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Abstract

Taking white birch in northern Hebei mountain as the research object, the standard branches of
white birch under different vegetation types are selected, and the fractal dimension of the stan-
dard branches is calculated. The fractal dimension of white birch is estimated with the parameters
of branch length, branch diameter, branch number and biomass, so as to reveal the variation cha-
racteristics of the fractal dimension of white birch in northern Hebei mountain in different vege-
tation types. The results show that the fractal dimension of pure white birch forest > larch white
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birch mixed forest > barren grass slope. The table shows that the intraspecific competition of
birch is greater than that of white birch and larch, and the ability of intraspecific occupying eco-
logical space is greater than that of interspecific. Reasonable distribution of white birch is benefi-
cial to improve the survival ability of white birch.
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1. 518

7y 2 18 /2 H1 Mandelbrot 78 1975 £ 1E3UHE H 5 =57 19— R R B PR RGBT AL 0nE B, 73
TEAR—BCRA B A BMER 2 TE4E BN RFIE 1] 0T 2 BA AU ik, Bmel, BAE
BRI, FIERTA RN EEER]. 73B R O 2 N T A S0, MR TIRZ BRI,
5 WY S5 [21 4 50 T R Ve B AR A A6 A S U AEIE ST AR AL = B R RV AR R T TS T R4 R
Karamchedu %5 [318T LR R 1 A F A4 B AT R0 R BRI A (9 20 T 0 B SR il o L2, e AN
R TR TR . EINESEALES A R BRI, R R R S 4R AT TR, 4R
T H SRR 3 T AR 2 A AR AE o« SR BE AL Ll 3 2 2% B BEVRORS 0 46 43 B0 SR ) 43 TR BE A
B

IR AR 3t (R DE S s 2 - SR SO R ARG 5 AR DX P PR Rt i JR S b o 1) 2 LA A, L
PERR R, Bk R AR REAR SR ARG, T H R A BRI I RRIR T AEESI[5]. B ZMIX
HEMMMK, AR —, BAMRER. AKERE. RIFIRIFKIEIIRE, R4ERFHYTTE LS
Y RIHE AU B I R ) AL AR 70, RIARF A L M XSRS 2 BEE L DR K AN R Rk A
BSRGMRE VST AR BEAE[6]. HET, S 3Ab LB RS 4010 52 2% 70 Bk R i) 70 TR BT U
Ao FAMEAENSE It — AR SR USSR, X T T R PR, R AT, BRI A
JIHEI[7], A FRAER AR PR AT RS A D TR MU0 IRER = o AT FUIE I FEAS R A 2R T Akl
HER ) 73 AR, $Bio 1 30 L A MELE AN [ R4 S R mh o JL 23 1) o5 i i/ AN X TR AR AL, b0 e RE
IR AR RS KB AR B E EACHIE , DR AR A SRS AL R B R

2. MRXEHAEMRTGE
2.1. WX

WA X IRAL T 6B 5K R O 224U IX, i FAL Ak B vEIbEs, kR O, Sl hsvEdt
Ltthy, B L ol R B P B R S L 1L S R A LR KA e Aty 2R - R &R - da R,
AekRAIELE 40°59'50", ZR4R 115°24'31", HFRAE 814 K& 2174 K (). SRLIX A5 o ARl 25 XU Ak,
BHEBTTREX, SEFWEFEEPEES, U 7-9 A4, FEFHENEN 468 2K, ETHRE
3.9°C~10°C, M 2183°C, Tl 102 X, EFREK &, XFTENFER, WFEFRRSM.

FALXPRAES TR RN EE, 5N 80% i, MHKETR 52.38%, MHRMEALLET] 1223
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SR, Hh R ERTRARM A . A #(Betula platyphylla), k% HFA(Larix principis-rupprechtii). 1L
#(Populus davidiana) 112 (Picea asperata) .

22. MIRF*

2.2.1. HHIRESRHE

GES bR E . P53 B WA IRV ILE 20 e 8: e ~ IS SaptY MV NiU} (= TP S R T W Rt Ip ik
To R R AR S50, REE XN : MR EKIX ., R BKIX, ZREEKX,
Horp =ANEKX A ILIEHC T 30 4~ 100 m x 100 m R/NFERE, AR KEFAMEZEEEL T 10 MEHEAT 9T 10
ANMFEHEELE T AR TS - BIHERASHR . TR (B s A AR T AL G ) 3 PR M R

AT RE FE BEARHEAL 1 T VR AT HURERI 3BT o TR 10 S o~ AR AE B AN o b A v, HH T
SREER MR . AR LR, BATTBEI D FARAER L R [8] . K 10 MFEHb AR FEHL A B 4 P31k
e, TERAMFEEPOA B 1 ARFER (KB RLF, AR, TahPmsns, Jof iR, HFEHOE
AR, MIAREO , T4 7 A PR AR E R AR B IR AN, B oy RER, k12 A7
PR, MR TSR B, BRI AR R B Ao A, B EA T — %N 1k[9].
AN R B EMEAE AL T e ERAS, AR R Y T R B L L% 1o

Table 1. Sampling table under different vegetation types
1 TEEHERE TR

it R HURE KB (F)
Vegetation types Sample plot Number of samples (plants)
e B 6 4
White birch forest 9 4
1 4
2 4
TR
Mixed forest 4 3
5 2
7 4
3 0
FEEL 8 3
Grassy slopes
10 3

SCHORE 310K, P IRACHE A MERITR AR IR AS, Fe s S A MR T RA %I

2.2.2. B RAEHNITEE &

FIME R 73 AR R bR 35 B T R A R 7 T AE K. ASTIE 0 N vy (3G R SRR I OB v RO B
Bom, MR m 1.3 m A EAR), Bk, Wbs R RIE DB, R IR BT 5, TSR e A
DRI YR

1) W > T4

Xt T TR 23 2 G5 1 4 5 T iR R b LR LA 2 A 2 ) AR CLE R B 20 T o 2 (T DA i
AR L BORAT K L i 28) ZH 5 RAU S B AR TR, Sl T 5 il 28 B AR ZE R BT S i E A B
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BONHELR UL, KRN 085 B R L BB ORS00 A 2, AR R L PRI AR [10] o —REOARY e 2 A 4
SOTEA G ERTHANE B IUIRIESS, A0 70 3R U S A M0 1502 SR SO0 et 7 24k 20 FAR ) T 0
[11]o DBk, ASCRAI TG 4ER00 2 AT TR 0 50 T 4R, SR s N (L) o bR (i i,
B MRS, ABERPURALE R (I A AB14E), D NIRE, C Nl RE(F &),
WIAFFEL R R AR -

N(L)=CL® (1)

—BRSR 43 T Ak BT R 14 7525 A SO B BEAT 2R LR, 00 AR 3 (B e 4 45 1) B Sy 4
THEEE, HirEAA:
INN(L)=InC+DInL )

b, DAY, BB, IRATREECE. InN (L) HinLAFEMEMRKLR, DN EHTEHN
BAMRIE, G, v] LA A ()% Arfs Se e 8ol AT b iz ilG, 8] SRS FH1 5 4% D
FAUAE BAH R ZRE[12] [13] 385 W 5 1R 70 H 4 — MR A TR R A AR 5 et ) AR P B 3, AR ST L SO 7
L, N (L) EAZ b et A2 ARG I8 o £ R NEL[14]

W5 RN S AR AERRGRE I RN G, ARAERURNT IS, AN/ SR BT, AR ST A MERR TR,
RS T 42 R 20 254 Jos R PR DX TR) B, 4 DX [R]85 /N, 5 Al I LB AR R4, 1F B &N X [RlAA [
AL o BB XA B ARR SR AC A e SRR Lo THRA R

L= Zin:l L= zinzlnrizhi @)
Lo n AARSEEL LS | A BN R TEAR,  r 85§ DB SRR, h A
AN RO LA

2) S E T4

BRI N (L) VR L A4 D Z MK AHEARA: N(L)=CL”. R, C
NHB R E (A, # ERERS: InN (L) =INC+DInLwr, N (L) 5 L XU B AR —Fh 2k
PESCR, D NZBELMRE. Kk, 0800 4801 v 57V AR U H Ak b %t N(L)Lﬁ L H—R5E
BEATERAERNE, P0G B2 B R (B ) B 73 o AE BB [15],  ERTBAR Sl A0 70 B2 1 23 T 4E 380
AT RAK I (2) R A5

2.2.3. BIBRAIERYG X

iz i Excel2020 345} R 4G I e B 3E 47T 23 . iz ] SPSS22.0 3% F B[Rl &= 7 2 43 A v sk 4y
HEE. SE. o8, AESEdR T ERERE, KA VR IG5 R FE R,
A R
3. HRENH
3.1. WERSEST

e AR AR /N S R T A 5 48 AT 2 TE R, R B/ —3vk i B8 3] 10 MRS R 42
U A HER TR D LR BN (GR 2). W TRt A 20 L 4E B S T 0 et ) 2 ) S IR A, BMRAME T 5, IE e
ZEMANIE], FH AL S A AL FVAE B R 2 DA O X T — MEREE TS, B3N8 5. FRiE.
MARREKARERZHERNZGEER, ORI %E —EfaR M. 3t E, SRS TE4e8ui 5,
RWHAZ AR AN 7 M Ak e 4, A 2SR e ks, 2SR aE 0 alioR[16]. Bk 2 W4, A
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HEAE A RO N I 0 YRR —#F, FIMEMR(1.3781) > VE e - FIMEIR AR (1.1994) > S 3K
(0.9013), XK WY FMER ) 23 181 F 3 5 B AE R0 SR BT B S D) R 28, MR ETMERS ) AT 22 (B R T % >
FIE = P AR TR A AR P M AT 2 M R > Fie sl b M (0TS TR 360 ply e o0 9 A
ol AR T35 8] (K 5 i ZURE EE BER T MR 5 v AL P [R] S8 R BE , T3 (K 70 FE A K] S /s SRR
R, RPOMEEHRNKRZR RS, Tk, HEANMEAR, SRy ad, HIERETUE, i
L AR B SR T AR A, RERITI BRI R eI Rl L, R TR IR 73T 0 M T R REAR B 3t 4
AN AL 2K 07 1) FR) 2 18] 3 AT SR AR [17]

Table 2. Canopy fractal dimension of white birch under different vegetation types
= 2. TEIEH AT T B E 7 RER

AR TitE YR HR A% wE
Vegetation types Equation Fractal dimension R? Significant
FIFER InN(L)=1.3781InL+37.5741 1.3781 0.9581 0.0001

White birch forest

TR INN(L)=1.1994In L +4.5445 1.1994 0.9853 0.0000
Mixed forest

i InN(L)=0.9013In L —34.5082 0.9013 0.9347 0.0020
Grassy slopes

32. KN

B AR S, DB ATE A G H (B R, H2 8] A UG 8 TR A5 e PR
R FOMARAE KRR M EZ R R WA EEA NS 8 SIS, 1 5 Bk i AR IA S
PO BRI ZESARARAR . & 3 AT, X =Rk KA B 4RO AT U B e alipk e
IR K B 0 T 4R 50(1.4142) > K - YR I FATR SSMR R 1 HER 1) 70 B 70 TR 4E 450 (1.2750) > Sie s vh i
HER ) 70 g 70 T 45 450(0.6808) » 3 5 W] A M4 73 B¢ (A2 [ A 3 5 T AR MR SRR B VDR &R I MER A
W58 G BRI S PR FARR TR B 24, EHERD N B 2B R SN R 2% T e B3 ) 3 B o /s 22
T2 R, AR KRBV, ARIT3E4, FRAESEEIRE5 .

Table 3. Fractal dimensions of birch branches under different vegetation types

3. FREH LB TEMI RS HER

AR TitE IR HR A% wEE
Vegetation types Equation Fractal dimension R? Significant
16
FUHERR InN(L)=1.4142In L +34.4102 1.4142 0.996 0.0020

White birch forest

.Yﬁﬁc% InN (L) =1.2570In L +19.3483 1.2750 0.9950 0.0025
Mixed forest

e InN(L)=0.6808InL-30.5651 0.6808 0.9106 0.0031
Grassy slopes
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4. &iL511ie

MR ST L AR AR R, R AR STIL L AR 35T S i SE S, T FE3EE L e 3
MR YRR, i A S iR B AR . W AN B 7 TR AE RS R 1 B e A A 4 ) ) 2
RERE DAL o 5 A 25 2 (B AR I AR 25 22 (BT T RE AT, EVMEAE AN TR R ABER AL TR BB e A 20 5 4 70 T e A —
P, BUORE, AMRD TGRS PR EETINRR, AR D TR > RHR - AR
B> SEE, R MR R A SR T MR RA R R TS, R A A A S A TR RE D EOR TR
6], [R]I 0 T 4Kt 52 2SN R A S PRI . DR 5 B B A MER 0 Al 0 AR O AR ) B R E A AR
BRRA - E R .

=
AHIE T2 B [E Z K AR5 Gegzs i) 5 6 B RN # K £ 151(20172X07101002) % Bl
SE 3k
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