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Figure S1. Map of five habitat types with multivariate regression tree analysis in a 24-

ha plot. Type 1: low valley, type 2: low ridge, type 3: mid-slope, type 4: high slope and

type 5: high ridge. More detailed information could be found in Chen et al. (2010).
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Figure S2. Number of dead individuals in each life stage (dead sapling; dead juvenile;
dead adult) of four canopy dominant species (Castanopsis eyrei, Schima superba, Pinus
massoniana, and Daphniphyllum oldhamiy).



