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Research methods on natural forest stand structure: a review
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Abstract: For the forest manager, forest structure, composed of spatial and non-spatial structures, is an
important frame of reference. Each structural type has its own operational method. When used to describe
the average characteristics of a stand, the non-spatial method is not bound by the relative location of the
trees, whereas the spatial method must take the location of trees into account. In the article the ¢ ratio,
development of a stand structural model using diameter, nearest-neighbor indices, and spatial statistical
methods are summarized. These methods determine stand structure using diameter, location and size, dis-
tribution pattern, species isolation level, relationships between spatial structures, and so on. Finally, is-
sues needing further study were discussed. [Ch, 3 tab. 68 ref. ]

Key words: forest mensuration; forest structure; review; ¢ ratio; spatial analysis; variogram; nearest-

neighbor indices; point pattern; geostatistics

WG ARG E KT BZ A R, A7 S P SN o 2 4 T A R RN RS (8] 0 4R B . MR i
RAEHE | R L SRR (] 14 25 8] 7 5 R A S5 R NS BT AR R S AR . A B AR S5 4 2 0
KAR BRI Z B0 DI RE I ZE AL AROR S5 14 BIF 58 38 T 2R bR 228 A A PR SR A0 A 2 1) B AN S PR
SCo MR GER AL 45 25 R S5 A RIAE 28 ) 254, A28 [ 25 M) A48 AR A1 . AR R BRI RD Z AR 058, =51
UM RLIE AR ZS [E A AR SR L IR AE . R/NIMEAE 3 AN P, AR AR AN AMER S . HR,
C 28 R Z Ak diiy i ik, B8k 228 DAk R4S I B2 DR R bk 23 1

Wk H . 2008-09-16; &1 H B . 2008-11-14

EEWH . b — 07 EZRHE S E I H (2006BAD03A08) 5 F 5K A SA Rl 3 4 % B30 H (30671667)

YEZ T A BE S, MEsRAE, WS KRR R 2 288 MIRMAI IR Z R . E-mail: gozewe@126.com, {5
fEZ5 . JUBNL, B2, WLA S, WERRTHFZ L EMI . E-mail: xingangk@163.com



526 &5 3 ) R RIRMMS S BT T 7 i £k 435

FRAE,, AN AIXT AL S 290, AR 28 M8 800] DL A e B 454 . K45/ fni #h 2 A0k B, o
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Table 1
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Structure of the stands in diameter

i ]

IE 253 17 bR 5K
F(x) = 1/(V2m -8)exp( - (x — x)2/(28%))
B 53 A1 R (Zohrer,1972)
F(x) = x7(1 = x)""B(a,b)
Weibull 43 1ii b 44 (Bailey, 1973)
F(x) =1-exp( - <xb—7a>,)
i KU TE 25 43415 26 % (Bliss and Reinker,1964)
F(x) = (V2w ¢)exp( — (log(x) = b)%(2¢%))

146 K05 A1 B AL (Meyer H A,1952)
Y = ke ™

18] J T X B eR A (Rt B ,2005)

N = exp(a- )

B2 52 £k PR A (Reineke , fiJC &)
N = oD,

Logistic 77 7 (Verhuls ; Z R &%, B )6 2 ,1995)
F(x)=C/I(1 +e™*)

Gompertz J5 & (Benjamin Gompertz, 1825 ; &7 4 , 1998 )
F(x) = Kexp(—e"™™)
Richards 77 # (Richards, 1959)
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F(x) =A[(1 = b)e™]T-m
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Y - [y!{ + (}[z’ _y!{)(l _ efn(t—ﬂ))/(l _ efn(Tg—T.))J]/b
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b SRRt log (x) B BCA IR, ¢ M FEALAE i log (x) MU BRHE2E
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AN T A KRR AR X

N ABREChm™, D SRMAIIIE 0 1 b PRI 250 % KA B R B Al
TR (EAR B ] B s K B 2= A 1 RO,

N R0 AU RE A BB b, D, R FHI TR g P oy R
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HLKMSE b ENFERK R,

ALbkymiA Lk ,m=>0; A R F () (S 2, B B3 (0 B v =
0 B B 2B R T B9 KN, S50 me dhe s R IEOIR B s i 3 8, B8
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Weibull 73 1ii b8 A RE 15 A8 1500 Ml i e L 2 800 S, R T ik 17 2% R ORI A 4B, 2 B30 TAly AF X 7 2
DL 1 SRR A1 R B TS Y TR WIAE TR X 1L VR W R 1 2 A2V AL RER SR R B SE
X4, FB Weibull 7315 5 615 8000 A 24 RE B4 1 4 5 Aobk DB TR 22 pkny AR 450 . Gl 520270
JH 7 35 B A2 53 A1 F Sterba s 18 1F 35 5+ 25 B2 I UD0E S S ARAR 70 ELAR 0 A idE AT TSRS . AR, HRTX
KNG, BEA — > DA A A DR 02 R U B R — A B il 5 T MROR 0 A AL, AT e 1 D0 Al = 22 5
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K, BfE R OGN G2 B e Je SO ASE AU 3 PR R SR B H v, A [ B Bk s R Dy v R AR As T B ARy HAR
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AR SE 2, AR AR EAR A R 5 L AR AL Y R R

Liu %55V Zasada 524 A BRIBGEERL, X T Weibull 2045 BAT —E WA SR . A FRIB AL
T IR AR IR AR BAR A, Liu S MRTSE R, A BRIE 5 A TR AR A0 22 W Fof 1R S8 AR 23 1 — ol vl 3k
FEWJ7 1 . Zhang 55 R I 240 Weibull 4345 257 1 A BUIR & 0 A BALAT ST 1 igde “S” B HAR I A
(1 5 e B W AR ELAR X AR AR . BERE ©S” BN T# K 5 HAIh 4, WA 8- kia, £k
B R AT AN BE S R et B o T AE A P i B 0 Weibull 1R 5 B RSB ALLS 1 L I ZDAR Pinus
koraiensis Ak “S” RUARG M A, ARAHYMRIPBERDHG [n IR BEBU O J5 100 K &, 1 DASIR DR R bR 28385 A 7= 52
SR B R B A S S R 4 R LA B X A TR 7 P R SR A B R, RO AR 3 A AL T A R O 5
LR RS

2 A= EE AR R

AR 2 G ORI K- S50 | T ELAS A R il 22 A PR 12 48 1) R AR A RS ORASEY S bk
FLAREE M FE W T MR IY BORRAE , SR E AT 220 T AR2r AR Bl A9 /NI 28 8] 0 A5 S5 2 HUE YD), ARE
PR AR Bl 00 25 [R5 LA AR BRI o AR 73 25 T) 4548 JU) RE 4R (4t -5 MROA 23 B 67 A 5% 19 25 [l EVRRAE o BRAK
23 [ 5 R 48 1) S [F] — R ARREVE NI AP 25 A1 DG 2, RIVRROR A9 20 473 4 J B JHG g M A 23 T b i R 371 5 5000
RIS AR P T A R Z T 5 A A 3 SO A8 A AR 2507, FEAR KRR JE B MR AR . R A RIS
SENE, RN E AR B E MR AR 2 W25 bR g0 8] 45 4 0 i DA A 2 b A 58 R b 2 A R i LA T
PeARZS 25 A S 2, DAk, AROp 28 [ 45 R 23 B o B AT B b R AR PR B BEUEOR 9 2P ST N
o A IR AR ) 23 T AL B D7 1 AR B 2 SR I T A 2 [ R R A G BB B
BRIk, — SRR RHE K00 A R AT R T A AR A O IR AR R Y, X SR RA T
AR B AR AE—— A2 | IRSSHAHE A S P, JF BX SEHRARIE TR A RIE T AR 45K 1 K i 3l
SR, PSR A AR SR B A T RECA 3 98 SR A R /R DT B RR B A AT
AN AR B AR T SRR R B R 5 A5 A 2 AR 7 RO A bR B 1, 5 9 A D i AR L 19 2 () SRy F 5 T
EARETTIRDT . IR RA LR BRI A NI GE Tt 777 22 1] (variogram ) 77 ¥k SR A FE 25 [ K%
Fyor A
21 BAFE

Fovp ) BEO7 VR R SO B 30 vk (LR TARA 20 A, B oA ) O Oy R E L RE T
ZHRKAE, IAERES, PTRURIER L, PP R RRAESE R, Cassie 36845, 70 A 445 ROk (i
W7k, ZARFR IR TIE) 5 . REF W AT I AR 28 (A% JR O 55 R B9 B o A E A7
PRUEML I BORE, XFAR B ARFETT NI 25 [l JR 9 /NEE DT Tl BT T F B, 4R T I RE =S TR AR SR A
Rl B9 /E DT R BRI D7 R B O iR I 3 A5 LRI 7 B oA BUSE AR, AITSE T RS20 MR IX i
FARERMR AR I3 25 ()4 Jry 3 ) 173 4 e ST AE 5 Y0 BT ) B A B, Y BB R 2 . SRR G
I Twao F8EUCHT ST T AR I3 23 (AR oy (41 PSR A MUASE | S IACHE B0 23 A R | bR 2 04 Jsg 4 1 1] 3 285 L
LRy 23 (A ey A8 A 55 AR 2540 X 7 Z IR 56 2R 45 RE DT s BB 0 A — A RUEE (RE DT R/D—20 F
WA A Jey, s Hh A5 2R 5 SE PR i BV 4 M i 22 0K
22 mIEEBEHAE

3 23 B 2 AL 45 BRI D i R R0 2 (B 54 A i F hm , Anse 4 B, S oA A R e B, TRACE
o HEEETRA T RIFEEBORE T, PO SRR, B A A A RO AR B R R RO
B TR CRD ) 25 (A% Ry . — S8 DA B B 18 4081 T 36 2, THI 70 B O S AR A o DL e 303842

F AT AR B B 2 B FAE T REMS A It AR > S5 A BN AR fb X T B AL 3 AR > S5 KA SR
WEMLOM A . REED AT LI 734, SRR IS TR, 75, ERIEED S M E | KM
BORIRAZ LG, X T i MR AR (0 25 (454, 5 LBEAT MR By T R 8 28 8 R A S A P R SE R B T
TREFEE . VF 257 X 07 ik 64T TR R RIS, A RUBE S 50RE B AR AR o A 110 2 &) (B 25
8] 73 AT SRy ), IR/IN HERCRE I AR A ] A D35 BE A, R RELE AR 20 v ) R X 3t 2 4R 3t T A i O 4R
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Table 2 Nearest-neighbor indices of distribution patterns
3 A7 1 SRy i B 151
{37 B 5 8 (Clark and Evans,1954)

i AR R AR AR B R YIRS NV R BN SRR A R

s W RO i ), P 0 ML I O m) s B B <1 0
B P I O B BR800 SRR B 2,149 1.
TN ’ N ’ N
2 1 WS 8 Piclow  1977) 5 3 A >0 71 905 05 25 9 A 0 B 27 2
e 1 N o) R T % 5 B0 e A T 31 % 4

vn + wm F R TR Al R HG R T A ] AR e R
13 JE (Von Gadow,1993)
N 1 % R 0GB j O R V= 0.2 V= 1.
LES SR ONT

B = 22 S48 80 (Von Gadow, 1993)
H; i j nams e s H W i i e,

TR T < _ min(H,,H))
2 S A = /:21[1 man (B )

1R (BRI %, 1999) IV g BE A BRC ;A AHAB A BB 5 0 BRI 5 A o F
R = 1 Z L Zz ’J\f’fﬁﬁfﬁ a i, Z, :‘};%mu‘zl, =00 FATH, 0 =4, fRE=
NSNS 0.6 HHEBESM A, F0 I <0.5 K HI 5150

B, TR 52 B DU 5 aok 2 REA ) 6] B 3 1) JL Bk %3 HESBENHEATS
FHARAH HOR R R AR 5 B ], A FRAE Table 3 Contingeney table, defining values for caleulation of segregation
M HI YRl Z FEvE AR SEAF XA R )E | K index of Pielou(S) for the tree species A and B

/IN LGB R 28 A 30 S AR bR 225 35 S B v 1 i S AR A R A

P BOR Tz Pe T iy ROBE 5 HC A 48 40m WA A WA B it
W, BN EERSGEAHMBEE, RAMNL WA a b m

12 RIS I8 A R 2 b SR AR 2k o i 1Y) R R W B c d n
AT LR S 43 A A5 D, DT A5 B AR OR AE b 55 o ) v N
A A% R, {HE N BE HE G B 3 5T

BEDL S B A FREE

23 ZE%KItHE

TR T il ARMAR I S5 A0 2 PR R AR A A5 R G AS A TN RE R B 24T 55 . MR BRI B8 8, &t
FITETT Z R AT TR AR S R ER B AR 2%, JF HESR B2 M A RS, (FRERT .
MU FARAE T RN R, ISR T P AT B AR . L T S A SR 5 R AR B S AL A AR T
PAGrR 2 2850 DK RZHT s QR AR R 4 T SUb Ge 2% . i B T bR R R, His
AR PRI KA I SR 2 M 45 R AR RE T s e R AT 0 A, A DR,
PR T RE Ml (ol AT T I 22 B 2 — HE P AR AR L LA | BBEHLRLAL,
231 REEAR S AHYF ARSI AR R S A R WU OC R, AL GE IR BURE B K
SR o M 75 i HBE 0 A — Bh U R BUAR Sy, TSR R e M 53, B2 AR 23 1) o A 1) AL A a5 18] 8 2%
i, 0 H A AR RUBE TR O RO REAR SR AIRR ] OG5 o FEXSREHL N AR E LIS, AT U Ripley’s K (¢) s =73
B Hezs (8] HARSGPERY, Ripley’s K (1) BREUE L

K =42 ;L‘r‘fj) " (2)

A Q)P A BRI, ¢ SRR, o ROREREL, 6, W i SR RIAEE RS, FRATEE SO R B
B L(r), EREM K (o) RECERMEMIF L R AR AR E R, IFFEREHL I A T (B 23 T 05
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L<t>=\/%—to (3)

H ik, H Monte-Carl Ki 331G I F i 2k (envelopes) . X FRED M, L) K TEMLL,; XFFREPLK
Jay, L(O)TEREZ N, BN E R e Z T o R T AR50 23 [ A% i 52, B Kipley s s 4 Ja 23 Bt
Tk, EINAMTREREZ 2 KB R T 4 b 1 W AR RO 23 1 3h 2 A8 Ak SOHAR B2, W H AR 2
22 H BRSO 0 25 RS SR HEAT T A AT IR IIEGY, Yasuhiro S5 55Tt B AR 5 NS 8 2 (8] 9 7 7 i
Horp 3202 Kipley's g st drds, WF5E 7 H AL ER AL i 18 51 i ARF 7 i i i AR 10 a 8] 19 25 (8] 4%
JR A 7E4E . Motta F1 Edouard ™' 23 [] 4% J5) 73 B B 92 8 R B 4 552 455 e it (56 1 B [ 7 320007 15 K VG
Y S AT ) TR BRI B IR A K R AR SR A Bl A ST 4 R R W i A MR S SR AR
A, ALEE RS A4 B FR BRI 5 42 Picea abies FIRKIMR ¥ Abies alba 4377 . Youngblood %5 5°/F]
Ripley’s K (d) b8 O b5 0 A1) 4 JE S 4 A0 4% 80 XM AR B 2 2 K (old-growth) PR3 I 25 ¥ bF 5, 7K -
FE 450 JE P S A IPAN DLV S iz X AR AR 52 198 5 S0 22 ek 7 e HE s SO R
MR BIFSE T 36 E 40 R N PE AL BB = A2V AL R 3 s (A1 54, i 8 TR ASE ) 5 4% Gt 1) A RISUIR B B AR 45
K, AT I 0 A K 5 ISR AR T BB Dy AR B T 5 B AR T A 0 A IR S B 1) BH AE IR A
Ripley’s K (1) A 5T 1 1 I ZLFA MR 32 2R Bh LSO [R)AR I8 08 Jmy 20 A B s A o 5K A& A5 XK A
LU 2T [ i MR 7 20 A Bl L iR RO R LA B () A9 25 a0 A ey B AT 0 A o 5 BRI A5 10T S S o
i, ZrHr TR B L& A Larix olgensis N THAS RIKMATR S IR I3 25 R 4540, FRWIAAR 08 K SR 44 Fil
SRR RE S, VKA 15 m B RE S AN, W E LA, MR R/
JER R, TR RREE T ERHL G, I, WFFEIA 28 (8] s Jmy 5 ik & — Rl i 95 25 (B 4% JRg bL A4
(715 o ST RN SR SRR AR BE AN D7 20, BIHE o3 A 46 ey — T A S BEAIL 3 A . 50 o A AR
A 3 Fh O3 A AL TR A (6] 43 A RS Jm 5 RO BB ARG . AR GE A S 3 A 7 5197 sy 22 (B Rk |
TIBECK A, IMNESRAR . UOHOREECL 5, — A BE ST — Rl R (RE T KB T I A R
BT A Y 25 2R 5 S B O RE TS S A I 22 80K o RS SRy 20 v BB A% 70 B &l RUBE RO R A Sy, 7EAR R PR
R ARG T TN G A T S R R S AT 2R R 5 S R B Z M OC R IR, TERLG AT i R
RIS RE B, PRI, R SRS R S BT R A AT R 9 40 A A% R gl R 8 4 A Ok

232 ZER%GWF EZB LA MG F Tk (geostatistic ) J&— R AR | BLRLANAL S B RS ] 1Y
ARG RS SR I Ge it I . BRI a5 (8] b o0 A e 2e iy A8 i, M IX i ME AR i, M ge i 10 5k
A DR B 7 BEAE AR AU EE B A, X s ) Z {E) Y 06 SRR . 7 221819 (variogram,
SO S R R A S PR B S R B AT ) R b e T D RS R . HEE R e
IR AR ) 25 [ 4% R B 25 R 4540 B DA XS AL AR B B S St 20T B SR I 5 25 1) A% S5 12 (] A G 1Y H
Giite i, ERAHRSEEA AR, AT U T AR PR AR 09 25 8] S B v R K
AEASFWETEIE T, A8 R R RO IR A RV BE A O  HOE SOl s W Z(x) R XA RE LA B, WAL
ZBPRR SRS, R S 2 ADAEAS g S BB B BT S B R, Z(x) T Z(x + h) 30 Z(x) TEAS (A
Mo+ h BOWIME [0 =1, 2, - N(h) ], 725K 8RR AN .

r(h) = é—var[Z(x) ~Zx,+h)] = ;—E[{Z(x) ~ Z(a + BV, 4)
HAGTHE R .

N(h)

1 2
WZ [Z(x;) = Z(x: + h) ]2, (5)

K (4)(5)H, N(h)&aBaIEE R h BEFEARXT S8, r(h)f 4 DMFIESE. ERE sGill), R a
(range) . ¥4EMH Co(nugget) F 43440 D (fractaldimension ), X FAN[R] 0428 (0] 7 B R 25 b, 1158 AR R Y
r(h)MER, HE0 5 LA b A REARAR, r(h) AR, 7 S ek RO R BT, 78 S R KR UL G A B ] DL
SRR AR AU CINE W PSS RN )l RS =S A e St 7 N i DN OB i S (1
43 AN TR R /N RE AR B A0 B OC & . Kuuluvainen 55 15 43 A1 & % AR F 28 35 MK 43 v ROKR K/ ] 1 O

r (h) =
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2z, Biondi 55 I A RIS T AT 22 KA AE A 72 . Grushechy %558 i 774 T4t it15
K pMOE A AR RO, R T T E KR AR, Tk, Jr 2RI C RPNk AR g . ISR
g3 R O A SOHAB AR A R AR 0 A3 TR AK Ry, O LRSI AT E Ak K UK Sy 0 B RS 4 B
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