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The effect of light on the spectral reflectance of six tree species of broad-leaved
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Abstract; Using a spectral analysis system,we measured the spectral reflectance of six tree species in both gaps and under-
canopy condition of a broad-leaved Korean pine forest in Changbai Mountain. We compared the characteristics spectral
reflectance and spectral indices in different environments, and that of different species in gaps. The data were adopted to
study the influences of different environments in gaps and shading on plants’ physiological features,and to clarify the effect
on plants’ competitive ability. The values of NDVI in gaps is higher than that under canopy,and the values of Chl NDI had
the same tendency. In contrast, the values of PRI is lower in gaps. Despite the relatively sufficient solar radiation in gaps,
the stress from other factors may not be released, which was implied by the fact that the photosynthetic rate was not

significantly higher than in shaded area.
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FATF K W 57 R UE SR MUK AEER A M =) BRBE TS e i ')

ARBE AR FRARAE BF 1) — BB B B, 38 2 OB AR N B O B SR 1, 3 T TS0 738 M D A T 1 00 o A LRI B VR 45
gt BRI T e B G M PR T R/ N RS ) T A JRUA ], K AP A ) T B A o BB 37, 358/
BB A TR A A E R o TR A LM AT A KBTS, (AR ARSI MR k. 4
WA B B, — i ELE S A OGS SOFRE , SRERITARER AR R4 A 5 L R 2D A bR S B AR
IR, XA FEIRFN AT B, UBHEBTARBR T R RS UM ER &' DL a8 R MPTZa 1E
WIS . HRAPKERE RS ERLE TR R A — & B A S8 & RTRIBF s 41 FE 84
WFPZ AT T 0635 RS RAE B9 HE AL
1 HREERAEMRHZE
1.1 BFRXA

AWFFRAER AR DX F AR R ot B AR S [ i 2D AR P 64T, T 4k BE Ry 748 m , b3 AR Ry N42°217
E128°08", X A T H ILALHE , @I KB Lt <%, KBRS R BFEETREN, ERRBEE W, 428
KR, PSRN 3.3C,8 A M- FHIRE 20.5C, 1 A FHRE - 16.5C Mk m RE 32.3°C , i
BRI -37. 6°C, A B /K B 7E 600 ~ 900 mm Z[A], 38 Jy 1L s iR 4 gk 1, + R RS 20 ~ 100cm, 5%
WAk B o MRNTTAR)ZE EBLALIAR (Pinus koraiensis) 5H% (Tilia amurensis) AN (Acer mono ) =3 3L [F]
HIRPLEY, 1A FHAA T 20 A B8 (Acer tegmentosum ) | 11147 ( Populus davidiana ) 7K # #) ( Fraxinus mandshuri-
ca) \#5E ( Phellodendron amurense) .52 15 % ( Quercus mongolica) . RA) ( Abies nephrolepis) . W /NFF K LAMR)E M
T, ERKRER, EARZEFEERLRICILMEIE ( Philadelphus schrenkii ) AL B ( Deutzia amurensis)  EA% ( Corylus
mandshurica) %4 ( Lonicera japonica) %%, ¥EAFEY) A 1L T ( Brachybotrys paridiformis) $%#5 5 ( Maian-
themum bifolium) 355 ( Phryma leptostachya ) EEL( Carex spp. ) 7K R\ (Impatiens nolitangere) 2"
1.2 ARG

5 LLRTARBR B A 7 B A PR AT T 60m x 100m fRE T Bl P9 A FOBRBR (BT 2 bk B
1, UER B IFEM R ARRR) , WA AL TR T RE R4 IR SSAR B RHE M KRB N (5. 2hm”)
VEEUPRBR 3 DL 6 FPARS, 3 1 R S AR L LLAS L0 BRI AR MR . R BB IR S B AR T
(PRBRJE Il 20 ~30m YE I ) MR BE/D T 2. Om FUAE R . BRI RERAES H 10 H.12 H .16 H .20 H.21 H,
22 Hi#47. ABFFE{E A unispec-SC( & [E PPS 24 H] ) Ml & it ROt St , U & B pa Y6 4T 63 € 2 100% ,
A BHEY 4ms, BRERKECH 3 K, M-I LA HL 5 F R 60°% M, 5 10min ZH 1 K, £HF
HIBUREBILER 2, i AR R S BB A eI B TR e M A ' )2 i i 10 41, $H it A AL &,
IR A AR E BB, (BRI LA TRTE e AR 2 M+ 5 f, BRIl S MARIALE . B TH AT
J& 12h OERERE AR # /T R FE M 3R T 25 4h 22 PYill e i) (G BEst 1] fRF b TR S 45 2F T ) Tl
ot S S il 2R, LAGE HERR A [R] B [ SR 48 A A A4S i i LA 52

*1 FAZHHBEERERSHER
Table 1 Distribution of gap area in this research

MRBRHI AR, Gap area(m?) 50 <M <100 100 < M <150 150 < M <200 200 <M <250
AN Amount 8 3 3 4
M RFEHPREFL M is the sign of gap area (m?)
1.3 ¥Rkt

W WA ETS I — 28T — 385 ( NDVI ,normalized difference vegetation index ) , X585 M-4¢
?E@@%ﬁfﬁ%%%'ﬁ%% ,/A\J_itj? NDVI = (R750 - R675 )/ (R750 + R675) = o IﬁJHﬁUJﬂﬂTﬁ?Uﬂ—%?‘éﬁ( Chl
NDI, Chl normalized difference index ) X M4 ZE #4721 Chl NDI = (R,5y — Ryp5)/ (Rys0 + Rygs ) 1155 Chl
NDI'** , —Biis o 3R AR BILL 30 1 B (A ge , Ted edge) S MR E & BEGFHIEN 2, FIAAR p(1) =
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(Ris1 —R;_y) /AN

SR HOGTE R R — B84, 680 ~750nm [A] th LR RAE I AL BRI LLh 0 B . LN E R
B T4 a 7£ 680nm J& Bl 2 IHOCE, IF HFEE MR a WREE MG R, W KT B3, S5 A%
MOt IETE 8 (SIPI, structure-independent pigment index) B ZEIHE h R SSRGS B LE, B KRS
,\?E 445nm ﬂ‘;ﬁ_‘/l\ﬂ&q&m%, iE L SIPI = (Rsoo - Rys )/ (Rsoo + Reg ) i‘l‘%:[%] o ﬁ'ﬁ’ﬂﬁ#’fi%%ﬁ (PRI,
photochemical reflectance index) ,3@ 1% PRI = (Rg, — Rsyy)/ (Rsyy + Rs ) P | l1 FiZF8 St % Z 1855
MERA TR, A GRS BN, I 2 RES g B REIR I E R R, R REHITEER, Y
PRI fiKAT , Yo & AR >

JETEA A5 B ] MultispecS. 1 3RFALIE , 158 B OGS AHE R, FOGIEFEH, Kb R &M U5
SR HE. Rl —RFP IARER AT G546 £i2s S LA 5 ( Mann-Whitney U) KA [RIA8Fh O 3548 28] ) 2
% (Tamhane’ s T2) 3@ 5 SPSS13. 0 #4523,

®2 BRIFHAEREY

Table 2 The number of saplings sampled for each species

W TR Eup FAR/N B b4 30
Species A. tegmentosum Q. mongolica P. koraiensis A. mono P. davidiana T. amurensis
FREE#REL Number in gaps 11 5 13 13 9 10
HTFHRA Number in understory 10 6 11 13 12 10

2 HRER

2.1 APFIARER PR LI S 2k 9 b

H 1 AR, B OGP, LM SR AR R/ Ry BER T 1o £0HA R SCGT 1 2850 5] 7E 415nm 1
660nm H BUIEAE , AR P B9 L0 AR G 1 S S5 B EE AR T it 8% ~32% o 587 A 9 S5t il 22 40 1) 76 418nm I
660nm 4t BUE(E , X BLIAMBRR LN MBS AR G R S BB T MRLE, FKld 750nm J5, RS
PREY R/ Ry (B3I T 1o FERT WOGTERE N, IR G IUA7 VBB Ry Ry LU/ T 1 (AR
F£0.9 ~1 Z ) , P KT 750nm J& , Rypy/ Ry [HIHE T 1o BARBI Ryp/ Ry (EWEA R, 50 5 7E
390nm Al 700nm &k H B E . AR AR CHE AR TAAT 5% ~20% 35— EIE T GAME FH{E
R, AR RN AMF T ERSBER L™,

14 — ZLAA B The ratio of P. koraiensis 14 - {a kg kL The ratio of 4. mono
: A ———- Sk The ratio of O.mongolica ’ B — — — - ¥ The ratio of T.amurensis
------- FHHEMRIL The ratio of A.tegmentosum - - - - - - [I# kK The ratio of P.davidiana
1.3 13
1.2 12 +
z
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E
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Fig.1 The ratio of spectral reflectance of each species between gap and understory
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2.2 FZFRARER PR OB TSR LB

WK 3 R PR TREB L A 5B LA ) NDVE B R TFARE (p <0.05) , T 36 AR B P9 B AL AR B
FERKM GRS’ MBRASEEE NDVI MUNFART , RN T M5k i m E 2 g .
MBS AT LLAN R NDVI (BTG 2 5% (p >0.05) {HAKT 89 NDVI SP-XE R TR, FrA MR ZEMER ST
) Chl NDI {635 NDVI 2B AR H . B T LRSS RN, BRI Fh A {65 NDVI Il Chl NDI
WEA RN EEH . I EAREEA G A (6 2E K THT (p <0.001) , SEBAMKER A A 7T BE
AEZMHER MERAFTHEME PRIEEZE/NTHAT (p <0.05), T %K PRIENBERKFHT (p <
0.05) , BURE MK F MBS MEA ERADEEHR M ILE A . 523 A SHARBR 5K T 9
PRIMAZRABE . PTLIHS SIPHEEE R TFHER (p <0.001) , S BIAKT BILLARE AR Y 12252 31 B K K3
S AN SEL (R

*3 HEERTRAEGHEHI
Table 3 Difference of spectral indices of each species between gaps and under-canopy

WRh4 SRR R BEWAKFE WL JeiRE XFHRFR BEHAKF
Species Spectral indices Contrast Sig. Species Spectral indices Contrast Sig.
ZLH) P. koraiensis NDVI ml <m2 - e AM A. mono NDVI ml >m2 % % ok
Chl NDI ml >m2 - Chl NDI ml >m2 ® ok sk
PRI ml >m2 - PRI ml <m2 -
SIPI ml <m2 % %k % SIPI ml >m2 -
ARE ml >m2 - ARg ml >m2 EE
Bk Q. mongo Lica NDVI ml <m2 * 248t T. amurensis NDVI ml >m2 ®
Chl NDI ml <m2 - Chl NDI ml >m2 -
PRI ml <m2 - PRI ml <m2 -
SIPI ml <m2 - SIPI ml >m2 -
Agg ml >m2 - A ml >m2 -
HHEBK A. tegmentosum NDVI ml >m2 * 11#% P. davidiana NDVI ml >m2 ®
Chl NDI ml >m2 - Chl NDI ml >m2 -
PRI ml <m2 * PRI ml >m2 *
SIPI ml >m2 - SIPI ml >m2 -
ARE ml >m2 - ARg ml >m2 -

ml Fl m2 23 F KB FIARTF G B8R ; *p<0.05, % #p<0.01, % * %p<0.001 ml and m2 indicate spectral indices in gaps and in

under-canopy respectively

2.3 HRBRAAR R F O 5T Lk L

XoF BT R RRARBR P8 1561 B I R P B AT X b, 15 S BT 2R b, B B9 T OETE I iE K T EN T
1, 2-A fis, R ERSENZR . HERNE2-B, B K, MR a M-SR b BiRIIIGE 3
BT 400 ~450nm FHE 2 650 ~700nm FIZLGRELT , Gt AR 5) , WIARME MOGIE R xS g i e R & &
HIZES o
2.4 HRERNARIRRDLL0 AL E H B

-4 38 475 680nm J& BBl th B — AT, TR UM A e (DR 4R 3 5 B — BT IO R ARFE AR o ARBR AR
IR FHLLI AL E 2 E B TR B, AR AR S R AL M EAFE B E 2 5% (p >0.05) , FH(E
KANIF g A rpe kg > Aresin > A Regts ,HAYIBE R THERE I LI A B (P <0.05) . HiEH. L.
LRNBILLAN B ZFAEE (p>0.05) SEHERINTF N : A rpssem > Arewtg > Areas o - B TR E
R —E W25, LRI S — B o th B 22, T Ll W 22 B8 e , S HATAR 4 3K & R AT BEBE
fiREE (18 3A) .
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Fig.2 Comparison of spectral reflectance among each species
LLAAMRBR P. koraiensis in the gap SEMBRARBR Q. mongolica in the gap
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- = = === I¥HMBR P. davidianainthegap =000 @@m=m=a= SRR T. amurensis in the gap
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Fig.3 The red edge of each species in the gap

2.5 MRERAA R R ESLIE R R

ZHEIE T RY, @AW NDVI 1 Chl NDI {H & &, L&A, HE 4 MR FE T8 % %5 (p >
0.05) . LIS EAMK PRIETEE 2SR BN BES THEMK (p <0.05) , 541k PRI EHBE K TLMN
MEARMEE, TRE R T A5 3 MEE, WAMFHEMEEE SIPIERE & THERFR, LARR SIPTERAK.
SIPI 55 - A5 TEo 1), & RESE 7 3t S e thy S o 32 B R L, BT LA LA T R BT B T I 3 B K A9 P 5%

i
3 GRSHR

MRERPILLAR NS MR A G 3R S AR TAKT (Bl T SIPT (BB, BRI MAK T A S 5 T B2 ply SR 2
PR HERREBAF K HELFNNLMTESOL T RIEER, RothhE SELMEDEEIERTER
B A ST ARBR Y LLAA AR T R B E R LA R . X AT RE S A BT AT A A ARBR AR/ (£ 1),

http ://www. ecologica. cn



9 KRR 45 A B WL PR S B B 33 S S AR AE X S B35 B Wi o 4725

ARBRH BILLHA 32 BB GAR TR , J AR SE 2 B THROGCIE T A K 0 HAK T A58 56 BRAEARBR 4 )
AMABR LR ER, ST ROGE AR, K EZEFRFNREARSREEIAB . HiTHAT IR
5 BEBU, BT AR B AR BEAR DG & R LRI AT BB ER . bRyt Bty (B h T
ARBRE TR 5K, HOL SIS BRI A B B o ARER P B AR S R & B\ TR (B & RN T
FRF, 33 AT RE AR Pl Py R0 (B 38 4 B ABR I B R M35 40 R o IR EZ BT ARBR A, (EHC R
FRRGRBE  SBLH A BUR  E ISR B IR B FREARBR A OB BGR TR AR R
LA AT RE- 520 % b RIINA XK

ARER AR PRIEE @IS TART , ATAARUT 3 Tr A e —RREHEMBN R T , ESNERA
YR R ELARBE PO AR ol 25 A T B ARXS TART ABAR B, BT RABK T AR T 0 B8 P IR A 3 4 FE ) 5 —
TARBR AT B3 R A R B2 5, ARBR T N K (8 BB, AR T P RS B
ST BT GEVE PRS2 B0 5 = RbR Bt el TR IR FHAR AT , 2 5 B 50K o, BT AR A5 880 T4 , IRt
IR BE g TR T FRIRAEF , B LARKER A A L A R AN A 7= T A —RE S B R TAR T B

AU TS RARTRIBT TSR, 24T T & MR OGS TSRO L. — B8 LD AL B A g M
HERR TR HPFIEE A tEnRUIMBR P i R & B e E R R, X A AE 540
MG 5o Andrew 25 N 013 AU BFITSE R . AR NDVI 12 BT b e s , [ PRI Bt H
HE R, Ul G BERA B R ML EE R, BT L EABIEAR T A RN X S, X 5 FH LA
L WA AR SIPT BB , AT B 5 LA A RSB I AU 4 PR S BE KA 260 AR TR R H 4 3k
A SRR, (EGE S i 2R 9 EUAEAR S BOR , A BEAR H S BIARBR B AR , A 15 B0 22 5 okt B A PR
R, BT AT B W F K OEIERE A T2 — 2P HIBTIT . (HELAR | @ ARMATIIR EA FIAKER A R B4 , 3%
AT BB £ T T BT R B AR, AR T BB AR AR o T S ey AR A AL SR U AT RE R BURE B/ I 58, 3K i
RSB ITIT . X TR RFZERBIRIAT B5E 5+ B8 7 R385 , 1B 75 BB 75 T 200E , 40 K 7 ) B
J1, FIRE BB SR RE ST, PR AR FI 45 , R IE T Bk — B BT 5L
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