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A PRIMARY STUDY ON THE BIOMASS AND PRODUCTIVITY
OF PIN US MASSONIANA POPULATION IN .
DINGHU SHAN BIOSPHERE RESERVE

Peng Shaohn

(South China Institute of Botany, Academia Si'nica)

Li Mingguang and Lu Yang
(Deparimen: of Biology, Zhongshan University)

Abstract

As a pioneer plant species, Pinus mas:oniah_aw pla,ys"’a very important role in the process
of the recovery; of the vegetation in the subtropical mountain afea, iyith‘ its. ecological characters
and economical value. For the study of the biomass: and 'productivity ‘of .this _population in
Dinghu Shan nature reserve, the standard trees were mvestlgated by the Allonietrlc method
trunk analysis, etc. i S

The results showed that the biomass is about 64 tons/ha and the average annual produc‘—
tivity is about 1.28 tons/ha.year, both of which are somewhat lower than that of the same populav-
tion in the middle subtropical zone. The effects on the successive year productwny, the averagc
annual productlvxty and the certain period productivity result fram two aspects: the age change
of the tree and the variation of the environments., S
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