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Abstract

In forest ecosystems, litterfall is the main pathway of internal nutrient cycling. The
purpose of this study was to estimate the fluxes of litterfall and the nutrient storage in the
yellow cypress stand at the Yunayang Lake site in northeastern Taiwan.

Th litterfall was collected biweekly from August 2003 to December 2004 using 10
litter traps installed systematically in the stand. The annual litterfall during this period was
5,900 kg ha™ y™*, about 80% of which was contributed by yellow cypress. The leaf-fall is the
largest portion (73.7%) of litterfall. Typhoon was an important factor of the quantity and
quality of the litterfall. During the study period, litterfall was increased by 70% due to the
typhoons. There was no significant seasonal variation of the element concentrations in the
litterfall. However, when typhoon attacked the site, the nutrient concentrations of the litterfall
were raised. The total nutrient fluxes of litterfall were 3,059 kg ha™ y* for C, 50 kg ha™ y*
for N, 78 kg ha™* y* for Ca, 9 kg ha™* y* for K, 8 kg ha™ y* for P, 7 kg ha™* y*for Mg and 0.2
kg ha™ y™* for Na.

The below-ground biomass was investigated by excavating 3 yellow cypress trees and
by digging 10 subplots (L * W * D = 30 cm * 30 cm * 40 cm). The stand-scale fine root
biomass was estimated using the results from the 10 subplots. The stand-scale coarse root
biomass was derived from an exponential relationship between DBH and the mass of coarse
root of the 3 sample trees. The total below-ground biomass of yellow cypress was 76,600 kg
ha™. The biomass of coarse root was 70,400 kg ha™. The biomass of fine root was 6,200 kg
ha™. The biomass of fine root of yellow cypress tended to decrease with soil depth. The
element concentrations of fine root were larger than those of coarse root. The total nutrient
storage of below-ground were 36,095 kg ha™ for C, 163 kg ha™ for N, 135 kg ha™ for Ca, 114
kg ha™* for K, 40 kg ha™ for P, 16 kg ha™ for Mg and 2.96 kg ha™ for Na.

The total above-ground biomass of yellow cypress was 140,400 kg ha™. The biomass
of stem was 106,400 kg ha™. The biomass of branch was 16,900 kg ha™. The biomass of leaf
was 17,100 kg ha™. The total nutrient storage of above-ground were 69,895 kg ha™* for C, 320
kg ha™ for N, 424 kg ha™ for Ca, 192 kg ha™ for K, 77 kg ha™ for P, 40 kg ha™ for Mg and
2.99 kg ha™ for Na.

The total biomass of yellow cypress was 217,000 kg ha™. The total nutrient storage of
yellow cypress were 107,124 kg ha™ for C, 512 kg ha™ for N, 570 kg ha™ for Ca, 307 kg ha™
for K, 120 kg ha™ for P, 57 kg ha™* for Mg and 6.6 kg ha™ for Na.
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2004) - BHERZEfePRBER AL ERS B 7Y AR E RIELD 3048 5 BE AR
BN 0 T bRy o B w2 R P B R B e H e
(Tateno et al. 2004) -
Luo et al.(2005) 5 & & s % Ja © Mefp AT papdh o 2 TINA S R0 L A T

AR EEREE L1400 mmBl TIRA HEEE R E E P APM 0 F E R £+ 351,400
MMEBIEf AR 2 T2 LSRRI RIAIM - F-F FNEARS IR T RS
o R kA E GG B AN AR AR R kIS BREF i

£ (Makkonen and Helmisaari 1998) -

= B IMA S E - BHE - SRR

/]'_I'%K,? T‘)'Kmﬁ;g ,*E*;,HT%K;{;*}, 'l;'—i*.}% 4;}7’ rTJLL IE gu{fj"m i%
e M A R EAE A PRt B AR e @ " M (Helmisaari et al.

2002) o 424224 $o & € 5Ed F R4 0 M 4o @ 3 4o (Kurz et al. 1996) © 7 f a7 34
PREOLF D EFARRE - AT oA FE B TIIALE Ot b o 4R
4 ¢ < 3Ak+ 4~ (Cairns et al. 1997) -

BfEefr s TR p B D o e R g P3RS BB et AT e A

# 4c(Bolte et al. 2004) - w134 3 & } 44 o B 0t & ¢ WP 40 @ "E 1 (Vogt et al.

\F‘b

1981) e 4232 H E Z 30 iafl > A FARA P 0 B TR A H R G 4R Fut bk g e
13 (Thies and Cunningham 1996) o j* *t > §Edt{s 4= f37 RS € $3+ T ko F 4 4 B
B pedatr R o kAR e 2 & ¢ st (Neukirchen et al. 1999, Luo et al. 2005) -

223 # TIMAHF 2 ¢

AR TIASEEEL FEMMALRE d 3 TN EE P e TN
S F P iE A RS EF I R T FIEA B o - HARFH
TIRA PRI R T EH A S AR(E LS T 2 mm)E e (B ] R E

2 mm)= %4 (Vogt et al. 1983, Roy and Singh 1995) - 4+ 44134 & » P w3 B R 5

RETRET R P TIERA B P IiE g R ERSRAE W I AL
kprrqeitend £ (Grieretal. 1981) e w4 et P g B NF SR 32 0
FAFEREPZNR MG FEPEIRAAEAS TP w45 ot R ife
FI*F FR2ZEI R PN wROFERFER S AR Sl e PNl it e

7



RAFE > Lwfld 2 BB FFATRTL 2 org B ka2

=
3

&

>
R
N
pcl
W
o

FAHE o o iEdE sy Arie * (Vogtetal. 1996) o
dH - BT S R R R T R R R, S %ﬁf’ HHAE IR BT
BEREFGE B 2 PAMEOM AL 2 TR EPRAEY § T TATRS
Rl g AR o RE R T IA SR T &2 F - R #5 (Drexhage and Colin
P gkt B AR TP s B ERANTEUNE 22 T
= 3§72 #/% (excavation method)
%ﬁ%wﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬂm’%ﬁﬁ%%a%ﬁﬁ’@ﬁﬂ%*iz“?%mﬁi
Rkt E kBT o 2 PEEAH L B ABEFEL T aORAYE Y A

;ﬁ

<

.

A\

~ 1
S

WAL RSN AT E S R EF RGP D ER S SR

“E.v

Fofl2 g Ty o

11\3.

% (profile wall method)
7’{9‘:‘Iz%ﬁé&l%ﬁ;i%’%I%V’Jl-zm’%‘ﬁgljfﬁigiﬂL_’f’!ﬁ"]g%{_o,{ﬂ"i‘ﬂi‘;—
§RRLR G T 0 R 0 SRR IS Sl e B EHE - o e

BECSRBEANIEFFRE VIR S R IR AL F S (T
PR (TP 4 R B SR TR R T 2R H R A o a A B R g ko

PEAET ORI F e B i M A 4 0 BT B 5 2 B TR T e M ALA 1 -
PEARRTI A 0 BRI 1 IR E )~ R P RS RS SRR BT T
P TR E R R R A H AN LS R etk o
= {34E% (soil core method)

FI* 2 HEET B2 HIER Y S TP R R RE S R D g
AU MV EREDPRENEIH P TVIERRRI T EIRE - A0 f - S
FF o AT AT E A F RS BEAHE A F R o T M) o F Bt
ERALBRA CZPFEFGFE I T LA IR REEEN S A RPN L HRA S
R IE o A AR At (T E 1994, Helmisaari 1995, Cairns et al. 1997,
Neukirchen et al. 1999) -

'+

THMAS RGP E AR G AT RERY AR AR

)

TR A R TR BRI e 2 (T R o
VOgt(1998)#% 1 » i {78 T LT BT AN B FE R E R E N A2
8



BRI HR R T R D A A R TP R
HE T PRREES OGP E M TF L LA L A EREIR S
GRAERRE TEALYRE AP BT ARFFL I R YRR P S
REFIIA N oS AR B BT L BRERFORETS L YA BERNLIFR
Tl 2 PIFLRERELLET 0 2507 B4 FE BRWERT S L

25cm b oo A R fE MB~fR AT A 4 g £ (Jackson et al. 1997) o

S

AT R R e B R RS Tk D ERIA T E 4 | e
Mers b 30d R (EF 4 2004 BB AT RPHE B AR 0t AL kA
GREEREFEASE

3.1 % PEiE

BT % (24°35'N, 121°24°E) =20 4 e end 44 20 5 4 20375 4 7 48 P4
AR BB R B RET LR AL K 1650 mF| 2420 mo E & R
®op o 9/ 2,000 mm I 5,000 mm sk o0 L EEA K p A AR HRR 0 5 F R
kpdAER o &P A§2RZ% (Chang et al. 2002) -

AT REHREEFEIEL AT EEELE (B 1) » 4309 1,670 mo jE3g
FHPpRET TN 25kmo 2 100 3L+kiF 145km 5 = &(24°35°N, 121°25’E) » & ##
% 1ha (100 M x 100 M)2_ % = 2 3 1961 & » & {745 A % AT BL AT hieE > P
Pl inthh s EPFRG T R B R AR AT ARBE B 5 LB R
SREEHE R AT AL AT B & 10-50 £ B 0 FRIE R IR T A AL BTG HRE
(£+ % 2004) - o 2003 & 3 " 3 2004 & 2 1 %3t > 254§ prees it 3,356 /] pF o
RPFHg38% EFSEE R 0 3L AD2 F HR(S Atde 2004) -



Wl FE@dRap 27 AL HEER WP o2 hiERTES > KR H
% lha-

AER G 3BT A AR IT 26 B33 H P i d B R S BRAHE
H %99 % 875 4% 5 83,028 cmP 0§ wrF BHE A B ETG e 81.8% > £ 5 fp cn T 05
BEEG 1A47cem(E 1) TH3 R 9.8m (M4 2003) 0 AR TFH A B R ipE P Il

4 4§ % 140,400 kg ha'> 2 ¢ #fi7 % 106,400 kg ha™» 4 i % 16,900 kg ha™» % 17,100

g AEATS 52 L 62 T8 B0 E 4G 22 44 25

B3 E AR AT A5% ) BB FR G 20 5 83%  thE P B AR A S
£ % 835kghat % gF

kg ha (;ujk 3 2004) o~k R &

{4 nd 8 5 695kahats b # AR S R F F a0 b L 83%(F
£ 48 2004) -

21 FREPLARRIRTRIANRS02ha®kT Y 4 B hdp LB pkics (R
A4 2003) -

DBH(cm) 1-5
Amounts 64

5-10 10-15 15-20 20-25 25-30 30-35 35-40

75 67 84 54 29 5 1

10



*2003# 17 220039 BF-HuFmy B4 dAfkwe i EEFAL(E 2)
( Matzner and Chang, personal communication) - &4k % =2 3 FHpcte > f1* CaCl, £ i
PEpH &% 143t 40 7 dvd R 4 M ¢ 4 170,000 kg hal eomk =3t 0-40 cm ind ¢
AP R 2R EP W3 BEREAR  FHEFLIEEY PRSP RERK -

22 FESERGHIATRIIRI EARIBY

Depth . pH pH N Exchangeable cations [kg ha™]
———— Horizon -1 3+ 2+ 3+ + 2+ 2+ +
cm H,O CaCl, tha Al Ca™ Fe K" Mg~ Mn“ Na
15-0 0] 3,54 2,83 9.0 46,6 320 37 350 66,5 34,6 n.b.
0-5 Ah-Sg 3,51 2,78 1.0 92 168 74 157 33 12 nb.
5-25 Sg 3,85 3,03 0,00 303 44 63 nb. 18 nb nb
25-40 Sg 4,01 3,17 0,00 285 09 53 nb 019 nb. nb.

j€ 2003 # 8% 1 2004 # 12 7 » 3£ 4 TR HHTEHE FAL BE(E 3)
He @ 1B AEARL B 6B 57 ARE §7° Bh i hi#F i g%k 1155
msty Bhol b ¥ 5 dBRh HATMS o BAEAE G 0 1Y

2h® o UEBRED30mMM &K e

4 3 j€2003 % 87 % 2004 # 127 BEFH P S B ermh Ak T

Vear Name of Storm dates Storm  Max. Wini speed Total rainfall
typhoon strength (ms™) (mm)

2003 Dujuan 31 Aug.-2 Sep. Medium 155 408
Melor 2-3 Nov. Light 4.7 30
Mindulle 28 Jun.-3 Jul. Medium 8.6 169
Rananim 10-13 Aug. Medium 8.9 185

2004 Aere 23-26 Aug. Medium 12.7 780
Nockten 23-26 Oct. Medium 14.2 404
Nanmadol 3-4 Dec. Medium 6.2 243

Note : Storm strength was characterized using the Taiwan Central Weather Bureau rating

system. Rainfall and wind speed were recorded within the yellow cypress forest.

T2 100 Bk 145Kkm & % 4 50 m AgEiE - A F 23 M4 > ¥ A Mt
11



% 10 m r2E 3% ac 2 & & (MIRA visibility sensor 3544, Anaderaa instrument, Norway)~ k. =
B i 3+ (wind monitor model 0513, R. M. Young, USA) ~ ;& % & 3*(RHT2nl, Delta-T, UK) %
F % RE > B R L& (visibility) ~ b i# (wind speed) ~ & = (wind direction) ~ § &
(temperature) ~ 48 %% & (relative humidity) % % FAL o >0 4% 500m ** BB X 3 & &
Foikiswdr e SmaizEl S W REPXET LOBREFIELE - NP IPHRE
KT B ABRTFLDERED > BREARTAAMF 2 2EEFTH

3.2 BB
AP PR E A AR FA LA I H PRI EARE CH THREA G

VAN TS W

= 2 —

321 ¥ P

R~ 3 P IR E e B PERY S 2003 £ 8 7 3 2004 £ 12 7 o b b IRAETE 4
e 4 % 50 cm x 50 cm fc 4 (trap) 0 d A S o RIN 1mm IR AT g o
F o ¥ B3 N 15 0m e fo b AR EERE G X 50 Cm F o KR P E F Bk
0 KT R AENC B G kT o e B B R B (F 2) 0 AMEE R
RIER 10M L 28 - e A w iR VR FIRIOM R E - B E 0 RER
10 BB - AHRYTREFHFACEYERTR cnich > SR Sl bL7 25
Joo oo TR PEE GG VA A ehfRdn o BB RN N A o B o dak
10 Bl enfe i m & 3 - BHE > T AL B 10 Bicf 4 (FA47 o #Hic B 3
EFF T RHREG AR NEPEGL LA ANFARRMBEFRA L A
S ;»':\a:(g@:})\w@: o pt) ST ERATS A RS R R
L H

s o {F L E (S Bk F Y 60°C £iz 197fp—'é— fp-?f = iﬁ&‘*r/p*" B ’t\/J‘TFI“‘ 5\1 » F R

g](

I - A'E"_Tﬁr ’ jﬂ‘fiwﬁ;*#ivé‘%”‘l“af”’5?4’\/&&4’\*"’( °

AR R e 477 2 A il iE (ashing) ~ #2522 (dry combustion method)ip] £

=h
fon

49 ~ 4T ~ 4% ~ 40~ B~ X% (total nitrogen, TN)£2 & g (total carbon, TC) ek B o % i 2 §_
P~050 B lmp ettt A 0 L2 105°C#-24 ) pFis > 1% BoAs T a4 B R %
(Nabertherm, Nr.82628, Germany) 2 490°C 4 i+ » 4 it {5 i@ 23 f3> 2N enB e (HCI) # >
T 2 F = 50 ml > £ 12 0.45 1 m jjg "5 (cellulose acetate, Millipore, USA)iE g {4 ™ B 18 &

6‘54

;F]% + 2z 843k 3 % (Inductively coupled plasma optical emission spectroscopy, ICP-OES,

12



Jobin-Yvon Horiba group, JY2000, Edison USA) & {747 ~ 4T ~ 4% ~ 40 ~ FEE ~ 2 k& oD
Bl R o FoUEF A E P23 Amg b kiR A 1 * % & 471k (Elemental analyzer,
EA, Thermo Finnigan NA1500, Bremen Germany ) i& {7 %587 5 § Jk B cup| T_eo

Z

W2 FEatat ATHUITHRBEF R EA T Mo T 0 RER 10m
Fo P E-FEate Mo WERAIFRE IOMKXE- BREYBEXE 10
Bichki o

322 B TIHELGE
Bt TR L 3 E OB A4 0 IY(E A 2 mm)A F B o B R
B HZE > ot g 2mm)2 F R pE* gz ke i o
" EB i
2004 £ 87 1 2005% 2" BRI RFDEF X ARTRLATHY 0 E
oA atpA(E 4) EF%?%H%#E;°B’»+éiﬂﬁi#?k%éﬁﬂxféi%%%“$ ' e R R
Fand g R (EF E 2004, G 2005) 0 FE L NE R KL Lo EAKER
WA D w2 8F v R % > TRk AR e RJE R SRR
AT A PR R S R AR ERBRAEAREA L <2mm2mm i <5mm -

5mmi <10mm-~10mm % <50mm ~ & >50 mm h7 fEE % o A1 60°C EiofE

13



s L mB10g i 5 o TR AR T KA F RS BRI

G4 AR

24 FEAPEBRABIRTRIHERRZEZRAAITHE - TR EF 2
(2004) £ 3 45 (2005) °

Height DBH Above-ground biomass
L Stem Branch Leaf
m cm
kg

1 7.8 7.8 7.6 0.9 0.8

2 9.6 12.0 29.8 3.2 3.4

3 11.6 16.0 47.3 6.7 5.9
B RS S AR RREE A TP AR ABEELT o SF B8 EHS

7
%mwoﬁmjga%%}%ﬁwﬁﬁv,@%ﬁf+%&§ﬂ%%mw’aﬁ%%g
Arp @A) ] P R o g 3R
MR TdE A 2 8 ottt AR EEARY 0 B I AETH RN A 2 P B gET
AR s PiRIFREEL FE b Bfe G4 2 58 o 30 2004 & 8 7 A i en
BANF L 7.80cmo FH A SEafe] o R E R TR BRAPTRE (Fahi
7 RiHMERY TR 2P ERM A 2R e B E A 20056 £ 2 0 i
Feh2 A= o

HFL2PEhfan A R FRIEAFE > ROIREEIFEDM G £
MG R R A AR EEARY TIEA 2P s I A4z 10

mm > g F HREALER3BIE%: 10mm ez R A FApM i 5 o B4R Y &

m m

2-10mm &2 5 > S s lmm 2 EH i A BRI R E S e E R S A S% 0-2mm
13 % > B2 0.5mm 2 H i+ e

B B EARY 5 I ITE 0§ 1Y 4R < 49 KR 0 0 3R ¢ Flaads
G AL A PRI o LA BRI AR E L e e AR kR g
oA el 3 ddidE T A 4 A ko RIEANBRELZ 60CHIZEAE L L 1% ik
BRI RIBELR A P a e o e e FERTAELDAEFER

FhA F Bl o E T - MR E R B 2 F R
14



" Rz

A7 2004 & 10 * 3 2005 & 1% FiEfFdpEUE Bt e itk % ¢ 424 30 cm x
30cmiF 40 cm s GFER E FR 10em iT- A K 0 B 227 10 B FueBodk o PR RN
THRGTAE PP 2 A TRLITHY - ERE 10 BRBEAE F BEY
PRSI HRA T P Ime AT 22004 & 10 * 15 p = & 3 B Fuhin i 5 > 2004 &
117 12 p == 4 @duadzdly ;3 »0 2005 # 17 7 p = =5 (s 3 Bruandzdy o

B¥mEAaT L 1 B w i pund f oo LA SR 10em L - Ak et
oo Zou g aRd A wFHE o B EEANEMM AR EREEE A ML
TR RE CILWMERY PO CAFARLK BT L LR PRI R B3 b
HEAEE NP HREFYMEE S IEER ISR P BH(RIEA 32 mm A‘Z)fi

TrREL T

ERIER 5 F 2R 2mm)A] e 105 CHgg e F4E S 1 A R E AT Imm e P cpR
oo RF PR RENR L pRgE 0 T u R EBR L DA Rk
(morphological characteristic) ~ 38+ (elasticity) ~ %5 |+ (friability) ~ & g e*t F R & pad % >
PR E AR S AN EAT o B R RS A A R B B A L RkEA
EoR BEWEAER R P T REEPR AL wREER F 0 60CETHE
oo A R RREAR BRI EFE AR B A S FRESLH
B MR a5 AR o B MY R TR PR RGP £ EB5 B

HEGHTAL ~ kY o KB AA o £ £ RS WA R THPTR -

323 ¥ ek Az i

FHpAB a2 27 BLATHS 2 02 5 Rl L5 £ £(2004)4 4
ARFL S P2 F R R NES LR E Y ER LS s ik A TR Ap i
4 £ = 3% (allometric equation) -1 & & ¥ Ap $F 2 £ 2 34 dhw fF filic ) £ R w F g
ApE A E AN s R OB (2003) A E Y 02 ha £ A A AL 0 1
PERVEERY AR RS RGFASE oDt Lhad B ataths L0
BApyE -

FHApE IR A TE A PP FETH R AP ATRIE DR A
ER-MTEERPE RS RRAR L AT TEOERRERY St $ 0 A
WiEEEf A TS BHARSE S - B S 60 CEITE o I B IR S

b3 ZEHAL 724 -

15



e T PR S 20038 77 25 p 32005 1 6P 0 5 rRkEAT
KR AT SIS BB - s B ) e T R Ak
ERAEl S 275y R REF-ECR AR TR Yt $ ERLE P R S
Ao 2004 & 10 3120 H BB AR At 2 AT RUATHRRE S £ AR L 5900
kg ha' y' e EHehE &R (R 3) AT HF L =2 BFE R - & 2003

—««»

£971 0 fag#E 5 1,000 kg hal i - £2004 % 8% » ¥ 4554 E 5 1,800 kg ha ;
— Pl 22004 # fkck § 47(10-12 7 ) > T30 e R 5 700 kg ha!

2%
1600j/ 1 leaf 772 J/
1200 branch
flower
— B fruit & seed
g 1000 - ? E= animal
o [T moss %
< B others
= 800 A
fE 7 7
et
5 600 - Z
% 7
S 400 -
<
N ﬂ ﬁ ﬁ
Niwil % % ﬁ HRIRENN
8 9 10 11 12 8 9 10 11 12

Month (2003-2004)

W3 FEmdBapx A AU HEEFEAESRF - TH LR 2003 #8793
2004 # 12 1 o

TR ¥ I SR G O i R T

EEPLBah R TA{ATHREHF &322 5 5900kghaty™s #e &
16



LA Gl AFe? (£ 5) 0 ME L 4306 kghatyts b 2737 %EEB o HAARE
SEESES ST RPEMET B PAN - TE R HFARL Tkghaty!s 23R

ﬁ01%§&1ﬁ°ft*ég%m‘ E'l:,\:lf,\rﬁv\ﬂ‘ ’I,(*;ﬁm-r’-l: L?l] ﬁx’\o

5 HHPER A RATHRLITHRRESF S

Leaf Branch Flower Fruit& Seed Animal Moss Others

Amounts
kg haty*
% 73.7 23.2 0.6 0.4 0.1 0.5 15

4,306 1,356 33 27 7 31 85

JEL AN SR LS
AL AT RE ST & KR(B 4) H4sE 4 AR % 5100 kg
halyl> 94 St AR N86% 7 A B b le i Bt S BEL > AT Y
FEf = @FE NI - 22003 %97 » 5548 5 612 kg ha'; - % 2004 & 8
Vo iR 9 s 1533kghat; - B 2004 # 10-11 0 > T R R 9L
633 kg ha* -
Y TR T e e 2
FH e S0 (R 5) MEMTE I HERF S RER G = BFE
o A w5 2003 & 91 <2004 & 87 22004 & 9 fchg AR AL 2004 # 3-4
P8 L RFHEET hE AR I 11-2 0 () 6) -

17



2000

1800 4| —1 Yellow cypress
7
v Others
S 1600 Z
2
o 1400
<
= 1200 H
&
& 1000 +
S 800
5 % 2
=) _
2 600
€
< 400 A
0 Wl/‘ T % % m H T T T T T
8 9 10 11 12 8 9 10 11 12

Month (2003-2004)

W4 FEPLARHARTRIAREPrpEd e R Eo® 0 - TH KK 2003
£87 32004 & 129 o

1800
1600
1400 - Leaf %
1000 E2Z24 Branch
T XXX Fruit&Seed
‘© B Flower
E 7
g 800 -
s 2
£ 600 4 Z
S 2
S 400
o
S
<
- H m
o A [ Z % 1
T T T T T T T T T T T T T
8 9 11 12 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

Month (2003-2004)

W5 AEptBah AT AU HRER i Fesirntdagt TR R
2003 # 8 % 3 2004 & 12 % -
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[ Fruit&Seed
Flower
r"cs 3
e
g 7 -
5 7 7
S 2
"'5 J——
S 2
o
g 14
<
0 T T r_:_j % T T T T T % T ﬁ r=.Iz.j

8 9 10 11 12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

Month (2003-2004)

W6 FEAERABIATHRIAHRER AP REFFEERIAINFTERLF
#L %R 2003 & 8 1 3 2004 & 12 7 o

412 fEP AL DRE
" RS tESRSPRLRR

Bhdy wteft i ARR(% 6) A3 LR NENTERLS
522.20mg g’ 1 H 44282 mg gt F B F kAR T s kAR 20.04mg gt L EE
i 658 Mgt A A kR MERR 1451 mggt A AR UEF AT AR
5194mggt Akt dmk R o SRR 1011 mg gt BB F o iEESTEER 5
0.63mg g™t & B 42k R » TS A A S 216mggt 5 5B 0 MK EER 5 048 mg
r A B A ER > TR S 008mggTt B EB c ERAR S 003mggt LA A
R ITEER S T52mg QT 5B F o MAIEER S 09mMg QT B e e A A
ERERRD NG B RE L BRAPE A EERLZB R LR 10422
mggl2 B 5 a4k R HIER 435 0-008mggt L B oo

TR EEF DRSNS ER > ARINA O TEEDERRERB  iEadER
M RF A RHERBRF > FREES ER AN AEINL o EHEREF > %
FEBFAEREMN AL ST BB NERERF  RIESER B AL

19



FeakRaR RiFaRER &M AL S FEEFPERES » EakREK
BN 0 TR R BB O REDREREKM o F Y F B PL R o

26 FEPEBRAPARTRIAREF L EF 30 % SRR

) Amounts C N Ca K Mg Na P

Species  Component
kg ha™y* mg g™

Leaf 3,803 524.45 8.09 15.46 1.59 1.28 0.02 1.36

Yellow Branch 1,247 497.62 7.03 751 0.72 0.56 0.05 1.02

cypress Flower 7 526.42 10.34 4.19 1.60 0.65 0.04 1.80

Fruit & Seed 8 504.04 584 294 261 0.87 0.07 1.46

Leaf 503 511.31 14.23 9.73 3.77 2.42 0.08 2.55

Others Branch 109 498.31 4.99 2.72 0.32 0.21 0.02 0.50

Flower 26 492.01 22.45 5.63 12.23 2.53 0.09 8.94

Fruit & Seed 19 498.67 10.00 1.36 5.83 0.96 0.02 3.78

R I EE KA LR TS S

AT R S R PR T E AL L6 R
REFEER RRAREES G- nE A FERE KA EEHREFY LB
g ipe 7 3 SRl

Mot R e At A TR R R SRR () THW 8) FEE
Biggm kR 60 0 B R NI LK ARG P EPR AL R 4T
B~ mgrgg ek > 22 10-11 7 pFG 3R R X ARIRR G P DAL o
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580
560
'T‘m @
(=2
£ E
Pt 540 pt
) S
s 8
€ =
Q
§ 520 4 2
o o
[s) o
500/( /(
0 T T T T T [ T T T T
8/1 12/1 411 8/1 12/1 08/0: 12/01 04/01 08/01 12/01
Date (2003-2004) Date(2003-2004)
5 0.20
- Mg
4 v P
. _a- K 0.15 -
'T‘m ~
j=2] o
j=2)
E E
c
] § 010+
g g
g =
Q [}
g 2 g
3 3
© 0.05
1
0.00 4
0+ T T T T T T T T T
8/1 12/1 411 81 12/1 8/1 1211 4/1 8/1 12/1
Date(2003-2004) Date(2003-2004)

W7 §HPFRd@ahprieiy? TESFAMRREM - TH AR 2003 & 8 3
12004 127 o
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14
=] =
O Ca o
540 12 1 o o
e En
2 > 101
E E
5 5
T 510 2 s
= 5
g 5]
c o
o S 6
© o
480 44
o
o
0 = T T T T 24 T T T T
8/1 12/1 4/1 8/1 12/1 8/1 12/1 4/1 8/1 12/1
Date (2003-2004) Date (2003-2004)
25
0.14 N
X —8— Na
—e—p 1\
20 0 K n 0.12
—v— Mg 1
~ ﬂ; 0.10
: j=2]
2 15 £
= Z 008
S §
g g
£ £ 006
< c
§ 1.0 4 g
S c
o 8 o.04
o
05 4 0.02
0.00
001 - - T T T T T ‘
8/1 1211 an 8/1 1211 8/1 1211 41 81 1211
Date (2003-2004) Date (2003-2004)

W8 FEmrmdBitpaitids? Kigsrs £ kRN - TH LA 2003 & 8
¥ 3 2004 & 127 o

IR Gl R ORI

SR ARG E o TR Ik SRR BT B L R TRE
FEEEF RS ME P AL E R A A RE o F LR R R
TR F AR A ERRY (2 7)o RFF RS SRR g
gASRE AT > gy R L 5B 3,059kghatyt ;s 2= 447 78kghaty™t s § 50Kkg
ha'y™; 4n 9kgha'y"; % 8kgha'y™; #242 Tkgha'y™» 114k 0.2kgha'y™ 5 & i€ o
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27 FhEPEBah AT HREEFE L RE

N Ca K Mg Na P
kg haty*

Leaf 2,038.4 30.6 62.3 5.8 5.0 0.1 5.1

Yellow Branch 622.6 8.7 9.6 0.9 0.7 0.1 1.3

Species Component

cypress Flower 3.5 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fruit & Seed 4.5 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Leaf 257.9 7.2 4.9 1.9 1.2 0.0 1.2

Branch 54.9 0.6 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1
Flower 13.6 0.6 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.0 0.3
Others Fruit & Seed 9.5 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1

Moss 7.1 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0

Animal 3.3 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Others 43.2 14 0.6 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.2

Total 3,058.5 497 78.1 9.4 7.2 0.2 8.3

42 BT/ AR

4.2.1 EH4z i
" EBREETER gt bR
EEERRZMEATZREALNEAFELF (£ 8) hr I HETERLN
LA RrRinT o w93 £ L 4K T4 5 EH57-86%;1/L2mmI <5
mm a4 8 e T4 5 E50.6-12.7% 5 1355 mm 2 <10 mm ed FE o e
TRAHF S 1.7-835%; 135 10 mm 2 <50 mm 2 H L e TIRA B

11.9-33.9% ; #2j= >50 mm 4 = & | 3 T 304 F § 951.5-80.0% o
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8 FhPiAah AT HAIATHERZEZTEZ ki TIAFHE 2%
s TIRA SR eg A o as b 2(2004) 2 ik (2005)
Above-ground Root bi
Height* DBH ve-grou 00% biomass
Tree biomass <2 255 510 1050 >50 total
m cm g g (%)
390 155 122 1538 2,337 4,541
1 7.8 7.8 9,327
(8.6) (3.4) (2.7) (33.9) (51.5) (100)
764 1236 343 2,332 5,022 9,698
2 9.6 12.0 36,468
(7.9) (12.7) (35) (24.1) (51.8) (100)
1,965 222 586 4,119 27,627 34,520
3 116  16.0 59,903
(5.7) (0.6) (1.7) (11.9) (80.0) (100)

- HHR LA EaRE

RAEAY SR E e (£ 9) 1L <2mm 5 400 0 13/E 2mm 2

5mm % 3

92 > FHZ5MM I <10mm £ &% F 6 e

<

oo RS R 2 R Pl (% 10) BT R TS sl 0 T R

ENREEAY A kA R (R 1) RS2 i AT A chid9 5 4 3§ 5 3440

O %3 ek Adp 2 iR k4 H# 8 5 28219

20 HHPERAI AT RUAREREEE AR EERY 6L Skl

Amounts of broken roots

Tree
<2mm 2-5mm 5-10 mm
2 252 48 3
3 148 44 3
Total 400 92 6
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210 FEPAR %A ATHRIIHREAR A2 HEREBE o () FHEL S

thik -

Root diameter

Average biomass

Root diameter

Average biomass

mm (n) g+S.E. mm (n) g+S.E.
10 (7) 34.06 £ 7.50 4 (9) 5.57 +0.87
9(8) 32.61+£4.93 3(21) 2.72+0.35
8 (5) 23.38 £2.23 2 (17) 1.10£0.27
7(7) 24.21 + 4.09 1.5(11) 0.55+0.25
6 (5) 13.79 +3.79 1(15) 0.23 £0.05
5(11) 10.16 £ 0.92 0.5(9) 0.03+0.01

310 FEPERAR T ATRUAHERRER A AR SRR

Loss of biomass (g)

Tree
<2mm 2-5mm 5-10 mm Total
2 119.8 150.2 74 344.0
3 70.4 137.7 74 282.1

" R AN SRR
o AR SE AR 18 0 KW A B 6 fEM T 0.402 g om” e v i e £
SRE R G R0 R Y AREATE 4 G k2 H B (& 12) BISREE 2 ek A
B AL 279Cm’ A AR L 11290 HIEI AR R 5 A 5 3,241 cm® s 4F 4
4485 1303g-

2012 FREPERah R RTRUAHREFERZER > @2 WEE S v 5 6 8
Frapg-

Tree Area (cm?) Loss of biomass (g)
10-50 mm >50 mm  10-50 mm > 50 mm Total
15 264 6 106 112
-- 3,241 -- 1,303 1,303
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-n\:y

R A PRy
Frit TN A F R hin B AR AT BE o 45 e U4 (2003) -t
HR? 02ha*tief@mend AR A% % RiF o FlaFE ] E4HZ B4 27y T4
PEARH ARIPFERGE I F I AAFL c AL A RBHE CNB R
i %Kiﬂﬁﬂfé_éﬁ?%T%Ki%i‘_ﬁﬂfﬂﬁﬁ?#ﬁﬁx#m@ PR R T IRA S E (£ 13) e
FBEH2TEZERAR LR 2 E530% I * B v B e T IR
PERERZPBFRAM ZF A Y Al R A R EF PTG e TN
FE OB NYFELEE TIINASE ﬁ?&‘ﬁﬂz?ﬁ s i B i d r? % 0,930 fd @
SRR AL R R E S TINE PR cndpBdp ORI T R R e T30
B4 PR At RFamiagd 8 5 3,800 kg ha'; feireng 4 8 L 70,400 kg
ha'; # TR 4 $ 8 5 74,200 kg ha™

213 FEDE R A I ATHRLAHSE THRAFEARE cAB B I A FE
DBH: %83/ - H: M3 ~B: 258 % g2y Pwmpan -

y
Fine root Coarse root Total root
Equation ) B % 2 B % 2 B %
kg ha kg ha™ kg ha

AB y=ax-b 089 4300 3.0 084 73200 343 085 77,500 35.6
kg y=ax’ 0.88 3,000 21 0.84 54,000 27.8 084 56900 28.9

DBH y=ax-b 091 3,100 22 0.86 51,400 26.8 0.87 54,600 28.0
cm y=ax’ 096 3,800 27 093 70400 334 093 74,200 34.6

I

y=ax-b 093 2400 17 089 37600 211 0.89 40000 222
m y=ax’ 098 2300 1.6 097 33,100 191 097 54800 28.1
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" DB EAR IR LSER
EREHE2TEFEAS T XS RRLZE(B 9 RERSNB L AR AP

BARRE M > SEAUE M S ZARUER T R AR B B AT 5 120om &2 16 cm etk A
FRRADARAT A NBEILS 68CMF 0 ZEIRARMI T AR A T ERA
BT E R AP AR c Mk R HENBEAF AP ML NBELS 120m
gleem et A H Z 4Tk R G EFS A S m T oA $ o 993 E 4T 5 6.8cem HRlE
FIG A4 B S il2emElocmeii AT kR P R E 28 5 7.8em

FoA USRI R RS RPN R BT e R G
Se AR REFUEH A 0 AR ZHETERF TR A S o 9B B LB PRTant
RET TR > BEP AR AR R > BB EARTEP MM A 24
g AR RIS S 0 ¥ RS R e S R R T T R A 2 o

. MR A LR

B2 iori@e T 20 kR(2 1) wiRTT ERLERP iR
B AR R ETE e SR OH R TRE SRR AL E A -

il

ng‘?&%é} ":}'E“:’ﬁf’é_,i
IR TR E A S R AR RPN REF A TR AR T
TG E S GE(F 15) 0 MATHE TG E AN FE > L 36,095 kg hal s § i

oA !
wE A

163 kg ha™ ~ 47 % 135 kg ha™ ~ 47 % 114 kgha™ ~ 4% % 16 kg ha™ ~ 40 % 2.96 kg ha™ &2 5%
% 40kghat -

27



Concentration (mg g™) Concentration (mg g™*)

Concentration (mg g)

Concentration (mg g™)

9
520 Nitrogen| —e— tre1
Carbon | —e— Tree: 81 —0— Tree 2
—O— Tree 2 —v— Tree 3
—v— Tree 3
510 74
~
o
2 o
500 p
S 5
©
5
c
490 8 44
c
o
)
34
480
24
470 T T T T T 1 - - - - -
<2 25 5-10 10-50 >50 <2 2.5 5-10 10-50 >50
root diameter (mm) root diameter (mm)
6 - 3.0
Calcium | —e- rrees Potassium | —e— ee1
—O— Tree2 —O— Tree 2
5 —w— Tree3 25 d —w— Tree 3
.
44 D 204
j=2)
E
=
34 2 15
8
€
Q
o
2 S 104
o
19 0.5
0 T T T T T 0.0 T T T T T
<2 25 5-10 10-50 > 50 <2 25 5-10 10-50 >50
root diameter (mm) root diameter (mm)
06 - 0.10 -
Magnesium | —e— rec1 Sodium | —e— Tree1
O— Tree 2 —O— Tree 2
0.5 4 —v— Tree 3 —¥— Tree3
: 0.08
0.4 4 °
j=}
£ 006
c
0.3 1 g
g
& 0044
(=}
0.2 s
o
o014 0.02
0.0 T T T T T 0.00 - - - - -
<2 2-5 5-10 10-50 >50 <2 2-5 5-10 10-50 >50
root diameter (mm) root diameter (mm)
14
Phosphorous| —e— tree1
—O— Trre 2
1.2 4 —v— Tree 3
1.0
0.8 4
0.6 4
0.4 4
0.2 4
0.0 T T T T T
<2 25 5-10 10-50 >50

w9

root diameter (mm)

FEPABA R IAATHRLIHRIFRAFE

Eend AR TS KA KR

L8 %A 1ehHDBH 5 78cm 4 2 DBH % 12cm» ki~ 3«3DBH % 16

cm e
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014 FEPERAR I BT RUITHERRERL TS TN 0E SRR

biomass C N Ca K Mg Na P
kg ha™ mgg™”
Fine root 3,800 507.03 623 394 173 043 006 1.23

Coarse root 70,400 485.30 1.98 1.70 152 020 004 0.50

515 FHPERAHIATRUCHREREER 6 E 0 THAL SR E

biomass C N Ca K Mg Na P
kg ha™ kg ha™
Fine root 3,800 1,927 24 15 7 1.7 0.22 5

Coarseroot 70,400 34,165 139 120 107 14 2.73 35
Total root 74,200 36,095 163 135 114 16 2.96 40

4.2.2 5 ¥uk
EER £ € Vel 4

AETREER PSR I RFRBARG 16 AEFIEFHAFAG T &

BE A BEEREP ML EEEI R EEHAGREF LR RS 2

H g o

% 16 FEFPLER M IABATRIATHRIENFHRBR

plot
depth
cm gcm?
0-10 0.008 0.008 0.025 0.520 0.012 0.034 0.023 0.020 0.018 0.023
10-20 0.015 0.016 0.054 0.535 0.003 0.012 0.016 0.020 0.038 0.075
20-30 0.006 0.004 0.094 0.625 0.003 0.010 0.017 0.013 0.102 0.124
30-40 0.023 0.004 0.560 0.454 0.014 0.034 0.024 0.003 0.109 0.124
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AFEFTRELHRBAR L 229 1 007 g cmP o B HAT A E R A E (R 17
B i 18) KATRIW O ET oo AFEHREZEFNEF 0 DMFROH 0 TS

42 F B g o

217 FHEPER0 BT RLITHBRE T REE BT FROEE

plot
depth
cm gcm?
0-10 123 015 026 002 118 0.00 000 0.13 0.00 0.00
10-20 219 035 163 018 071 040 062 119 049 119
20-30 024 216 022 064 213 207 172 201 098 112
30-40 100 186 116 069 220 209 215 181 179 201

£ 18 FHPEBL I AT R IUE S RE P RMHF A0

plot
depth
cm %
0-10 53.72 640 1124 097 5158 0.03 002 574 0.08 0.07
10-20  95.69 1543 71.28 7.71 31.13 17.60 27.01 52.09 21.25 51.74
20-30  10.60 94.23 9.80 27.75 92.84 90.26 74.96 87.88 42.87 48.92
30-40 4375 81.20 50.49 30.12 96.15 91.26 93.77 78.83 78.06 87.54

R DL RS 4

ol e R A 527 > R w2 2 5 6,177 kg ha'; &
Hhtplead R 5 13222kghat s H e et 8 L 674kghat s B g
it 8 5 2015kghatc AR A HEER P R kA F(F 10)> £ @ H T &
A% 4k (2,079 337 kg ha!) » #7 0-10 cm (2,590 + 1,205 kg ha™)iFch ¢ - BE 2 38
FRH ARG EHTEOARR B G RS T L AR LR AL
%4 4 (244 £51kg ha') > #7 0-10 cm(218 £ 72 kg ha)iFeh4 ¥ - 5E 4 HIER H 4
AR RRT FuRE ML eRoA T > RS BRI HIER S 0-10
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cm(6,288 + 1,723 kg ha')2 F¥ » Mg 2 SRR H 4 2 H B 5 T AR 5 A H 6 AL

oo BRI IER L 0-10cm(1,517 £ 938 kg ha) 2 B o (e HE 2 IER M 4 4
PRI AP REORMAESL -
C_IFR
- OFR
oL & | CR
= BRZ OCR
~ 0-10 & ' ,
S e errrrrr e —
=)
=
o 10-20 'g-k—{
(&)
°
©
2030 '@r&s&:&m—|
30-40 —g_{
0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

Biomass (kg ha™)

B 10 FEFLEBHHIARATHIAHRI B IMERF TG FEhoF - FR: 48
A @it OFR: F w5 w8 ;CR: £ 85 pk{? ; OCR: R it -

= 2 kchEd SRR

Bruzer@E AR 1) sUER 1R 5? NA B et s BER L 53
X 4 3 SRR F I LVE - RERTE R "R M- ¥ SRRy
ERBRBEF A A BAY O CEIEFERARM LR THEAARR E R A ERIR
ERBREF LG IE  EAM N SRR R ER AL H R P w1 ALk
Bt E0-20emeniEig > B EARNRMEP RS B s kR ol
#20-30Ccm A F B HU RAP AP LR BN

B4k 2 5 ER S wRP BEEGERS o 27 285 o8 g 2 IR R M
WERTAPELIRE  wRFFERNASIMIQIE RS FERR YA 4-5mgg'l
oA H e P ol IFR R4 F kR 1 > @i &4 % 20-30 cm pF !
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BB E o R A 2 20-30cm P LA K TE o

REGAHER ) VESEHFERLIEE > X2 H ey ot - 485w
MAEBLpERIER B PR e RS R SE g By IR AT B L HIF
EﬁﬁiﬁkijT%ﬁﬁﬁ;%%ﬂmﬁ%ﬁﬁgﬂkg,ﬁﬁgﬂkgm@%g,
NMAF kLI EFRM N FLERFY Y MR T A wR ER

PRt F20-30cm o EH BT kG LR o

<k
=

-
B

A~
&
T

Regmkr Ry R i kAP R YL 01000 Lk AHR
SRR o eI AR R A iR L AR AR R chEh R EF NI Y o

FRAZ4ER  HUEFR AT EERPEF LBt 29 485
i e R R MR R 4 d T AR R 05mggt 24 0 H oW
AR b R G  Y o d R 10 om ke R ot ie T 0 0 iR 10 cm
KT RERIARE o AR 1R R MO T

M 5 FAER B U PR A S AERF LR A B0 wER B
AT A B AR ERA BN EIBFRAH T EPER LSRR E

EF WA O AHBAIMERY AP o

MR s 2R ER 3RS EIFRS L 2B a R A ER R
*”T“ﬁﬁé’Tﬁm%ﬂ&$E?TW%ﬁ§M“A%%&éiﬁim30mﬂﬁﬂmﬁ$
AR N S5 N AR AT
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soil depth (cm)

soil depth (cm)

soil depth (cm)

soil depth (cm)

OL 1

0-10 4

10-20

20-30

30-40

oL

0-10 1

10-20

20-30 o

30-40

oL

0-10 A

10-20 4

20-30 1

30-40 4

oL

0-10 A
10-20 +
20-30 4

30-40 A

B 11

Carbon .
Nitrogen
oL A
__ 0104
£
L
=
S 10-20 q
()
=]
K]
@
20-30
—e— FR —e— FR
—O0— OFR 30-40 4 —0— OFR
—v— CR —v— CR
—4— OCR —A— OCR
T T T T T T T T T T
440 460 480 500 520 540 0 4 6 8 10 12 14
. -1 . -1
Concentration (mgg ~) Concentration (mg g ~)
Calcium Potassium
e — ! = 0107
£
A
S
P ! 2 10201
°
2
20-30
—e— FR —e— FR
—0— OFR —O— OFR
R 30-40 peei
—A— OCR —4— OCR
T T T T T T T T T T T 1
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 0 2 4 6 8
. -1 " -1
Concentration (mg g ~) Concentration (mg g ~)
Magnesium Sodium
oL
~ 0104
£
C3
=
S 1020 _e— FR
] —O— OFR
5] —v— CR
@ 20-30 4 —4— OCR
—e— FR
°© SIER 30-40 A ! !
—A— OCR
T T T T T T T T T T T T
0.0 05 1.0 15 2.0 25 3.0 35 03 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
Concentration (mg g’l) Concentration (mg g'l)
Phosphorous
| , | g >O
-/ —o— FR
' v o8+ i —Oo— OFR
—¥— CR
—— OCR
0.0 05 10 15 2.0 25

Concentration (mg g™

FHEm LRG3 AT B{ATHRE rus 4848,

SRtk RRM -FR: 28 %4 w18 OFR
RECR: 2% apki-
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s R iR AR
RruarER it o w e b Fd R AR RS2 P R R fAT R
(M1 -RimirgEt 2 FaRIELFF EROZLAFEE S Wil &
EAGRE R O ARIUAMLIKE RA S A B4 B AR L R
BYRF R AL AERRPOREREASGEY O ERMEELR Bl

Pk a GRS g R AlR S -

i T
6000 —ic
3000 A1 ﬁ - N
o XY Ca
o n R P
© 60 - - EK
= (I Mg
< EEEER Na
1=
8 —
[
(@]
o
5 30 T
5
Z
FR

OFR CR OCR
Root type

Wl 12 HhptBahpi 2T RUATHBIuR N THREL S E -FR: 4 #8%
pinmil SOFR: H e EHF hmi? CR: 48 5 4p it ;OCR H ¥ i
Fe 42 o

43 ¥ FI/EK A

N e

7 -

-rx\1.

BHEPL At AT ALITHRS P02 5 Beni o L0 4 4(2004) % ~
BEREBa L A S ENEEhE S A RA R 04 58 5 140,380 kg
ha'»# ¢ ¥4 48 5 17,110 kg ha™~ig 4 # £ 5 16,870 kg ha'~ 4 # # £ % 106,400
kg hat -

l—=
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PR 3N KRR (R 19) R AR OB BB 0 B R ei ME

BB h S AR F A S BERER U E G BRF 0 B SR R
B o
219 HEpiRah I AT RUATRER G P IRE LSRR

biomass C N Ca K Mg Na P

kg ha* mg g™
Leaf 17,110 503.72 8.03 12.54 4.52 1.10 0.030 1.71
Branch 16,870 498.04 2.47 2.76 1.49 0.28 0.023 0.72
Stem 106,400 496.94 1.32 1.53 0.84 0.15 0.024 0.33

= B PIMELFE
PENMELGFTEORE AR PMELRREASE ORMH(E 20)o T

/ —

M E 5 69,895kghat; §F 5 5 320kghat; 4T B 5 424kghal; 49 £ % 192 kg

ha'; 42 %8 5 40kgha'; 4 58 % 346kgha’; 58 % 77kgha™ -

220 BEHPEBRAPEIATRALIRE R DR ek A G

£

C N Ca K Mg Na P

kg ha™
Leaf 8,619 137 215 77 19 0.51 29
Branch 8,402 42 46 25 5 0.39 12
Stem 52,874 141 163 90 16 2.56 35
Total 69,895 320 424 192 40 3.46 77
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(On]
il
y
¥

51 HIIMPEHELNE
511 45 £ ch

= eES R

Wmﬂwﬂ%®i§ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ%%#%*§ﬁm’%/%#Jyﬁﬁﬁﬁwm
£ 9% 4,200-4,700 kg haly? s kg er@ s £ 5 5900 kg haty™t s g g g e
Vogt et al.(1986) T30 « FHR- AT T E R EFE RPN H 8 827 4 (£
21) » HH P R rin B AR RA BT R NS F 0 LT HF DA
PITEE S AREY G LB MG A REGEAHRE TR L B g — % v do Proctor
et al.(1983) & w A AR B ~ frp=dg & o ok b ?ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ‘&iﬁﬂﬁ’%ﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁ
A% R RIlaeir A2 8 b g + ¢ BE B P

S B B BRI AR R e B R T B
S B R S E R U g BRI TS Fc B e p &4 BT A
%$@+é§%mﬁ% o b ﬁ§¢%’§%§55#%§mGﬁ’$ﬁﬂ B

PR e R FESRE e fIEI LT FEREY S g
ii%ﬁﬁ%%%? BARE R 6 o AR € IR i ﬁ?mﬁ#ﬁ*lﬁ *
PFREE AT i W el R AR BT G § SR E DL BIER B B
L ;%%é@%ﬁ%méioiﬁﬁw%ﬂi?gﬁﬁgﬁﬁiéi%
(S R RO ) SRR RS AR N R BRI o

B EFEE AT HER P L i T3 r o
P R R R R A 1t B RFIT R S X RRATA S hie b
FRE G OE L REBE S fRERRA TR AR G B T ORRE

2 B4 0 R Rk A 4 e+ £ 9% (Xu and Hirata 2002) -
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520 AR FREFESRNALES

Altitude Litterfall
Ecosystem T : SR Year Reference
m kg ha™y
Cryptomeria japonica(32y), Wushe 6,600
3_/p ) jap (32y) 1,200-1,350 - 1980-1981 1
China-fir(38y), Wushe 5,400
Phyllostachys pubescens, Hsitou 800 2,300-2,700 1983-1984 2
Cryptomeria japonica(12y), Hsitou 1,340 500
Cryptomeria japonica(17y), Hsitou 1,260 600
Cryptomeria japonica(23y), Hsitou 1,250 1,000 ny 3
Cryptomeria japonica(32y), Hsitou 1,320 1,300
Cryptomeria japonica(50y), Hsitou 1,250 1,900
Cryptomeria japonica(71y), Hsitou 1,220 2,300
. : ) 5,200 1992
Subtropical rain forest, Nanjenshan 300-330 - 4
5,900 1993
5,700 1992
Warm temperate broadleaf forest, -
400-1,400 5,700 1993 5
Fushan -
9,000 1994
Warm temperate evergreen
_ 1,200 5,100 1996-1997 6
hardwoodforest, Chilanshan
Natural hardwood stand, Huisun ) 5,500
China-fir plantation stand, Huisun 700-1,300 1,000 2001 7
Secondary hardwood stand, Huisu 3,700
Yellow cypress, Yunayang lake 1,670 5,900 2003-2004 8

Reference : 1 : % I 48(1981) ~ 2 : % 5:x(1985) ~ 3 : % Ry 9|21 (1989) ~ 4 : %l tak
(1994) ~ 5 & HRRI(1997) ~ 6 ¢ fht! 7 (1998) ~ 71 # ¥ 4w 31/ (2003) ~ 81 A5 F -

Keyes £ Grier(1981) & % K 4-%+ 40 & 2 Douglas-fir *7icr#= 3 dp 11 > f258 4 &
ARENIERIFEN20% FHPH FHEHE 5 5900kgha’yt s EFERLFE
4 17110 kg ha' s Bl 2 £ 9 Fo4 5 £ 0 33.9% 5 o #icid i Keyes &
Grier(1981)cr# 5 %% 5 8 > ' RFIV it s P F Blh B RKEF > EREFH
éﬁ*ﬁ;%ﬁi?{ﬁ%#%%éé#&W%&Wﬁﬁm%2# AP TR R
PAEGL2200kghatyh plfeE b2 B9 BE S PR 13% ¢ #i® 13 Keyes
2 Grier(1981)s#= 3 % % » V Rk HAF T R R HE S £ R S &S o
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£ pES R (1989)3 A ¥l enFT § ¢ o dn MRS iR 5 A O RERR R 4 A B
Bt AR E o 3 CLFAEEF O TR TSR L ETRE 23T K
#ERE e R T RE Y (¥l 1994) -

Cuevasetal.(1991)# 1 A X RAE T hfhh? » RBREFELERRFREPELE -
AN ER B L o SRR ERIESF B AWM AL L AFT S Rk 252

h

FERHERT)F o B AN A AL BROMEAN BN E B R AT
THRS PR EF QBB TRESRh TR 1094 £ A AL NE FELE5BY R
Nk BB BELARBRERZERAERFEFH I ED 2 B(HRAL
1997) : HAr 32 4 ¥ b R EPFE 3 d R £ 4 P05 B (4he 3 1998) o
AFETHE 2004 ERESF AR YL 5900kghat e A S RE BB ZER
BiEHARYGL 2200kghat s £ Bk R ATH 4cchis £ 9 5 3,700 kg hat s B2 R
BEBRRAFPEOI DA REFED2TR(R 2) AR HARFREFAZ LMY
B E A AFEFT AL R TER PR AL RRREE AR SRLE

PEH S

5

2 2 FREPEA 0 RTALATH 2004 £ %A #Hi:E A € PR - Normal
litterfall : X Beh BRI A chieEF > EF0 3 IR P EH T oE » £
BEA B PP ERE BRI ALRE B RHA B PR ESFE TS
ERG 3 8 penig ; Litterfall from typhoon : £ e b B ST £ >
SRR E R ERE B E—AE -

Year Litterfall Normal litterfall Litterfall from typhoon
kg ha™y™
2004 5,900 2,200 3,700
" *’E'/ P SR ? & % i

Mo iR R g S (W 3) 0 A LW (2003 & 8 7 3 2004 & 12 )
L3 2mRENM e —5 200397 - AR ALY AREBAERE AL FR
Fovyr—52004#82 3127 > AR RFALA!IFLG FE I prdalf
FA4BY ARE EREEPS FOTER

o=

Binkley et al.(1992) % #% d1 4% 4 — £ 4 = B Y E & H 0 A FHRD
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g AL LR T AT R PR FF T o FERd A R ARTER X E
¢ ERIEFF M Ac(Nye 1961) - 22 F 52~ BER b %o JEFESF L TR kA
AR AFA AT AL A2 BEF  AZEIRAPE BRI E §H 40 2
- &V A4 - B+ £ 9% 4 9 (Rri and Proctor 1986, Cuevas et al. 1991) - e ﬁ*p =iy
pdiEa gl X RAMpM Ay A S - T 0 ¥ Va2 > & M (Tanner 1980) »
Rl FL Sy RER -

AT ERERES LR 9K 2000mm 3 5000mmnk s 0 F FrEA Rk p
WAk Bk 0 A ER kA AMER 0 &P EIC/RE (Chang et al. 2002) BN
FREEFARL I AR SIS e R BEFAR PR LR RELE U TS
R A AFETREY O ALERE BRSO 5 REFEOPEN S A AL KL 2

0 o R RERM R AR 2 AR R AL § % & B

LI SR A RN VA S s 1A
AEFTEREF eSS L FERPNH BB R A R(E 23) T AT K
TR F B F R GTAR T E R ET AR > B R gt

_,_:.4,_..

PIBES B K2 A X R A Al Gl E AR e & R A P B EEATL b 6] 5 B o

PRI UFER L RE S 60-75% 5 BB BRI 9T 30%5 A

# ~1-20% 5 =~ %9 ~ 2 f85 (Bray and Gorham 1964, Burton et al. 1997) o j* & % & 4

L@ oip—Ro 2T NELIREFENTI60NG BF 0 iEHLE 231% 0 H

84 R E 3.3% - Bray & Gorham (1964) .5t & > 3 4p B é}?le];%ﬁ S IR S P 2E

e 978 0 5|7 € 2.8%3% 55% ¢ T3t L gl 55 5 27-31% o AFT Y 2LE R 4
L

 26.4%> £2 Bray &2 Gorham (1964)#7{FenE &~ R ppp & & BFH 5 Faw? 7

ZLH R 07 b e B 03 Bray 22 Gorham (1964) .5 % o Nye (1961)4*4+# 4 3 R+
R g R S R R B TR R K PP

Fofeh g A RRA 2 TR DR b o R i R g R e 2

FREEAPRIEFFINRET FEAFEDPFTL O RBEEF L eSS 00 aut b § adF
B2 E G AL AESL o
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F 23 A R¥ RRESES S LA g B

Site
Nanjenshan Chilanshan  Yunayang lake Hsitou Huisun Fushan
Component(%o)

Leaf 75.0 78.0 73.6 59.4-73.4  60.4-71.4 78.7
Branch 16.0 11.0 23.1 12.9-19.1  12.5-15.9 14.1
Flower 2.0 2.7 0.7

6.9-20 45-14.4
Fruit 3.5 2.3 0.5
7.2
Others 35 6.0 2.0 0.8-7.7 8.2-14.4
Reference 1 2 3 4 5 6

Reference : 1 : %|49%4(1994) ~ 2 : k& 7 (1998) ~3: A7 5 ~4 1 £ R 22 5|27 (1989)
5: % 7 o 5 (2003) - 6 ¢ He B 4(1997)

SRERE LN NP R I s L I g%_ﬂ"’} ﬁil%’f%%i%@o FRIOFHEFEXER

B Rk T R R ’?\r‘& ) géﬁ—;viﬁfr?ﬁ ‘e u«'?t’-\%,\u 3}1{-75 ) }"‘f’f‘afg«f"‘ﬁ_ﬁa\'&\ bl B
gé_i 258112003 9% 9p AT HR®RX F8 e EE L b EE AL 5] T73.6%
-

=

%5 53% ; iEr b ot G 23.1%3 4r T 45% o R B b BB B E S FE AL B
g—Tug’t!lkl’ﬁKAv\”'T’—Fbl,}ljgP'J’ﬁé'/("l:;\l'rl'lm;,’l(/mégppg%ﬁ ﬂiﬁ-/?]f{f ,*;

PE et GIE R e b ’f’%%i%}ﬁ °

Nye (1961)&* £ 4 FHA T L4 0 bl G FFP LT 0 Rt
I ES Y AR REFRE P HEERY AR VXD RERIRTEE

YoM - AR AR ) IR R E B A KBk A S o AR

{

e - BELaEZF AT ORE R DB TER S Ay W IR

K

gt blaain s I Emin i s o PP FREFL LY IFY o

512 & & & chd
" R AESRR
R AR LSS HBEF kR NRERERS HA 5§ 4w -ELE
AR R B K bR E e X0 kR G REAS G A R kR
MEZEB TEIER AFERY  NMTLIER REERY > NEZERF ;) b
R TR BB RAEERY O MWL ERR S BHRERY O NI AR ABEER

PO ERR  cHFEAFET RS AR UTEENS £ L4 ERRS 0 Linetal.(2003)
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AR L T RF TR TR 0 e E Y NEE SRR L BB o I RiFESTZ
MARIES R AT 59 AT EBFAE T R SRR DS E AT o

Mengel £ Kirkby (1987)4 21454 & B F 45 chitcJis § #2 58 % 7% & (transpiration
intensity)® M > BT A OFIR AL TREN 2 3 AEFH DR fmEE &
g s Bodfb R § 33 T M L RS EAFTHENRE R AT TEE
F ATk R L 1451 mggT s PR A H @ 4R o

M ez RS RR M SEPG EEELR SR F BSOS ES
g o AP ER LTS T ¢ S ERF(EEAMNE) BT
TH BT ERRE s AR A mﬁﬁ%%m?ﬁ{— £ & F]3 > Attiwill et
al.(1978) 4"+ f&4H4 E. Obliqua %7 3 4p 31t s+ i > ¥ 5 70%¢e5m4 22 49 ~ 50%
gz 350%chik 2 LRER G BRI A2 AR B AR A T RAR

% ° Helmisaari (1995)4* %+ Scots pine(Pinus sylvestris) 1%t 3 » &7 » fh A+

\4

R4
L P NG 17-42%0F ~ mrgge ok p v & 2 R mER R
Meh B3 AR LB R dp e B ATE R R R 2 DR R e 2 (R 24) Famn
S W S EREARR GATHER RS E > UmERE L PR REINAL
B kR LATHERER RS P iE o % 2 Attiwill et al. (1978) &2
Helmisaari(1995) 547 & % § #7 4 £ > A47 F #7105 % Waa 2 ghend & 85 I % 45
PR > B ZL PRAPENMEZ,PRGAE? RPAOHBIEACFAT YR T 88
Bpwh TRy M
AEBETT ARG TAR A A DR EE IR A A2 LR
ARk fEREFY AR LRI OATHF RS HE R A A RRR e o
meaam$@%@¢£%ﬁwwwampiﬁm»%%&%@ww@hﬁ%%%’ﬂéﬁ
)k

W
1v
>‘1 3

g BRREOR TR RS LR A AET AR F TR S REE A

AT ERF P RA B L E EHREFAARRAL PN G FE R T A A
Py -2fafEy FTEZTERREFOEFF TP EFESER
shigds o 9 e (7 K 8 enpip] o
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5020 FEPERARIRTHUIRER AR RTH R ERE SRR o R

N Ca K Mg Na P

mg g™
Leaf 50372 803 1254 452 110 003 1.71

Category Component

Fresh
Branch 498.04 247 276 149 028 0.02 0.72
Leaf 52445 809 1546 159 128 002 1.36
. Branch 49762 7.03 751 072 056 005 1.02
Litterfall

Flower  526.42 1034 419 160 065 0.04 1.80
Fruit & Seed 504.04 584 294 261 087 0.07 146

= REpaE s
FhplEiroid s B ol vy 2@ 85 (3 25) g A n g 5
3,059 kg haly™ s B B AT R erin B3 > 22 B k3% AR B E +k72,250 kg ha'y™?
BAIT Fend A s 497 kghatly! B A AT LB B AGRESA B
F ke 45.8 kg halyt b ApiT  pbend A i B L 83kghalty™s s ¥ B eriF i %

B oS RGHE I ABERSTSkghaly 41T s socnk AR L 94kghalyt

ﬁ%ﬁpfﬁp{ﬁh&,@ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ%& 1 ke 5.8kghaly s L dpitiareng A g L 781
kgha'y! plicie e 2 %8 > 2 HE oL kb ## 4% 41 55.6 kg haty! # 5 11T 5 42 eh%
72kghatyt s B E A AT 2R o X AL Mo RAIHREB ek

Ang s 02kghatyt s Gon B P OB e I o

ETS

WEE e > FE RS ERRAS AL F 2 FENSL T B
B 0 #ITESZ A% A wFani £ i2JC - Pedersen £ Bille-Hansen (1999) 7 3 ! 4

P AR A RE S e o FE LRSI 6 FE R A B R T S
DR REEPREEELSFREEPHESRO 0 L F G TFETT HL o0

AT R HRRE R IR B FETL KT REEE W e

/\ﬂ

ARSI BB PR RER DRSS EAL L SR o
Bl *THEF chx B A e R o b AR b 5] B e g AT N gt S

A

T S IEATEE BRIECEASRTSE > SRR ST ER $3F 55

_ﬂ

B RS (F R R) D FERPARFTORES R ol h FikE RS AR E
A4 F =~ ¥ E ¥ 5(Xu and Hirata 2002) -
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FEEFPLRE A THE mw\wﬁ FNHBUETARE B E SR
hoATRE PRk R R L3 CER AR B AR T g A
§ EIBE PG o T FIRR TR e Y ¢ g AT chln o AT g g R
U AN I . R
B ARG KEREF T AS ST R B AT AR DR E
fel e B 5 Ammt o ik fe b PR o) kT S B2 R e b R
F AR TGRS RS & A% PR Rk B2
AT T B PR R R R A e e o FlR AR AT E hE A R AT T B T R

s 22 o1 i
—)E-r ’ g}l l"_&lpm\'—' AL ©

% 25 2RFEREFARELSNE

Ecosystem Reference
kg ha™ty™*

Cryptomeria japonica(12y), Hsitou -- 51 04 04 75 036 -

Cryptomeria japonica(17y), Hsitou -- 62 05 05 112 036 -

Cryptomeria japonica(23y), Hsitou -- 1176 07 11 203 11 - 1

Cryptomeria japonica(32y), Hsitou - 145 11 12 151 11 --

Cryptomeria japonica(50y), Hsitou -- 18 14 19 433 13 --

Cryptomeria japonica(71y), Hsitou - 203 19 26 449 19 --

Subtropical rain forest, Nanjenshan - 34 16 176 197 99 -- 2

Warm temperate broadleaf forest, Fushan -- 1206 65 215 517 103 -- 3

Warm temperate evergreen hardwoodforest,

Chilanshan -- 74 41 24 556 14 5 4

Natural hardwood stand, Huisun 2250 853 75 556 498 143 --

China-fir plantation stand, Huisun 418 119 1 58 55 21 - 5

Secondary hardwood stand, Huisu 1,499 45.38 3 276 138 95 --

Yellow cypress, Yunayang lake 3,059 497 83 94 781 72 0.2 6
Reference : 1 : % a2 %207 (1989) ~ 2 © #[:#934(1994) ~ 3 +RK4(1997) ~ 4 © k¥ %
(1998) ~5: % ¥ 42 3Eiz/®(2003) ~ 6 1 AFFF o
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52 W TIMELFE
521 ¥ T4 5§

j"EH L TIRA SR Hj'wﬂ-: A R H ﬁr,}%% ORES Us R R AW KRBT o 0EP AL

=
FREHE2T IR ARE G T4 5 R BEHER €A D R R
PEEREAESNAS o RpERBETVEINRAENWRAFE > PV kA Y NER A

ool Flwil b X PP ATRBE AT R fgafi(NadeIhoffer et al. 1985, Vogt et al. 1987, Vogt et

ek

[. 1993) > @ fe42 4 = & bt Gl# 7 5 X B2 (Crier et al. 1981, Keyes and Grier 1981,
Helmisaari et al. 2002) - fAp R kT 3 ° 5 J % d3 302 & RgE2 &7 w4 1 & g
(Helmisaari 1995, Cairns et al. 1997, Neukirchen et al. 1999) » s A 3 Mz s kv & &
Ahip e TR SR b FR U R E TR PSR T L AF Y Y
FRBZH2ZERNBIIEDEES A RFLF oy TR2 P ERGERE -

= w2 FE

Bl d PR anip B33 02 0 % S A1 2agens Uit nd AR
THREYPIEDTFIAAGTF > RIEHRZ LTI GRY  FP AP Hw R SR
MR ARFRPIEREFRE c AP TEERIRZTE LR a o REAF TS
6,200 kgha’c Z#-AFm 7 25 BT ot (3 26)> A F @it 8 2 $ £ 6,200 kg
ha 2450 I 4 ¥ B +k406,800 kg ha™ #i 5 #p3T » vé B *S 8 F 44+ 5,000 kg ha™ »
PRRE S FEAHAS -

Myt B atpeflelgd oo (R 10 Bwofldi P8 6137 > g5 BIF
Bedftem BT e > BRI ARM c APM AL it w2 P B gL EIFAR N
4vm *% 4 (Persson 1978, Babu et al. 2001) - Edwards ¥ Harris (1977) &% Ew 3 & ' 50 #
4 Liriodendron tulipifera L.#7fAe%2 3 4g &1 > {30 # X5 70-90%4 # >+ 2 3 + f 20
cmo b GIREATES R 4o @ 3 T "FARS o Linetal. (2005) 4 #Ag L I A B E AR AT R §
% B F AB%enimiT A # ot 0-5 em iReht P 1§ 63% it A # 3t 0-30 cm iE
A o Vb Bl RRRATEF ORI 0 A T BRI ERBEE LS G
0w R €AY HMIFR R 4 "F M (Leuschner et al. 2004) - e~ § i+ > Babu et
al.(2001) - ¥+ Pinus kesiya #7iac#3 3 » 5 6 & 24 Pinus kesiya w134 4+ & € {4 JF 3
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e T o @ 15 & 4 & 23 & 4 Pinus kesiya Bl & L ARF o @ AR AT ki % 22 4p B

FG AR 0L o 4 #-iT 55%:nim iR 4t B A F 4t 0-20cm st B Y

% 26 PR HEHIE wREFE

Fine root biomass

Ecosystem Reference
kg ha™
Subtropical broadleaf forest, Taiwan 6,800 1
Yellow cypress forest, Taiwan 6,200 2
Warm temperate needleleaf evergreen 5,100 3
Temperate coniferous forest 5,000 4
Old-growth beech forest(>100y), Germany 3,200-4,700 5
Temperate deciduous forest 4,400 6
Broadleaf secondary forest, Puerto Rico 3,600 7
Scots pine stand(37y) , Finland 3,500 8
Scots pine stand(15-20y), central Sweden 1,400 9
Stika spruce(15y), Britain 1,100 10
Pinus caribaea plantation(11y), Puerto Rico 700 11

Reference : 1 : Lin et al.(2005), 2 : This study, 3 : Vogt et al.(1996), 4 : Jackson et al.(1997),
5 @ Leuschner et al (2004), 6 : Jackson et al.(1997), 7 : Cuevas et al.(1991), 8 : Makkonen and
Helmisaari (1998), 9 : Persson (1980), 10 : McKay and Malcolm (1988), 11 : Cuevas et
al.(1991)

WAL A A Y F G B bl hiei A -Makkonen £2 Helmisaari (1998)
F dp Ao T 5%l G Bk c RFIT R 2 F WA AU AT BT AT
FEREZLAEzF Rl A L > &5 B4 ¢ 032 5 £ 3 4 (Vogt et al. 1981, Finér et
| 1997) e pt?b > 3 WA DEFEHwRFRAL LT F BEREF > wilRR R
® > F 2 plgcis(Leuschner et al. 2004) - *F 3“7 F % ¢ > T3 KiT 34% it s F
A ¢ o gt Rz <>t Makkonen & Helmisaari #7 e #T 3 0 L AR T H & R R e d
BophaEable g oo

FLEFREHONAFEAIPEN TS TR PR AR
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e Cuevasetal (1991) 45t 5 & & =t 4 &2 A T o L ap > Gdp e 2 IFR
PO S AReRAFEOIA I R4 Bc AFETRFI LS A IR TR &
wilA H BT L RE B HRip et R R o

FRT AR Al e T IR A B B Ap T v i (F 27)0 H ¢ Cairns
ﬂﬂﬂ%ﬂgﬁﬂé+s AFREE TG LR gt B¢ 420 0.01-07T1 > Ti5E K
023 3 ¥ 45 {4 it B - g 43 020 AT {4 0t BRI E |3 020 RATF 4078
F&atpent 5 008 ¢ EfH B eriE anlg & 110 e Cairns etal 87 3 5 % 4p

& rEant miv 43001071 /F > 2 [ 3020

%21 PR HEHLIEJoRBIFEIAES TGS E

Ecosystem Fine root / Total root Reference
Review 27 forest ecosystems 0.23 1
Angiosperms >0.2 2
Gymnosperms <0.2 3
Acacia polyacantha, Cameroon 0.32 4
Senna siamea, Cameroon 0.57 5
Eucalyptus camaldulensis, Cameroon 0.28 6
Review 126 forest ecosystems 0.27 7
Warm temperate needleleaf evergreen 0.15 8
Temperate evergreen forest 0.19 9
Yellow cypress forest, Taiwan 0.08 10

Reference: 1: Cairns et al. (1997), 2: Cairns et al. (1997), 3 : Cairns et al. (1997), 4 : Harmand
et al.(2004), 5 : Harmand et al.(2004), 6 : Harmand et al.(2004), 7 : Jackson et al.(1997), 8 :
Vogt et al.(1996), 9 : Jackson et al.(1997), 10 : This study

FPRoORAIFEDF IR P PSR IMGIAERE IR G 8o
AP EE REEREATFF 2R TE SRR Z AR O TEREE T AL B D

eepk i & 4 (Vogtetal 1998) - %7 7 & {747 ¥z

&
oA T E P S a4 it (McClaugherty et al.

Y=
g
=
~—’
St
®
it
)
S
s
=
3



1982, Makkonen and Helmisaari 1998) » # /7 3 fif (7 wil4 $ £ e B pF > 7 #-F] B~
KRR gd a3 F L% T 5K -

AR TR R FIR AR Wik 2R 40 om - dziF 40 om
FRaR 2 PRI AZET R AT GG MR R2FEST  c AT HRF D HE

RS G =

FEIEE 0 Z IEIAEA L Ko S R4 k% % 4T i (Persson et al. 1998) 5 g AL i

ArE GRS AT R B AT ENeRAA R AP RFORELFE
FRHE R ORRLERATN G IRTE I EAL AP HRFIRT T
FHEF DI IAEON LK 2 e BT > RIEELSTER
MR AR RV LR B8 R AT Rk o §E AT RN Rh T

FRPA A > EHAHER G NE DL TR TFF P TR ERMERIIEY T R AR
Mo ERE®R? A oA E > WER LTRSS ERE R 2T o
= WAL E
Kurz et al.(1996) - Drexhage £ Colin (2001)3 17 f]* 395 2 jf 23 T304 4~ £
PEELORER G R - FhE TR ALE o AP T RE D E S
Drexhage £ Colin (2001)4p - $ (B8] 13) - £ B afp*9F & L& T2 F £ djp bl - &
HE L8724 Bic@AApMA ] g o
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Yellow cypress
R — Pseudotsuga

Pinus sylvestris

Fagus sylvatica
.................. Fagus sylvatica
_______ Quercus petraea
4 - Quercus ilex
Quercus douglasii

log Root biomass (kg)
w

1.5 2.0 25 3.0 35
log DBH (cm)

Bl 13 RIELAH THRIFEFHESchipEipM - B2 p Drexhage & Colin
(2001) «

GRS PSR LA o LI S S LY G N LI - L F PR i
Bl R FR TN R R TRF IR & £ 5 70,400 kg ha
A EuE @ iR B L 6,200 kg hal s AT HRE Y B TG4 SR L
76,600 kghatc ZR-AF T TE R R H 5 W Frbi(d 28) AT HE TR TINEA S
EPHEWHEUE R o MRETRRF G R EAEE LR ATER S Rkt T F R
A WP EAR AL A SR A F RS
Fofeeipt T g Mg e TIAFRapkRA 4 oL ARAF L EFE TGRS R

BB R RS o
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% 28 FARHEHILAFTIALFE

Root biomass

Ecosystem Method Reference
kg ha™
Miscanthus crop, Germany Soil core 12,000 1
Acacia polyacantha, Cameroon Soil pit 28,300 2
Senna siamea, Cameroon Soil pit 21,500 3
Warm temperate needleleaf Soil core & Soil pit
) 34,000 4
evergreen & Excavation
Eucalyptus camaldulensis, o
Soil pit 19,200 5
Cameroon
Alpine sprucefir forests, Soil core & Soil pit
_ ) 21,000-49,000 6
Central Tibetan Plateau & Excavation
Yellow cypress forest, Taiwan Excavation 76,600 7

Reference : 1 : Neukirchen et al.(1999), 2 : Harmand et al.(2004), 3 : Harmand et al.(2004), 4 :
Vogt et al.(1996), 5 : Harmand et al.(2004), 6 : Luo et al.(2005), 7 : This study

BPUOMPHROFRE S 2 EHEE TINALE RS - TR DK A (Luo et al.
2005) o wo ¥t TINGHT G F A #iTh S EREL S QA SRR FLAL o
JEERAPMA T T E R LB LR B Y B HEER & 5 P & - Canadell et al.(1996)

ﬂﬁ%ﬁ}iﬁ§§?§5moiP{@ﬁ@ﬁﬁ&%cmﬁﬁ&’ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ
FHREUIRZEFAR LN AP IHR R TRASEAREMT NG MG o

FALIRORITDL R AN AR AR LS T dmEil L Y R AR

5 FZehd 3T K (Stone and Kalisz 1991) ; Apteni & # 5 5 & » 2 /KA oo} o
AR LSFF ARG EF ot K 4 3 (Edwards and Harris 1977, Persson 1978, Babu et al.
2001) - Neukirchen et al.(1999) - ¥t 1€, ] Miscanthus #7fLeF#= 3 g 4} » 3 T304 o § ¢
HEIRIFRM D F TR A2 i P TINRRE S B NI g end g
(0-30 cm)(Bohm 1979) - Harmand et al.(2004)** Cameroon 4* %} Acacia polyacantha =t e

FE o 94% R ki3 0-20cme AF T R F0RASFE S S AL KLY >

—A=

m%%i%iéﬁT%%i%Eﬁ“%%@@%’%wwpi*ﬁmﬁfﬁiﬁék?
AENIE IR L AP AT RFIRTETF O RBIERE L Rl TN
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522 » TIMEL R

R

\4

B3t TP T RS PP T Al 0 B TR SRR X FF S F]F TR o T
EAGREMIMEFE A RINA LG FIEPEL B E M R AR KR
¢ "£ 2 T "% (Burke and Raynal 1994) - Neukirchen et al.(1999) 4* % Miscanthus crop *1 &
FrRERET - FIEY§ - BEADZ RS > BN I EY Rk § s BE g
€ 7 #F o Harmand et al.(2004)%+ Acacia polyacantha #7iich# 3 » g8t > 237 55
90% ;1% A B¢ A HERER 0-60cm P> H ¢ a4 R R 0-20cm ¢ hg A K 80% o
glﬁﬁp%%% ﬁﬂﬁfm?@’iaf%l%i o
AET AL Bl RESER ) THIRER S 507 Mgyt L5 ER
562mggts T akR S 12mggts T sk R 2 LTmggl s TG LR 5

Y

39mggl- TR S 03mggt TS kR S 006mggle EEH B AT a0t

(% 29) AFETHHEREZRERGBEL R B ZAERRURLE X1k 330

i fethd i A ehTE0t ; 5498 AT B > B @ BHhd ik ehT ERE > 0k 3 2ME L
Hi ®id i ZHERPPERK-

AT MR IS 2mm I <5mm e E S kR FEARL B L #
FREMAp (R 30) F TADREA T SR B R et R AR AR T RUR
dids F Lo

Lin et al.(2005)4* $H4 L ¥ % thiy #4 B E TR $ 4 0 wer 3~
BEOR A RR § SN A0 3 B AT ek R K > @ R e 4R ends B £ 4p
BRI A o @ AL TR R IR T ERR SR A Rt R R § B 4
AEpELER > P 5w AAE s L 252 Lin et al.(2005)*7 1@ %% 5 £ £ &2 4 >
FRIAZ AR DR FIEXAHE AR~ BB F R E T ARET AR BALT R
e AR o Linet al o4 pF A * o0 32 G 22 (30 cm x 30 cm - % 30 cm)#r 2
(M /2 10em > & 15cm) > gt 2 iE 2 F DA R PR ko @ YT RGE iR i AT
7 e &k B i< (Nambiar 1987, Harmand et al. 2004) » # Lin et al. #7ip] 17 42 % #7 2 eh%
REREBE AT GITLR o

Jackson et al.(1997) &% & 23pAR Bl cfT 3 2 (84p 0 > iR P ST E R T F L pRaL
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B 5 4500111 A7 R AT B § TREcL B X 5 42315015 gt B 5 &2 Jackson

etal“TiF g% G LR > HABdNARTY wPT g EAP BB MATER o

%2 29 2R EHEHREZL LAY wRYIELSER

C N P K Ca Mg
Ecosystem - Reference
mgg
Review 126 forest
488 117 1.1 3.0 4.1 1.4 1

ecosystems
Subtropical broadleaf forest,

) 505 237 14 1.6 2.0 1.2 2
Talwan
Yellow cypress, Taiwan 507 6.2 1.2 1.7 3.9 0.4 3

Reference : 1 : Jackson et al. (1997), 2 : Lin et al.(2005), 3 : This study

% 30 HEPF FE2AHLF FRERCmMmMISSMM)AE 242 KR

C N P K Ca Mg
Ecosystem - Reference
mg g
Subtropical broadleaf
) 491 127 0.8 1.9 2.9 1.2 1

forest, Taiwan

Yellow cypress,
488 34 0.7 1.9 4.5 0.3 2

Taiwan

Reference : 1 : Linetal. (2005), 2 : This study

523 ¥ FIMEHF L FE

—HCRR o B TR S R SRR € MTIYEH 4e A T "f (Nambiar 1987, Harmand et
al. 2004) o A ATy 0 g TN A F B L 76,600 kghat 0 H P uie 4 # B % 70,400 kg
ha'ls mta4 $ & 5 6,200 kg hate o >t amia4 3 £ 50 1 b GRS > st 2R H % Ak B

p R NE A R EEOC A T PR GRS 0 B T IRE A T

FHAET Y IR T AL G R G S R R(F 3L) A s



g s 3 ERE BB %R 5§ L4594 & 5 £ & Acacia polyacantha < > @ g >t H @
TR AR A G ERRE S R o § ¢ d 3 Acacia polyacantha i FF cokHE 0
PRHER TRy § PR B Y H 8 #HE o Harmand et al.(2004) 4+ ¥t = 48tk & A1 e
TRERTOIRAAIEFHEBPR S ZE S P EHF TIASFIAZL T EAS
PEAFLTE R A oRE RO A RARK ¥ RRA SO H L EE
RHEZEF ERYTEDIF IR R AGEHADRE TRELGFEF fRET
Mg A FERE o

% 31 PR HEHAE i THRELGE

C N P K Ca Mg Na
Ecosystem Reference
kg ha™

Miscanthus crop,

-- 109.2 106 925 -- -- -- 1
Germany
Acacia polyacantha,

-- 342 158 102 206 31.7 -- 2
Cameroon
Senna siamea, Cameroon -- 165 120 101 179 159 -- 3
Eucalyptus
camaldulensis, -- 106 6.7 47 256 12.3 -- 4
Cameroon
Yellow cypress, Taiwan 37,229 192 433 1151 146 172 3.13 5

Reference : 1 : Neukirchen et al.(1999), 2 : Harmand et al.(2004), 3 : Harmand et al.(2004), 4 :
Harmand et al.(2004), 5 : This study
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531 ¥ Mgy T IenA

RFEAFT LS SRET - EF 0t Fivas $# £ 5 140,400 kg ha™
Bz 4 %8 % 106,400 kg hats 475 4 4 € % 19,900 kg ha'» &£ 4+ 4 £ % 17,100 kg ha*(¥&
F 4 2004); 1A AT T4 FHE 5 76600kghat B¢ et bR G
mANMhﬁ,mﬁiﬁiﬁ6ﬂmmh#o%%%1%%i%§%uﬁj%ﬁé%iﬂl
¥R F A B dp 943/ E v (root / shoot ratio) o #-4 B dp i/ E v 2 H 1 FRAp et i
32)> & ¢ Cairnsetal (1997)% & 24 BRI FIP M A7 3 B o B4 HAR1U/50 55 024
BF EARIE 5 0260 A3 HHAYE 95 0270 £ # Rt/ E 0 L 0550 P
BB He MY M ALABFTRAXIINFIFINEE  Aof iz B FFE @
Helmisaari et al.(2002) % #& {54~/ 5 v ¢ FE &84 § T 9 d@f A4 - L8 0
FRIEVWRBORT PR AT EFRT R IENTRLA RN ERETIMAHFER
BOEHET AL 40 £ Hp TIET LGl ERARIAF A HBEY
T A P R PR R ot AR e E Y B0 3 R A Ar T endic B e
B P AR X BRI GLEFF TR Rt TS E &
REBF AR BE

AAFT RE AR A I/E 5 0550 »EP R H R o R AP T R
T TR bt B E o 2 Vogt et al.(1996)£r Cairns et al. (1997) A AT ¢ A W
TF]A CER AR F 0 ARSI R LR R/ T AP ERGT
FokbtF2FERAM 2022 PEESFR/E  BALAREETS X2
PBhdFsam 2eFtPEny o
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Ecosystem Root / shoot ratio Reference

Tropical forests 0.24 1
Temperate forests 0.26 2
Boreal forests 0.27 3
Mixed beech-spruce stands, northwest Germany spruce : 0.16 A
(coarse root / shoot) beech: 0.1

Warm temperate needleleaf evergreen 0.15 5
Yellow cypress, Taiwan 0.55 6

Reference : 1 : Cairns et al. (1997), 2 : Cairns et al. (1997), 3 : Cairns et al. (1997), 4 : Bolte
et al.(2004), 5 : Vogt et al.(1996), 6 : This study

FHEHHRALRE A HE L RA FHF e b7 (4 33) - Babu et al.(2001)
&% Pinus kesiya :& {74 TP T BF > a2 HF € TS Se A B4 o B B T
T ¢ 7 F AREEIenE % o 4e Bolte et al.(2004) 4 % European beech 2 Norway spruce i {7

TR IR EEe g gt (B SRR 4o @ B 4o 0 7 F Helmisaari et
al.(2002) &+ 4+ Scots pine *Tich#™ 3 4p 1) > MEARRS S 4 A F R Y FE S RiE iR erd
Gt B € TTE o MR AT L Gt B € 4 o @ e AT gt BB E P AR R T o Keyes &2
Grier(1981) & % W44 40 & 4 Douglas-fir *7if= 7 $ % " h7 > A4 24 554 2
4 Fke T o Douglas-fir crje 44 H 8825 ¥ AR > e fRAr ) B FE ant b
H ApiTe o Grier et al.(1981) % W44 23 &2 180 # 2 Abies amabilis :2 747 3 » % %
< OB AR e R R T o ularl A SR T R R oo s R B R e TN
PRt gt G2 G R AT WHHIRRAEFRER P ERERAFE G TL R
iﬁ?% VEARMA T BREERR AR A pRERAFEN I B TR L S E G
92% -

Grier et al.(1981) £* ¥+ Abies amabilis 7" 3 4p &1 » & 23 # 2 ko @ > Wil
PEIRE TS EH34%; 2180 F 2 ke P o wmilA L ERE S B TINL S E
9% > ¥ Al A f B A it b ¢ SEARS R 4o @ T ' o Vogt et al.(1981) 7+ £-¥F Abies
amabilis mAip A7 B R %L Br oA HE ¢ &ii%ﬁ]ﬁ—%i\‘g dem 'E ot vh s Helmisaari
(1995)4+%t % Scots pine #Tiaf™ 3 4p 1 » 3 T IRE &
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A BantE o F R e TEK o A j\p;‘g;ﬁfd Rz arRE AR

Flad LGP M F R @2 P EFA T SR o

F 33 PR ARA A FIAEH TGS S F

Above-ground biomass Below-ground biomass
Reference
Ecosystem (kg ha™)(%) (kg ha*)(%)
Stem Branch Leaf Coarse root  Fine root
) ) 4,900 5,000 1,300 1,600 2,200
Scots pine(15y), Finland 1
(33) (33) 9) (11) (15)
) ) 28,900 8,700 4,600 7,700 3,600
Scots pine(35y), Finland 2
(54) (16) 9) (14) ()
) ) 101,300 14,100 5,800 15,900 2,600
Scots pine(100y), Finland 3
(73) (10) (4) (11) )
Douglas-fir(40y),U.S.A 221,500 17,100 10,000 49,300 8,300 A
(low productivity) (72) (6) 3) (16) 3)
Douglas-fir(40y),U.S.A 424,000 27,700 16,000 85,400 2,700 .
(high productivity) (76) (5) 3) (15) Q)
Abies amabilis (23y), 27,700 7,800 14,000 15,500 9,200 6
US.A. (38) (11) (18) (21) (12)
Abies amabilis (180y), 356,100 67,800 22,000 124,900 12,800 .
US.A. (61) (12) 4) (21) 2
Cool-temperate
156,200 33,200 6,500
broad-leaved deciduous 8
(80) 17) 3)
forest, central Japan
) 106,400 16,900 17,100 70,400 6,200
Yellow cypress, Taiwan 9
(49) ®) ®) (32) @)

Reference : 1 : Helmisaari et al.(2002), 2 : Helmisaari et al.(2002), 3 : Helmisaari et al.(2002),
4 : Keyes and Grier(1981), 5 : Keyes and Grier(1981), 6 : Grier et al.(1981), 7 : Grier et
al.(1981), 8 : Tateno et al.(2004), 9 : This study

Leuschner et al.(2004) £ 4% beech € # 4k #riiaw 3 g 41 » w2 £ &2 a4
PRApI G P EE BT A% 7L R o Grieretal. (1981) 4% Abies amabilis 1 it

ST B2 RN wiA F 2 h 17 B 5 Helmisaari et al. (2002) 4+ %+ Scots pine
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TR EAFE w2 P IRT g PN 7 AP REL R
PEAFBYGL w2 $HF 0281 o 1245 Helmisaari et al. (2002)F7 7 % % &1 » £4
PEEwPRAFEFLE—ARAMBET R AT E el > T AR AR
B Rl it B o

Kurz et al.(1996) 5 £ Ap M A7 3 dp > £ EHMF T2 FE NS R P E
18.8% ; @ BEME TMA LR} E A HF 5 171-362% 2G4 htasr T

e B4 E 35% 0 # Kurz et al.(1996)#71¥ eni: % B - Tateno et al.(2004) & p + 4+
HARF FEREWHTRAOF LN I 5 B 2 TNEA LY AR N
2 3§ e o Keyes and Grier (1981) & % B 4%+ Douglas-fir #7eiw 3 dp 41 > &2 & 4 fiis
Ha? v oRAFENEFLAS HRAPIR cd AFTHRRY 2ETTRHARM §
REEIE* FH Afefed TIALGH e Fla ARE B TNAFE L LA 5T
HUL B E B R R o

AP By VB RS Ee ] > Rt B R ant )T 7 - TR
Wi R AR ERERE RAERAAFERER > mPROR L FET F LR
532 ¥ ®Raid &£ L 3 E

FRHEIRLZE LY S ENRARIWIELERESFMY > AP BB g o

B @%;ﬂib%g’@”%QﬁﬁﬁT@%ﬁi%ﬁ%iﬁﬁ’#ipfﬁﬁ
foh & 2T AT AR R B BRI AL R g A 5 (R

34) o AR R FE RS F R GRS B B E A B

—

L

PR EP TR - T 2T :rr,gmﬁﬂ%%&\,g&pgg\ R H o AR s 3 EY AL E LR
£ 34 o

F Ay o B % £ 5 £ 22 Helmisaari (1995) % % 7 44+ 35 & 4 Scots pine
B e F Ty At (% 35) 0 AT R TFE R 4 3 £ 8 Scotspine F 0 48RV A A PR
BB VEFREFFTRE FEFR TN EATY e AL RE GRS
%Ew%%@aiﬁ%a’ﬁ%T%iﬁiﬁ?%miﬁlﬁiﬁNwﬂﬂﬂ1%&
Cairns et al. 1997) » FIpt B3 2 77 FERAE T £ 4
R TIMAFE AL L BRE o EHRARAS G EAL BT R Ay 3RE
BTl v E - AnF AF SR T gk 2 0 £ Pl E 5 F] 5 47 B 45 (Raich and
Nadelhoffer 1989) » b T R4 % & 3£ i & MLk 2 FEafd o
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% 34

Frwd®ap a7 AT HER A E s 4%

biomass C N Ca K Mg Na P
kg ha™ kg ha® (%)
L eaf 17,100 8,619 137 215 77 19 0.5 29
ea
(8) (8) @7) (38) (25) (33) (8) (24)
16,900 8,402 42 46 25 5 0.4 12
Above-ground  Branch
®) (8) (8) (8) (8) 9) (6) (10)
S 106,400 52,874 141 163 90 16 2.6 35
tem
(49) (49) (28) (29) (29) (28) (39) (29)
6,200 3,064 53 26 8 3 0.4 8
Fine root
@) @) (10) ©) @) (6) (6) (@)
Below-ground
70,400 34,165 139 120 107 14 2.7 35
Coarse root
32) (32) (27) (21) (35) (24) (41) (29)
Total 217,000 107,124 512 570 307 57 6.6 120
ota
(100) (100)  (100)  (100)  (100)  (100)  (100)  (100)
% 35 HHEPEAL AT AL ATHE S Scots pine & & 7 £ o &
C P Ca Mg Na Reference
Ecosystem
kg ha™
Scots pine(35y), Finland - 1347 212 79.9 61.0 19.9 --
Yellow cypress, Taiwan ’ 512.3 1203 307.1 569.7 572 6.59

Reference : 1 : Helmisaari (1995), 2 : This study

L
6 . g

-g{;

e fejc § /€ 2003 # 8 7 %
Yo B P RS s g L 80% Bt enie A s
L 06%; %P EsT L 04%; AR 01%; BEFEL
Hx oo
AT AW E R ERARRT o 25 E 9 5 2,200 kg haty?

K B BRI AR EFE SN

2004 # 12 7 <5545 5 5,900 kg ha™
73.7% ; <15 + 23.2% ;
0.5% ; # i } 1.5% - t&7%
Folea o T HE AT gt B
C X Eh R
B i TR RN 3,700 kg hat y*

R HLT B
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R ORLSERR G UL BB AL FEE AL RRALESR T A
PEETSESEN T at kb RN DELRAE T AL RITAS - ST
% A g i ® L 5% 3,059kghatyt; # = %47 78kghatyt; § 50 kg hat
yli 4 9kghaty!; i 8kghatly?t; 4 Tkghalyt 24 02kghaty! -

PERASEORE PR FERREZ SR o FREAE LA
BWF DAL 78em 12em e 16 em stk h o % B T INA B BRI F E AL gt
BRAAEpRE I RS R LRt THRERAFE TR EL A s
T Rge i 4 $ B % 70,400 kg hal o 42 ¥z £ #2145 10 B 30 cm x 30 cm iF 40 cm i
R l0cmi- Ak o RtiRE N E LY TR w2 HF L 6,200 kg hat o H ¢ #
dRRET A Ao RAF R0 F EEIBIFRR A TE S RS Ef M -
Pl @ ntps T4 8 5 76,600kghat -

BT EAER O Wil A A RRP RS MET o B TR E A R
& 0% 37,229kghat~ § 4 195 kg ha‘1~§f,é 146 kg ha'~ 47 4 115kgha™~ 4% 4 17 kg
ha'~ 4 % 3.13kgha' ¢ @4 5 43 kg ha' RoRaZ A ERFPERS > Bl g
B R TN SR8 B TR S A A D B ERY .

BRA R E § E(2004) £ AR E TR T Ap 0 B PR F R
140,400 kg ha™ > # ¢ ##i% % 106,400 kg ha’»> 4% 5 16,900 kg ha™» # % 17,100 kg ha™ -
B bR A S AT TR E e P ICE SRR > F Aok 3E 4 38 0 s 5 69,895 kg
ha'; § % 320kgha™; 47 % 424 kgha'; 47 % 192kgha™; 4% 5 40kgha'; 4 % 3.46 kg
ha'; # % 77kgha -

BT RN AL AR L AR B 5 217000 kg hat s BE A HFE S G
% 107,124 kgha'; § % 512kgha™; 4% % 570 kg ha'; 47 % 307 kg ha™; 4% % 57 kg ha™;
4 % 6.6kgha’; g5 120kghat -
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8. - FHPERAY A AT RO H S L8

HHfa gt
+ 40 Chamaecyparis obtusa Sieb. & Zucc. var. formosana (Hayata) Rehder
G AT Smilax arisanensis Hayata
oL Prunus campanulata Maxim.
FLATAR S Neolitsea acuminatissima (Hayata) Kanehira & Sasaki
S Elaeocarpus japonicus Sieb. & Zucc.
g Machilus thunbergii Sieb. & Zucc.
THREA A Symplocos wikstroemifolia Hayata
A &R Lindera erythrocarpa Makino
3 8 VAR Acer rubescens Hayata
. - Litsea elongata (Wall. ex Nees) Benth. & Hook. f. var. mushaensis
HALA § .
(Hayata) J. C. Liao
A RE Smilax lanceifolia Roxb.
Hix Cinnamomum subavenium Mig.
AR 4 Ilicium anisatum L.
+ R Dendropanax dentiger
AX 4 Vaccinium spp.
FwoLr g llex hayataiana Loes.
NERLE 51 Ilex hayataiana Loes.
o 1 M Trochodendron aralioides Sieb. & Zucc.
BE A Eurya glaberrima Hayata
e f LiARE Vaccinium kengii Chang
i E Skimmia reevesiana Fortune

ik A Ilex micrococca Maxim.
SEFARS Neolitsea acuminatissima (Hayta) Kanehira & Sasaki
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0.003 2004.08.19
0.004 2004.08.19
2.301 2004.08.19

0.268 2004.08.19 Fif =

0.728 2004.08.19
0.045 2004.09.03
0.335 2004.09.03
0.007 2004.09.03
0.286 2004.09.03
0.115 2004.09.03
0.248 2004.09.03
0.064 2004.09.03
0.004 2004.09.03
0.022 2004.09.03
0.045 2004.09.03
0.046 2004.09.03

0.053 2004.09.03 H# s

54 2004.09.03 £ i
0.163 2004.09.03 H# i
60.484 2004.09.03 *
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1.436 2004.09.03
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0.565
1.928
7.217
0.003
0.155
0.446
1.016
2.326
0.653
0.146
0.057
0.021
0.76
0.708
0.072
0.633
0.054
0.265
0.072
158
0.164
0.378
176
0.107
0.141
2.05
3.073
0.226
0.238
0.74

13.134
11.635

0.26
2.32
2.115
0.845
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2004.09.03
2004.09.03

2004.09.03 74
2004.09.03 w

2004.09.03
2004.09.03
2004.09.03
2004.09.03
2004.09.03
2004.09.03
2004.09.03

2004.09.03 iF

2004.09.03
2004.09.03
2004.09.03

2004.09.03 4

2004.09.16
2004.09.16
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2004.09.16 & &
2004.09.16 %
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2004.09.16
2004.09.16
2004.09.16
2004.09.16
2004.09.16
2004.09.16
2004.10.01
2004.10.01

2004.10.01 @
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0.093 2004.10.01
0.634 2004.10.01

1.01 2004.10.01
0.117 2004.10.01

1.81 2004.10.01
0.067 2004.10.01
0.237 2004.10.01
2.226 2004.10.01
0.102 2004.10.01
0.445 2004.10.01
0.494 2004.10.01
0.025 2004.10.15
3.375 2004.10.15
0.092 2004.10.15
0.799 2004.10.15
0.146 2004.10.15

0.386 2004.10.15

6.31 2004.10.15

0.011 2004.10.15 %

2.092 2004.10.15
0.183 2004.10.15
0.252 2004.10.15

0.142 2004.10.15 ¥

0.184 2004.10.15
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0.686 2004.10.15
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0.072 2004.10.15 Fx=f =

0.105 2004.10.15
1.067 2004.11.11
0.094 2004.11.11
0.162 2004.11.11
3.308 2004.11.11
0.012 2004.11.11
3.864 2004.11.11
0.066 2004.11.11
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59 1455 0.032
¥ 0.098
¥ 0.65
¥ 0.877
¥ 0.061
¥ 0.039
0.012

¥ 0.108
¥ 0.412
¥ 0.78
5 0.055
¥ 2.892
0.002

¥ 4579
¥ 0.064
0.272

59 1455 0.062
¥ 0.001
¥ 0.045
¥ 1.596
¥ 0.032
¥ 0.077
0.004

¥ 0.007
¥ 0.077
¥ 0.031
¥ 0.09
¥ 0.955
% 31.749
= 0.006
59 1455 0.048
¥ 258
0.028

¥ 7.508
¥ 0.292
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P #Hb ;| BIL(Q) Py HHb W1 BitL(9
2004.11.11 # @ 1.728 2004.12.10 4 % = 1p S it 0.634
2004.11.11 # @ iE 2.3832004.12.10 4% = tp ¥ 134
2004.11.11 # @ S it 0.004 2004.12.10 # = 7 ¥ 0.002
2004.11.11 ‘=4 ¥ 2.2712004.12.10 L& 7 ¥ 0.25
2004.11.11 " HEAA  E 1.266 2004.12.10 % & ® 0.275
2004.11.11 44 #t ¥ 12.051 2004.12.10 # 0.287
2004.11.11 4 et £ 0.759 2004.12.10 # L 0.025
2004.11.11 HA+F+  E 0.1312004.12.10 * #HEA+ ¥ 0.135
2004.11.11 ¥ =~ & ¥ 0.653 2004.12.10 4 &7 #t ¥ 0.183
2004.11.11 =& @ 0.303 2004.12.10 & 7=~ & ¥ 0.122
2004.11.11 4 $#+% ¥ 0.221 2004.12.10 = i 0.02
2004.11.11 A% ¥ 0.228 2004.12.10 4 A #% ¥ 0.012
2004.11.11 % -k A ¥ 4.818 2004.12.10 5 E# A ' 0.062
2004.11.25 4 % w1 Hif 0.179 2004.12.10 % =k * ¥ 0.395
2004.11.25 4 % w1t it 0.177 2004.12.10 * 4+ 2 ¥ 0.15
2004.11.25 4 % = 1p ¥ 13.061 2004.12.24 4 % w tp i 0.525
2004.11.25 # 4% & ¥ 0.004 2004.12.24 4 % = 1p %9 145 0.107
2004.11.25 LT ¥ 0.852004.12.24 4 % %t ¥ 4.896
2004.11.25 & LATAFF E 0.034 2004.12.24 # % 7 ¥ 0.001
2004.11.25 % & ¥ 0.166 2004.12.24 # i 0.028
2004.11.25 # @ 0.06 2004.12.24 # @ %15+ 0.006
2004.11.25 # @ %915+ 0.0012004.12.24 * HE¥ 4+  F 0.241
2004.11.25 # @ ¥ 0.038 2004.12.24 4 & #t ¥ 0.078
2004.11.25 " HEA A E 0.277 2004.12.24 = & 0.001
2004.11.25 44+ ¥ 3.66 2005.01.06 # i ik 0.506
2004.11.25 & 7=~ & ¥ 0.111 2005.01.06 =¥ ¥ 0.482
2004.11.25 = i 0.026 2005.01.06 * HE4A » ¥ 0.246
2004.11.25 4 $#+% ¥ 0.075 2005.01.06 = i 0.038
2004.11.25 % ‘=-k+ ¥ 0.442 2005.01.06 441§ ¥ 0.036
2004.12.10 4 % w1 Hif 7.782 2005.01.06 5 E 4 + ¥ 0.002
2004.12.10 4 %%t i 0.003 2005.01.06 F = = ¥ 0.076
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10. "= FHEPLBa B TRIFHREEF I IEL kR

- Wb st C N Ca K : Mg Na P
mgg
2003.08.12 1% a e iE 492.90 9.57 6.68 0.82 0.47 0.05 1.16
2003.08.27 1% a e iE 492.90 9.57 6.68 0.82 0.47 0.05 1.16
2003.09.09 % #wp ik 509.61 7.58 7.07 0.55 0.49 0.01 0.95
2003.09.20 % % n < iE 498.90 8.38 5.71 0.65 0.40 0.04 1.02
2003.10.03 1% a1 e iE 498.60 7.15 5.91 0.64 0.46 0.03 0.95
2003.10.16 + @ e iE 501.28 7.54 5.68 0.56 0.45 0.02 0.96
2003.10.30 + @ K iE 491.84 5.53 4.29 0.36 0.28 0.05 0.97
2003.11.14 % & a1 e iE 489.57 8.38 5.10 0.53 0.38 0.04 1.01
2003.11.28 + & a1 = iE 489.57 8.38 5.10 0.53 0.38 0.04 1.01
2003.12.12 % % % ip 3 506.42 6.53 6.54 0.49 0.68 0.03 0.93
2003.12.26 + & a1 e iE 506.42 6.53 6.54 0.49 0.68 0.03 0.93
2004.01.10 % a1 e iE 506.87 6.24 6.38 0.90 0.61 0.05 0.93
2004.02.03 % a1 e iE 511.40 6.19 8.40 0.45 0.86 0.03 0.89
2004.02.20 % & n P ik 501.50 7.04 5.28 0.40 0.39 0.04 0.81
2004.03.05 % #q e iE 501.17 7.34 5.32 0.43 0.41 0.05 0.92
2004.03.19 + & a1 K iE 498.27 6.36 4.89 0.60 0.48 0.06 0.86
2004.04.01 % a1 e iE 504.77 7.35 8.13 0.62 0.77 0.04 0.89
2004.04.16 % & n P ik 507.52 7.15 7.12 0.47 0.63 0.02 0.91
2004.04.29 1% a K iE 497.91 511 4.67 0.49 0.41 0.02 0.65
2004.05.14 1% a K iE 498.77 5.87 4.16 0.55 0.33 0.06 0.64
2004.05.29 + % ap K iE 497.98 4.66 3.45 0.48 0.26 0.03 0.54
2004.06.11 + a4 e iE 495.09 4.55 2.55 0.27 0.17 0.00 0.39
2004.06.26 % @ 1p e iE 498.45 7.75 6.58 0.68 0.57 0.05 1.03
2004.07.09 + #n K iE 497.26 6.30 6.37 0.48 0.49 0.03 0.79
2004.07.22 % a e iE 495.15 6.67 5.89 0.66 0.47 0.02 0.86
2004.08.05 %+ #np K iE 484.76 7.05 6.96 0.46 0.42 0.04 0.95
2004.08.19 + #q K iE 484.76 7.05 6.96 0.46 0.42 0.04 0.95
2004.09.03 % #q K iE 493.46 7.07 7.46 0.66 0.48 0.07 1.06
2004.09.16 + @ P ik 493.46 7.07 7.46 0.66 0.48 0.07 1.06
2004.10.01 % a1 P ik 493.46 7.07 7.46 0.66 0.48 0.07 1.06
2004.10.15 % a1 ik 509.74 7.75 11.74 2.23 1.29 0.02 1.59
2004.11.11 4 & adtp e iE 509.74 7.75 11.74 2.23 1.29 0.02 1.59
2004.11.25 % & a1 P ik 516.65 6.10 12.74 0.57 1.25 0.08 0.84
2004.12.10 % a1 P ik 516.65 6.10 12.74 0.57 1.25 0.08 0.84
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- W . C N Ca K : Mg Na P
mg g
2004.12.24 % & n K iE 502.42 6.32 11.94 0.54 1.09 0.07 0.85
2005.01.06 4 @ 4p K iE 502.42 6.32 11.94 0.54 1.09 0.07 0.85
2003.08.12 4 #wa T 508.32 11.52 11.26 2.40 1.29 0.00 2.29
2003.08.27 %+ #wta T 506.56 11.68 10.78 2.84 1.33 0.02 242
2003.09.09 % #wa E 510.25 9.75 11.84 2.70 1.07 0.00 1.73
2003.09.20 % #wp T 509.35 11.17 10.64 2.38 1.03 0.09 2.01
2003.10.03 % #wa T 509.99 11.16 11.11 2.50 1.34 0.02 2.15
2003.10.16 % #wa T 512.21 10.04 12.26 2.31 1.55 0.02 1.97
2003.10.30 % #wa T 512.02 9.04 11.39 2.29 1.37 0.10 1.58
2003.11.14 % & wa T 525.39 7.95 13.44 1.25 151 0.03 1.29
2003.11.28 % #w T 525.42 7.78 13.43 0.95 1.26 0.02 1.25
2003.12.12 % & w T 529.83 7.16 12.87 0.80 1.18 0.02 1.03
2003.12.26 %+ & wa T 520.59 8.17 12.72 1.10 111 0.05 1.30
2004.01.10 %+ #w E 523.57 7.75 12.78 0.92 1.09 0.05 1.12
2004.02.03 4+ #wa T 534.45 6.97 14.41 0.51 1.01 0.04 0.83
2004.02.20 4+ & w T 512.16 10.62 12.13 1.12 0.93 0.02 1.68
2004.03.05 % #wa E 529.80 6.88 13.99 0.46 0.92 0.04 0.81
2004.03.19 % #n T 523.11 8.34 13.16 0.69 0.80 0.05 1.13
2004.04.01 % & w T 530.09 7.48 14.05 0.78 0.91 0.04 1.02
2004.04.16 %+ & wp T 529.70 7.06 14.10 0.55 0.96 0.01 0.92
2004.04.29 % & n T 517.48 8.80 12.55 1.24 0.99 0.01 1.45
2004.05.14 % & w E 516.46 9.12 12.23 1.37 0.93 0.01 1.58
2004.05.29 %+ & wa T 516.55 9.98 12.11 1.65 0.98 0.02 1.78
2004.06.11 % #wa E 524.30 7.56 13.13 0.51 0.84 0.00 0.94
2004.06.26 % @ ta T 520.79 9.75 11.11 1.98 1.08 0.07 2.19
2004.07.09 %+ & wa T 525.68 8.55 13.48 0.95 0.86 0.06 1.30
2004.07.22 % & na T 507.76 10.31 10.67 2.31 1.02 0.01 1901
2004.08.05 4 i wa T 511.39 10.76 14.95 1.76 1.38 0.08 2.06
2004.08.19 %+ #wa T 511.89 9.47 21.32 1.03 1.05 0.01 1.42
2004.09.03 %+ #wa T 516.88 9.43 13.69 3.17 1.44 0.03 1.94
2004.09.16 %+ #wa T 520.35 10.03 12.27 2.39 1.43 0.01 2.24
2004.10.01 %+ #wip T 513.54 11.28 14.23 2.64 1.66 0.02 240
2004.10.15 4+ #wp T 515.99 10.02 14.04 2.40 1.70 0.11 2.16

79



- W s C N Ca K Mg Na P
mg g
2004.11.11 £ &5 tp T 533.20 7.34 15.78 1.79 1.54 0.00 1.41
2004.11.25 % & w E 526.83 7.82 16.04 1.18 1.54 0.08 1.52
2004.12.10 % & w1 E 524.49 7.01 22.17 0.70 1.45 0.05 0.91
2004.12.24 % & np T 524.11 6.95 17.19 0.77 1.19 0.03 1.03
2005.01.06 4 @ 4a T 533.67 7.24 16.84 0.90 1.16 0.02 1.04
2003-2004 % & atp *F .44+ 504.04 5.84 294 2.61 0.87 0.07 1.46
2003-2004 4 & 1p i~ 526.42 10.34 419 1.60 0.65 0.04 1.80
2003-2004 LT ' 511.19 13.71 11.75 4.83 3.50 0.16 3.20
2003-2004 @ f=~ & ' 517.01 12.94 5.87 2.45 2.15 0.03 2.01
2003-2004 4 ‘= kA~ T 524.27 13.83 5.70 3.34 2.09 0.10 1.82
2003-2004 44 At T 523.12 15.59 9.33 2.59 1.61 0.04 2.84
2003-2004  # ¥ 497.40 14.11 10.19 3.91 2.13 0.03 2.10
2003-2004 LT iE 501.82 3.66 1.93 0.16 0.16 0.01 0.34
2003-2004 44 At e iE 490.08 10.75 3.32 3.71 0.58 0.02 4.74
2003-2004  # i 497.03 5.43 3.02 0.34 0.22 0.02 0.50
2003-2004 LT % F .fAF 49873 9.70 131 5.77 0.95 0.02 3.70
2003-2004  # * 9 48+ 49831 11.74 1.66 6.18 1.02 0.03 4.19
2003-2004 L= = 490.25 22.55 5.81 13.23 271 0.10 9.09
2003-2004 44 At = 502.67 21.86 4.56 6.14 1.45 0.01 8.03
2003-2004  # 505.54 16.54 6.56 2.25 1.12 0.07 2.80
2003-2004  E i 442 .82 14.44 7.04 5.29 1.09 0.06 2.58
2003-2004 &4~ 7% % 502.74 17.57 11.71 3.36 1.56 0.07 454
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11, e FEHEHER AR ATHA{ R HER IER

plot ﬂ root type RW plot depth root type RW plot depth root type RW
cm g cm g cm g

2 oL F 39.407 6 20-30 F 0.824 10 0-10 R 123.015
3 oL F 20.505 7 20-30 F 0563 11 0-10 R 58.189
4 oL F 20.11 8 20-30 F 2.762 2 10-20 R 7.753
5 oL F 10557 9 20-30 F 4465 3 10-20 R 1.359
6 oL F 28.49%6 10 20-30 F 3.161 4 10-20 R 4.71
7 oL F 12,945 11 20-30 F 2.714 5 10-20 R 19.178
8 oL F 21.099 2 30-40 F 3704 6 10-20 R 20.583
9 oL F 7.873 3 30-40 F 3.452 7 10-20 R 0.553
10 oL F 10454 4 30-40 F 4.256 8 10-20 R 8.42
1 oL F 15.676 5 30-40 F 5.65 9 10-20 R 13.321
2 0-10 F 5.723 6 30-40 F 6.164 10 10-20 R 33.94
3 0-10 F 9.806 7 30-40 F 1.247 11 10-20 R 9.567
4 0-10 F 7.977 8 30-40 F 3.24 2 20-30 R 0.244
5 0-10 F 119.798 9 30-40 F 233% 3 20-30 R 0.473
6 0-10 F 8471 10 30-40 F 2466 4 20-30 R 0.691
7 0-10 F 19.24 11 30-40 F 2.195 5 20-30 R 129.959
8 0-10 F 12.287 2 oL R 23.75 6 20-30 R 1.325
9 0-10 F 11.197 3 oL R 22.549 8 20-30 R 0.891
10 0-10 F 17259 4 oL R 14.892 9 20-30 R 3.463
11 0-10 F 21.386 5 oL R 5.375 10 20-30 R 0.344
2 10-20 F 5.844 6 oL R 126.193 11 20-30 R 2.913
3 10-20 F 6.726 7 oL R 7.04 2 30-40 R 0.364
4 10-20 F 2.886 8 oL R 29976 3 30-40 R 0.221
5 10-20 F 9.527 9 oL R 13833 4 30-40 R 2.259
6 10-20 F 2417 10 oL R 19.472 5 30-40 R 9.732
7 10-20 F 1.55 11 oL R 36.607 6 30-40 R 18.715
8 10-20 F 7.292 2 0-10 R 3.577 8 30-40 R 21
9 10-20 F 10.458 3 0-10 R 11412 11 30-40 R 0.976
10 10-20 F 9.784 4 0-10 R 7.819 2 oL OF 1.835
11 10-20 F 13.517 5 0-10 R 55.49 3 oL OF 5.163
2 20-30 F 1.682 6 0-10 R 4695 4 oL OF 1.878
3 20-30 F 2.446 7 0-10 R 120.884 5 oL OF 3.658
4 20-30 F 4.217 8 0-10 R 17.164 6 oL OF 1.624
5 20-30 F 8.155 9 0-10 R 121.427 7 oL OF 341
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plot root type plot depth root type plot depth root type RW
cm g cm g cm g

8 oL OF 1.318 11 10-20 OF 0.751 7 oL OR 1.422
9 oL OF 0.667 3 20-30 OF 1.469 9 oL OR 0.136
10 oL OF 1.934 4 20-30 OF 0.193 10 oL OR 2.239
11 oL OF 0.468 5 20-30 OF 0.327 11 30-40 OF 0.045
4 0-10 OF 0.709 6 20-30 OF 0.185 7 0-10 OR 61.346
5 0-10 OF 1.269 7 20-30 OF 0.796 8 0-10 OR 1.635
6 0-10 OF 1.8 8 20-30 OF 0.258 9 0-10 OR 0.77
7 0-10 OF 6.833 9 20-30 OF 0.034 10 0-10 OR 3.692
8 0-10 OF 0.702 10 20-30 OF 0.767 11 0-10 OR 0.828
9 0-10 OF 0.597 11 20-30 OF 0.082 5 10-20 OR 191
10 0-10 OF 2.262 3 30-40 OF 0.769 7 10-20 OR 0.411
11 0-10 OF 1.545 4 30-40 OF 0.163 8 10-20 OR 0.802
3 10-20 OF 1.248 5 30-40 OF 0.605 9 10-20 OR 1.228
4 10-20 OF 0.15 6 30-40 OF 0.745 3 20-30 OR 1.917
5 10-20 OF 0.511 7 30-40 OF 1.039 7 20-30 OR 1.457
6 10-20 OF 0.233 8 30-40 OF 0.574 10 20-30 OR 0.728
7 10-20 OF 2.118 9 30-40 OF 0.029 3 30-40 OR 0.077
8 10-20 OF 1.05 10 30-40 OF 0.949 5 30-40 OR 1.526
9 10-20 OF 0.079 4 oL OR 1.395
10 10-20 OF 2.022 5 oL OR 0.944
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12. 4T FHEPLBLZ PR THRIATHREB I HE AR TR
2 4
C N Ca K Mg Na
root type depth mgg™

mean S.E. mean S.E. mean S.E. mean S.E. mean S.E. mean S.E. mean S.E.
F OL 51562 146 8.16 022 6.19 057 184 011 061 005 0.06 0.01 152 0.07
F 0-10 49121 6.65 9.19 0.75 3.64 038 136 0.11 055 0.05 0.07 0.00 139 0.09
F 10-20 497.40 3.28 8.22 042 3.00 039 113 0.12 051 0.04 0.07 0.00 1.33 0.09
F 20-30 492.48 432 8.68 057 3.16 049 1.06 0.13 049 0.04 0.08 0.00 141 0.10
F 30-40 484.81 5.02 8.26 058 246 044 099 0.09 043 0.03 0.07 0.01 1.39 0.10
OF OL 470.68 3.68 7.21 041 586 068 531 0.89 157 0.19 0.17 0.02 143 0.03
OF 0-10 48555 3.38 742 042 451 102 193 0.16 0.97 024 0.08 0.01 1.15 0.07
OF 10-20 488.39 259 841 141 408 0.76 1.68 0.23 0.88 0.13 0.09 0.01 1.31 0.17
OF 20-30 471.04 1211 1094 138 7.58 420 143 0.20 0.87 0.27 0.10 0.00 1.79 0.24
OF 30-40 476.18 3.07 844 097 280 044 120 0.15 055 0.06 0.09 0.01 135 0.11
OR OL 449.15 10.29 4.83 046 11.30 529 587 152 246 063 0.09 0.02 0.95 0.16
OR 0-10 45793 455 573 0.72 6.01 168 537 146 1.16 033 0.07 0.01 0.86 0.16
OR  10-20 459.26 1295 425 0.15 6.88 343 127 050 0.70 041 0.07 0.01 047 0.08
OR  20-30 48584 172 253 148 167 145 109 0.89 0.76 060 0.05 0.04 055 0.39
OR  30-40 46154 0.00 529 000 140 111 273 0.76 049 051 0.05 0.29 0.77 0.92
R OL 49944 119 464 024 426 032 237 015 037 0.03 0.03 0.00 057 0.04
R 0-10 49047 137 434 032 330 035 191 011 043 0.04 0.04 0.00 0.63 0.05
R 10-20 489.84 2.66 4.64 039 358 090 187 0.09 042 0.04 0.05 0.01 0.68 0.06
R 20-30 496.46 3.17 430 050 183 0.23 180 0.27 0.36 0.05 0.03 0.02 0.49 0.06
R 30-40 491.39 3.74 420 034 239 030 185 0.12 0.34 0.05 0.01 0.00 0.45 0.06
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