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BriepBrie B pycCKOSI3BIYHOM TUTEpaType Ha YHUKANBHOU 10 00beMy 0a3e pakTHIecKux JaHHBIX B Kommdectse | 065 nepe-
BbeB el (pox Picea L.), B3ATHIX B Ipejieiax apeaiia pojia Ha Tepputopuu EBpa3suu, perieHa npodieMa rapMOHH3aIMy MOJIeIeH
¢uTOMacchl IepeBbEB ITyTEM COOIIOCHUS MPUHINIA aINTUBHOCTH, TPEIIIONIAralomero, 4To cyMMapHas guromacca (pak-
Ui (CTBOJI, BETBHU, XBOSI, KOPHH), TOJTydeHHAS 0 «(HPAKIIMOHHBIMY YPaBHEHUSM, JOJDKHA OBITh paBHA 3HAYCHUIO (PUTOMACCHI,
MOJIy4YeHHOMY 110 001eMy ypaBHeHuI0. Pa3paborana cucreMa aJyIMTHBHBIX COOTHOLIEHUH (hpaKIMOHHOTO cocTaBa (huToMac-
CBI, TIPEJICTABIIAIONIAs] COO0I TPAaHCKOHTHHEHTAIBHYIO TPEXIIAroBYI0 MOJENb ITPOTIOPIIOHATIBHOTO B3BEIINBAHNUS, HA OCHOBE
KOTOPOW COCTaBJI€HAa COOTBETCTBYIOIIAs Tabnuia (pUTOMAacChl IEPEBLEB €U 10 ABYM BXOAaM — AMAMETpPy CTBOJIA U BBICOTE
JiepeBa. B oTnudne oT «arperupoBaHHOr0» METojla TOCTPOESHUS aAUTUBHON MOJIENHU MO MPUHIIUITY «OT YaCTHOTO — K 00IIIe-
MY», IPIMEHEH aJIBTePHATUBHBIN, «(carpeTHPOBAHHBI) TPEXIIArOBBIH METO €€ MOCTPOCHUS 10 NPUHIIUITY «OT 00IIero —
K 9YaCTHOMY», MOIU(HUIIMPOBAHHBIA aBTOPAMH ITyTEM CHSATHS KOPPEISAINN 0CTaTouHON ancnepcu. [IpennoxkenHas Moaens 1
COOTBETCTBYIOILAs TaOJIHMLa ISl OLEHKH MOJEPEBHON (PUTOMACCHI 1aeT BO3MOKHOCTH ONPENENICHHsI B IEPBOM MPUOIMIKEHUN
(uTOMacch €JI0BBIX IPEBOCTOEB (T/Ta) 110 JAHHBIM U3MEPUTEIHHON Takcanny Ha Teppuropun EBpasuu. ITockonbky mogoOHbIe
BCeOOIIME MOJENH M TaOIUIbI MOTYT MMETh CMEIIECHHS B JIOKAJIBHBIX YCIOBUSX WX MPUMEHCHHUS, Ha CICIYIOIIEM JTarle Uc-
ClIe/IOBaHU MPEACTOUT pa3paborark Oosiee JeTalbHbIe, PErHOHAIBHBIE MOJIENI U TaOMHIbI (PUTOMACCHI ITyTeM «pa30ueHuUs»
TIPE/ITIO’KEHHOH 3/1eCh BCEOOIIeH MOJIENTN Ha PETHOHAIBHBIE C TOMOIIBIO (PUKTUBHBIX TEPEMEHHBIX.
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For the first time in Russian literature the problem of harmonizing allometric models of tree biomass components (stem,
branches, foliage, roots) by means of ensuring the principle of their additivity has been solved. It is implying that the sum of
biomass values obtained by component equations should be equal to the value of total biomass received with the general equa-
tion. For this purpose the unique tree biomass database in a number of 1 065 spruce trees (Picea sp.) growing on the territory
of Eurasia is compiled. Additive system of biomass component relations, as a transcontinental three-step model of proportional
weighting is designed. On its basis the corresponding taxation table of the biomass component composition involving two in-
puts — the stem diameter at breast height and the tree height — is suggested. In contrast to the “aggregation” method of designing
the additive model according to the principle “from particular to general”, an alternative, “disaggregation” three-step method is
applied when using another principle “from general to particular”. The authors modified the latter by removing the correlation
of residual variances. The proposed model and corresponding table for estimating tree biomass makes it possible to calculate
spruce stands biomass (t/ha) on Eurasian forests as the first approximation when using measuring taxation. Because such trans-
continental models and tables may have biases in local conditions for their application, in the next stage of this research more
detailed, regional tree biomass models and tables through “split” proposed here common model for regional ones using dummy
variables will be developed.

IoaoxcumenvHas peyenaus npedcmasaena C. B. Banecoevim, 3acayxcenHbim necosodom Poccuu,
JOKMOPOM CeNbCKOX03ATCMBEHHBIX HAYK, NPOPHeccopoM, NPOPEKMOPOM NO HAYUHOIL pabome
Ypanvckozo 2ocydapcmeeHHo20 AecomexHU1ecko20 yHusepcumemad.
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duToMacca JIeCOB SBIIIETCS HEOTHEMIIEMOM COCTAaB-
JISTOIIEH B PEIICHUH MPOOIeMBbl YCTOHYHBOTO Pa3BUTHS
1 OCHOBHBIM <«JIPAiiBEpOM» CYKIIECCUOHHBIX U3MEHECHHI
BO BTOPHYHEIX Jecax [1], oJHaKko CKOPOCTh BOCCTAHOB-
JICHUSI UX OMOMACChI CYIIECTBEHHO OINEPEIKACT TEMIIbI
BOCCTaHOBJICHHUS OmopasHoobOpasms [2]. DTo o3Ha4aeT
CHIDKEHHE YCTOMYMBOCTH OMOC]Epsl M TMOCTETICHHYIO
ee JIerpallaliiio, YTO HeCeT Yrpo3y Ul CYIIeCTBOBaHUS
yenoBeka. [103ToMy CHSTHE HEONpPEeICHHOCTEH, CBsI-
3aHHBIX C OLIEHKOH OMOMPOAYKIMH 1 OHOpazHOOOpa3Hs
JIECHOTO TIOKPOBA, UMEET HEMPEXOIAIIee 3HaUCHHUE.

OpHa U3 TakuX HEONpeAeNeHHOCTel CBA3aHa C MPOo-
OneMol TapMOHHM3allMW aJUIOMETPUYECKHX MoJelei
¢uTomaccel nepeBbeB. Ha3zBaHHas rapMoHM3anus, B
YaCTHOCTH, MPEJIojaracT COOMIONECHUE MPUHIIMIA ajl-
JTUTHUBHOCTH, COIJIACHO KOTOPOMY CyMMapHasi (hutomac-
ca (paxmuii (CTBOJN, BETBH, XBOSI, KOPHH), TTOIyIEeHHASA
Mo «(paKMOHHBIM» YPaBHEHHSM, IOJDKHA PaBHATHCS
3HAYCHUIO (PUTOMACCHI, TOTyYeHHOMY 110 O0IIeMY ypaB-
Henuto [3]. HeoOXoamMoCTh COOMIONEHUS MPUHIIMIIA
QJIIMTUBHOCTU B Ta0iuIax (UTOMACCHI JCPEBLEB, CO-
CTaBJICHHBIX TI0 COOTBETCTBYIOIINM YPaBHCHUSM, OTME-
YaJiach y>Ke B IepBbIX paboTax, MOCBAIICHHBIX OIIEHKE
(uTOMacCHl EpeBbEB MO MX JIETKO W3MEPSIeMBIM MOp-
(domoruveckuM  (ISHAPOMETPUYECKUM) IOKa3aTesM
[4]. HazBanHas npoOiema IMPOKO 0OCYKIAeTCsl B MU-
POBOH JIHUTEpaType, U B MOCJIEIHNE oAbl HabIomaeTcs
OKCIIOHEHITHATBHBIA POCT MyOIMKAIIMK 10 ATOU TeMme,
OITHAKO B PYCCKOSI3BIYHOM JIUTEpaType OHA TOJHOCTHIO
WTHOPHUPYETCSI.

OcHOBHOE TIpeJIHa3HAYCHHUE AYINTUBHBIX MOJEICH —
HE TOJILKO YCTPAHUTh BHYTPECHHIOK MPOTHBOPEYHUBOCTh
CHUCTEMbI ypaBHEHHWH i1 (PUTOMACCHI JCPEBHEB U HMX
¢dpakiyif, HO W TMOJYYUTh MHHHUMAJBHBIC CMEIICHUS
OIIEHOK ITPH MUHUMAaJIbHONH KOPPETUPOBAHHOCTH OCTaT-
KOB fAucriepcud. [lepBbie MOMBITKA OCYIIECTBUTH MPHH-
U aJJIATUBHOCTH TPEANPUHUMAIIUCH HAa TpHUMepax
JIMHEHHBIX Mojelied. B wactHocTH, muis 10 MOAEIbHBIX
JICPEBbEB TyM TUTAHTCKOW OBLIM PAaCCUUTAHBI 3aBUCH-
MOCTH (hUTOMACCHI i-i (Ppakiuy (KPOHBI, JPEBECUHBI U
KOpbI cTBONA) (P, GyHTBI) OT AMaMeTpa CTBOJIA Ha BbI-
cote rpyau (D, AI0HMBI), BEIpaKEHHBIEC TTOJIMHOMOM 2-TO
mopsinka (tabn. 1). Perpeccronnble k03(pHIIMEHTHI

JUTSL HaZ3eMHOU (hUTOMACCHI (Pu ) TTOJTy9eHBI CIIOKEHH-
€M COOTBETCTBYIOILUX PErPECCHOHHBIX KO3()(HUIIEHTOB
«(ppakunoHHBIX» ypaBHeHul [5]. [loka3arenu ajnexBar-
HocTH (K09 GuIMeHT neTepMuHanuy R* u crangapTHast
ommnoOKa) o0IIero ypaBHEHHUs] paCCUYUTHIBAIOTCS TIO CIIe-
[IMATBHOMY QJITOPUTMY Ha OCHOBE TOJYYE€HHBIX Xapak-
TEPUCTUK «(PPaKIIHOHHBIX» YPAaBHEHHH.

B nmocnenytomue rofs! ObUTH MPESIOKEHBI U peau-
30BaHbl Ha Pa3HBIX 00bEKTax OoJiee CIIOKHBIC aITOPUT-
MBI aJIIMTUBHBIX MojieJiel pruToMacchl IepeBLEB, B 4ACT-
HOCTH, HEJIMHENHBIN B3BELICHHBIA METOJ HAaUMEHbBIINX
KBaJIpaTOB C NPUHYAUTEJIbHON MEPEKPECTHON OLICHKOM
perpeccuoHHBIX K03()(QUIIMEHTOB, C JTOMOIHUTEIEHBIM
BBOJOM (YHKUMH OLUIMOKM W C YYETOM BHYTPEHHEH
KOPpEJSIIUN MEXAY (QpakuusiMd (UTOMACCHI, a Takxke
JIByXIIIarOBbIH HEJIMHEWHBIA METO/I ICEBIOHECBI3aHHbBIX
perpeccwii (nonlinear seemingly unrelated regressions —
NSUR), npm KOTOpOM BBOIATCS OTIOTHHUTEIHLHBIC
OTpaHHYEHHsI Ha TMOA00P PETPEeCCHOHHBIX YpaBHEHHN
JUTSL MacChl UCXOIHBIX (hpaKimii (HampuMmep, JIMCTBBI U
BETBEI) U TPOMEKYTOYHON (Qpakiuu (HarmpuMep, Mac-
CBbI KpOHBI) 0€3 pacyera CHENUANbHBIX YPaBHEHUH IS
MIPOMEKYTOUHBIX (hpakmmii [3, 6-12]. B mocnemnem ciry-
Yyae IpUMEHEH TaK Ha3bIBaeMBbI 000OIIEHHBIN, HITH KOC-
BEHHBII METOJ HauMEHbLIUX KBaapaToB [7]. Cratuctu-
YyecKass KOPPEKTHOCTh M, COOTBETCTBEHHO, CIIOKHOCTB
pacyeTHBIX AITOPUTMOB IPH 3TOM MOCJIEIOBATEIBHO
BO3pAacTalii, MOTpe0OoBaJCs HHCTPYMEHTApHi COBpe-
MEHHOTO TporpammHoro obecrneduenus (SAS/ETS 9.3;
R-statistical package). Bce mepeunciieHHble aaropur-
MBI PEATM30BBIBAIMCH TI0 MPHUHIIUITY «OT YaCTHOTO — K
olremMy».

Kuratickumu uccienoparensmu [13—17] Obut npen-
JIO’KEH aJIbTEPHATUBHBINA METO, Pealnu3yeMblii IO IPUH-
UMy «OT o0mero — kK dacTHoMy». Hambomnee momHO
MPECTABICHHBIN 10 (PAKIIMOHHOMY COCTaBy (BKIIFOUE-
Ha HE TOJBKO HaJ3eMHas, HO W MoA3eMHas ¢uroMacca
JlepeBa), OH MOIYYHI Ha3BaHUE 3-I1ar0OBOT0 METO/1a MPO-
MOPIMOHATILHOTO B3BemnBaHus (three-step proportional
weighting — 3SPW) [15]. CormacHO mpemioKeHHOMI
CTPYKTYpE  («JIHCarperHpOBaHHOWN»  (pacuIeHIEMON)
(disaggregation model) 3-maroBoii afgUTUBHON cHCTe-
MBI MOJIEJIEHl MPOMOPLUUOHAIEHOTO B3BELIMBAHUS, OLle-

Tabnuna 1
XapakTepucTUKa aAIUTIBHBIX ypaBHEHUI /s PUTOMACCHI lepeBbeB TYU TUTAHTCKOII [5]
Table 1
Characteristic of additive equations for tree biomass of Thuja plicata Donn. [5]
Opakius GUTOMACCH YpaBHeHue R2
Biomass component Equation
JlpepccHta cTBoNa P =287,42— 10549 D + 13,439 D? 0,992
Stem wood s
Kopa ctBona _ 2
Stem bark P, =-3,19+136D+0410D 0,996
poria P =-3120+701 D+ 1,148 D’ 0,960
ree crown c
Hapsemnas Macca P =253,03-97,12 D + 14,997 I’ 0,995
Aboveground mass a
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Puc. 1. Brox-cxema «Oucazpeeuposanoil» (pacuneHsemoti) mpexuiazogoii adoumueHoti modenu pumomaccot depesa.
O6osnauenus: Pt, Pr, Pa, Pc, Ps, Pf, Pb, Pw u Pbk - coomeemcmeaento gumomacca depesa: obu,as, noozemras (kopHeii),
HA03eMHAA, KPOoHbL (X60U U Bemeeit), cmeona (Opesecttbl U KOPbL), X60U, emeeli, OpesectHvl CME0A U KOPbl CMEosa, K2

Fig. 1. The block diagram of the three-step disaggregation additive model of tree biomass.
Designations: Pt, Pr, Pa, Pc, Ps, Pf, Pb, Pw and Pbk - tree biomass, correspondingly: total, underground (roots), aboveground,
crown (needles and branches), stem total (wood and bark), needles, branches, stem wood and stem bark, kg
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Puc. 2. Cmpyxmypa 3-u1a2060i a00UmMuBHOLL MOOEU, PeAnu3yemoil no NPUHYUNY NPONOPUUOHANILHOZ0 B36EUUBAHUS
no 0annbim 122 depesves nucmeennuypt Imenuna [15]. O6o3nauenus: cm. puc. 1 u ypasnerue (1).
Fig. 2. The structure of three-step disaggregation additive model of proportional weighting, when using 122 sample trees of Larix

HEHHas 10 WCXOJHOMY ypaBHEHHIO o0mas ¢uTomacca
pacdieHsercs Ha KOpHHA U HaJA3EMHYIO 4acTh B COOTBET-
CTBWH C UX JOJSAMH B 0011eit puromacce (mar 1), manee
MoJIy4eHHast HaJl3eMHas (puTomMacca pacujeHseTCs aHa-
JIOTHYHBIM 00pa3oM Ha KpOHY W CTBOJ B Kope (war 2),
W, HAaKOHEIl, KPOHA pPAaCUICHSETCS Ha XBOIO U BETBH
(mar 3a), a CTBOJ - Ha ApPeBeCHHY U Kopy (11ar 36) (cM.
puc. 1). ITockombky Ko3(pPHUITMEHTH perpecCHOHHBIX
MoJIeJiell BCeX TpeX IIaroB OIEHWBAIOTCS OJHOBPEMEH-
HO, 3TO oOecneynBaeT aJAUTUBHOCTH (PUTOMACCHI BCEX
¢dpakuuii - 001IeH, TPOMEKYTOYHBIX M UCXOAHBIX [15].
ComnocraBuB MeToasl 3SPW 1 NSUR (cooTBeTcTBEH-
HO METOJ| «OT OOIIEro — K YaCTHOMY», WJIH JIUCATrpPETH-
POBaHHBIA, ¥ METO «OT YaCTHOTO — K OOIIEMY», WU
arperupoBaHHBIN) MO AaHHBIM 122 nepeBbEeB JTHCTBEH-
HULBI [ MennHa, uccieaoBaTeNy NPUILIIH K BBIBOIY, YTO
XOT$I MTOJTYYEHHBIE MO IBYM METOJaM Pe3yIbTaThl OJIN3KH
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gmelinii Rupr. [15]. For designations see Fig. 1 and Eq. (1).

MEXIy COOOH, TIEPBBIM JaeT MEHBIIYIO CTaHIAPTHYIO
OIMNOKY pPErpecCHOHHBIX K03(p(PHIMEHTOB MO CpaBHe-
HUIO CO BTOPBIM. [IpnynHy OHHM BHAAT B TOM, YTO ypaB-
HeHHUe sl oO0mel (pUTOMAacChl, pacwieHsSEeMOe Jajee
Ha «(paKIHOHHBIC» COOTHOLICHHs 1Mo Metony 3SPW,
Bcerga nMeeT Oosiee BBICOKME TOKA3aTeNd aJeKBaTHO-
CTH, 4eM «(paKIMOHHBIE» IS MAacChl XBOU M BETBEH.
[ToaTomMy Tpu peanmuzaiuil MpoIeaypsl B HANPaBICHUN
0T «(pPaKIMOHHBIX» K 00IEMY YPaBHEHUIO MO METOIY
NSUR, 6ornee BbICOKHE OIMIMOKYA YPABHEHUH JUISI MACChI
XBOU M BETBEH HAKJIAJBIBAIOTCS HA YPABHCHMS ISl TIPO-
MEXKYTOYHBIX (hpaknuii u obmeit ¢uromaccel. B urtore
MOKa3aTeln aJeKBaTHOCTH YPaBHEHWH, TOIYYSHHBIX
mo merogy NSUR, ocrarorcs Oornee HU3KHMH, Y€M T10-
JIydeHHbIe 10 Metoxy 3SPW, B TOM uucie npu CHATHH
KOPPEITUPOBAHHOCTH (DPaKIUil U HEOTHOPOIHOCTH JIHC-
MepCuu 0CcTaTkoB [15].
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Puc. 3. Coommowenue akmuueckux u pacuemuvlx 3Ha4eHuti 102apugdmos Had3eMHol GUmomaccol 0epesves e no ypasHeHuIo
InP =a +b (InD)+c, (InH) (@) ulnP =a +b (InD)+c, (InH)+d, (InD)(InH) (6) [20].

Fig. 3. Relation of log-observed and log-predicted data of spruce tree aboveground biomass according to equations:

InP =a+b, (InD)+c, (InH) (a) and InP = a +b, (InD)+c, (InH)+d, (InD)(InH) (b) [20].

Tabnuna 2

XapaKTepucTHKa He3aBUCHMBIX A/IOMETPUIECKUX YpaBHEHMIT (3)

Table 2
Characteristics of independent allometric equations (3)

Opakus GUTOMACCHI Perpeccuonnsie k03 pumeTs MogeTn R2* SE*
Phytomass fraction Regression coefficient of the model
P’ 0,8574 D[,I719 1_1-0,4340 D 0,3529 (InH) 0,984 1,34
IIar 1
P 0)] 748 D1,3899 H0,8713 D0,41()() (InH) 0’970 1,47
P 0)67] 7 D1,0459 H—0,3]64 D0,3563 (InH) 0’984 1’28
IIar 2
P 0)6436 D1,67(72 H-1,2722 D0,2771 (InH) 0’921 1’55
P 0,1911 Do7962 H3133 DO.3458 (i) 0,988 1,27
[Iar 3a
Pr 0)3584 D1,6062 H—1,2830 D0,2757 (InH) 0)90 1 1 ,6 1
P}, 0)2882 D1,7569 H1,3634 D0,2976(lnH) 0’879 1 ’80
Ilar 36
P 0,1873 DO8923 H°0210 D0.3992 (nih) 0,985 1,32
P 0,0432 DOsor 00603 DO.3177 (nh) 0,972 1,38

IIpumeuanue: *R? - koappuyuenm demepmunayuu, SE — cmandapmuas omubka ypasHenus.

Note: *R? - coefficient of determination, SE - the standard error of equation.

Jus xaxmoit u3 ¢paknuii puromaccel: obmiend P B
MPOMEKYTOUHON 1-r0 mopsiika P, ¥ MPOMEKYTOYHBIX
2-ro mopsiaka P_u P (cM. puc. 1), a TakKe HCXOOHBIX P,
P/, P, P wu P, - OblI¥ pacCUnTaHbl HE3aBUCHMBIE AJLIO-
MeTpudecKkre ABy(paKTopHbIe Mojienu Buaa [15]:

P.=a D"H",(1)

e P — duromacca i-ii ppakuu, Kr;

D — nuameTp CTBOJIa Ha BBICOTE IPYyAH, CM;

H — BrIcOTa JiepeBa, M;

a, b, c,— perpeccOHHbIE KO3(PHUIHMEHTHI HE3ABUCH-
MBbIX ypaBHeHu# (1) 1 i-i ¢ppakmum GuTOMaccHl.

ANTOPUTM HOCHENYIOIHUX PAaCUYETOB C IIEJBI0 MOJTY-
YeHUS aJINTUBHBIX 3HaYCHUH Ppakiuii GUTOMACCHI 1M0-
KaszaH Ha puc. 2 B ¢popMe 3-11aroBod Mpoleaypsl Mpo-
MOPITMOHATIHHOTO B3BEIIMBAHMS.

ean» m MeToauka ucciaexoBanmii. Ilensro HacTOS-
LIEr0 MCCIIeNOBaHUS SBISICTCA pa3padoTKa TPAaHCKOHTH-
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HEHTAJILHOM TaOMuUIBl (PUTOMACCHI JAepeBbeB pona Picea
L., anmuTrBHOM 110 PpaKIIMOHHOMY COCTaBY, COCTaBIICH-
HOI Ha OCHOBE COOTBETCTBYIOLIEH CUCTEMBI aIAIUTUBHBIX
ypaBHeHu#. B ynmomsHyThIX paboTtax [13—17] B kauecTBe
WCXOIHBIX MaTepHajoB aBTOPaMH ObUIM HCIIOIb30BaHBI
CBOJIKM JIAaHHBIX O (PUTOMACCE TOW WM MHOH JPEBECHOU
MOPOJIbI, UCUUCIIIEMbIE HECKOIBKUMH JIECATKAMU JIepe-
BbeB. Hacrosmiee cooOmieHne MpeacTaBiseT IMEpBYIO
B Poccnn mombITKy pa3paOoTKH aJATuTHBHON CHCTEMBI
AIJIOMETPUUYECKUX YpaBHEHHH (uUTOMACCHl IEPEBHEB U
COOTBETCTBYIOIIEH TaKCAIMOHHOHN TaOMUIIBI HA OCHOBE
c(hOpMHPOBAaHHON aBTOpPaMH YHUKAJILHOH MO 00beMy
eBpa3uiickoil 6a3bl JaHHBIX s enu (pox Picea L.) B ko-
mmgectBe 1 065 nepesnes [3, 18]. Pacnpenenenue npoo-
HBIX IUIOLIAJICH, Ha KOTOPBIX MOJIyYCHBI 3TH JaHHbIC Ha
teppuropun EBpasun, 6bu10 okaszano panee [19].
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1 1
Iar 1 Fi"‘ = a_ Do Sa pdallng) A Fr FE - f. DEr Hor par(ing) X Ft
o r
Step 1 1+ ﬂ,rDb-"Hc-"Dd-‘"::nH} 1+ ﬂEDbﬂHcﬂDdﬂ':mH}
. 1 . 1
]éual"z FG - a Dbz e pdlink]) X Pﬂ PS‘ - a Db g cepilinH) X Fﬂ
tep 2 2 - c -
p 1+ rchbech"’c‘~:”H} 1+ rISDbSHESDdS'~mH}
_ 1 _ 1
Iar 3a Pf - abDbthhDdh(!nH} X F, Py = a.DEf g ef par(ing) X F,
Step 3a — yil
P ﬂbechfDdf'*‘nHj abDbthdeh(:nH}
B, = - P Py = - P
E}I:rgg W 1 ﬂ,bkﬂbth'shkﬂdhkme} X Fs bk T 1 %_Dbu'ch'de'::”H} X Fs
P + %_Dbu'Hc'u'Ddu"::”H} + ay, DPekH ok D dpglInH)

Puc. 4. Cmpyxmypa mpexuia2060ti a00UmMusHoti MoOesn, peanu3yemoti no NPUHUUNY NPONOPUUOHANLHOZ0 636EULUBAHUS.

Obo3nauenus: cm. puc. 1 u ypasHenue (3).

Fig. 4. The structure of three-step disaggregation additive model of proportional weighting. For designations see Fig. 1 and Eq. (3).

P = 0,8574 D719 H0440 D 03525 (mid; R2 = 0,984; SE = 1,34
- L _ 1
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- 1 _ 1
[ar 2 PC - 0,1911 p07962 pr0.3153 [ 0,3458 (InH) X Pﬂ Pf - 0,6436 pL6702 pr—1.2722 R 0.2771 (InH) X Pﬂ
Step 2 1 + 0,6436 DLS?DE H—LE?EE DD,E'?'?l (InH} 1 + 0’19119 o7962 HD,EISH DG,H‘ISB (InH)
_ 1 _ 1
Hlar 3a Pf - 0,2852 DL756% [ ~13634 0.2576 (inH) X F, P, = 0,3584 DLe062 [ -12830 0.2757 (InH) X F
Step 3a 1+ 0,3584 DLSDS: H—LZSEDDD,E?S? (InH) 1+ 0,2882 DL?SS‘}H—LESE‘IDD,Z‘}?S (InH)
_ 1 _ 1
[Iar 36 'PW - 0’0432 DD,BDIBHD,DSDE DD,El?'? (InH) X 'PS Pbk - 0,18?3 DD,B‘}ZE HD,DZl‘}DD,E‘}‘}E (InH) X 'PS
Step 3b 1+ 0,1873 DD,B‘}EE HO,[)El‘}D[),E'}‘?EUnH} 1+ 0)0432 D[},BDlBHD,DSDE DD,El?? (inH)

Puc. 5. CosokynHocmp Ucxo0HblX A00UMUEHDLX AHATTUMUYECKUX 3aéUcUMOcmeli ppakyuil pumomaccot om ouamempa u 6v.comot depesa,

PACCHUMAHHBIX NO NPUHUUNY NPONOPUUOHATLHOZ0 838ewusanus. Obosuauenus: cm. puc. 1 u ypasnenue (3).
Fig. 5. The combination of the original additive analytical dependencies of biomass fractions upon tree height and diameter, calculated ac-

cording to the principle of proportional weighting. For designations see Fig. 1.
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1 1
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1 1
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Puc. 6. Tpexuiazoeas a00umueHas mooenv PPpaxuyuoHHo20 coCmasa Gumomaccot depesves e,

Peanu3o8anHas no NPUHYUNY NPONoPUUOHAILHO20 836ewusanus. O603HaueHus: cm. puc. 1.
Fig. 6. Three-step disaggregation additive model of proportional weighting for estimating spruce tree biomass and its components.

For designations see Fig. 1.
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Tabnmuna 3

Tabnuna agguTUBHOrO GPaKIMOHHOTO COCTaBa (PUTOMACCHI AepeBbeB (KT aOCOMIOTHO CYyXO0Jl MacChI)
IJIS OleHKY (PMTOMACCHI € TbHUKOB, IPOU3PACTAIOINX Ha TeppuTopuu EBpasun

Table 3

Additive fractional composition of tree phytomass (kg of absolutely dry matter) for the evaluation
of spruce stands phytomass in Eurasia

JluameTp cTBOJA, CM
H M ®paxiuy pUTOMACCH Stem diameter, cm
H m Phytomass fractions 6 10 14 18 29 2% 30
Ob6mras ¢uromacca 9.99 25.09 46.05 _ _ _ _
Total phytomass i ’ ’
Hoprin 1,75 526 | 10,84 - - - -
00Ls
Hanzemuas
Abowesromnd 8,24 19,83 3521 - - - -
Chona 3,54 10,41 | 20,67 - - - -
rown
XBost
6 Fi 1,79 5,01 9,62 - - - -
BetBu
Branches 1,75 5,40 11,05 — - - -
CrBon B KOpE
Stem in bark 4,70 9,42 14,54 - - - -
JpeBecuna cTBona 4.05 8.4 12.84 _ _ _ _
Stem wood ’ ’ ’
Kopa cTBona
Stem bark 0,65 1,18 1,70 — — — —
Obmas dutomacca 1,05 | 3044 | 5937 | 97,75 - - -
Total phytomass
Koprin 1,59 534 | 11,84 | 2139 - - -
00ls
Hansemnas 9,46 25,10 47,53 76,36 - - -
Aboveground
tpowa 2,26 782 | 1737 | 3117 - - -
rown
XBost
10 i 1,15 3,79 8,13 14,20 - - -
Beteu 1,11 4,03 9,24 16,97 - - -
Branches
CtBo B KOpe
S8 op 7,20 17,28 | 30,16 45,19 - - -
Apesecuna creona 6,25 1525 | 2690 | 40,61 - - -
Stem wood ’ ’ ’ ’
Kopa ctBona
Stem bark 0,95 2,03 3,26 4,58 — — —
Obmas guromacca 11,81 3458 | 70,18 | 119,05 | 181,56 _ _
Total phytomass
IfeOPH“ 1,48 537 12,50 23,42 38,60 - -
00ts
Hansemnas 10,33 29,21 57,68 95,63 142,96 - -
Aboveground
IéPOHa 1,55 5,87 13,91 26,24 43,30 - -
rown
XBost
14 Fir needle 0,80 2,86 6,54 11,99 19,34 — —
Betsu 0,75 3,01 7,37 14,25 23,96 - -
Branches
Creon & xope 8,78 2334 | 43,77 | 69,39 99,66 - -
Stem in bark
Apesecuna creona 7,65 20,72 39,29 62,77 90,66 - -
Stem wood
Kopa ctBON2
o 1,13 2,62 4,48 6,62 9,00 - -
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Obuas puromacca 3803 | 7952 | 13794 | 21414 | 30883 -
Total phytomass
Ig’PHH 5,39 13,00 25,01 42,12 64,91 -
oots
Hanzemmas 32,64 66,52 112,93 172,02 243,92 -
Aboveground
IéPOHa 4,55 1126 | 21,9 37,25 57,64 -
rown
18 XBos 2,23 5,31 10,06 16,67 25,28 -
Fir needle
Bersr 2,32 5,95 11,90 20,58 32,36 -
Branches
Creon & xope 28,09 55,26 90,97 134,77 186,28 -
Stem in bark
Apepecuna cTsona 25,04 4983 82,66 123,18 171,04 -
Stem wood
Kopa cTBona
o ook 3,05 5,43 8,31 11,59 15,24 -
Obuas puromacca - 87,86 155,15 244 31 356,52 492 85
Total phytomass
II<€°PH“ - 13,39 26,33 45,11 70,52 103,32
oots
Hasemnas - 74,47 128,82 199,20 286,00 389,53
Aboveground
IéPOHa - 9,31 18,59 32,17 50,63 74,540
rown
22 XBost - 4,40 8,53 14,41 22,23 32,13
Fir needle
Betsu - 491 10,06 17,76 28.40 4237
Branches
Creon B xope - 65,16 110,23 167,03 235,37 315,03
Stem in bark
Apesecuna cTsona - 58,96 100,52 153,21 216,90 291,40
Stem wood
Kopa ctBona
ot - 6,20 9,71 13,82 18,47 23,63
Obmwas puromacca _ _ 171,10 | 272.64 | 40181 560,14
Total phytomass
IfeOPH“ - - 27,47 47,73 75,51 111,76
oots
Hapsemuas - - 143,63 22491 326,30 448 38
Aboveground
IéPOHa _ _ 15.97 28,07 44,76 66,60
rown
XBost
26 Fir noodle - - 7,34 12,59 19,67 28,74
Bersu - - 8,63 15,48 25,09 37,86
Branches
Crou B kope _ _ 127,66 | 19684 | 281,54 | 381,78
Stem in bark
ﬂpegecma crBona - - 116,75 181,08 260,21 354,18
tem wood
Kopa ctBONa
R - - 10,91 15,76 21,33 27,60

B kadecTBe METOMWYECKOTO IOAXOAA MBI BEIOpa-
JM TPUHIWIN JWUCArPeTUPOBAHMS, PEATM30BAaHHBIA IO
3-1aroBof cxeme MpPONMOPIMOHAIFHOTO B3BEIIUBAHUS
(3SPW), mockonbky OH: (@) MO3BOJIAET MOMIAroBo (To-
CJICJIOBATEINIHO) PACUWICHHUTh OICHKU 00IIel (huTomac-
CBI Ha TMIPOMEKYTOYHBIEC (PPAKIIUK U 3aTEM IOJyUCHHBIC
OLICHKH — Ha MCXOIHBIE ()PAKIMU B COOTBETCTBHH C HX
JTOTISIMU B TIPOMEXKYTOUHBIX (hpakiusx, (6) odecneunBa-
€T TOILIAroByI0 aJJIMTUBHOCTD (paKIMii BCeX YpOBHEH,
(6) maer B uTore Monenb GUTOMACChl ISl KaXKA0H Mpo-

42

MEXYTOYHOH W HWCXOTHOU (PPAKIIUU ¢ BO3MOXXHOCTHIO
BbIOOpa CHCTEMbl aJUTUBHBIX YPaBHCHHMH 000 >Ke-
JaeMOW CTENeHW AeTanu3auuu, (¢) He TpedyeT Halu-
YU OJHOTO M TOTO € KOJMYeCTBa HaOMIOAEHWH IS
Bcex (paxnuii guromacce u (0) He TpeOyeT HaIUYHs
W WCIIOJIb30BaHUS TPYAHOIOCTYITHBIX Tporpamm (SAS/
ETS 9.3; R-statistical package), mo3Bomnsss 0o0XoauThCS
uHctpymMenTapueMm Excel. [locnenoBarensHOCTE HAmX
pacueToB aHAJIOTUYHA MPEACTaBIEHHON Ha puc. 1 u 2.
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BriOpanHast HaMu CTPYKTypa UCXOOHBIX aJUIOMETpPH-
YECKHUX YPaBHEHHH OTIIMYAETCS OT MPEAJIOKEHHOH B pa-
0oTax HaIWX MPEIIICCTBEHHUKOB [ 15] TeM, 4To B aJijio-
METPHUYECKYIO MOZIeNIb B Ka4eCTBE HE3aBHCHMBIX Iepe-
MEHHBIX BBOJSTCS HE TOJIBKO qUaMeTp cTBoia (D, cMm) u
ero Beicota (H, M), HO U WX COBMECTHBIN d((DEKT, win
cueprm3m (puc. 36). IlockonbKy MUHUMAIBHBIA aHa-
METp CTBOJIOB Ha BBHICOTE TPYyAH B CHOPMUPOBAHHOU
6a3e nanubix coctapiser 0,4—0,5 cM mpu BBICOTE AepeBa
> 1,3 M, TO TpaJMLIMOHHAS AJUIOMETPUYECKas CBSI3b (Bu-
TOMACCHI C TUAMETPOM U BBICOTOW CTBOJIA HAPYIIAETCS B
pe3ynpraTe CIBUIa TAKCALMOHHOIO AMaMeTpa BBEPX IO
CTBOIJTY, BIUIOTh 10 BepxyluedHoro mnobera. Benenctue
9TOTO MOSBISIETCS] KOPPEJLHS OCTaTOUHON AWCIEPCHH
(puc. 3a), xoTOpas ycTpaHSeTCs BBOAOM CHHEpru3Ma
(InD)(InA) (puc. 36).

Pe3ynbrarsl ucciaenosanus. Ha nepsom srane uc-
CJIEZIOBAHMSl PACCUUTAHbl HE3aBHCUMBIC aJJIOMETpHYe-
CKUE YpaBHEHHS, CKOPPEKTUPOBAHHBIC MOCPEICTBOM
BBeneHus cuHeprusMma (InD)(InH), BHadane ans oOuiei
¢duToMaccel, 3areM A Hal3eMHOW (TpOMEXyTOYHAs
¢paxmus 1-ro mopsiaka) U KopHe# (g mrara 1), gamee
JUIS TIPOMEXKYTOYHBIX (PpaKIid 2-T0 HOPSIKa — KPOHBI U
CTBOJA B KOope (1 1mara 2) v, HaKOHel, AJISl UCXOTHBIX
¢dpakuuii — XxBou ¥ BeTBell (I mwara 3a) U APeBECUHBI
M KOpHI CTBONA (Myisl 11ara 36) COIIaCHO WX TPUHSATOU
CTPYKTYpe

InP, = a,+b,(InD)+ c¢,(InH)+ d, (InD)(InH), (2)

WX TIOCJIe aHTUIIOTapU(MUPOBAHUSI

Pi =a, DY Didnt) 3)

XapakTepucTUKa MONY4YEHHBIX YpaBHEHHH TMOCie
aHTunorapuMUpoBaHus npuBeaeHa B Tadmn. 2. Bee pe-
rpeccroHHbIe K03 (OUIMEHTH! YypaBHEHHH (3) 3a peaKu-
MU HCKJIIOYCHUSIMH 3HAUMMbl Ha YPOBHE BEPOSTHOCTH
P, ;» ¥ YDaBHEHHS aJICKBaTHBI HCXOIHBIM JIAHHBIM.

[Tocne mMoOmCTaHOBKH PETPECCHOHHBIX KO3 hUITHEH-
TOB HE3aBHCUMBIX YPaBHEHMH U3 Tabl. 2 B CTPYKTYpYy
aJJUTUBHONH MOJENH, NPEICTaBICHHYIO Ha puc. 4, Ha
BTOPOM 3Tare MCCIEJOBaHUN MOTYYMIN COBOKYITHOCTB

WCXOIHBIX aJJINTUBHBIX aHAIMTHYECKUX 3aBUCUMOCTEN
(puc. 5), a mocie CokpanieHus Ipodei — OKOHYATEIIEHY IO
CTPYKTYPY 3aBUCUMOCTEH, WM TPAHCKOHTUHEHTAIbHYIO
aJIMTUBHYIO MOJIEIb (PPaKIIMOHHOTO cOcTaBa (huToMac-
CHI JIEpPEBbEB €JIM, PACCUNTAHHYIO MO 3-I1aroBoii cxeme
MPOTMIOPIIMOHAIBHOTO B3BemmBaHus (puc. 6). Monens
neicTBuTelbHA B qpana3oHe D =1,0+68,0cmu H=1,3
+43,0 m. [TyTem ee TaOynupoBaHus IO 3ajaBa€MbIM 3HA-
yeHusiM D u H nony4niny uckoMyto Tabnuily GppaxiuoH-
HOTO cocTaBa (PUTOMACCHI IEPEBLEB, TPEIHAZHAYCHHYIO
JUTSL OLIEHKA (PUTOMACCHI €TFHUKOB, MPOWU3PACTAFOIINX
Ha Tepputopun EBpasuu (Tadm. 3).

3axiouenne. TakuM 00pa3oMm, BIEPBBIE B PYCCKO-
SA3BIYHON JIUTEpaType Ha YHUKAIBHOW 1Mo o0beMy Oase
(hakTHYeCKMX JaHHBIX Ha mpuMepe pona Picea L. pas-
paboTana cucTemMa aJTUTHBHBIX COOTHOLICHWH (pak-
IIMOHHOTO COCTaBa (puTOMacchl, Ha OCHOBE KOTOPOHl CO-
CTaBJIEHA COOTBETCTBYIOIIAs TaOnHIa JUisi OLEHKUA (PH-
TOMAcChl IEPEBHEB M0 ABYM BXOAaM — AMAMETPY CTBOJA
U BBICOTE JepeBa. B omimume OT «arperupoBaHHOIO»
METO/Ia TOCTPOCHHS aIIUTUBHOIN MOJIEIH 110 IPUHITUITY
«OT YacTHOTO — K obmemy» [7], MpuMeHEH allbTepHa-
TUBHBIN, «JIUCAarpETHPOBAHHBINY» TPEXIIArOBBIM METOJ]
€€ MOCTPOSHUS 10 MPUHITUIY «OT OOIIEro — K 4acTHO-
My» [15], MOTUpUIIMPOBAHHBIN aBTOPaMU ITyTEM CHSITHUS
KOppEeJALMM OCTaToOuHOM aucnepcuu. IlpegnoxeHHas
MO/IEJIb 1 COOTBETCTBYIOIIAs TaONHIIA TSI OLIEHKH TIOZIe-
peBHOM (UTOMACCHI JaeT BO3MOKHOCTh OMNpPEeSICHHS B
MEPBOM TIPUOIMKEHUH (PUTOMACCHI EIOBBIX APEBOCTOEB
(t/ra) EBpa3zuu 1o JaHHBIM HU3MEPUTEIBHON TaKCallHH.
[MockonbKy panee ObUTO MokazaHo [20, 21], uTo mog00-
HBIC BCEOOIME MOJCIIM U TAOJIHUIBI MOT'YT UMETh CME-
IICHNA B JIOKAIBHBIX YCIOBHIX MX MPUMEHEHHS, Ha Cle-
ITYTOIIIEM JTare WCCIIeOBAaHUI MPEJCTOUT pa3padoTaTh
Ooyee AeTanbHBIC, PETHOHANBHBIE MOIEIH W TaOIHUIIBI
¢uToMaccel MyTeM «pazOHeHUs» MPEAOKEHHON 37ech
BceoOIIeil MOIeNny Ha PerHOHAIBHBIE C TIOMOIIBIO (PHK-
THUBHBIX TICPEMEHHBIX.

Jluteparypa

1. Lohbeck M., Poorter L., Martinez-Ramos M., Bongers F. Biomass is the main driver of changes in ecosystem
process rates during tropical forest succession // Ecology. 2015. Vol. 96. P. 1242—-1252.

2. Martin P. A., Newton A. C., Bullock J. M. Carbon pools recover more quickly than plant biodiversity in tropical
secondary forests // Proceedings of the Royal Society: B (Biological Sciences). 2013. Vol. 280. P. 1-8. DOI :
10.1098/rspb.2013.2236.

3. Yeonbues B. A. O0 agmuTHBHBIX MOJETISIX OHOMACCHI I€PEBBEB: HEONPEICTCHHOCTH 1 TIONBITKA HX aHAJTHTHYE-
ckoro 063opa // Dxo-noreruuan. 2017. Ne 2. C. 23-46.

4.Young H. E., Strand L., Altenberger R. Preliminary fresh and dry weight tables for seven tree species in Maine //
Maine Agricultural Experiment Station, Technical Bulletin. 1964. Ne 12. 76 p.

5. Kozak A. Methods for ensuring additivity of biomass components by regression analysis // The Forestry
Chronicle. 1970. Vol. 46. Ne 5. P. 402—404.

6. Parresol B. R. Assessing tree and stand biomass: a review with examples and critical comparison // Forest
Science. 1999. Vol. 45. P. 573-593.

7. Parresol B. R. Additivity of nonlinear biomass equations // Canadian Journal of Forest Research. 2001. Vol. 31.
P. 865-878.
43

www.avu.usaca.ru



=pt= s~ A2papHbili eecmHuk Ypana Ne 07 (161), 2017 2. —« e a—--

Buosnoaus u buomexHosioauu

8. Carvalho J. P., Parresol B. R. Additivity in tree biomass components of Pyrenean oak (Quercus pyrenaica
Willd.) // Forest Ecology and Management. 2003. Vol. 179. P. 269-276.

9.BiH., Turner J., Lambert M. J. Additive biomass equations for native eucalypt forest trees of temperate Australia //
Trees. 2004. Vol. 18. P. 467-479.

10. Bi H., Murphy S., Volkova L., Weston Ch., Fairman T., Li Y., Law R., Norris J., Lei X., Caccamo G. Additive
biomass equations based on complete weighing of sample trees for open eucalypt forest species in south-eastern
Australia // Forest Ecology and Management. 2015. Vol. 349. P. 106—121. DOI : 10.1016/j.foreco.2015.03.007.

11. Daryaei A., Sohrabi H. Additive biomass equations for small diameter trees of temperate mixed deciduous
forests // Scandinavian Journal of Forest Research. 2015. Vol. 31. Ne 4. P. 394-398.

12. Stankova T., Gyuleva V., Tsvetkov 1., Popov E. at al. Aboveground dendromass allometry of hybrid black
poplars for energy crops // Annals of Forest Research. 2016. Vol. 59. Ne 1. P. 61-74.

13. Tang S., Zhang H., Xu H. Study on establish and estimate method of compatible biomass model // Scientia
Silvae Sinica. 2000. Vol. 36. P. 19-27.

14. Zeng W.S., Tang S. Z. Using measurement error modeling method to establish compatible single-tree biomass
equations system // Forest Research. 2010. Vol. 23. P. 797-802.

15. Dong L., Zhang L., Li F. A three-step proportional weighting system of nonlinear biomass equations // Forest
Science. 2015. Vol. 61. Ne 1. P. 35-45.

16. Zhang C., Peng D.-L., Huang G.-S., Zeng W.-S. Developing aboveground biomass equations both compatible
with tree volume equations and additive systems for single-trees in poplar plantations in Jiangsu Province, China //
Forests. 2016. Vol. 7. Ne 2. P. 32. DOI : 10.3390/£7020032.

17. Fu L., Lei Y., Wang G., Bi H., Tang S., Song X. Comparison of seemingly unrelated regressions with error-
invariable models for developing a system of nonlinear additive biomass equations // Trees. 2016. Vol. 30. Ne 3.
P. 839-857.

18. Usoltsev V. A. Single-tree biomass data for remote sensing and ground measuring of Eurasian forests : CD-
version in English and Russian. Ekaterinburg : Ural State Forest Engineering University, 2016. URL : http://elar.
usfeu.ru/handle/123456789/6103.

19. Yconbues B. A., Boponos M. I1., Komuun K. B. Crpykrypa ¢hutomMaccs gepeBbeB J1ecoo0pa3yonux mopos B
TPaHCKOHTHHEHTAIBHBIX IpaanenTax EBpasun // Dxo-nmorennunain. 2017. Ne 1. C. 55-71.

20. Ycombres B. A., Komunn K. B., Boponos M. I1. ®ukTHBHBIEC IEpEeMEHHBIC 1 CMEIIIEHUS BCEOOIITHX aNIOMETPH-
YeCKHUX MOJIeNIeH MPH JIOKaTbHOU OlleHKe (puToMacchl aepeBbeB (Ha npumepe Picea L.) // Dxo-motennman. 2017.
Ne 1. C. 22-39.

21. Yeonsues B. A., Komuun K. B., Azapenok B. A. O BO3MOXXHOCTSAX IPUMEHEHHs BCEOOIINX U PETHOHAIBHBIX
AJJIOMETPHUYCSCKUX MOJICNICH MpH OlleHKe (UTOMACCHI JepeBbeB e // ArpapHbiii BecTHUK Ypana. 2017. Ne 06.
C. 33-37.

References

1. Lohbeck M., Poorter L., Martinez-Ramos M., Bongers F. Biomass is the main driver of changes in ecosystem
process rates during tropical forest succession // Ecology. 2015. Vol. 96. P. 1242—1252.

2. Martin P. A., Newton A. C., Bullock J. M. Carbon pools recover more quickly than plant biodiversity in tropical
secondary forests // Proceedings of the Royal Society: B (Biological Sciences). 2013. Vol. 280. P. 1-8. DOI :
10.1098/rspb.2013.2236.

3. Yconbues B. A. O0 aguTUBHBIX MOJEISIX OHOMACCHI I€PEBLEB: HEONPEICICHHOCTH M IONBITKA HX aHAJTHTHYE-
ckoro 063opa // Dxo-norernuan. 2017. Ne 2. C. 23-46.

4. Young H. E., Strand L., Altenberger R. Preliminary fresh and dry weight tables for seven tree species in Maine
// Maine Agricultural Experiment Station, Technical Bulletin. 1964. Ne 12. 76 p.

5. Kozak A. Methods for ensuring additivity of biomass components by regression analysis // The Forestry
Chronicle. 1970. Vol. 46. Ne 5. P. 402-404.

6. Parresol B. R. Assessing tree and stand biomass: a review with examples and critical comparison // Forest
Science. 1999. Vol. 45. P. 573-593.

7. Parresol B. R. Additivity of nonlinear biomass equations // Canadian Journal of Forest Research. 2001. Vol. 31.
P. 865-878.

8. Carvalho J. P., Parresol B. R. Additivity in tree biomass components of Pyrenean oak (Quercus pyrenaica Willd.)
/I Forest Ecology and Management. 2003. Vol. 179. P. 269-276.

9. Bi H., Turner J., Lambert M. J. Additive biomass equations for native eucalypt forest trees of temperate Australia
// Trees. 2004. Vol. 18. P. 467-479.

44 www.avu.usaca.ru



=pt= s~ A2papHbili eecmHuk Ypana Ne 07 (161), 2017 2. —« e a—--

Buosnoaus u buomexHosioauu

10. Bi H., Murphy S., Volkova L., Weston Ch., Fairman T., Li Y., Law R., Norris J., Lei X., Caccamo G. Additive
biomass equations based on complete weighing of sample trees for open eucalypt forest species in south-eastern
Australia // Forest Ecology and Management. 2015. Vol. 349. P. 106—121. DOI : 10.1016/j.foreco.2015.03.007.

11. Daryaei A., Sohrabi H. Additive biomass equations for small diameter trees of temperate mixed deciduous
forests // Scandinavian Journal of Forest Research. 2015. Vol. 31. Ne 4. P. 394-398.

12. Stankova T., Gyuleva V., Tsvetkov 1., Popov E. at al. Aboveground dendromass allometry of hybrid black
poplars for energy crops // Annals of Forest Research. 2016. Vol. 59. Ne 1. P. 61-74.

13. Tang S., Zhang H., Xu H. Study on establish and estimate method of compatible biomass model // Scientia
Silvae Sinica. 2000. Vol. 36. P. 19-27.

14. Zeng W.S., Tang S. Z. Using measurement error modeling method to establish compatible single-tree biomass
equations system // Forest Research. 2010. Vol. 23. P. 797-802.

15. Dong L., Zhang L., Li F. A three-step proportional weighting system of nonlinear biomass equations // Forest
Science. 2015. Vol. 61. Ne 1. P. 35-45.

16. Zhang C., Peng D.-L., Huang G.-S., Zeng W.-S. Developing aboveground biomass equations both compatible
with tree volume equations and additive systems for single-trees in poplar plantations in Jiangsu Province, China //
Forests. 2016. Vol. 7. Ne 2. P. 32. DOI : 10.3390/£7020032.

17. Fu L., Lei Y., Wang G., Bi H., Tang S., Song X. Comparison of seemingly unrelated regressions with error-
invariable models for developing a system of nonlinear additive biomass equations // Trees. 2016. Vol. 30. Ne 3.
P. 839-857.

18. Usoltsev V. A. Single-tree biomass data for remote sensing and ground measuring of Eurasian forests : CD-
version in English and Russian. Ekaterinburg : Ural State Forest Engineering University, 2016. URL : http://elar.
usfeu.ru/handle/123456789/6103.

19. Usoltsev V. A., Voronov M. P., Kolchin K. V. Single-tree biomass structure of forest-forming species in trans-
continental gradients of Eurasia // Eco-Potential. 2017. Ne 1. P. 55-71.

20. Usoltsev V. A., Kolchin K. V., Voronov M. P. Dummy variables and biases of allometric models when local
estimating tree biomass (on an example of Picea L.) // Eco-Potential. 2017. Ne 1 (17). P. 22-39 .

21. Usoltsev V. A., Kolchin K. V., Azarenok V. A. On possibilities for application of generic and regional allometric
models, when local estimating spruce tree biomass // Agrarian Bulletin of the Urals. 2017. Ne 6. P. 33-37.

Asmopul 8bipasicarom npusnameavHocms I. b. Kogpmany, kanouoamy @gusuxo-mamemamuuecKux Hayx,
cmapuwemy HayuHomy compyoHuxky Huemumyma neca um. B. H. Cykauesa CO PAH, 3a kpumuueckue 3amevaHus,
8blcKaA3aHHble 8 X00e N0020MOBKU PYKONUCU.

45 www.avu.usaca.ru



