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Abstract

The water cycle is a key ecosystem function that links other processes in forest
ecosystems. Meanwhile, hydrological processes are difficult to study because they are
influenced by a myriad of biophysical factors. Forest hydrology, an important science
addressing the relationship between forest ecosystems and hydrology, has received
significant attention globally.

Evergreen broad-leaved forest (EBLF), covering a lot of area in China, is the
zonal vegetation type in subtropical region. However, under long-term human
disturbances, this forest is shifting to include much more degraded area dominated by
secondary forests, shrubs and human plantation. Although succession could be
expected to influence forest hydrology, there are a few reported studies. An important
need for such studies is the influence of global warming, in that the vegetation climax
may change, thus affecting the hydrology of large regions. The utilization of a
chronosequence of forest is a common practice for study ecosystem dynamics. A
major advantage of this technique in forestry is that it provides data on long term
changes in the structure and function of the ecosystem within a reasonable time.

To understand the impacts of the succession of EBLF on the hydrology, we chose
mature EBLF as the reference climax forest, secondary forest, and shrubs to represent
three different successional stages of EBLFs. The experiments studied the
eco-hydrological features of canopy, litter and soil in the three types of forests by the
method of the positioning observation in the field. Also, the research studied the
chemistry characteristics of different components of rainfall partitioning. The results
of the present study could provide theoretical proofs for natural forests protection at
Tiantong as well as technological supports for local forest management.

Main research results were following:

(1) Coefficient variations (CVs) of throughfall decreased along the increasing
amount of rainfall under different successional stages. The number of gauges required
to estimate throughfall are calculated using two methods. 1) Based on the Kimmins

equation, a sample size of 16 at shrub, 5 at secondary forest, and 4 at climax forest
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would be enough for throughfall estimates at an accepted error of 10% of 0.1
significance level, respectively. 2) Monte Carlo resampling approach was used to find
mean values and confidence intervals of 90 and 95% of a variable number of
collectors ranging from 2 to 24. For the whole data set, with 9 collectors at shrub, 5 at
secondary forest, and 5 at climax forest, the error in the mean individually throughfall
is around 10%, respectively. This error is reduced to 5% when using 16, 10 and 10
collectors at shrub, secondary and climax forests, respectively. Therefore, we
concluded that the 25 of collectors used in present study were sufficient to estimate
the throughfall value at an accepted error of 10 % at 90 and 95% confidence levels,
even for those small rainfalls in eastern China.

(2) Throughfall inside forest accounted for 55 - 77% of rainfall among three
successional stages of EBLFs. There was an obvious correlation between throughftall
and rainfall with equation of 7F =a + b-Pg (P < 0.01).

Stemflow was 9, 14 and 6% of gross precipitation in shrub, secondary and climax
forests, respectively. Results showed that stemflow had significant linear relationships
with gross precipitation at each successional stage of EBLFs (P <0.01).

The orders of canopy interception rates were: Secondary forest (31%) > shrub (25)
> climax forest (17%). The results proved that canopy interception (mm) was found to
be best represented as a power function of incident precipitation (mm) in each forest
type.

(3) The storage of litter layer was 6.42, 6.45, and 5.71 t-hm™ at shrub, secondary
forest, and climax forest, respectively. The water holding capacity of shrub, secondary
forest and climax forest were 13.38, 11.93, and 9.39 t-hm™, and the corresponding
effective water holding capacity of litter layer in these three types were 8.09, 6.64 and
5.03 t-hm™, respectively. During the process of water holding of litter layer, the water
holding capacity and absoption speed of the first 2 h were superior to the rest of time.
The equations of water holding capacity and water absorption speed with immersed
timeare Q =a'ln¢+band V =k ¢".

(4) The average soil bulk density was 1.17 g-cm'3 at shrub, which was greater
than that of secondary forst (0.99 g-cm™) and climax forest (0.99 g-cm™). The soil

bulk density increased along the deeper of the soil layer, but soil porosity and soil



non-capillary porosity were both decreased. The water holding capacity of soil (0 - 30
cm) was at the range of 131.66 to 145.02 mm, which was highest at climax forest and
lowest at secondary forest, respectively. The sum of the water storage capacity of the
soil were: shrub (16.43 mm) > climax forest (12.61 mm) > secondary forest (12.59
mm).

The seasonal variation of soil moisture can be divided into moisture
accumulation (November 2008 - April 2009) and moisture consumption (May -
October 2009) period. Atmospheric precipitation is the main control of soil moisture

content.

The soil infiltration characteristics of the three successional chronosequence of
EBLFs appeared consistent regularity, which showed that the infiltration rate
decreased along with the increase depth of soil. The experienced formula of
Kostiakov and Horton were used to simulate the water infiltration processes of soil
well.

(5) Water chemistry of throughfall and stemflow were changed after the rainfall
passage through the canopy. pHs of throughfall and stemflow, which had lower pHs
than gross precipitation, varied significantly along with seral chronosequence on a
rain-event basis. EC and ion concentrations of throughfall and stemflow both
increased along successional stages. The solute inputs in stemflow were lower than
that of throughfall, because the volume of stemflow only accounted for 8% - 25% of
throughfall. The fluxes of K and Mg in net precipitation (throughfall + stemflow)
were consistently higher than that in rainfall. The other three nutrients fluxes (Ca, Na,
S) in gross precipitation were absorbed by canopy surface and stem after passage
through the forest. The nutrient fluxes of stemflow were lower than that of throughfall,

due to the amount of stemflow only accounted for 8 - 25% of throughfall.

Keywords: Evergreen broad-leaved forest; Hydrology; Succession; Tiantong
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1.1 MRENMENX

ARMIK SR TR 7K S 2 T A 58 2 B B B R 2 (Wed e al., 2005),
TR e Y 1) 70 e AE 7K B~ 4T DA ROK B A8 e R B B R . AL 2%,
1994; Llorens and Domingo, 2007), [&]#f ZRMIK SCIGIAXT A RS K 5 2 F7 57
I B A EH IR = L (Dezzeo and Chacon, 2006; Schrumpf et al., 2006), Ktk
THRMAED RGN BT — B2 S F A S /KU R 7T 3 Ol
4%, 2001; Xiao er al., 2000; ZFHRHFTEE, 20060, FMAKSCHH ELH TN EA -
MR FE/K (Andre et al., 2008; Fleischbein et al., 2005; Hashino et al., 2002);
MR T A T 257 & (Carlyle-Moses et al., 2004; Keim et al., 2005; Lewis,
2003): K&V KSCIhEE (Sato et al., 2004); L3E/K oI A LS K AR,

(Buttafuoco and Castrignano, 2005; Oliveira et al., 2005; 5K & #E5E, 2007); & I
JFifE¥ (Dezzeo and Chacén, 2006; Fan et al., 1999; Wang et al., 2004; Zhang et al.,
2006); WI/K SCHEBL A (Wattenbach et al., 2005) %5,

B L3t AR A AR R ) T B CBOPRIE IR ) AU SRR T iy 2L
LT PR, AR ZIREE S TN T, i B AR B I8 B A R
RITHURRRE v SR Y GIEE/NB3 4%, 1995; JEAAT, 2003; ATILZESE, 1994), RAfTfH+w
PRI A P ST B A S PRI G4, DA AR 1 R IS A A P v DR TR AR b oy 3 4 s )
FEWE, MomAER (BAEEEEE, 2002) . B E SRR AR5 TR
K, RUMENEIRZHE, REREREHN TR CRKESE, 2005), EFRAMN
PR DRI XA A A L ZEHE A BRORAE I T4 0N SR AR 4p 82 5 e 55 07 ThI R F
AW EZEREN  ERAAEARARTIIT AT PO LRI T, 5 ok iE ik
BRI, BB R HIb B, SR AR CRAKE M ERER,
1995),

WL T YR B [ SRR AR 2 Tl 1 2 ) R T VI 2 0 B s [X 3t i P AL A0
RGN E I B, 2 FR 2R A A R IR B SR 2 — X BLRE /A1 A7 4 T AN [
IBMCRREEE AR AR, EMN . B AR B RN TEAREE, S AE S i A R A7 B e i 1Y)
HhHT P SRR AR (L RLREE, 2007). fEFRAEVRES T, E A BIR AR AL A W2 fk
FEIE B BCA TRV (lida et al., 20050 FIHIEE P I A RGBS REREAT



W58 B B & L (Barlow et al., 2007; Dezzeo and Chacon, 2006; Saynes et al.,
2005), AEMEAE G BN [A) N 43 2 5¢ T R A 25 2 G 45 40 A )y e K 30138 A 1) B s
(Marques and Ranger, 1997),

BT 575 R B 1 [X 3 ] P PR AN [R5 2 B B R /K SO AR AL, DR FLAR AR
B R R B DR A RGN R R BhAS 5 B R AL DL AR MR 5
EIAT LR O Il T R SR I MOKSCET R, BRBIRAN T RS RS
HIZKSCAE RS THRERFE, $8 755 7K 7075 55 2 ] P AR eh AN ] 25 T s s A A7 )4 4K
PHZARMAER KRG 5/K I Z IR IR R, 5 S VPO 8 2 e i AR AR S R A
VR MU R A AR A, SR B B AR AR

1.2 BR#EEA
1.2.1 e EKGEFRE R

1.2.1.1 A

FERIEREARE S, MKFEWEE BREEE BRI R Z, s g Z 8
B4 (Huber and Iroumé, 2001; Muoghalu and Johnson, 2000; Xiao et al., 2000) . #7#
B FR)E0 73 R 7K B 30 T B 250, 45 ek J2 480 B 0 2 PO AR e LB (Wang
et al., 2007) o PRTeEAL B 401 2% 22 B AT ARy i 7ol /= 28 AT DLIE I [ Y B AR
& (WIEFEWNAN T2 1FHE4A 3] (Mclannet et al.,2007; Park and
Cameron, 2008) . 7ERRM G K IEF T, MRS B KA AR 37K 5 — IR B AL
RN KIS — IR e (ELEIESE, 2004).

MRTRE A B DA A A B W R 1) 285 R AE AR A8 A 25 2R G IR /K SCA A /1 7K Y- 4
ARG EEMER (David ef al., 2006; Diaz et al., 2007; Hérmann et al., 1996;
Keim et al., 2006; Whelan and Anderson, 1996; 5% 1993), ZF—, M
IKFE M TR T, ERCRE b A0 EEdEAT 0, — &0 MK e =
By, @z AR FR s BB, MOE AR AN IR T AR K N VR I T B
e B, SRR TR EhEe O E iR, 1997, FRIESE, 2001; de
Moraes Frasson and Krajewski, 2011), MMM E S A HPMER: F=, X
AN BC I ARG N T YK T Y& I P S T A, AR AT AR R — B o PR K AR R T K 7%
o W T MRABSRRIREE, IR SR — RSN (5SS, 2004b).

MREAR B A % XA Y 22 5 . Asdak et al. (1998a) i E[JEE J& P8 W [X $hriy i
PRI JE G PRANTR AR 5ol 25 48 B S AT 0 45 SRR W, TR G ket 248 B o o P T B )



1%, TR S ZH S 5 6%. Schellekens et al. (1999) X #HHs /AR IHE 52
gERRM, W E AR R R R 50%. AR AR R A AR A S AT i 2R
TR RURRE S 25 5208, Schroth ef al. (1999) X [P 7. S 3dh i S AS 5] M 4 b 2
B T A R AR BB T 65 R AR B, e JE R 2R AE 0.5% - 13.9% 2 (8138 5) . g NFH A
J7RE (2002 @) XFILZR X 5 Al 32 B e 2 T A 1 e J2 R B 0 T A
SOEEATHEIT, AR IR B R MR B2 BCRR S R BT S, MRGR A R A
23.1% - 29.3% [l

RS A B R A PR RE RS i 0, AR TR, A N AR AL EE N 75%
WINE] 85%, #FH BRI MEE, 23 5.6 mm A 7.7% (305,
2004a). fEZHHTH, MR AR &5 R R A BAT SR G, RIBEAE MR &1
S, MO R SN, AR R AR R AR T R, (E B B T I TR, AR
ek AR B T IA B e AR, BRI (B =55, 2006) . MR 5 2T H BUOR
R, SRR T AN R ZE T B N T AS ROV T 8 B s, BT DA el A B A DA
FEANFIARTY A AT UL, AHECZT, PRI AR BE 20 A L 2 AR bk 1) 8 B 2k e
5 R EE W R TR R Z AR F 4 B A B ¢ R Y] CRERAL A4S 3042, 2001;
Oyarzin et al., 2011). AR S5EWNE 2 EZHER AR, E2HIGH TR
N RRHUR R

MR B 52 G MR IR G AR (1995) 2 73 E 2k
WA R RE , AT SRS, MR AR BE bk, TR R I A B
AR/, [R5 R PR 2R 7K R A 3 K i B A AR R I 2 AR A . RIS (2006) X
BEEPROREE A B VAR A I AL G SRR B, B MOE 2 R 2 PR RRERmS R
() B BT B) B s, T VEE ANt J2 R B2 B R B AR 4 I (0 R 5 R 2 [T 52
Wi, 5 B R 10 (RD B A R 9 TR MEAR DG . BREIE24E (2005) X 4% 2= 1L X 5 M bR et 48k
BB R AT T KB ORI A b, ARt B R A B 1) - B2 TR 3 R B R = PR T ot
FEL AR MRS SRS, PR RRTRAS AR R RN AT RO [ (S R R
Fosgm KA ZE 50

AN TR RRAAR SRR AT A [F] (A B D, kI R 85 5 T v (R AN [i] X3 A 25k 11
R TR, X 3R 32 BRI KRG KSES IR T T B AR, SRR
bk A R TE 134 - 626 mm [A123)), MOSEEA RN 1% - 37% KR4S,
2003). SEitRY, EAPURE MR E G T, W ER RN — R 2 &
AR > FEMAR, AR > Wbk, BRRERA > R SRR



WA o5 T P S B S B R BRI CRssAL AT 2302, 2001).

B DAL 20 b B8 DR 35 M 2 A8 B Pk A LB g2 i 4, MORE AR B O S5 e
JERI AR AT R KIS ) L S B A A O AR B /K I AL, 2 0
KA 2R G, T AT, AR R /K BT FE e 0 O A S, BEAT
KRN, MOE BRI, BB K RO BE DTN (Khan, 1999). ARe 45 144
B, BB FIFEEENBHE, 05 0 R, W] GERZ 24
ME (%),

gi bRk, MOEAE 2 2 R R Ao, BT I TR) A R Y S P, e i
SEA IR R A B A B AN 2 IR AR, R A B AR SRR i S M e A B AT
T H A5 (Asdak er al., 1998b; #I5HK, 2002; EALJSFITKETR, 1998). i AL
i R Ay SRR TR A T A8 B A R B, I T A A R A R i A e A B %
A7 MIMOE B B R R R M2k, a5 B RO A B
(Hashino er al., 2002; Liu, 2001). H i A RIME BB F, Rutter H51F
Gash BRI BN € 8 AN T2 KPS B AR (Bryant er al., 2005;
Carlyle-Moses and Price, 1999; Dykes, 1997; Limousin et al., 2008; Valente et al.,
1997; 5K&E5REE, 2003),

M HEFTR R R TSR T RGBTSR At 5 L4 £ 2
BRMAEAESEAY, (H H T AR AR S Y (I 23 A8 S AR, [ o) A8 B T e AR i
ZH—HINIR, BB AN E A, RS RWAAAERRER, ST
Bz (GRS, 20000 ERAFATY R e J5 2 L RETE 70 I MR B K i i A, 4R
PR PR o0 R R R i ) B A W BT R (FRBASRAE, 20050 . ILA MO
A B AR o 32 AL B B R R IS BN 78 s R AL 24 T
ZIEHPoE ZE KSR PN AR L, i, EEMAEEEEN SRS FES
WEFC AT I
1212 FHEMHA

PPN 7 35 W PR L 208 M et ) 5 813 AR e R RTOMA et 38 T 3 9% FR) K PR
T 22 A (Price and Carlyle-Moses, 2003; Thimonier, 1998), fECE W5+, FiE
I B KA BEF EY 72 - 97% (Rodrigo and Avila, 2001; Chuyong et al., 2004;
Holwerda et al., 2006; Vernimmen et al., 2007 ) . % 3% W &= KL B0 T SRR K S
MR, [FI AT TR A YA A A L R AR O B2 (Carlyle-Moses
et al., 2004; Rodrigo and Avila, 2001) .



H T E IR, MARTEE SR (Sato et al., 2011) AEIRE FE DL Pl i (1
A GEth S, 2003), ERARMNE ZEZI BRI S m 7, KIEMK 7%
7 W2 A e A 5% (Herwitz and Slye, 1995; Staelens et al., 2006; Whelan
and Anderson, 1996). %% i Y 2 1) 57t 1 11 AR AL RES SR AR MR T ) 25 e 3 2
IR SRR . AR A SRR A AR S 22 R (Staelens ef al., 200600 % T-#K
W5 W 1S A AR R E N AN A VF 2B (Holwerda et al., 2006; Iroumé and
Huber, 2002; Shachnovich et al., 2008; P &5, 2004; HHPKEE, 2006). 7E/H &
BRI IE R IR A, AR 20 9 2 (R AR e R O — 3, TR N IR PR R
MR 5538 25 AR 5788k (Carlyle-Moses et al., 2004; Gomez et al., 2002).

TR E 7 375 T 22 A e o ME AR A () el JE DR 2 R R HTRAR . R/, T2 R
REFE LN E L, BHREAR, i B, R ARHEE05E (Pypker ef al., 2005; Rodrigo and
Avila, 2001; Wullaert et al., 2009) . Holwerda et al. (2006) R 3 FhAS R &3 B
HEFNT7 R HER L X R AR 2 32 M HEAT T RIEFE, R 3 A 7 SO0 Ak A 25 52
MR FME SR REZR, HAEH 30 MEIIWNEEKERRECN 23%,
60 M1 30 A E MR AR R R AN 49% 1 48%. Zimmermann ef al.

(2007 )%F Ay LU DX R AR 28375 W RO AIT 98 285 SR AR, 532 T 1) 2 ) 22 it R 53%s
A e 2 S R 2 S SR N 2 W A 1) e I ) R R . AESERR TR, 798
R PRI 225 SR 06 2 e A QA Hh I X (KRR AL, T DA 25145l P A2 0 50 5 (1)) [ T 7K
P B Bl R FH A /KR G T 2 32 W 7R B T AR ) 7925, SRedsliZ b e J2 2 1) St o Ak il
ELERFI5M (Draaijers et al., 1996) .

12.1.3 WTZHRHA

FEK SR, W 2R AE KR BE M P &t b, W 2R AN T

(Gomez-Peralta et al., 2008; Taniguchi et al., 1996), BT ZEFAE Ky FE
FEYI SRS\ (Levia and Frost, 2003; ZREEEFIE RIS, 1989), AeMgizm+
R, LA AYERT, MR KANGS, TR E AR S AR 1) A (Rl o0 A, AR AT
KABEKRAC RN AT ALY TUMIE SR 7K 5T B 52 A 245 3 (Levia,
2004; Li er al., 2008; Zih5, 1994; TERMEALSE, 1999). BT i 1%
AW GERE (B s B4 i R/ HEERTEAR TRAR. M), BLACH A
WA B RARFAESE ) AR B RY HRFAE (BERYSRSE . MR MDD g, RIS e
FHAEC W L& (Aboal et al., 1999; Carlyle-Moses and Price, 2006; Crockford

and Richardson, 2000; Draaijers et al., 1996; Johnson and Lehmann, 2006; i tt 7%,



1992; FEAHEFIZERZLER; 1991),

2500 B o T G, BE A PR K 5E B B 3G R ek (Crockford and
Richardson, 2000; # =45, 2006). A (2002b) XL AR ILIX 5 Bl ZERARARAE 12
AU W P A B PR B, SR 2R AR ARG, R E R —
SERMN KA, I EHRNIGMEE, UGN EHRYE RN EHE BT, Z2RE
AN 1%, ZREAEE 0.2 mm. PRI (2004) XHLPETHM A TAHRB T
I A R R, 6 FhARMRISEL 2L 50 5 1) H bR A28 A2 B 2 B /K 1 g 34
I, AR SRR (2R R KRR, A B K S 3G K2R R b
SCEE (2004a) ) FFE A 8] X3 A I BEREXS 61 281 B K B8 1647 Gt 4y
FrRIL, ~FMTZ2REN 5.6%, ZRESHINEKEZ NHHEHELIEHL
RER, — MM 22 B/ MRIMNEKE N 4.6 mm.

BT 2R RRET KA B TR NIRRT
FEREYIR T 023 (5 N R, SEne i B I 8K 23 9290 & B AR B
5l (Gomez et al., 2001; Levia et al., 2003). #2530 T LAKLE T AR A /K &
BEAPRAM Z B IR L, AMEMORZE B FEBT K (SEILAEE, 2002).,
T 25T REAN SRR AR B 23, BHEMR R KA, B, SRR K
BWAEEENE L.

1.2.2 FEDFFK

PR VE W 2 R 7K 5 3N A AR AAE AR K SCHE BR rb 1) 3 SCAE T Hou ke
KA A3 2 (Ko FOBE AL SR . MR R AEVE I EE N E S R g B B
FIERZER, BB R (Putuhena and Cordery, 1996; £ %%, 2004; 524Kk
F5,1998), RERTIE LK IZE K (Sato et al., 2004), T HIH MR, B
A RIEFFRKAE ST, REEHI 55 R X L E R B #e Ik (Geddes and Dunkerley, 1999;
Miyata et al., 2009; 75 PRAIE J14E, 1998), FFWLFFER> K, I NiB 3] 1%
Hiff7K & (Janeau et al., 1999), MR/ MRS P24, A2 RFEK L RIK 7R
KIEIIVER  (Marin ef al., 2000; 48THESE, 2002; m AFUET#E, 2002),

[E| AR 22 273 FE AN [R) X0 2 Pk kSR T R R DR PEAE T A, EAS
EOIHIVE B VEENAS . RS X IR IR X IR U R AR
M, AFRERRK S I RIEK 28K RIS L S R AR IR AN T R L
LT A IS T — € MR (Barlow et al., 2007; Crockford et al., 1998;



Descheemaeker et al., 2006; Levia et al., 2005; Putuhena and Cordery, 2000; 81725
25, 2006; S, 2006; X SEMETE, 2004; DHRLE, 2003; FLRE, 2006;
TRAE AR, 2006; TREVLAE, 2003; 44J85E, 2002).

AMAES RGP AR E e U MR A K52 4t /K 73 (Schaap er al,
1997). K&V Z BIZN A AR F 58 B T-Z=747, o T 5 AR XL ek 45 D] 3 5 i

(Crockford and Richardson, 1998). Fhit i J= HA tb -3 5 £ 36 K== [,
MRS 57k (5kEM, 2002). Schaap fil Bouten (1997) KA ZBAGNE T i
EHNEIIK 7%, FHKH Penman-Monteith J5 R T ASTE4 2 7K 73 78 R R
ARGV PR TH B — K s KRR 2 7, BUS T BRI RO

Rl 5 — R K R ATk S 2 - 4 %, S AR P B K HR K
R 309.54% (K ZREE, 1996) . BT R4 (1 7 fAR AR B AN A R 28 AN [F]
BIASE 2 [R] — R A P 4, HeRR KR WA I 57 S ok, BEARS:A P B2 (R 340,
M) BA R S L B R K R 30, (BB 2 RN E AR 5 K S R 38 0 RN 78 K 1) ek
9110 EA REF AR R IR (EIDCHEEE, 1997) 0 SRR 2K 73 AL A K i
FEAL R I W0 S M 1Y, G B 7R PR N 2 e O PR SE MG N 1 I R HE . CREAR A
22004),

KT 2 K RE T SZ R TR A R RO 2R B, RS TR Rl &R
FURGL BOHAZK AR N A A S5 DR 3R (R s, S (AR 2R 72 S AR K Ol i
2R, 1996; B4, 1993). FKTEMEE (2007) X 7S AL LA KA /N R AR—
KB ARV AR AR B BIE TR B PR AR R VR A = E By 0.56
A 1.63 mm. BSCRSE (2006) ISR T 2 7S A LA FIRRAR SRR R 378 5k
NASVEI R R RE L I R L RE KRR ORI SR B, BRAEALTE A BRAR R 75 4
FERRIE 6 /NI IS BB KFF K EAN, R 3 Fhig i i AR IR R 7 4 %% )2 38 4E
2 3 /NI R IA B KK & FTE VI R 73 A = I KRR K 3R AE 2.81 - 4.47 ],
ORI R FKZAE 3.80 - 4.32 2 [A]. FMEZLEE (20060 HIBFFTLE KK
R IRE KR RPN R > BEARM > WERm AR > WrTHk, FKEN
BEARIR > BFREVRATH > HERiEM Ak > Rk,

PRI TE Y I R FK 2R — AN ERAE, SEPREp/K Sk 5 Y & A0 FRopk 1Y) 25 2
FIR KK ZR. Sato et al. (2004) XFA[FIFEF Z&AF T, Rl EARORHE I AR P S AU Ay
R R FK AT TWE9T. 85K, PERI RN T 50 mm/h B, AhV&4)
J5 P78 B o e I i P I T 4 K 5 R PR R e A 2 W K AR e v T



AR AR =

R B &K RK, MR K> 28K, Mn-EEKRs NE, b
MR « B TATEYIAELE, AN Tt LR E AR (B e
25, 2006; ML SCAVATEE, 1997). BAr SCRAEIE (1997) F K47 1 32 EAE A
KR FIREE IR TR W, B R MRt th 3R 2%k S R4 LU R YA ) 7 s i Hh 2k
R B 222.0%. FVEDEFKEZA LA R0 B GE T KA L 2 )
K RIREE ML (Sato et al., 2004; Schaap et al., 1997; E4,1993), ikl
WEHE R, BT LA MRS & (Tripathi ef al., 2006; Zheng et al., 2006),
B T IR MR R IR, S T ALRREE, HEsR T RIS ERE, AT AT DA
BRI R AR R CR4EIREE, 2002), I ERRFTEYZ S AT E A
Tl S5 L SRR B . S —T5TH, BT R E ) A b S R R AL, oKy
MR G 28K« — MO, AIRISERURETE ) JZ R AE K 7 728 R 5 AR S 28 R B
3% -21% (E&M4E, 2008),

1.2.3 3K CThEE

TR PRV RS R E R EZ — ost et al., 2005), R4
HR K SO R R 22 il R AN B AT () REARARAE, 2004) o M L1511
KA IRGLG AN FERE . L IRPERT S HARR A G, ER AR I AR K E
VAT AN LI T AR AR 250 Jo] L PR 55 ) Ak 2% AL R bRt - 338 7K 73t 22 7= A 5
M (Buttle et al., 2000; Zou et al., 2008; A1 4L5E, 2004; e AxIZE, 1995,

AR R R G0 RE S 57 1 Hh (1) 387K 73 264, BRI P AR S A 28 IR g - 43¢
Ky, TR, R MIRR R REETE S5 T 5 138 5 75 s 1 IR 2 3 iR Ui 2
5 1¥17K 7 (Wattenbach et al., 2005) o FRAk 37K 73 X6 BRAR A TR — R VA5 200
TR KRR SIE R AR TR R R R e R i A K S R AT
HA EE 7 X (Chen and Hu, 2004; Pellenq et al., 2003; Qiu et al., 2001), *fF
R L 3BK 23 B0 AT o I8 SRV A 98— B2 /K 305 S V) O i) B R R
1.2.3.1 3P A

TR BB SR B K o 7E LI AR R I B R AN BT S . A B AL B
VE RN IERFEAFEVE R, BRI TS /KRB A M, Hmde LI
PR 25 R AR KR (R[5 37, 2009 HIBEFL IR e R 3245 7K 4. S M1
AT RS IEIE . AR R ERNE S I, R R R KR, T )



ZH ) L ) A I B K A AR 2R 27 A (R X 2 R JE R RAIE 3 A My 1) E
febre — CHKRABMFRFE, 2005). LIt R/NFLBRIFEIN A2 7E, S LB EELE 50%
Feti, HAAEBEILR G 1/5~2/5 B, LIERESNE . EKERRRKEE T
o M LI BE LR FBELBEMSSLBEE N ERERT TR, mt
WREN LJZ/NT IR (BELEE, 2008).
1232 £KGMEBARRIKE

FE 3R EE M KSR U, i A T 8 5 7K R R I TR 0 22 1] B
ITFESRIF L) #4 4 (Buttafuoco and Castrignano, 2005; Canton et al., 2004; Lin,
2006; Schume et al., 2003; Wendroth et al., 1999). V2 HF 1.3 B il 138 & /K &
IR RN S (R ARR I E B R FH A . O35k (Fitzjohn et al., 1998); @ HUJEHRFHIE
(Crave and Gascuel-Odoux, 1997; Gémez -Plaza et al., 2001; Western et al., 1999 );
@ Mi# (Seghieri et al., 1997).

IR I DN E SR T LA K 70 38 B R AR R ) A A (Y L A AT S B, I
A BN 5E 13K o B 7 SR BR X6 RN E , B 2 3K 3 42 5 i B
T, (R TR A R BRI A, ARSEH] T AN S AR A . I AR R K )
MEFARE THORM R, BORBARE T T BRI S &, R 7 50Ky
HIBHASHETE, IR BIF 7E 0 RO S R A AS ) 1 5 v, AT BE IR RS ml 5
HIDE 38K R R B O, (HAA U PR B R AR HE (Wilson er
al.,2003), WAELMEEZ GllE A3k, HAEAD TR aFmRerE. 55—
AT EE AN 5 (R ) 458 & /K &= 175752 TDR (Time-domain reflectometry ).
IR Y] TDR VA2 —MARBIAERT, HERUSCE R85 KERJ7E (Bardossy
and Lehmann, 1998; Walker et al., 2001), {2 B A58 f& — Tt xof sl & (1757 -
45 K 2 R 3 AR R I 2 385 TDR g — > DX N AN AR s T 3R A
R BERFE I B A I /N X I3JE ) (Western and Grayson, 1998).
1233 3K FNEHR

TR NERRRK S HFRIK . KA R K B AR P ) — A B
AT (NS, 1993), REMRII 28 & ARt i 7 AL A G 5 FLE A2 (Buttle
et al., 2005; £, 20060, [FNABITIEN, TRIAB KB, JTHEYS
TR 3%, (HEEEZHRRS, FmE T —MaElE (WA BESE, 1997). 2%
58K T LB RIS, IR IR RUK, S8 )5 T B R A2 (Sauer et al., 2005).

TIENBRE ) EERR T LU KA S B, IR ESE, B



IKPERT . MU R R AR e IR LR iy . IS K E X
WA —ERM (Burgess, 2006; Martinez-Fernandez and Ceballos, 2005; Z& 7,
2003; PG THAIRAK)E, 2004), FHEICTF (2002) HIBFFLERR D] M+
K NBRE TR R THEM MY, AR NIBZ P IE R ) 3 - 4 £ LIEWIIh
BOKEK, KBFEE R AR, BERER SV E/KERTR: S HIERIK
I NS T PSR PA) 2 MR 2 B2 O B N T 300 il AR 3NV R A BT
-2 JEL FE S N S R fra R N AR 4 N2 2 IF TE G Bl A
A EIEEA BRI, FenlRAFBE LR, B HAD - A
MG, SRR LR PIEFEN 1441 moymin, ~FIFIEEN 9.20
mm/min CAHZREE, 1996). FEHE EH 7 A 5KF2A b, TN BEREAAE
Rz i GREF4E, 2001). Shachnovich er al. (2008) IR 745 Rk,
FERY 48 /NN JE B AE R R OK I S 8] 0 AT 5 & M 7 Bo A, [HEESKES
PR EERE R IR, R 7@ E LK EEIES) . KSR
IR K, RIS B4 IR AR LR, BT AR R T DO e K AR
FORUGE LA SN E K NBR LHOK AR Rz, SInMmERR: 7 FEK
TIEFRBEVERE, AR I L A R B SR B T i i R K N
(Sauer e al., 2005; Williams ez al., 2003; FEHRHSE, 2004). KERESE (2002) 1
W45 AW A AR B VR A AR b 3 S5 M 1 e i, FAT B /K S S Dy R
RARTH B 22 s HABARIBIE AL T-Ho | . R ZRRE, IR SCHEREZ LA
Tiir AR /K 73 AR, XAPREIE K T /KB E B Z N TR], &3] 7RSSR
TER (B4, 2005, E4&485%, 2006).
Ak, MK E X L HEK 438 AL A R S AT T ORE A

(Angulo-Jaramillo et al., 2000; Buttle and Mcdonald, 2000; % %5302, 2002), 81T
BE LSS DIRRHE A G R, SRS BN B I 20 LK 25,
R4 T VFZ BRI LA FEIR L0 NS, H AR — & %1
TR REANB IR ol MEEgEE, 2005). HETLEE LM BERBIA A
Green-Ampt [T HFKNBHAL, Philip [ ISR, 406 - FIpAR
U4 . Horton NS, Smith A Parlange [ NS IR EE, 2200 R | B4 .
Kostiakov #i& tH I ABEAYHT Holtan NB B, b T E &R BT IE=2A 50
R e A2 20 (L REEERER, 2005)  IX LA AN BE IR N\ 50 2 B i [A] 1) A5 4k
M, BZEE RS, ARIRLFHE 80 S HK I MBI 228 R Al GBS

10



P AIR AR, 2004) 0 PRI, K2R B RIS HOBIE TORG % 1] BA 7K1 A e B4 )
AR SRR AR R B A IRNIS TR RO T B R A B (KB AU LR e 3
NS RL J B ROR X I E N O FE 5 D510 CRRITRTER AR 25, 2008),

1.2.4 FRARXT 7K 52 e

AR S KB DR — B2 BN 2 00, AR AR RS 57 5 M
PRI S 32 B2 H P K A AN AAR Ji A HH SR 58 B CROBTIRATH AL, 2007)« KA
A BMRAESRGEAFZH, B KA T3 (Avila and Rodrigo, 2004;
Germer et al., 2007; Wilcke ez al., 2001; fR/M-5F, 20060, AMERRMES RGE
FEVT EERIF 2 — (Aikawa et al., 2006; Navar et al., 2009), /2R R
Gi I o RN TR o3P R JR A o

RS R O AR AR TR J2 PR bR A 2 i R /K R P T G I 3 oK, Jt 2 pH < 3.3
o SRR A B TR E SR, Mg Rl Ca™t, RERE I R s 7R
I (Lovett et al., 1996; Sayre and Fahey, 1999), 151 70\ AAL i Fh LEE 81
FoEHTIRWNA/EHMSEE (Armbruster er al., 2002) . I F 41 5 45 1R IE A
9 R AR AR IR I R DR 2 — T DR 0 IR i = 1G0T AR AR G AR VR I BBUR

(DeHayes et al., 1999). SZMIMGEME A T2 MmE 2, HhGiERER (.
PRy & MRAMERIIREE . FERIIIM . BERYIERRSE) . Moy CRERFIZE. AR JE .
e REE AR B S AR BE B E5 ) KR05 44 AN RTE S5 (Navar et al., 2009; Potter
et al., 1991; Schreiber, 1996),

G WA N EE FEY A BRI R ) E E iR 42 (Zimmermann et al.,
2007), EFRVIEERN, REMMHEMMRMEY EERIE, B2 HIERH
AW IR 2 R ) 2 IR BN ) o 7 R AL S R R A R R 2 R AR AR A
FERFUNRA FEFE: (1) BRI A el 2 R B bl (2) S 558
#t (Chiwa et al., 2004; Deviaeminck et al., 2005; Potter et al., 2001; Shibata and
Sakuma, 1996). Hansen (1996) X =AZM5e = % 1% W 4 85 7= FIAF 7T 45 SRR 1,
PRI, S IF Y A T B, TR T ) o R P R T R
7ok = TR ) B 7 & A, R e 2 B A IR .

I T 2RI AR R R E TRV 5 5 W s SR AR Ee i, B
BT 2 AR e N e, ) o AR W A L O B AL 1 B R A R A

(Johnson and Lehmann, 2006; Takenaka and Sasama, 2000) . A [FH T 22 P H0E
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TR AR ZE T, B TS SRR 45 b () Fh R) 22 5, Xt
WF ARSI 1 B T Rr 7 PR RO B3 R [ 3 B BsFTR] (Crockford et al., 1996; Levia and
Herwitz, 2005). BFEITHISE (2002) X il i B AR ARER K I3 Bl 7 73 i) 2h 2
BEAT THEFE, @REW], R RmIREAE S IR LR, BRI JF
HEZAB RS wR ERBERES, EFRSRRmARERTHgHE.

12,5 R ok PR [ WY F 20 PO ARFAE B 7

FER B H KRR AT A, BE7A0 A % Fh 28 b T AN [RR AR BE AR A Ak
VE MO AR, O AE 7 J R DR AT T80 50 I (R b s P 5 SR bk (A 1R 48,
200500 X123 X S AR E R B EC RO A, CIT RIS TAEA
1.25.1 MEEE AR

IR PR 1) 2325 Y B P 57 325 R 2R 2 1y TR AT AR MR AR AR far P PR 250
I35 R B ) 1.5% 0 1.2%; A bR D et 2 A B B T RS AR (T, 2008
S RAAMARLE, B R TE 2 X0 B PR BR VR e T D R AR CAER, 2009).
1.25.2 XTERF & &R

WSS FAR B, R PRAIACTT MK T R W A G0 RE ) S AARBL, P FAR B Py
FIE AR T 250 pH (HZETT 35 KA PEW pH E R0 S A [F]
(EF, 2008),
1.2.5.3 X HAEHIMEEH

B PRI PR 532 B P IS S BUR 2 AN 2, TS AR MR 253 1
A AR P e T AT s 0 W AR i 25 2 PRIV 1 FH B S5 T AR A R (%, 2008

gr BRrIR, R EHLIX ) R R OKSCRHMERE L CBUSAD S, (AAEAE
—LLR R, AR

QO 122 [X 5 23 il PP 1) B R 20 B AR AE A — i AR, (R IR AT, K
T SR A RS [ B B B K SCRFE R RHR AT AL

(T i 2% ] Pt bR 2525 U o Y, PR PN 258 R 2R SR B (R T e A, Sk
LSRG

()50 IR B b [X 75 3¢ il i AR AR [R]85 5 oA B P 77 0 P B T At s 1 3k — 2B

1.3 FHE AT ER R B R

AR SCAE B T AR IS R34 ) Ao gt i P PR AS [ 25 B B ) g J 2 7K SRS
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fiE s REVED R K SCRAE . 238 2 7K SCRFAEFIAR P KO 34 i 57 70 3 AL DY AN 5 T
BEATAITSC, & LR FR 7 R HE W 2k A M R B B BOR K SOK BRI RE I, 3] B AS
(7 36 25 T R O 2 I PR ABR R K SR S8 IR e R A i A

FEX CA O SUBUIRAEAE ), A e 22k [R5 BUR R 1) Bl 5 (1 ik
A7, PRI R AN T 25 AR G e, 2 ] WP 4 TR B BT 2 2 175 RE
B BCRIIBR IR ? 2) PRPY 237 N AR 120 B 1) e/ B e B ATt e AR Ak 2
3) fEH SR AR R AR T, REVE VR KCORAE A2 46 ? 4) a7 Ak
AR B i B ) 3 SRR SCRFE EAE AR ? 50 FEH SR ARG E L A, AR
P 25325 R MRS T 253 8 IR TC AR (R TR AL 2

1.4 FEHEER

BIFFEIX R 28 [ SRR 2 el 67 - I E 48 3ok T B X 2R R 0, 73 7T 28 kam,
HAbIbZ: 29°48', ZR4 121047, THIF 349 ha (B 1-1). 2R A RMREHIRT R
T, R WL AR HB o g b DX Hb iy 1 A 4 SR Y AR I b B CROK & 1 E AR 2R,
1995). ARXFEH GG EJE THRE R GVaE, AT MurbE b, SPushb.
RE WK, AT 1 7R B S5 B i A0 Aty o — Mk Ll =ik 300 m Aetq s
IR A LR 655 me HEZAE 10 - 30°2 18], fRADA 45°LL Bl

S R
R

W ik as): 655 m
B M 2. 50 m
A iH

| =St

& il

@ S

-1 R FE SR W TR s A

Fig. 1 - 1 The location of the study sites in Tiantong National Forest Park, Eastern China

13



SR A IR PR, 8 S R R R SR, SRR 16.2°C, R
KIBEN & 13747 mm, ZHEFPEEZE (6-9 A), HEERKER 33-61%, &
= (12-2 ) AT, WEE TR 6% -26%, FEWE R TKE.
DRI 32 g Y U R A 65 KGR, AR N /KA I AN s, &%A7E 5. 6 A 7. 8 Ho 4
SEIIAHGTE B IA 82%, ABHRAK, FFELZIHHRALRIE 5%LLT CRKE R EH##
2%, 1995),

TR FON AT IR, R B 2 B R AR AR B TAR A R o R 1 K
S G AN DL A b A FIAE B A AR e ) . LR EHA—, —RAE I m &
Fi, B IR E RN Y, pH N 4.01-4.79, WM, AHVURSEEE (T
FEAE, 2005, RAKEMEHR, 1995, 5 =45, 2006).

15 HiigE

HH AN [F] Py SE B B s B 1) 22 e AN 32 DR AP AR BRI AN R, BT, 3 2 e 1
B W — i KB A& AT A [FE B B B AR R SR A AR, TR R T BLER TR
(Dicranopteris pedata) -T. 571 (Miscanthus floridulus) % MR BRI
B RV, HEFERBROE: EEITHMEAR (Loropetalum chinense) -£
¥k (Lithocarpus glaber) WM, & H I E KD EFS (Pinus massoniana) #f
V&N R VRAS AR (Schima superba) -5 RFAREV, 8 5 BB AR HEVE A1
B MR (Castanopsis fargesii) FfT& ([EBZREE, 2008). AHFFLHH =
(AR I TRV, BB AR RAGAR . SN 73 AR BB B TR . = S5 A 4] 441
=AM, EAFEBSERFEH N 7 ) 5CE 25 m x 25 m [EEREH, S BT B
FEHIMESL LR 1 - 1.
[ R

FZHB XA RS I TARRE O, A 7 2R AR AR« BEVE 7 E S5,
TeARBE— S 10-20 m, DABERE SI0%, TRARBIERAARM . WE. HH: AR
R 2 -3 m, IR SRR W RIPAREMAL, FEBIEGE R ANE,
RAEZRK. BY 75 BARAZUEBNMEANE, A RERER L& T
R AR
Il ARtk

BRI EAEMEERE, FIRBEUARS N, BEMFERAGE, A
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EREFIA R EARZDIERLER . WL, ERSE KR ZRT. BN E,
AT O B, OReE 2ksss; SRR MENE, JRA ARG,
PER S S REI 2l
I FEMHE

AR E BN AGAERFIR 590 - 640 m (1A, 2 WBIs JGE RATIRIESH, 2 PRI
AR R E R, SRRMAHAT . B R AN, J2 B pph SR8 BAT b
SRIBEAERE ST, ARIRE . R EEON SRR K7, Ak, B, REZRE
BOEMEAR. ARR. R Bl ERRLLAERY . i FOR. AR ORI RAT S
EARREEONTIR . 155, TR TRVE T MAEYIIR RBK.

1.6 AIRAHNA
1.6.1 j& B 7K SCRHE

W7 26 DX P R AR B 228 20 AT AR AL, 58 AT FEAN [RS8 i B 2 i AR
PR B W . W T 22BN, B AME R SRR, ke
AL TR VR SToR - e <h Rt

1.6.2 W& E /K SCTh B

B FEAN R 5 e O SRR b R ) 2 B B . BoRFK R Xt F
PRI B LU AR T /2 ) 2 7K R B S A ARFALE

1.6.3 EZEKCINRE

X AN [R5 i B ] P R ) L S PR S5 e HOKOSCRAIE (3B KE . A
BAREE) BATHE T, THRA FRAEEA T LY AL . BB RS OKE
SERFIE LR R, RN A LIRS RR 3 B R AT R

1.6.4 M H 2B EF TR RN

MR e TR TR MR I RE A, AR GE70 A R B XA [R5 5 i Bt 6
TR FEA N FRATERG NI . KA SRR A, BRI I X
Z 5 MR
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RL -1 AR AN R 38 B i BRORE A HURFALE ©

Table 1 - 1 Plot characteristics of different successional stages of EBLFs

HTIBL BRSRA SR R BRSO Bm WTEE mE CPlaE Elim wmmsiese R Tt

(yr) _ (m) (ha™) (m)  (cm) (m’ha)®  (LAD
Y1 WE -17 164 25° SE20° 2016 5 8.9 17.1 3.4 AR R
A 5
SRR
SR RR 90 163 20° SE70° 1376 19 168 32.4 3.6 N} RANEEZ TS,
ESEIEATE ]
T P -150 196  26° SE45° 752 25 219 31.9 2.8 e p Z Ry

5l HIE R RS (2008) ;
b (VA% (DBH) > 5 em KM T,
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1.7 WEEL

N T #8715 2k R W ARAS TR B B BRI K SCRFAE A AL R, ASHF ST RO T 5 2
N B, M ASREE B BOW KRB A BCR) 22 5 s R, BN [RIE
BT BORAG Y J2 AN 38 2 K SCHRFAE AR s 5 U8 258 i BOPR P P R 1 57
IIRFIE . P =ANEREIWEFL, BebCEC A T 1 s B i A /K STRME ) A2
WA, AATH SR E MR E . BT U 1 - 2 o, #3%
TR 7T 525 WA S S AR &

1.8 SEIRJTE

SEB D RN T VA VE LA T

R

|

1IEZ Nt

e
r=—=-=-==--- -7
: ¥ h J : ¥
| oo | 1| R
T % BE: .
HES i ik >
|| S| H
T T | WA
i TN iyt A [ 6 RSB
I D A Bt ! LK SCThE

5

—| MY

FETEACCTIRE | AR BT =

| TR

—|  PEER

TIREAKLTIRE FRKAES

| RERAE

B 1-2 W EoR IR

Fig. 1 - 2 Technological route of research
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FF MR R T

KRAPFERBFANTMES RGN, BREWEEREEN, SERERE
Frorhic (AR/ANEEE, 20060, Mok A % R B SRR A =4 R B — 8620, R — I
R, LA L O Mt 2, 1997), FRGE K U R )70 fic B
P K P E R A S RGP RN EA LR T MEE R Z, 2000; H L%
&, 2002) 0 KARE R AR N DR B AR SR T . BRI T, B IR
T 22 R THAFE R i #2228 Kk (Park and Cameron, 2008; Staelens et al.,
2008 ) o P jef 38k B 40 2 A R R R ABOMA et 28 A i, 145 R BB 0 (T R24E, 2004
A — L 7 T B XU B I 28 e XS N 3 XS K A, BTt
ABEEERK IR (Gomez et al., 2001).

PRTEENT 5 /1 0 P R AR K S 2 ) B BEAH 840 (Lida et al., 20055 F %235
&, 2006; RAAKREE, 20060, HT IR FHBAEN, AMXBEW b HEABK A 7K
gy, (A ek JE A B P T B RO, HJ 99 1 RO KON T Ik i eE g, AT R T
ISR Bk R R SR KR AR A Th AL (Ziegler et al., 2009; 174R
55, 2007; YRS, 1995; FGA, 1997). MBI EX W BIERE—1ME
RIS, SZPEMRAIE CHnPERT SR . RREEISTA]. J71a). AJE. FRR/N) AR
LA R 11E AR 25 M) 25 22 b XL K PR S i T 2] (Dietz et al., 2006; Guevara-Escobar et
al., 2007; Sraj et al., 2008; FALSAITK LR, 1998; T ZHMEEE, 1998), X T 4k
7tk 480 B 7 THIBIF 92 FA A

i 2o ] P PR M FACH U P I A S5 A1 B iy AL, AE T TR b [R) 4 R g
fi X, PR g s e R AR AE, R R S S SR B, TR AR X,
BT 2 IR AN 8 S 5, R T T i o SRS R SR R . A EE TS
3BT T OR B S RS [R5 5 o B ) %0 W 2 TR S O I AR AR ARRE AR B AR F A
HE BRI R, NP IZ XA AR5 B B R AL W E K U S
TSR B -

2.1 ¥EFEE
2.1.1 FEhig E

W5,
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2.1.2 MRAMBERY . 2% TR AN T 290 B 2

2.1.2.1 AR RE

FER B [ AR IR A — 6 A REGIC SR . KaE JRUa) AR
WEFEARA T SEMRIN T ERCE A& EES, JFER S KN, RS
BEIK
21.2.2 FEWEIE

FH ™ 27375 R 1R 2 [B) 20 AT S2 AR TRESS R4 RIS, D 1 BT 9 28 3 W9 ) 8 1) S o AR
E, K FAR N PR IRAL AT B SCREHE R I i 2F A R & (AR REE, 20060, &
FEHB N 12 RE 5 m x 5 m [AJEEATLARAT 15 25 > B i Y& 8 R E 2E i 2 (& 2 - 1)

H R & ROV EAR 23 em (RIRF, BRI, R S 1 PR I = R
30 cmo ARG IEETE AN B HOFE N SR N S M E S5 R, e S H RN RS e e
M (Laclau ef al., 2003; Zimmermann et al., 2008). K%M 5, W& J3EEHH N KT
AKAFL (mL), SAEHERMER (mm) (B, 2006; %155, 2008). %

37 W AR LA R A5
TR =TF | P; x100%

A, TRAFEWNE (%), TF AFHEWNE (mm), Pg AMIMNERE (mm).
2123 WTZERE

FEAN )8 B B B b P SRR AR (AR o0 AT, 40 il AR MR AE AR 8 #K,
TERF2E35E 100 - 130 em 4b, SR A 2E5830(DBH > 15 em) 8§+ A (DBH < 15 cm)
JTRUCEER T-250% (Draaijers et al., 1996), H& WA ENES— AL (mm).
WFZERE (SF, mm) MitHE AR (E X%, 2007; Shiet al., 2010) 41K :

SF = i C.xM,
= S%x1000

X, SFONFEHIR 250 E (mm), N AMTRREE: CNER i T2
TARRL (mLDs MO i IRARRE: S WREBTEIAY (m?).

P ZRR TR A X T
SR = SF / P, x100%

X, SR TZHE (%),
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FEES (m)
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Q I @@@@ﬁm@_ .
ols b 8ot
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A BFRLE Tree position
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T Q@R @
_ a
3 o do1®8q

=
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A WT2EG Stemflow of tree position

— #EHEE  Crown projection
2 -1 S FE R A 5 F WA T 22 ke B A B

Fig. 2 - 1 Positions of throughfall collectors within each plot



2.1.2.3 MEBEHERITE
MR A B B SR I AR DL R TR IR (Tida er al., 2005), FHATEA

AR
I =P, —(IF + SF)

A, IAMEEHFEE (mm).,

PRt A B 2 T A R F
IR =1/P, x100%

A, IR WREERER (%).
2.2 &R 5118
2.2.1 FiENZT AT

FRARTRE 2 0 I H R ) 2 R S o e, Xt B 1 %2 W 7 [A) 0P ) 22 S
P£ (Rodrigo and Avila, 2001). R 521X EeR 16 (1) 76 JZ 4549 R 22 B 1Tk K
/N, ek JE R RE RS R B2 R B2, BERSOTRAR, A, I TRIAR AR 055 (Gomez er al., 2002;
Keim et al., 2005). N 1 7RI E6 7% )38 5 A FOR B AR R X 57 328 Y B dE AT IE A Y
R, FEIERENFEWINELE (Carlyle-Moses ef al., 2004) . 4 < #is #x
M (Holwerda et al., 2006). T 5 XFA#k (Shachnovich et al., 2008) Z5 ZiE W &
() 57 SO VR AR AIE A IRTE, T A 50 M Aty 5 2o i P PR 8 2 1) St Jo PR AR AR BT 9 2>
ARFENI AT T R BEAN [ B B B R AR AR AR S Y 7 53 W A (A S o PR
2.2.1.1 ZFFEWE AR ST

XoJ 2 375 TN 2 [R5 J0 PR AR AAE 1R 3B 7E 2009 2 3 H - 10 H . fEREME/KF L,
ZEEM AR RE (CV) WA BE N & I3 B (& 2 - 2a,
Kl2-3a. K2-4a) .

AN RIS 5 i B ¢ ] v AR A 28 0 5 3 WY A S AR O 2 3 R ) 50 R AL 2
-2b. B 2-3b. B 2-4b, NERTLIE T, W& 2B ERTIHEKKR, [F2%
FRB BRI FERRN:

CVi(%) = 10° [TF(%)]°
At Vi) N FERA T R TR NFEMNE: a, b NITFERE.
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60 60
a
@) CV (%)= 102‘79[TF(%)]4’67 o b
50 1 50 o)
o
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% P B FiE W E (%)
K B G
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K 2-2 ENFEWRRRBERERE () MFERE (b) KRR
Fig. 2 - 2 Decline of the spatial coefficient of variation (%) of throughfall with (a) increasing

rainfall amount (mm) and (b) increasing relative throughfall ( % of rainfall) in EBLF shrubs

100 100
s & b
_ 30 1 80 4 CV(%) — 102 73[TF(%)]—0 78
3 E iy 60 -
= C
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& E 4044 0 4
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W bR B IR (mm) FiEMNE (%)

Event rainfall {mm) Throughfall ( % of rainfall )

Kl 2-3 R EmNARZBERENE (0 MFERE (b) KRR
Fig. 2 - 3 Decline of the spatial coefficient of variation (%) of throughfall with (a) increasing

rainfall amount (mm) and (b) increasing relative throughfall ( % of rainfall) in secondary EBLF

100 70

a A b
B 60
_ 801
§ 50
£5 w0
g g 40 A
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E § 40799 1
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Fig. 2 - 4 Decline of the spatial coefficient of variation (%) of throughfall with (a) increasing

rainfall amount (mm) and (b) increasing relative throughfall ( % of rainfall) in climax EBLF
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AN TR B B B A R T o i AR e RO B R G R AR

VEM: CVeH(%) = 1027 [TF(%)] "% (n =31, R = 0.557, P < 0.001)

KA CVe(%) = 1077 [TF(%)]*"® (n =31, R = 0.954, P < 0.001)

bt CVi(%) = 10*° [TF(%)]"** (n =31, R = 0.883, P < 0.001)

WA, RN ENREN 3.3 mm B, FEABERFIENE SR
(55.0%) KT ARV (90.8%) MFEREEE (64.7%) , XEZEHTHEWE
BN, ARAT AR R PR EE S 0 KR R B A Z PR A S TR e B
R R B AR R 0, 1T Y T J2 55 48 T PR IS B 6 1 A T A A7 A RS A 7
W, FTUVR S RBUBAK . TRE A BRI S0, ) 208 TR 5 R A T AR
FEVR AT VE , FL I R E MV TR P 2R 2, 1 TR 25 S M 1) S o PR L
B, AT BEVE AR AR THEVE TP L AR I S, RIS A 0 7 2 06 DR W AT — Uk
B, P AR RE A R T (A S R AOMIC T ANV . Wt 90 R AN TR & B B ) o
JEEE R T BIEMRHL N IR 2 B S A 234, 1X 5 Staelens e al. (2006) HIH T
SR HBFENEDT 50 mm B, NFEBESEHBENFENERRE (V)
PR RN MENEED 50 mm J5, TRAFBETRE. X5
Shinohara et al. (2010) HIHTFEERAHML: ZFFE M AL 7 REEFEN RN 10 mm
Z G T HRGE .

AR R IBEWAL T R R 2 - 1. WRFTLLEH, RBP4
) T AREE A 2 35 TR AR S R A0S #hans b X AR s R AR (Loescher et al., 2002;
Vernimmen ef al., 2007; Zimmermann et al., 2008). #HH K IL X AR (Clark et al.,
1998; Holwerda et al., 2006; Zimmermann et al., 2006) B (Keim et al., 2005)
LN, XFER B TR AP PR A YRR 2, B 2 R
FRK . MR ARFAR, BRI A FRAR (Lin et al, 1997). 05K
(Carlyle-Moses et al., 2004) Z#k#k (Rodrigo and Avila, 2001) . 111 &€ (Staelens
etal.,2006) . #42 (Raatetal.,2002) . =42 (Whelan et al., 1998) (4557 2%
BN, 3K T FE I T TR A S BB VR 2H AR B B 5, AP 2H R A 9 TR B
Xof 235 W 2 FR AU LU AT LR R 7 3 R AR A0 IR R 33 DA A

(1) YRR 6 2 & Ak sgm 55 E A8k (Crockford and
Richardson, 2000; Loescher et al., 2002) . IXFf 5 4 7= B i o ZAE P AR et S8 28
FRPR IR PA] FEE TR S 285 1) o A I PR 7K R 2 L 23 o AR (18 2L R DA SR A P HE 571
J7 k€ (Pypker et al., 2005) . FATH @ A E BE (1) ARSI (1) 22 355 W9 R 25080/
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(Raat et al., 2002), {HJ& Zimmermann et al. (2007) I\ A% 3% W 1975 (7] 5 i P
B A= LB R USCOR PR A K R .

(2) FRAEIR 20 538 W IR 225 1) S o P S i K . RS SRR B, PR
BRVGERNFEN TN ELZRER, JRUENEEDE, RN 7 &N
XA EE K (Keim et al., 2005; Rodrigo and Avila, 2001 ; Staelens et al., 2006) .

#2-1 ARG EMFRPFERERRZBLE CBRRE %)
Table 2 - 1 Spatial patterns of throughfall amount in this and other studies expressed as the

coefficient of variation (CV, in %)

AR Y 5 17 BRRE (%) 22 3k
HE W

A% Hb R AR 20 980 29 Zimmermann et al. (2008)

I HE RE AR 36 95 24 Loescher et al. (2002)

1H Hb AR 18 100 36 Vernimmen et al. (2007)

CHLFAR, BRI AR 20 100 27 Vernimmen et al. (2007)

IICHBRE AR, /N A B Ak 20 100 31 Vernimmen et al. (2007)

%1l X 7 AR 20 20 29 Clark et al. (1998)

R X MY AR 30 100 48 Holwerda et al. (2006)

% L X g AR 25 122 53 Zimmermann et al. (2006)

F A ARpk 18 942 13 Lin et al. (1997)

AR VN 38 661 17 Carlyle - Moses et al. (2004)

e YR A b 94 9 30-38 Keim et al. (2005)

EHHR RS 94 9 39-65 Keim et al. (2005)

SZHRFR 36 79 21 Rodrigo and Avila (2001)

HIESY: 12 460 18 Staelens et al. (2006)

AL 24 320 21 Raat ef al. (2002)

PN 2 39 177 7-16 Whelan e al. (1998)

B2 ] P RARE AN 25 415 30.2 ENTI

PN RN 25 415 16.7 ENIS

B R B 25 415 16.9 ENGIS

7 395 N ) 2 (8] A2 4k b6 26 B Y = A9 34 i 98 /)y (Bellot and Escarre, 1998;
Whelan and Anderson, 1996;# =25, 2007), FEFFMN EH/NE, H#EE R Z 7M1
185 2 T W R (A AR S REUROK (Linet al., 1997); TR RN R R, FEW
[ 22 1) A% S 1 3 2B 52 T 2 R 7 s 180 2 ] 93 A A2 S Rt J2 I 7K B () 52, %7 35 T )
225 [B) AT A0 A W R R B2 TR AT (il IRAR, 20060 AN RE AR A IH 44
AN B B BOME AR SR B ) 2850 T A e R I W R 1) R ILREAH SR (P < 0.001,
K 3-3b. K 3-4b. K 3-5b), iX5 Price and Carlyle-Moses (2003) XJ &K
T TR AR AE K Z= T N A9 B A 558 T AL e RS 5808 Y AR TR PR R Bk R AH
ol CREL 107 R — 111, r=0922, n=28). B4k, —ERFFEINHA T RERE
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o 7 W 7R B B R (K3 ik (Holwerda et al., 2006): R A#ah%E &
ARIERETN N, AR REEE % 3038 B A B U g i gy (Vernimmen er
al.,2007),
2212 FEWERHFHENHE

X5 M R U SO T U AR A K ZE (2009 £ 3 1 - 10 AD #E47
(1) Kimmins /5 72

F TR A %3 R B 2 R 3 A B W R AR etk O T IR R A AR A S B
WA RPN, & BT KA (HiPREE, 20060, 58 RIR AL
G AARR VRN, A 0 B E AR — 5 BAS XA F S MEAEL (Price
and Carlyle-Moses, 2003; Rodrigo and Avila, 2001). 43Pl Kimmins (1973) %

7 R SR 78 1 2 — 18 BAS KPR 25 35 1 8 T 7 AR A2
_t 2@n-nCV 2
PE

e m NTERREAEG 0 AR E: ENATHRERZIRZ KT tan-b
RERZEIKY- av HHEE R - 1P {8 CV RERZE. XTI HERE
B, A2 A RN IE S0 A X — 46 F (Rodrigo and Avila, 2001; Wullaert
et al.,2009).

R 2 - 2 A AT B i B ) AR AE SR 25 7K1 D 5% AT 10% 1 % 38 i e /b 7K
BRENE, ZRRW (CV) RAARMKN 25 S8 & & K G &N IE T
RN R NRATLLE M, fEAH RS KR B2 R 2 5, BEE T
B, ik o R R B AR R . IR K o 4 0.05, FIEE
SR 2K N 5%, ANFE B M BRI 25 DRSS B AN RET 2 S N E R T
BRI . HURE K o 9 0.1, AIHEZIRZEIKF Y 10%I, FEM . ARAGHRHIE
PP 235 9 SRR 28 B B 20 7 164 5 A 4 ANBF st BEH 2 ZF 3B I KAE (3R 2-2),

K 2-2 Gk T ARAS [F] B B B A D AR R R
Table 2 - 2 Number of gauges necessary to estimate mean event throughfall at the three

successional chronosequence of EBLFs

Al R 2 HE M ARAar AR AN
WE K 5% 10% 5% 10% 5% 10%
0.05 107 27 32 8 31 8
0.10 62 16 19 5 18 4

(2) Monte Carlo #
KT (2009 4F 3 H - 10 H) W& 25 M@ E1FEE RN
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Monte Carlo NI GE1E . £ Shapiro-Wilk #5565, SAEHLAT 25 A5 &E W =113
BHFEIESG (P1E: ¥EN, 0.722; KA, 0275 ¥R, 0.117) o AT
Wn (n=2-24) D7ELEE MW RS 0 AARHE, K 53R 5 R AT
Monte Carlo FEAUEEAL . BALLEFEWI R : OfFF Monte Carlo B HLELLLT) 772k XT
R B AT Z I E AR (with replacement) , FEAHIFELFEE S 10000 CRIRE 2L
S IIBENLEEA (Ritter and Regalado, 2010) , HHHEAFILL n AN & 1) FEW
FEME . 4 Kolmogorov-Smirnov frd6 3K M4 B AL 5 A K FEMERT & IES
AT (P>0.05) , X R n] DLARUE M 2 ¥ 25 /W 2 7 Bl LSO mT
I 2 - 24 AN ERFRFE. @ ANFERE (n=2-24) KRER, ATLER
19735 5 15 W B I ME I A AR o BRI B2 7 F3ME IYE L, R
e AT ME R B AS X ] (Rodrigo and Avila, 2001) o iXAf, #lml L Bk
FoRMEE W E SR, FEWFEMEG XA . RS
HT#E R 2.11.1, SPSS 18.0 1 Sigmaplot 11.0 #4528

2 -5 JyiEid Monte Carlo BLAUM5 3| (1) A [R]85 i B 1 MU T3 E A E (S X
1] (90%FH 95%) BN FERE (n=2-24) TR, NERTLLEH, MEFE
MR R b, 2038 P30 BAS X R M AbEEd 5k, 9 3G 2 MWES
I, VEMZEE M ZE BV EIAR] 11 mm. P 5B ER, A E IR R
FE R 5 I8 W RS E i T H AR AOR AL . BUEAS X (A0 95%F, HEM . Ak
ARSI 2558 R BCE 0 K T 94 5 0 5 AN, R 10% 1R 2K 4
= FPARIY P SRRERCR 2 BT 164 10 AT 10 AN, AN 5%HIRZE K

M 2 - 5 AN [ B B B 28 P 3B A A e L CERRAN TR BRD Bl R A 2=
ALl 2, PI1FEILL R K &R

(1) A TR y=a+bln(x)
(2) 345 EBR y'=a'+b'In (x')

o, y My 53R P35 5 3 R A A T B A BRAN BB, x A xR IR
FEEE . WP 2RO &R, BT DATHEAE A R R SR, SR
BN FER D AEE. 38 a b, a b NE2-3.

Monte Carlo FEH LIS 3] 1) 7% 175 1 A2 7 R 8 RAT RO 1) A2 an &l 2 - 6 i
e NHEBIENERRAD, UFENRFEHENT 16 1, LR R RFHE
3mSR KT 16 M, BRRFETRE. XRIITERAL
B/NT 16 ANMRHE, IR SRR R E IR m S A WA E . NS
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Fig. 2 - 5 Average and confidence intervals of 90 and 95% of the distribution of the mean
individually throughfall obtained by Monte Carlo resampling in relation to the number of

collectors (CI: confidence intervals).
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R 2-3 AFEEBH B E WP IE N S AVEE CERRATTIRD 5 RPN B HOR R

Table 2 - 3 Logarithmic functions (In) between the distribution of mean throughfall volume at the

upper and lower limits of confidence (90 and 95 %) and the number of collectors

R BEXE (%)

FBR R

MR

RZ

HEM 90
95

ZIS TN 90
95

R 90
95

1'=34.0-1.581In(x) 0.955
1'=35.0-1.89In(x) 0.954

1'=269-0.75In(x) 0.951
1'=274-0891In(x) 0.951

1'=373-0991n(x) 0.955
1'=378-1.19In(x) 0.955

y =242+ 1.62In (x)
y=233+1.931n (x)

y=224+0.75In (x)
y=21.9+0.89 In (x)

y=31.0+1.03 In (x)
y=304+1221n(x)

0.950
0.950

0.949
0.950

0.951
0.951

18

16

14

B2 - 6 ANRE B B o 3 1 - P (082 S 2R M0 23 W R A R 1324k

AR5t 5 HL(%)
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| A FEN
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- <& OBER
. A
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i AN
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Fig. 2 - 6 Coefficients of variation (CV),) for mean individually throughfall values generated by

Monte Carlo test against the number of collectors in three forest stands.

R R3S 7 R e T HE IR B R (B 2- 60 b4, MSZFEAKS I8 2 IR A
MORIFE AR 2738 W AL 7 R 2 e R & 257 (P =0.920,n=23),

B, SEEG TR R AN (RIS R 7 07 N ke B AR AR AT TV S RN 2
IERfAL B E2M 88K (Thimonier, 1998; Price and Carlyle-Moses, 2003). A 4b, H i
OO A 22 55 5 SR 3% WA FH TRURR ASOK IR % 32 T A B2 B e A0 31 B AR MR I

i (Holwerda et al., 2006; McJannet et al., 2007; Zimmermann et al., 2010)
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222 [FEMFELEHA

2.2.2.1 WRAMEFRRAE

B 23k i AR B I P23 B ARRAE FOE 7T 2009 4E 3 - 10 A1 2010 4 11 - 12 H
AT . BEFSHA, ARAMEBENT R DY 1536 mm, FLidsk 35 KBENT, PR
BRI E DY 44 mm. AL, IEFH 3 IRKAPEREL<2 mm, ARI AT
2.2.2.2 FIHEWRHE

380 325 A b P B TR 43 S L 2 A v 1) b 11 5% T R bA e o A 9 v 810 bk 11
MRS, (BAESERRIE 7R AE X 0 X B30 7o DRI, 4 = — BN 288
(Link et al., 2004; Muzylo et al., 2009) . %% M & AR SNE I R AFLEE B NEY)
MIRR, BENREBK, MHNFEWNRBK (Gomez et al., 2002; FAHEEE, 2004).

WEFCHAN, PRANE R A 1536 mm, o rp 315k 5 4 i ik AR e RE L P ) 2
EWEN 1014 mm, HHAPSFENER 66%; FIEARMFEHLTI BN EN 852
mm, GRS E R R 55%; FIRAPERIFEHL ZFE R RN 1185 mm, (HAKAM A
PERTE 77%. WFBEWERE, =P BRR SN > K
bR IXATREAE FH RSP AR T2 BE(R (R 1- 1D, ' JZHP AN, X BN Ik
BHAE 150, BT ARSI BIMRHL I 2558 I 2

AFEEM R FEW RS R ER R B 2 - 7. NERTLUE H, 5%
X PR i 3k ] Pt PR (] 5 B BROb P 2 32 W PR 4 8 I 2 PR S g 36 n, 52 LB
R EZAMK, PHBFENESERNERCRN:

TF=a+ b-Pge

KA, TFRAFZENE (mm) ; P AMIMNERNE (mm) 5 a. b NHTIERE

AN TR B B B VA AR A 5 I W S RO R S R A

BEM: TF=0.1852+0.6561-Pg (n =35, R=0.997, P<0.01)

AKfif: TF=0.6899 + 0.5387-Pg (n =35, R =0.996, P < 0.01)

FEW: TF=—-0.4148 + 0.7810-Pg (n =35, R =0.998, P < 0.01)

RPN % 375 R ZE AR S R S TS O, ] 2 - 8 B, A E A E G R
AN .

MR R T, BB I PR R 2 5 AR A e R R 2R, (RSP et BELA 114 R
IKSEM B RIS S — R G A AR FE (EaMEE, 2008) o [FFE, 7£
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Fig. 2 - 7 Correlations between throughfall (mm) and rainfall (mm) under different successional

stages of EBLFs
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Fig. 2 - 8 Correlations between throughfall rate (%) and rainfall (mm) under different successional

stages of EBLFs
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BRI e, AR B R TS S e gl — B IA], 32 1 XUMTER g /R A et Ok B
IR KT % o DAL, P PAY B R R I TRV RSE AR AR R DD I 4G, e )P 2 5 B2 A 25 U
b PRI AR BTG, 2003, ARTEE 2500 B R A BELIFAE P b AR BIAE B . AP 7E, AR
W B R E Oy H R R, REEAT T F R ERE, AR AR P B R
it Je PEREAT AT ST
2.2.2.3 WTZEWHHE

T 25 30 R AR TR BRSO K AT AL T TR A B B R AN R S
oK, R AE R NI T b i L sh 7K (Koichiro ez al., 2001; £
B, 2008) 0 W 2RI E AR S KPR KRR, A2 B 7K I ] 0 B R i P S5
KAh, W ERARR G TR AR KN TR . MR 2% B2
eI MBI ARG K (Levia and Herwitz, 2005). BIAAFIRA, AR
TRMAK . WoKRE 98, SRR ARZRER D Rk, WP ER=RE
Ko 7E AR BT BRI o 32 B RRAK 250005 T H ks BORURE B4 o ZH R AR AR
(ZEHIEEE, 1997)

BT Z2 WA E K FE TR SR N, AERRMR AL ZS R gt BT B K
AR RN, BRSO IR, IR, R KRN, TR IR B AR
AL A A5 18] 43 4T (Levia and Frost, 2003; Levia, 2004; Lewis, 2003; Taniguchi et
al., 1996 {EFEF/DHIHIX, BT 22PN AW A B A2 S 21 T O 3 1 H
(Huber and Iroumé, 2001 ),

(1) WFZimE it

WHEHIN, KA EDY 3.3 mm BIREER, MNP AR T2, A s
PRSI AR R A AR AR S A R P AR 2R — PP Y B/ PR IS i AN i A2 2R
JJ6ae 5 (1995) {EifE R i I Py L AR O BIF FC &, 5 mm BLT B R RS
BILTA R . RA AR R T 78 0908 6 RFeL e s 4 7 A 2500, RIAF
FE—N P AT 22 A BT Il FHE IR R 2, 20000

R EEORNN, PAERR T 2 SRR R AR . T T 2R ROR
ISR A AR, ANFEARLRR T Z=RE (L) MERE (mm) (6] 22
MZ&PERR (P<0.0D):

Y=a+bx
X, Y—WT=iE (L) x—FFiE (nm); o, b— TR

J82 P 3R 75 R B W K AN [ AR R R SRR AR 250 (L) BEATAG 5, DA
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P SR B A () 5 B B o B P AR SR R PR R 250 & (LD

SR A E], E N AT 35 R P2 A T AT 2500, W22 M 142 mm,
R B RT R 9% ARSI FIRE RIAR N 50 34 IRBERT A2 T T 2500, ok
AR BT 2500 N 210 mm,  (HURBEI R 14%; AERIAR IR T 22 R A
94 mm, dRAPENEN 6%. MWTZERERE, =PI RKDNITZ: AR
B> HEI > BEAREAR o 3 A f AR 2R3 B e K P DR 2 B E T A A A P A
TR, WARARR, RN HEEEWEER (R 1-1D 5 BRAERT
SRR AR B TR B B, AR MR T 2R R D, TTRE BT R AR R 2 R
HEAFE BN (R1-1D « WTFHE, WT&EE. dE 5 mmm 2
MK FEER K (Dietz et al., 2006).

R 2 - A NFEHESE Y AR AN [F) Y I B % e e AR T 2R e 1 L
B, TR A PRI T 250 2 B SRR T A T R SR B AR 2R, X AT
REAS FH T 2H 08 VR SE PR IR AR Bz AR, [ IR Pt B PR R 7K 80 T 7
AR T 2R E RS, IS (1997). FRERLZE (20000 MFRKHESE (2003)
SXof [F A ST s b [X ) S il I MR 2R IR 3R AR T A AL 85 1, 12 e T
BT R AG, TERME/NIATE, BKREUD, 2R/ E, RS 5
FER, BMiARGE A B4 b TARBANRES, e 8 KR ITEAZFER 7
RILHR, TR T 250850, A FE e (I 7E 3 H-12 H, ik
R R, P DA A 22 2R A iy o AN [ 1t DX 2 T 1 e P 22 ) B FL e =%
OIAT SRR PRI 73 454 11 22 5t B 25000 5% 22 Sl R 1) L A

B2 -4 FEHETG AT T 250 AR

Table 2 - 4 Comparison of stemflow ( % of rainfall) in this and other studies

e W ZRE (%) e 23R

VKR AT AR 4 Ontario, Canada  Price & Carlyle-Moses (2003)
WK IH VR AT AR 2 Berkshire, U.K. Herbst et al. (2008)

T % ] AR 1.8-3.1 AR s HUH R, (2000)

A R#AR 4 RS AT, (1997)

AR Aar bR 2 ANIE SRR WK i 25, (2003)

H kA A 5 NN HE 1) A, (2004)

i 3 ] P PR VRE A 9 RE AR, (2009)

PRI 14 RE AHFFE, (2009)

FE R 6 RE KA, (2009)

(2) BT 25RO TP & oK 3R
X T 22 A R AT 04T, SRR, ANTRJSCER B B SR A MO
R T IR N R 2R Z ML RR (B 2-9). AFEE P BUEE M
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TR B S MHAMNEN E R R LT
WEM: SF=-0.1766 +0.0966 P (n =35, R =0.999, P < 0.001)
Afif: SF=-0.2972 +0.1438-Pg(n =34, R = 0.998, P < 0.001)
B SF=—0.1986+0.0656'Pg (n =34, R=0.993, P < 0.001)
X, SF—RFHZHE (mm); Pe—HHAMNERE (mm).
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Kl 2-9 AERESEHBMTZERE (mm) 5FNE (mm) FIXR
Fig. 2 - 9 Correlations between stemflow (mm) and rainfall (mm) under different successional
stages of EBLFs
WTFZRESERERNRRE X i EREEER S AW T 22 N =
Il 51E (Toba and Ohta, 2005) . HRHfEAN A7 & i BV T 22 8 5 ARSI &
HIoR R, EAN AR T2 A I S R 2 1.8 mm, AR AKCY 2.1 mm,
PERIAR DN 3.0 mm. TIAESEINES R, FERTEDNY 2.4 mm, = ME R R R =4
W20, X FEEEH T I RBERN 2 8 A, SIRE S, WRNTEE TR
Ko FHHAZIRBEWN SRR, BENRFEER A, FrUURP AN 20 YN E
79 3.3 mm B, AT ARAIRE AR = A T 2500, X AT e H T I AR A 2R T
WFEGE, AR R T 2R A RV AR, R AR Troumé and
Huber (2002) R 1L DXy 45 il HHARBIF 70 45 52 7 A 25 i i 10 B R (B Ny
7 mm. AR (2005) XV PE K i 1L 2 i AR B R P20 e BR800 45 SR A 3
S5mm PLF BRI LFEA R AR 220 IR .

33



RAMFERT E/NT 60 mm B, A% 22300 28 BE AR A1 B I 2 3G 0 T SR K 4
R R T 60 mm I, WFZmFBHARETIRE, WK 2-10 . £F2
A R IK > BHAS I R 7T, RSO T 2R 2 AT, T e S A
R K 533 ) AR e 5 2 AR IR -7 (Wullaert et al., 2009; Ziegler et al.,
2009) T AHI 7 H AN [ 35 B B B AR T 2500 B R R Y 6 - 14%. MM T 2500
B E A R B PO O LU, BAERRMRAE S RA T IIE A T 2. R,
ZEPI TR ML, R TN N BAR RRBOK S, AErEAR ;s HK,
W22 TR EEAR = TR 2 e R IR R TR I AR, BEAORIISCRI A, {2
BEMRARA K (Aboal et al., 1999).
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184 |
~16 -
= o B m]
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A FERY
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0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240
(% 7 2(mm)

Rainfall (mm)
Bl 2-10 ANEEEH B FZE2RE (%) S5FERE (mm) KXHR
Fig. 2 - 10 Correlations between stemflow rate (%) and rainfall (mm) under different successional
stages of EBLFs

2.2.2.4 WEBERAES T

V56 W A B e KU R N 25 T HEAT PR 2 IO I B2, e AR P47 3L
JS7 ) B B BB 43 (David et al., 2006; Gomez et al., 2001; Link et al., 2004; 5 32
&, 20060, {EKEIFEEHMSRB NP BEFHEREFIEH (Muzylo et al., 2009),
e 7 B B T R AN B /N X IARAE , M B R B Rl MR FROKTE
AFIBREE . SR BT HIRATT ALY, el 2 RRIAE FH 3SR T A 580 e A B R 1
HMEFE (E4M45E, 2008) o MR TEE A B A F R — RO BB 36 9 o 8 1) 184 n bk 7 4 R
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MG, B AR KR 3G KT D , AR AS [R] BEK SR EE . AN IR B KT 2
AR EHRIA —E 2R T MO PR AR, 375 5 Y I K A 1 T
RIS BT, A AT AESR, AT/ D FIRESE | R A% 3 (Cattan et al., 2009;
TR, 2004),
(1) BRAK BT AR e 48 B 1 52 i

B AR (AR /N A B s BB R SR AR AT BRI AR RIS e o L0 38 ]
EN G JE AR 0N 380 mm, R PR R 25%; A MOE E B 474 mm,
U PERT R ) 31%;: MERIARGE E R O 257 mm, (SRR ER) 17%. £ 3-6
NFEHE R S AT MR R LU, ATRUE R E X Sk FE b 2
BHREH AN EESERIEE (14%-52%) 2. ERSMORTT 3 2
IR R B2 2 MR RN, EEAREMES . BRI, MAFE.
P W B R E AR A 5 451 %2 J5 T (Crockford et al., 2000; Dietz et al., 2006;
Dunkerley, 2008; Hall, 2003; Hawke et al., 2006; Muoghalu and Johnson, 2000;
Murakami, 2007; Owens ef al., 2006; 1 K55, 2006), (BARXS J- 3 —4FE MR orK
P, Mo ak R B YUE TR E K.

®2-5 RUPRMEBE RS E R LE

Table 2 - 5 Comparison of interception loss ( % of rainfall) in this and other studies

R et P A BEE (% Hn SRk

B SR R AR i 18.5 Eve A1l AR IESE, 1997

LR HETE . A 31.8 E L ER 2, 2003
KA 55

i o i) AR 235K L, 17.8 KLl A A 248, 2006
AT TR R S

PR SRR RAF. &5 15.2 HAMSE 1R/, 2006
5%

i SRR AR FEPAE . AR S 15.8 A A ELE, 2008

7 H AR PIRTIN 14 2| Iroumé & Huber, 2002

W 4 R B pt 28 AT David et al., 2006

gL AR AR 1E R} 25-52 IENINE A Fleischbein et al., 2004

HEM PRk AR 25 K EN T

e KAt 31 KR# PN

i SR B AR | 17 PN PN

E—EMPENRE N, MEEHE I SHINAENE Pc 2XE( I=a+bIn
Po) T ( I=a-Ps®) (FRIg%E 2005) KB4k ( I=aPg+b) (Hashino et
al., 2002; Huber and Iroumé, 2001; Staelens et al., 2008) *FH. MAWI L RE,
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ARAMBERT E /N T 3 mm N U2 . UMSMNENERT 3 mm 5, MiE
A = B ARSI E IR IR 0, R LR EAR DG . AN [F)E B o B kR
WL J2 4k B B S AR A B R R DG R B 2 - 11 B, GRS ARSI
EIRRRTHLLI N KRR

VEM: I=—0.0086+0.2473-P;(n =35, R =0.978, P < 0.001)

KA I=—0.3843 +0.3174-Pg (n =35, R =0.989, P < 0.001)

FERf: 1=0.6142+0.1533-Pg(n =35, R =0.950, P < 0.001)

Mo a B R SMAINEN R X RN 2 - 12 fin. ERWNER, WEHEER
It e R 6 0 18 T SRR s TAE e B, AR D 8 . AN IR R B B
WS RUbR et A B R0 P R 1 IR OC R o T

VEM: 1 (%)=50.53-P5"""" (n =35, R=0.626, P < 0.001)

KAif: I (%)=75.01-Pg"**! (n =35, R=0.728, P < 0.001)

BEr:  1(%)=67.00-Pg*"** (n=35R=0.752, P <0.001)
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Fig. 2 - 11 Correlations between canopy interception (mm) and rainfall (mm) under different

successional stages of EBLFs
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Fig. 2 - 12 Correlations between canopy interception loss (% of rainfall) and rainfall (mm) under
different successional stages of EBLFs
(2) RGO o 24k B 52
PA 10 mm NREEY, St ARINER THRESRERNE2 - 6. ATLLEH, A
FIRY SRR T, SARMER R Z A R 208K, Rl ZacE R &k, H
UGRREIN, BRI /N IEEEOLT, AR5 R B E R PR K R R g hn g,
B B R A PR K B O KN CREAR A4, 2004; RIBZREE, 2006). ASHEFH,
HREHN 0- 10 mm I, AS[FEIE BB B e A B A 58 oK B M2 n,
MO R R RGBS . AR AR K R IR 2 AR E v, R R R
FERY . FRREE, —J7 M TR R DR, TIASREA R IR, F5 T
TIE R, BS99 7 MO I Thae: s — )7, PER PR, MOdEaE
F2-6 NFEIFEI RIS

Table 2 - 6 The interception loss of precipitation under various precipitation levels

W R 2 AL HE DN 2 (%) ARA 4B R (%) FE 4B R (%)
0-10 10 38.8 49.1 35.4
10 -20 3 27.6 33.1 225
20 - 30 8 22.7 29.9 18.2
30 - 40 3 253 30.0 12.9
40 - 50 3 23.0 27.7 14.5
> 50 8 243 30.4 15.8
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VEF PRI MR, B W BT . B/ d5E (20060 KIS REH,
PERERLE 10 mm LR, 4B B ERMART, ARG E RE AR 7 K%
BHEEH, HEEXK MHAEREZE. WA, BFWIRE. RES R L&
TR P2 X b e A B A AR s . (Yt 4, 2007)
(3) N[ WY B e /2 8 B 1 s m

T ESNIRYE, REFEETAARESNBEEN NN EER AR
% (P>0.05. fE&RERT, AflaZ8EE (B &, EARZ, B
A% REBEEW I wmE i E, HAXARED (idaetal, 2005). HT4
ERAZBR (5200, 175 S5O A TOUAR B B R A AR Ak, RIS K XSS K K SCHE R, i
AT 8 B B B RS 20 e (A R 9+ 43 BB

lida et al. (2005) X H A FRAA MR B B AR FA—RZ R SR IR 3 9 P B 2E AT
WK, BV B Rt FIMTEREE 2N 17.2%, TS FHIm B GR
MO B ER 9.2%. XEARBTHEEVIAM B GEND FIEE F 5 HAMY
B ORFGHRD et /2 40 B 2R ) 45 SRR M I, 16 T2 B2 o R o () A 42 2 R P P 22
S R BFR SR A . W P S R R K . (Rt TERF ST AR e
B, A BRI TN R AL 1 A B T R I TR, T AR O b e A B
{180 5 M (S B 6 B 1) AN o M4 B0 i, B — DT PO BIE R AT AT AN B8 30 B M et o) P
NGOE A= PSEE

2.2.3 NH&KEAE R E R E &

MBI AR A R PR PR SR PRRT DI . BTG A
AL INI NN i A S [ N U= R AT I BRI AC S i RO RS =R IR
SKIREUK EHAE, HAE R EHE I E MRS A R A, BR a8 AR e DX b et A%
B B /K Bl SRR R (H i TSmO B R IR R AR 2, e B ) S ok 1 K
MIAE . PR TAES, WS B — RSB S AL, SCREZS ML BAD
PR B 7K ARk B S PR B 2 A A, — B i U 0 T OV ) 1) R (REAR 156, 2004)

[ P SN S R B A Gk ok 32 B S IO AR R S B0 AR L MRS AR A DA K
PRASPERY =2 o X HEAR i R B AN [T B i B 4 Bl PRORR et 48 B 0l AT 2 56
BRERZ, RERMEREE I (mm) S5FWNE Pe (mm) XK. FIHAA
AN [ B B B Sk B AR R B e A, S PR RIS A R LR 2 - 7. R
2-8M%K2-9.
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®2-7T ENERBEAEE AR U MEREE, mm: Pe NERE, mm)

Table 2 - 7 Experiential models and result of canopy interception in EBLF shrubs

% EEREST 2N WA s R P
a b
I I=a+b Pg I=—10.0086 + 0.2473 - Pg 0.957 0.9890 <0.01
I I=a- P;° 1=0.1983 - p; 0% 0958 <0.01 <0.01
M I=a+b InPg I=—17.5435+8.9863 - In Pg 0.637 <0.01 <0.01
IV I=Pg/(a+b-Pg) I=Pg/(43285-0.0018Pg;) 0.958 <0.01 0.3261
V.  I=a-e’¢ I=75.6643- ¢ 66657PG 0.886 <0.01 <0.01

#*2-8 RupE i 2B LA LE R (I AMEEREE, mm: Po AMBERE, mm)

Table 2 - 8 Experiential models and result of canopy interception in secondary EBLF

i s ERRESTBIZE R R P
a b
I I=a+b-Pg I=—-0.3843+0.3174 - Pg 0.978 04951 <0.01
NI I=a- P’ 1=0.1806 - P! 0984 <0.01 <0.01
Ml I=a+b-InPg I=-22.1302 + 11.2936 - In P; 0.624 <0.01 <0.01
IV I=Pg/(a+b Pg) I=Pg/(3.8424-0.0041 " Pg) 0.988 <001 <001
V.  I=a-e?C I=110.4089- ¢ '133191/PC 0.894 <0.01 <0.01

®2-9 BWMWEBHELRE LGSR AWEHERE, mm; Po AFERE, mm)

Table 2 - 9 Experiential models and result of canopy interception in climax EBLF

%5 BT R WA sER R P
a b
I I=a+b- Pg 1=0.6142+0.1533 - Pg 0.903 03095 <0.01
M I=a Ps’ 1=0.1782 - P77 0.899 <0.01 <0.01
Ml 7I=a+bh-InPg I=-10.2011 + 5.5535 - In Pg 0.597 <0.01 <0.01
IV  I=Pg/(a+b-Pg) I=Pg/(6.1472+0.0009 - P;) 0.899 <0.01 0.8326
V  I=q-e?° 1=45.6766- ¢ S38121PG 0.826 <0.01 <0.01

MEFFLLE, SEmEAE AR, ARRES RN SR, B
| FIREEY 2 v 15 P IR R A, T AR [R] B 82 FH R AS [R]85 B B 4 B
AR B T Ty, R B (AR, B LATT DLFAASEEY T RIRERY 11X Bt 7810 3 Fobk oy
FFRIAE R IR IR S5 N (MR A B B AT BN T o |h TG 3 AR — ek
HEE, UWETER =LA, FEEMWENIIN, AR REEH R MY
HEHE LR AN EEL)S, AN, Moda B AR R —E
PlEN G O SToe =4 =2 e YU i ST = o N P 1 A Eap b b G =
2002; FRIFESE, 2007). et RY AN T A bl A R I 2 PR i 2 2 v TG PR3
— MR 5 A R O R ORI B B S PR R TR OC &R, U T 8 1Y
R (FPRBIE, 2006, 7P EEE, 2007, HEESE, 2007). 8 LATIR, AT LR AR
T T ) e o 57 AT R B AN [ Y68 5 B 2k ] b b 4D gt B A T A4
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20 U MR LA N 5 IS R (B AN B8 S WM TR Rl X A B 105 i DL R
B HILA, EAR R B T ) e AR RO R 22, (A R A I AR i T e X R
ANFT R AR AR

2.3 INGG

BN I/ L SZ PE R ARFAE, AR %M, RS IL MM (Tida et al., 2005;
Staelens et al., 2008; Zimmermann et al., 2007). I8 XA [F] 8 £ By B 43 fd R
TER R BE R LR Fe, 45t LR E 2450

(1) 35 2t ] e BRA [ V6 25 o B 2 3 W 1) 2 ) A S 2 o o I 1 34 0 o e
Ko NT IEFEEAREB BN FEENE, 2 5KH Kimmins 772
A Monte Carlo AL 77 75 WY 7K #55 B R 24T Tk . 45K KA
Kimmins 772, BREKF o = 0.1, WHEZIRZERN 10%H, #EMN . KukHirs
PR 28 35 T SRR 2 B R 20 T 165 A1 4 AN 5t A9 2 %835 79 SR RE ; 1] Monte
Carlo FAULR, BUE (S XN 95%, HEM . ARG MRAEE B AR 5 38 B RAE S0 20 )
I 164 10 F1 10 AN, ANEE 5% MR ZE K

(2) WM MFENFBEREN 66%, AFKFEREN 55%, MK
375 T 26N T7% 0 AN [F) 18 5 BB i 0k ] Pt BROBR 1A 27325 9 4 I P &1 e R 2 1 4 o i 34
K FIBEWEAMMRIMNEN E 2B HIENLR (P<0.0D) , XRLXN: TF=a+
b-Pg.

(3) SRR PRFEI . A MRS AR BRI T 25300 2 29 ) o bR AR P W 2
(1) 9% 14%H1 6%; AN [F]75E B B B R S e i AR 25 B S KA e v 2 R A R
MZIERR (P<0.01). EMZERT, UHRIMERERT 3.3 mm B, AN
FEAR T 2R SRR RN 4.1 mm B, AR AR AR G 7 A A 2R

(4) BEFIAA, SR ARRE A R B R SRR 25%, ARfarbkh
31%, HFEMIRN 17%; FEACRT RIS, &btk B 24 il B mY A (0 G 0 SRl
TIAE e R B, 48 BR 2Rl D 218 . T 22 40 M 3R B AN [ B B B 6 A I AR e A
HEZRAEE (P>0.05). NMHAZRKEREDAFE SN B SR AR, 458
TR REETE U=a- Pc") MEIBRELT.
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=8 MEYREKCRER R

s EVE RN IR B SR, ik IR R T . AKRGERG &
TR I KRR SR A VA i 2R T R s, AR S KRB EEH NI, #h
R E SRS T BB T oK Bk #m 5 K K-F# 3, a] LA
TR B E, W T HERARNR A, PLABRIS T Kk b 7, AT
K ik GRS R A, 20005 FRALEFEE, 1999; FLwMIBRFES, 2005, RARFAE,
1998; [ESCHESE, 1997; ¥ L3RRSI, 1997; %4855, 2002) .

Rl A AR MOK SO IR T E Rk, HEKERZ D, %
B 7K SR A« AR By 5 R RN K SRR ST AR 40 DR300 45 (R 3R R sz el (1= S BB 4%, 1997
MIERXIEZ, 1997; fkEKEE, 2005), HEEREMMREZ NEER, AR
Z, JREERE, e TIEIE ) B RIEK, TR R K 5807
A ERKMESBN (81555, 20060, R THEDEAMMUEF T HIES R ]
Rkt ERRARIE KRS, SRS KA S DR .

R, AR RS RGN AR s 5 R KU RN, X SEILAR
MWAESRRMFFLALE, BARENE L AENELRU T EM B, iR
2 i X AN [R]85 B B S B R B R B T ) )2 K ST S T Re, i X
g AR 2 g 5 ORISR AR

3.1 ¥MElFnysE
3.1.1 Fethik &

WL —=,
3.1.2 K ERE S FKEE 1 E
3121 HEYIITE

T20094F3 - 10 H XA VEDREAT RAEN E , E3FANFEE B RN, 4l E
20 m % 20 mffIREHE, F B L RSN ANETT, AT S HURE2IK, HL
FETHIAN31.6 cm > 31.6 cm, W& HASVAY)JEBE, FF iy (Bl SEge % fE PR, 7EME
F 85 CCHEF A E 5, THERG VR It B 2 2R B /K R (L MRS, 2005; X1
b IEE, 2005)
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3.1.2.2 MiTEWFE KRR E AT

W BETF HIASVE D)2 N JE AR SRR, FRR K, 23 8 FLAES50.5 hy 1 hy
2h. 4h. 7h, 10h, 15h, 20h. 24 Wi EIFTE, HEFKE (gke'. FAR
(%) MW (ZEHHEE, 2006; TLaTA5%, 20100, FERG—E N M RIS
B AR S TS AL VA IR S T 25, BN RS TE IR AN (R R (0 RF 7K
B, WEMREKETEA K

AW, =W; =W,

X, AW, —5 @ FREAE IR TR BN RKE (2); Wy —5 @ F
YR j BB E (@) Wi i FREMINTE (2.

AWy 512 R AT FAE R SRR 2 AV, (3265, 20060, Hit

FARA:
AW,
AV, =—1
AT,

X, AVy—258 @ BRI j RRBA MFKGER (gh'D); AT, 2
I IE] (h)s

K i 7K 24 W5 R & KB N OR R K3 (SERAE, 2006, 7K B HE4E,
2007). HHT Vo2 IR, MAREAT R M)Z 50020 5 2

TR A A & R E ALY B e R B 2 RIREHAE, 2005),
HAtHJE AR :

W =(0.85xR, —R,)xM

X, WONEHEEEE (thm™); 0.85 NARK R, NERAFFKER (%); Ry
N EREIKE (%), HIREKE (%) = (WiEYIBE—FMEDTE) x100%
| RIEDTE: MOARTEYPE R (thm™).,

RAFEEE (%) = BMAFKE (%) — BARFIKE (%);

RAEER ( thm?) = HAEEE (%) x BFE (thm?);

ARFEER (%) =0.85 x AFIKE (%) — HARFIKE (%),
3.1.2.3 MY E KR 86 /1 E

TEA RIS Wy BORE R 20 BRAE SR -FIEA (415 em® [A1S5 K/ JEOIR A
W, RERFRIER, A EIORE S, KB T B R E R T, AN F AR
ARG TE R R N AR
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3.2 HR5VR
3.2.1 MY BB B AR E

MR Z K SRS DIRER &%, B ek T EREBEM T E CReIREE,
2002), [AITIAS AR 73 SRR ) B B0AT B AE PR AR MK OK SCT) RENT B AT E1 B 3l
B (Wit 5E, 20050 ARARIIBANZEL ARG AEVEII AN . 0 i 52 A0 R THAE R
PA S WR3 JIt Ak B8] 7K T8 S5 A S 0 08 Rl v D A7 B AT R (g AR T 4
2002b) o ASSZIGEF X Lk R AR IEE N o AT AR AE R AR = AN [R) SRR R AR
RS RAT A, M) E I AR KR A 2Nk 3 - 1.

3 BRI Hp R A A VR )2 P B R O 6.45 thm™, EAATEY)
JEBAE O T ARG, MRS N 5.71 thm™s FEVEYD R T2 3232 S0 A
MR . A L IESIYIRIFE N (Alhamd et al., 2004; Barlowa et al., 2007;
Braga-Neto et al., 2008; Salamanca et al., 2003; Zheng et al., 2006). 5;==55 (2005)
X R B AN [ 35 B B B T P J2 o IS T U 45 SRR B, MR AR b RS ) H

T G I RE IR AT AR, 3RS AV ) 2 B 70 fe A FH AT R 2 R A AR
WEVEY) Z A7 WIS R thdh, 3 Fhis & B Bepk or S (g Ak 3 e
U, ARAIRFEZEREN, EEERARSZ H BRI AV KT, AR NG TE P 2 B HE L
M, YR SRS, XA RE B R ARRL T 2 R BRI . B bR PRI 25
B TR E B RS T AR A

R 3 -1 T PN OR B R RS [ R A Bk R ) 2 AT T R B KRR AE
Table 3 - 1 Storage and water content of litter floors under different successional stages of EBLFs

in Tiantong during the study period

VE N AR FERf

FivgE BEAREKE  MEME BRAEKE HEUE  BRESKE

(t-hm™) (%) (thm™) (%) (thm™) (%)
3 7 5.54 54.0 7.33 72.2 6.29 86.8
4 A 6.66 68.0 6.10 66.6 6.43 64.4
5H 8.04 19.9 6.63 22.1 6.69 15.4
6 A 7.34 85.8 6.21 89.7 5.44 64.0
7 H 7.18 39.1 6.59 40.9 541 37.6
8 H 6.25 65.8 6.03 68.7 4.70 72.7
9 A 5.72 42.8 5.97 34.3 5.61 37.2
10 H 4.66 34.0 6.75 39.5 5.14 36.1

“EIME 6.42 51.2 6.45 54.3 5.71 51.8
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RV 25 KB AR R T e R B L AR & B A B FIRRK B8 ) A SR Rk AF
(FE&MEE, 2008). ME 3 - 1 rTULEH, xRz BRESAKRNA G SR
MR T G Sh AL, B2 1 A AT & K TR A I T o MY
VD25 AKRAEW TN AT PN IEARL, 55— MR ZEAE 6 5 53— MIgfE i Bl
8 H, WA H b KE8E: Mok, 10 AR EWREOR, HHT% 7 b G
EEPAEIZH AL, RS E KRN AL H AT, FEE KA 2%
KIS RIBEAT 2K, T RAZH SRR

400 100
— =S5 TR
—&— EHN
—&— K L g0
300 - —&— R éé§Q
ge
TE ot
£E / L —m%g
:':—"; 200 A ® E
2E 4 8
o 3 L 40x: 8
W ==
, % m =
100 J
5 - 20
M
0 T T T T T T T O
3B 4B 5B  6H 88 9F 10F
B #r
Month

B3 -1 REFSEE M MAEYR B RS K RRRKE 7224

Fig. 3 - 1The monthly dynamics of water content of litter floors under different successional stages

of EBLFs in Tiantong
R 3 - 2 AN[A] I DX g R V) 2 LA B SRR TR LA
Table 3 - 2 The storage and water holding capacity of EBLFs for different study areas

Hb A Moy KA S E R

PUrE BREARE SCHORIE

WrE S i
VORI RARHE SRR —

v AR

BRI H R A PO L%

AEHLETS

ARSI AR, KA
5%
WATRE AR At
P b ot

WTRIE UMM Tt AL
AFi b At
Bt 4 B

9.5
25.68
17.84

9.49

10.18
10.15
6.42
6.45
5.14

99.1
136.78

197

51.2
39.5
36.1

HWNEEE, (1995)
FEH%%, (2006)
LT 2E, (2006)

BN, (2006)
FK K%, (1996)
AT, (2009)

AHFFE, (2009)
AR, (2009)
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R 3 - 2 AR R SR WAL 2 DU AT AR AR LR, WU
HH A ) X 2 T 22 e O B, Al D ¢ i e R Ve P A B ) A AT 9
g, XM B R R R MR RO SR R A
BIF FE AT AR ARSI MRS Y U BAF AR T 9K PR 2 (1996) M5 (11123t [X X P ARh AR
IRV DA B, AT RESE HhTRAE A A ISR, SRR AL B 2 1
Il 1 A4, XA M TG NS TG, BEIREE RS TARSFY (3-
10 ) WS, MM e TA . £ERG/KETHE, HARMXA
DR GAKRRE ST AVER, X TR X E PN R & TR E
HIX, ARPNAREVE A= R

3.2.2 W& EFrKRE S

EARBE KR, BRHMAESRANBEKESHREH AT FARZ., iS5
WZER G, WEDZE N ES RG T —KER 2, RSN
FIERERK IR AVE & 1 CREIR5E, 2002) . MVEYIEFKTEbR — BLEAERK
B ORKE, EEE, EER, WKERSE (m ARREYEHE, 2002b; 5KHRHA,
2005)
3.2.2.1 MiEYMERKIEE

FEVEE R K BE TR AR AES RGOK B H REE IR, £ RWHTEY
BRI E B AR bR (FEFEEE, 20060, M3 -2 W LLEH, H SRk
VENFETEER 24 h FK R SARMMR. BRWALL, EARTEDZ R K &
K, N2085 gkg!, EHMTHEK 208.5%; HEMMKIKZ, N 1645 gkg', AL
T 164.5%; REEETEER/DN, H 1605 gkg', RHMTER 160.5%. 755
W2 B, E DA TE Y E I FK RS AR RSB AL S 2 1R K B8 22
FEE (P<0.05n=9), AR RMALTEY)ZIRKE A0 G 535

Y

R

o

MAEEDZ R K E SR A Z MR R KE (B3 -2), =MEESEA N
FEVE VR K B BEIR KN TSR TR K. AEHT 2 h BROKIERE T, AS[RIEE B BUk
ERRKEIGINECR: 2ROKIE R 2 h 5, =R KBRS 2 KRR K
EHIINEAF AL, 1K 6 - 8 h Ja S AGVEVIE FK BEATR BB KMEH, RUIKEY)
EREKEAE ARG . X 53265 (2006) BB FLLE RARRL. )5 R il T FF 44
RIKIS R PAL T LER TR AR, AER K R IS 2 T 7K S ARAR S B0 K
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R E, LU R K M BT RO KR B W A g G K5, 2002b; 7RIk
W14, 20050 HEM . ARG ARFIRERIAR 3 FhAR AL YA R0 2 h KR O 24
h FRKEITE 7550 38 79.6% 82.5%F1 76.7%. Hii T4 W0 HF /K & -S54 T 1) F15
FEPE . VR ERIAL TS A 5%

XS AN A B B 2 ) AR Y ) 2 4K S ROK I R BEAT 35, I 7%
VIERKE W (gkg) S5IZKEHA ¢ (h) LB ERECR, WE3 - 3
o ANFEMR RBEE D E R K 2 512K [ 35 £ AR Z A (P<0.01).

2200
—e— EMA
2000 { —B— KT
@ —s— 12
20z 1800 A
Bz
% 2 1600
%3
s 3 1400
B
=
1200 =&
1000 . . . .
0 5 10 15 20 25
& 7K Bt [E] (h)
Saturated time (h)

3-2 MR EFRKE 5EOKI K &
Fig. 3 - 2 Correlation between water capacity of litter floors and saturated time
3 -3 VR E K E AN K E 3 5 IR 5% &

Table 3 - 3 Equations of water holding capacity and absorption speed with immersed time

it FiKE W (g/kg) 5] ((h) & WK V (g-kg-h) G ¢ (h)5% &

E M W=161.18"Int+ 1562.9 R*=0.9987 V=1190.6-r""*"  R’=1.0000
AR AR W=10335"Int+ 1238.8 R*>=0.9728 V=1239.8-r"!  R*=0.9999
FERAR  w=133.46"Int+ 1190.0  R*=0.9905 V=1562.2-r"%  R’=1.0000

NI B BORE V& W R R K 6 598 K I 1] 56 R 0 81 3 - 3 T« MBI AT BA
B, RAERE WK TEY) 2 252 1R I A G 2R 35 vy T oAk 2 Fhobk o288, e KK
KIHEA 2912 gkg'-h', REIKZ N 2383 gkg'h', FEMME/NA 2239
gkgh o REMRS TSN EHIUE K AR 2250k, (B REIR M 18] [ SE K,
FIR A TE D) E R AR Z ] — B ERENROKIE RS, 0-2 h RS HTEY)E
WK LT 2 B R, 2 h JE oK R AR R TP . BT LG
PR R R TEDIE N IK A RIE A6 B SR KGR SR AR 25 550K, (BRI [ B, 3 Ak
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N K

IR KRBT RV IR K A ) — B X 32 B K D9 R RV AL 0, AN [
AL i KK, Wt WA VR VI TN, LRI 5 B 2 Bk T
.

X AN [ i B Vi 0 2 B /KGR 6 53R K I ) 22 Th) 5% 2/ 3047 (|1 VA 73 A, 4521
KR SRR RIS R V=k 1"

X VAREEBKER (gkg'-hDs k—HFEREG AL

RV R R K 5 5 IR K I 18] 2 [ (156 R AR 3 - 3. KvE Y= MK
A FHVRE R TFIRIR AR, oK & AIOK R BOR, 2 TR Y2 AT
WG, R W R T, KB EROR, WoKIE R . fVEYIEAETT
G GE IS K RS TR DI RER R IR/ AR AR iR AR A 2 iR
fEM, R IERAEDZRE KL WA ACHER K ERIIREITE CRIRF4E,
2009).

3500

= 3000 —— EM
E . —&— *ﬁ
;min 2500 A —&— FER
i)
a7 2000
o8
ey N
2 1500
RE
A
[
= 1000
LD
< 500
0 . B— 2
0 5 10 15 20 25
& 7K 8 (h)
Saturated time (h)

K 3 - 3 K742 IR R 5 IR K TR) 9% &

Fig. 3 - 3 Correlation between water absorption speed rate of litter floors and immersed time

3.2.2.2 tEMEFKE

B RNFRKE R R WA VE D E R K PERE 0 — AN B BB AR, — R TE IR K 24
h JEFRFRFAN R KRR R GREREHEE, 2007). K&V Z 1) B KRR — A
BB IR &4 2 A B R K BE IR/, (BN RE WK SE B 28 i@ K A AR B o
F3-4nLLEH, FIOtICm 3 Fidkarrh, MEIERREIKEZNCONE S 1 - 2
1%, B KFFKRABIEE N 164.53% - 208.46%, 5 3HF/K R AR ELE 88.05% -
125.99%]0], HERE T ZE B R KR A KRR i, RTTARIRZ, TikE#
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Wi/ o AN RIFRIR R BUAE ) 2 B R Rk 28 SIS A (AR, 2 B T o Rk &
SENRGTEMIE R AR R AEVEIA S AR B L A RN 4y A FE DA K HITIAZK 4
WL FhR R (5KEKEE, 2005; K485, 2002).

A RS B R RS TE D E S — IRBR KB RE IR (7855, 1996),
AT A B RN 8.00 t-hm™, T AT ARAIBE A bR 3 Tl bR B (K047 2042 B B 40
6.64 t-hm” F15.03 t-hm™. AL, FEANTEYZ 04T %P S 7 HNIRAE #E M EARTE G
TIRARBRIIAST ARFIRE AR, H X — I R 1 3 5 DR Hh T IR AR E A b =
B AN EYRIEMI R RS, AR ORI, BT AR 2R
IR R s AR PRAEE AR A T SO F M o xR, v 42 v B (R
KBREND , G RIRIEY) B i KPP RAR T RE AR IS 2, T 35 2 Aopk A
R B A B K EARAR .

A e INKE T ) 2 (R 7K SC D RE AN 5 T ARG AR AR PR R 2R 10, (HL 2
MENBKIAR TR, 2it— PR RS B, (ER7R 5 T,
WRFEARKIR AN TR > I RE I IRAK, B OERUK LR GLalEsE, 20100, K,
LG B A AR5 A ) i i PRR AL I AR, SRR AR I, DUE R TR AR AR
S RGN TEKIR DI RE .

3 - 4 R Sk AR A R R B B A R R K RE

Table 3 - 4 Water holding capacity of litter floors under different successional stages of EBLFs in

Tiantong
bt EFi@ifWg?% PHHAREKE  BREKE (8) BREFIKE (8
(t-hm™) (%) (%) (t-hm™) % (thm™)
HE 6.42 51.2 208.46 13.38 125.99 8.09
NGy 6.45 54.3 185.04 11.93 102.98 6.64
YN 5.71 51.8 164.53 9.39 88.05 5.03

3.2.3 MTEHZ A T AE

FRMARTE Y Z BA BRI K #EFFRE 71, R B AR Py 2853 RO 6 587K 73 (i 4
FEAEII K 3 L o Xof TR 2 A [R]85 B B s gt il bR 9 470 2 80 B B W e 0 1)
WF5E 12009 44 H 1 HE 6 H 15 HIE#AT. WM, & FEREy 288 mm,
HAEARSE D2 A BN 31 mm, R BERN R 11%; Aokl % 97 248
BN 25 mm, [dEERET) 9%: FERAREEEY) B By 38 mm, SRR
=1 13%. W HAEE Y ERR ER S, FERH T4 T REnm gz,
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BER T MVEYIE S B OK I FEARTE AR, FTR BRI R KB s EEIRZ, AR
FREONEE, ivE)Z U7 B BORM R =, PTUA R R B P B e TR
MR ARATHAEVEY) 280 b, XEZGRMTHM BV R, R RER
AN, BT X RE 1. TSR, 3 Fbk o BANE )2
X R AR BT R 22 57

B3 - 5 8o T ANFIBER 26 AF T AN R B BOM o SR RS VS ) 2 A AR
B diREKW], FEEREWENIER, MRy 28 Eaishh28mEs, &
W5 W E NS N —B THRN, RN NS, #EA
REVE)E XS PR 1 B KB R =08 6.3 mm, ARAGHKH 3.6 mm, ALY 9.1 mm.

IAFEMI RN BN DT HARD R SO R, AT IEN A2
PR T R AR T AN RERE AR N L3R5 T4 MR I8 R B e K 2
Ja, FKGEGE NI, WEVIEE K ieds, Wae 7R . ik, #h
VR BAT R 2 ORISR, K S 7K

12

—o— B

—
s}
1

o0
!

I
1

Interception of litter {mm)
o

HED#E & E (mm)

2
1

o

T
['a) -~ o s} ~ o] < o)} o]
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=
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3-5 FlhivsY) A R b R R A

Fig. 3 - 5 Correlation between litter interception and rainfall depth

3.3 NG

RRMOK SCAEZS RN T B MRS R I B & 0 IR LR B B 5K
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B RREZ R ER RN (E B2, 2004) . @7 R 3 5 SR AR
[F) 36 B B VR P R IO BAF B FR/KARR IR R B R B B e, A5 RnR

(D FEDZEIAFRIOHFIT R KEik (645 thm™) > #EM (6.42
thm?) > R (571 thm™): KEHREEDE KRR KN 54.8%,
DAFIBERS IR 2 bk 73 25 RL 5 2 250 8 K R Z IR K . HE KGR
IR R FF K By, ARFTARIRZ, TSRS N o HEMA L ARSE MRS R AAA
EYIEAE B E B 58 8.09 tthm™. 6.64 t-hm™ A1 5.03 tthm™. 3 FhbksrKA
REvE P ERT R S AR W B35 2 R DL RS SR IR HE ARG I ) JZAE K
SCTRETT TH I ANVE JG T 40 T8 v 5 R B P R A S A

(2) H S AR AS [ 358 5 i O P DR /K B BB I B) AR A R 3 2 AE T 2 A
/BT K BRI KRR I e, 2 R R AR . E oS (2004)
RS (2003) (A FELE RARR I, AEIBR PR NASTEY) )2 1 FF KA F 2
RIAEPENATIAN 2 h Wo SaHE, 153 3 Fibk oy EAUREVE Y J= HE 7K BRI,
KR GRS ] 2 816 R0 AN W=a-In ¢t +b Fl Y=k 1", X 53%F% (2006)
MK EITEE (2003) REFREE RAHE, M5 ERFE (2004) XHGEY)EHRAGH
HERW X R V=kt+c B EMER.
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BT LR KRR R

RS REAF S KL, TIREET NS, BNEEH, X%
K BEUR Gy FOAK J) 7= R B se i R B S, AR AR RS RGUK I R EAE B E (X
HIREE, 19960 PR BRI ERIRTZK, Ko B4 R I LI FL BB N I
TEA, BT ARMREAEAE, SR REE 7 IR FLER, g AR B 1Rk £
BgBErERe (B, 2005),

AR L3 2K SR DRI 7T, 75 B AR R AN R AR AR S A N LIS A (1 20
B SRS YIERREYE, IR K R AR L R R oK i R
FUEEYE o BIF 78 R B8 1 DXAS [ 78 5 i B 4 bR 3 O B M R . /KR 38
375 P RE T 7K YR IR TR ARG, T 12 DX 3811 4 ] T P G R 2 R 1 3
WA .

4.1 PR A

4.1.1 FEHEE
W,

4.1.2 3K STRHMEE

4.1.2.1 T3EYIRHER

TE 25t b ) L3 438 AR 3R 1k S A4 380 T, Fl T ST U AR UL B
B, ASHF T2 SR EE 4 30 cm, F 100 em® (3R T34 08 L 23R FE 0 - 10 em,
10 -20 cm, 20-30 cm 732k Ht, BEE 3R, WE HEEE, BELRE. 3k
BEILREE . RRFKES LI MROERHE ], 1994). A% LY FE
AR &R 3 AN E IR 1E .

TIEREE A
_ (Mz _Ml)
7

X, D—HIERE (grem™); Mi—HFTIE (g); Mo—HKTIRT L& (g);
V—3RJIER (em?).
TIEE KRB A

D
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_ M;-M,)

P x100%

A, P—EIESKE (%) Ms—TJFEEE (g); M—T+5FE (g,
BAFKE (%) = QR 12h JFHRTJRIBLE () —HTJHNTFLE (g)
RTIAFHE ()
BRAFKE (mm) =0.1 x RZEE (em) x HERE (gem™)
x RFIKE (%)
BERFKE (% = (ETIWERE 20 FHRIINELFRE (9 —3FJTIAT
+thE (g HMTJNFTLEE (@
BERKE (mm) =0.1 x LZ2EE (em) x HHEEE (gem™) x BEH
KE (%)
BoNRRKE (%) = (FETI ECE 6h JFFRJINELFE (g —3FKJIAT
+TE (g AMATJNTLEE (g
B/NEKE (mm) =0.1x EZEERE (em) x HIERE (g-em™)
x H/NEKE (%)
FEBEFILEE (%) = (RAEKE (%) —BEFKE (%) x HEAE
(g-em™)
BELEE (%) = BEHKE (%) x LIEAE (grem™)
AL (%) = FEBEARE (% + BELRE (%
TIHEAIEKE (mm) =10000 x JEBEFLIE (%) x LEEE (m)
4222 LREKEZRWL
2008 4 10 H -2009 F 10 HEFH N R AR TR E LI E/KE, & 10
T2 20 SZIARE, N TR BT L3 H AR S KRR, fRIER R
AR, R AEL— A AA TR T, #7RENE Gl
2:,2010), M 0-10cm. 10-20cm. 20-30cm )20+, HFZE3AHEE, &K
EIRHEJGTE 105 CHM T, MERTE, iMHELIESKE, BREKE, L
BEKE GHENIZE, 2007). HIEEKERITEARN: LEEKE (mm) = &
REKE (%) x EEEE (mm).
4223 LIEBEEE
FHE NI T, R AT 7 RARBE K G, CRFE IR IR, AT
oK, EBEMIMKENZHEZR (haE N R EROLAT AR, LY/T 1218-1999),
MABEEE S IR E, LIRABESE LR,
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R, V—BEER (mmmin); S—FFJIHEWIEA (cm®); O—FERZ] ¢ F
BHRKE (em®).

4.2 ER5THL
4.2.1 LIEEE MR

IR AR LA K R B SRR (Rodriguez-Tturbe and Porporato, 2004; 5K K
%%,1996), TERRMOK IR G HERIER GE/NEEE, 1995). et it
Ji R TE F AR IR BRI S AR EE, AT S 3 2 B K SCAE S RN . A
Uk, 43 BT S W I PRCA [R) 36 5 B B AR SR 1R 2 3, A Bl B R T 5 AR A A
42.1.1 BI|RELARE

g s R FLI R A S W - S P T () B AR AR . SRR A o IR
G KGR CL A AR AR S I TE B A, B AT DA R S R A
TARFIERIL, AT AR E B R bR — (RETAE, 2004) . LIEEE L
BREEER R, 458 RE 25 /K e bk 45 E B AL IR g KRS B 1 2EE,
H5EWEZIKEE I HENEY] (E#EEE, 2008).

ABIFFUXS R B 23 ] AR AR [ 35 i B ) 3 B kAT 1 e, 45 R A
FKa-1o WRATLLE Y, Ab-T0 2 i AR B A 0 B AP 1) I EOR T
AT R BRI TOOAR B B I P R 2828 s 3 Bk R R E 1 (0 - 10 em) 1)
REB/NFLE (10-20cm. 20-30cm) MIAE, X2&HTHRMEEYZ K
MBI T RZ L, (XZAENTIRELAE . XRS5 LI
AR FE S 3 P AT LS AN B 0T & B AT Ok GV B 4%, 1995) « W BB BOR
e 7 B o A v B R T RN

BE LB B AR N T E T3 AORU I EENER R —, & HIER
WSR3 T A 0 2 EERE IR R T, S S AR AR D B SR AR R AN AR i R B L R B
R, AEBE LR R Sk E I AL VRO B 2R bR . SR 4 - 1 ALVEH, *
BRZAEBEBE IR T ZE: #EA (6.75%) > BRI (5.21% ) > K
itk (4.71%)

ARAG AR LI R FLIRFE A B FLBRAEECE 3 Rk KB i/, 435 43.89
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A 39.69, F5HH AR 33 S FLBE RE AN B SR RE B oK. 3K 10 B AT TOTRI 388 5 7 B 19
PERMS IR A RAF A, FLEEOR, BUmERAR, AR TR R4 1
LB /N R OK . RB R ERD, RIEEAERE . K IERE LA NEE
RERLZE, BEIKJE 5 Tt RARR -

MRt SR R BRI, ARMCRRLAN ], MR R RS VE )
Pl et R AR AR BAE RO B WA, I T B B 2= S 1 OS5 RN+
714, 1998). IEAh, fEH SRR MORALERE S, BT AR TR R, 5
RSN, S EUEYIMR R KRR RE TR, IR KAEESS, AITEE—
A BT IR CRAK B MR/ B AR, 2007).

R4~ 1 REF SN MA R B B R

Table 4 - 1 Physical characters of soil under different successional stages of EBLFs in Tiantong

My +2/(em) HE(gem®) BELEE®%) FEBELBE®%) BB %)

0-10 0.94 41.04 6.75 47.79
. 10-2 1.42 43.11 4. 48.01
- 0-20 3 90 8.0
20-30 1.16 39.65 478 4443
“EIE 1.17 41.27 5.48 46.75
0-10 0.97 38.75 4.71 43.46
" 10-20 1.01 40.00 427 4427
AT 20-30 0.99 40.32 3.61 43.93
FHME 0.99 39.69 4.20 43.89
0-10 0.83 44.68 5.21 49.89
10-20 0.97 43.28 5.06 48.34
20
PR At 20-30 1.16 44 45 2.34 46.79
FIME 0.99 44.14 4.20 48.34

4.2.1.2 HIEEKEESIHHT

MRt 438 2 Fr K BE 12 VP 3R IR K IR SR T K IR I — A S AR R,
ST IR E K RE T, BEEFIOTEAN LR K SCThEE (T, 2009). 1R
PR AR 57K 73 BE T AN, W] 3 s R I /K BE IR RO K e 7T B RIE K
JRARYE LIRS SLBR T 1A RUE K AR R R AR B A LR T

R TEAERR I, BRI 2 SR KK IR E R =, A 145 mms HUON
BEM; ARETMEN, SRR 4 -2, SFECFTRFACH 3 Fhbk o K Ie K BE 1, &R
HA RS AR bR LR 2 R K B DT, FLE R B T AR AR P o s KR TRk, Lok
FRIAR o0 - 438 2 A SO RE e, B A, s xof i 4 ) e AR THUARZ By B ) R 4P
RIFHAE K LARFFR R BAEH . AE B R E X B2 L3 B0 K g
RBET TIERRERE S, HEAMSERICKEE ) (16.5 mm) i T Al ARORIRS B
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MRPAARARL, e PT A,  RAE AAE R KPR RE T TR K B BURIEH -
% 4 -2 FEAGRANHR O I B e

Table 4 - 2 Water-holding capacity of soil under different successional stages of EBLFs in

Tiantong
MR L)F/(em)  EwKIKIE(mm) IS8 PN FEEE SR
WK @mm) KR (@mm) 7K S (mm)

0-10 47.8 6.8

E 10-20 48.0 140.2 4.9 16.5
20-30 44 .4 4.8
0-10 43.5 4.7

AR AR 10-20 443 131.7 43 12.6
20-30 439 3.6
0-10 499 5.2

FERT AR 10-20 48.3 145.0 5.1 12.6
20-30 46.8 2.3

4.2.2 13K BN

3K Eh AR LS A T R B 395 K R BE R AR AR (B R
FEALSE, 19990 IR ABURRIUE R A K I EZF R, W2 3R TFKIEH
I — AN E IR (FREAR, 2003). KIS RAMESM . BIKCCERE
AR AL FE 0455 (Williams er al., 2003; Zou et al., 2008; T 4245,
2008).

4221 HREKEZUL

AR LHEK VPN AR A S R AWM EESRS Jost et al., 2005), THEHK
RS EPBOKF LK B S A B R KR R - Y - KRESE
PRI =R 7, R TR IMEA TR AR (BEENISE, 2007), FE
MR SSRIN T GRS, 1996), (HAEHRAUNT R K F K EE
JItAH IR K52 (Hupet and Vanclooster, 2002; Jost et al., 2005), 1 [1F1H REFE
IR ARHCE RE. T ML fom LI FLRR &, Nz m 138 1 & K
ik

WS AN [ B B BB VA 1 IR B K B b A L4 - 1. HKHE20084E11
H —20094E10 H 2 7] 38K 5 B Bh A A0RE 2, A0 T3 3 92 A B 34

LKA R I—2008 4 11 H — B4E 4 H o BTN FER >,
KPR SRS, A LR PER, SRR, M ZABEC: [, TR
RMIRZ LR OK 3 R GERE A A2 K, Xt B3R AR 1 — AR A
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3 MRy, ENLIEE K E AL, XATRER RN HAR Rk, MIRE LI
HIR SR 73 B RE IS T ARG ARAIRE R AR, T AFE P /D I 1, A 3
IKE IR
TR THFER——2009 - 5 A — 10 H. BTMHWZETIRIE, F0imK
SPBER AT LK M3 B 7S A E A, A5 TR R R A T 2 A
HARR K E LKy, EREIREKERIS: 7 H - 10 A, XAk KERE
K, THZE AN, FeAR BN N EAR A AR, ALK, Gt
HEKE N Z B ENECK .
120

—
—
S

]

SWEA TR Ok

—_
(=
S

T E K E (mm)
Soil water storage (m
3 38 8

W
S
T

N
(e}

113 12 | 1A 3H 4H  5H 6H 7H 8H 9H 10H
< 2008 —| « 2009 -

R
Month

Bl 4 -1 R SRR AR R B B L E KR (mm) AR AL
Fig. 4 - 1 Monthly variation of soil water storage (mm) under different successional stages of
EBLFs in Tiantong

4.2.2.2 KT HIEEEN

W 2% ] RS [F)3 B B B K 7 KB SRR A W B2 7, EAERK
&, BT — B A i, RIAS IR S 2, B /KR A2 4
HRAEWHETIAER. B4 - 2 AR E B BOF Sk i ARk A 858 5 7k 284k
4 o NEIFT LA HY 5 FE A RIR S AR Y A bR Y P 1 338K 2 S AR AL 3 KA Ry«
KIEZ L1 (0-10cm) WEKEH S, TZELE (10-20 cm) FIEKERZ, 1
NELHEE (20-30 cm) HIEKFRAC MFFMRKRA LK & ERLES .
RELIEW S KER, TELIEREKERE. REAE HI T 5 R ARAR P £ 358
FLBR, BitERies, GH TR TE, UM ELES KR TRELIE.
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22 A A
20 T T T T T T T T T T T
11312 1A 3H 4H 5H 6H 7H 8H 9AH 10AH
38
36 | Ak —©— 0~10cm
® ——8— 10~20cm
34 ——=fr—— 20-30cm
L E 32
5 B
<z
&1 E 28 -
o B
* é 2 4
m 3 26 1 it
24 \ YR
y //'d E»M
23 - X =
20 T T T T T T T T T T T
11312H 1A 38 48 5H 6H 7H 8H 9H 104
45
+ bl ———— 0~10cm
%M’H\ — 33— 10~20cm
40 A A ——fie——  20~30cm
SRIELE
2
BT S
%2 30
41 =
mE 25 1
= A
20 1
]5 L T T L L] L Ll Ll L] T Ll
11812H 18 3H 48 5H 6H 7H 8H 98 10H
A {7
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Bl 4 -2 H i i RAN [R5 9 BOPK Y 13985 K R A2l pih 2%

Fig. 4 - 2 Dynamics of soil moisture (%) under different successional stages of EBLFs
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4.2.3 KGN E

AR HOK D NB LR AR RS RE, 2T B K T 6E
EZENZ (Wendroth et al., 1999; K4, 2004; fLowfFREESR, 2005). BiEN
e R AP 48, 1E— @ PR BRAE 261, K4 AT BAFE 3 gk N - 838 0 7 e SR B
AN N AR, A G TR RARR, AR K R R AR B B, AT S
TREFK LR (B4, 2004; XIEF5E, 2007). BFFCASFIME MG 78 5 N i1
R K B B Ko NS R 2 PR I AR AR IR S L R SR AT T 32, 06 T S AN R
FE A 2R BRSO R R AL B BB R L (R REE, 2007, k&S,
2003).
4.2.3.1 A EIE & M B AR B 48 N IS HRFIE

TSR IRV E E Y ERE S, IR E RN, B
s B R AT R AN, R IR RK (B BIESE, 2007, BRI
Pz, 2008), HIEAIBVERE SHE MR 3 . S5k MmO . R
KR, BRI % (Castro ef al., 2006; PMELIZE, 20060, FEEA
BRI HERS BT S, R&BT —DHEH, MRENBE (MK, 2008).

AN TR BB B Sk R AR LS R NSRRI WLER 4 - 30 IRIESEIAE R, AN
BN BRZ I (0-10cm) AIHFZEH3E (10-20 cm) VIS RHSIFF 2 F
BERR > AREAk > BEMN; T FZE3E (20 -30 cm) [HIEE NS R IUEREMf K,
AR IR /N 3 Mbk 7 322 LI AR IS R HE BT — AR (3.77 mm/min) >
M (2,97 mm/min) > AFFHR (2.87 mm/min); )2 3 RIS RN 5 3 R
B 2@ AT E TSRS R RN 5.95 mm/min, AR/

R 4= 3 LRRE IR F R B R A R NS R
Table 4 - 3 Characteristics of soil water infiltration rate in each soil genetic horizons under

different successional stages of EBLFs

War2kA £ )2/(cm) 195 Z (mm/min) 475 % (mm/min) HNBI &K E (%)

HE 0-10 5.33 297 34.9
10-20 2.92 1.35 36.83

20 -30 9.88 5.95 34

A Afaf AR 0-10 5.95 2.87 31.1
10-20 3.50 2.23 33.23
20-30 3.13 1.93 31.33
FE AR 0-10 6.30 3.77 37.13
10-20 4.70 2.65 38.23

20-30 3.38 2.20 39.6
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ZERREY, WTHEE N B RE BB BT EN, XEHhT
AT B b S AR B RS AR AR R MRAR RR B 4, IR 2, BEfR AT AL
I, [EIE, EZ AR LR T DUR BUR 2 I /NFLE, FLRREE (39 I A
T LI M K 2%, T HARIE TRER KK SIS, ik 1 IBE R ],
RERE T - 498K 7315 15 1)1 B3E 1) 4%, 3t 0 B V8 2 0] L 3389808 ME R I 5 T Bl At
B . MR B SR PR NS 28R T B T R M DA, 1652 LI EKERIHIZ), K
NIRRT GG E K B e B LR K

AR B B B SR A AR R RN R AR LR 4 - 30 3 Rk 2R 0%
NBRAEBBEVIARZE N, BRI TR, B R B R EE TP, &5
BB ERAS . ARYE TN B R 2o NSRRI 3 A B

(1) HIEHrB (0-20min): 3 Fbk o RBAEB BN, LIWABEEFIRK,
ALK, SR B K o E B2 RIRRTH A T IE, NBENRISYIG S
IKERREY] . 3 AEE Y BUR 2% 8 AR SR A LA [F] 2 I A AR 5
B X

(2) TR B (20 - 40 min): FEIFPERTEL, LEBEHEAEETAL N, (R
PR, B NTYEHE, NEEEZEEINER.

(3) BB (40 min -): EFRALE 40 min L5, SRR LK O 450
FIALIR, K EEAEE WER T zEEs), REBIRTIRE.

WHAEE R, BRI AR AR 73 R R B RN B R KT N4
e, XA T Kt AT IR IR A IR IR, R T D I A e e R R AR
IR . ENTZE LI (20 - 30 cm) VIR ANBRECR, X AT 682 TS
B g R S A AR, ST LI ILR, SEESNE R R L EANB R R T
T S IR RAR 2 SR AL LN R
4.2.3.2 A FENE B Hr BOE AR R 3 NS AR

52 A A9 O TN R A KRR I, LK NS R — AR RS,
AR S PEFR ) — N BB, AME R N LIRS, T HE
A PUE BRI R RN (FEAR A, 2004) . FTLL, I WIAS [R) 78 B B B 4
R AR L3 NI RRAE s S TR o B AL, 338 17 A4 S 4k K 20 B
oy .

LR, WFE N LK e s A BT 7 ORE L, IR EE
LA E R LSS BIRRHE AR R, AL B HEK 7 N BUA RO, AR
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Fig. 4 - 3 Dynamics of soil infiltration rate under different successional stages of EBLFs
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WA, ZIGE DL RS R A e A, S &R, % A Kostiakov
25 . Horton 2 TR E A ARG GRAP T IR KA, 2004),

(1) Kostiakov 2z

i=a-t”’

KA, P RANBHE;  NBIE; av b ARG FR G AR S 4.
Hr—oooltf, i—50, Hr—> 0N, i—> oo, M4 t— oy, RALEKFBEERT
A I, EENBFA ARG LR BAELRER T, RERHE H ¢ FINIR,
2 3k A HE A (5 1 HLAB O AER
(2) Horton A3

i=i +(iy—i)-e”

A, g 9 1= 0 NZIMANEER, i NERBEE, p O IESE, EE i M
i /N i KIREE . Z AN A3, BIRGRZ V) BEELR], 5 i1 FN U7,
EASLEVFZ R FAT IR

(3) HEEAK

i=i +G—i)/t"

A, i N5 1 min RGAZBRFE . 1ZAGEH E ELES T Kostiakov 1 Horton
NEBA XA, SRR ERUK A FRIAB A

A BA 22 2O AR BT 7 A0 AN [R] 35 8 B B S B AR % 38R N AR AT
B AR WAR . WK 4 -4 PRIMG SR AT LLE ), R Kostiakov 2 FUHUA
[FIMRSr R Z I (0 -10 cm) AIPZE L3 (10 - 20 em) NBEFEELF, KA
Horton 2 UL 3 bk sy 9 N E L3 (20 - 30 cm) AB IR . RA®KEE
AN IRANB IR B0 R AE BIRMEBOKR, HIZ A R T3 L m R X Y
SRR EPRH, N AR X L R s E s R B e B R BR M

4.3 INGS

FIEIR I NERIR I W AFA R N BRAMAE A ) T RSO RERN TR, & SRR AR
TR DR K AR TR KR E Y A S ZOKSCSHL (PMEZLEE, 2006) . HI T ARMIE Y
X 3R A ] Y SO AE T, JEHR A TS VIAIR R LSRR RO, AN F AR
R KT RER I AN [R] FIHFALE -
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R A -4 MM R B R R NSRS H

Table 4 - 4 The parameters of soil water infiltration models under different successional stages of EBLFs

Kostiakov 2z

Horton A=,

g £ A

ﬁﬁg%ﬁz TR i—a-1? i=i +(i,—i)-e” i=i +( i)/t

RE o) a b R i i. ; I i i a R’
0-10 5.5667 0.1515 0.935 5.33 2.97 0.0741 0.930 5.33 2.97 0.4857 0.826
HE\ 10-20 2.8136 0.1857 0.941 2.92 1.35 0.1244 0.884 2.92 1.35 0.6311 0.927
20-30 10.4903 0.1341 0.935 9.88 5.95 0.0621 0.965 9.88 5.95 0.4384 0.788
0-10 6.305 0.1837 0.946 5.95 2.87 0.0674 0.957 5.95 2.87 0.4662 0.832
AR R 10-20 3.3628 0.1012 0.928 3.5 2.23 0.1032 0.793 35 2.23 0.5882 0919
20 -30 2.7266 0.1096 0.659 3.13 1.93 0.3709 0.844 3.13 1.93 1.7844 0.969
0-10 6.3816 0.1364 0.941 6.3 3.77 0.1074 0.936 6.3 3.77 0.5808 0.872
FER AR 10 - 20 4.7621 0.1278 0.907 4.7 2.65 0.0551 0.895 4.7 2.65 0.423 0.818
20-30 3.7026 0.1002 0.692 3.38 2.2 0.0317 0.855 3.38 2.2 0.2641 0.528
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(1) 5 23 ] i RS [ 6 5 i B L 1 25 o B 3 1 2 iR T a2 1 ok, LR
FE. BEILRRE. JEBE LIRS L2 IR 280N & . LIRAEEE
R AR NS, HEA 0 - 30 eom HIEEFHAEMERLA, A 117
grem™; AT MRIRE SR (¥ - 38 25 A OB . PSRRI - RS AL R SRR
4834, MR, AREiiki/h.

(2) FMA 3B K /K BE SITE 131.66 mm - 145.02 mm 2 [8], FEA AR 135
WK RETJ ok, A Ak LI KRE S5 A RIEIKAE TR NEAGLE 12.6 mm -
16.5 mm 2 [8], EMNGRIIKEE S ER . AR E LI, HAa oK
ReJTIZ RN . AE LR EE—E R, RRE/KES BILBREA L, L8a oK
EHIEREILBREA G DERR, DIEFERK, EBREILMERLD, FH0
SO ESE R

3K ST ZE AR T] 43y K o AR B (2008 4F 11 H —2009 4 4 H ).
TR HFERD (2009 £ 5 H — 10 A, KARF/KELIES/KEBMR E
R, 33 B K R RS I 23 A T AR A R 43 B

(3) 3 FhARMRS T 4855 2 T3 NSRBI — @ R, 0 - 20 min A+
BNBHIIRN B, E@EE R i R B BLAE 20 - 40 min A, 40 min AN
BRI B N L3R Z M B ORI NB E HIAE R 2 3% (20 - 30 em), 24 9.88
mm/min; A AR BRI B KBTA6 NS 2SS HIE BJZ L (0 -10 em), 43
B4 5.95 mm/min Al 6.30 mm/min. — 15, TIERFEWML, RBFHBD,
ARAFIRFIBE AR N |2 L AR5 FR A Bl AR 23 SR L 1) 30 J5 S A0 o J= 330N, T
M52 M. MitbZ R, Kostiakov 2 F A1 Horton 2 71X P Fh 8 56 15 70 W FH T+
A [X ARAR I 3N B A 7T B A BT A
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BIE H AR H MK AT 5T

BMRAEERGE DA R BRI RS, KRG TR IR0
MR YR RGP AN AT e AR, 1 HAE KGR E TR e R A
ERGHE T P — DN EE P (BRDIESE, 1994) . IRZ T i — D RGN
Hh % R ) o I o R N PRI RS K A A Ay Y F) AR b BR AL R B
P 8 BRI, XN T AES ARG A IR RRSER e AR H L L1 (Staelens et al.,
2005; £75HE, 2000).

7 I AN T 25U R AR RS R G0 8 TRV G 3 1 B 23848 (Ahmad-Shah

and Rieley, 1989; Chuyong ef al., 2004; Germer et al., 2007; Raat et al., 2002; Wanek
et al., 2007; Zimmermann et al., 2007). HIFEWNBARZLIN Y, s,
B %537 K AR T 229 1\ 3% (Aikawa et al., 2006; Ahmad-Shah and Rieley, 1989;
Bellot and Escarre, 1998; Herrmann et al., 2006; Johnson and Lehmann, 2006; Khan,
1999; Levia, 2003, %32 M A 23 7 2% P E TR 1) 2 Bk A2 424K (Schrroth et all,
1999; Wilcke et al., 2001). WTZERERFIENERIRE (Aboal er al., 1999
Carlyle-Moses and Price, 2006), {HH T2 HERAEMIIRX, HEERBE
KI7 I EN 3, A 3R 5 70 SR 0 G, A1 2RI TR - A AR AR S
RGN FEIEAREBEEIEH (Chang and Matzner, 2000; T /NE%5, 2003 ).,

FE R FURRMORK SO AL 538 B AR T =i AL 2 & A, AMIREDS
HMMAESRERMEENE R FBIEA TSR (Marques and Ranger, 1997;
Thimonier, 1998; Tobén et al., 2004), [FIFR{ETH — N REIVITMAN - VI R4
HIFR I B P A2 35 AR R & b AN (Potter er al., 1991). ATEH) T H K
FE PRI R B 1 XK B R A 2 5 AN [ 2 B B 4 B T PR 5 328 N A 2 RS T 2
T FRIEZ M B R 2 TR RS R TR IEAHIRERADT T A A EEE
X

5.1 M RFn773E
5.1.1 FEhig &

64



5.1.2 REETT AR R ORAF

PRI 58 & ST TE AR AR K ST 58 el 1 f o ASHIF 70 AR 45K 4 RN 20 70 R 4R
KRABER . %K W22, SKREELE 2009 45 4 H - 10 H A1 2010 4F 11 H
- 12 AP BOHAT o SR IZ R K 5 N FEE N IR, R 8
WTZEPRE S, 23N 250 ml RELMEEEDH, 77 [ES2ievh i, AR K
SBERAES, TN 4 °C VKA ARAT R D

5.1.3 KRS H ik

ME MK R SEARE pH. BHEE, S0, « K'\ Na'y Ca*". Mg*. Hrh,
pH. SR SO 7K H [FH K AZ MM =317, Ky Na's Ca®', Mg™
(B IR BEAE AR AR TG K 224 22 SR SR Ie 2 o RN 2 32 R AR T 2R R RE
MTEREE 24 h N, A IEEENE pH (PHS - 3D BB M3 (5022
BAESRLO. FRMETESE, H 0.45 um FFLIERE JERIRKFER, 154 °C
VKA IR E R E . IR ZIE SO~ FHREBMASE PR TR
B RE A (75 : IRIS Intrepid IT XSP)WI5E K\ Na*, Ca>"s Mg” B F# & (Erisman
et al.,2003; Tobon et al., 2004 ).

5.1.4 FAEai

KABER . FIER NN TZ200 pH HI-F XA S BT S1E

RKAPBEM 58375 AR T 2590 1 F 3 8 A 3 IR FE38MA (Volume-weighted
means, VWM) T+ H YR H B 1K EE N & IALE (Germer et al., 2007; Zimmermann
et al., 2008; BUTEF, 2008):

Y,

s VWM OB FIREEIE: CoNEE i IRMEK T BSFIREE: Vs i IkBEK
IR K s N B REL. @it 2009 454 H - 10 HA12010 4F 11 A - 12 Al
SE I RAPERT 258 P AR T 28I S R TS PR 20 B VM A . 5T 2009
F4 1 H -201043 31 HEPRRBERE (2060 mm) AW 7EHI A 76 5 1)
EREM RS R
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SEYTRE R (Filoso et al., 1999) [IiHHEAXN:

D=(C)x(¥V)

X, D OAVIREE, CABETFIREXME (VWM), V N5ERKSHEN RS
PERY . BN AN T 2R @I AN T E BN (EN: 66%;
KRAg: 55%;: BRI 77%) FIRT2EmFE GEM: 9%: KRAT: 14%: B 6%)
55 58 BE TR LA B R £ [ SR ARUR A SREA TR 5 B B 2 32 R B AR R T 250 &

TR ETRTuE, MBI TR R KA 225 N (Total input) A2 FEHK A
W CEEEM + 220D A A= BN s A 37 R A0 2500 T B B
TN 5 J 43 158 40 FRAE 1 N & (Rainfall loading) (Chuyong et al., 2004; 2=
S, 1994), Rl

BRINE = FIEW + MR

FRNE = (FFEN + BT2ERD - KEW

K FH SPSS 18.0 #3347 Pearson #H &1 2 1 A1 E 43 43 #

5.2 R 5111
5.2.1 RAPEMNFRFEA R

RAFIERIED T, BRRELAT AR HENGMAES RS, Al
N BRI MRS B EE R K (Balestrini and Tagliaferri, 2001; 2854
TR, 1994) . KABEAK T BVE TRV BTN R RS RGNS TR/ N 1) 3 2
B, KT IS A A BRI 1) T35, FRaK IR IR B A B 5K
B (FRIEE, 1994) o Bk AR SHEBORA B . B E. HIX 3
SREERZA K, KABERASH S BB WIE— B R bR KSR
TS YL IEE (Grodzinska-Jurczak, 1995; $H#ZE, 2005)
5.2.1.1 REFFEMA MR

WHICIA N RS pH B TR IR A 2 R 5 - 1

MEFTLLEH, REHX KRN pH {ETE 4.6 - 6.8 Z[HJsh, J&TERIER
Mo KABERIM pH (32 K COy SO, FHHVE VG Ytk S dA DA K B B0k 1) 5
M, 55 BRIEYI RS REZETIME. 2000 45 6 AW H R Z, TVl
Vi BRI RS ) pH B, pH AEAEM I % H A A%

PRk SR m I KR53 N, RAMBWEBESRAE 7 - 138
uS/em (8], ~FIJME N 22 pS/em, (K TERULSE (2005) X% 1L KA FER B HL S
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R LR (33.90 pS/em). HLFHI M AR I B2 FFKER S (B G
%, 20000, FE/KEHUN, BSFME. 2009 4 9 AR 2010 4 11 A B SR
A, 529 45 pS/em, FEJZH T X H NSRRI IR %, TN =
WAL

R 5-1 WANEW pH FIFR & B H MWL AR mgL™)

Table 5 - 1 Monthly variations of nutrient concentrations of rainfall (Unit: mg L™)

2009 4E (FZ) 2010 4E (T2)

4 H 5H 6 H 7 H 8 H 9 A 10 A 11 A 12 A

pH 57 52 4.6 53 5.4 5.1 5.1 6.3 6.8
EC 23 28 30 20 17 45 11 45 29
Ca¥ 1205 1965 699 688 543  11.00  3.11 20.15  7.84
K’ 034  1.01 061 038 057 092 048 3.22 2.09
Mg 018 023 017 015 026 061  0.16 1.46 0.83
Na' 0.41 057 035 013 147 18 038 5.53 3.83
SO 684 1498 1612 733 766 993 504 7.67 2.65

© RPN pS/em.

RFIX KA PR Ca® il SOS M i T oMbt K, X5 Balestrini
A Tagliaferri (2001) Xz KA AGH L X R FEK A o 46 FAH—F. Hrr, 2010
11 H Ca R RN 20.15 mg L', HFBRARIRTE 3.11 - 20.15 mg- L™ Z A, M
BRI SE kE, KA TS Ca ik 4593 mg L', HIFE 2009
10 HAn, BRI IR BRI R, HUGIRPE N 2 TSN H R E & %
513 K.

KA IR B 2T R W 1) £ BRI (Grodzinska-Jurczak, 1995),
BRI S AR A S RGUR W E 2R K2 —  (Balestrini and Tagliaferri, 2001),
RABRUTRE B 5 3 B I BRAR A2 R G 25 M I D REA4 F 1 7™ 28 by, B 541
PRAHR 28 M 458 Pt SR PH 57 1R s, A7 B4R IR BORN 18 pH B PGS, X
B HORE T B IR 00 R, IS5 T ORI BB B (4T (Balestrini and
Tagliaferri, 2001) . K # X KSBEKH SO IRER K, H H PRASIELE 2.65 - 16.12
mg L' Z[A], SARAE PR 2010 4E 12 F, Wik EE N 2009 45 6 H .

5 Ca¥ 1 SO IR M LL, K"y M Fl Na B TR K. 3 FhEs TRk EAE
2010 EF2Z (11 AR 12 A #&, 18 2009 F WMWK, XATHE& 0T TZ=H
LW R L, 2 PaSHEFEERHMER, 5HETZM W5 IR

o
=

=] o

e I BOR KT pH AEFTCER & RBARMIRE RO, EEENy: (1) B
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MK PEUNBEK I BRTE . 29T PR & RRSRIN R) LA A IR % R 2 [ F ek i) ) 5 %o
B /K AL B A R IR s, R IAEAS [|] B K TR i f 2 e sk B AN (GR 6 - 1)
(2) BRI RAE XS B R AR TR R, KT 4R, & XU
Bee W 485 7 1) 8% AL S T A B R R R R AR (R AE, 1994, XTG4S,
20010, (3) AFIEBX IR0 7R 23 51 J b XK SREK o i fb 2 e /&
AR, R A N PR RS0 Y = (3 0 (Tamm and Cowling,
1977; BrH%4E, 2006).
5.2.1.2 RRREMALZHM RIS

R 5-2RRAMEMAEABD AL REER. pHEEHFEMAEE 7
To R FE MM, X 3B T K pH AE BRI A5 B K 0 B 1 4R FE LB
FHO, T A B R T B 7K R 1A R RO P 25— Hh R i R RO, BB ) [ K
PR P JEANRE e A IR ML R K TS JeIRE RS (BRELAE, 2005). {Hi2, BRWNMHIL, K&
IERRARTZ 7500 8 T, 25 5 5 B0 LR R B K (XI55,
2003). HSEE Ca*'. Mg®. Na'fl SO B T2 (A B EH K, KPS M
B MERAR I RO, (EE 2%, 2005). KK 4 FIEAE 7R M2 18] (R
Ca™ 'l K'Z[a) ¥IRFEMIE, RUENITREIL FRIE T HEdki; Ca® Al SO~
B AN A OG,  ATRERE EATIAE B K s A L DA T AT AE

% 5-2 R# KSR Pearson HI R HE

Table 5 - 2 Pearson correlation coefficients of the chemistry composition of the bulk precipitation

in Tiantong

pH EC Ca™’ K" Mg™ Na' SO~
pH 1.000 0.364 0.369 0317 0.350 0.378 —0.037
EC 1.000 0.858"" 0.350 0.700"" 0.508"" 0.690""
Ca* 1.000 0.359 0.639"" 0.460" 0.625"
K 1.000 0.726™ 0.775™ 0.133
Mg 1.000 09307  0.292
Na* 1.000 0.050
SO,* 1.000

" P<0.01; "P<0.05
5.2.1.3 RARBEMIL AR ERT 75

TR 73 BT AT LUK 22 AR R 1 e AT B AR SR AT AR 5 SR T 7y A 0 HL
e AT 8] B8 T R EE R 2R 3R o SR F 2 0 70 B 71200 KA kAL 2 Bl 34T
B, AR FARFEE RN AT SR E S R 7 (R 5-3 M 5- D tHEE1F2IM
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ANERSY, BATEBMBIE T EH 78.22%. WD ERH Mg, Na'y K
F4r BC HIZM, b7 BT 2 1 56.69%, [ T VAR KA LI BURI 1R B 4

Paxand

B TR ISR (SO K RAPE K I o

R 5-3 RERNBEM A T 7o bras

AT EEH SOL . EC Ml Ca¥™ 1k, 5RE T Z 21.53%, ©EEK

Table 5 - 3 Results of Principal Component Analysis on rainwater compostion in Tiantong

RN Al TS 1 - R TR 2 — T
pH 0.49 -0.28
EC 0.86 0.41
Ca*’ 0.83 0.40
K" 0.72 -0.47
Mg* 0.92 -0.23
Na" 0.82 -0.48
SO, 0.51 0.77
RIRTT 2 (%) 56.69 78.22
Component Plot in Rotated Space
1.0 o Ca*
2
S04 cS’E )
0.5 Mg
o]
™ +
= pH o Na
< o] Ko
2 0.0
=
]
=]
0
-0.5
-1.0
| | [ |
-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

Component 1

K5 -1 RE KRR K2 T = 1) 0 s o 23 P

Fig. 5 - 1 Spatial distribution of rainwater compostion in Tiantong

5.2.2 ZF 3% BN A T 220 B IRV RS

BHAETRARTED WA — A B EIRRE L KA B K R B8 F2Y0 50 1 %
A (Potter et al., 1991; Levia, 2003; H1{& 5%, 1997; XI55, 2001). BTN
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X ARARTEE SRR T-IR0 tH R 55 23 K 22 N ml Vs VR I, o 2 375 W9 R T 220 B 4k
AFRMKE, BEEEWEDICRI, &5 7 FR2FIHZE (Dezzeo and Chacodn,
2006; Eaton et al., 1973). Uk, KAFE R AR 52 FOR T2 1 Ak E . IR34
WSO P et A, B (R AR K I FR e IER
5.2.2.1 WREHRHE

Tt 5 1 P PR A1 B2 T R0 A (0388 5 o B 5 38 R RS T 250 P 3 LR S - 4
AN TR 5 W B 3 Bl PRORK P 232 W MR 25 ) pH (B I BOR UG, X 58
BH AR TR S AR 508 B K B — 8 IRATE L, 5 AR 7 T 1 45 5 — 2 (Fan et
al. 1999; Silva and Rodriguez, 2001;5 51, 2000); MW AW 7TEEREKMH, FENE
56 J2 JE ) %5 W pH {3 1 ( Chang and Matzner, 2000; X% 75%%, 2003; 3
TSR, 2002; RICHESE, 20100, FEM . ARGAARFIBER IR AR pH H 705N
52, 5.0 f14.8, AU, FEEESHE, FEMPH pH EZH K. X&H T4t
TR I W AT AR FIAE A MO A IR AHE R, R BRI IR Y B %
TE R 5 B BRE 5, pH (EAK. AN[EE BB B T 22001 pH (BB A
7B pH EAK, XEWIMM T TR LR SR L . 735 B A
T 2R pH BN T RSB 14 5 DR 2 0 bl 2 R 2 W B 1 5 1, AR Ak
iR G R, EERE HY RECE 2 1870 Rw B 7T (Nicholson et al.,
1980). Wi E ZHEB I e R & AW sE, AP L3S R A
ik, KN EEERICA RS IE TR, S EERRIR L.

#5-4 KEMEW. BEWART 2500040 8 E CRA: mgL™
Table 5 - 4 Volume-weighted mean concentration of sampled rain, throughfall, and stemflow

events during the entire study period (Unit: mg L)

WAL K TR At P
FEW  Zh wEW  Eh FEW  Zn
W 9 KK 25 25 25 25 25 25 25
Y & (mm) 1399 926 130 780 192 1087 85
pH 5.5 5.2 4.1 5.0 4.4 4.8 42
EC*® 22 30 38 29 50 36 64
Ca* 7.82 7.12 6.79 7.14 7.25 7.25 7.09
K 0.75 2.38 3.91 2.54 6.05 3.42 8.63
Mg** 0.30 0.50 0.45 0.53 0.46 0.77 0.73
Na’ 1.13 1.43 1.70 1.46 1.77 1.84 2.21
S0~ 8.22 8.66 8.93 7.53 8.22 9.03 11.20

Y SR BAN uS/em.

70



AR AR BTG, KSR E TR (K5 -4). FEN
35 EC HEERSFERIGIM T 0.4 5 GEMD. 03 5 ORFAR) F1 0.6 5 CGRER
MO, TIRT2500 EC A NHIE I T 0.7 f5 1.3 58 1.9 5. SN K
FE B TR PEE ) SR B, TRy EEL AR T VAR ) S O AR R VA VR R TR B T RS
ANRBEATH) (BEJELR, 20000, KZ25E NN (D RAFEKBENREEE . BK)E,
SR PRI (2) BRKMEet . . BRI AR R I,
BT K AEDAE (Nicholson er al., 1980; 2154, 1994; XITHHESE, 2001). A
WA S B AR, A MR T 220 I EC [HI) 23k, KK
R 223 V8 5 o B PRI R R R LB IR BE RS IR, P PA EC H AR

I [ B o BBObR P9 2 3 I AR T 2230 R 1 Ca® IR H/INF RSN Ca™
WREE, X AT RE SRR B AU TR X Ca™ B R RHE A 5%, AT i Ak
Ca WRFEF#MK. BEJE A4S (2008) X /N2 SR AR 41 FA MR 27 38 B AR 25 370 (1)
Ca” WRIEWF 7T 45 59 78 16.665 mg- L™ #126.633 mg-L™, bt 241 K< % Ca®*
WIE (10.807 mg-L™") Z3HIMINT 0.5 %M1 1.5 fi5. &R Fhas B2 82 51k
F& BT AR B 2R A Ca® 0 3 (¥ W MACRI R B S8k 7 B 70 S (R0 1 5 850, [ B
T RN O RO B AT R R SR R . MBE RN, PR RIEAR, BRI E
RIS SO B fie D005, T 3R I SZIRB 0 oK Tkl g, 2 IR ik FEAE s

FEORF TR AREIK, AN ()36 5 i B i 4 A P R 2 325 T TR - 25001 KR BE B
SR REEETIG N PN KN E AR, (B2 W e R ki s
PR 25 35 W AN T 2230 KOVR BE R IR FESE N, & A KR AR i AR e
BRI % - Silva and Rodriguez (2001). ZE 35245 (2009) FIXI3§7545 (2000)
I e 4l AR, 203 AR T 22 P 1) KR FEROR R /K B R B0 R BOR 11
B REHDXCH SRR B WA T 2200 K S e RS BT
R H A KT &A%, EREE—Pi.

Mg 4 8 75 5 35 W R - 259 Hh B 25 R4 (0 30 35 TR e g o, TR e 3 AN 35
B Bobk Py 5 35 BRI T 2500 D Mg” IR BE R R S K o T [l — R A 2 R
W, WTZERT M IR L BN, X 5HRBES (2006). BG4 (2008)
I LS AR - X AT AR BT A FIERRIE . AR N KSR 0%
PRI BE 22 S 3R, I HLAS 8] B AR AN 2 375 W9 RIR - 25070 B S ) A K 22 e,
M58 A

KA RS BRI S, ZE AR 2R Na IR B S
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KR Mg® #—30. BEEBE SRS, 3 Fhis B Bk P 585% IRTR 2508 Na'
WA TR N2 B8N T 0.3 - 0.6 f5F1 0.5 - 1 1%, 3iEE /N,

537 N A T 2500 SOL™ e B AR KA B T B3 I PR U IR AR 1k, Ab i
5 o A A A MR TR RIS 5 SO IR AR, 33X AR5 ACar AR P A o U A
s RN ) 2 A R O
5.2.2.2 T ANERHE

RE X KRB ARNETCRIMAEZNBR (£S5 -5, W¥EILHR
SR RNBFRIKA: Ca>S>Na>K>Mg., KAFEKMAERZHITER
Ca fl1'S, /K Ca (AN E N 161 kg-ha-yr', 3 T HLb[X Ca KA
& (463 kg-ha'-al) (BEVLHIZE, 2002). SO MK HCHAM RSy, tietIE
B B EORIE, B PR KN BRAE 4 - 45 kg-hayr' Z (8], JEATTH R A
AXBRA T I (BRI, 1994). ARFFH S M AN E N 56.45 kg-ha-yr', i
BT HE X T4 R (A4S 2005). K. Mg Ml Na =Fc R 7E K #E KR
Rk A BT o EL g% Ca AT S JEERAK.

R 5-5 FHF G R Y BER N BT
Table 5 - 5 Nutrient fluxes in incident rainfall, throughfall and stemflow under different

successional stages of EBLFs in Tiantong

FoMNE (kg-ha'yr)

PER R FECRR

Ca K Mg Na S

KAPEN 161.00 15.38 6.21 23.37 56.45
ZFEIEW E 96.89 32.42 6.85 19.49 39.24
VN EE N 80.92 28.83 6.03 16.57 28.44

22PN 115.01 54.29 12.22 29.23 47.76

WFZEm N 12.57 7.23 0.83 3.14 5.51
VN EE N 20.89 17.42 1.33 5.11 7.90

BB AR 8.80 10.70 0.90 2.74 4.63
SAANE N 109.46 39.65 7.68 22.63 44.75
PNV IN 101.81 46.25 7.36 21.68 36.34

B R 123.81 64.99 13.12 31.97 52.39
AR EMN -51.54 2427 1.47 -0.74 -11.70
PN YN -59.19 30.87 1.15 -1.69 -20.11

B AR -37.19 49.61 6.91 8.60 -4.06

I PRI N B A T AR R UTTARAR A, 1T 2RI ) IR N
BN EEUAR . X AT BEFE H AN RIS B B 2x R H AR AR A 5 L 3R i
BRNEERER Z S IR IE . WT 2R PR MA RN BT FIEN, 2hT=
MBI, G FENER 8% - 25%. M & TR BN ERDL, FEHEH
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BtAR, BT, AT TR R B RS B S N B K

A TR A BB S P AAOPR P 5 0 W R T 2508 Ca Na RIS VN &
KEZHIGFE, FTREERZ: (1D BWNER/DN, mEKEMRAR, XETERETE
MRORER T : (2) FERF R Z I ARG AR TN, JFCAEL A AR 38 T A PR A 42 1 2R 2R S 0 I
W ix e TR, (EIA BB pIR TSR, TR R TERI A 3R, 7T e bl B AR
YR (3) MFEMFRLER MKmBENED, —SBIEERTER (0 Ca) B
FCHEVE P SR R B CE R AR T, AR MER R ok (4) 38 — BT R TE R
FLIIANE Y, TEK R SRR & A I L e, T i il 5 45 AWK . K AN
Mg i N\ 7E = Fhs & ) B i 28 8 R 35 04 IE1H , 1X 5 Silva F Rodriguez(2001)
MIBF A4 B —8. HIERMRER T (D MYHSTH K TRBONER (X
57555, 2003), BRI KME GRS MARER T RABEKP K tREE: (2
i J T K Mg S5 55— (1 b ' FH i P2 7K TR A28 PR 386 77 38 58 ( Chiwa et al., 2004; X
%7555, 2000), FHARMKIILTERRIERE WA EE T, X Se 81 19 ok SR I e
MG RIS T2 7 401, BRI A&

FEAK M EAERE T, KA X bR RE S T bk 1 AR, BE 2 Pk A
I 3 W) e R TR R, SORAE P Xof 8 /K R SR AR B ot AR e J i
Z5,2008) . IR MRAE (1985) NN, RPN % 3% Y AIAR T 22000 B 9% 0 IR BE 1Y
I, B KB EAIE R T (HD Frac i ok GBS, 1985). ZFsitas (1994)
WA AR RN 7K S P B LA R I B 7 22 e W ks i) = ZEN L BRI, 3
ANENAEFE, —HTHHBGR T MR B oK E - MIRE: S—
T BT AR W 3 A A P %o R T 77 4 6 3% TR A2 5% (8 TR B R i A S R 4D T
B R . XL B B R YT T E MR 2500 K IR 20 R B R R 4 N
B, ISR S RGEME RN

W 2Rl D, AR RAEKE T G B LU, AT H A s
TGS (Price et al., 1997; BEJE1R, 2000; XI%755%, 2000). BhAah, #f
T 2L A M AR B K S A (R HEAT T b 5 W 4 — R A1 3 5 4k
SRR, 0 HATFIREEAT T REEROVE xR O0CEE 1 F 00 285 SRR 250 4k
SOt ER SR KIS, 2001; T/NELE, 2003) . AW Mg™ fil Ca®*4h,
ANTRIE B B B T 22 1A 25 e R IR FE I L o E e, RILHE R 2E R T
MEEIEH. HHTZRERD, HFESMAERTFERNFIRMANE.

FERMAD RGTR I, )V LA A R IR IR 2 5% 43 I 1)
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PN E B R . R 3 AR T 2200 BB R B )220 (Tobén et al.,
2004), {H5HEIEM)E o fRZARLL, BN RE ARk HE R K 7% 43 2 TV 1 11
THW, G AR E IR (Dezzeo and Chacén; 2006; Eaton et al., 1973),
M e R 7 FRa R E, I 7 IR ERE, SR AEKA 4 (Chuyong et
al., 2004).

5.3 INGE

FRMAE T BRI R A W ., FERW/KEL AR EEEM
R 2 RSB, AR R Z O MK I se i fA e 22 7 (M T84SR, 2007), A
50 gt W PR [ B B B AL S T 0 2 B R A X TR RS2 AT o 535 W AR
T 2RI R R AN N B (AR A S B T ARG R TR %o B TR B R 77 B
T R KR et J RIS 2 TR B A2 o ks« e /R 4%

C1) WA P KSR K pH A AR AGTE FEITE 4.1 - 6.8 20/, “F¥MEA 5.5.
HL 3R NG TR 7 - 138 pS/em Z 08, IIBCEIMEN 22 uS/em. KRR &
TCERRIEMNEHF A: Ca> S >Na > K > Mg, Frxf N KIME 7559 161.00.56.45.
23.37. 15.38 A1 6.21 kg-ha'-yr',

(2) ZFIZE N pH 1H BEHE B AR E i eIk, BRAGFEFERS I, I HASIRNE B B B
FIEM pH EBMET KAEN: BEC FI& 5 ik BERE 8 B E R g a5y . X ph
A 55 AN [ B B B AR AR J2 R 3R T RFAIE A G, AR Aar MR ANRE ARG 2 B P4 22
IR, SRR IR R S FE 5, T R 273 ™ AT 25 18
FEHENZ

(3) WFZ2iH pH ERAERECR, pH EEMK. ARG M B T 22050
TP IR FBERFAE [F] 753 AR, AT 2R RN ER BT 275N, E2H
TERERD, (LS FBETER 8% - 25%. AR S 525 BA 5
K ZESE, FER W RS SR S M Rh ) 25 5, X SR A s 1 A
TR K AR 5 R 109 B B 1]

(4) TEMRBERFAETT T, ANREE B B B AR 2500 Ca™'y SO IR B
SRR AH LLEAIG, X AT RE A BT AR et J2 AR Bz 3 TR P i 25 1 (R R A
BEAMR SOSE &M/, REA 2T IE 3Rk, T K. Mg, Na ikREHET
WRAMERT, RIVHFEDHEENR . EFRMANEIM, Cay Nafl S JLEEAIF
T M B SRR AR R N BN A K A Mg TeER AN E N IEE .
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FANE ik

FRARIE K 43 1 15 VE F R AR AL S RS DhRE A EE 225 T (Aboal et al., 2000;
HR%,2006) o RIS RRIMAKCIIE Iﬂﬁﬁm%wﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ,
M HEX RG A T) FEAEIRFEH EDIRe A (KRS, 2007) o AHHF
LA IR 2 b X AN [ 35 B B B ﬁﬂﬁ%imﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ% RAERRI A
KRG K NS AR LA R IR A R, i B 4h J 2 Y S, R0 T AN
T8 5 B B A SR B (1 7K S g DA SN FR AR R0, DA O 0% 28 3 X K% AL
Hby DX S RE AR S R G SR AR AP R AR Bk S AR S HE

6.1 EE&HIL

%

HI T A R B BB R A2 0 2 DL MR EE A R I 22 57 (R - 1), SEEAR
AT XK RE GE IR B BC . MvEYE M LIRS R 7 AL
Frb) A2k, SEORFEBEE N BOKSCOI AR R 2R (B 6- 1,

(FRMK SO CEMIHBERAE i 75D
100%
KA 'ﬁ m%.
- Ca: 161.0; K: 15.4; Mg: 62"‘;"_'
17-31% | Na: 23.4;S: 56.5 kg'ha oy W ____
e R R
i — I
"ﬁiﬂ'}'ﬁﬂ%, 6-14% __Jr _____ w&_
L sENg BT 20 AR |+ TS |
_______ | e e
| 1 J
9-13% 4 ____{___
FEEDIRFIE e — - —— - v =K 'bmkﬁi
67% | leogs]iéé_ﬁfiq?GSﬁ;
- - Mg: 7.4-13.1; Na: 21.7-32.0;
FIRFFREFAL -~ - - - THRREAKE S%&&ﬂA@hwa
6 - 1 K B L3t ] I AR AS [R) 38 5 1 BROK SCRFALE

Fig. 6 - 1 Characteristics of hydrological function under different successional stages of EBLFs in

Tiantong
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AR PRSI T
6.1.1 M7= X ek 7K B P 3 FRARFAIE

6.1.1.1 FEM

i 3¢ ) PR AN () 8 o B 37 ) 2 ) A S 2R 0 I 9 2 ) 14 T B fiG o %o
FIEWAEERENGEEREH: (1) XA Kimmins RSB FRE
i 25 SRR B IR RN ZEE R E RN (22K a=0.1); (2) KH
Monte Carlo f4R, HUEAE XA 95%, EM . A MRATEE A MR 5532 W RFE 5L
EARKT 9. 55 A, RERET 10%.

AR A ARE N F B F N 66%, ARG FENFEN 55%, KT ERNF
N T7%. ANRIEE B B S5 bR 28 38 AR AL B i B R RUFIRIER R (P
<0.01) , RRAXN: TF=a+bPg: PN ZEERN MRS FER & 10 K.
6.1.1.2 #F XN

LA PRIEE M o RARE PRI RS B AR (AR T 2230 5 200l T PR A7 e T 2 ) 9%
14%F1 6%; /A [E]35 Br B B S B P AR T 25 0 S5 AR M T B A Y 3 (R e 1k
KER (P <0.0D). WFZEREEFE— DI FFERE, 20724 h B ERH
FREEMIRZIE . (ESTMSE R, UARIMFERE R T 3.3 mm BF, % S FE AR IE AL Y
PEAER TR SR RN 4.1 mm B, AR ARFIAE R RIT 46 7= AR 2R A
7 Y68 5 I 3 2 ) bR AR T 2R B 2 RO, I R R AR N AR AR 25 B DL R
JEEE R TR E T o
6.1.1.3 EEEHE

BRI MR R BT N : RAFAR(31%) > N (25%) > R (17%),
PROEEJEFEE | 5 FEE AN et M 2 s e A B e 0 1 R DR 3R o S TRV B B B B SR T 1
J2E40 B B A PR A/ % T P S T S e e MG, T K B 2 B AR A B R 0 1 2
e BRI HIOC R ek o T8 I SN ESHE ST T MR RE AR B B S AR A B R R TRV 5 R
PR, SERBHRARREGTE U=a- Pc") MBRICRELT.

6.1.2 Fh V&4 B 7K SCHRHIE

FE VAP RAE 5.71 - 6.45 thm? Z A, RICAFIA > BN > HERK,
ANFFE AR SRR 2 B B KR K R — RAE 164.53 - 208.46%2.[8], EMREE D)
E R KK R R, RITMIRZ, BRI . HEA . AR AR AL 754 )2
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A A2 E R 508 8.09 thm™. 6.64 t-hm™ H1 5.03 t-hm™.,

AN T Y5 5 A BB 9 A R K R B I [R) AR AL R E R TR BT 2 AN/ N YRR K R
HKIER IR, 2 GG IR R . B E, 193] 3 Fibksr AU TE
Yy 2R K S IR /KGR 5 518 /KB ] 2 A1 D6 R 30 i W=asInt +b F V=k "

6.1.3 TIEZFE/KICTj6E

AN TR B B B S AR A B R R b R TG R, BALRRE . B
EALIRE . JEBE LB BE T E iR 2 E N R X0 - 30 cm LR
HIE K BEURIE AR W], 3 AR 33 f KK BEJJ7E 131.66 mm - 145.02 mm 2
[E]; 1A 2K EE SR /INVEAGTE 12.59 mm - 16.43 mm 2 [A],

TR E RSB RIE —E MY, 0-20 min N HIENBIVIGEN B,
BB R PR B BULE 20 - 40 min Y, 40 min J5 NS PRI B ASFEE
B BRZE T (0-10 cm) MYRBHELE 533 - 6.30 mm/min Z [A], FRIBHRLE
2.87 - 3.77 mm/min X 1] . Kostiakov #£F1 Horton 5 4 7 12 3h [X AR AR 13 N
B AL BAT R 3E

6.1.4 [ EEFFIE

AFEEET B AN pH ESR T RAFEN, B AR IR, BRIk
JESGAN: EC F1& B 1K B BE v &5 BERE 2 0 I 3 . XM AR 4 5 AN ) v 5 e B R
MR JZ IR IRFE A 5%, ARG ARAEE B AR /2 RE R AL 2 I B SRS o, 2 KR
BEKRGE RiEAR S R, R B W S 0 R UBE N

WTZ=iH pH EERALAE R, pH EHRUK. AR B BOW T 22 7R 70K
FERAE R 7 3B AL AN E i BRI T e R i R BRI 2 e, R
F T B 35 A RS 4 R )RR 1) 22 5 XS RFALFEMA 1A% T Rp 7K AR Foe
PR B AT

TEWRFERFME T THT, N RIS B B 28 08 R AR F 2538 h Ca®" . SO4 IR 5 k41
FAH ELBUIG, 3X AT BE 2 H T ARG 2 AR B3 T X R 88 3 IR B A . E AR
N SOS & IR, B AWk LRI . i K. Mg, Na WKEEHm T# oMk
M, RIHFD N ERIR . ERAEITMH, Ca. Na M S JUHRAAN R EHE
H SR AR B RN RO TUE s KO Mg R A BN IR E . BT 2
TN EVRARTFEN, EEHTZRERD, EFENER 8% - 25%.
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6.2 AHIKEIRFF At

C1) X 5 gt ] I ARAN [R]85 i b P 5 328 T ) 2 1) S B PEREAT 1 07T,
E T AN EHRKTT, BEKTH0.05F1 0.1 BF, kA Fr a5 5ob 5 1% i A
WEMNEE,

(2) A5 H|ANBHA G B L HOKSCRIETT S b, AR Rk 7 ANF L=
FIKIPNBFFLE

(3) S FH R SRR 15 58 2 1 BT A 61 SRS IR B KRR R S AN [RI PR A 2
BRI T 2R e mE TSR TIE, Mid 72X IR ERAL

6.3 AIRAEFRE

BRMIRSCAES AR, SZARZ N EEN, AR A S RGN
ZERNE, WARWER . FiEYEM LR IR, T8 1 R XA [F) 8 5 B B
AR A R R B K SCAEAS ThRE, WAL S TTAE S A A0 1 X DAHET
NI IRAEA R R 7 275 . (Bl TETC ()R, DR — L Pr il A —
FERTRRYE, PRIt A e 8. ERT R ORI T — 2G5 TSR
W FCAT A SRR TR, IR R

(1) N KB FCRVEEAMANZE, BRI AR, R LS
RERT TN SE B o R ST K SO T SR AT FEREAT 25 6, DAIE St SU 5 SR 0 ml
B, IFRE S e ERAZI T X A SERRTE L s

(2) JEE7 R MR DAL B A BRI B S RN e e 2 B 7K BE
FIFEZ AR (Dietz er al., 2006), REUSTZNAFENBIA . ASCMMr 1 KR, K
SIS LA B BOW e J2= AR ORI, 64 ORI T, AR B S B Dl B

SN ARMOKSCERRE MR bR, Wt Frim AR etk fiy . W RO RE PE S5 IR 3R, R
BEINAE TR AN FIAE SRR AR S B, A 7 SE A ARV E AR 2245

(3) ELIERNKCAESIhRET, NEAT LHOK a8, 80+
Koy HAA . AR, SELEEE RS VE AT S B, A SN AN e 58
BEAh, AHIE TEAR R AP A BR A REI , 100 R 25 B 1 X AR AR - 358 (1 R AL,
fE—EREE ER2m 2 3R BRI . R S IR AL, RE TS MR /)4 0
IR AN AT o T LA, NRE— 2B W T AT SR ST R AL B AR AL AL S i I i R B
Mg, A7 ) IR DA VR Ll M T A I AL )
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(4) ZERB AR T H RE R AT RE I LA A oy, 2K Mg
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