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In only a few years, how can a program contribute to better management of
forest ecosystems? Certainly not by initiating long-term field experiments
throughout the United States. Such programs are already in progress through
the sustained effort of the U.S. Forest Service and other agencies.

From the start of the Ecosystem Programs, we have attempted to reinterpret
the results of specific experiments to see how the findings might be general-
ized. Sometimes we have found new ways of explaining puzzling results by
such comparisons.

Our first goal was to understand more about these things called ecosystems
before attempting to predict the effect of man and nature's impact upon them.
Complete understanding is far from achieved, but the effort has been helpful
in identifying important questions and in developing techniques to answer them.

At the simplest level, we recognize there are things common to all ecosys-
tems. For example, they are complex and don't stop functioning just because
some parts are removed. In looking at them (Fig. 1), we recognize oxygen,
water, carbon dioxide, energy, and nutrients as common raw materials. The
amount and balance of these throughout the years give rise, with sufficient
time, to a forest with maximum accumulation of biomass. The weight of soil,
including litter, also approaches equilibrium. These systems can be stressed
by changing the amount or kinds of inputs, or by removing products at abnormal
rates.

A major concern in forestry is maintaining the productive capacity so that
the balance is not shifted to a less productive equilibrium (Fig. 2). From an
ecosystem stand point then, we must know first what normal conditions are, and
secondly, develop methods of assessing departure and predicting combinations
of events that will produce less desired systems over time.

We also recognize the ecosystems we manage do not exist in isolation.

What we do in one may affect the status of another by increasing the threat

of fire, excessive wildlife, or the instability of the soil mantle (Fig. 3).
There is then a spatial problem as well as a time dimension that must be hand-
led. Finally, the land unites with aquatic systems in a crucial and dominating
way. The location of roads and disturbance of stream-side vegetation may have
long-term implications. In short, our ecosystem problems demand solution in a
time, space, and interface dimension. Nothing less is adequate!

From conferences with federal, state, and private agencies, we know the
priorities in managing forest ecosystems: (1) an accurate estimate of produc-
tive capacity for knowledge of management impact and future calculation of
yields; (2) an understanding of disease, insect, and management interactions
v...i.e., what helps and what hurts; (3) the effect of fire and its absence;



(4) the long-term implications of high yield forestry with dependence upon
more energy, fertilizer, and genetic uniformity; and (5) the down-stream, down-
wind, and down-town effects with both environmental and sociological impli-
cations.

A SEARCH FOR COMMONALITY

The biomes have tried to visualize how all these problems fit together
and sought a common approach to the multitude of management questions. There
is no super model, but perhaps there is a general way of framing questionms.
For a starter, we asked what carries material through ecosystems? the answer
was simply water and biomass. That means if we know what happens in water and
organic material, the impact of fertilizer, pesticides, and logging roads will
follow the same routes. As you might gather, the routes are so complicated
that a computer is needed to keep track. To keep track of what the computer
is suppose to be doing, we draw maps that look something like this...(Fig. 4).
A terrestrial ecosystem is thus conceptualized as a series of modular units
or subsystems with routes connecting one to another. Energy or material follow
the routes through the subsystems and may stay on the map or run-off into other
areas.

Like small cities, the subsystems can be visited separately as long as one
remembers the traffic flows in and out. To get around within the cities, of
course, requires more detailed maps. This modular construction, adopted by
both biomes, has two great advantages: first, one can trace the routes to sub-
systems more likely to have problems; and secondly, the internal structure and
function of each subsystem can be studied independently before looking at the
total effect of the traffic pattern upon the whole landscape. The computer
programs, after three years of effort, now exist to handle these mapping and
analytical problems in a logical and efficient manner.

APPLICATIONS

In Table 1, I have summarized some applications of biome research. The
first category is an improvement in assessing productive capacity. We need
such improvement because we wish to separate management procedures that speed
up growth from those that increase or decrease the capacity of the land. Also,
we are now faced with evaluating potential productivity under disturbed condi-
tions where brush fields rather than forest exist. For these reasons, we have
found that the amount of leaves an area can support is a far better measure of
capacity than the growth of individual dominant trees. Following logging, the
leaf area may reach a maximum in less than 4 years.

Through studies of transpiration with radioactive water, we found the
basal area of sapwood gives a simple and accurate estimate of leaf area on
conifers (Fig. 5). Thus with a core sample of sapwood, both stand growth and
potential can be determined.



The Deciduous Biome has pioneered the development of conversion factors
to transform agricultural yield and merchantable growth into net primary pro-
duction values. In Wisconsin they found suburban residential areas were equiv-
alent to adjacent forest in production because the fertilized and irrigated
lawns and gardens more than offset nonproductive pavement and roof surfaces.
Other studies have contrasted the energy cost and return of agriculture and
forest production. The energy cost of forest products was 4.1 cal of manpower
and fossil fuel invested/100 cal of harvested bolewood. Another contribution
of the biomes is in quantifying early warning symptoms, such as the proportion-
al decrease in mosses and lichens as air pollution increases. Trees under
physiological stress can be identified by their abnormal respiration, water
stress, or stomatal response. Tests can be made almost anywhere with light
portable equipment now available.

In both biomes, precision growth models of forest stands keep track of the
growth or death of indivi dual trees and their interactions with each other.
Figures 6 and 7 illustrate how closely basal area growth and tree number were
predicted with such a model in an even-aged Douglas-fir stand.

In the fourth category are real ecosystem models that incorporate the
relationships with other subsystems in providing water, nutrient, energy,
and consumer impact. The close-up map of the primary production growth model
(Fig. 8), indicates the processes of photosynthesis, translocation and respir-
ation are incorporated. Stand components are grouped functionally in relation
to position in the stand, light requirement, and kind of foliage. This model
runs at weekly intervals for up to 10 years. It is adapted to handle the
effects of air pollution, defoliation, fertilization, and changes in the phys-
ical environment through its process orientation and link to other subsystems.
As you might expect, physiological process models are too detailed for some
questions because we don't know all the required model parameters or can't
afford to run the thing for 100 years. For these reasons, more general models
that describe changes in stand growth, structure, and composition have been
developed.

Where plant successional patterns are known and described, as for the
western Great Lakes region, a sequence of normal change may be programmed
(Fig. 9). On dry sites an intolerant oak type is replaced by a more tolerant
red oak-white oak community. Within each compartment, three subdivisions
representing seedling-sapling, poletimber, and sawtimber classes are repre-
sented. Data for the model were obtained from the ecological literature and
U.S. Forest Service Continuous Forest Inventory plot records. The linkages
among compartments represent the intrinsic replacement patterns of these
forest types in the region. The equilibrium point of the model simulation
provides an estimate of the potential composition of the vegetation of the
region and serves as a reference point from which to examine the role of
natural and man-induced disturbances and how they affect the extent and compo-
sition of forest in the region.

In the West, where uniform geography is lacking, we have attempted to
relate more directly to the processes controlling plant growth and development.
In an environmental grid which includes studies in Oregon, Washington, Alaska,
Utah, Idaho, and Arizona, the coupling of environment to plant responses is
provided through a series of basic indices. When we, for example, look at an
oak, pine, or spruce dominated forest, the drought stress is compared with the



the pressure bomb technique to give a complete vascular cardiograph for the
three systems (Fig. 10). Other indices related to the growth response to
temperature and year around photosynthesis define the environmental space for
different vegetation types (Fig. 11). Within a particular region, a simple
two-dimensional analysis can often precisely define the growing space for
regeneration of different species (Fig. 12). If a particular management tech-
nique changes the plant response indices so that the environment falls outside
the limits of potential regeneration, it can be clearly shown and predicted.
Also, past experience can be drawn upon to define good and bad management
practices. Productivity, too, can be estimated as it changes with the same
indices (Fig. 13). Decomposition, fuel buildup, and animal populations are
being linked to the same environmental grid. With such a framework, succession
models running at 1 to 5 year intervals are being programmmed to simulate
change over 1,000 years.

The stratified ecosystems models listed in category 7, represent our
highest level of integration by including time, space, and land/water inter-
actions. Here the sophistication of the hydrologic subsystem should be empha-
sized (Fig. 14). Under some conditions, the model runs at 15 minute intervals
to assess the effect of high intensity storms, It is coupled to other stands
as water flows downhill (Fig. 15). Our ability to match predicted with ob-
served streamflow has increased 100 fold with this stratified hydrologic
process model. This same coupling shown in the hydrologic model operates in
the detailed erosion model (Fig. 16). Here, the processes of surface and mass
erosion require knowledge of such things as soil cohesion, the angle of inter-
nal friction, rooting properties and strength, and the depth to shear plane.
The erosion model is unique in coupling to the production of logs, other
organic material, and in the updating of each slope compartment following an
erosion event. Work has only begun on erosion, but the Forest Service has
already committed manpower resources to help on this important study.

The question of providing a protection strip along the streams can also
be evaluated in terms of its effect upon the production of fish in these aqua-
tic systems. Dr. Sedell has noted major differences between decomposition of
hardwood and conifer foliage and their effect upon stream life and the complete
switch of energy base following removal of the overstory. The contribution
of the vegetation can be quantitatively assessed and their selected removal
evaluated, both in terms of energy input, the productive capacity of water-
sheds, and changes in run-off.

The watershed models can be extended to drainages, but for regional appli-
cation, an approach developed by the Deciduous Biome has special merit. Infor-
mation on cover, soil, and climate, from aerial photographs and maps are digit-
ized for computer storage (Fig. 17). Once stored, the information can be called
upon to look at alternatives in road or power line locations, the effect of
urbanization on land resources, and even the damage of air pollution.

Certainly there are special problems involving disease and insects that
require explicit knowledge of biological interactions. There are now models
that can assess impact from defoliation or DDT, but those questions concerning
the rise or fall of pathogen or pest populations are particularly difficult.
For example, problems with bark beetles (Fig. 18) require knowledge of the
health of individual trees and the reason for the population changing from



one of hunting out weakened trees to one with a shark-pack-instinct toward
the whole forest.

With such problems, we are beginning to communicate with groups special-
izing on these subjects. For example, the fire ecology group at Missoula,
Montana is now incorporated within the biome structure. In Norway and Sweden,
official cooperation is being planned in regard to air pollution effects upon
trees, the soil, and aquatic systems. The forest biomes are also associated
with the San Juan Ecology Project in Colorado, working on the effects of cloud
seeding upon forest ecosystems.

Finally, in learning more about the components and general behavior of
ecosystems, a means of communicating about ecosystems is developing. The
responsibility to share knowledge with the public and with decision-makers
encouraged us to establish ties with public outlets including display centers
and newspapers. Such communication can provide a more knowledgeable public,
which should result through their elected representatives in more ecologically
sound legislation for the maintenence and enhancement of forest ecosystems.

In summary, the biome programs have developed a general framework for
understanding ecosystems. We are struggling with the problems that affect
ecosystems in the three dimensions of time, space, and interface. What we
need now is the experience and guidance of resource management agencies to
assure the most fruitful harvest of the public investment in the Analysis of
Ecosystems Program. I assure you biome support in this endeavor.



TABLE I

SOME APPLICATIONS OF BIOME RESEARCH TO

PROBLEM

Better Assessment
of productive
capacity

Quick identifi-
cation of forests
under stress

More accurate
estimates of
stand growth

Short-term envi-
ronmental impact
on stands

Long-term envi-
ronmental impact
on stands in
Eastern U.S.

APPROACH

Determine Maximum Poten-
leaf area index

Measure: decrease in
bryophytes; increased res-
piration; increased stomatal
resistance; decreased leaf
area; increased plant mois-
ture stess.

Mensurational model based
on growth of individual
trees. Predicts changes
in basal area and number
of trees annually for
entire rotation.

Physiological process
model for seasonal dyna-
mics as well as annual
growth, up to ten years.

Eastern stand succession
1-500 years

FORESTRY

KEY FACTORS IN ANALYSIS

Allometric equations for
different species groups,
linear relation with sap-
wood basal area

observe floristic groups
measure CO2 gas exchange
measure with porometry
measure sapwood basal area
measure with pressure bomb

Simulates yearly diameter
growth, probability of

death, and height-diameter
relations from competive
index. Requires initial map
of stand. R = .99 for
Douglas—-fir stands, predicted
vs. observed.

Considers trees in groups
related to kind of foliage,
dominance class, and light
response. Gas exchange is
coupled to respiration and
growth of foliage, wood, and
roots. Driven by radiation,
precipitation, humidity, and
temperature. Air quality can
be included. Responds through
change in light penetration,
temperature, available water,
and nutrients.

Geographic approach describes
known changes in forest
composition and growth under
general climate. Special
effects of exotic disease or
pollution can be introduced
once understood.



APPLICATIONS OF BIOME RESEARCH TO FORESTRY
(continued)

10,

PROBLEM

Long-term envi-
ronmental impact
on stands in
western U.S.

Impact on water-
sheds includes
changes in pro-
ductive capacity,
runoff and storage,
nutrient and sedi-
ment export

Regional impact
of management
decisions

Special hazards
from fire, pollu-
tants, insects,
disease, or small
animal population

Communication of
science and deci-
sion making to
public

APPROACH

Western stand succession
1-1000 years

Stratified ecosystem
models of watersheds
applicable for both
short and long term

Regional mapping model
includes ability of
simulating effects of
various land use or
impact alternatives

Specific models for each
hazard for both short and
long term

Development of educational
displays in both interac-
tive and passive modes

page 2

KEY FACTORS IN ANALYSIS

Linked to ecosystem process
models for stand growth
through physiological indices
for plant water stress,
temperature-growth, trans-
piration, photosynthesis,

and nutrition. Effects of
pollutants, herbicides, or
pathogens treated mechan-
istically.

Coupled to stand process
model with link to models
for hydrology, erosion,
and organic export from
adjacent ecosystems

Reduction of data from maps
by precision photography to
computer. Can program to
reflect current trends or
various alternatives. Soil,
climate, vegetation, and
land use categories are
major stratifications.
put plotted on maps with
variable scale.

Out-

Prediction of epidemics, or
endemic effects for different
hazards based on general envi-
ronment, state of system, and
resulting receptiveness.

Cooperation with professional
non-profit institutions both
in preparation and present-
ation.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

All forest ecosystems require the same raw materials: Op, H,O0,
COp, energy and nutrients. The system can be stressed by
changing the amount or kind of input or by removing products

at abnormal rates. The system depicted here is at equilibrium
with a maximum accumulation of biomass and soil.

All systems are dynamic. Managers try to maintain ecosystems
in healthy states (A and B) where productive capacity is not
reduced through loss of soil or cirtical biota (C).

All systems are linked. Materials may move from one to another,
eventually reaching a stream or lake.

Major subsystem linkages in a terrestrial ecosystem. Energy

and material arrive from outside the system and are partitioned
mainly through the hydrologic and primary production subsystems.
Information and material flow back and forth between subsystems.
A record is kept of stand structure (biomass) and the amount and
quality of dead organic material (detritus). Losses from the
system are mainly carried by water or in the gaseous phase.

In conjunction with studies of transpiration in conifer, a linear
relationship between leaf weight and cross-sectional area of
sapwood was discovered. This permits an accurate estimate of
forest leaf area by sampling sapwood thickness and tree diameter
at stump height or D.B.H.

A mensurational stand growth model closely predicts change in
basal area over a 17 year period in a Douglas-fir forest.

A reduction in number of living trees also is predicted accurately
by the stand growth model.

The primary production growth model incoporates the processes of
photosynthesis, respiration and translocation for each vegetation
strata. Changes in growth and structure of forest stands can be
evaluated following selective defoliation, frost damage or response
to chemicals.

Forest succession model structure for part of the Great Lakes
Region. The labeled compartments indicate forest types indenti-
fied by dominant tree species. The three submodules within each
compartment indicate dominant size category of trees within the
given forest types. Arrows represent transfer of acreages of
land from one block to another.

Comparison of water stress patterns in black oak, ponderosa pine,
and Engelmann spruce dominated stands. Measurements were made
with a pressure chamber on 1-2 meter tall Douglas-fir just before
dawn at different times throughout the growing season.
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General distribution of western forest vegetation in relation

to two plant response indices. The drought stress index repre-
sents the maximum value recorded in atmospheres during the grow-
ing season. The temperature index is a summation of daily
potential growth as compared with optimum accumulation of
biomass by Douglas-fir seedlings. Effects of both soil and

air temperatures are included.

The potential for establishing regeneration varies with environ-
ment and the particular species. Light, evaporative demand,
nutrition, year around photosynthesis and mechanical stress

are other indices that help define the actual growth of regener-
ation or its ultimate failure.

Productivity, as measured by height growth of dominant Douglas-
fir trees, shows a close relationship with temperature and
moisture stress indices. Those environments with moderately
high temperatures and low water stress have the largest trees.
Colder and drier sites have less productive capacities.

The hydrologic model structure indicates how water is accounted
for in its various states: vapor, liquid, frozen; and in its
positions in a forest ecosystem. For each compartment, a series
of interchangeable equations are available depending upon desired
resolution and data.

Forest ecosystems are stratified, both vertically and horizon-
tally in modeling watersheds. Material is carried primarily
from uphill ecosystems downward to the stream.

The erosion model is tightly coupled to the hydrologic and
primary production subsystems. It keeps track of organic
material in the form of logs and active root structure. When
the processes of surface and mass erosion occur, the model
updates the status of each ecosystem unit on a watershed.

Regional models store information on cover, soil, and climate
and permit comparisons to be made based on present trends or
selected alternatives.

Qualitative model of bark beetle. The occurence of insect
epidemics and their development requires more detailed hydro-
logical understanding then predicting their effect. Studies
are in progress to explain how bark beetle populations change
from a state where they disperse to locate trees under stress
to our where they fly in large concentrations, successfully
attacking both healthy and susceptible trees.



o

NERGY WATER MATERIALS

BIOMASS
NEIGHT
SOIL

[/ N\

AIR  CARBON WATER NUTRIENTS
PRODUCTS SEDIMENT

Fieure 1, INPUT - OUTPUT SYSTEM

ALL FOREST EC OSYSTFMS REQUIRE THE .SAME RAW
MATERIALS O,. » ENERGY, AND NUTRIENTS.

THE SYSTEM CAN %E ST SSED BY CHANGING THE
AMOUNT OR KIND OF INPUTS, OR BY REMOVING
PRODUCTS AT ABNORMAL RATES.



[T

INITIAL HARVEST DEGENERATE
SYSTEM

/ \ )
A B C
FIGURE 2.  DYNAMICS

A/
ol
o/
[\

FIGURE 3.  SPATIAL LINKAGE AND INTERPHASE




FOOD CHAINS
HYDROLOGY

DECOMPOSTTION

INTERCHANGE

FIGURE 4,  THE TERRESTRIAL SUBECOSYSTEM



160

140

100

80

60

TOTAL FOLIAGE MASS, KG (Y)

40

20

. DOUGLAS-FIR
¥:0.072X-1.34
R=0.96

<—Y=0.05IX - 4.63
R=099

NOBLE FIR o

O 10 20 30

CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF SAPVOOD, CM2 (X)

FIGURE 5

_E'[_



Basal Area M2

Live Trees

14—

N
.
]
o
E
v

N
.
o
o
1
L

H

(Vo]

o
A
L

Simulated ----
Actual

Lo

el b

26 31 35 39 43
Stand Age Years

-
e

FIGURE 6

38 -

36 4

34 4+

32 +

Simulated ----
Actual

30 +
28 <+
26 -

24 4

22 53

L

e
(A)Ti-

I
26 31 35 39 4
Stand Age Years

FIGURE 7



-15-

— — — — =3{0LD LEAVES

/ SE
LARGE
ROOTS

FINE

ROOTS

LITTER

STRUCTURE OF PRIMARY PRODUCTION MODEL FOR EACH STRATA OF VEGETATION

P,y = PHOTOSYNTHESIS OF NEW LEAVES
P,; = PHOTOSYNTHESIS OF OLD LEAVES
R = RESPIRATION, NON-FOLIAGE

R,y = RESPIRATION OF NEW LEAVES
R,y = RESPIRATION OF OLD LEAVES

FIGURE 8



XERIC

MESIC

HYDRIC

-16-

INTOLERANT OAK

RED OAK -WHITE OAK

ORNL-DWG 72-5303R3

JACK PINE

E

RED PINE
2 3

PIN CHERRY

ASPEN

WHITE § PINE

N
o

NORTHERN

1
HARDWOOD

/

FIR-SPRUCE

IRt

SUGAR MAPLE

| BIRCH-ASH-HEMLOCK |

EH}HE]

/

WHITE CEDAR

HEMLOCK

™~
(e

BLACK SPRUCE

D—?HB

TAMARACK

FIGURE 9



MIN. STRESS, otm

&
o

3

N
o

= T

I— CELL DIVISION STOPS

FULL
LEAF

OAK TYPE

PINE TYPE

SPRUCE TYPE 1

(o] 20

1 1 |
40 60 80
DAYS SINCE BUD SWELL

FIGURE 10

1
100

12

|
J
0



-18-

-
=
<<
[~
o
w
=
(=]
(3]
-
<
[
=
(¥
=
=
o
g
>
=
L4
[+ 4
o
-
<<
=
Lked
=
=
ot
=
o
=

TEMPERATURE MAJOR ENVIRONMENTAL CONSTRAINT

NEITHER MOISTURE NOR TEMPERATURE

MAJOR ENVIRONMENTAL CONSTRAINTS

NNNNNN

2R

NN NN AN NN\
NONRINANNNGN ///W N
N NN NNNAN NN

NN SNNNNN

N NN FNNANAN NN\
A S NN NN
/M,//////// NN
A\

NONNANANNNS
NONONSNNNNNNNN

/w s =
WN SANNNNNRANNNN :
h NNNANNNANNNN RSN <

N NNNNN G - &
“/r S /y//////v///////.... s

38

30

DROUGHT STRESS INDEX (ATMOSPHERES)

120 _ p

100 |

O o
@ ©

(SAYA HIMOY9 WNNWILJO J0 JIFWNN)

XIANI HLMOYO JANLYIIJWIAL

FIGURE 11



-19-

oof- ~ T T T T T T T
O~Quercus
kelloggn

90~ Pinus ponderosa

L
80

3 o o

& o

'_

< 70 (o]

T 8

Q Ab concolor

5 ies n

— (o)
60— o

3

=

l—_

% 50 Abies magnitica

shastensis
40
1 I 1 1 ] 1 ' l 1 i 1 A

HO— i 20

PLANT MOISTURE STRESS, ATM.

FIGURE 12




-20-

oo T T T T T T
/] | o/ /°
ol T /,/n,/m/fy/ Y /
d80 / / 7/
5 - o/ /
o L— /
§70_ o }?’ /o /

Q /
R
g ;] /! 7/ 1+175-200
&s50( ///d// I =150-175

== W+120-150
40}.— =100-120
¥:70-100
30 d A l =t LB 4 _— L A
10 20

PLANT MOISTURE STRESS, ATM.

FIGURE 13



~27 =

HYDROLOGIC SYSTEM WITHIN A TYPICAL WATERSHED AREA

CLOUDS
Ry
[
Q
o
EVAPORATION A
SUBLIMATION Z
INTERCEPTION o
<
= =
7]
] -
ol (8]
o 5]
=) (<9
g (¥
z A
SNOW SNOW SNOW
> z
- STORAGE | S
- - = =
3 3 5|3
-
Y \ 7 g
23]
EVAPOTRANSPIRATION WATER STORED ON SNOWMELT g 3
LAND SURFACE o b
. &
= > (7]
o (5] Y
B OVERLAND FLOW
| STREAM
H CHANNEL
-1
2 INTERFLOW STORAGE
a2y
EVAPOTRANSPIRATION SURFACE
SOIL MOISTURE OUTFLOW
4 >
(@]
B
B S
a8
(74
A
GROUNDWATER
INFLOW EFFLUENT FLOW ==
GROUNDWATER
S STORAGE INFLUENT FLOW =€

FIGURE 14

GROUNDWATER OUTFLOW



Nov. 1972
-22—

STRUCTURAL AND FUNCTIONAL RELATIONS FOR EACH SOIL-VEGETATION UNIT

A
. %l_vnit_l_ -
\ 1

N

Canopy N\ A
] -l Unit 2
N o
Y
Canopy -
A Subordinate
C/ Vegetation A N
Forest
Floor \~\\\ I Subordinate
Vegetation
/
l Vd
| Forest
Floor ™
Rooting I ) N
Zone '
\
A 4
Rooting
Zone
Subsoil J 4
Unit 3 |
e - Ssmm— l
Subsoil
Stream

L T .I‘l

| L l

FIGURE 15



=D

EROSION MODEL

/[ BIOMASS

LOHDOWN
/ FALL AND LO

HYDROLOGY

DETRITUS
/

|

WATER STORED ON / SLOPE SURFACE

LAND SURFACE /

INFI LTLATI ON /

!
P4 |
\/ [
|
SURFACE I
EROSION | — — — — =— /
‘W
SLOPE
SUBSURFACE DOWNSLOPE
SUBCOMPARTMENT

‘\/'

STREAM




=Dl

ORNL DWG 71-12757

OUTPUT
(MAP)

/__cover secror

SOIL_SECTOR

CLIMATE SECTOR

7

FIGURE 17



—-25-

ANY HOST

SUSCEPTIBLE

CYCLES

2

POPULATION
HIGH

QUALITATIME MODEL OF POPULATION DYNAMICS OF BARK BEETLES

FIGURE 18

SYNCHRONIZATION
OF ATTACK OF
EMERGENCE WITH
PRODUCTION OF
ATTRACTANTS



	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13
	Page 14
	Page 15
	Page 16
	Page 17
	Page 18
	Page 19
	Page 20
	Page 21
	Page 22
	Page 23
	Page 24
	Page 25
	Page 26

