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Height-Diameter Models for Lithocarpus glaber - Schima superba Natural
Evergreen Broad-leaved Mixed Forest in Ningbo

LOU Minghua' BAI Chao’ YANG Tonghui'

(1. Ningbo Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Ningbo, Zhejiang 315040, China; 2. Ningbo Institute of Surveying and Mapping &
Remote Sensing, Ningbo, Zhejiang 315042, China)

Abstract Natural evergreen broad-leaved mixed forests are typical zonal vegetation types in Ningbo.
Height-diameter models for natural evergreen broad-leaved mixed forests may provide a theoretical basis for
forest growth prediction, forest management, forest inventory, et al. 30 height-diameter empirical models were
constructed for Lithocarpus glaber - Schima superba natural evergreen broad-leaved mixed forest in Ningbo.
The differences of fitting effect were analyzed among 30 height-diameter empirical models to determinate
the appropriate height-diameter models using five model evaluation indices, namely, adjusted coefficient of
determination (Ra’), root mean square error (RMSE), mean absolute error (MAE), relative mean absolute error
(RMAE) and Akaike information criterion (AIC). The results show that 29 models can be solved except for
M23. The fitting effects of M09, M12 and M26 are better among 29 models using five model evaluation indices.
Additionally, M09 and M12 are better than M26. M09 and M12 are the optimization models for L. glaber - S.
superba natural evergreen broad-leaved mixed forest. Priority of calibration fitting effects, M09 is recommended,
Ra’=0.914 1; Priority of validation fitting effects, M12 is recommended, Ra’=0.912 6.
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Tab. 1 Summary statistics for calibration and validation data (mean + standard deviation)

BE Data MATHFHIE Stand characteristics H#HE(H Characteristic value
FREL /( ¥k - hm™®)Tree number 5750
HHOSR M4 /cmDiameter at breast height 7.8 +5.4(0.5,25.5)

Calibration data W75 /m Height

T FhZE Y, Species composition
K&/ (#k - hm™)Tree number

Ko K Mg4% /cmDiameter at breast height
Validation data W75 /m Height

T FhZE Y, Species composition

6.5 £3.8(1.5,13.8)
3 Ak 3 AR 2 iR L 3R 1 LA A
3325
7.6 + 4.0(0.7, 16.7)

6.7 +2.9(1.5,11.7)

4 8% 3 ARFf 2 T X Cyclobalanopsis glaucal HAbHFh B

e ANMES NPER R, HAFh A @35 E X DRI Pinus massoniana . L Symplocos sumuntia . B4R 1E Rhodo-

dendron ovatum . Wi{TAH Diospyros japonica

LS Camellia fraterna, FAMFF B 45 HAEK Quercus fabri. Kk Casta-

nopsis carlesii. y5hf Castanopsis sclerophylla . \WHE T Gardenia jasminoides . TR Fraxinus insularis . 1L, 1LHEIK

Albizia kalkora . ¥t Myrica rubra,

Notes: values in parentheses denote the scope, other species A include Cyclobalanopsis glauca, Pinus massoniana, Symplocos su-
muntia, Rhododendron ovatum, Diospyros japonica, Camellia fraternal; other species B include Quercus fabri, Castanopsis
carlesii, Castanopsis sclerophylla, Gardenia jasminoides, Fraxinus insularis, Symplocos sumuntia, Albizia kalkora, Myrica ru-

bra.
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Fig. 1 Scatter diagram of height against diameter at
breast height
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# (adjusted coefficient of determination, Ra’ ), 475
HR1%2E (root mean square error, RMSE ), 344X}
%% (' mean absolute error, MAE ), AHXJ 40 %1%
7% (relative mean absolute error, RMAE ) #1 Akaike
{5 B #E W) ( Akaike information criterion, AIC ), I,

®2 WE - MRER
Tab. 2 Height-diameter models

i85S Model No. iRk Model expression

MO1 H=a+bD

MO02 H= (a +bD! )71

MO03 10g(H—1.3)=a+blog(D)
Mo4 log(H -13)=a+bD"™
MO5 H=a+blog(D)

MO06 H =a+bD+cD?
Mo7 H=a+bD"' +cD?
MO8 H=13+aD"

M09 H=13+exp(a+b/(D+1))
M10 H=13+aD/(b+D)
Mil H =13+a(1-exp(-bD))
M12 H=13+D?/(a+bD)’
M13 H=13+aexp(b/D)
M14 H=13+10"D"

M15 H=13+aD/(1+D)+bD
Mi6 H=13+a(D/(1+ D))’
M17 H:1.3+a/(1+b exp(—cD))
MI8 H=13+a(1-exp(-bD))’
M19 H:1.3+a(1—exp(—ch))
M20 H =1.3+aexp(—b exp(—cD))
M21 H=1.3+D2/(a+bD+cD2)
M22 H=13+aD""

M23 H = 1.3 4 7(b/(D+))
M24 H=13+a/(1+b"'D)
M25 H=13+a+b/(D+c)
M26 H=13+aexp(-bD™®)
M27 11=L3+amp@aw(4ﬁD—c»)
M28 H =13+exp(a+bD®)
M29 log(H -1.3)=a+bD"
M30 H=a+bD+cD? +kD?

e DFRME, HFRmRWE, ab, e, k RnBAIZEL
Notes: D denotes diameter at the breast height, // denotes
height, a, b, ¢ and k denote model parameters.
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% 3. H b, R, RMSE. MAE. RMAE #1 AIC
T @514, RMSE. MAE fl RMAE JH T-46 56
P

2 HREHH

FIF R Goitis 5 R M 30 M, & B M23
TouoR g, HAh 29 MEIRIBIRER AR . 29 DALY
AR MSEAGTT, ik 4. 3R 5 &K 6.

B LA RO BT R 4 fk STl
F i, Ra By F ¥ {H N 0.8904, MI19 H A f K
Ra*{H 4 0.921 7. R’ {H/NT 0.8 194 2 ~HI M07
M MOL, H Ra® {H 51 514 0.728 2 F10.758 2, H
R E KT 091 (A 15 MR, 1% 15 MR
i R AR R EV/NERF, HXT R AL R . M19,
M20. M27. M18. M24, M17. M06. M21.
M22, M09, M16, MI2, M26, M28, M29, 5
B[R RE, 322 15 AN A AR () ATC B AN 78 A5 0 s 10
RMSE {H /N KHEF B, #5453 Re® (Hh K
B /NHEFE B9 E AR TR, AIC {8 B8 M 679.139 9
£ 965276 8, 5 % 4% 1) RMSE fH 19 35 [ 4
1.050 0 % 1.9559; FMIHE Y MAE {, Hyu [l
$0.7542 F 1.563 7, H/NEIKHEFHRT 15 M

AURY A M20, M27. M19, MI8., M06., M24,
M17. M21, M22, M09, M16. M12. M26.
M28., M29; A5 4 1) RMAE B, HAEF oy
0.138 1 & 0.2657, H/NEIKHEF B AT 15 4~ Al
O S M20, M27. M06., M19, MI8, M09,
M12. M24, M17. M21, M11, M02. M10.
Ml16, M22,

o 36 BCHE P AU SO e BT AR 4 FIER 5 T
F L, K #PE A9 RMSE i, HAIEE N 1.346 1
£ 1.8138, M /NBIRHEF B HT 15 A4 AR
e M15, M03, M08, M14, M01. M10. M30,
M11. M07. M02. M25, M12, M05. M09,
M26; K36 50E i MAE {8, HIEREIN 1.040 5 %=
14151, H/NEIRHEF T 15 A BAK IR R
MO03. M08, M14. M15, MO1. M10. MO2.
M30. M25. M11. M12, M05. M09. M26.
M28; #3545 i RMAE {8, 6 4 0.143 0
% 04382, MW /MR KHETF B ET 15 A ALK IR
9. MO7. MI12, M09, M02, M25, MI10. MO03,
MO08. M14, M16. M26. M28. M29. MI1,
M24,

SR K M. hE 6 T EH, M21 h 3%

% 3 5 MEENEMIEIR
Tab. 3 Five model evaluation indices

ISP FE DR

Model evaluation index

A3 Formula

Rd’

RMSE

MAE

RMAE

AIC

Ra2=1—(1—R2)

) n—1
n—k-—1

AIC =—logL +2k

e o ORI, P FRMHE, Y SRR PRI, o FRIREAR, k FRBSEONE, L RS R R

Notes: y; are observed values, V; are estimated values, )_/ is mean observed value, 7 is observed sample quantity, & is the number of

model parameters, L is the likelihood function value.
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Tab. 4 Fitting performance for 29 models

A Calibration Ki%: Validation
1557 Model

Rd’ RMSE MAE RMAE AIC RMSE MAE RMAE
MO1 0.7852 1.738 7 1.324 1 0.2190 910.133 1 1.3539 1.061 4 0.1758
MO02 0.908 0 1.1377 0.843 7 0.156 1 715.047 2 1.501 7 1.134 6 0.163 1
MO03 0.8512 1.447 1 1.1197 0.1872 825.690 5 1.349 5 1.040 5 0.1658
Mo04 0.909 9 1.126 1 0.8339 0.180 4 710.328 0 1.670 9 1.240 8 0.1752
MO5 0.880 9 1.294 7 1.007 7 0.163 2 774.482 7 1.536 3 1.163 6 0.438 2
MO06 0.916 8 1.082 2 0.770 3 0.1399 693.014 7 1.608 9 1.240 8 0.169 2
MO7 0.728 2 1.9559 1.563 7 0.265 7 965.276 8 1.498 5 1.193 2 0.1430
MO8 0.8512 1.447 1 1.1197 0.1872 825.690 5 1.349 5 1.040 5 0.1658
M09 0914 1 1.099 8 0.797 3 0.1429 699.456 8 1.5512 1.164 1 0.162 4
M10 0.895 1 1.2150 0.9212 0.156 9 745.284 6 1.4373 1.113 2 0.1655
MI11 0.905 0 1.156 7 0.873 3 0.1515 722.6355 1.487 5 1.1533 0.167 7
M12 0.912 6 1.108 9 0.807 1 0.143 7 703.242 3 1.5350 1.1550 0.1622
M13 0.909 9 1.126 1 0.8339 0.180 4 710.328 0 1.670 9 1.240 8 0.1752
M14 0.8512 1.447 1 1.1197 0.1872 825.690 5 1.349 5 1.040 5 0.1658
MI15 0.8177 1.601 9 1.243 2 0.204 6 872.445 1 1.346 1 1.047 8 0.170 8
M16 0.9139 1.101 0 0.806 5 0.1570 699.967 3 1.610 6 1.198 6 0.166 1
M17 0.917 6 1.077 0 0.783 9 0.1457 690.784 7 1.813 8 1.4151 0.1850
M18 0.920 6 1.057 4 0.760 5 0.142 1 682.333 4 1.678 6 1.269 8 0.170 4
M19 0.9217 1.050 0 0.7557 0.140 3 679.1399 1.699 2 1.2935 0.1721
M20 0.9215 1.0513 0.754 2 0.138 1 679.686 5 1.735 6 1.3300 0.1750
M21 0.916 6 1.083 8 0.784 1 0.1512 693.677 6 1.669 9 1.244 1 0.168 6
M22 0.916 0 1.087 3 0.792 2 0.157 4 695.172 0 1.657 6 1.2356 0.169 1
M24 0918 1 1.073 5 0.773 5 0.1455 689.302 9 1.660 5 1.2432 0.168 2
M25 0.908 1 1.137 1 0.844 0 0.167 2 715.789 1 1.530 4 1.1477 0.1653
M26 09116 1.115 8 0.820 6 0.162 8 707.084 5 1.600 9 1.1850 0.166 2
M27 0.9215 1.0513 0.754 2 0.138 1 679.686 5 1.735 6 1.3300 0.1750
M28 09116 1.1158 0.820 6 0.162 8 707.084 5 1.600 9 1.1850 0.166 2
M29 09116 1.1158 0.820 6 0.162 8 707.084 5 1.600 9 1.1850 0.166 2
M30 0.874 1 1.3311 1.013 1 0.196 7 789.227 3 1.4785 1.1422 0.178 0

by PE M 0.0115, A+F 0.05 5 0.01 ZI[a], i
HREGH¥ER, B M21, HA 28 MEAIKS
P AER/NT 0.000 1, BEIHA MR ES TR

FEE AT R EAA R A Ra® . RMSE, MAE
RMAE Hl AIC Fl & 4 %k 4% ) RMSE. MAE,
RMAE W H 15 ELRL, & 8 M09, MI12 Fl M26
P BUAERT 15 AL I 3 AL A
AL, W 7,

MFE 7 AT, EBUEE T, M09 [ S N TTEA
febri i, Uk M12, 5= M26; A5 50 54
H, M12 19 3 DR R AL, HAR O M09,
= M26, 45675 SRR FURS 38 B0 1 P
fEPR, M09 Fll M12 ¥ R 3% B AW = - Mg AR gL,
M09 Fl M12 YRR G ith e, WK 2. 25 E %
RS LA ORI T M09 5]
R EAR LA ROR, WL M12.
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Tab. 5 Model evaluation for 29 models

— O b FRARIEL (BT = bR )
Model evaluation index Evaluation (mean + standard deviation)
Rd’ 0.8904 + 0.046 1 (0.728 2,0.921 7)
— RMSE 1.221 8 + 0.227 3 (1.050 0, 1.955 9)
g
Calibration data MAE 0.9125 + 0.200 0 (0.754 2, 1.563 7)
RMAE 0.166 7 + 0.028 7 (0.138 1, 0.265 7)
AIC 741.888 5 + 75.493 9 (679.139 9, 965.276 8)
) RMSE 1.5628 + 0.1313(1.346 1, 1.813 8)
ke A MAE 1.1874 + 0.0932(1.0405, 1.4151)
Validation data ’ - ’ >
RMAE 0.177 8 + 0.050 6 (0.143 0, 0.438 2)

T /MG S NI EIR L

Notes: values in parentheses denote the scope.

= 6 29 MERSHEHIT
Tab. 6 Parameter estimates for 29 models

Hi7 Model 2 Parameter i1 1{E Estimate FrifE22 Std. Error lia{l—lﬁue Pliilﬁﬁe
NS a 2.945 8 0.166 4 17.705 2 0.000 0
b 0.6190 0.021 3 29.034 5 0.000 0

a 0.054 6 0.001 7 33.070 5 0.000 0

Mo2 b 0.4139 0.014 4 28.754 2 0.000 0
a 0.275 4 0.0222 12.420 1 0.000 0

Mo3 b 0.280 9 0.009 2 304311 0.000 0
MO4 a 1.136 9 0.008 2 138.654 5 0.000 0
b -1.6289 0.051 2 -31.816 5 0.000 0

MOS a 1.430 7 0.148 5 9.6317 0.000 0
b 3.8198 0.092 5 41.2754 0.000 0

a 1.1223 0.141 1 7.9517 0.000 0

MO06 b 1.3653 0.041 4 329537 0.000 0
c -0.039 5 0.002 1 -19.014 1 0.000 0

7.747 4 0.260 7 29.720 2 0.000 0

MO7 b -5.8109 0.4393 -13.226 2 0.000 0
c 0.016 1 0.001 4 11.597 8 0.000 0

a 1.8853 0.096 3 19.586 8 0.000 0

MO8 b 0.646 7 0.0213 304311 0.000 0
M09 a 2.739 8 0.020 3 134.662 8 0.000 0
b -5.6349 0.1590 -35.4375 0.000 0

MI0 a 19.767 3 0.982 5 20.120 4 0.000 0
b 12.238 9 1.076 7 11.367 2 0.000 0

Ml a 13.182 1 0.445 1 29.6133 0.000 0
b 0.116 5 0.007 3 16.036 8 0.000 0

MDD a -0.7817 0.027 2 -28.738 5 0.000 0
b -0.2510 0.003 3 -76.708 8 0.000 0

e a 13.705 7 0.258 8 52.965 8 0.000 0
b -3.750 7 0.1179 -31.816 5 0.000 0

M4 a 0.2754 0.0222 12.420 2 0.000 0
b 0.646 7 0.0213 304311 0.000 0
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i Model 2 Parameter i T{E Estimate FrifE22 Std. Error lizflﬁue Pliiie
15 a 3.005 3 0.240 7 12.484 4 0.000 0
b 0.5297 0.023 7 22.388 9 0.000 0

M6 a 14.509 6 0.280 7 51.688 3 0.000 0
b 4.601 5 0.1355 33.956 1 0.000 0

a 10.678 1 0.172 2 62.019 8 0.000 0

M17 b 9.8213 0.883 5 11.1159 0.000 0
c 0.497 1 0.028 3 17.544 4 0.000 0

11.380 0 0.283 5 40.146 8 0.000 0

M18 b 0.2314 0.022 7 10.187 4 0.000 0
c 1.629 4 0.1337 12.188 8 0.000 0

11.1157 0.259 8 42.791 5 0.000 0

M19 b 0.088 0 0.006 5 13.5499 0.000 0
c 1.367 9 0.060 6 22.583 5 0.000 0

11.0059 0.204 5 53.813 1 0.000 0

M20 b 3.0385 0.1530 19.854 9 0.000 0
c 0.3252 0.019 6 16.603 4 0.000 0

1.199 5 0.183 7 6.529 9 0.000 0

M21 b 0.170 2 0.066 8 2.546 5 0.0115
c 0.076 3 0.004 4 17.320 1 0.000 0

0.579 8 0.079 1 7.3344 0.000 0

M22 b 2.356 4 0.192 7 12.228 7 0.000 0
c 0.288 3 0.0149 19.376 4 0.000 0

12.5322 0.486 0 25.784 9 0.000 0

M24 b 0.067 9 0.006 0 11.236 3 0.000 0
c 1.665 7 0.1019 16.350 3 0.000 0

16.494 7 0.747 4 22.068 6 0.000 0

M25 b -1229112 19.016 0 -6.463 6 0.000 0
c 6.770 4 0.898 8 7.5325 0.000 0

15.723 3 1.249 7 12.581 6 0.000 0

M26 b 3.408 8 0.143 5 23.7470 0.000 0
c 0.8132 0.0809 10.050 0 0.000 0

11.005 9 0.204 5 53.8129 0.000 0

M27 b 0.3252 0.019 6 16.603 4 0.000 0
c 34173 0.112 2 30.459 3 0.000 0

27551 0.079 5 34.664 4 0.000 0

M28 b -3.408 8 0.143 5 -23.746 8 0.000 0
c -0.8132 0.080 9 -10.050 1 0.000 0

1.196 5 0.034 5 34.664 4 0.000 0

M29 b -1.480 4 0.062 3 -23.746 9 0.000 0
c -0.8132 0.0809 -10.050 1 0.000 0

a 5.464 4 0.226 3 24.148 2 0.000 0

M30 b -3.1322 0.341 4 -9.174 2 0.000 0
c 0.077 4 0.003 9 199118 0.000 0

k -0.002 8 0.000 2 -16.252 0 0.000 0
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Tab. 7 Fitting performance for 3 better models

AL Calibration K56 Validation
7 Model
Rd’ RMSE MAE RMAE AIC RMSE MAE RMAE
M09 09141 1.099 8 0.797 3 0.142 9 699.456 8 1.5512 1.164 1 0.162 4
M12 09126 1.108 9 0.807 1 0.143 7 703.242 3 1.5350 1.1550 0.1622
M26 09116 1.1158 0.820 6 0.162 8 707.084 5 1.600 9 1.1850 0.166 2
M09 REIRR, J#AT T 29 MR (M23 ToiksRR ),
~ . FEFIA 5 BB HE bR LA T 29 MR ELRY
BRCR . L5875 TR BRI FIAS 46 B8 f A5 A
° ° VNI MSEUG S, IS LU 4518
’ (1) M09 Fl M12 A A 4y 38 B9 4 4 - A K
§= o IR H R A TR AN g - AR, AR
; . M09: H=13+exp(2.7398-5.6349/(D+1))
1
= MI2: H=13+D*/(-0.7817-0.2510D)’
) (2) FT % I EBEOR B AR, A
o L VI M09, H Ra™=0.914 15 2% 1S5 50 4L
I I | PEALE RO, WIHERE R M12, JL Ra’=0.912 6.
0 5 10 15 20 A SCHENT T B AR - AR R AR e e R
figi% /em Diameter at breast height 35%1‘5@% - AR s A] A Je SR AR SR BRAR T
M12 s B RGN FRARIE RS 2 Ay T AR
. ) LRI
) s ° 32 A LUK Ll X8 2 ¥ A2 Picea
o | . Q{Zg 6. %% © asperata . Akjes fabri F1 FRISARII LI = 1.3 m
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