Bz L& Fp RFheEZFT AT
FLwm
fa g R AL

B * Biome-BGC #:8 iz 5 i L # %
e R AL SRR

Application of Biome-BGC model to simulate the carbon budget
in a yellow cypress forest ecosystem at the Chi-Lan Mountain site




Abstract

An ecosystem process model, BIOME-BGC, was applied at the Chi-Lan Mountain
(CLM) site for the simulation of biogeochemical cycles of a Chamaecyparis obtusa var.
formosana forest ecosystem. The daily meteorological data of the site from 2004 to 2007
were applied repeatedly to the whole simulation period. 13 of the 34 ecophysiological
parameters were taken from the results of previous studies at the site, while the rest of the
parameters were taken directly from the default values of the model. The sensitivity analysis
showed that the ecophysiological parameters that are most sensitive at the site were those
related to carbon and nitrogen allocation. On the contrary, the water cycle-related parameters
had less influences on GPP. The present biogeochemical cycles of the site were simulated
using a sequence of simulations including system spin-up, 100 years of industrialized
atmospheric conditions, 90% harvest of the original forest, and 40 years of growth of the
regenerated forest. The ecosystem stayed at a condition of carbon-neutral for very long time
period and after the harvest practice, the ecosystem became a strong carbon source which
lasted for 23 years. At present, the ecosystem GPP, NPP, and NEP was 2.97, 0.89, and 0.33
kg C m™ yr’', respectively. The simulated carbon budget showed no difference when the fog
deposition was removed from the total precipitation. A modification of the model to account
for the effects of fog is necessary for this site. Furthermore, the simulated soil respiration
overestimated the measurement data by far. A limitation of soil respiration under wet

hydrological regime should be added to the model.
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(Thornton 1998, White et al. 2000) » i i% 3% Biome-BGC 4.2 475V 7§ » #-2 S ficix 5f
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A e P BRI S 2 PRtz B L K a0t o & Biome-BGC ¢ v k£ (E*
AR B N E S B A L D E m R E s S B2 LR
ARy P oo B Ripo AT CFFEDp TR B i ik o fpe

e FRA 5 fed 3t Biome-BGC #_— B vb S g [ enfitst > FL LG ¥ gin e o
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% 2 Biome-BGC 4 it 4 12 % #k

55 A TR 1o L H i
F 5 w3 L #1i# & (leaf and fine root turnover) Ticat-fr %
LATE 72 Feh e LAt 5 (live wood turnover) Tiw %
by ke 7= & (whole plant mortality) M %
B L= & (fire mortality) Miire %
R E P ahpd A fiet B (new fine root carbon to new C P
leaf carbon allocation) frl
THE Y g4 fiet ] (new stem carbon to new leaf C. p
i e carbon allocation) sleal
IS ‘E‘rf'_%‘« Heorg A %‘rf_%‘« SR A i B] (new live Co p
wood carbon to new total wood carbon allocation) o
Fe ¥ & gl fie vt ] (coarse root carbon to stem C P
carbon allocation) o
# 9§ v (leaf carbon to nitrogen ratio) CNiear kg Ckg N™!
te7% B % ¢ (litter carbon to nitrogen ratio) CNy; kg Ckg N"!
B § ¢ (fine root carbon to nitrogen ratio) CNy kg C kg N™!
BE M e .#» Bl %k 7 % v (live wood carbon to nitrogen CN,, ke C kg N
ratio)
2 'd\ Flesim § v+ (dead wood carbon to nitrogen Ny, ke C kg N
ratio)
{2 e kA fEpe Bt b (fine root labile) FRyap %
2P g2 v &) (fine root cellulose) FR o %
AR P w4 % v & (fine root lignin) FRiig %
o~ 88 ErpEsd bafay 6] (leaflitter labile) Lityp %
Z AT AR OETRESY REF 6] (leaflitter cellulose) Litey %
) E 4P A E 0t b (leaf litter lignin) Lityig %
o g ) (dead wood cellulose) DW,q %
7ok Frams? A Z v ) (dead wood lignin) DWi, %
v ¥ 5 ff (specific leaf area) SLA m’ kg C!
E20 fip B E S 4p &t 5l (all-sided to L &
projected leaf area index ratio) AP
¥ 0ok £ SLA %’:ﬂ% # SLA ‘* & (shaded to sunlit specific SLA s &
P leaf area ratio) '
/s # F % #ic (water interception coefficient) Kint mm LAT"
& % % B (light extinction coefficient) Kiight E
Rubisco § 7z E¥F » § 72 £+ & (fraction of leaf .
. . . fNrub H#
nitrogen in Rubisco)
B+ F 3“ ¥ & (maximum stomatal conductance) s max ms’
# A ¥ & (cuticular conductance) g ms”
# M & ¥ & (boundary layer conductance) bl ms’
ﬂT .J.L 2L &p‘f‘ﬁj =3 mﬁ 5 k% (leaf water potential at Vi MPa
i JE AT ) initial g n.x reduction)
ey FitR 2P & aE P k4 (leaf water potential at MPa
final g uax reduction) Ve
F 3 .F}f? &;«‘{ﬁ] ¥ e e ’frJ\ Z % B A4 (vapor pressure VPD, Pa
deficit at initial g .« reduction)
FAatR 2P e & fok & § B L (vapor pressure VPD; Pa

deficit at final g ;. reduction)
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& T
BEE O RE B ERY hE kR 25T BB E

87 ok sk F

~E

CHEEY S i E

FHEP TR e R L BIN AR Rl R § DA F)
PR R feinle BE E Y BT Y nF £F KAA e BT inF 4 R FURAEA et
Fend B MIBR Y 0 G R TEr A S R E o L e

ERRE Y (CNer) %0 BHIE P A& GG hF 200 2L i ehk & ies
fodod o Lk Er g% —Rubisco—shR A2 - FRFESF FRAP A
RIFRS g2k bivr d o

ik e F v Sl (CNyy) st F BRESFHF i sjgit 4 o B E ¢ ahg i5d
AfRTER A 5 LT S ST g A o

it F v (CNg) #2413 4 E 4§ e0Z £ - Biome-BGC ¥ » § fwi?ehz £
B A SR A i 4 T R BT B e g Mo TR F e
iE 7 RARF O AEERY T AT R s Bk e d g B milahaiR et 2 g0

ii%’“c o

LA BREE S ATR G
it hmit Er R A Fes?  FEARET Rad AT Ha o

A GRS R 0 b A fRR T fRiE Ao A A TR RIRGRA 2 o

EP e g0 S0 £ e ff (SLA) ~ H 46 i IR BE 5 ik
Rl /I}'J (LA:P) > fé‘-l‘%'fﬁ{frﬁSLA bt (SLAshd:sun) N é‘ g’ l/'/?:ﬁ'{(kint> A ’ID%/)é' ﬁgi(klight) N
EEFF ZEH () o

3
SLA 7% Biome-BGC A2 & 4p# ¥ = pt {7 £ “T 4 P E & (m*kg!' C) - #SLA

—

Fruspen g2 EawtE o A Y G EE 6 448k (leaf area index, LAI) -

LAI 845 % 8 =4 6 ff + eoerg o ff oo A 5 Fer9rg 6 45 8 (all-sided
leaf area index, La ) £ 4 2 % & ## 45 #ic (projected leaf area index, Lp) & & o Ly &2 5 A4 #
T M P LpRlErdlek sk ar e L & er 4§ o

Biome-BGC #-% % ~» 5 B E & 15 ¥ 3 4 (two-layer model) » & § hi F ot
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SLA o d v F % e § 11 (CNiear) BIEFF 2 210 E B EHSLA | 3L ERF > 475
Boegaflag g3 BE - ajRFIEEEY LS o

By Gk (ki) RApF HE TR R G g P E A B b o AR TR TR
Fevke o Sd FHEIEY eI A F 0 AFEIES XL F IR o A Biome-BGC ¢ o F

| P
gt
=1
=k
A4
s i3
_(

i

BCIE R R A iR enE o I B avk A B0 B SR R ST e 7 en
PR
%%;ﬁ‘fffﬁﬁx{a‘%%i‘_é A bR T R R D ey dil

klight :_h{ll_i] 2338 2-6)

0

ATk 2k [EFAET kg o f1% Kign 2 Beer’s law ¥ 135 § ks 75
AR (ST R R R R AL R R TR
Rubisco &k & 8% 2 v & por g ez o ¥ ¥ ¢ 0§ LT Rubisco 1t b
(fawo) f0AHEHIS T F it 5 0 85 BFEF ARG A o o F 7 40 FED A
z ¢ G TS N E (R
xSLAXCN,_

e Vem A8 27
Nrub 7.16x ACT )

Vemax BB+ 2 4 i# 5 (umol COm™s') 5 SLA #' E£d # (m kg C') 5 CNjeyr £E
P ELF v 5 7.16 E_Rubisco tha F £ & H o1 g ihg ¢ 0 ACT & Rubisco & 25C
P e 4 (=60000 pmol CO, kg™ rubisco s™)

= By

BREEF MR EG BCFER (g) ~EFAER (g) “EFERMEE
Bo(go) ~ @& F 3 Baeig | PanfE B kR 2efok ZF BL (v & VPDy) -~ i f 3
P LBEOE Y kR Bk EF R L (¥ VPDy)

o f MAOHRER S - TR AR S i e A L LF M e

FooFTER (@) BAAER () WRFEMEA G FREPE S LT FUEY
REL G BaELERAE ORI BEECERREER (gv) Pl
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EE RN LS A R O R R L I 2 S AR S
Fpedage v 4% koo 8T uapr 5 kAR IPUHIPF > PR g2 FRE T
Bl o A F e ok FFRANHFRLFBE ¥ EFARCERE S0k EF R
ZAEF > B0 VPDipF > § 3 EH Sl o FEd yi~ VPD; o~y VPDrigw i Sl 0 912
P2 kA B2 FRAEDRERAEFIVER -

2.3 Biome-BGC skt iE 42

Biome-BGC i & #i:ie » 4 5 ¢ @b g st ~ A~ § ~ ko i I a i
e Ar > R APRIEE N BEF TS o2 0 4 fi kSehi £ 2 %?«%.‘r’ B & ken
BEEPFT > Sd 5
A 1P fRiEAR o A el 2B E (pools) P 0@ 2B fé_iﬁf'%gﬁ i & (fluxes)
IR

TR iR R S SR E RS BEAON T 0 FEd F RS E Beer’s law k3t

N
™
’zr

IMPAPR P AP AN GT G A KLy P o gl g At B KL

Bk oo e SR o KPR A E R B ED > 0 4 R KSR R 2
TRE P 5 FEF S FAT IR B IR % 5> 2 Penman-Monteith equation 4 %
PEEBFEZFIEREFREA NI R ST 04 4 £ B0 242 Biome-BGC
BT R B EBEILEES IR (two-layer model ) - 12 Farquhar et al & 1980 & #73% ! e
k& EH A RGN KRB TR R A St p g flaarp I 2 R F LR
#ez o fRitiE e IRt £ oo

Biome-BGC £ § g A A 22 A X ~ Y A ZE L ESREZZ BAp3lonfE
W F R WA i S ks AR AR o AL REN T R EN Y £
AR 2 )’%(Thomton 1998) » 11 2 & 47 Biome-BGC 4755 75 » #-% S 4 F Hrev@id §f
SR s RS F T A B B2 ORGSR T o

2.3.1 55ty t
fpohtenjat 4 B BB 0 4 AR AP TR TS TR A Rk 8 E
1445 %+ (photosynthetically active radiation, PAR, W m?) o ‘&ii 1§ & gk & 4135 300
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F] 3000 nm 2 ¥ e B a5 s PAR £4 47 av 53 % R 7% & (5% ek iy o £ 413 400
$] 700 nm © Biome-BGC 4 %[3*+ 5 5 & #rex Je i@k 15 5422 PAR » F5 Gyt f50 % ¢
& %"ﬁ P RiE e LAY NP RS eI EaEFE A PAR R 3Tk

iE
giv* BEIVER gt o d 2t Biome-BGC #-%f » A B EZIEES RG> FUL %A

A3 R B E AR e PAR o

= R ST

% f & B eniEid 15 %4 (daylight average shortwave flux, Rs, W m™) R S¢3]# 4 >
- i g ARB AP AR B B Bpant I 5 F RS (albedo, o) 5 FARRR i~ 4
B o g P o FIMUETEPF  ERFHES | FREERZIBTES > A7 11 Beer’s

law %3+ B Ak 5 K ST o inig S o

Rsr =Rg X(l—oc) (238 2-8)
Rgc =Ry % |.1 - exp(— K g XLy )J (25 2-9)
Rsr #7&» 2 f5 4 ¢ @ § 8% » Roc AAp R F A T3 (T infg 54 2 kigne 836 % 5 %

B0 Lp EHR P E o 45 8 (projected leafareaindex) » FipH =2 ¥ 6 ff F {4 R F
o g e

= PAR g %

A Y ki (TR S iF* (A PAR B A £ 43400 ) 700 nm 0§ EiEgk i
bte145% o B 4 43 PAR ehF RS > 2t dgsen 1/3 0 &t Beer’s law 3t B Ak 5
k #7e3 fc 1 PAR ¢

R,r =Rgx0.45 (254 2-10)
Ripare =Rpar x(l—oc/3)>< [l—exp(— klight xL, )J (23 2-11)

Rpar 224 55 ¢ PAR 98 ; Rparc % 71 B A #75 T PAR o

PAR E5& £ & 1v* chit £ > a a5k Y "BESBEEDLLEY 4 2k &
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ZouEBEESLETEE S PAR
Lsun zl—eXp(— LP) ( @ 3\: 2_12)
Roparsn = klight XRpar (25 2-13)

Lan 258 ¢ B ¥ 8 B E 6 #4580 Roaran 15 8 2 E 90X feeh PAR - IS ER B E
% i 4p B (Lopag ) % #+ H 215 F 773 J2 9 PAR (Rpar shade ) 714 %] 4 Lp 4 f Lan 2 Rparc
4o Rparsun T 8

& Biome-BGC % ¥ » 3k 4.55 umol PAR %5 et £ 2 11 Rparun & Rear shade
gt 455 EHBERILE kL3 £ %R (photosynthetic photon flux density,
PPFD, umol m?s™) » iz vk & (% 215 VR et B 4 o

2.3.2 ket

©

Dt

% Biome-BGC § ¥ » -ki&d " d garg 2 ig 2 4

-~ U

AP O PFEN R s J R

[¢

éﬁ BP0 B s RAT G E R R e g p 3R MY 0°CPF o Biome-BGC g
BEFFZ O *v?;iﬂ%ﬂi‘%i?v“ii'r%qjiﬂ PR AN A it o T AR 4

R P B A T Rk A R kP iETRiEAE

S TS TF T
SR STONER O RN LA F Y TS 1 IR O I L

RFERL AR FEEPORTE (W) L BEXREE" £ 2 Ly (all-sided leaf area

W, =thelesserof {k, xW,__ xL,} or{W_ } (23 2-14)

Kip £ F Hfic 2735 2 FHE o g o £ 8a &0t 5] o Wy £- P o0
BEAR FUER R NFEETEM AT EAREARTRFE 0 2P W, E
Wiine # % EREFEETE R EFNPARB T L2 £ 25 3 8L
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( Qrain.soil )

Qrainsoil =We.in =W, ( ‘};T\‘ 2'15)

rain int
*ﬁﬁﬁ’E%W%E%%ﬁ@?kéﬁﬁéﬁﬁ-E’%%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ%%%égﬁw
T
‘P

[E%
Ao ERED FERE LR T 6 2P AR ERFEIIER o

B F TR ok~ > 1% Penman-Monteith equation 3+ & 7% & 5 (Ejn > W

m?)

(Ax R )+ [rhox meJ
Ten

Eint: PXCXI‘C (

T x0.6219x 1,

N
»
)

v 2-16)

A FRY mAE (PaCh)

Rgc @ &K “rxfesveid i 548 (Wm™)

tho: %2 # %A (kgm®)

C:Z w4 (10100Tkg’C™)

i LA HAGEE S ek TRAGERES 2 £ (smT)
VPD : & {c-k &% B L (Pa)

P:x§&4 (Pa)

eyt RO F BEEA (smT)

At okeng s s (Tkg!)

% Biome-BGC ¥ » BRK Z % &2 Z4giv® g 4309 X T (tig, 8) > T K

W PR FR I REP S FEr ¢ Fme R VPD 2 £ 2R A R E M 7
T FP R R R T KA FEATT R o FIT R BT EATEY o TR KA

AEATR AR (tg,s) > EXFR ARG SRS p 0 E B S
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W,
t, = Em (238 2-17)

F e 3 tighe 0 FoT U X PERF N AT Tk P av R T ALER o flékae A PR

FFACF* 7R (tr, s)
1= Uigne — T (258 2-18)

FZFtE S g T AFAPEZR RS 2R d WEXEFFRFL N 2
R EFEAENEFETRN tign e AREFTVRARARZIFEFIE > = 5 2 HEAL

- IR o @ EACTEH P2 EF (tr=0)

= % KF Bk 3

I P AR AP AST R R L R A BT e g P TR Rl R
A R3HE A p ol 7k £ (volumetric soil water content, ) o ez K HF 34 E
Bog i SR8 At i P 2 3k 4ui (soil water potential, w, MPa) it i - $c k 42
;g:,bg.}gﬁqﬁ.%" ° Jig J\zgc“bu,_ B M%E} j\v o

b
0 .
\V = Wsat X(e_] ( }“\ 3\ 2-19)
sat

Ysat AP 3 KRB o O EAEICREAE 2k & > 7 DRI E - Bigsk S8 2= B 2¥cs
T R AP ko 2 H TR R LY DR B A e ik A
W REHE R S8 o

2 % -k & (volumetric water content at field capacity, Or.) & dp 2 3 hée{rz -k

Bk 4 kark s § R o B RGN AL § 2 HOREE 5 -0015MPa ey kR

1

_ b
0=0_, (ﬂj (23 2-20)
Wsat

g eke forlft Fok B E 0 B R KRR E G vk A (W 2 Wi, kgm™)
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W, =1000xd_, x0_, (258 2-21)

W, =1000xd_, x0, (25 2-22)

doi LA 1T 4R A - RESTE T FEY o RIS B2 MY R TR R o FAHE

B m-‘iﬁ"&f't‘/‘}._ﬁ%aﬁ»u'ﬁiﬂmutl'&dsollj\le’]‘&L°

FIEKFEINEEP S o FIVER (g) P HEHE - ERRE S FfkE
K F v B 8 Biome-BGC 348 ¢ il EF - BIRE F|FH g B b
FERELGANO0OF I 2ZF 0427 FIR2MPF a2 FIR2IH o
PR EHF P ER AR AT 5
PPFD

My = A3 223
P'D T pPED,, + PPFD (=3 )

PPFDsy % % i@ mpprp %47 0.5 521 PPFD » i 5 4 #ic (=75 umol m?s™) - 5|15 £ 114
EHPPFD 2 > A MFEBEE S mprp o £ ¥ REFF R EBELLE DTS o

FOE R N KELEE R KA EBRRE S B85 S E R o & Biome-BGC i
WY o F RIIDE MR PR RS R R R FER S 0 (Mein=0) § RE
o A OCH » P17 £ A SHE Mo 5 15 A58 5] 0C P » Momin & AL T
B2 kA () ok F R A (VPD) $7 3° $ & 03 (my 2 murp)
e m BA A R F B E SRR () BETOREFR
£ (VPD) ~#Fa 2B &g 2 okEi (y) Z&fok#FBRL (VPDp)

m, =% (2% 2:24)
Ve~V
VPD, - VPD =
A 205
VPP T VPD, — VPD (%3 )

o 4 43 2, . NI 2, K
Fit e i %"E‘KLL > (mPPFD9 Mtmin, My, InVPD) i %EIT sk NARH) (mtotalAsun &
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mtotal.shade) ’ %ﬁ’* ‘?"ﬂ‘ Eg')i (gsmax) ’fﬁi’f\ > “Lﬁgqﬁz\'ré 2 F%j;'i;"b’ﬁé;ﬁ'ﬁ’#%f %
B
gs.sun = gs.max thotal.sun ( ‘} 5\ 2-26)
gs.shade = gs.max x mtotal.shade ( )‘} ;\: 2_27)

F’_k
E
Y

FACEAY o KF R0 g0 FRRREY AT E YA L kF BB E
PRYRELEETERA - T fﬁ CRA T B¥kF B ELE Y R ICER
(goms') ~2A %R (goms') 2EFFFRKER (g ms') o FHRLF B
‘“173— TR AW R gE g PRI LB g 8 BoBE -KEHLF OER (g,

&)

ms!) ¥auia i

gTV‘sun — gbl x (gs.sun+gc) ( ’A\ ;\; 2'28)
gbl + gs.sun + gc

g = Zoi x(gs.shade+gc) (27 2-29)
gb] +gs.shade +gc
é}%%’}i(gbl) e2i AR (gc>mﬁ§:'ﬁ'i/"4ﬁ-‘ﬁ» Fln TR A2 EAE Y Y -

e

ZEciF* & §_# * Penman-Monteith equation » 4 %3+ B [ 3 27 15 ¥ chg g &

(Tsun'%ia Tshade * W m_ )

(A xR n )+ (rho x Cx VmiJ

T
Th ,
Tsun = (
P X C X I'TV sun

7»><0 6219 %1,

>
My

X 2-30)

(AxRg,.. )+ [rho x C x Vm]

r
Th ,
Tshade = (
P X C X I‘TV shade

T Ax0.6219xr,,

N
)

X 2-31)
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C:Zfw# (10100Tkg'Ch)
rrh A GEMBGEE S BF TR BG4 2 ¥l (smT)
VPD @ &7 fr-k & % B Z (Pa)

< F &4 (Pa)
s © BEAFRBERS (sm™) > L gryam 2 H#k
ITyshade - R E PESCBEE 4 (sm™) 5 B gryshade 2 8K
AtokenFEs ER (Tkg')

SR E L FRE S A BRI B EREE S I A A PR R TS
£

BFd L ek & 100 BALE » 35S 0 R A FARI R B

BT p R s BRGRY A LB BTG AT § L

F R RE o TR R IEREAT RN B (B S)

?%J%miﬂﬁlp %/T“i?i#'}-‘]’j o kALY %4) l”::‘l’ft%?’ﬁ ’]é‘ﬁi’}frt’ ;L
Wi R AN A Y A R R R R Al B Y R Y a
§ hE RE o
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rie ~ r
soil arganic sol ’
maiter s mineral N
‘\.________..'
. i
e -
atmnospheric
H

— ™= Biome-BGC MM >
Carbon and Nitrogen Dynamics

W 5 Biome-BGC gt ~ § %R’

PSN: k& fe% » MR: @fFpefei ; GR: £ etk ; HR : £ 4 fHed e o

> B3l A http://www.ntsg.umt.edu/models/bgc/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=15&Itemid=27
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# Biome-BGC § ¥ > a¥Ffeta gt B § @ % - BAHT g I okt 720

CF%’A%W‘J‘B‘.#E‘E]V}\ZI‘:,\,# #£ % (CFm0) n\;"‘E"“ ﬁﬁ{rﬂ (N) #0.218 & :

CF, ,, =0.218xN (25 2-32)

£ X '? = m‘@;#" l’} S /ﬂ %i‘ (CFmr)

'h\
M
3
R
¥
A

(T=20)/10
CF,, = x Q1o

mr20

(25 2-33)

Quo RApiE 5 %10 10T » w5 i For i gl B Bk 5 20 A R (T)
PR E e R @ P o (Tay) 3 E T e s s

Pl * 2ER (Ton) 5 d 3R EFY DL ZREY 9 X MIFE I 83278 S
FIUE SIS EA B E Y I R BSAFEMSER g o B R A WA X5

(Tday) b T) u?. (Tnight> °

KEEHFANTR o F LR ERTHEGAF T3 EFRL - R (big leaf
model) - @ aFk A PR DES  FtARBESNLE > HERE RS DE By £ 5
#t 3 oo Tt big leaf model ¥ FERIA S kerne £ P X B A A R F R o S WL

F* 4% > Biome-BGC #-%- K » 5 B EFE L E S 30> (two-layer model ) > iz

iy et R
At G (specific leaf area, SLA, m* kg C') B EE R EDER ] e
SLAAZBFELF ZEDAR > B BREFLREEF 5 4 o

% Biome-BGC ¥ » % & (%% g » 4 i Jawi— 2T o K & 7% iR

HTH A F BB BEEATE éﬁtF”“COZ%’i“ﬁ*ﬁ%
B4
e

FHCRPEG F R FDF SRH: S FRS 6 s PPFD . ¥

EYCO %k -E5% 7 2% PPFD &r%&fﬁ%ﬁ”ﬁ AR A

ﬁ‘]\f‘:’g’_;}‘f JIJ_:LVJI' 138 :E_ ~

éﬁgﬂﬂj%ﬁaﬂ - 3R o
BN BREYOFRERLCOER (groms') 1.6 B 0 PR
H = (gure, pmol m? s Pa™)
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10_6XgTv (
1.6x R x (T, +273.15)

N
Ay

X 2-34)

ngc =

R £t 7 48 4 #c (8.3143 m’ Pamol' K™)
0 R EH 8 G ff b nE S et ® (CRum, kgm™d") 7 2 5 H =

BRE R o0 4205 2 B (MRy, pmol m™?s™)

F
MR, = Ll (23 2:35)
12.011x107 x Ly Xty

FEF 38 (Nuw kgm?) L5 5 E P EG 40 9F § 8 - FE * ot f
VARE F e ABERBRES Ee ff (SLAkgCm?) 3 > 1L Nowy BB ERIEE
PR TAR cBESKES SLA Al 2 B4 Adk? hEEHBE SLA v &

( SLAratio) %J_ 7%.7 :

L Lshade
sun LA )
SLA,,, = —(S; (27 2:36)
1

(23 2:37)

ratio

SLAshadde = SLAsun X SLA

SLAsun'»';E? SLAshade/”\ J#} r’%ﬁ o) r ﬁd/’SLA’Lsunﬁ Lshade "?‘\F% Eﬁf@—ﬁﬁ”ﬁa ﬁ%:}'ﬁﬂt °
ClaF B s 5 ff L g S RE (kgCm™) o FI Nuwo &1 EHIEE? 7 > 7 {17 SLA
j\Av\‘;"'J lgr%#k_fé‘_ﬁﬁﬁ :J[;\‘E ﬁ—k‘if?“‘:’f”'ﬁ 31@‘_ (Nsunlf’:]Nshade’kgm->

N
N = ms A 2-38
sun SL Asun ( k4 )
N
N — mass A =\ 2_39
shade SL Ashade ( 4 )

Niass ®ApE # ¢ § GRnTE > L4 B4 2§ F 9V hipldc e
# Biome-BGC *# - i# * Farquhar, von Cacmmerer et al. (1980) % » fy itk & iv#
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R A LT = R LI

FEPBRER)E B BEL

fL.

(A, pmol m?s™') #.d & BHELE
SRR S A O L A= |
(ribulose-bisphosphate carboxylase-oxygenase, Rubisco ) p& s i

Z BT IR 4 pEehe i

& (Ay, umolm s
% (Aj, pmol m?s™)

Rubisco 7% 1 ( ACT, pmol CO, kg” rubisco s’ ) 2 Rubisco i& {72 i 22§ * ¥ Ji
pEerds 4 F e (K 22 Ko, Pa) 3% 0 X398 @ i o

AR SR

S F it e (I, Pa) L
e F CERLAR T d TN E

021K %O,

a3 2-40
2K, (23 )
O, Bdplme W15 ¢ § 0 & (Pa)
AuZEEBEEEEE b L g S
chaxsun =N X fNrub x7.16x ACT S 3\.‘ 2_41)
chax.shade = Nshade fNrub X 7 16XACT ‘} 3\ 2-42)

b £_F 2 e0§ 4 fie i Rubisco &+ & (fraction of leaf nitrogen in Rubisco) - #_F it 4

W Hz - > GHEHEEL Y R - fke#iciE o 7.16 _Rubisco ¥7 2 #73 en§

ﬁ 4 13

(23 2-43)
T3 WEEALES (J,umolm?s') Bt o &2 PPFD > 7 d T 5% fE

0.752x[ 7 (Pa0s 1y y  PPEDXES g (a g 2.44)
E PPE

Pabs £45 % & (v # % %it * PAR ¢t

4 4L
-
BN

s BN P RS 085 PPE £k & i

BpE BT gtk > A C3 Y

QLP 2.6 ° ] Vemax © Jmaxlfi’ PPFD {H5
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FOBEF LR &P ENENIL I HBE CKENEY -

BB E Ay A

Ay = Vo (.1 ~-MR,, 2 245)
0
C, +ch(1+2j
KO
- ~MR (3% 2-46)

' T 45C, +10.5xT

DRI SN u/%", CGuaddssde wdlice GG AP ooz §F PRALSR

(intercellular CO, concentration, Pa) » C; ¥ ¢
A(VorJ) :ngc(Ca_Ci) ( ‘}5\ 2_47)

J—%&lﬁ"l)“)‘"'\"%”ﬂfxlaAv AJ"JI:‘:D'%Z7‘J§>;‘IEIF,—‘..P\?'ILx§ (Apmolm S)
FHAEGDE X S EH 8P ﬁafﬁ%AWWﬁ(cmxyﬁmww,maw
MHBE - BREDRCEIRIEIRPEIFCPRERE LS FE P A9 X fF e

wif g

CFA = (Asun X Lsun + Ashade X Lshade) hght x12.011x 10_9 + CFldmr < \ 2- 48)

LIEERCNE W e 3 S
Eer e gt f 2 L BRI R R o A SRR g
P s Gk e sk (woody tissue) £ 25k 7 % (non- woody tissue) , 3 ¥ 3K fE
%g&ﬁﬁ&?é%iﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁzegiﬁ&’g& ARl 12 8 F R
S o FIU G E A RSP ER F s Bk E T R RE -

S
$f GHEg a2 0 b Biome-BGC ¥ #ii FuaABLLF AL 2EYT
4L o fEd AT A0S B4 T R a s Y ¢
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B CH o B5 — BRI S WL F T
WHEE TR E RIS B B Rk 4 A4 TS~ F (Whole plant
mortality )  i& i $-8c'f 11 365 #T{7 > A7 fE 4 W ISR AT E IR F A At b

ERBHIERY Lad B A AL FRDERT AT eSBRESF B B~ oKk

TS S (T CR Y
SE Y ARl L 2R BT SR BTRAEAR 252§ ey
FAF o5 - BAfBEAY LR RO B § A
E e A S 2 BN B A RS %a?wxg%’¢taw

M LI-L3 e RpR2 o d e = Bt %*N*mﬁﬁf% R T o A B ARJL e e
AE 4 5 oke A H A 8 (coarse woody debris) o A I E AL (S 0 A Z R R FE AT

FAI e G APF N R A fRE S A s A e BING o At 2 S1~S4 it BLAL

FiE P L i F Y K- LI~L3 b B D 2 G e S1~S30 2 3 i
Fens ARl sd F ¥ - Fd SIASAHBE (B 6) o pdt A fRE F ¥ B> £
25C » -;;i'ﬁ KRG PE s iRk 5 W BT S AL RS Y o R ha R S K B
FE T RIEEREIRZR  FEVF Y OB F 2B R MAT-10C & 2 K F L K0-10

Mpa P¥ > A f21E% i1 o F30 0 3 E R PE S PR T T A2 et g

1 1
S, = exp| 308.56x - 250 2-49
oo Xp{ [71.02 TKsoil—227.13ﬂ ? )

)
log| —
S, =——+ 2 (

log| —
\Vsat

»
0y

X 2-50)
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Ko = Sty XS, xk (=3¢ 2-51)

Steoit & Sy& B A ik PNt EBRLFRHAHAS fFEF VAN 0 A F
%
i 2

PR A B E RS R F e (k) o TEEE PSR A R
#::g( (kCOIT)

d A fREARY A ROAT Y i $ R LR 28 A Rt F g p 2
B EPEPE AR IATY S AEFAR T FASEE Y R RBE 0 A F A

o

B 1%

2R

§ iy

00001 4

® 6 Biome-BGC =% 4+ 81 3 £ 5 4 f2 /i 2 H

A fRAEEE B MRS A S LINL3 0 2 B F A 5 SI~S4 o {554 L1~L3 4 2eh
%%?%ﬁwi44%§rﬁ§?m31~53° 2HG W R RL fRE SRS T ST A S4B -
BF (F4) S A#ASBEF ¥ 2d T (RA) Lhat ol jrsad Ly xa f§

B e

A fid
e
dren
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GA RS o I L1 A RS D S| HiBAR S bl 0 328 A fRHF hE 4

CN
Cri XK o (1 CE, 1 s _Slj

CN
NFminN_Ll = CN = (238 2-52)
s1

NFminN_Ll {#‘I Ll » ﬁiiﬁﬁi '_%‘J'j; ‘:’h% 1\ ° NFLl_minN%‘?;‘ é fE ’ %\ 7T E»_"’F{ré ‘3? %T
BiF 5> A fRiEARY I EA L L EWF S F AL ER AT RIERIE kA
2ehi {7 o CyAdp L1 9 3 2 5 CPyni st ALLL & 23 S1 e Az @ gin & 20 & g ot

e

st b 5 CNsi 22 CNy A W28 3 ST #2423 4 L1 et 00 -

- BT A
B -k & i g 1E pk o ;}rkf AFMETR L M ,]T»u]‘r HIRR A H A 4

~

5

£

)

I E R E R RN ap B EFL s PRI AN g § st R

|

EX

>l Hoan /e ' 2
Ry D
2

e S g

3 R RN A R R 2D

=k
g
3
B
p=3
W
s
4
ﬁ’l
I
- =

IRV PN R B EIEY RLE- BRI IV R AT TP

FRAFALOF e RS @ R AL EF R FREBLLE

SEF R AR R K T A R RETIRE T
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3. B&* Biome-BGC*H# L%k s @ aH#H2 4 i —RBE R A
AT EFLEE SR A2 R TR T $ % & BIOME-BGC #3t
ARk kR Y R A R RS ek R T T

EIAT
AAT T REN A KRR A A T RS AR RB R A BF]S L e

=

\\\?{r
B

i

31 F3i1Hw

¥ # L' (Chi-Lan Mountain site, CLM site) % » & aip k& 2 B ® o =30
o AR AR (24735°N, 1217°25°E) » & /4 3% 1400-1800 = = » & f# 5 310 2B S ¥n
1p ( Chamaecyparis obtusa var. formosana ) #+k (Bl 7) ° M %> 1961 # & {7 %ﬁ A X R
TRIATEREE P RERB LR ASFFET T RO s AT MO A
40 E B (F4 % 1988) e f izt > BB F L w o Ea B R 22003 &3 7 ~2004 &£
200 ZH A EREPESNI% UG A ZHHERETRE > - LA EHHH
(Chang et al. 20006) -

PR R 100 BARGE 145 22 3 3 K50 2% g - BF 23 % g R
ENEREEELEF AT FEFEDAEFT WA ECFp RTREESY
A3t 2002 E AP FR IS EEHATERR > 23 10054k 145 22 & 2 e B0 H
MR A LY L G AN R#H Aot R A (E 7% 2004, puiv 2005) ~ & A
e B G E(AER 2005 2 e 2 57 7 (Chang et al. 2008) o A3t ¢ it ezl # o

AAT 3 0 2 (7 Biome-BGC 2 ikt » HR TG AT T T 2 RBMGEE T .
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40b3n
[mm
2008

—18am
[m
5P Km om
Legend
¥ Meteorological Tower
A Peaak
= Forest Road

100 m Contour

—— River

[ Jcimsite
[ | Mature Reserve
- Yuanyang Lake

W7 Fr#&kwiim
EECELELER B RS 2B L F RE AR R hi R TR N LR
%35

311 #% %k
P Mol Fpia 4 R T AIRAR IR R R A F o F CRUER -

i
SEEEE AP AT BEERAB R - AR ST Y i R AT R

30 BEMART

34



%23 RWLEF-FaPHHLIELORF FEK

S S

24°35°N
AHRB R 1650 m
KRR 0.25m
ER 427
ke 30%
P2 50%
FA Sl 20%
% 0.1
- F MRER
1 Eitw 294.842 ppm
1E Z@REPL#* T2~ § - F PRUER
~FF 8 0.0004 kg N m? yr’!
F MR
1w 0.0001 kg N m™ yr’!
1FEE 2003 & 2_ 7 i P NADP #7 2 {52 % § § /' £ 2003 &

2R RAEL S

ErmsE 0.001
TRGE 0.0
A AT AR E 0.0
Ry EE 0.0
TR E 0.0

eZFE e 0.0
EE: S S o 0.0
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= RAFER
F2EY G PRPE LR R F A SRRl LS BT
PRI A PR E B R AL R SH A E AT T L 0.6 2 < R(E
ZOAFER) R IEY DT EFEAFoHY 0042 I E T EFE FRAAFTH(R
E2 2005 AR5 T HFERE I EFEG A (=997, n=4) (@ 8) - +
TAI 0~04 2R P EERB T EFZM G T 058 0.6 2% hE L F AW
80.85%%2 88.69% > £ 3+ E 0~0.6 & % Tia5 7 & 5 58.79% o F]P AFTF Fend e
NHEMI AR DT 4121% 0 T GER | S8R 0.6 28 L 41.21% 0 1Y

2

™~ 7~ Z_ ©°

0.25 -

y = 110.66+43.009%In(x) ( r=0.997, n=4)

80

I

[

=TIl
—

70 1

60

50 1

40

BAE (%)

30

201

10

0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40 0.45

T IIRE (m)

N

Bl 8 IRMFREIZITIFM

& B
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" F R

F B4 (albedo, a ) &dp » SeniEid 5 Sak s & 45 T F SFat 5o AT F 11 2005
#6731 2006F 5 mAiph AR B2 BB o P EEIARFLFRFLO01A
APFEFRLFBF - 279 NTERIET ML TEFHRL o - PP > FRFR
ZHRBA AP FRFLIIFREF  FRIRI BB T IEFLLATRF D
MR ARTHEARS S FIAFE O FBFREURM

AF g igd 400 (offd Aok ZRA TR REFIRET ) 2R
dodgd RHINE) Ak o BAFY W o Fhd AR ok amlpAt 4%

( f
395 B k3R E 20032007 & ht 5§ % B(f 44 2008) 5 2003 &2 % Bl * NADP

=k

AT F R Tspinrup (R E R 1 E it wmehs F 0w R 0K 5 0.0001

kg Nm?yr' o

= 25 HF P

AFFEE A ET A A iAo F P g (N ## G e 7 ]
Rl B AR LAY RE AR Y o Q/]?%“ BA S ERDEFHRE EHAN
0.0001-0.0005 kg N m™ yr'(Boring et al. 1988) » 7§ 8¢ ;¥ Beng F TR BB o FIP At
Bk AT B2 FEF RS 00004 kg Nm?yr! > 3 #0b e Facp B AT o

S F S F CRUER
BAFT R s d1 EHehd § - F CAER T A S 294.842 ppme 1 E itz s
ch4 # = § i gk & B % EPI (Earth Policy Institute®) #3F 2

= hosAcEhaik i

AR % spin-up BeEEPSE b A B kR ek 0 TS BoRende gk LR H R
B8 s iR (48 ) ospin-up HEHR 0 ket 3 E R AONEME 0 Ak
Fre g e ER L 000 kgm? s B F 5B LE

* http://www.earth-policy.org/Indicators/C02/2008_data3.htm
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312 F &7

RETF 1L 2004-2007 & H R L REECTRIT L F R TR (TR RS BB NG 2

F % F A - Biome-BGC #73 chf ¢ Tk e 5% p b g iR (C) ~HHER (T) »
T3oF R (C) ~" k& (em) ~ &k F BL (Pa) ~ @i £ %A (Wm?) »

PRREAR(sec)ed AT H P w LG 1 ¥t mag %34 Ft & R 2004-2007

m ‘i?n‘ié‘éﬁ’%@%t“i,&,f{ﬁ i;’f‘l,/f “f;PY/E
. RBE
F %382 R % & 3(RHT2nl, Delta-T, UK iR £ > & 10 4 454 '?‘ #L g2 B (DL2e,
Delta-T, U.K. and CR10x, Campbell, U.S.A.) e4r 1 L ZpFEddpanT 5@ o

n L5 4(&
% -k 8 (precipitation) * 1 £ 77 i » Pt % Sk A o & Biome-BGC 4p B < /]?’6 P
F§]\-ﬂ""ﬁﬁbh"‘ﬁf’_x‘ff"T;\ﬁ&;%J‘°'g iﬁﬂi?‘:,’% 3—%&]\?’38%’%}‘

958 k6% (1 L4 2008) 0 FLG A MR fRrak AR E TR

ek

IR EAAFTRRIFL T AR RIS E L R EE > it
Evgzo e AT P o RIEOREARG A REF R Bfoo R B d K ENFERF RIEY
500 = & z_ 4k eig il U s £ 2+ (Rain gauge, RG) (0.5 mm, TIC-1, # 9 3+ E 1 ¥ k3¢
¢4, Japan ) B HkAE Ed L LR FTHE® AR F DI FAE G F 2 (Chang et
al. 2006) -

3

= ok EFRA

ik FFRASER DS ik FF RAPI IR FF REP wavk F 5
B2 g o kALY o fIF § Rz B8R (RHT20l, Delta-T, UK) #ip] 18 2§
R R 2N 24525382 o

» AT RAR
ik 4 S F %35 inig 543 (Net radiometer CNR-1, Kipp & Zonen, Holland ) i

=k
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BAFLY > PREREIA Y VL F 4 kAT H 02004-2007 E B R P

% Biome-BGC ¥ LY R A E R R RS ?}*Jcﬁaﬁ:f’ m R
feom 4 AT Y HEH TR D RS WA B g { REITR BN T
FREAMIT RS G A AR 2 S P2 B AT e eliciE o 0T A AN Ry i

RN PRI RN T L

= L ATES

S SR U C RN RS Y L8 R SRS S
(ﬁ%%zma%%%zmﬂoagmmwmma,@ﬁﬁﬁ¥ﬁi%uk_%$$%
27 (Tiaes) » TR S & {ATeE S Aphe o T AT 0 5 B4 R ¥ chi i b B
%jﬁHiﬁiiiﬁéﬁ**i%¢$’jﬁéTmmi@(%4)

i e AT (Ti) B EREF > 5 (M) B 55 B MA T T 0
RO A SR E R E AT o m AT RS D BAR LA W SRl g
B sz 2 & (Mae) %50

*Vb

LIS fie

AL Sk R RN Bt B R A AT R B RGN T
T

MR ERER | o HE REA AT BARE TR S

k.

H

»

. &
E’ij; L %ﬁgﬁ? 11#;7!‘%5.@.%‘«\:’ Ff”ﬁ‘ii/%)io El —E—T', ’&-*Iﬂz‘. ?\: oA 5@{’7(,"!‘;}(? L_LA’\,,]:,%,)Q- #
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" R AR B E S AT R G
PRy A AR GIREA R o AR T ¢ A i

gégsﬁﬁwugd,g *%«ﬂ,;;#\%rr,gqg ‘éﬁﬁg{?ﬁ#i( 7)

- EPEBATL

& Biome-BGC # » SLA E4p# ¥ - F & “T# P E & f# (m2kg-1C) » 57
TR A B S 823 m2 kg1 C(4E% 2005 fEds AgF L) (£ 8) - BT %
e (ki) Rip* E s FapE i B §hgprEad v blod XAFTFRY T 25
#Y o FREF R P BRI RS 34% (R 2007) 0 5 R E G AR

o Be( S Aode 2003)7 (0t Sl KRR Rl KB M R LT AR e &
FE 112006 # i g S E R 0 f1% Beer's law 3R B A 2 o EH Y hg g BT
Rubisco et & (fymp) T3t B F 2 (2582-7) o AT % > Xk & 1EH i T35
4% 6 umol m? s GRE & A8 4) fktrfopr B k817 i FH Vg 10,19

(Farquhar et al. 1980) 7 i& @ 4% ¥ Vepaxs SLA £ CNieap Bl 4rd i o 32 5 F 5| 287 7 % 2 Ty
% 0.038 -

TR
WA SRR T R AF LR A AL T TR SR E (4 09) -

4 BFLEFCPLIPEHIE NI EIZYE—(RTES
]

" I—"fJ’J;E’H“J%‘ﬁBlOIneBGCiaL‘#T FEFHROTE B B4 B TR S e Atk BE
ﬁﬁﬂ ?Pm?/? gJZIE' ’ ﬂ&lﬁ“t’ £ I]%;}ﬁ-ﬁ_;\m;ﬁ;{i l}LWt}_’_ggE} s %T‘rr&'ﬁ?/?]?#i’
I—MH’“ PRl T Sk Bl
¥ & =N
Fe rp Hi o v ARy
’ FEH O S# R A i
£ 4% 2004
o wR{ATE S Teat- % 0.25 0.22
" AR o ’ *EZ 2005
GRSk IR S s A Tiw % 0.70
A g 7o = & M % 0.005
fadr g 5 Miire % 0.005 0
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25 BFLEF-BahEHIE AN ARV AR

T %4 E AR 3 Biome-BGC $ 4 % £ F Hoorik s 2 mF s THEW L S A 4 Atk BIL
AL R R B ALY R RIS R FAW LR o A A BT RTA
RPN TR E S ST T

¥ & BE L
5% mE B ﬁf . .,%,W, . JRES
FEH SFadp &R
R B A et b Ca £ 1.0
i"ﬁ%ﬁ 171 ‘rﬁw\k\ ]ﬁe‘ v f}'J Cs:leaf ‘.ﬁ 2.2 1.08 ﬁﬁ;iﬁ’ ;\%} %\
AT ST A R
ST A fie b |
A2 1 R e B Cs _# 0.3

26 BFLEF-BabhEHLIE 02 G2 BV T

TF &4 E 4k 45 Biome-BGC ¥ S AR rde eend 2 ¥ dics THEf L &% ndp &tk RIE
AEE RO REE ALY Y R R BN E o AR AR AT
AT R TS BKE

¥ % Fe i L

S ¥ B H > - A 3l > e
] FEH S B R Ak f
S & W CNior kg Ckg N 42 62.7 &+ 2005
I E CNi  kgCkgN! 93 66.6 % &2 2005
PR E CN;  kgCkgN' 42 81.38 &= 2005
R CGR P W CN, kgCkgN' 50
B S CNgw kg Ckg N 729

41



27 RFLEF-BEARPHEIFILELLE

% 6l

g

TS ER 4 Blome BGC % S ¢ E Hhorig iend 4wy
AT HOFRIHECE > AR YR PRGN TR E 0 F
BAETE R TF SEER B o

|
=

CURW L o # a4 et

s, ¥ e 3+ = 0 4
TEFY 0 RITA &

2RI APRPT SRR AT

Pl
TR

p I WL R
o B 1 ST T T S S
E R R EE ol Y FRuw % 0.32 0.588 R A AH 4
SR S R FR % 0.44 0.274 B A RS A
SARA i T FRiy % 0.24 0.138 SR A A 4
A P R R £ o Lityap % 0.30
e LT Litew % 0.45
ErfeiEs e AR E 5 Litjig % 0.25
P RAE b DWe % 0.76
FAFERY AF R DWii, % 0.24

L8 RELER AR HARLE AL 1LY ¥ ¥
F S P 4 BiomeBGC S £ fh ik i |
j\ﬁﬁi EF m? IEIJ;E}:@“ 5 j\k’ﬁ"‘ v % 1l %*ﬁﬁ_;\ m%’ﬁ;}: ﬁ 5
L_j\lﬂi ¢RI H rﬁﬂ.x&*?ﬁ-’fﬂ}ij Hcid o

7 ke

L

B2am g g THefrL o8 a etk RIL
FLWELEY o AA AR AT

T b

5-dic gL " o ke 51 2 ik
] FEHR SB R AR f
4 #2 2005
wE G SLA m’ kg C! 12 8.23 ~ A
Fo A ¢ B A A
-l DA 4
‘i : Z : o R ifz{ B R Ler & 26
o ffidp i b
F£ 3 SLA % £ SLA Y 5] SLAgg:eun E- 2
£ wde 2003
L& 4 ki mm LAT"  0.041 0.023
B t K F 2007
kR féf‘ﬁi klight -PT-’ 0.27 0.47 AT 'z
Rubisco ¥ 7z E¥E* § ) #=2 2005
Rubisco % 3 BHETE 4 & 0.04 0.038 AEE 2005
zx b Wi AR
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29 RBFLEF-BAREHIE AL BIEZY E—OHE

TS Ek 4 Blome BGC ¢ ¥ S 4 EHhrir ot 42§85 THFL S atp &k, PIE
AT ROFRIBE  AAFELY P UFREN TR E B ELIFY AT AT RITRE
AR RRY THGEE R

N N B b .
e TR pan smanan o
BXF VR Comax M s 0.005
A HR g ms'  0.00001
WA AR bl ms'  0.01
PR BNy B ok Vi MPa -0.6
FIR 2P AFOE P oRH Ve MPa -39
F AR A et fook EF R A VPD; Pa 1800
FI R P LGk A F L VPD; Pa 4100

3.2 ¥R AR A
S R A S E LB R BT o - X RF - B AR AR
FHERE S DPERR c BEARL AL R FF R AN A B AP RS

F L g

H

»

o

321 2
AR T RO R A 0 L R A g A A L T ke
FiRE e TARTREY AT LS HF R AAEL R B AT ML AR

\\\ﬂr

TR TR o Tt B R ARE R AT

§

*3“ ~<»—:r\£—‘:;,l.€ﬁ_‘p9 FT o 'F']‘ L3RV spinupii | % ',Dm%gé {,':]J- L y B H ‘;’1/”7&7\_1 'I_:ff‘._fb',é—l', 1k
METE - F MRER cF 18582007 £t f F R - F MRERES

150 & cifig % o dor 3 £ amkit (B 9) » 0 SRR & 7 2004-2007 & §
% 7

=
=

$E B AR R A TS R 80K —120% (' E FALE T
2tk s A R R BB 1005—60% 0 LR 100%—140%) ¢ e (T b i iR
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2o HE X R R B THR T I INPP & 7T AR B > 1A & NPP $ 4 B
B

Ax # 7% B P A0 5 Ay &7 NPP Bl bem sC e A0 o TR AR ¥
SHAK D Y RATR R PEEE 0 (1) £ 020 &7 NPP $H¢ S8 B 5 15
(2) 430 01~0.20 Rl& 7 # SR 15 (3) #2001 ALk 3 fcg o

d e PR AR e Rl B20%L [ 0 RHCE B 1% - X

ot > BB AR R R T 0 NPP & GPP AL R P el

REEFTAR R A TR EEE

@

i {7 spinup run i §& T ¢

i * 2004-2007 & § % F 1Ed P F RS
3 CERUER

e 7 150  fiog

% * 2004-2007 & F 9 FokL - 1858-2007 & e~ F F iTE

2o itRER

AR AT 2 NPP > 2 B AR B

Ik

W9 ke R AT

44



3.2.2 FCR R AL B % 23

AR LA RS TREY  B ] R ARE DR TR RS
Foo~ TEHE VSR A b, TERRE Y > THRE SLASBEE SLA B
Thppid, @ T2HHFE, (4 10) -

BAFTY R ACR Rl SRS F B A Fe AR b 0 A 2k A 4 B o
SUH A A B AL RKA R kAT A AA B A2 A 2T
Feh Mok G E Rl s R AR o

St BAATY Y AR il AN E L mRaEAE B AT bt
20%z2 B > &g 1% 7 - iR o 2 B SdenEg R A 1% % 0 GPP & NPP
ARG ARG hR A (B 11~ B 15) 5 2= 4 F R § GPP & NPP | I A
g e (S kR H i (7 spin-up i B T g hE By F ik LR o

dTigd SBCE Y R et - 2 Rk AR S RS R R A Sl ¥

Rl

PP A AR F sk rdg it ot o A g AR EDRTRE - &
Biome-BGC » > 41 * spin-up i& % s S PIfE R e 97 F e e+ € Fl Sl A
s

PT ospin-up ehF Ay o A* PR QA R kR HP R E 2 T g Tk K 5 spin-up & (T D
ERFEIR o TEE 2 REY AR FERLBARS > BRERE DL RS AL o
Flgt o AFTE G 0 GPP & NPP enZp ik = '8 » E Rt spin-up ;& FenE g #1428 > @
spin-up # #cend BRI F) Slieeine g A AL~ F R E A o ¥ ke
R T G P T
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%2 10 S$ERRRLAESE

e 5 R R
R E 0RO 7 5 -0.024
{378 r= 3 ﬂx’}fff’_aﬁ‘«m{%fr?fﬁ 0.012
B pkAE 4o v = -0.270**
Wi EHE B mﬁw fie bt 0.178*
. EAHE A ft b 0.385%*
BN RS T A T e A i B 0.002
i E mm;n\ fie vt 0.032
S S N 0.285%*
R -0.195*
FF IR F v -0.135*
Y SR -0.007
TS T 0.006
R -0.004
45 A BH R B E 6 4 et bl -0.002
e g sk o3 SLA %1 3 SLA +* & -0.252%*
EVEFAUE wgum -0.002
3k F R Al 0.218%*
Rubisco § s EHE® 5 2 £+ 6 -0.182*
X FaER 0.005
LR 0
WhAER 0.001
B FHU F IR E Y kR 0
FIR 2P EPEFE P RE 0
Fa Bk m et ok EF R A 0
Fi PR ok FF R 0
% Sk 2P HF £ 0.657**
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AR IAES B RABTATR B AT B R o

COERES F (M)
B 5~ = 538 7-20%3]+20% 0% & pF » GPP d 101% * & 88% ; NPP ¢
101%8 > 2 90% (B 10) - % M 4 ** 0.0055 | 0.00555 2_ & pF > GPP ¥ NPP #f,* %

BB g AR L

102%

— NPP |

100% | oo e
98%
96%

94% 1

NPP or GPP

92% [

90% [

88%o S I S

86% ' : ' : ' : ' : ' : '
0.0038 0.0042 0.0046 0.0050 0.0054 0.0058 0.0062
0.0040 0.0044 0.0048 0.0052 0.0056 0.0060
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s EHE Y g A et 5] (Coer)

¥ Cotcard 80%3 4c F| 120%PF% + GPP 1% 8+ ] 5 89%—101% » NPP 1% #
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WE P e I 0 g ¥ R 4 TE Y Shit 4 i @ GPP T o & Biome-BGC ¢
B s G R (GR) & adF e (MR) ° MR Bt d chg k&

Eenf kR (FAFeS+» AFed) [ gL aF kR > @ MR NPP 1+ 2«
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= EPRF " (CNiear)
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IR E R S 88%—100% (B 12) o CNigr B 4epF > 27 E 29 chf €% Mo @ §
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= 5% SLA $t15 ¥ SLA v & (SLAhdsun)
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ok E R lie (Kign)
¥ Kigne S8cd 80%3 e T) 120%F% » GPP e # 45 1 5 88%— 100% » NPP %
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(2) FRamRF" 0% H 7 855%EH 2 H 7 > 45%kad #i% 5 (3) mif
Bz R 00% FEBIREFY 5 (4) ¥ TIAFEERES 90% 0 ¥ EH T e A
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AT R AR AR LT 0 (1) U2 spinup P R R GRG0 R * eh il
Fia e CORAREF R 1 (2) 17 1860-1959 & Pl » i@ * 1860~1959 & <
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42 HgEBEFEEE

421 mi g

L 3
spinup 2 {¢ 100 +# &2 (1860-1959 & ) » %44 24 (GPP) ~ 44

# 4 (NPP )¢ B k4 A4 (NEP)ERTFEREH T2 L w5 1.89kg Cm?yr' -
0.56kg Cm~>yr' 22 0.0001 kgCm?yr' (% 11) o BN riF 8 2 &% > B 0t 2 i 4 &
FL R Ew R SR i R o

% 11 Biome-BGC H#tiff LB % o8 ot 4152 4 % sl 2

1860~1959 & 2_ T 35iE % £ o5 4 70 cfiA) > @ 2004~2007 & T 3@ R 5 ¢ 4 f5 %k P ook
GPP NPP NEP
1860~1959 & L 35iE
) 1.89 0.56 0.0001
(spinup 2 {8 100 # ficgg T 35 )
2004~2007 & T 20E
2.97 0.89 0.33

(15 A HEHEZ 15 5 45~48 & chT 308 )

i kgCm?yr!

= EFEREE RS
31960 & & {7 90%FC S ek 0 His - L &R > GPP &2 NPP &2 L o i i< » e
S & B4 BEBRC B 15 9 5 60 E T 5 :;Lm AR > ) pF GPP 4 4 3.04~3.05 kg
Cm?yr' »NPP % 0.9kg Cm™yr'» ' % »t5c &5 % chf& 2 fi - GPP £2 NPP A u|+t 51 &
Wt en® 63 £ 64 £ P X 8> 8 Bcid A w5 3.053kg Cm?yr' £ 0.905 kg C m™

yr' o NEP & fgiac 8 i5en23 N 5 f 0 5 K1 5-096 kg Cm? yr' » & IR & figtac 8
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GPP~NPP ¥ NEP it b * @ i8 E % eh™ % (B 17)

sl —NeP ]
------ GPP
~~~~~~~~~ NEP

2

kg C/ m? year
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W 17 Biome-BGC #4% < # % 4p 41k GPP ~ NPP &2 NEP h& #f % it
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B SRR T 4 R SRR IR A A T o pERE A 2 (523 E2F oot d
R kTl L 1SkgCm” o 4B i 4 f X SR LW LR REER b vt
3 48 I e0i35(Thornton et al. 2002) o X ér_?zéiﬁ*%t‘  EFREE R A E A S
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B2 G R AR R F B G T T I s I o
AR FMEESRFEE LR gt @ (litter C/soil C) B BF > &1 k5P &
F1% e Pk U e B AP Y SRR RS o RS R R R e
W95 167 (H 19) » Pl digh » P L w7 i S 6 A < RH 4 @ @ P
2 ELPF U] ieq @2 (5o L EF GPP & NPP 4R ~ NEP 5 f o
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ok kA o fokeni B o d AR Y 20042007 E i LR R Y AT R AT HA
% 5% (Chang et al. 2006) »+ F1u 7 £_r2 2004-2007 5 2 4 8 % i 5 Hiwes £ o $
FoB B2 (S ICRED 3 0 R L ek R RS - B R hlicE o FRE i
B2 HH ROBE - BREIFOIAES 22 2 FEEBF TR S
W xR A A R B R W

GRET Y o F4 LY Biome-BGC HEEHTE A kB2 ¢ 3 ¢ 5 Rk
R TR S8 ¢ § ok pean i (I 18) o fhokepho r o BHER Y SER
FLALRRE N 8 AETRA AT A L ARIA LR RS i

)

4o Tt ’)]ﬁ‘Biome—BGC R T 0 AL R Hokay REOHORE ST

< LB o
KA T HHANA R KX 2 % kA ok o ¥ Biome-BGC A % v k£
dobeon Fok W F R A iR B A B E e 2T kL

RN o F1 Biome-BGC #1202 Fenfigg P W 7] k- i M g -
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30T — rainfall + fog
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# 1.56kgCm? o

. R R E

RATACB 90% i b R (S > fE M R 2 B A TANE L0 g

)

FEF AR RSO T IS EEREEEE TR 2

-l EgpEE
E%ﬁﬁ*’*%@%$20ﬁﬁﬁjﬂ:é%”ﬁﬁi@%%ﬁﬁﬁ

I
b
A=
=F
=
#

WA BHEIREAD 2 FIERA S AL A B e erid A 0 WF AR (T A R IT
REMGEERH TH I ERGENEHLY BELIEF RN EREHFasfE
BostAr B2 5 5 100 & g % - b M~ R e A TAM R T & § KO TR
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P stfsja;% :g:: e =3 R F TEIEE J
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1o 4 §8
-~ BN
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3 HEetz FElEyFE T v‘KrrJEj Y et R R —%’\A\ﬁ*lp’y‘ mﬂ LR o B
Wi iR B30 0 Biome-BGC e fiife § B kim0 @8 T § P
¥ #B o Biome-BGC 3" A 22 chiist » Bk 5 % 4 HE R M- 10C & 4 ki
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F(a5% 2-49~2-51)  FAHEBREARFAARFEMTE 2 B Y T ARG o
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%o € Frgld s 17 * (Smith et al. 2003) @ Chang et al >+ 2008 # 97 3 » 45 )
*F%ﬁ*iﬁﬂﬂﬁ$?i£¢§iiéw@cf&ipwm; Biome-BGC 3
Pt L AR T g et S 2 WP A A e Bd 53 Bk
Flz - o

2 HE R R F D HeE g o Biome-BGC hficst? > 2 IR AR (Ton) 4
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B ERENAREREI AR TE S o IE R ¥ R F M (Brady and
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transpiration: Biome-BGC
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4l

SR = I LR TRTESTE SR S L

(initialization file)

Biome-BGC v4.2 (CLM)

MET INPUT

(keyword) start of meteorology file control block

D:\model\biomebgc-4.2\metdata\CLM2004-2007.mtc41 meteorology input filename

4

RESTART
1
1
0

restart/CLM_dis.endpoint
restart/CLM_now.endpoint

TIME_DEFINE
4

48

1960

0

6000

CLIM_CHANGE
0.0
0.0
1.0
1.0
1.0

CO2_CONTROL

(int) header lines in met file

(keyword) start of restart control block

(flag) 1 =read restart file 0 = don't read restart file
(flag) 1 = write restart file 0 = don't write restart file
(flag) 1 = use restart metyear 0 = reset metyear

input restart filename
output restart filename

(keyword - do not remove)

(int) number of meteorological data years

(int) number of simulation years

(int) first simulation year

(flag) 1 = spinup simulation 0 = normal simulation

(int) maximum number of spinup years (if spinup simulation)

(keyword - do not remove)

(deg ©) offset for Tmax

(deg C) offset for Tmin

(DIM) multiplier for Prcp

(DIM) multiplier for VPD

(DIM) multiplier for shortwave radiation

(keyword - do not remove)

1 (flag) O=constant 1=vary with file 2=constant, file for Ndep
294.842 (ppm) constant atmospheric CO2 concentration
D:\model\biomebgc-4.2\co2\new_co2\co2 1950 2090.txt (file) annual variable CO2 filename
SITE (keyword) start of site physical constants block

0.25 (m) effective soil depth (corrected for rock fraction)

30.0 (%) sand percentage by volume in rock-free soil

50.0 (%) silt percentage by volume in rock-free soil

20.0 (%) clay percentage by volume in rock-free soil

1650.0 (m) site elevation

24.35 (degrees) site latitude (- for S.Hem.)

0.1 (DIM) site shortwave albedo

0.0001 (kgN/m2/yr)wet+dry atmospheric deposition of N

0.0004 (kgN/m2/yr)symbiotict+asymbiotic fixation of N

RAMP_NDEP (keyword - do not remove)

1 (flag) do a ramped N-deposition run? 0=no, 1=yes

2007 (int) reference year for industrial N deposition

0.001229 (kgN/m2/yr)industrial N deposition value

EPC FILE (keyword - do not remove)

epc/clm/clm.epc

W _STATE
0.0
0.8

(file) evergreen needleleaf forest ecophysiological constants

(keyword) start of water state variable initialization block
(kg/m2)  water stored in snowpack
(DIM) initial soil water as a proportion of saturation
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GE S E

C STATE (keyword) start of carbon state variable initialization block
0.001 (kgC/m2) first-year maximum leaf carbon

0.0 (kgC/m2) first-year maximum stem carbon

0.0 (kgC/m2) coarse woody debris carbon

0.0 (kgC/m2) litter carbon, labile pool

0.0 (kgC/m2) litter carbon, unshielded cellulose pool

0.0 (kgC/m2) litter carbon, shielded cellulose pool

0.0 (kgC/m2) litter carbon, lignin pool

0.0 (kgC/m2) soil carbon, fast microbial recycling pool

0.0 (kgC/m2) soil carbon, medium microbial recycling pool

0.0 (kgC/m2) soil carbon, slow microbial recycling pool

0.0 (kgC/m2) soil carbon, recalcitrant SOM (slowest)
N_STATE (keyword) start of nitrogen state variable initialization block
0.0 (kgN/m2) litter nitrogen, labile pool

0.0 (kgN/m2) soil nitrogen, mineral pool

OUTPUT_CONTROL (keyword - do not remove)

outputs/CLM/harvest/CLM _harvest 0.9 100year (text) prefix for output files
1 (flag) 1 = write daily output 0 =no daily output

1 (flag) 1 = monthly avg of daily variables 0 =no monthly avg
1 (flag) 1 = annual avg of daily variables 0 =no annual avg
1 (flag) 1 = write annual output 0 = no annual output

1 (flag) for on-screen progress indicator

DAILY OUTPUT  (keyword)

11 (int) number of daily variables to output
628 NPP

631 GPP

629 NEP

632 mr

633 gr

634 hr

636 vegetation C
637 litter C

70 CWD C

638 soil C

639 total C

ANNUAL_OUTPUT  (keyword)

11 (int) number of annual output variables
628 NPP

631 GPP

629 NEP

632 mr

633 gr

634 hr

636 vegetation C

637 litter C

70 CWD C

638 soil C

639 total C

END_INIT (keyword) indicates the end of the initialization file
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a2 RFLEFR AP HEITLE L B2 2V &

ECOPHYS CLM

1 (flag) 1 =WOODY 0 =NON-WOODY

1 (flag) 1 = EVERGREEN 0 =DECIDUOUS

1 (flag) 1=C3 PSN 0=C4 PSN

1 (flag) 1 =MODEL PHENOLOGY 0= USER-SPECIFIED PHENOLOGY
0 *(yday) yearday to start new growth (when phenology flag = 0)
0 *(yday)  yearday to end litterfall (when phenology flag = 0)
1.0 *(prop.)  transfer growth period as fraction of growing season
0.1 *(prop.) litterfall as fraction of growing season

0.22 (1/yr) annual leaf and fine root turnover fraction

0.7 (1/yr) annual live wood turnover fraction

0.005 (1/yr) annual whole-plant mortality fraction

0.0 (1/yr) annual fire mortality fraction

1.0 (ratio) (ALLOCATION) new fine root C : new leaf C

1.08 (ratio) (ALLOCATION) new stem C : new leaf C

0.1 (ratio) (ALLOCATION) new live wood C : new total wood C
0.3 (ratio) (ALLOCATION) new croot C : new stem C

0.5 (prop.) (ALLOCATION) current growth proportion

60.8 (kgC/kgN) C:N of leaves

66.6 (kgC/kgN) C:N of leaf litter, after retranslocation

81.38 (kgC/kgN) C:N of fine roots

50 (kgC/kgN) C:N of live wood

729 (kgC/kgN) C:N of dead wood (needs more data)

0.588 (DIM) leaf litter labile proportion

0.274 (DIM) leaf litter cellulose proportion

0.138 (DIM) leaf litter lignin proportion

0.30 (DIM) fine root labile proportion

0.45 (DIM) fine root cellulose proportion

0.25 (DIM) fine root lignin proportion

0.76 (DIM) dead wood cellulose proportion

0.24 (DIM) dead wood lignin proportion

0.023 (1/LAI/d) canopy water interception coefficient

0.47 (DIM) canopy light extinction coefficient

2.6 (DIM) all-sided to projected leaf area ratio

8.23 (m2/kgC) canopy average specific leaf area (projected area basis)
2 (DIM) ratio of shaded SLA:sunlit SLA

0.038 (DIM) fraction of leaf N in Rubisco

0.005 (m/s) maximum stomatal conductance (projected area basis)
0.00001 (m/s) cuticular conductance (projected area basis)

0.01 (m/s) boundary layer conductance (projected area basis)

-0.6 (MPa) leaf water potential: start of conductance reduction
-3.9 (MPa) leaf water potential: complete conductance reduction
1800.0 (Pa) vapor pressure deficit: start of conductance reduction
4100.0 (Pa) vapor pressure deficit: complete conductance reduction

75



M3 R ATR T R F - F AERS

# * % CO:ik & (ppm) # % F C0:k & (ppm)
1858 288.5 1891 293.5
1859 288.6 1892 293.8
1860 288.6 1893 294.1
1861 288.7 1894 2043
1862 288.8 1895 294.6
1863 288.9 1896 294.9
1864 288.9 1897 295.2
1865 289 1898 295.5
1866 289.1 1899 295.8
1867 289.2 1900 295.6
1868 289.2 1901 295.3
1869 289.3 1902 295.1
1870 289.3 1903 294.8
1871 289.4 1904 295.9
1872 289.4 1905 296.9
1873 289.5 1906 297.5
1874 289.5 1907 298.1
1875 289.7 1908 298.6
1876 289.9 1909 299.2
1877 290.1 1910 2994
1878 290.3 1911 299.6
1879 290.5 1912 299.9
1880 290.7 1913 300.1
1881 291 1914 300.3
1882 291.2 1915 300.5
1883 291.4 1916 300.7
1884 291.6 1917 300.9
1885 291.9 1918 301.1
1886 292.1 1919 301.2
1887 292.3 1920 3014
1888 292.6 1921 301.6
1889 292.9 1922 302.3
1890 293.2 1923 302.9

> FR %R http:/www.earth-policy.org/Indicators/CO2/2006_data3.htm
76



83 ()

# * % CO:ik & (ppm) # % # C0:k & (ppm)
1924 303.6 1957 314.8
1925 304.2 1958 3153
1926 304.9 1959 316
1927 305.5 1960 316.9
1928 305.6 1961 317.6
1929 305.8 1962 318.5
1930 305.9 1963 319
1931 306.1 1964 319.5
1932 306.2 1965 320.1
1933 306.3 1966 321.3
1934 306.5 1967 322.1
1935 306.6 1968 323.1
1936 306.8 1969 324.6
1937 306.9 1970 325.7
1938 307.1 1971 326.3
1939 307.3 1972 327.5
1940 307.4 1973 329.6
1941 307.6 1974 330.3
1942 307.7 1975 331.2
1943 307.9 1976 332.2
1944 308.4 1977 3339
1945 308.9 1978 335.5
1946 309.3 1979 336.9
1947 309.8 1980 338.7
1948 310.3 1981 340
1949 310.8 1982 341.1
1950 311.3 1983 342.8
1951 311.7 1984 3444
1952 312.2 1985 345.9
1953 312.7 1986 347.1
1954 313.2 1987 349
1955 313.7 1988 3514
1956 314.3 1989 352.9
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453 (&)
# 4 % C0:3& & (ppm) & 4 % C0:3& & (ppm)
1990 354.2 2025 424 .81
1991 355.6 2026 426.98
1992 356.4 2027 429.16
1993 357.1 2028 431.36
1994 358.9 2029 433.56
1995 360.9 2030 435.78
1996 362.6 2031 438.01
1997 363.8 2032 440.25
1998 360.6 2033 442.5
1999 368.3 2034 44476
1999 369.5 2035 447.03
2000 369.4 2036 449.32
2001 371 2037 451.62
2002 373.1 2038 453.93
2003 375.8 2039 456.25
2004 371.5 2040 458.58
2005 379.6 2041 460.92
2006 381.9 2042 463.28
2007 383.71 2043 465.65
2008 389.53 2044 468.03
2009 391.52 2045 470.42
2010 393.52 2046 472.83
2011 395.53 2047 475.25
2012 397.56 2048 477.68
2013 399.59 2049 480.12
2014 401.63 2050 482.57
2015 403.68 2051 485.04
2016 405.75 2052 487.52
2017 407.82 2053 490.01
2018 409.91 2054 492.52
2019 412 2055 495.04
2020 414.11 2056 497.57
2021 416.23 2057 500.11
2022 418.36 2058 502.67
2023 420.5 2059 505.24
2024 422.65 2060 507.82
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ék4 AP ATR Y ehx § § 8§ (Thornton et al. 2002)

# ~FFmEE (kgNm’yr') £ “FFmEE (kgNmyrh)
1858 0.0001 1891 0.0001
1859 0.0001 1892 0.0001
1860 0.0001 1893 0.0001
1861 0.0001 1894 0.0001
1862 0.0001 1895 0.0001
1863 0.0001 1896 0.0001
1864 0.0001 1897 0.0001
1865 0.0001 1898 0.0001
1866 0.0001 1899 0.0001
1867 0.0001 1900 0.0001
1868 0.0001 1901 0.0001
1869 0.0001 1902 0.0001
1870 0.0001 1903 0.0001
1871 0.0001 1904 0.0001
1872 0.0001 1905 0.0001
1873 0.0001 1906 0.0001
1874 0.0001 1907 0.0001
1875 0.0001 1908 0.0001
1876 0.0001 1909 0.0001
1877 0.0001 1910 0.0001
1878 0.0001 1911 0.0001
1879 0.0001 1912 0.0001
1880 0.0001 1913 0.0001
1881 0.0001 1914 0.0001
1882 0.0001 1915 0.0001
1883 0.0001 1916 0.0001
1884 0.0001 1917 0.0001
1885 0.0001 1918 0.0001
1886 0.0001 1919 0.0001
1887 0.0001 1920 0.0001
1888 0.0001 1921 0.0001
1889 0.0001 1922 0.0001
1890 0.0001 1923 0.0001

79



GECNE

£ “FFmEE (kgNm’yr") 2 ~FFmsE (kgNm’yr')

1924 0.0001 1957 0.000434286
1925 0.0001 1958 0.000447143
1926 0.0001 1959 0.00046

1927 0.0001 1960 0.000472857
1928 0.0001 1961 0.000485714
1929 0.0001 1962 0.000498571
1930 0.0001 1963 0.000511429
1931 0.0001 1964 0.000524286
1932 0.000112857 1965 0.000537143
1933 0.000125714 1966 0.00055

1934 0.000138571 1967 0.000562857
1935 0.000151429 1968 0.000575714
1936 0.000164286 1969 0.000588571
1937 0.000177143 1970 0.000601429
1938 0.00019 1971 0.000614286
1939 0.000202857 1972 0.000627143
1940 0.000215714 1973 0.00064

1941 0.000228571 1974 0.000652857
1942 0.000241429 1975 0.000665714
1943 0.000254286 1976 0.000678571
1944 0.000267143 1977 0.000691429
1945 0.00028 1978 0.000704286
1946 0.000292857 1979 0.000717143
1947 0.000305714 1980 0.00073

1948 0.000318571 1981 0.000742857
1949 0.000331429 1982 0.000755714
1950 0.000344286 1983 0.000768571
1951 0.000357143 1984 0.000781429
1952 0.00037 1985 0.000794286
1953 0.000382857 1986 0.000807143
1954 0.000395714 1987 0.00082

1955 0.000408571 1988 0.000832857
1956 0.000421429 1989 0.000845714
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4 ()
& i FmEd (kgNmiyrh)
1990 0.000858571
1991 0.000871429
1992 0.000884286
1993 0.000897143
1994 0.00091
1995 0.000922857
1996 0.000935714
1997 0.000948571
1998 0.000961429
1999 0.000974286
1999 0.000987143
2000 0.001
2001 0.001012857
2002 0.001144
2003 0.001003
2004 0.001129
2005 0.001229
2006 0.001229
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