; ต้นกล้าในพื้นที่ทิ้งร้างอายุ 5 ปีบ้านแม่แฮใต้, NMS; ป่าธรรมชาติบ้านมืดหลอง, M3YRS...
	จากการศึกษา Genetic identity (I) ในประชากรมะเดื่อทั้ง 6 กลุ่ม มีค่าระหว่าง 0.3824 ถึง 0.9898 และค่า Genetic distance (D) ในประชากรมะเดื่อ 6 กลุ่มมีค่าระหว่าง 0.6562 ถึง 0.0665 ซึ่งจากข้อมูลแสดงว่า ประชากรในพื้นที่ป่าธรรมชาติ และพื้นที่ทิ้งร้างหลังทำกา...
	4.2.5 ค่าสัมประสิทธิ์เอฟ (F-coefficient)
	เป็นวิธีที่ใช้เปรียบเทียบความแตกต่างระหว่างประชากร คือ ค่า F โดยเป็นการเปรียบเทียบระหว่างประชากรย่อยที่รวมเป็นประชากรใหญ่ ซึ่งค่า F ที่ใช้วัดความเบี่ยงเบน หรือการลดลงของ heterozygosity หรือเรียกว่าเป็นค่าการผสมเลือดชิด (Inbreeding coefficient) ซึ่งในก...
	ตาราง 1.20 แสดงค่าสัมประสิทธิ์เอฟ (F-coefficient)
	F; Fixation index, Nm; Gene flow estimated from FRSTR
	จากการศึกษาค่าสัมประสิทธิ์เอฟ  แสดงค่า FRSTR เฉลี่ยทุกตำแหน่งเท่ากับ 0.1718 ซึ่งจากการวิเคราะห์ผลพบว่าค่าเฉลี่ย FRSTR มีค่าอยู่ระหว่าง 0.05 ถึง 0.25 แสดงว่ามีการเปลี่ยนแปลงของแต่ละประชากรย่อยปานกลาง (สุรินทร์, 2552)
	ค่า FRisR และ FRITR เฉลี่ยทุกตำแหน่งเท่ากับ -0.49382 และ-0.1201 ตามลำดับ ซึ่งค่าทั้งสองมีค่าแตกต่างกัน แสดงว่าความถี่ของยีนในแต่ละประชากรต่างกัน (สุรินทร์, 2552) นอกจากนี้ ค่าสัมประสิทธิ์เอฟที่ได้จากการศึกษาพบว่า มีค่าเป็นลบ อาจเนื่องมาจากประชากรมีตัว...
	ค่า Nm; Gene flow estimated from FRSTR จากตารางพบว่า มีค่าอยู่ระหว่าง 0.7967 ถึง 1.8142 และมีค่าเฉลี่ยทุกตำแหน่ง loci คือ 1.2669 แสดงว่ามีการถ่ายเทของยีน (Gene flow) ปานกลางซึ่งจะส่งผลให้ประชากรแตกต่างกันน้อย มีการแลกเปลี่ยนของยีนค่อนข้างสูง
	4.2.6 การวิเคราะห์โครงสร้างทางพันธุกรรม (Genetic structure)
	นำข้อมูลแบบแผนพันธุกรรมที่ได้จากการวิเคราะห์โดยเทคนิค Microsatellite 6 ตำแหน่งมาแปลงข้อมูลเพื่อใช้ในการวเคราะห์ Genetic Structure โดยใช้โปรแกรม STRUCTURE ver. 2.3.4 โดยในขั้นต้นจะต้องทำการหาค่า burn in และจำนวน replication ที่เหมาะสมในการ run program ...
	โดยจะต้องทำการ run program STRUCTURE 2.3.4 ที่ค่า burn in 10000  ค่า replication 100000 ที่ค่า K ตั้งแต่ 1 ถึง 10 โดยที่แต่ละค่า K จะทำการ run program จำนวน 10 ครั้ง เพื่อนำค่า ln(PD) ที่ได้ มาหาค่าเฉลี่ยของแต่ละค่า K จากนั้นนำค่าที่ได้มา plot graph แ...
	ภาพ 1.13 แสดงโครงสร้างทางพันธุกรรมในประชากร F. hirta ในพื้นที่ต่างๆ โดยใช้โปรแกรม STRUCTURE version 2.3.4 (ST; ป่าธรรมชาติบ้านแม่แฮใต้, MH5YRT; ต้นแม่ในพื้นที่ทิ้งร้างอายุ 5 ปีบ้านแม่แฮใต้, MH5YRS; ต้นกล้าในพื้นที่ทิ้งร้างอายุ 5 ปีบ้านแม่แฮใต้, NMS; ป...
	การวิเคราะห์โครงสร้างประชากรใน F. hirta 9 กลุ่มประชากร โดยใช้โปรแกรม STRUCTURE 2.3.4 (ภาพ 1.13) พบว่าที่ ค่า K=4, 5 ประชากร F. hirta ในพื้นที่หมู่บ้านแม่แฮใต้ และหมู่บ้านมืดหลอง (พื้นที่ป่าธรรมชาติ และพื้นที่ทิ้งร้างหลังการเกษตร) มีความสัมพันธ์ใกล้ชิด...
	ภาพ 1.14 แสดง Dendogram based Nei’s (1972) Genetic distance, Method: UPGMA- modified from Neighbor procedure of Phylip version 3.5
	นอกจากนี้ได้ทำการวิเคราะห์โครงสร้างทางพันธุกรรมของ F. hirta 9 กลุ่มประชากร โดยใช้เทคนิค PCoA (Principle coordinates analysis) (ภาพ 1.15) พบว่าสามารถแยกกลุ่มประชากรออกเป็น 4 กลุ่มย่อย ได้อย่างชัดเจน โดย กลุ่มย่อยที่ 1 ประกอบด้วย ประชากรในพื้นที่ป่าธรรม...
	ภาพ 1.15 Principle coordinates analysis (PCoA) (ST; ป่าธรรมชาติบ้านแม่แฮใต้, MH5YRT; ต้นแม่ในพื้นที่ทิ้งร้างอายุ 5 ปีบ้านแม่แฮใต้, MH5YRS; ต้นกล้าในพื้นที่ทิ้งร้างอายุ 5 ปีบ้านแม่แฮใต้, NMS; ป่าธรรมชาติบ้านมืดหลอง, M3YRS; ต้นกล้าในพื้นที่ทิ้งร้างอายุ ...
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	Fig 1. Map of study sites; Mued Long (above left) and Mae Hae Tai (below left)
	2.2 Biodiverstiy measurement
	2.2.1) Trees
	A plot (20 x 50 m) was laid at 3 different contour lines; top, middle and base, at 3 diferent ages of abandoned fallow and nearby natural forest at both sites, 12 plots in total. Elevation, GPS coordinates and slopes of each plot were recorded. Each p...
	2.2.2) Seedlings and Sprouts
	A circle plot (diameter 5 m) was placed at each corner of 12 plots (from 2.2.1). Species and number of each seedling and sprout (height <1.3 m) were recored.
	2.2.3) Ecologcial indices
	Frequency, density, dominace, ecological importance value index (IVI), species diversity index (Shannon-Wiener’s Index), evenness index (Pielou's evenness), and similarity index (Sorensen Coefficient) were calculated.
	2.3 Carbon measurement
	2.3.1) Aboveground biomass: trees
	Girth and height of each tree in each sampling plot were measured and then calculated carbon storage using allometric equations (Ogawa et al., 1965; IPCC, 2003, Ohkubo et al. 2006).
	2.3.2) Aboveground biomass: ground flora
	Four of 1x1 m plot were randomly established at each contour line, at 3 different fallows of different ages, 12 plots in total. All ground flora was collected, then dried at 80 C (48 hrs or until no change in dried weight). Carbon was estimated to be ...
	2.3.3) Aboveground biomass: woody necromass (World Agroforestry Centre, 2010)
	Line transect (25 m) was laid out to study carbon storage in woody necromass. Woody debris was categorized into 2 different groups; coarse (CWD) and fine woody debris (FWD). CWD (> 200 mm diameter) was measured diatmeter and wood strength. Any woody s...
	3. Results and discussion
	3.1 Biodiversity and species similarity
	Tree species in the Karen and Lawa villages increased with fallow age and topped in the natural forests. The Shannon Diversity indices and species richness of woody plant in both villages increased with the age of the fallow fields, and were highest i...
	Table 2. Species diversity and eveness of woody plant and seedling species in fallow fields of different age and natural forest of two villages
	Different tree species were dominant at the different sites due to density or biomass of plants. In the Karen village, Kydia calycina Roxb. and Aporosa villosa (Lindl.) Baill. had the highest IVI in 1- and 3- year  fallow, while in the other Karen sit...
	Table 3. Importance Value Index in the fallow fields and the natural forests of the Karen and Lawa villages
	Both of tree species in young fallow in two villages were similar also the tree species in Karen as same as tree species in Lawa in the same year fallow field. In addition, the similarity value of 32.56, 28 species for woody plant in the natural fores...
	Table 4.  Sorensen’s similarity index of tree species in Karen and Lawa villages
	3.2 Carbon assessment
	The average carbon storage in Karen and Lawa village increased with the age of the fallow field and were highest in the natural forests, 65.35 tonC∙ha -1 in Karen and 48.19 tonC∙ha -1 in Lawa village. Furthermore, the carbon of ground flora in the sam...
	4. Conclusion
	Both of the tree species biodiversity and biomass of tree in the Karen and Lawa villages increased with the age of fallow field and the highest in the natural forests. Moreover, the biomass of tree is related to carbon sequestration, and carbon stora...
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