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Table 1 H-Hd models of Cunninghamia lanceolats and Pinus massoniana

o) wH THEER HMXZR¥ W EA bR
% & H=0.8978 H{£ -0.5510 0.984 01 0.759 6
TR H=0.9656 H#-1.0467 0.989 17 0.6575
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Table 2 D-H models of Cunninghamia lanceolata and Pinus massoniana

TR TR MEEY  ERAEARER
P72 D=1.1928H +1.3980 0.930 15 2.016 1
R # D=1.1670H +0.3177 0.954 40 1.6415
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Table 3 Maximum density-J models of Cunninghamia lanceolats and Pinus massoniana

Lt i BRAEEER HMERY Pt P i
b7 A Nmax=2.6892 +2346.995/0 0.999 98 0.6714
R ®m Nmax=12.0997 +1410.918/0 0.999 98 0.5929
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Table 4 Computer simulation tests on the models

;- S R+ Rn Pe(%) P(R>R*)(%) a(%)
EATHE 0.984 01 0.988 93 99.95 96.0 85
DRMTHE 0.989 17 0.992 70 99.97 98.0 85
EATHRE 0.930 15 0.944 49 99.76 91.0 85
RN 0.954 40 0.964 98 99.86 92,0 85
EARKEE 0.999 98 0.999 99 99.99 87.1 85

GRBBRER 0.999 98 0.999 99 99.99 89.1 85




2 MRS s A2 Th R LA HURL A B0 A 20k R T DL LR e 187

L0OZEMAKRBEEABRBERS, HECERBHEIRRYZRIH.
BERHERRB R~ 0B, FWLL95.5% W AT BAMXRK RGMHEITHE, BTR

WHe R=ho DR HAERAITRL.

MEETUEY, ERREMHXRE CRE SRR MR RE, HESBEERY
BB EEHRT9.0% 2 b, BORPRE M BRHEA R RERK,

3 AHAFRAKRAR

R 8/ Monte-Carlo 53, ZRBEHRBRAT »; URHEBBEBHFZGT, S20h%E
HAER y, WEEAE, REHXRE RW—RHMHEME, HIRROZBRIH.

X FLEMBEKE e, & P{R>R*}>a for, WA ZER PR F B YR
RHELERARE, AAHTHRBERE K.

MEA RS R R ARG AT RIEMIESS . FTHEEZARTS SR ot
TS RIS B — R T R R N IEA M T AR BRRRR, HERES.

£S5 BAEHERBRATEIRR

Table 5 Hypothensis test on R distribution of H-Hy “model of

Cunninghamia lanceolata

Rusa EREY LE-F U= _!:;K;,- 7 oW ) A WRHE it K
G, B P, nP;
0~0.984 4 -0.00493 -2.06276 0.019 70 0.019 70 1.970 00
0.984~0.985 3 -0.00393 -1.64435 0.05050 0.030 80 3.08000
0.985~0.986 7 -0.002 93 -1.225 94 0.109 30 0.058 80 5.880 00
0.986~0.987 5 . -0.00193 —0.80753 0.209 00 0.099 70 9.970 00
0.987~0.988 12 -0.00093 -0.38912 0.352 00 0.143 00 14.300 00
0.988~0.989 11 0.00007 0.02929 0.512 00 0.160 00 16.000 00
0.989~0.990 21 0.60107 0.44769 0.673 60 0.16160 16.160 00
0.990~0.991 21 0.002 07 0.866 11 0.807 80 0.13420 13.420 00
0.991~0.991 8 0.00307 1.284 52 0.899 70 0.09190 9.190 00
0.992~0.993 6 0.004 07 1.702 93 0.955 43 0.055 74 5.574 00
0.993~1 2 0.01107 4.63180 0.999 99 0.044 56 4.456 00
100 —_ — - 1 100
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Abstract: This paper deals with the effectiveness of H-H, models, D-H
models and maximum density-D models of Chinese fir and Masson pine,
making use of computerized simulation tests. The results showed that the
simulation test precisions of the models reached up 99.0%, and P {R>R*}>
85.0%. The population correlation coefficients and the forecasting effecti-
veness of the models were satisfactory.
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