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1. ETHR I H 7 RE A Rk, FEM LRI

B b, BkBFSER.

® TARTE R MS04EAR K245, 39 5 hm2, B HNF]20084F #1538 /7 hm2
® MM ETRAEE H50ELHI286. 60 TgC, M INFI20084E11672. 70 TgC

o TABRMEE AR B AE B L E hid 2116. 5%, IR H BT
11. 6%  (FTAREAR R b 2 EHRMRERFI2. 78%)

® RREFKLMRM, Hui BT AEmBRFELIH LR 12. 677 hn?

B 1oAY B0 LA o .
Table 1 Forest area, total carbon and its changes during seven pe- 600 1 " B8+ . Calculated based on culm number Y -
r'i:dsiorm 1949 to 1998 in China ¢ ng " & e §§
Total forest Total Carbon Carbon :f ;00 % = %§
Time area carhon density change 3 i %§ %:\§
(10'hm®)  (Pg€) (Mg/hm®) (Pg C/a) f 300 | %§ %§
1949 10 234 5. 06 49. 45 g i %§ %§
1950- 1962 9 808 4. 58 46. 67 - 0.040 #® %i&i %§
1973- 1976 10 126 4.4 43,83 - 0.010 100 X \ %§ %§
1977- 1981 9 562 4,38 45.75 - 0.013 o LA 77 é§ 7\ %/& |
1984— 1988 10 219 4. 45 43.53 0.011 1950~1962 1977#'9“&“;;‘;;1215”‘ 1]:‘:?‘:‘::?;”0‘1‘9944998 1999~2003
1989- 1993 10 863 4. 63 42,58 0.035 - ’ ’
1994- 1998 10 58 4.75 44.91 0.026 B2 i S0n T RABMRE R
4 | 50-62 | 77-81 | 84-88 | 89-93 | 94-98 | 99-2003 | 04-2008
Pk
Bfi5E | 286.60 |341.81 |414.54 436. 28 504. 82 605. 51 672.70
Tg C




2 W EE TR D AT R 1 R ANA 2

® THIARM, MHAMEXBRNEANEE, SIBYUMEEEREM
YIS T

IR 2T LR TR EHTT S HH

Yt EATHMN TEBEAHK TREBREAK TERBRK
gg%fi%p*i%*@ﬁ = 1. 1858 9% 29 2.3353
(i O EZ | S 0. 5607 0. 6856 :mm
% (Shannon—Wiener) ' ' '

EMAT R ZERREREMFT S A

KA EAR TR TRBARSHK 7T ERASHK
%%ﬁ%ﬁ‘fﬁ?ﬁé& 2.0034 3. 0937 3. 8952 3. 4844
impson) :::::::::==_?5
g%g’ﬁ%?ﬁ PESR 0 7461 0. 0482 0. 9744 0. 9814
annon—Wiener)




EMMHRRRE R T A EDHT S A M

By ETLMNR  TEBEZHK TRIBAAK TEEEBERZHK
ﬁéjé‘:f%ﬁé PR AL 2. 5768 3. 0766 3. 4750 2.9574
impson) .
Flk—mnz R | e
$54 (Shannon- 0.9139 0. 9425 0. 9636 0. 9379
Wiener)

o BITMELERERR, EYUSHEIENE TREES
o NATHMmEINK, ?ﬁ%?ﬁﬁ$§§ﬂ£ﬁﬁ%2ﬁ&

YH N/ 1 aa as s ~ ~a

SHE
FEASARIRAL 1637 5167 91823 2.4046  2.1256
(Simpson) | =

HAR—ENZ MR 0. 758
H 5]
¥ (Shannon_Wi ener) 5 0.8178 0.8631  0.8719 0. 8722

DFA: 7 i ARG BRI T PTAK: DB <A FH R 5 751 1R i AT 4K
CDECARIRRITAR;  SNE: 3 BRIRGES PRATH SE: AN

o RERIRERITH, RNEBRRXHBESEH
o ERNHRBRMX (BRRIFX. BRHsEDRTE) , HERKE



3. InaRZEEME AL, HEEITHRISRFIIC

o EMEAZREEFEBAILL2. 7t/hm2, KL ES. 1t/hm2, AL
B Bk E S B AL A 1. 445701, 684%

® SCEAE RIASERE RSttt BB, BTV IHREC A&
INEA3628E, BT BRERRBBRK, H42.48t/hm2 , HWHETK
S ( 13.01t/hm2) IRE2. 24%




4. FEERESE, EEMTHBIEEMEIC H &

o ZETTAAR, LEHHHBEERT2EE
o REEBXGHEE, HDMTHAN, (eBHEIC

2= Vit A ML TR WA ALK
Management type TOC/ WSOC/ MBC/ MC/
(ge kg™ (mge kg™1) (mg *kg™1) (mg *kg™!+d7?)

0-year IM* 24.15 a 60.75 a 540.96 a 22.94 a
5-year IM 21.59 b 36.75 b 439.02 b 12.75b
10-year IM 17.18 ¢ 34.98 b 403.64 b 10.14 b
20-year IM 15.77 d 37.49 b 273.99 ¢ 10.03 b
40-year IM 15.75d 36.11 b 280.39 ¢ 9.45 b

® IM. (M. BL=#rkA +
A 2 4555 1M 56.81+2.573 BRBFHAA 56.81,
p— 39.25 #242.29 t
LS CM 39.25+1.63a

® ERTHRF
] H- AR BL 42.29+1.69a




5. RAEASEZRA TR K BER B &M B &
® ks XYL Fn L BRaH

— IPCCEM RIS E: &
TR E K FN N TR BN TEE
M5BT X,

- BEEREAS, THIHEX

EEHRERERATAR

| BiE MR S8k S EHR

X I AL Y F1_E B RTiEa T

.ﬁ_’ *E ﬁ**ﬁlg’ T’IMT—FE{\ E?kl'-‘ﬁﬁl'-lim
MBI (BEXKE, 13ESEFESTHRTEE)
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