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AL AREERZE
b {3 HE 0 B LR A R
HEF wEHR ERA FHK

(RILHREBE, W% 311300) (RuEHRLR)
h) W
Y 2

Ol 2 2 ¥ K Akl 3%)

- E OARNLEH A SRR 652052 A LY K E A ARFEMNR R LS RM
WARHM, ETHEZHL K Richards 8, RARMBEBH THz 4 BAS
AW SHLAERA, RBBEAY, SEMABETHMEHAS0.41, TR
A H0.55. Bz HAEEREN LSRG, HEPIRLE,

K@i Rk, HEHK |IBME,; Richards B, MiIH
LS  $791.270.6

1

AR BRI M RN R BN —FER. BT EREEFBRE. PRERAEREES
BN H. HT0ERRE, RENLTEZRE TAENS R, 2K E b 6 X
%, EEMBBIEPEETERBER. TEEMNEAR(Cunninghamia lanceolata Hook, )
X—EENRAMRA, XHEOHARES. HEYERHHRERAZA BB #0718 o
Ko ERRESWABRS IS EMEARMEARAHANAER, B EXREREHEE
HRERBEETNREN. ATRERRX AR, HERHATSEMMBROTE, 2ETm
NEMBRARERROR R ERAE. BTXMERYE, BWSBARER MR ERR
BEZIAMWER,

R0 — R AR 1 785 2 R RN W %R 0 4R 0% ¢ IR H = (¢, B). i B=(by, by, -+,
b ABE. BINX—%F M Richards A K B#ER, WH:

H=f(t,B) =b,(1 — e b:t)(1=b2)~" n»
A B=(boy by, by)y by 2 W B SRR AR GIRRE) by, b5 W BHRBERS
¥, WMRMAIEBEMRENFTERLBRSEK b, b HE, WEHKRAHEE, WKZHE
TorER, TNHREEHAIHE BRI,
© OB, 1091-12-20
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WA RS A R ERERSN RERIHRENH LY, FHiL—E WU RBoRRE T
o LR & KRR, e —4 B&E:

B=B(SI)=L[f,(SI), £fi(SI), £,(SI)] (2)
A, SIgmufiigs, B(2XRAMDK, 5.
H=f, SI)=f,(SDD[1-e s (SH)[1-f,(s1)1-2 (3)

M B=f(SI) HEfE, —ARBNESEMARBRRABEZET T,
K OE R R R M O 48 MO ER R, BB SHamAERE I g R,

2 MHRRE

B R BT PR SNEM T 3 AR,

O 5 i P e 2 B AR A3 R DA IS QR BTN BEE R AR S s B I R A4 dRs OF!
JAAR TR SR, SRR THRER KR -ER KRR,

$&%%%@ﬂﬁ?%ﬁ%ﬂ@ﬁoﬂﬁ%ﬁﬂéﬁ&é%P*iEF%%§E%¢&
I T508RIFIAREEHE, M Pt ER204EE D LR B AR BITAR 3L 65 B, FH LI B
HWE.

PRUETEF 9500 m*(20m X 25m), # 1 #k/100 m* MBI B HAR . kR 4 0
#1.

®1 K& # ® 4 H

Table 1 Distribution of sample plots

b Jd )3 Jh F* A 218 [ b Pl & it
i o 3 100 105 240 63 508
204 4 B B ARME LB 22 19 19 5 65

3 SHRMNBEBLERANET R R

3.1 AT EXREBUNHRE

3.1.1 HAFE EERNBESRESrBREET AR, AMEX—ER, @ % L2
WREHERE, EEAREBRENE, FETRENKNERNE, X—ER—REEDHK
IRIRT 1 ~ 2 ANE.

6SHRIENT AR + 2 1%, 3 EMMEZERB S,

WEHRERBERITE HETHREEYERE., SEEKE., MEERTEHEK.
ERNE2.

HFE2WN, WEEEERBERNGHES 8 ~10a, BES5ERERBHERTTI4~17a
M, ZEMTEE, MEENEHRESE0aLEBTRE, Hit, TREgEE8 EH
20a,

3.1.2 fa¥omre APIFREEMPE, WRAESBENIT.6-7.0=10.6m, EFHRELZK
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Table 2 FHeight growth of mean dominant analysis trees

® W W PHERE BEEKR ok B RY B A%
2 0.73 0.36 0.36 0.3600 0.493 2 65
4 1.73 0.43 0.50 0.907 2 0.5255 65
6 2.96 0.48 0.61 1.5381 0.5196 65
8 4.40 0.55 0.72 1.776 2 0.4036 65
10 5.85 0.59 0.72 2.,0283 0.3467 65
12 7.24 0.60 c-69 2.159 4 0.2982 65
14 8.55 0.61 0.65 2.2078 0.2582 65
16 9.73 0.61 0.59 2.3028 0.236 6 65
18 10.83 0.60 0.55 2.3315 0.2152 65
20 11.74 0.59 0.45 2.3972 0.2041 65
22 12.16 0.55 0.21 2.3078 0.1898 52
24 12.85 0.54 0.39 2.5012 0.1931 44
26 13.84 0.53 0.44 2.4635 0.1780 31

SERVPMEEFNHALWEN, HSFLUERE R B X 5 3 8, IEEHRRIEED 2 m,
3.2 FEHMMUENHRRNHOZH

3.2.1 ARBUNGRE 245, FVWAFTLAWKBE R TIOMN XA HLHER
BBUR B MR Richards AR BE), BEAFH R KK RIS ERERE, R fGER T AR
MR T RARSMRS R ABENER, TTEEREHBHAYZR OFRN 0, WE
B0, QWRAEREERR, HENR by OWMEAFTH R, HNIWHERTENY, HA

LRt = — - In (1=b,).
1

Et, ARptvei Richards EE/E WL EZAREAEM AR HBWRABAC),
3.2.2 AP ALKIAEGNEG FAKKMA)AR, FHMarguardt Z R FEE R B, 7%
AST286 Yl LR BB S B/ ERFHRBARBIT RO R ERTE, SREH, BHBEH
RRERE, 65HMTARRSRRRREIHIE T, MAHFEMBKRH 5.7, HRHE
ZRKRN.T5.

REPLZEBULBREAR LA SRFIE 3 .

#3 BLRBABAAHEERKIENHEER

Tuble 3 Titting results of part samples using Richards function

LT ) HXRE% F I LM HARGWE
by b, by
yAS 16.796 8 0.123 98 0.569 21 0.9993 0.2325 0.1822
Zl 26.2141 0.04861 0.527 12 0.9976 0.9052 0.3009
ZJ32 20.6883 0.13167 0.781 38 0.9932 0.694 8 0.2636
ZJ40 19.768 7 0.056 03 0.331 43 0.9982 0.6279 0.2506
Z147 20.4329 0.112 56 0.334 56 0.9972 1.126 4 0.4012
ZJ71 16.7254 0.120 41 0.386 45 0.999 2 0.2176 ’ 0.176 3

ZJg2 16.9493 0.07501 0.54059 0.9977 0.4916 0.2479
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3.2.3 b Astads HWE B=(SD BMRHEER, FHESEHRERN b, b,
b, 5 SI WRBRHETHHBE,

FRPTARPR AR 20 a B R R A s f 35 B ST, 1A 1 mEBEA A RIE, REUESLANS
%ﬁB: (ba’bubz) E‘ngig{ﬁ’ FU?% 4 .

#4 BMOEBSIHTESN, by LAEMER
Table 4 Classification of {itting parameter by, b, and b, according

to site index classes

4 El SI be b, b,
1 7.00 11.1741 0.07561 0.4328
2 7.91 18.426 7 0.050 99 0.4151
3 8.65 19.1107 0.055 66 0.4916
4 9.99 17.794 4 0.08077 0.5001
5 10.84 18.067 8 0.087 00 0.4648
6 11.85 18.667 8 0.093 38 0.5057
7 12.87 19.0127 0.092 26 0.5004
8 13.76 20.052 8 0.095 38 0.486 8
9 14.77 19.0308 0.11157 0.4708

10 15.64 20.088 8 0.11357 0.4474

HEYEMBRURERN.,

b,=11.686 344 +0.569 943 SI (4)
b, =0.043 916 + 0,000 783 59 SI + 0,002 441 55 SI* (5
b,=0.042053+0,077 1396 SI +0.003 262 8 SI* (6)

HpHXRE r 4+5125: 0.658, 0.902, 0.806. M4A[FMIEIRNI5%, 99% BT, MK EB G
FRAELHH 70.05= 046319, 70.0:=0.7646. b, 5 SIMXBHEs b, b 5 SIHERDBE,
3.2.4 SHMBKUNZEZART KW, (5), BOORRANDR, BALHBH i ¥
LA, ‘
H=(Cy+C,SI)[1—e (Cs+CySI+C,S12)tl1-(Cy+CE12)]~1 (7)
A, Cp=11.6863344; C,=0.569943; C,=4.349 162E —02; C,=7.835 943E - 04,
C.=2.441 545E - 04; C5;=4.205326E-02; C,=7.713 957E - 02,
C,= —3.262 823E-03.
B SIZ6, 8, - » 20RAMNR, BAKRBBHESWERL, FEELRA,
MR HHMRERUTEREH R REHRRE R Il 1),

4 pEuREELNRE

4.1 HEmERR
—REVHHBIBEBRL Y ELTATREMBNLFERBERTEY AR, BAWE
ERKBUXFE VI-ABE R HitERN,
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Table 5 Polymorphic site index table of Chinese fir in Zhejiang Province
B B B
L4
K 6 3 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30
6 1.46 2.18 2.85 3.58 4.24 4.87 5.45 6.00 6.50 6.97 7.39 7.78 8.13
8 1.83 2.77 3.73 4.69 5.60 6.46 7.26 8.00 8.67 9.28 9.84 10.33 10.78
10 2.28 3.49 4.72 5.94 7.08 8.15 9.12 10.00 10.79 11.49 12.10 12.65 13.13
12 2.96 4.49 6.01 7.46 8.80 10.00 11.06 12.00 12.81 13.52 14.12 14.64 15.08
14 4.06 5.94 7.74 9.36 10.80 12.04 13.10 14.00 14.75 15.38 15.90 16.33 16.69
16 5.72 7.94 9.93 11.64 13.07 14.26 15.22 16.00 16.63 17.13 17.53 17.85 18.11
18 7.93% 10.45 12,563 14.20 15.53 16.57 17.38 18,00 18.48 18.85 12.13 19.34 19.51
20 10.70 13.35 15.38 16.91 18.06 18.91 19.54 20.00 20.34 20.59 20.77 20.91 21.00
‘:" ! o
’ 20
20t 18
16
14
15 12
10
-
8
£y} 4
M Es
E 6
5 ' 5,
0 2 4 6 8 10121416182022 24 2628 30
#£#/a
Bl #HEHYRFEKRSHRLEEEGEE
Fig.1 Polymorphic site index curve group of Chinese Fir in Zhejiang Province
2 (Hn H,)?
S J i=1 (8)

R S BBAHE, Hi, H;,-ﬁ%‘l%%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%%i%ﬁfﬂﬂ%{ﬁ, n NEEHE
BREMATARE20 2 RRESE, REFAQTHE FHERERNRXEE

FRB, HRERmES.
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Table 6 Fitting precision for each site index class

HegS] 3 ' 10 12 14 16
BaWES 0.349 4 0.2722 0.1311 0.3658 0.941 1

MG RE, 168K PR SRER/D, H0.94; 128BEAEEA, F0.135 THALEHE
ER0.41. WHRTEZEELBHMERBRSERNRERTIRIUEG R,
4.2 ’@E¥

W TR RN T 55bn, ELFTREWEREEMERARE TFLURR.
4.2.1 RBEHASHZ AREEMPRETITAREN, KEORINTE AR 2 K
EARSREEERB R, HRERWITLE WA RS2 A AR P I SR R 58 b AR 3T 4k
AR, AU FCHITIT A AL AR 2 AR F S B 3 MR ) 5 B DY (LT (S AR T £
—SORIRB AR (LR 7). XEWETEREE LR RETII AR RO R R —
WA,

27 HRBORAKERBSARHBE

Table 7 Analysis tree heights of test sample at different age

1 2 3 4 5 6
W 7% — - -
6.0~7.3 8.0~9.9 10.0~11.9  12.0~13.9  14.0~15.9  16.0~17.9

4 0.7 1.2 1.7 2.6 2.8 4.1
6 1.2 1.9 2.8 4.0 5.2 6.6
8 1.7 3.0 4.1 5.5 6.8 8.1
10 2.6 4.0 5.8 7.0 8.3 10.3
12 3.6 5.0 6.9 8.7 9.8 11.7
14 4.4 5.9 8.0 10,1 10.9 13.1
16 5.5 7.0 9.3 11.2 12.3 14.6
18 6.3 8.0 10.3 12.0 13.5 15.7
20 7.2 8.8 11.3 12.7 14.7 16.8

F 7T WPH A HRKRTAR20 a By AR 2 mo1 RIERCEREESN, BI6.0~7.9,8.0
~9.9, ceeoee » 16.0~17,9. JLA[4) 6 4.
4.2.2 FHRLAEBAF] KA BYNE S RS M R BT 5, AR
WL =21

SHEIERN:

Hzo(f;Ai)=¥(i?A’) 'I'AIzo(.') (9)
(i 4])
FHy Huotr,ap: JERENE § A5 A RN HAIESE Hoa) NE i S5 4, BB
B2 R Hia) NS i A5 A B RORBESE Hao hEi 420 a R RN BE
w18,
BRERTTFES,
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Table 8 Site index order and the comparsion of test result

3 B 1 2 3 4 5 6 WES 4,)

6 5.06(4.70) 8.32(5.91) 11.76( 7.46) 14.81( 9.52) 15.95(11.58) 16.44(13.99) 0.98(1.39)

8 4.81(4.22) 8.63(6.11) 11.30( 7.72) 13.71( 9.76) 14.70(11.66) 14.98(13.56) 0.67(1.38)

10 5.53(4.63) 8.52(6.47) 11.89( 8.82) 13.24(10.40) 14.09(12.10) 15.59(14.72) 0.37(0.71)

12 6.09(5.20) 8.47(6.90) 11.33( 9.20) 13.45(11.37) 14.00(12.71) 15.39(15.00) 0.28(0.23)

14 6.26(5.49) 8.38(7.20) 11.08( 9.59) 13.40(11.99) 13.70(12.90) 15.57(15.41) 0.37(0.36)

16 6.87(6.27) 8.62(7.89) 11.27(10.37) 13.21(12.42) 14.03(13.61) 16.10(16.10) 0.38(0.93)

18 6.94(6.69) 8.79(8.46) 11.23(10.85) 12.91(12.62) 14.30(14.18) 16.37(16.47) 0.46(1.35)

20 7.22(7.20) 8.80(8.80) 11.30(11.30) 12.70(12.70) 14.70(14.70) 16.80(16.80) 0.67(1.72)
¥ haociy 6.02(5.62) 8.72(7.23) 11.64( 9.31) 13.92(11.25) 14.51(12.71) 15.91(15.11)
x2i 0.92(1.49) 0.03(1.12) 0.05( 1.55) 0.21( 1.10) 0.24( 1.01) 0.17( 0.73)
# #£Si 0.89(1.02) 0.18(1.01) 0.28( 1.34) 0.64( 1.24) 0.70( 1.26) 0.62( 1.17)

* FRMPHBEERCRERINBRER
4.2,3 P ZEFMRAE AREMUERHKFARTHFAMELK, WHT 2 /R,
x52=,"§'} CHzo(,40) = Hao()1/Haoth) (10)

':fiq:‘z EZD(B)%% t ﬁﬂﬁ@:?ﬁﬁqu%ﬁo

HRITES.

REBE, YA SR ERe = 0,950}, 123 =14.067. K 1.2<14.067, FiRIB 4N
HAIEBEHTER, M ERMESRBRERERTR B,
4.3 BRBEERE

WA RS BIRIEE, BRERHNHR S OR S LRETINEVREERMN BRE (B 3
PriaBE) B EE R —A 1B,

AE R R R TR 2200 «

/L =
/EEHzo(i,Aj)"'Ifzo(i)]z
SAsz i=1 .

(11)
L
A LAHAE.
ARTEBER TR ZE R «
/"i — —
H2onAj — tl20(; z
i n—=1

K m B i Zﬂmiﬂﬂﬁ?g&%{o

WHERFITES . EHAMNIIHTHREENBRRERTESN.

MBREREH, ARAXEREMTHEEBNERET, BEHER: TREERERX
790,98, BMN0.18, HISHR, HRETHRESHIH0.55M0,52, AL EHE
(1m),
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Table 9 Statistical result of the gualified samples

# 5l

#* | - & H
1 2 3 4 5 6

& % 3 2 3 3 2 3 16

wE % A aw 5 6 5 5 6 5 32

£BE & #® 5 8 8 7 7 4 39

- 4 3 0 0 1 1 4 9

MNEIGHEERE, ABEHIARRREG67%, REFEMR 533%; MEHEHHR
BRI B BAE D, BRBEHRE19%, EHRFR H81%.

NE 8 WTRBEERRERBUAEN, RBEPNTRRZMHERLA, BBERPFIRER
KR TS S, BRoA 1,34, Tk 1.17, FRIBEHOTRAMKEE Sa B RKHK 1,72, ¥
¥HH1.01; ZHNBRBETET, S BkH0.89, F#HH 0.55, Sq; B Kk K 0.98, FHH
0.52.

HEERFEMEN. BB KENEREBT AR KRR,

CRAREAMRFRI9IBE L4, RAETLE LR S ks T4

8 ¥ X R
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Abstract: On the basis of establishing height growth models adapting Richards
function as a basic model for six-five dominant trees collected from Chinese
{ir stands in Zhejiang Province, this paper compiles the polymorphic site
index table of the stands by the estimating parameter method., The compar-
ison with the monomorphic model in Zhejiang Province shows! that the
fitting and predicting precision of polymorphic site index model both are
obviosly higher than those of the monomorphic model.

Key words: Chinese fir (Cuninghamia lanceolata Hook, ); locality class; modilling;
Richards function; Zhejiang Province



