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An Analysis on Flora of the Evergreen Broadleaf Forest
in Liuxihe River, Guangzhou

GUO Zhi-hua', XIAO Wenfa', ZHOU Yunlong®
(1 Ingitute of Forest Ecology, Environment and Protection, CAF, Beijng 100091, Chira;
2. Department of Biology, Soutlr China Normal U niversity, Guangzhou 510631, Guangdong, China)

Abstract: The evergreen broadleaved forest was one of the typical vegetations in subtropical area. In the upper
reaches of Liuxihe river waershed, Guangzhou, this kind of forest was mainly found in areas below 200 m above
sea level. So, is flora was not so rich relaively. According to the areattypes of families and genus of the car
pophytes, the tropical subtropical camponents were the most abundant, with a few temperae components. To-
gether with its flora, the flora of evergreen broadleaf forest was originated on the Cathaysian ancient land during
the early Mesozic. And, the deciduous components in this kind of vegetation came neither fram the ParrArdic
nor from the tropical, because the defoliation was not induced by the low temperature but the drought climate —
the Cretaceous drought climae.
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