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also decreased gradually and all less than 0.5%, and the total relative errors (TREs) are all close to 0. The R? of
biomass and carbon models for 20 forest types are more than 0.87, and the MPEs are fewer than 3%; and those for
74 sub-types are 0.85 and 5%, respectively. The estimated results from three sets of biomass models published
before had great uncertainty, the TREs ranging from -20% to 74%. But the models would gradually improve with
the increase of modeling sample size. [ Conclusion] For the estimation of total forest biomass and carbon storage,
the R? of population average model is lowest, and the R? of dummy models of level I, II, and III are increased
gradually while the MPSEs are decreased, and the MPEs and TREs are not significantly different. The multi-level
simultaneous models of forest biomass and carbon storage for all forest types in China developed in this study would
provide a quantitative basis for accurately estimating status and changes of forest carbon storage at national and
regional scales. In order to improve the accuracy of forest biomass and carbon stock estimation results, the models
of level 111 should be applied whenever possible.

Keywords: biomass conversion factor; simultaneous equations; error-in-variable; dummy variable; carbon
storage

AMAED R, A ESHRNRERE—FF, B2 S SRR B I 1) 28 bR, 2 R A S RSt
A% JI ) E BB H(IUFRO,1994; IPCC,2006; FAO,2023). B X SARASAL ) ) H 25967, JUH R R E
TR VRS A R RS PRSI, ] o AR AR ity 2 S RV s 70 T AT 7S AR EOR: 8 B A (Molotoks et al, 2018;

Walker et al, 2022). XARMAYIEIIMGTE, BEn@ 87 AR Y SR K 3R 15 (Somogyi et al, 2007;
Jagodzinski et al, 2019a), 8 A] I8 & ST AR A= W) AR AR Bl AR ) e 4 DT 1 BB R SR R4S (IPCC,2006; Somo
gyi et al, 2007); TARMEKAE R R TE, P SRR AE Y E e L35 & Bk R 45 2)(IPCC,2006) . #R#E L
uo ZF(2020)ZRIA, 1978 £E & 2013 4F (6], FRE3E CREK TIT 200 MAFIK 5924 ML AREY R, 2
014 FELLK, EZ M R(2015, 2017)FH v g 13 E 2 ERFRISLAR Y BRI, FRmiAE St 7 R
ATARTE(LY/T 2260~2264, LY/T 2654~2662). {H&, AiRsgEAIMNERE N, KBRS A28 (Shive
r et al, 1992; K%, 1996; Fang et al, 2001; Chamshama et al, 2004; FxX%:, 2009; Fernando et al, 2012; Zhou et
al, 2016, 2019; Hou et al, 2017; Mei et al, 2017; Tang et al, 2018; Usoltsev et al, 2018; Jagodzinski et al, 2018a, 2018
b, 2019a, 2019b; Zhao er al, 2019; Dong et al, 2019; ¥ 4%, 2021; KBRS, 2021a, 2021b)EBE W E /D T AL
W AR (Ter-Mikaelian et al, 1997; Zianis et al, 2005; Lambert et al, 2005; [E5 0l J7,2015,2017; Zeng, 2017,2018; ]
agodzifiski et al, 2018a, 2018b)o [l AR5 7K1~ (AR AL AE UL J2 1T S BE )02, DRI ) a4 T 5 ARR SR B 1 2
YRR B E RS S

O R R IE SRR Y ER Y, R KI5 T 418 AR HE 21
Fh ARSI (A RRIE A Y EAR T 7 A 52%5,1996; Fang et al, 2001), ZIERLER ZHEF 1132 T 5] (Zho
u et al, 2016,2019; Zhao et al, 2019; Dong et al, 2019 ). It4h, ExRZE(2009)F]H 1266 NS F AR
FEHL RS, g7 TIRE 16 FARMETL Y B S B R IR G, kI8 B S5Q021)FIH 1828
AN FEFRRR TR RE, 57 7 IRE 10 FRARARETY B AR B S B T (R R R B Y, SR R4y 7
AN dE 3 MBI T 21 MR, S AT, IXUSHIAELE 3 NI R . — REBFEARD, o
RERYGENT AR/ NFEARSEAE b o W0 Fang et al(2001)#2 1 21 MEALE 18 AN HIETE 30 LAF, {7 M
Fi A 2K 3 PR SR G T 30 4y FOREF(2009) @21 16 MRS, A 10 A FEHE
BAE 50 LAR; dREESEQ021)EENL 10 MY, A 2 MR HIECA 2 50, R IAR R,
RE RS BN TE, REEEEMER SR R 2. M iErs e —, [URE Tifie
FEL RA(Fang er al, 2001; FK/8 8%, 2021b)B0MH K REL R(FMEE, 2009)X — PN Fabs, RISHEHMRZE T T
PIVEATFERR, 5L FH 3 DLV Al A 2 1%

FiAb, BEA XTSRRI H 28 G R AR GRS 1) S50, AR A B Ak TR B B E AL, FIR 2%
G EET TR AR AR AL TR A B LR (Zhou et al, 2016,2019; Tang et al, 2018; 5K
1o 5, 2021a), (HAFEIRRMAEYE RS Ik REEE AR Z R TE 0.5 80 047, FH5E E, ARRREEH
RIS RO — B ZE R BHEAZEQ021)FI ] 2000 ASFEHS I SZIEEE, 27 7 FE A I X

1315



S U T E R EAR K 2 S39 ARM BT RO R S A R E

10 Fi = ZEARAM ST (1) B R R AL & AR A BT, RIS SR T R Fh AR AR 1 A 4 B 480 DR A R A

KA EZEHFRARA: D RS LR E RIS AR 52700 AN s EdE, 476
SR IIAL RN L WA B AR R 22 A B T FE 4 7 (Wang et al, 2008; B fH4245,2011,2021; Fu et al,
2016), #% 1 AR 3 AR GE1E). 20 MRE (BF 2 2). 74 MR (BB 3 2) @R TMRRI#
WA E MG EZ BRI 25 2) X 3 NMNERER PSR frg AT e atr, ANHFARRE
NP A A AL ) AN S PR B AR AR

1 BaEHH

AT 5 B P AR S 56 LR 4 T ARopR B U5 2 ) [ e A U A TRE, DA AR, Al BT AR
TRASHRS FEHRR 3 AR, B9 A A2 (Abies spp )W A2 (Picea spp )Mk &M F¥A(Larix spp )tk 2K
(Cunninghamia lanceolata)¥k. FAAR(Cupressus spp )W« E A (Pinus massoniana)tk. KA (Pinus tabulaef
ormis)K. = EINA(Pinus yunnanensis)WR. FHAREFHAR EHIRAAR . EFRETRASAR . FEHIESAR. BRI (Que
reus spp )W MEWS (Betula spp )R ¥W (Populus spp)WK. HIA(Robinia pseudoacacia)tk 14 (Eucalyptu
s spp IR 1B IK(Hevea brasiliensis)tk. HARAEFEMR . HAREFERIL 20 MBI U (B
BRT 00 452700 4, FFAFEHERIE TR AR S 2005, K& MR — Jo S AR AR R RS2 AR A
YRR RS B R B S0 R,2015,2017; Zeng, 20185 HZKbREZE2024), M HEAWMBEME. AWE (&
Fhd EAEY R N AR, (FORE MR N EEARMEARZ A E) MRhifE . KR AR RSB 20 1 b
BUHECH A 2/3 FEREBIBREA, N 13 MENRIRFEAR . R 1 a2 20 AR RIS B g BRE AR B0 R A 1) 2
ENERT

R0 MARMEBERBENATR R

Tab. 1 The basic information of modeling samples and validation samples for 20 forest types in China

FRFEA Modeling samples HI&FEA Validation samples
) FEHb %L B wRKEM mAKHEY) Pt wRKEM RKEY)
A # it it # it i
Forest Type Number Num Max volu Max bioma Num Max volu Max bioma
of plots ber me ss ber me ss
of pl (m*/ha) (t/ha) of pl (m*/ha) (t/ha)
ots ots
AHZHK Abies spp. 534 355 1439 764 179 1364 792
=AM Picea spp. 1353 900 941 564 453 800 487
kA RK Larix spp. 2495 1665 485 381 830 522 379
R bk A2k Cunninghamia lanceolata 3152 2100 456 257 1052 454 262
HIA K Cupressus spp. 1328 885 511 768 443 388 622
Coniferous . .

A Pinus massoniana 2607 1740 319 325 867 333 290
MAAM Pinus tabulaeformis 1186 790 306 377 396 275 343
ZFFAMK Pinus yunnanensis 766 510 340 250 256 355 242
JAth&T Ak Other coniferous 1681 1125 471 323 556 414 327
" EFIH-TEZCHR Conifer mixed 1898 1265 881 600 633 789 487

RAZ NN .
M;e d £ FE VR AZ K Conifer-broadleaf 4364 2910 650 606 1454 502 436
i IR A bk Broadleaf mixed 13073 8715 732 870 4358 706 723
KRB PR Quercus spp. 4474 2980 706 875 1494 402 538
HEA K Betula spp. 2201 1465 472 359 736 420 360
- #RHk Populus spp. 3924 2615 396 367 1309 380 298
Hil# 4k Robinia pseudoacacia 830 550 188 248 280 193 245

Broadleave

¥ bk Eucalyptus spp. 1036 690 261 296 346 195 248
s H4JBHk Hevea brasiliensis 701 465 298 241 236 370 296
At fiFi g Ak Other hardwood 3368 2245 488 549 1123 443 509
HAb%KFE AR Other softwood 1729 1150 381 366 579 422 321

2 BT
2.1 Ry
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T GRS RS, AR AREE ] S AT T, R 20 MRS BL R BRAA MR . Z R
PR TRIRRAR RAEAR. ARSI E) 15 DN R FR IR A (D (FR i mIE s, F bR B2 5
2>, 2020) B HLFE DI (G AR AESE, 2010) 347405y, o 1 ANRA GBI FZ A s (4D Ak 8
A, 2 ANRE GLMAERAR . FADEREAM) et R AR (4D FRIEHBEE X IR T 4050 12 F1 6 NE
%5, Hofth 12 ANIEA P I X AR5y 2~6 MRS, ey A, KA. R PR, TR, TEdb 6 K
PR X3, B AL A I ONIEEE (RAb+EAE+TEIR) . B CRARHh R+ ). TUEE (PR 4%
X, BeJm, 20 DNERAREIIILAN N 74 AWK, EAA WK 1,

2.2 HRBVEN

WY ETESR EREA R, B TEHENEYESMN RN Z (RS, 2009; Jagodzinski e
t al, 2018b,2019b; Zhao et al, 2019; Zhou et al, 2019).fR % Fang et al(2001)%}4x[E 21 FhARARISA (KT 72 45 5,
WY ESEREZ M 2L, N 52 700 MEHLPREA B YIS ER SRR EE BT, &
FRLR AR CRU A R AR B R 1 T FLZR MR ALE T AR R ERI A, AN AFE AR MR 7] BEA71E 1A I
il 1 1 #i(Zhou et al, 2016). F3 4k, BR T MAEVIEZ4b, M BRI T AR FFHMES T, SERRMRE T
o R 43 A BRI AR R ZE P8 (FAO,2023) . 3 Rt A4 &8 2 EEAR NARZE EL(RSR), AN [RIFR RS
IR ZE L2 A 2 R IF(IPCC,2006) . 4 T HEMAG TH A RSB R A&, R X —H 7N EE,
TEAR RIS E EATTHENS, FRUCPIE IR AL (0.5 5 0.47) 5T 43 2IFR MK f# F (IPCC,2006; /7 K
=5,1996;Fang et al, 2001). {Hi2, ANFEFRAREAR)E IR RERINAAAE 2 (0 4R 55,2021 [AItE,  AH
TG R A M AR 5 ()R 25 AR B e ST 7 R4 J7¥9:(Wang et al, 2008; Fu et al, 2016,2017; Zeng et al, 201
7, 53 3 N EIRRE R T AR AE Y A it AR R 45

|
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Fig.1 Framework of forest classification
(E: 26 KBX I, Hepfe bdFient. REL ik, b, W54 (X, 1D, RIBEREILZT. Hk. Bk
L34, HRESE L. 0%, WL, 2. g, 0. R 78, drgafmme. Wb, . 7R T B
6 D, PHRIRAEELR. WU St =Fg. PO 5 A, PHAbEdmprs. Hil. i, TR, s AKX Kb, ®
b VEAEAERRALES, PRt VHRIERRVEES, AR PRIEWARR, K. R AWE . PR S B D 2 R
A, FBMRTO
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B, =3a8, + (ZbS,)V +
B, = (2¢S,)B; +5, (1)
C=(2d,S)B, +¢,

A B AU EYE (Yha), B oML EAEYIE, CNRAURIEE, V AEABIERE (m'/
ha), BINTEIRZEAE, B, NEAWUMAYRMGIHE, EREAL (D 2. 3 R TR
B oain biv i diNBEISHL, P FORE BRGNS SRR, YR TR IR AR
HEDY 1, BIWBMEN 05 61y e &3 AIRZEIL BUOEHARMIEDY 0 IR AT KA (1) HES
1 ZCBREL Vv, A5 B0 R AR A ) R D 5 (BCF )R

Bcr = BV = XbS: + TaS: /V 2)

BEAL AR P s 4 F(BCE)AH 24 T IPCC B KR = AT A8 M IR AR M Z E (D). AVEY §
A 1(BEF) MR ZE EL(RSR)3 NS H )42 & (IPCC,2006), F:3 R AN: Ber=DeBrre(1+Rsr). AL (1)
%3 WS d S TSR ECF. 1Ak, MRIEET (1D s 2 NS o T A RIRZE L.

RSR = BB/BA = (1 - Ci) / Cj (3)

HTAYE. kiEESEE S EREEARRL, HMEA R EME, HE (1D MiZRA AR A4
TR ZEAR B R AR T A R A E (G A4 ,2011a; Fu et al, 2016). AT 5T R FH BIALER BCR w=1/105
(Zeng et al, 2023).

2. 3 1REFN

TR (SR AREFE LR 6 Ti: HiE R85 R fhiHE M bRHEZE (BARFIAruEZE) SEE. EAM
XFiRZ TRE. TP RGR % ASE. FHHifLiR% MPE AP bR 22 MPSE( 154:2%,2011b; Fu et

al, 2017; Zeng et al, 2017).

MSEFIVE M R, — BRI MPE /NT 3%8Y 5%, MPSE /NT 15%8% 20%, TRE 7E+£3%LLA,
ASE fE 5% . T IFMBERLR @ M, R AT IR FE A AT SRS A8 SR 3G, THAERAL Y] TRE A1
ASE, — MR TRE 7E £3%LLNERASHEIE MPE, ASE 76 £5%LAN . 158 TRE #H £ 3% fo i 22 16 H
it MPE, NIERMRZEL K, 5 ASE 7E+5%~+10%2 (8], WAFLE—E RGtiR%E; # ASE i +10%,
MIBH BAFAE R G IR 2

3 BEER

FIFH A 35120 MARMEEHP B AE R R AYE. Hh BRI EREEE, 2503 1| A ek,
3R 20 NRAYL 74 N, SRS AR SR 2 AR RO TR N A A B (1), HB SR,
TR RS AR AT (VAN FE bR AR 2. L EAR YRR GG EAR T PR SR AR BR SEE 5 a AR B AL
BEZETAN, HAb S DR ZE TR, BEREEHIH . WK 2 1 6 BIPEMIEIRE, SARMXTIRZE TRE #
FET 0, HoAh 5 TFRFRM 1 ASSARE] 3 AN KL 20 NRAL, 74 AWK 3 AN ZIREITHIKTFE, BRTS
FEAS B A L/ T T 1% 2 MPE B E B INAN (A 0.42%%1] 0.60% 1.22%. 2.11%), HAth 4 WiFa ks L0
PG RO I ESs,  Hodh g RE RZIZWHE R (M 0.781 3 0.853. 0.928. 0.941), Attt {H MAxE
7% SEE FIP¥) 24515 7% ASE. T H hnifiR 2 MPSE #iZ#ik/> (4 MPSE M 22.38%%1 21.03%. 14.6
8%- 12.96%).

M3 ANKREE, RPHAE0.78 UL L, MPESHE 1%L, ASE 357 10%LAA (Hid 2 MRRETLE 5%
AW )D, MPSE £ 20%7/c 47 . FIH 17580 MRS S0 A AR BEAT 748 AT S, SR AT R 22 TRE ¥
E£0.3%LAN, “FIRGIRZE ASE HBI7E £5% LA

M 20 NREVE, R*HRTE 0.87 LL_b, MPE 375 3%ULA (FHodr 8 DNFRMEALE 1%L, ASE 37E 1
0% LAY (For 18 MNARMISTULE 5%LAN D, MPSE AX 1 MRS 20%, H 2 ANME 10% AN . FIH
OFEAREAR AT I A S, A 19 DR ST IR ZE TRE £ £ 3% AN, SCHARE AR (3)
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JZIK R Z Bt 11l Parameter estimate P46 R Evaluation indices
Level Type a bi ci d{(CF) RSR R?> SEE/t  TRE/% ASE/% MPE/% MPSE/%
EHHRASHR 4 Conifer mixed TV 4.4595 0.8099 0.8159 0.5044 0.2256  0.906 24.82 0.05 1.71 2.97 13.66
EHEIRAH L Conifer-broadleaf | 1.8584 0.8430 0.7829 0.4870 02773 0.930 17.73 0.00 2.52 137 10.22
EHEIRASHR 2 Conifer-broadleaf 11 3.8893 1.1026 0.7938 0.4934 0.2598  0.877 21.66 0.01 0.89 235 16.44
EHEIRAHS Conifer-broadleaf 111 1.7448 1.0257 0.7965 0.4918 0.2555  0.935 16.07 -0.01 2.12 1.42 14.12
EHEIRACH 4 Conifer-broadleaf IV 1.1497 1.0444 0.7974 0.4950 0.2541  0.940 10.91 -0.01 241 1.31 12.54
EHEIRAHRS Conifer-broadleaf V 2.2794 0.8772 0.8121 0.4945 02314 0.923 19.06 -0.04 2.89 1.88 14.32
FAMIEREHR 1 Broadleaf mixed | 0.4864 0.9751 0.7927 0.4798 0.2615  0.909 19.82 0.00 1.37 0.69 11.40
FAMYEREHR 2 Broadleaf mixed 11 -0.0928 1.3711 0.7894 0.4838 0.2668  0.927 16.58 0.00 0.75 1.85 14.87
FEAHRACH 3 Broadleaf mixed 111 -0.0875 1.3001 0.7965 0.4849 02555  0.954 16.91 0.00 1.28 1.02 11.90
FEHHEASHk 4 Broadleaf mixed 1V 1.3414 1.2308 0.7905 0.4833 0.2650  0.952 17.96 -0.01 3.33 0.80 13.05
FAHIEREHR 5 Broadleaf mixed V 1.8432 1.1634 0.7911 0.4865 0.2641  0.960 15.28 -0.02 1.40 0.79 11.35
fEAHRAcHk 6 Broadleaf mixed VI 0.9649 1.0453 0.8035 0.4863 0.2446  0.956 19.22 -0.03 3.09 1.06 12.15
KRR 1 Quercus spp. | -1.0068 1.1471 0.7818 0.4795 0.2791  0.970 13.96 0.00 1.13 0.80 9.89
FEPIFR 2 Quercus spp. 11 -0.0049 1.5550 0.7821 0.4808 0.2786  0.946 15.61 0.00 -0.06 1.14 11.37
FEBEFK 3 Quercus spp. 111 -0.2365 1.4851 0.7968 0.4815 0.2550  0.961 19.38 0.00 0.87 1.34 9.94
F¥EBEFK 4 Quercus spp. 1V 1.0500 1.4135 0.7912 0.4823 0.2639  0.957 18.15 -0.02 2.81 1.77 14.07
KRR 5 Quercus spp. V -0.1926 1.1182 0.8217 0.4820 02170 0.969 23.36 0.01 4.84 1.54 11.61
HMEAHR 1 Betula spp. | 0.1938 0.9346 0.7613 0.4862 03135 0.984 6.21 0.00 -0.73 0.88 6.91
HeAMK 2 Betula spp. 11 1.5641 1.0444 0.7850 0.4868 02739 0.858 18.71 0.00 2.50 1.40 15.79
HEAAM 3 Betula spp. 111 0.7607 1.0042 0.7970 0.4870 0.2547  0.885 22.14 -0.01 3.63 2.82 12.73
#BHR 1 Populus spp. | 0.1542 0.7329 0.7968 0.4731 0.2550  0.982 7.14 0.00 1.33 1.17 11.25
¥Rk 2 Populus spp. 11 -0.0628 0.9791 0.8170 0.4724 0.2240  0.973 7.49 0.00 1.56 0.72 9.17
itk 3 Populus spp. 111 -0.3020 0.8946 0.8195 0.4729 0.2203  0.956 11.94 0.01 0.81 1.97 13.26
ijfl #P#R 4 Populus spp. 1V -0.3962 0.9141 0.8601 0.4721 0.1627  0.907 12.13 0.01 1.31 1.50 14.09
I JHiFEAR Robinia pseudoacacia 0.7447 1.5370 0.7832 0.4838 0.2768  0.934 10.74 0.00 1.75 2.01 14.68
HeH Bk Eucalyptus spp. 0.3307 1.1740 0.7793 0.5238 0.2832  0.962 8.98 0.00 133 1.18 8.88
H2 /B #k Hevea brasiliensis 0.8497 0.8604 0.7981 0.4956 0.2530  0.991 4.09 -0.01 243 0.53 5.93
JKEA#ERR FIP. 0.4219 0.9889 0.7929 0.4822 0.2612  0.908 14.30 0.00 4.38 3.49 14.22
FikgigEMk C.S.P. 1.0519 1.1024 0.7934 0.4894 0.2604  0.975 8.00 -0.01 1.08 1.96 7.44
B Fk Ulmus spp. 0.7656 1.0968 0.7844 0.4839 0.2749  0.938 10.41 0.00 4.89 2.73 16.44
Kk Schima superba 0.4144 1.2017 0.7728 0.4746 0.2940  0.942 15.88 0.00 1.67 3.81 14.17
kbR Juglans regia 0.3120 1.0375 0.7907 0.4952 0.2647  0.968 2.65 -0.02 1.59 2.76 1132
MR Castanea mollissima 0.2104 1.1672 0.7958 0.4943 0.2566  0.943 8.21 -0.01 1.72 3.46 13.91
¥ #RAR Quercus variabilis -0.2029 1.5204 0.7823 0.4945 02783 0.963 10.46 0.00 -0.95 3.77 12.58
HAh 74 Other non-wood 0.4858 1.0736 0.7882 0.4944 0.2687  0.964 532 -0.01 2.30 1.86 12.61
HABAERFH 1 Other hardwood | 0.4491 1.4058 0.7852 0.4834 02736 0.919 11.75 -0.01 3.80 4.08 15.92
HALfEREH 2 Other hardwood 11 -0.1049 1.4276 0.7986 0.4842 02522  0.980 11.53 0.00 1.87 225 13.11
HAWAFEREH 3 Other hardwood 111 1.0589 1.3343 0.7842 0.4829 02752 0.958 14.14 -0.01 5.09 2.74 15.51
HAbfEFH 4 Other hardwood 1V 0.4022 1.2749 0.7886 0.4827 0.2681  0.950 18.16 -0.01 425 3.67 15.88
B Tilia tuan 1.7288 0.8643 0.7949 0.4617 0.2580  0.879 19.92 -0.04 3.26 421 15.76
Mk Salix spp. 0.3393 0.9938 0.7948 0.4929 02582 0.932 9.15 -0.01 221 4.00 16.19
HA#EEM 1 Other softwood 1 0.4991 0.9423 0.7900 0.4888 0.2658  0.933 14.43 -0.01 6.15 3.11 21.26
HAt#kiErk 2 Other softwood 11 0.8547 1.3636 0.8010 0.4938 0.2484  0.898 19.83 -0.02 427 3.89 19.19
HAb#KEE 3 Other softwood 111 0.6294 0.9392 0.7895 0.4937 0.2666  0.963 9.45 -0.01 4.70 2.82 16.84
HAh#REMk 4 Other softwood IV 1.3184 0.9434 0.8002 0.4891 0.2497  0.953 13.90 -0.04 3.00 2.53 10.55

TE: 5 3 JRIMESET, LRAFIAMIRAIARIR . BRAAARRIRFA AR, RSSO HI IR IBRARAR AN ST B, BRI R AR . BEAMRIAAR,  FoA TR 2 PR B
TRIGHR . RZBk Ak B AR BB A B A SRR MR R A TRAK s BB B 7 AR %A R A B XIS, e 50U S5 B 1 R4S — B, e JLABRER AR 1. 2. 3.
4 5y AR AT IR R AR Z A AAL AL PEAE. ARZR. PRI 4 AN MBI DX FL AR R A

Note: In the sub-types of level III, Pinus K.T.D. means Pinus koraiensis, Pinus thunbergii, and Pinus densiflora; F.J.P. means Fraxinus dshurica, Juglans dsh

urica forest and Phellodendron amurense; C.S.P. forest means Cinnamomum spp., Sassafras spp. and Phoebe spp.; Other non-wood means the non-wood forests composed
of other tree species except Hevea brasiliensis, Juglans regia, Castanea mollissima and Quercus variabilis. The Arabic numerals represent different geographical regions
of the type, and their numbering order is consistent with Fig.1. For example, other hardwood I, II, Ill, and IV represent other hardwood broadleaved forests distributed i
n north-east & north, north-west, east, and central-south & south-west regions respectively, except the sub-types of hardwood broadleaved forests listed above.

EBHITEE Ch-3.16%); P R Gt0R % ASE #BE £5% LA (2 NREIERAN) .

M 74 NRE, RXHRTE 0.85 LA b, MPE REATE 5%LAA (Hrb 60 ANE 3%LAK, AL BAA A HA
L T 5%), ASE #I7E £10% LA (Hd 70 MESEAE £5%LAN)D, MPSE X 4 NP 20%, A 5
5ANE 15%LAA, Hodt 15 ANE 10% AN R SOAE AR R 30 T 007 28 A 3%, S RAERR 25 TRE H 68
ANEIE £3% LA, B 3 DMK TRE £ £3%~ £5%2 8], HAth 3 DI (LR k. I
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) TRE 1 5%~ +8%2 I]; “F-¥) R411% 2 ASE H 66 MEEHITE +5%LAN, B 6 NIE2RK) TRE 1E + 5%~
+10% (8], fAH 2 AN Az, HABRAZE) ) ASEBH T £10%.

PL AP FR PR AT I — N RS, BB, W ERET X AR ax AN A, A 3 AN K] 20 N2k
B 74 ANTIX 3 ANERMBAIAES (1D ~ (3), HAFM IR 510 5 2 U 1K
FABL, ARl 2 Ab S 3 AN IR WG AR B AR PR AN SR AR S5 1, RSP 38 Tl Al % 22 MPE SRS ERTE 0.5% AT,
A 2HRDES (K 3.

*®3 NERRBKIIZE 2T AN ERR

Tab. 3 The evaluation indices of multi-level simultaneous models for estimating the population

F Model 2K Level R? SEE TRE/% ASE/% MPE/% MPSE/%
JA Population 0.781 34.62 0.00 5.30 0.42 2238
%ZE %1 )2 Level 1 0.857 28.04 -0.02 5.07 0.34 20.73
ST 52 2 Level 1T 0.928 19.88 -0.01 3.01 0.24 15.11

Biomass

% 3 )2 Level 111 0.955 15.80 0.00 2.15 0.19 12.42
) Sk Population 0.796 27.07 0.22 474 0.41 21.69
H B %12 Level 1 0.864 22.07 -0.01 435 0.34 20.10
Aboveground % 2 JZ Level 11 0.933 15.55 0.00 2.31 0.24 14.69
biomass 353 2 Level III 0.957 12.51 0.00 1.52 0.19 12.11
3 J4K Population 0.786 16.72 0.05 5.48 0.42 2236
T fiti i %12 Level 1 0.851 13.94 -0.07 5.32 0.35 21.11
Carbon storag 2 )2 Level 1T 0.927 9.79 -0.05 3.06 0.24 15.15
e 53 2 Level 11T 0.954 7.76 -0.04 2.14 0.19 12.43

M 3 FTCUE Y, BRAEYE. H b ARV E GG SRR S TN Fe bR, B T A 20 SEE AT %
WAL, HoAth 5 Tifebs 2 2 AR, AN A B 56 4 0] LRBSAN T AH NS B R E R e b G, B
ST 3 MRV SR IR F, BB 2 EIIRZ, BB 1 ERITEIR. B e E ARG E AT, A3 AR
FIRETR 3 74 PSR, H R2 M 0.851 #2715 0.954, MPE M 0.35%F% % 0.19%, MPSE M 21.11%# %

12.43%, G REREGHEIRA LB 20, =2 UIRIAET RG9S XA 2k RS AR AR A ) B A e

I

EARTHR AL T EAESR O TR R A R AR A R A T A SR ANE R 1, NAZJR AT BE NI AR 3 2 IR,

T [ R A PR Ml v B B
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Tk {11l Parameter estimate PFA/r#8 4R Evaluation indices

Sub-type i bi ci di(CF) R> SEEt  TRE/% ASE/% MPE/% MPSE/%

0.3940 . 0.7893
0.6511 . 0.7964
0.2090 .13 0.7817
0.3647 1.5479 0.7820
0.3070 1.4795 0.7968
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Wk 2 Populus spp. 11 0.3080 0.9727 0.8170 0.4724 0.2240 0.973 7.48 0.01 -0.92 0.72 10.08
Wk 3 Populus spp. 111 0.0941 0.8891 0.8194 0.4729 0.2204 0.956 11.96 0.00 -1.23 1.97 12.92
Bk 4 Populus spp. 1V 0.4810 0.9021 0.8600 0.4721 0.1628 0.908 12.10 0.01 -0.82 1.50 13.76
#EHRR Quercus variabilis 0.0492 1.5131 0.7823 0.4945 0.2783 0.963 10.52 0.00 -4.88 3.79 12.73
HABBERHK 2 Other hardwood 111 0.1409 1.4235 0.7985 0.4842 0.2523 0.980 11.49 0.00 0.04 2.24 13.33

5% 2 PRMARMBERML, EFHFUEH 11 MERKBSLERE DUE M fabr sk EARAKR, AR
B CnHAAERE AR 20 AR . RIS IR A RE AT MO AT, SRR ZE TRE A 10 ANE
KHFE 3%, JE 1AW R 4) 1) TRE 1€ + 3%~ +5%2 1], 5 5 Hr L4 R o645 1 — 2,
VI RGRZE ASEH 9 NMIRIEE5%LAN, B 2 M (REM-JRAAK 2 FIARJ#R) 1) TRE £ £5%~ £ 1
0% [H]

F b AT, R R R S WA B iR 22 A R R vk, W DA — IR MR N B 2 R SRR AR AE
ARG RO, B WE S AT R (B2, R DB R S A I R, TS R
BN A IE .

4.2 Zhig

AP 5T 4 B LR ARAAR BRI 1R 52700 AN 8 FE RSB , 286 R AR | W7 AR g 5
MR ZEAR BT T RRA TR, #% 1 AN BR. 3ARAA (55 1)2). 20 MM (2 E). 74 Wk (B3
B BT ET MR EAE B2 BRI RS, JEX 3 AN BRIV febn b AT 7 X b
SHT. ATDARH DL R4 i

1D AWFFBTE 20 NMARMBB ARV R AR i A A, A E R AL R? #R7E 0.87 LA L, MPE ¥J7E 3%
PAPY; 74 NIEEIARMAY EAGRE R, e /50 R #7E 0.85 DL b, MPE JEATE 5%LAN . XL
BERY, SRUERRAG TR IS, DX AN ARk RO I AR AR AR ) B Rk it B TR B A AR T T H R A A

2) XA RS RS EAGTE, 53 BRI RLE, 2 BRKRZ, B EMNER. NT
PE R ARMAE Y R A A SRR e, SOZR TR S 3 BRI, e IR E R R AT
R/l

3) HAWF AN R KN 3 HAYEBAGAT TIE AL, RINFATH 4 RAFTEBOR A 2
PE, H 22 Bl 2 AT A 5 (10 3G I T 328 T ik

2 % X W

Ji iz N E A IR RS 1996, FRIE ARMAE Y A EAGF AT R, A8, 16(5):497-508.

(Fang JY, Liu G H, Xu S L. 1996. Biomass and net production of forest vegetation in China. Acta Ecological Sinica, 16(5), 497-
508. [in Chinese])
B Z MOl R, 2015, SEARAYI BB Kkt 85 8—MPA(LY/T 2260-2014). Jb50: A [ A7 H hici:

(State Forestry Administration. 2015. Tree biomass models and related parameters to carbon accounting for Pinus tabulaeformis
(LY/T 2260-2014). Beijing: China Standards Press. [in Chinese])
EIZ MOl SR, 2015, SEARAY BB ik 82558 AR (LY/T 2261-2014). 305 A E FRifE H ARAL.

(State Forestry Administration. 2015. Tree biomass models and related parameters to carbon accounting for Pinus elliottii (LY/T
2261-2014). Beijing: China Standards Press. [in Chinese])
EZE M. 2015, SEARAY R ik THE S5 —2 B (LY/T 2262-2014) . 650 EARAE H At

(State Forestry Administration. 2015. Tree biomass models and related parameters to carbon accounting for Pinus yunnanensis
(LY/T 2262-2014). Beijing: China Standards Press. [in Chinese])

B Z MOl SR, 2015 AR AV B kit &2 5—59 R (LY/T 2263-2014) . Jb5{: A B 47 ifE H bt

(State Forestry Administration. 2015. Tree biomass models and related parameters to carbon accounting for Pinus massoniana
(LY/T 2263-2014). Beijing: China Standards Press. [in Chinese])
B Z MOl SR, 2015, SEARAYI R i ESH—A2AR(LY/T 2264-2014). Jb 5T A [ bR ifE H b
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