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Studies on Biomass Models of Understory Shrubs in

Larix olgensis Herry. Plantation

CAI Zhao-wei, SUN Yujun® ,LIU Feng-jiao
(Key Laboratory for Silviculture and Conservation, Ministry of Education,Beijing Forestry University,

Beijing 100083, China)

Abstract: Shrub biomass is an important index of weighing the productivity of vegetation. Based
on the biomass data of the field investigation in Larix olgensis Herry. plantation, the best biomass
prediction model was established by mathematical modelling. The results showed that,quadratic pol-
ynomial and power function were the optimal biomass estimation models of shrub species,and the com-
posite factors,i. e. ,steam area, trunk volume, canopy projection area,and crown projection volume, were
the optimal model parameters, with a high correlation. The biomass model of the shrub layer was:
W;:=9.00X10"°V%+0. 389V, +57. 598(V}, said trunk volume) ,with a high R* value (0. 933).
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, 200~900 ms, , 0~ . .
15°, . 0.36 C, 1.2
32 °C, —42.1 °C, 1 900~2 200 °C, 1.2.1 HwixE
90~110 d; 618 mm R 16 20 mX 30 m .
65%~70%; , 60 cm, , 6 10 mX
, N 10 m ,
s o o , 4
, , 1 5mX5m , (
N . N o )6
. . . . ., 16
, N N N 1,
1
/2 /m / / Jem /m ( /hm? )/
1 7 299 9 WN15 2.5 3.4 1067 0.2
2 8 306 8 WS15 4.3 3.9 1717 0.3
3 11 266 1 / / 8.1 7.3 2 750 0.7
4 19 412 1 / / 12.1 12. 2 833 0.7
5 20 295 1 / / 14.9 14. 4 783 0.7
6 20 308 7 SW10 14.5 14. 4 1583 0.7
7 22 263 1 / / 10.1 10. 9 3100 0.6
8 23 259 1 / / 13.5 13.5 1017 0.8
9 24 317 6 SW3 16.7 16. 2 950 0.7
10 24 314 9 WS10 16.7 16. 4 783 0.6
11 24 356 6 SW5 15.4 17. 4 1 250 0.7
12 28 456 6 EN23 14.5 15.1 1 250 0.5
13 28 455 11 EN17 15.6 16. 7 1 283 0.6
14 33 376 6 SE20 15.4 16. 0 1 000 0.7
15 35 383 13 WN20 15.8 16. 4 533 0.7
16 46 312 9 ESI15 25.4 27.4 450 0.7
1.2.2 AHENE R AEH W=ae" (5
1.2.2.1 . W=a+bX (6)
2 :D . 1.3
, ;@ Excel 2007  SPSS 16. 0
N ) , 2
105 °C . 2.1
. 8

1.2.2.2 , 2. .

6 e , . . . . .
W=aX*+bX+c [@D)] . . y
W=aX" () 1.2.2.2 6 .
W=aX}X; (3) t .

W=uaX,+b6X,+c¢ 4) C 3,



128 T R LA %42 K
2
, /cm /cm /em
1 0.08 30 139.53 63.63 78.93 43. 35 1.23 0.51
2 0.08 10 126. 00 70. 26 104. 25 45.58 1.14 0.48
3 0.10 17 235.71 152. 41 128. 57 65. 98 2.38 1. 34
4 0. 05 14 115. 14 20. 26 50. 00 13.97 0.95 0.21
5 0.11 25 117.92 30. 27 72.96 24.09 0.92 0. 34
6 0.08 12 183. 57 77.61 84. 45 29. 68 1.49 0.65
7 0.07 13 106. 92 15.62 81. 54 21. 86 0. 88 0. 20
8 0.10 21 145. 48 54. 54 109. 07 39.77 1.29 0.52
a b ¢ !
(R%*) (SEE) (Sig.)
1 Wr=aD%+bDs+c¢ 11.11 76. 4 —5.462 0.911 0.301 0.851 0.403
W,=aVp+bVp+c —4,00xX10¢ 0. 286 3.773 0.942 0.264 —0. 805 0.429
W,=aS?2+bS+¢ —0.952 31.72 0. 804 0.915 0. 309 —0. 567 0.576
W,=aD%+bDs+c —3.98 40. 81 —6.776 0.764 0.426 —0. 346 0.373
2 Wr=aD%+bDs+¢ 15.9 66. 27 11.58 0. 969 0.225 0.792 0.413
W,=aD%+bDs+c¢ 8. 689 48. 25 0.079 0. 966 0. 240 0.632 0.531
W, =aV2+bV+c 0. 89 6.643 8.767 0.943 0.271 0.567 0.314
W,=aD%+bDs+c¢ 5.913 8.969 9. 285 0. 955 0. 287 0.620 0.426
3 Wr=aD%+bDs+c 7.457 76. 88 22.6 0. 986 0. 147 0.796 0.468
W,=aVpH+bVp+c 2.00X107° 0.177 95.9 0. 985 0.199 0.822 0.442
W, =aS? +bS+c 5.359 27.18 3.503 0.942 0.278 0.732 0.362
W,=aD%+bDs+c 1.973 2.862 28. 82 0.979 0.183 0. 820 0.531
4 Wr=aVph+bVp+ec 0.004 —0. 333 44,58 0.951 0.229 1. 170 0. 249
W,=aVh+bVp+c 1.00X10* 0.23 2.962 0.953 0.108 0.916 0.327
W,=aS?2+bS+c¢ —42.11 51.23 1.517 0. 898 0.109 0.297 0.771
W,=aD%+bDs+c¢ 139.2 —177.1 69. 29 0. 835 0.392 0. 288 0.777
5 Wr=aV} 0.978 0.903 — 0.927 0.328 0.293 0.772
W, =aD%+bDs+c¢ —5.615 59. 04 —9.013 0. 826 0.468 0.794 0. 435
W, =aV2+bV+c 5.4 14. 45 1. 651 0. 950 0.181 —0.995 0. 330
W,=aD%+bDs+c —3.51 29. 82 —3.248 0. 858 0. 266 0. 940 0. 357
6 Wr=aVph+bVp+ec 0.000 3 0.672 19.15 0. 899 0.270 0.643 0. 544
W,=aVp+bVp+c —2.00x10¢ 0. 456 14. 755 0.903 0.331 0.987 0.362
W,=aS" 29. 27 1.226 — 0.731 0.710 0.473 0.653
W,=aD%+bDs+c —2.544 28.045 —2.974 0.970 0.136 0. 896 0.321
7 Wr=aV} 1. 247 0.973 — 0. 810 0. 347 0.479 0.641
W,=aD%+bDs+c¢ 27. 35 —16. 31 36.57 0.913 0.102 0. 883 0. 395
W, =aV2+bV+¢ —19.126 53.531 0.832 0.725 0. 249 0. 945 0.379
W,=al?+bL+c¢ 0.108 —4.569 85.711 0. 841 0.478 0.729 0.524
8 Wr=aVph+bVp+c —7.00X10°° 0.52 105. 4 0. 809 0. 357 1.227 0.216
W,=aD%+bDs+c¢ 0. 157 47. 66 34.37 0.774 0. 440 1. 109 0. 280
W,=aV" 17.983 0. 747 — 0. 820 0. 358 0.693 0.496
W,=aD%+bDs+c 25.042 81.622 —30.521 0.630 0.502 1. 660 0.113
W, W, W, Wr NN Vb ( X ),.Ds .S (xC?/4, C
% ( X ).L
3 s , (R*>0. 7),
N , (1,
, (Ds) (R*>0. 8),
(Vo) , (D 2.2
; S)
(V) ; ( 4) o ]
(Dg) (L) , ’
[15 3 3 _ 4 ,
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, ) ) ~0. 985( )\ 0. 725¢(
R? )~0. 943¢( ). 0. 63¢(
SEE R? 0. 774 ( ) ~0, 979( )6
4
a b c R SEE ! Sig.
Wr=aVp+bVp+ec 9.00X10"¢ 0. 389 57.598 0.933 0.435 0. 314 0.536
W,=aVh+bVp+c 1.00X 107 0.270 28. 304 0.919 0.529 —1.048 0.297
W, =aV?+bV—+c 5.70X10? 11.022 7.724 0. 900 0. 400 —0.407 0. 685
W,=aD%+bDs+c 0.943 17. 226 14. 439 0.751 0.697 0.623 0.475
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