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AR T L. T B AR bR B R B L B
Bl P PR ), RO ARAE AR A T
0L IR R, SR U B AR, B
PR (Old-growth forest) X Tl [ [ 52 5 ¢ UL FE A
RS, (HX R 456 55 AT — 2850 45 B OF A5
UL ST ST W), P 3 2 0 b 1 T I R 4 (0.62:+
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[va] G0 (1) fiff 25 0 AT BT 0 R R 4 B e WA SR T 1)
T

rp [ (R G AR A AR . RS T PR
S AE /DR X, U DA e B B o LR QU0 I i R
5y H AT HGH BRARORAT 5 R SE T 38 TR B K I b X
Z, AT L Hb R AR O e U b XK B A
o SR R AR, R PR R T 1) =R
Ji R R IEE RS 2P ik NP R A
PO201 FEHUELHE, WASME. MR, BEVE S50 e
W) 22 FEVE S5 5 100 SR 6 0 Rty Ll b R AR IIEAT T 285
PR, AN 2R U6 04 B0 AT Ly i T AR A0 Y AR 1) S 4
AR SR, X R vk e T HAERF ST
THE S FHY R BT TR A 25 2 T A A AR I
Pr. DRI, QU I B 1 R AR i 7R F S 0 A R
MRAERSFRAL S S50 PAPAERR 22 5, IR PP 22 0 8R
SEILAEY e LA — e 2=, JUIHERIEI S
Je RV H G T o [ AT 2R OMR 41 B0 S A9 AT ST D
i A HRIE. PRI, 0T B SRR B IR S B
IR DR - 0¢ R I S5 1 v A T A W AR A 4
BSR4 B AL 8 2 JE 221 BRI

AT LA A [ I B J S e 0% Bty L b R AR A F
FURT %, FIFH [ 502 FF M 238 A Bs, SR A4 st
T, A A ) R 8 B R R R RS, R A L
5 ERBEHRER TSR, Wit AR TSR % 5%
MRBRIEIL fiE ) 5 m.

1 MRS Tk

L1 5L

WA M AL 7 e P B I WU ] 5K 2 B AR IR X
PR FAGHT 1L M R PR L SR U 0 b 5 g T 4 T AR AR AN
KT W E, HiFEALFR A 18°23'~18°50'N, 108°36'~
109°05'E, SRR 470 km?, JL e 1l /AR 1) 1A
I 150 km?, NiZHLX R B o se . Gt o R Iy
IR, TR0 Hh kb iy b 2, (75 H4Ra1 T AR
EAE BH S5 AH 5L AT )T 30 9 S AR G R AR, R
IR J% % 75 B (Dipterocarpaceae) () B 255 121 5

#£ 1 P9201 F1 P8302 #EHuf5 &

SR E PRI, K ERE. 4R 820 m
G0k 1980~2006 A (I GETHECHE, FRATT Lt By AR X 3,
RN 5517.4 MI/m?, SRR 19.8°C, B
&350 14.8°C, >10°C IAE SR 7204°C,
SEIYFARVR L 88%, 4-F-¥ /K& 2449 mm, TR
Wi, 80%~90% MR AT 7E 5~10 IR, W
(RF S T 2 Bl R, RS B
GG SRR LN K, ZERN . B AN AEW . H
JEM NI, RN ERED S IET, HhE
N B 50%~70%. 382570y i w438,

1.2 W55k

(1) PGS, RS SR T 1983 4F
(FEHLE P8302, K/ 100 mx30 m), 1992 4F 1 i &
T A RS P9201, K/ 100 mx100 m), B4
FEHL B 2R B 2520 1000 m(R 1), BEARAN [FAE G FF T
WL FEA 2650, AHFE b Ik £ 8 A TEAG LU R I: (i)
REARUFHE . BER R, L3RR AIRES 2L (i)
WEG AT, B SO (E A R HIA; (i) BEEE AR
WERHT KM A, A Bl . FrihIEAhmdt
(S/NYFUZR VU (B/W)E ). FEHBAL TR 008 .53 X 5L R
FRp, P302 FEHLA 1 52 & WP g i IR (& KU
HORIVE AR, 110 P9201 FEHLAZ G KUK A
B 3.

KA RS A7, B 2 B A7 T4 10 m
x10 m [F)/MNETT, SR G XA FE T R AR AT A
&, Gl bR, BB WE. BfR(DBH, 1.3 m
Aby. ElEAE, FFHEE BARSE. AR IARYE 1983 4E K
DBH>7.5 cm, 1992 424 DBH > 5.0 cm, 2000 4F: LA 5 4
DBH>1.0 cm. % FHRARAEY), #7 1.3 m & 4HAR, N
76 = T HOR B 155 50 cm AW 5E Mg 4%, TR B C Sl s
MRS R REAKEY), #(E 0~2.5 m ik HEAT A
—HHBEAKT 10 cm, WP ZAMEICRAEE, HER
HEAT 3 AI0E: () WK 1.3 mAb; i) BHbIE 1.3 m
Ab; (i) WK 0~2.5 m K EARAL. [FIR, @75 idx
JHE AR A 15 C AT A,

FEHL I A TR]: P8302 AEHE A 1983, 1989, 1991,

FEH 5 ARSI 4R /m Z % (E) i (N) Yo BE bk IR B (%)
P9201 ULy Hb T A 893 108°53' 23" 18°43'47" Jc 2 g 2.40
P8302 ULy b T AR 867 108°53' 37" 18°43'44" N11E 8 B 1.10
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1995, 1998, 1999 F1 2003 4; P9201 24 1992, 1993,
1995, 1998, 2003 F1 2005 4F.

(2) AR SALE. RIS A 5 Ak AR
RS KB R (Palmae) S BEAFE Y, T FDAEY)
B, HTHE MM E L, 1.0 ha [ EFEHbEEE TR
DBH=1.0 cm [RFFZ) 0 250 B, R TE v 4500 7
A8 LA Hb X — FF SR 5 R 0 S ol AR K 7 B R g
7y W RS MR L AR 2 R
TR [P A TR S A e v A Bl e e i AR ) . TR
B AR (1) g N ] R T ARER PR A b B AR T IR I A )
AR AT, e R e E AR RS
J A% LA g A5 R DR T R D R R o R
B, AT TR, 5 A R A e bR 43 7K P I g B
i B AR LA s PE 24, AR 9 SRR AN A I AR )
TR PR UEARTE, Rk bR AR ST oA 85, %
F 2 m X5 Be sy E UL M e bR AR T B H
R, B R AR AR B, e AR Sk K
RERE=5cm). FRA.0cm<HE<5.0cm). R
(0.2 em<H<1.0 cm)F A (H1£<0.2 cm)ff &,
WO By BAERE 2 4 il — 8 B 1A i,
ARG E BT R EE, (MRS ETY
JFUitE. JLIERE 70 A F LRI 280 FRAMAG cm
<DBH<100 cm, “F-#J 18.9 c)#EATHUFE. 7E 1.0 ha [#
SEREHLA, X 70 AP 6 s DR T AR B CBURE A
I8 v T TR RS R (A b T A A i v DT T AR S R
M E 2 Lh) ik 90%. Tz FH AH X Az A D ) Sr A
ABE YR . L KOS T 5(D’H)
(I A TRl DA R 29 5 I 55 T A AN R R [ 3% 57 1)
)

BT W, =0.022816(D*H)™%0™,

B R - Wie=0.006338(D*H)*7"418,

B Wie=0.005915(D*H)™ 7%,

B W,=0.005997(D*H)*304661,

B W,=0.003612(D*H)" %7,

P 7 7 IR b A b, R I AR A — 2
I, T T LA, R DBH=7.5 cm HMA
SR TH S5 R 53 i 28 ) R o R N B S R % o 5 R AR AL
AL B 2 B R AL T AR AR Rk & /=, A
w5 Bk AT SR AT 2 % LA AR A I
T B () 2541, F TR IR AW s /).

(3) Mo PSRN E. MR- FIE S (X

598

O MR A A A ) SR R B o T AR IR
BIvHE. PR PR Hil& 5 SR AT AR HE
LY/T-1211, 1267 F it b 25 407k 74 18 25 00 0 5 43 A 20,
T Jo )RR 2 1 43 T 45 SR K A b 2 00 e B R AR B
T fifs .

C :ZLZT:l(S,—XcJ ®
i DIRIED I

o, Cue BT A IR 00 B 5, @ A A
FETT N IRNEL, j R o i i AMAEL, S, R B 0 PR j A
PRI B W AR, G 5 @ 2 mr S . MRS Bt
e 200 AN Bl £ 2t 1R S UAE W] TH A AR U0
Al H AR S A TR =N T 51.08% . R
50.54%- " 50.38%- 1% 49.40%, HUFERS IR v
DB 1.

4) REHHRMEREL. AR TEER AR
U 1R KBRS RGE AU 1980~
2005 AF () Hb TR TR BN AL T
18°44'25"N, 18°51'30"E, 4k 820 m. W37 % [H 5K
MRS bR AE R T R AERI AR PE LK 35 m x 25 m,
P e i, DY SRR B R AR AR FFZS 20 m LA E

(5) AH T HIIEI RN R KR . A
I3 T BRI DR /N 5 BB DR (R Sl 7K 43 DR -7 ) T 1)
FHIR G ZR, BT S 0 1A] (1) 2 R T 380 (3 W 1) 40k
K5 R e K o B S G R oy b, RS IR 12
/NPT EE>100 mm ) RBEW AL, LA 503
BRI R ANBEAT A G o0, 5 H Kk T 545
¥ (aridity or dryness index, @) VAT, T-RFEE LA
k% M 5 7% #1 (potential evapotranspiration, PET) 1] Lt
B, 5AMXAH, % HK@>0.75, 0.5~0.75, 0.2~
0.5, <0.2 I 73 DRE T3 -, T 5O R
H A4 28 KT IE B 0.2<@<0.5 (12115 A 4 Hik
1753

2 FEHR
2.1 AYREHIG

AU U BT L) i Y MR i X R B IR s
i PR AR AR ZE L. O TR A R AR 9 A A R AR
(oA TS0, 454 P8302 K1 P9201 Al () £ HE 34T 2>
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Br, 453878, DBH=1.0 cm [ANMKREECT K
(4780+208) #k/ha, HEYIFIELL) A 250 Fi/ha(fE 1 F12).
EREER7/R =0 1V A QIR Y S5 o N G 7 S e
PO A, BEARGIE R, BOE B Wis s i A i )
BEARZRI R, JLPT & LU H R n. 9, DBH< 5
em MEBEERZ, 5 68%, HAEMER S 2%, 1
DBH>10 cm /M E BAR Rl 15%, HAY &
AEANR) 90% L b, JEIL B EA R 1% 1 KIEH A
(DBH=45 cm), EW T by LB B & il 32%.
FRGT RO T AR AT AR AR AR AR R

M B R ook B E M, 4GRS

804

[=a]
=

HHENL, (%)
g

o]
=

FESH (cm)
B RIS LT AR ERE A

g 254
n
f 204
]
[1:]
8 151
H
104
0 I_l
Q a 5 &
\ & \ ;L v’}, '1-5:) 0) .
EER (cm}

B2 RIGEBH LRI R R R LD RS

HoAth Ay Hb DX TR 45 AT,

2.2 AWy R RNERE B Z) AL
AN [E] B S5 AR PR A 4 B A A TR S i VAl B R
TR T B, A R0 Bh JT I AR — A5 1)
BAI PO, T8 21 A WL I 390 P 00 2 1 AR b A 4 2
T In? AT 1983~2005 4EUTE 25 4 8] J7 R HiG
R AL IR, SIS Ay AR AR L AR ) R A
(397.05¢57.92)$l](502.35196.32) Mg C/ha [ [/ 25 5],
14 0k (453.13+80.06) Mg C/ha; 5 55 5 £F (201.43+
29.38)1(254.85+48.86) Mg C/ha YU [ (8] 25 5)), P14 K
(230.84+40.61) Mg C/ha(F 2). 405 Rk 2% i Bl )
] R B A AR AL AEAS TR A 22 57 WH 5, P9201 FEMBIKZE
W) R 5 A0 i I (1) 52 4 1k 38 It %5 TT P8302 #F:
b P 2 AR R T OU) 5 ] S v R g AR
AR A, R IS 7] 749 38 in A 4 et R0 2% 15 5 388 n )
Wb, EIE 22 AR AR Y, AR R B
S5 e {E HH IRAE 1998 41, T S (G JU) HH I AE 1983 47 (&
3 R 4). AW RN AR AN [R) R b R F 3 22 e,
HERTIMAE R, FA P01 FEHIEARKHZE
Hﬁuﬂi%ﬂmmﬁﬂl IR R IAT KA (IR, T P8302
PRI AZ & K ma B S, 289 78 & X s R IR b
REEPNGEE Mﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂa#i@i}ﬁﬁﬁiﬁ%tﬂ%i

Wy RN B P S 0 S 2 S

T 28 P55 A AR AR AR S B T A5 A A 2R 4 A 1)
S IR R B 3 (1R Y N N R 3/ M I U DN
AN ZE2 K5 R, PO201 A% M B 255 J AR AR Ak 1
JIEAH, 7E(0.91x0.18)F1(3.29+1.09) Mg C-haa™' 2
(A2 2], FRUIZAD S0 i, 11 P8302 F ik
1) T 5 8 A A B U) 52 B B 42 ) B B 3 (P<0.01),
FE(=7.2242.21)F1(3.39+0.76) Mg C-ha™"a™' Z [A]7AE 7)),
ST 2R A S A A A B A B (R A R I
fH), 1 SEAE 4 ) B 5 ) B R (A A 1 b SR fD). (H
CRAPNFEHR T, QU BT SRR AR H & —
(35 e, S T AR T8 263 20 (0.56+0.22)
Mg C-ha™a™, A% T 5 9 PHH #47 Hu X (neotropical)
(RS- B4 V3 . ((0.71+0.34) Mg Crha'-a™)PUR13A
P T2 0.63 Mg C-ha '-a™'(95% &%
X [i1] 0.22~0.94)"".
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#2 FRFEBRRIEE S LR EDR . REERERNE Y

e EENS EYREE/Mgha! A W) B B /Mg -ha ! B AR ARG/ Mg C-ha '™ F3/Mg Cha '™
1992 397.05257.92 2014322938
1993 405.47+57.27 205.70£29.05 2.8540.27
201 1995 416.68+57.79 211.39+29.32 2.8420.19
(1.0/ha) 1998 426.56261.28 216.40+31.09 2.0140.71
2003 435.50+71.90 220.9336.48 0.9120.18
2005 451.71%77.26 229.16+39.20 3.29+1.09
1083 44144290 52 223.05245.92 0.5620.22
1989 481.49+95.10 24427448 25 3.3920.76
1991 493.88+96.89 250.55+49.15 3.1420.89
(Oég%a) 1995 488.68294.20 247.92+47.79 ~0.66+0.17
1998 502.35£96.32 254.85+48.86 2.31%0.71
1999 489.20+96.57 248.18+48.99 ~6.67+1.25
2003 460.74+87.73 233.74+44.51 7224221

a) 95% EAF X [R]( X £ 2SE), SE H1 10 mx10 m [{J/NETS AL 440 il 545 2

460
P 9201 520 P 8302
2 440 2 500
o c
= ¢ S
S g 480
B 420 ® B
ﬁ aa 460
§ 90 & ¥=3.6565x+6882.4 § w0 y=—0.4411x2+1759.3x-2x106
R2=0.9536 P<0.001 R2=0.9195 P<0.001
380 420
1990 1994 1998 2002 2006/4F 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 2005/%F
& 3 P8302 f1 P9201 f¥Hith FH A EYE (AGB) FENHFIEFLTH
260
2
301 bosor ® P 8302
- - 250
2 220 :
&) o
g g 240
B
% 210 & ¢
ﬁ y=1.8548x-3491.2 ® 230 y=-0.2238x2+892.59x—889838
R2=0.9536 P<0.001 R2=0.9196 P<0.001
200 @ 220
1990 1994 1998 2002 2006/4E 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 2005/%F
B4 P8302 A1 P9201 FEMERES B H B AR
4 7
= P 9201 - P 8302
2 ¢ A
o 3 AN O
=] [-1/] 2
§ 2 ¢ 5
4 N
: £ -
g 1 y=0.064x2-255.67x+255350 * & y=-0.035x2+139.2x-13815
R2=0.8684 P<0.05 & . R=08684 ¢
0 _
1990 1994 1998 2002 2006/4 1984 1989 1994 1999  2004/4F

B 5 P8302 F1P9201 ik HEETNENIZNELH
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3 g
3.1 RIGIBHGHE ZRARBRIE T2 &1

(1) PEREIAN SR FERUME M. BARHEE
A — e W SR B AR 2 AR T AR T RE O A
YL BOTO0321 - a i of LAV B 43 s IR 1 T AT
AR T VR MER A R B Bh B AR b 5
R A7, 15 AT AR AR A 2 R R S IR B AT 8%
& BRI T — AN IR AR e R & AP [N
IR AT AR PRSI K /IS (0 A A T B 42 ) BT 7
1T A B T3 m AATIE#f ARG SR AR R
G fgc AR

K 3 F1 4 IR, P8302 Al PO201 A Hu ¥ A4 & 1
T 2% B SRR W) SR 10 22 S, IR AR AR B ART BB A2
IR 2 K7 IL[RE F R 25 3, (0 B o A=A s 1 B 5
K F I o e HHES RGBT e 2 H ok
EEM 52 K F. TEM(terrestrial ecosystem model) &
WL, Bk S R G NPPGFHI R A7
INMFEEZSFERSHA T, BFWES NPP 25 EIE
SN IR, S T R K A S S BRIRI R /N [ 26
R, BT 22 Gk AU Hh X (1) 2 W S AR
HUA ST DRI NBEAT T A BT (B 6), Zi3k
L W VB0 AR A3 BRI K /N 5 S P i 2 O
R, IR/ R K- 6, P<0.05). B
R TN CEC IR B, FAGHT BRAK IR B I g ) Aok 8 D 0
T, 22 2 R OO — 20 B s, 5 R PR AT AR
MRITBR I BE 7. 5% W S R 23 B Y /N TR A o6
KRTBEAR Ny, RIEIEH X AAE BIR . WE,
H 80% LA B /KA AERZE, 50%~70%2 HH & A
FRNAR, R, BRI IR A e T A R R
Y 2 /. Bt B4 N R, RO 2B BT 75 1) 26 1
IKRERT B U I OR B, RUAE 2] T RS LT
B, BRSO A, SR E AR A 1 1,
A5 B 1 B8 7 B [ TR ) 3G 0 SR IR ) . MR
oY A6 N 7 I P 24 B R (2600 mim) I, i 25 N 00K (1)
BB BE D) W) 2 B2 PR (K 6), BRI T RE
H T3k R B R AR T MR AR K. Schuur ™ ERT 5T
T 100 A HGHE AR ARSI 5 NPP S &R G R B, 4B
TR A S 2 & 2445 mm 1IN (55 AHIFIT b [X SF 35 %
FRAHAT), BEBEFIEIN NPP % 1 [f&ia#, P& %) NPP
1) IX Pp 47 R0 T BB 2 FH T B I A N BT A
N B 8 5% 0 25 IR 250N 1) 388 in sk - 4

A kD T 7 AR RPN, A, e
PN I K A A5 IR L BB K o e, S EUE AR
PRI, ETFAR R FNGAE M o) il R B A, T 5
# NPPPYEAIL.

T H 0 B AR 23 B PRI /MR 2 Rl 2k
KERE 6), BT HmEWIGE I, T Re Pz
B, IR BENS 4R 5 NEPPY, DX b 4G AR AR 1)
T BE DK B (B 6), i > R — 2 g,
VUL HE 9 55 FA0HE AR AR IR BV 8 0, BE A8 A L 4 ol HE
QA ob) S RS R/ (EER S NN BV EP P S
ZTRE SRR, JefE A NPP R [ LR A R 7, 4
Oy M X BRSNS, TR A R 2 s I
I, DAL B T 1 348 0 2 5 B0 B R0 S > B,
1M B A T 5 3 0 B 380, 0 W AE A5 7 2 )
ST RE R P AR, SEAAE AT R
JURE PR, MR DABE A= e, 3L g 388,
M2 T AR GCER I R, R, 78
405 N =35 I ) 3 O 2w il R L
0.2<@<0.5, 51 51 X FREOHH [F] 1), 24k S8+
Bk AN GEf3 B KA A 7, BRI B e AT
s, MEARAR AR, R EE I BE TR H 4
()38 N T BB 6). DRIE, Wl LAIA Dk, R ECRI+
5L 4 Hn] B4 5 B 1 HE K R B, AT R A B
BRI . 5340, 3K AR A 2 am it
REMA L (N) [ A] SR A AT v A2 S R Ge 2k 7= D) kA=
RPN Singh F1 SingP R, 24 HHEK IR,
Rl T8 N SRAGPEBRAR 12%~44%. DX N
W R AR 1 — A e b I PR DR P,
REAT OIS . e WSS IR0 R IR ER AR O,
M HEARA AR, Hartb AR Z 5 EM, N
(1048 o i % 5 01 B 7 ) s i 4+,

HWFTURE, AR R GO it AR b B N IR
N2 1) 7K 3 FE B U AN S A Ry
T g J 401 S BGPTSR el T
RO FEOCEER TR, 3 EES R K
fit EEPRAK. Brando 2% A U188 i RSN B4 N 92D SR
T 550 W b 73 By AR (R s, 45 SR R Y
B N B N YRk D 35 % ~41% 0, H B R
(ANPP)TEMFFLHISE 2 AFBRAR T 13%, SLAR4-4)r ANPP
FAAR I 52 B8 J2 R IA 62%. 1 ARG AR, MoK S
VAT W T S (R A7 AR W R 25 R BAR TR
X Bty WA ) 454 5 D R B B, T R
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BRARARTC IR 3 SO T RRA IR ZE . TR %) 0 e
TR, LA E SR T RGN, H A A T,
B, AT HARTEREEK G 5o, BT
(FI98 /> A1 PAR (K340, #GHrRAKIK) NPP K dg e,
AT R KT AR B A (LR A, B T EUR
o IR AT AEARAIET R I8 0, WPKEAE NPP T
B 200 A S i & SR A o R W U
5 3 4 Itk b e o 2 G iR (B 6). Mk,
TR PR 10 £ 1) A A B A5 MR 70 A M6 S S e 5
TER/NIR R RIS TGS AR AN Qe S0 AR
b DX (B it AR L

(2) THHARF A ARAABRII IR M. il =2
IR T ARSI T b, IR A S R A AR TR AR
BN, SR U AR DX A S R AR AR U 20 i
40 90 AEACUR W AN, A A B AR MR AR UEVI fiE
IS R B 2424k, Wl BEE i T A ERE (0 U 5 A
A B 20 W 0t DX Tk 11 e A7 R A 4 2 e T
DR R I A, 23 2 KU i ] 2, 1L
e o 52 B RIS, B RUHE SR 1R 56t Bk T A0 K XCRE
X B A I AR A3 R S (R W, S EOR AR (EIR,
JU L FE Ak A ek S TS 0 KR B B K R 8 g o
SR BN, AR BRI, KR35 1 R
MIARE, m T HOER BT, KA T R R
K, SHEUEWE KRS L R 2 BN, JE

+

[(a) P9201
3_
2f °

y =-0.2051x2+ 2.5653x — 4.5594
R?=10.8973 P<0.05

1r L g

HPEFELTH/ Mg C-ha-'-a-1

2 4 6 8
12 hRERS AT 100 mmAIEFTRE

4ro

P 5201

1} y=-0.044x2+ 0.6062x — 1.0439
R2=10.8385 P<0.05

2 6 10 14
T RN 2-0 SN T RE B

BEREFLTH/Mg C-ha-l-a-!
(3]

J& P8302 FEHLTHE IR 65 % B 43 JIAE 1995, 1999, 2003
SEI] R F%, £F 1991~1995, 1999~2003 4 [a] ifF g 31 &
Bl 5 XAk 16 18 YR, T H Hp e B 5 XU X R 0
WA L 1) & X3k 6 AL S k. & AR T ok
R E R BERT A, IR 4 BRARAT R BRI BB, X
ARMAES RGOS O™ T XN, & X
% 1995, 1999 F1 2003 4F 3 Vi i i A Hu 8 A 4 5
8 FR(DBH K14 33.1 cm, fix Kk 48.5 cm). 1 FR(F1%
65.9 cm). 9 #E(DBH V%)% 37.7 cm, 5K 104.4 cm),
573 A W i RO % B W S b e 1998 4 i [+
i 52 JE /R JE i Fl 7 Je R %% e, PROR A2 KT R 52
BT IR, R AL R A 1

R

3.2 RIS BH ARPRBRIE T 5 tHh At ity AR AR
Eat:2

HARAERAH X DT 2 IARMITRE T b
(i 2 AR, (o RIE AT — L83 Xk Z X AR T
T, B TAEARTERHN. HIE O T I AR 1R
Z LIS, TR A R XK 2R ) Al A
I ATI R AF A1 55 2 1) 1 {8 Houghton!"®'84 28 J1] 7 F A [
¥ 77 & 0 2 04 NV Ty ah M DX AR bR 2R A R RE AT AN 5
A TR NS K NINEE sk 7/h =N SRS 3N 1]
H AWy fo e AR AR 3l DR AN — B AR v

T&‘ 4 ®) P 8302
2
[&]
go
ﬁ:i‘ —4 y = —2.2908x2 + 19.332x — 36.174
b R= 09395 P<0.001
g _8 1 |
1 3 5 7
12 hEERATF 100 mmesBRRE
B
O 0F
gq
a4
g | y = —0.0223x2 + 0.945x — 7.2591
o * R2 = 0.4652
g _8 L L Il
0 6 12 18 24
FREEE02~0.5ANTEENHN

B 6 P8302 F1P9201 FrHuR ¥ HETH B S KEWREMNTE AN KMMAHRKR
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DR BTG & TAEAF AR BN ZE S, (H o, G R
B AN ZUFAO) S AR X Fiy Hh X[ 55 )22 1 1 Ak
WA RBAT T 3 AN EEr 004 1980, 1990, 2000
FE)ON gl L R PGS W M — AN R R
FEIES D I HLIX, gD IR BT 50%, 2] 2000 4
YRR EA R 70 Mg Crlha, Tz ] 25 1 5 3%
AR IN R HA. B DX R R A A T R ek D T
RS Jit D] 3 B H T AR AR R AR 3 30— 3840 S i Ak
AR T YA AR IR e 4 e A R B O, Q0
Uy Rt PR ] 5 R U A 5 ) SR, BRI AR,
H A 20 208 80 A AT 46 HL 85 5 HEAR AT 9K 2 I 14
I GER 2), XILH o N VA )T R R A S it
TRARMEEAR TR, A0 250 WL TR fh X (< ) B
KN R BB FAs AR MR IR 07 AR T 2k,
B L 1) A0 B U AR AR BE A 15 DU U IR AR A7 T oK,
G TR TR R AR BN, DABSUMOR B 68 15 20 84T (1)
A, A LA A R B R R I i . (H R
FAO il & (1) $ s by X ] 52 2 T P A 40 5 0 i %5 5 45
5 A — BRI g 45 R 2 R KPS AN
B AR SRR 22 5, AFEHEE . K

R3 NAMX BRI B EDRAGB)HE

INEA—, R, AR R R X R LR
AT R AR, B R/ IR G 3R ABL - B R 13 B 1)
R T A 5T AU S b X R/ AL 1983~2005
fE, T4 (0.56+0.22) Mg Ceha'-a™!, 55 HAb AR M
RS I FA s i DX Al 0 &5 SR AR A, 8 dn B T A
ARARBII KN4 0.60 Mg Coha™'-a™ '8 3 T 34 2%
WK 4 (0.62+0.23) Mg Crha'-a 107 AR HHs bk by
0.63 Mg C-ha'-a™'"! {HZAR T 73 15 W41 AR AR
(2.0~19.1 Mg C-ha -a )P Ak, HAEM . S
i IR P TR A [ BN (A T g S 12 N L RS b o
Ry 2 WA 0 AT TR AR B R TR 0 V1 R /0N SR W Al v 11K,
TEATY AR I 8 T BV e 3R i IR AR AR B [l i, i i
5 Ay X b b5 o AR SEIME R LR (R 3),
I e U A R AR ) b B35y AR ) T 48 0 (45313
80.06) Mg/ha, T~ YH AN 5 PHHHE Ar bk _E 358 4 A=
YR ¥1H(307.30~313.04 Mg/ha), 5511
NI At ] 5% B M DX Ay R AR HE b 38 43 AR 4 S (S 3
{H(188~403 Mg/ha). XLEgE L ULH, AR [E i R
By M kb #cy b S, 5 il 4 RSORT 25 14 F R0 L 7R
AR MATAE RN 2 5, AR ILA AR LA 5 v 1) AR ) ot

2% 3k Hby DX BYRY: 1 Hh b3 4> A4 /M g-ha ! FEHLK 7N ha M #/ha
Clark, Clark!®* AT IAZN, La Selva 186.1 0.01 11.7
DeWalt, Chave'®”! [ 74, Amazonas 269.2+45.5 0.05 0.3
Chave 2§ A\ [0V %4 5, Barro Colorado 281+20 0.25 50
Kauffman % A 192 [ 74, Rondonia 337+36
Hughes % A [ 74, Rondonia 311 1.5
Guild 25 A\ .74, Rondonia 399+45 1.5
Saldarriaga %5 A\ 1! ZEW i hz, Amazonas 23422 0.03 0.36
Chave % A\ 169 1% )85, St Elie 345427 1 1
Cummings %5 A" [V, Rondonia 312.8+6.7 0.79 6.32
Malhi 25 A BRI 4E ¥, BosqueChimanes 252.24~263.11 1 1
Ferreira, Prance'®® [ 74, Central Amazonia 380.81~444.62 1 1
Pitman % A\ 1% Ji.JRZ /K, Capiron 326.69~345.17 1 1
Nebel 25 A7 F#, Jenaro Tahuampa 275.32~279.64 1 1
B 32026
BRI 25 30673
ENESEYINIA 324+78
sk P4 V., Peninsular 212442
Brown % A1 kP4, Sabah/Sarawak 338+44
4 ) 24060
E e 34 220+35
S 188+58
g 26461
Hoshizaki % A7 I3k P4V, Pasoh Forest Reserve 403~431 6 6
AHF5E T, 453.13+80.06 1 1
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VBB, I 4 T BRIl B B A b 2
.

4 25

FoT 1983~2005 A B[] 5 A i 1) R AV £ K
P, o I L T B O U U BT L Rl WY AR 2R ) B
B Kk, DBH>10 cm /MA & A48 B
1 90% LA I, JEHZEHEAR 1% M KR AE
(DBH=45 cm), HAYEI S EIE & 5L 32%,
FRA> T AE R BRAR A KA G ARRT A=y 1 e
FE R vk o 4606 = SAEH . YR % EAE(397.05+
57.92)~(502.35+96.32) Mg/ha [A]785)), V344 (453.13+

80.06) Mg/ha; i % J¥ F (201.43£29.38)~(254.85+
48.86) Mg C/ha [HJ423)), ~F-1474(230.84+40.61) Mg
C/ha. 7EVR A I, ARMBIC KN ER SRS
& WEEM TR DA G, 4 & A A% i 34T P A
P3N R S N (i R R TR RS B =g
ANAFAE W 65 RCT-H I, i B ) 398 ol 2% 5 S 38
W, SPLUE MBI b,

N i R N VA TR AR 1R B S S B
(0.56+0.22) Mg C-ha™"-a™', 911 3% I #15 H [X
(neotropical) FI={E Y FA T AR AR IR BT RE ). B W EK
J 5 A O 52 W SR VA U AT AR AR BRI TR
ANDEE R ), ARBRI KN B ARk ) I 52 S i A< 00
(147 B 5 5 .

il RMEERERE TR E AR X B A AT ML 58 B R 1 A1 B 3 5 A 7 B AR
GBTHXIE, AXKFIRZRE . RBBIT AR Y R AERENL.
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Wi 1 AR & R Ar e R

Lkl W /em S B (%)

X4 MT 4 T L 3 53
i % Polyalthia suberosa (Roxb.) Thw. 7.3 49.6 49.25 45.53 49.95
Skt Acer decandrum Merr. 2.2 49.11 50.36 50.25 50.72
A% Albizia procera (Roxb.) Benth. 12.9 52.29 52.82 49.88 49.32
SEi Canarium album (Lour.) Raeusch. 3.0 4734 50.17 50.41 43.52
HAFR Aquilaria sinensis (Lour.) Spreng. 3.5 51.92 51.41 47.35 49.79
ISEDAN Blastus cochinchinensis Lour. 2.1 51.53 44.61 4428 4891
KERB Spondias pinnata (L. f.) Kurz 4.8 49.11 41.66 45.83 48.46
2 Trigonostemon fragilis (Gagnepain) Airy Shaw 33 47.69 48.47 41.18 50.38
A Microcos paniculata L. 8.8 49.47 48.2 48.15 60.47
IRA Lepisanthes rubiginosa (Roxb.) Leenh. 6.1 50.19 48.9 52.41 51.67
VN Rl Syzygium buxifolium Hook. & Arn. 2.1 52.17 49.32 51.03 51.91
PIIES Taxotrophis ilicifolius (S. Vidal) Corner 3.3 49.47 47.58 37.06 44.78
T At Erythrina variegate L. 13.1 51.69 472 51.05 47.97
AL Symplocos poilanei Guill. 7.6 4991 54.11 45.38 51.32
itk S Mallotus philippensis (Lam.) Miiell.-Arg. 115 42.97 47.88 477 47.88
HH K AR Cinnamomum validinerve Hance 2.5 54.04 58.82 47.71 53.78
AL AR Lasianthus chinensis (Champ.) Benth. 1.7 49.18 47.82 43.64 42.59
K Clerodendrum catophyllum Turcz. 2.1 51.5 45.42 4538 50.59
PNUNEL T Gironniera subaequalis Planch. 2.6 54.24 48.56 42.99 43.01
PN R Cahthium simile Merr 2.0 53.77 49.51 48.27 51.35
$T 48 Alstonia rostrata C. E. C. Fischer 1.7 50.48 51.21 51.1 51.61
2 A Michelia mediocris Dandy 30.2 50.76 54.34 51.89 48.55
B Castanopsis tiaoloshanica (\(;vhl}gn& W.C.Ko)Y.C. Hsu & H. 73 478 50.97 50.64 5236
TR Erycibe obtusifolia Benth. 1.9 51.05 48.9 44.12 47.86

2575 Bk Beilschmiedia tungfangensis S. K. Lee & L. F. Lau 3.0 53.99 55.1 51.6 48.5
JL 23 Bk Syzygium globiflorum (Craib) P. Chan. & J. Parnell 3.0 49.11 48.64 48.68 48.28
I H Ficus hispida L. f. 5.6 49.27 47.99 36.28 4435
21 Garcinia multiflora Champ. ex Benth. 2.5 47.68 48.68 42.92 50.13
ZANHAR Antidesma maclurei Merr. 2.9 52.47 47.27 49.81 51.55

EZ VN Polyosma cambodiana Gagnep. 1.6 53.54 45 47.93 493
H4 e Pterospermum heterophyllum Hance 3.3 51 52.07 38.99 4537
R ERAR Castanopsis fleuryi (Hick. & A. Camus) Chun ex Q. F. Zheng 5.9 52.49 49.56 49.22 45.74
7Bk Syzygium tephrodes (Hance) Merr & L. M. Perry 23 51.01 48.69 45.96 50.53
FE L A Turpinia montana (Bl.) Kurz. 2.0 55.78 49.66 43.39 49.09
ST Elaeocarpus dubius A. DC. 13.0 47.97 53.09 47.5 48.44
HIH 2 Walsura robusta Roxb. 5.4 4521 53.09 44.4 50.58
1 H Maclurodendron oligophlebium (Merr.) T. G. Hart. 2.1 51.46 50.32 48.81 52.86
BA Memecylon ligustrifolium Champ. ex Benth. 4.8 52.85 50.79 50.45 51.13
JREEA Fissistigma oldhamii (Hemsl.) Merr. 8.0 50.25 51.26 46.14 45.57
T 25 L IR Lindera kwangtungensis (H. Liu) C. K. Allen 18.1 53.85 49.62 54.31 57.01
AT llex goshiensis Hayata 5.2 48.66 52.11 52.21 52.48
Rl Croton laui Metr. et Metc. 7.5 50.81 52.67 48.74 47.03
VR AL Polyspora hainanensis (lgL. ? I(fh]e\l/l[ll%l)gc X. Ye ex B. M. Barth. 1.9 3279 5176 50.5 48.95
P A Ardisia quinquegona BI. var. hainanensis Walker 1.7 50.63 52.26 49.08 50.24
9 R AR Manglietia hainanensis Dandy 4.0 54.13 49.04 47.62 49.88
3 7 i Bk Syzygium cumini (L.) Skeels 11.1 51.93 47.85 47.48 49.96
WK G Pertusadina hainanensis (How) Ridsd. 1.9 48.7 54.67 51.73 51.42
15 R WA Adinandra hainanensis Hayata 2.0 51 49.79 52.6 50.63
i LG Bk Syzygium hancei Merr. & L. M. Perry 10.5 46.61 492 51.83 52.21
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ELGES
W W /em B E (%)

4 NT4H + Lid W 53
ey Albizia odoratissima (L. f.) Benth. 8.5 50.96 50.63 48.98 49.36
AR Acer fabri Hance 17.6 47.26 52.73 50.13 45.86
214 Lithocarpus fenzelianus A. Camus 2.5 54 49.34 47.01 51.74

21 4 Castanopsis hystrix J. D. Hook. & Thomson ex A. DC. 60.0 54.87 53.32 49.06

WEH IR Archidendron clyperia (Jack.) Nielsen 2.5 48.64 50.27 45.67 51.29
JEIAR SR Olea marginatus (Champ. ex Benth.) Hemsl. 8.1 53.99 51.47 56.06 53.08
|=82) Lannea coromandelica (Houtt.) Merr. 8.2 46.1 44.89 53.46 49.3
JE R A Ternstroemia gymnanthera (Wight & Arn.) Beddome 2.3 52.99 49.87 50.6 52.49
A A Machilus chinensis (Champ. ex. Benth.) Hemsl. 13.0 52.96 49.1 56.89 52.9
TR Ficus vasculosa Wall. ex Miq. 1.8 48.03 46.73 442 46.99
HEAR Cratoxylum cochinchinense (Lour.) BI. 3.6 51.06 50.34 48.03 50.47
Al Engelhardia roxbughiana Wall. 2.8 53.07 48.67 50.71 46.53
A Endospermum chinense Benth. 2.7 49.84 53.85 41.48 53.65
I Xanthophyllum hainanense Hu 1.7 51.24 51.03 51.17 53.51
A Cinnamomum parthenoxylon (Jack) Meisn. 1.7 53.8 50.52 53.98 47.87
% J R R e Dasymaschalon rostratum Merr. & Chun 3.1 49.77 51.95 49.38 48.03
FLEEY/N Dacrycarpus imbricatus (Bl.) de Laub. var. patulus de Laub. 2.5 53.13 56.04 48.6 53.39
[FER Sterculia lanceolata Cav. 3.0 50.76 47.9 45.82 47.96
S A Symplocos lancifolia Sieb. & Zucc. 1.5 49.91 48.45 61.34 48.62
EIEAR Ochna integerrima (Lour.) Merr. 3.0 52.26 4535 54.02 50.63
JUAT Psychotria asaitica L. 1.5 50.18 52.31 50.63 51.01
RIS < A Ardisia hanceana Mez 2.5 47.5 50.97 493 47.91
AR Castanopsis hui (Chun) Chun ex Y. C. Hsu & H. W. Jen 8.0 50.79 53.13 50.05 48.39
B R Osmanthus didymopetalus P. S. Green 3.5 52.89 45.78 55.59 52.55
£ Castanopsis fissa (Champ. ex Benth.) Rehd. & E. H. Wils. 16.4 49.64 53.76 51.77 5091
xR ANs Ormosia semicastrata Hance f. litchiifolia How 2.2 49.92 52.75 55.88 53.35
PRy Reevesia thasoidea Lindl. 3.6 50.56 51.53 49.71 58.1
P A Engelhardia unijuga Chun ex P. Y. Chen 7.1 52.04 49.28 54.94 50.22
S BIR Archidendron lucidum (Benth.) Nielsen 2.1 49.71 45.15 50.6 53.78
Sl AR Cyclobalanopsis phanera (Chun) Y. C. Hsu & H. W. Jen 4.0 52.44 52.41 49.53 52.29
W wg LI AT Calophyllum oblongifolia Champ. ex Benth. 1.6 48.99 49.06 48.05 48.08
Rl 2k Dacrydium pectinatum de Laub. 4.2 54.52 54.9 53.46 51.38
BN B AR 2 Neolitsea ovatifolia Y. C. Yang & P. H. Huang 2.1 51.93 51.47 45.73 52.99
- Cinnamomum rigidissimum H. T. Chang 4.1 53.95 55.04 52.15 50.84
g Lasiococca comberi HamessvalgiﬁseudovertlmIlata (Merr.) H. 37 4737 491 522 5047
SRR JBE Gnetum montanum Mark. 2.5 50.39 50.05 50.06 50.05
BAWY llex pubescens Hook. & Arn. 3.1 4551 48.65 56.56 51.91
EcE Schnp i) Tarenna lancilimba W. C. Chen 2.0 57.5 50.15 52.1 47.63
FBEL Lagerstroemia balansae Koehne 33 50.61 48.79 48.13 48.42
R Lithocarpus pseudovestitus A. Camus 1.7 48.27 47.15 50.86 45.2
ESY/ %57 Nephelium topengii (Merr.) H. S. Lo 5.6 48.85 51.72 51.54 50.75
KAEA Decaspermum montanum Ridl. 2.1 60.2 49.44 52.18 49.97
B4 Homalium hainanense Gagnep. 10.0 53.12 52.39 49.88 51.66
AJH Platea parvifolia Merr. & Chun 14.5 50.56 50.23 52.64 50.36
p N Schima superba Gardn. & Champ. 2.2 47.83 50.37 49.68 50.04
AH Bombax ceiba L. 8.3 46.72 45.98 47.98 42.84
L] Alniphyllum fortunei (Hemsl.) Makino 3.0 55.45 48.11 50.08 4991
B MR Castanopsis patelliformis (Chun) Y. C. Hsu & H. W. Jen 45.3 52.92 51.57 54.37 49.54
RRGEY Beilschmiedia laevis C. K. Allen 1.7 48.44 46.32 48.16 52.52
ZE N Cryptocarya chingii W. C. Cheng 2.5 46.31 51.87 52.81 495
i Vatica mangachapoi Blanco 2.6 50.27 49.88 52.32 51.33
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FER AmRlY 20104E ZE40% T
E4iiE!
W W /em RSB (%)

X E T4 + Lid W 53
T Vatica mangachapoi Blanco. 49.6 53.13 56.07 56.68 57.75
H AR Schoepfia jasminodora Sieb. et Zucc. 2.5 53 46.01 45.48 50.16
1B Streblus asper Lour. 6.0 45 4521 41.23 46.65
ZRE AR Lindera nacusua (D. Don) Merr. 4.0 47.11 54.12 55.64 52.58
=X Melicope pteleifolia (Champ. ex Benth) T. G. Hart. 2.0 51.9 50.38 43.72 53.56
— Ak Prismatomeris tetrandra (Roxb) K. Schum 1.6 53.6 51.06 452 52.05

=hkA Rhodamnia dumetorum var. hainanensis Merr. & L. M. Perry 4.5 50.71 54.08 57.31 53
1 #%¥ Litsea cubeba (Lour.) Pers. 1.5 48.38 50.45 50.83 51.05
Ly 3 R Trema orientalis (L.) BI. 3.0 47.84 51.22 45.46 48.54
Ll T EE Olea tsoongii (Merr.) P. S. Green 53 51.59 52.97 49.92 51.06
KR Wendlandia uvariifolia Hance 1.8 52.05 53.64 54.08 51.64
KA Sarcosperma laurinum (Benth.) Hook. f. 5.8 50.04 47.85 50.43 48.03
G VS LA Eriobotrya deflexa (Hemsl.) Nakai 1.5 47.12 51.81 46.45 49.64
EVEH Ficus formosana Maxim. 1.6 48.66 50.32 49.99 51.23
Bh 4 4 Rhodomatus tomentosa (Art.) Hassk. 3.0 51.45 48.73 50.88 52.45
P ik B A Beilschmiedia tsangii Merr. 3.0 54.9 50 54.24 51.42
e Diospaos eriantha Champ. ex Benth. 3.5 40.65 4538 56.62 51.27
E Canarium pimela K. D. Koenig 1.7 50.94 49.96 43.22 48.04
TR Pentaphylax euryoides Gardn. & Champ. 1.8 53.27 51.63 52.74 49.7
[liyEap Betula alnoides Buch.-Ham. 4.2 49.3 47.61 54.48 47.41
4113 AL Polyalthia cerasoides (Roxb.) Benth. & Hook. f. ex Bedd. 5.4 53.38 46.11 50.49 47.97
MENSEL Wikstroemia nutans Champ. ex Benth. 3.7 52.52 51.96 49.96 48.44
e A A Meliosma angustifolia Merr. 1.7 47.09 47.28 41.78 52.53
H Bk Syzygium acuminatissimum (Bl.) Candolle 6.8 52.66 48.81 49.39 49.66
AN Artocarpus staacifolius Pierre 2.8 56 50.71 46.04 48.04
PHEE AT Glochidion coccineum (Buch.-Hamil.) Miiell.-Arg. 1.7 52.31 49.49 49.02 47.77
BB Elaeocarpus howii Merr. & Chun 3.8 49.08 50.57 52 48.69
LLYFS Schefflera heptaphylla (L.) Frod. 2.4 52.06 51.11 50.82 48.67
ESRe ] Symplocos glauca (Thunb.) Koidz. 1.5 52.05 55.43 48.88 52.12
Y Toxicodendron sylvestris (Sieb. & Zucc.) 1.8 47.23 54.09 49.58 50.38
2R A Symplocos pseudobarberina Gontsch. 3.0 48.26 51.12 37.87 45.78
MilPEs Alseodaphne rugosa Merr. & Chun 13.0 54.66 49.02 56.69 52.76
A Sindora glabra Merr. 7.2 48.12 53.55 54.08 45.84
R A Castanopsis tonkinensis Seem. 14.0 48.44 50.08 48.22 51.27
KA L Elaeocarpus petiolatus (Jack) Wall. ex Steud. 2.5 49.76 48.94 51.22 49.97
KAl Je iR Helicia longipetiolata Merr. & Chun 3.1 49.08 48.47 51.73 49.76
KR Reevesia longipetiolata Merr. et Chun 3.5 52.86 52.37 53.53 52.92
KAL) Fe Ehretia longiflora Champ. ex Benth. 3.5 49.99 48.37 53.36 48.85
KBE4E Ormosia balansae Drake 3.0 49.97 50.22 54.8 46.41
KR Magnolia paenetalauma Dandy 2.1 51.37 49.78 45.29 48.69
KAk Duperrea pavettaefolia (Kurz) Pitard 1.6 54.28 50.96 50.02 52.32
TR Kleinhovia hospita L. 15.6 50.61 47.85 48.19 45.79
e 2= Chionanthus ramiflorus Roxb. 1.5 50.37 48.5 53.39 54.24
AR SR Cryptocarya chinensis (Hance) Hemsl. 25.0 55.84 54.28 53.58 50.07
HRHAR Bischoffia polycarpa (H. Léveill¢) Airy Shaw 4.1 47.13 48.18 47.47 45.74
P15 R Carallia brachiata (Lour.) Merr. 2.5 51.44 51.63 50.3 51.05
(IR Castanopsis neglecta Schott. 2.8 52.04 522 48.66 50.9
PrieFs Podocarpus neriifolius D. Don 5.1 54.62 48.77 54.03 53.9
Tl Madhuca hainanensis Chun & How 4.4 50.15 53.63 52.23 50.57
F TRk Syzygium championii (Benth.) Merr & L. M. Perry 45 49.87 48.63 51.83 48.13
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