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TE AMMRAS AR BT R R AET RN AR E G A, EATRIE T RS | XA
BB, TR AR B, R T RO AL S RGN R S RS | HHER
BEMEREE. A, L RH. RAEEE. HATE. REMSELRERAyE | HREDE
EAMBE BN B F R AED, AHHLE k. KX EAEME AR AN IS | BRERSA
A E &

H b 24 hm® KRR (B E>LS cm)p B A EHT TN E. ARLIA: (1) 1540 10m
x10m A 77, FIEEE 60 cm KM E R A EE A, AR L P ETFH Y 110538 gm™> 34
AL S NERMEZ MR EYEZ R FP < 0.05); 20~40 cm L EHMARAEHE E 0~
60 cm HLAR & H1 B 19 71.58%. (ii) 40~60 cm F B 3 A8 G797 LR G MR AN EL K E
JAX AR ZEP<001),0~60 cm £ E28, &7 LEZEHMRENELHE TR RZLEP<
0.01); 3 FH F 3t HLAR A B 6 Bl £ B2 (P> 0.05). (ill) MM+ EE ., #E g Z
fm, 40~60 cm F B HIEMAR A A B B ERK, MBEELDH N 532%F0 29.2%, W FEE .
i+ 8 E B A AR E R AR BT . R, RIOAAFEHLE
KEPE 24 hm® WAFEHA, FEABRHEENZRTHERTAFEARB T EENTE,
MAEEERMARRESENENEES T HAREPEN AN, B, MERRAZ
W RERAFEHTAMT RN AER L, BHFEARED B AN EEARKEL.

WRAEY B SESRESFVIELE T TIH 40%~
85%"7, (H RERFRMAYI R 20%~40%". 4 ERAE
it FE i, AR A Al B RO FE Y T v R e RO ) Bk
TERBRET Y, BT AAR 2 A 2 O 95 S it — 25 1l e
1728 5 B SE SRR D). (HJRAR R A W i 1 oy
TR 25 RE B R, AR R0 . e
Mo, ERERE . E IR KA L GRS
SR A SR AR AR W e e S M B R T TR AR
F AW T 5T A A 2R 5 B B S A

MR 28 A W ik 1) 3 53 A1 2 R Y Rl A% RE PR 5 3
BEsg L R P g S AR R A TE )2 R SR

REMEOLT, oty eriRZE+
e E R, PR E R R A L SRR Y
EHESTMEEAYHNRYSZ MR R ALY &85
AU AR R, ARIARGAR R A YR S
WAYE HHIATE, DB (Pinus massoniana) AR |
KA b7 BARA YR 90% L 11 Jf HAHAR
AEYRE) T5%HEH T HAKKG2 em)AHR H 17
IR (< 2 mm) WAL S RARA YR 2% 4451
[F] B AR A i 3 K LSRR LT S A i K
Fo R U DR I il 0 R AR A B A7 i b 0y T8 B A
WEoE B CE K. AH SR AL G2 i 2 0T 52 A 0 HLAR &5 451

SIRRER: FIE, #oOss, RSP, LR Ak e I MORLIR A2 W4 2 A AR E. B2 2, 2014, 59: 2416-2425
Yan H, Dong X L, Zhang S R. Coarse root biomass distribution characteristics in a Chinese subtropical evergreen broadleaved forest (in Chinese).
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DIt IR 2 . TR R JH L ERsE, BRA T HARBIETE 1Y
WNAESTERE, PSSR A= Yy R mi AR A | ARER
B TR RS, T BOER AR, X AR
(>2 cm)ZERRAFAE . ARAR AR RGN BILAE 7 AR
SEPEA O, SRR R A A5 B A b B LA AR B
FRAFCPY, IR HLIRBED | A R 3 RLAR AR 4 k5 1)
MBFFEE L, EHLH AN G AE .

i T4 R AR R A Bt AN AIRE ST
JEE A I oy, [ T = 5 — A RO AR
Tk, RUAR AR W & 09 58 BT A A8 T 2 B9 AN 1 2
P22 G B R HOAR SR 10 4F A T RLAR F
FE 7B AR 23200 ]2 A T LR Y AT o
W I BROREL AR 25 B2 43 A R AE 7 FRATT R FH R B Ak
RS Tty T LS A 2 ] MO RR A= 9 i AT A 5
I RAEY RSN R AYHRLR, A
T LS BRG] P b T A 6 A o R A 5 A
LSRR

1 WFsEIX 505k

(1) BRI {ERMEAL. o il BRI X AL
T WA N A B PR AL A ab X, S A 8107
hm?, P AR FRAE 46 29°10719.4"~29°17'41.4", 4
118°03'49.7"~118°11'12.2", J& F& [ W $47 2 WU {8
X. AEH 15.3°C, AR RMERIE 5221.5°C, JCFR
2y 250 d, FHFENE 1963.7 mm, 4FHIREK KA
142.5 d, HIXHEE 92.4%. IWAIAER A8 E, T3
A BEA RALTE i, RBL M er e BT, 40
BEFNRPE L 4 RpEA. FARORAP DX N A 3 Fh A
(Castanopsis eyrei) . AKfuj(Schima superba).
(Pinus massoniana) . 5 X (Cyclobalanopsis glauca) .
KIARAIMR (Quercus serrata var. brevipetiolata)“E™®.

(i) sLuFB. WA TerraSIRch™ £ 1R iA
A4 (Geophysical Survey Systems, Inc., Salem, New
Hampshire, USA) 5, % RS H SIR-3000 (Sub-
surface Interface Radar)it 8 WL R4 & 900 MHz
(Model 3101B)fiAf5 5 K REH M, 7P %A
1.5 cm.

PR b B Ik S R FH A B 0 2R R RE 0 R 2 M R A
JR A BAER 0 B MR A R R R A D L PR R
SRS LSRR TR REAE S R AR T M R A T A A TR A R
50 BV IR . H TSR TR A © S8 T X
THUR A ARSI . iAo 220N, AR R K

W T T, W T S e A R ) R
55, MRIER R0 SRR AR, 2 AL B HLAR
(F TR K G 0G A7 76 L 5 JF 0 B AR &R 1Y) B 4% (TreeWin
FIE R TR B Ik FLRE D% S S S A FE AR
6] ) R R OMLAR AR AT Y. AR S i B kL
R B A W A B R AR B ) 2 57 1 7R Ik H R e S
5 PRI -HAR AR T AR, DA AR F2 4 12 ST
B AR B A% - e e 6 7 R ok 52 ST, A B A R
PR T 4 D0 A A5 A TR AT LA R R4S i ARURL
R AE 4 i

(Ii) LBt ASLE Tl Hil 3R R IX
24 hm® Wi EEHE— &R IE Bk fr. WRiE L=
PR/ E RS 80 m 2 10 mx10 m FEJ5 14>, 4
5 AN FE T B HE H A, AR S LR, 1%
BG5S AR AR R A L LA RE T 45 5 AN (B
1) SE6 e S A AR T L A IR b D 1 T 0
i 4R ML R HEAT K 10 m B R, WA
2R b 2 m, BR4E4 10 mx10 m AEF LA 5 D EA
FHCSOE DG >S5 em HARA YR, FRE
1E 2011 4E 7~10 H 5L

(iv) BHE M 5403, FIFH TreeWin B4 E 47
RARERRER AN R, WER R ER, Ed
HAEMKIE ., HES5EYERRNER TR, HEER
R, SFE S AR B AR AL 4 T3
EAE RiZ ke 7 AR A= 9 1

Wit SPSS — M ER ALY K K T 2200, HeER
TR BE (HRFAR 1 P33R 5 B2l 204.076 m, 14K 2
SEER B B R 180.987 m, VEIK 3 SEXMEIR 5 B R
154.038 m, WK 4 V3908 & R 124.236 m, 1K
5 -S4 AR Ry 102,928 m) S AR L gk, il
), MRS 5 R (0~20, 20~40 & 40~60 cm),
A= 555 A TR B X RELAR A 4 128 [R] 43 A Y52

R HGEEAE R el B L e b - S PN (42
k. 5. B ARk ARG ARG AR
R AR AR AR AR AR
AReE. AR . AA . pH. AW ks d . i
RE . UKL 20 I KR F T CER . M
PYEE L BB SR EDBHETE 10 mx10 m ] SEAT AL
4143 #1 (Principal Component Analysis, PCA), 15 %I|5E
g 10 3 BT A7 PR BE N 7 /9 32 5 A4, N S T
SPSS — MR ML PN K 22 75 22 Ak S AR I 2= 1
TR A BRI R A 25 5%, i RLAR AR =
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T
400

B AHEWLARRR 3 MAROLE. L3k, )15 MUERF 4 E
el T BT RN TR 1 A 35 2

SR A1 T B B L PR T O &R

AR H LU A SRR I 24 hm? Wi R R A 0%
PN AT SO, B 0 R R, RIS R |
A ERAEER . BX . BEMTES 10 mx 10 m
IBFINEE L N A ARG, T R RPN SRS 2
B 10 mx10 m AEJ7 BRI FPEE R | F g Al
N AR B, BT SPSS — Mk MR A T AT
AIPIIR R T7 22007, FEBOL S RSB ARl 42 5
JE | W gi b AR R RO AR L IR R
(8] ) 22 S 00, GG HEL AR A= 0y k5 (I 38 A (2
P h T | R A S R L PR R B — ek
PPN IRTE S i

16004 p<0.001
a

1400
& 1200 7; b
£
10001

800
600 A

TBREME (9

N
o
o

200

wE g s
s
&l 2

Ah B[R] 22 5 ] Duncan £ 8 FLASSCEE, T2 il
N SigmaPlot11.0 58 Y.

2 g 500
2.1 ANWIZEBE . dEEHCHLEVE Y

15~ 10 mx10 m B 5 HHERE 60 cm 7L
AR ZE W8 SF 200 1105.38 g m™2, 3 M58 L 5 ANl
PBh B 22 R HLAR A= ) i 22 R38R 3 B KB (P <
0.05), 3¢5k R 3) R A Y& W kP
< 0.05) (A 2).

SRR HEAERARE P > 0.05), #&6H

1600

1400
~ 12001
; 1000
B 800/
600
400
200

ol

2

REARAEY

FRAE. TRBKERENEER

a, b, c NEZEILKZES, P<0.05
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Tofs B 9 1L 3 A it AR T sl e IR T (P < 0.05) 1L
A AR A 1 (] 3).

tJZ A i 22 A B 25 (P < 0.001)(E] 4), 20~
40 cm FPHAR AP 5 0~60 e FLARZE W 5E 1Y 71.58%.
A A PES AR A 2 R AR E P > 0.05),
B ENGATARENLZE: B4, HAREYRALE
20~60 cm k%, WA ESE, HREY EAE 0~40
cm AR Z.

TR (K 3) 20~40 cm + 2R BELT
HiAth 4 PMHEIR (P < 0.05), 7 0~20 & 40~60 cm 2 4>+
JZEWN, TR A Y A R (P < 0.05)(K] 4).

2.2 HEAEYESAEIN TG &

(1) HIERF. EHEIE 10 mx10 m £S5
Pras & 1), 5 1Rl 81.975 %, RitHE 2
RN 94.248%. 20 S I TR R Al 8

P=0.079

1500

1000 -

YEIREE (g m™?

500

B3 4AB5ERXEERMEREDENYR
a,b,c NEZEILKESR, P<0.05

FELEHNER, 2k, A . 20 AR ARUS.
RO ILHR | ARG AR T — 25 A

W e w2 SRR P <
0.001)(3% 2), &fk. && . &0 . A%w . 2 {bk
RAEA: 55 0] 25 54435 3] B K (P < 0.05).

W2 T HEEE(T.P) A LR (Nmin) 5 MR
Yy AR E L RIHE R (P < 0.01), 0~60 cm 17
SR (T.C) . A L R 5 R AR A Py e S A 35 2
[FH % & (P < 0.01)(F 3).

(i) #HEHEF. 10 mx10 m KT R+ 5
ST 4), R R A 96.961%, HV-3
R S Y ENER Z, 78 34 BB 22 5k 20 D
FIKFE(P < 0.001)(FE 5), YEEETE 5 AN P64 ] 1Y 2
RAREP > 0.05). HIEHEFS5ARE L ZHREY
EAPERNE R B E (P > 0.05).

2.3 RV EY RS EMN XA

(1) WAFEEESRARSE. WEEEELE
55 KR ) 22 553K 31 W OKSF (P < 0.05), HERRAN A
B DX R A R, AR ) AR R
Fo 5 25 Tl B (P = 0.002) (3 6). 40~60 cm 12 H
R AR A kB AR P = B i T R T B 2
fR(P < 0.05), ffREmEsTHIN 53.2%F1 29.2% (& 5).

(i) HMRAEYESHEHEMFER. 10 mx10 m
FETT DL FIEIRE . Afar . JEAMIER . FX . B2
P S AR B AN 7. ASTR] VAR A B 7 P9 AR S5 i
AMEBZE AR B EP > 0.05)(FK 8), ANEIEBFETy
HYRIAR AR . 75 XA 2E 5 i 3 (P < 0.05). HARAE
Y 5 45 P A R A AR R 1 (119 R 2 2 (P > 0.05),

1400

12004 P <0.001 — W
Wi
. 1000 4 B (B
o~
I
E o001
1]
S 6001 B
ey
& 4001 ¢
o
b b a b
200 ﬁ ﬁ b
0 o
0~20 40~60

TIERE (cm)

P<0.001 A 3 Y84k -1
1200 Btk 2
— XXX IR -3
<1000 Yok -4
£ = gk -5
~ 800
% B
m 600 4
=4 C
o 400 a
abgp| a aga
b ab
200 1 ﬁ é b é
0 %
0~20 40~60

B4 FRTBRREHEREMEESR

a,b,c NEZHEHEZR, A, B, C X ERLEHELKZER, P<0.05
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F1 HEEF 10 mx10 m RJE E K55 Hr 85 R

PC1 PC2 PC3
Ak -0.214 —0.154 -0.050
2R -0.269 -0.207 -0.012
R -0.390 -0.279 0.070
Bk 0.116 0.048 -0.132
R -0.208 —0.482 0.185
HREE -0.124 -0.198 —0.036
R -0.108 -0.220 0.075
R -0.177 -0.211 0.026
B R —2.845 0.283 0.006
AR -0.259 -0.584 0.075
AR -0.197 -0.371 0.013
EER L -0.185 -0.214 0.018
R 0.093 -0.015 -0.138
HRhE 0.135 0.057 0.010
R —0.042 0.011 -0.023
HHA -0.124 -0.097 0.017
pH -0.050 -0.156 0.041
R b -0.281 -0.369 —0.489
TR E 0.044 0.054 0.018
+ YKy -0.141 -0.142 0.036
FRIEE 6.692 1.002 0.256
5B H 4 (%) 82.0 12.3 3.1
A 41 (%) 82.0 94.2 97.4

e BRI PR B RLAR A 4 1 ) i B et A IR (3R 9).
3 e
3.1 R Pm

— e BEHE RN, LR R, R
Sy R R, R AW R T R R, E R

ANER AR R A Y & E H o 2 FRK. AR
(>1 ecm) EY &P EIRR DAY RN 64.18%, J1E
+J2 10~20 F1 20~30 cm Zr i 254, A0 & 3k
(1.5 cm)EY) a5 i B840, )= 520~
40 em)EHMAE TAEY) 71.58% MR A Y&, O
IS YR B B A e v A e B S Y < &R
R oty B L A SRR DA b [ g 7 AT b X
FEMI S, R)ZLHOK S ERE, WRERE 15
P 43 A7 AT LA 2 R oRE K 43 ) K T oK, DR R AR
A Wy b A 8 2 A A (R U2 ] DL AR b 119 7K S
Tk, $R AR K WO, BRI IR A, 2
e R ) R A R 20,

Leuschner 25 A\ BV B3k THE, 4048 (<2 mm) .
FIAR (2~5 mm) A= 9 30 f 3 16 . ACHIF 5% oML AR A=
VIR AE 5 A SR PR A0 FE ) oA IR AR 4k, Rk
FAR A Py it 2 B (I, AT LR R, S5 AN TRE 4K [R] 17 1
TR B b = B 22 S 308 2 8 KO, (R F
7 I BT84 5 0~60 em HLAR A 48 i e 1 56
AR, FREEEHS R R, Fi, 5
AR Z ADRLAR AR ) B A7 A 0 3 25 R i 2 I A
AEJE Mg R Rl 32 B 25 R R 8. H i TR
PhB o = R VA R T v T S R, v R
F\ S A A LA B 25 e, I DABR
e F 5 R 3 E B LUAN, 52 i SO AR A4 4 =
I E AR R R IR Rtk — 2058

ARSI 10 mx 10 mFE 77 HE T 60 cm 14 7 AR
EYESEEN 110538 ¢ m™2, I T AR R R IE
B O LR RRTR, APl GEARTR Y, B
Fift 22 1ADHELAR 2B 9 e 9 28 Ak S BN 300~3280 gm0,

F2 TEERELRRAER. BREMER Y

F{H et EX7d £ e A R A RS ERIE A 3k A Rk
s 26.256%* 18.360%* 29.090%* 21.102%* 31.756%* 2.799 ns 4.910%* 2.801 ns 3.777 ns
Tk 0.709 ns 0.841 ns 0.787 ns 1.309 ns 0.789 ns 0.943 ns 0.443 ns 0.732 ns 1.266 ns
a) ns, P > 0.05; *, P <0.05; **, P <0.01
3 HBREYESLHERH—BEEREXRA Y
TR (cm) I LRk 2R £ AW ARES AV LER G AR & |l
0~20 —0.004ns -0.045ns 0.080ns 0.115ns 0.154ns 0.143ns -0.059 ns 0.185ns  0.092 ns ns
20~40 -0.067ns -0.075ns -0.073ns -0.074ns -0.050ns -0.066ns 0.123 ns -0.049 ns —0.053 ns ns
40~60 -0.010 ns 0.024ns 0.073ns 0.175ns 0.145ns 0.026 ns —0.068 ns 0.046 ns  0.001 ns 0.491 ** T.P, Nmin
0~60 -0.063ns -0.076 ns -0.075ns -0.077ns -0.057ns -0.056ns 0.196ns -0.032ns -0.040 ns 0.503** Nmin, T.C

a) ns, P> 0.05; **, P <0.01
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F4 HWBEF 10 mx10 m REEF 555 R

PC1 PC2 PC3
IR ~12.820 -0.057 -0.008
LIFLYESS 0.031 0.736 -0.630
I e 0.368 -2.037 -0.228
Ik 1) -0.016 —0.044 0.015
FRAF(E 1992.966 56.907 5.449
{5 B8 4 (%) 97.0 2.8 0.3
B E 43 (%) 97.0 99.7 99.995
5 HMBBEERRAERE. BRANERY
F{H I SR Yo
A 35 54.180%* 53.257%% 8.961%
%73 75.895%* 75.068% 0.341 ns

a) ns, P> 0.05; ** P <0.01

Yanai XJ A7 [ AR 5T & 0T BREE 50 em Y A,
M1 <10 cm 48R ¥E(Betula papyrifera Marsh.)5 Jg4%
<10 cm BKIMBRAERE (Prunus pensylvanica L.£)HIAR (>2
em)/ EYHRIE KR 970 ¢ m™0 X SALKA T AT
SO SR AR DA H, A SOHARZE 58 KT 970
g m7 RGP, MEH & BLK Ml (Fraxinus mands-
hurica) i FH & S R 1637.6 ¢ m™, ik
SCRBFFE AR A Wi, K EIARZE 4 i 1637.6 ¢ m™
FEAR SRR A M) 8 7 2 500 ¢ m™2, 4RO K

X (Fagus sylvatica L.)ZZRARAY) =t 9658, 4
AR AR AL T 320~470 @ m™2M*Y, fp LAAS SCHL
WAV & WEER S AR R AV R TE R IR —
FH.OBAR B, EIATRI AR AR Y i 5 R EOHAbAE
L B AR A Y YO — 2, R T e AR
pie L B ES S

UEAb, AR AR ZBF5E )7, Fahey % A*2HA
Ntk (soil pit) b 405 ¥ (soil  core) B3l 4 X
2 em LU AR ZMAFGE, (HXFFRF 2 cm BOHAR, H
EER < DN ] CIDNG B ol 2 B BU R S 42 08 7P 27 T
AR SC RPN K 23 ) RUBE B f B R R, ds FH AR ML ik
HATHAR (>1.5 cm)ZE W BARIN, 75 3 B9 HAR £ 9
2 P UL B 2 SO Y S, U B s TR s
RELAR A ) i K MR 2013 45 7 T ) I B AR R ).

3.2 HAVEY RSB . YRR K

AN TR TER$AC i BE R 2 T RS L SR Ml | 45K MR E
it B 4 PR E N 3R R 28 S, R TR AR 0 AR AR B
MU H R, R BUR R AR S BT R BT
HE T AR S IR R B, RO 4R X 4 4
43 (0 W SR K 43 B4 A6 0 EGREL AR BT, R g Afg )
PO R BRI, X PREE AR A B i LB B . T LA
AR (< 2 mm)7ERE Y A B SR e o AR P 4 T

6 MMEEE. RRFEEE. WAEEELR. BRAERRESHEREVEN —BREERERXER Y
IR (cm) Fo 5T BE (B AR ) Hoi it ~F 5 B (A B2+ I ns) B A% BE (A= 8% ns/iE4K ns)

0~20 0.024 ns —0.019 ns —0.073 ns

20~40 —0.031 ns —0.043 ns -0.061 ns

40~60 0.5327%* 0.292%* 0.102 ns
0~60 0.098 ns 0.042 ns —0.075 ns

a) ns, P> 0.05; * P <0.05; ** P <0.01

16001 TIBRE 40~60 cm 1600, TIBRE 40~60 cm

1400 § ° 1400 A °

1200 . 12001 .

1000 § 1000

800 4

6001  y=1902.85-42.71x

JEUREE (gm?)
JEUREE (gm)

800 1

600 4 y =1973.55 - 51.40x

R?=0.3429

a00] R?=0.5657 y 400 1
L]
200 200 . .
.
22 24 26 28 30 32 34 36 38 40 42 44 22 24 26 28 30 32 34 36
MPFEE MiYHRFESE

B S T 40~60 cm T RHEMEFESHMEEE. HBRMMEEEH—BREEEIETXE
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£7 REMLEMA 10 mx10 m BEH AR5 715 R
HEHERAY ik At SRR LR HX EM AR
I 1 42 126 16 1 1 502
W 2 25 2 6 0 8 200
I 3 31 11 15 0 7 209
I 4 16 26 19 0 0 225
IE 5 30 3 8 0 4 110
i3k 1 10 1 3 0 0 239
113k 2 55 45 5 2 2 319
113 3 39 4 0 4 3 227
Wi 4 9 9 3 2 2 109
1% 5 23 3 0 3 0 149
141 14 2 3 4 0 310
142 12 1 0 4 0 212
143 22 4 0 9 0 273
14 4 35 4 1 2 5 255
145 8 6 0 1 0 164
#£8 ARELE. B 10 mx10 m £ F A4 ZAH £ 5 ik 4547
F1{H L N SR LR HX R
g 0.649 ns 1.013 ns 19.107 ** 5.065 * 1.869 ns
IR 0.357 ns 0.616 ns 1.293 ns 1.336 ns 0.718 ns
a) ns, P> 0.05; * P < 0.05; ** P < 0.01
%9 TALEHMREESHERMHMEEH —RERERIEAXE Y
R BE (cm) i N AR ER HIX HEM EFMulE| % Al
0~20 0.018 ns —-0.044 ns —0.056 ns 0.173 ns -0.077 ns 0.272 ns ns
20~40 —0.024 ns —0.057 ns —0.009 ns 0.067 ns -0.077 ns —0.184 ns ns
40~60 -0.072 ns —0.006 ns 0.043 ns 0.057 ns 0.083 ns 0.227 ns ns
0~60 0.020 ns -0.074 ns 0.040 ns 0.024 ns —0.051 ns —0.065 ns ns

a) ns, P> 0.05; *, P <0.05; **, P <0.01

A, MR S ZEAE T AR B A i o R
IABMIE S RGENR A YRS RN T RCR,
HARAR LR AR S 25 U117, AR S R BUHLARAE Y i
TN TR 2R B A%E. A3, A
AR ARG . A Z RS R IR
fERE, AR B9 JR B 25 1) IR0 5 8 JR R,
KA B RG4£I, ARSCHUAR A 5 14
W7z RS R, R)Z 1 HE 40~60 cm HIARZE
Yrie 5 R AR B3, WIRE LN
AR A SO ALY e A7 R A 2 AR, i H— 2
B L2 TSR, A SRR
WA, WHRAEYRS HEAVRNZ LR D
FLRML R

MRtk IR TR R ARSI
pH SEANSC, N HA DR Ao nT Ui D 5 4 i)

2422

F LA L 24 hm? WA M0 T A 55
itk +IRIREE, FRLS ST, HHE pH Xt iR R
R A9 00 5 i R B A IS, P DA 48 pH XA AR AR
Wy )2 ) B At = 38 PR REAR A i ) R T /)N,
AL s B T L AR R X B A s N T
HE1P) 55 R M 254

Tateno 45 A% BUA [A] b #1455 A9 HLAR 4= 4
A KK, HIEXPHEAAR A Y& i/, A
T 7 235 S TR AR 2 BRORLAR A8 4 i 5 3 T R 7 34038 4K
P BE Y28 Mk 1 AR 3

Y ZREVEX A )R 0F2 0, Axmanova 25 APV
o RME AR Z YR R KB pH, JEIRS
2R ZRMR AR ZAE Y B Rh ZREME, SRR A= 4
AR SCR SRR A Y s B A D E 5 L AR A
B RE B 0 2 RGP



FSa AL, R 2 i RE R e S X R, S0l
MR B AN R Pl T A B S R Ao e
AL, WS ARECR R, BT LIOHLRR A 9y i 5 4
R AR TR 5 AR A AT BB R A I S A 0 SR T R Y
{ELR R b 2 T 2 A5 A e B R G A AR 2 il R
5EFAERR OO H A iy — Rl HABBETE B R, AR
T JEE S AR Py e R AR RT BB AR I B RN,
R 5 1 U A 43 A R AR A 25 2R 1. 5346, R
W e P ) 4 g RN S AR A W R BE A 3 Y e A
P Chals

br TR R, ESRh 2 XA Y
WP, RMAES R ARG BR,
B R R B AR T AR S RS E RS
{E, RIS 32 2K 53 5 SR A BRI, RIRRAR A Pt 5 e K
AR A W R OGP, AR S BURRE TS T3
WRD 2 22 5 2, (SRR R R A B
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Coarse root biomass distribution characteristics
in a Chinese subtropical evergreen broadleaved forest

YAN Hui'?, DONG XinLiang' & ZHANG ShouRen'

! State Key Laboratory of Vegetation and Environmental Change, Institute of Botany, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100093, China;
% Inner Mongolia Forestry Monitoring and Planning Academy, Hohhot 010020, China

Coarse root distribution and biomass are important characteristics in ecological studies on forest ecosystems. Traditional methods for
sampling coarse roots are destructive, time-consuming and laborious, which limits the collection of data for estimating carbon
storage/sequestration at the whole ecosystem level. Furthermore, there have been few studies on the relationships between coarse root
biomass and abiotic and biotic factors. In this study, the coarse root biomass and distribution were investigated using a
ground-penetrating radar technique in a 24-hm® old-growth subtropical broadleaved forest plot in Gutianshan, Zhejiang Province,
China. The mean of the coarse root biomass across 15 quadrats was 1105.38 g m™ for soil depth of 0-60 cm. The habitat and altitude
had significant (P < 0.05) effects on coarse root biomass. 71.58% of the total coarse root biomass was distributed at 20-40 cm. There
were significant (P < 0.01) linear regressions between coarse root biomass and soil total phosphorus content and nitrogen
mineralization rate at soil depth of 40-60 cm, while across soil depth of 0-60 cm, a significant (P < 0.01) linear regression between the
coarse root biomass and soil total carbon content and nitrogen mineralization rate occurred. Topographic traits had no significant
effects on coarse root biomass distribution. The coarse root biomass decreased with an increase in tree species richness and rarefied
tree species richness at 40—60 cm and this accounted for 53.2% and 29.2% of the variation, respectively. Tree species richness and
rarefied tree species richness had a closer relationship with coarse root biomass than the dominant tree species abundance did. The
resource variations across the 24-hm? Gutianshan plot might contribute to the difference in tree species abundance, and the tree species
richness and rarefied tree species richness had significant effects on the coarse root biomass. This study shows that the
ground-penetrating radar technique has great potential for coarse root studies in forest ecosystems.

ground penetrating radar, coarse root biomass, spatial distribution, abiotic and biotic factors
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