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ABSTRACT
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In the project “Landschapsvormende processen en biodiversiteit” (“Landscape forming
processes and bioversity”) the spatial interactions between autonomous development of a
vegetation and landscape forming processes were investigated and their implications for
(bio)diversity at the landscape level were evaluated. For this purpose the model FORSPACE
was developed which is a spatial explicit process model that describes vegetation dynamics and
the impacts of landscape forming processes. In this study emphasis was paid to the effects of
grazing by large herbivores and fire on the vegetation. Two approaches to analyse diversity at
the landscape scale were developed: 1) a spatial analysis evaluating the time-evolution of
dominant vegetation types, and 2) a metapopulation approach that describes the population
dynamics of indicator species at the landscape scale depending on the availability of habitat.
This report focuses on the methodological aspects of the study and thus acts as a reference for
future applied studies. The model structure is described in detail, as well as the approach of
spatial analysis and of the metapopulation dynamics of an indicator species. Much emphasis is
paid on the validation of the driving processes for trees, herbs and grasses by evaluating
controlled simulation experiments. In a case-study on the 200 ha of the Imbos, an area in the
centre of the Netherlands, the impacts of grazing by herbivores and its interaction with
different fire frequencies were evaluated.
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Summary

In natural systems landscape forming processes (Ifp's) such as fire, grazing by large
herbivores, storms, flooding etc. are an inherent feature shaping the landscape.
However, in man-made landscapes Ifp's cannot operational anymore to their full
extend. Fires are suppressed, trees planted after large storms, the density of large
herbivores are controlled by hunting, dikes and dams are build to control the water.
Moreover, manmade landscapes are usually fragmented, prohibiting the spread of
Ifp's. The hypothesis is that in the absence of Ifp's in natural area's a landscape
develops with relatively low diversity compared to a landscape where Ifp's do operate
to their full extend. An important question for the management of an actual natural
area in an agricultural or urban surrounding is: What is the role of relevant Ifp's for
the (bio)diversity of the landscape? A manager may wish to know with what
frequency and extend of controlled Ifp's the natural reference situation can mimicked
to some degree for his actual situation. Furthermore, he may also wish to know what
extend and frequency of Ifp's are acceptable given other management goals than
biodiversity such as timber production, recreational values and carbon sequestration.
If the hypothesis is correct it should be possible to define an optimal level of extend
and frequency of Ifp's such that the constraints of biodiversity, productivity,
recreational values and carbon sequestration are met for a given bounded landscape.
Such an optimisation of management constraints cannot be found by means of an
experimental design, but can only by means of process-based modelling at the
landscape level.

The aim of this study was to analyse the role of Ifp's in forested landscapes and to
evaluate their role both on the spatial distribution of vegetation types and on the
meta-population dynamics of indicator species at the landscape level. For this
purpose the spatial explicit process model FORSPACE, an acronym for Forest
dynamics in spatially changing environments, was developed. FORSPACE is a generic
model describing the principle processes that govern growth of plants (herbs, shrubs
and trees), and their dispersal, germination, establishment, and mortality. For
herbivores, birth and mortality and the dynamics body weight depending on
consumption and costs. The parameterisation is currently restricted to the dominant
plant species of nutrient poor and dry sandy soils in the Netherlands, including Scots
pine, birch, oak and beech, and several herb- and grass species. The Ifp's evaluated
are the impacts of grazing by large herbivores (bovine, horse, red deer, roedeer and
wild boar), and of fire.

In this study much emphasis was paid to describe the principal processes realistically
and concisely, making use of parameters that are physically realistic, i.e. measurable in
the field. Another constraint was that the initial characterisation should be as simple
as possible, such that detailed field inventories can be avoided. In another study the
use of remote sensing for initialisation of the models was evaluated (Sanders &
Kramer, 2000). To test the realism of the model behaviour we performed extensive
tests under controlled conditions, e.g. monocultures of trees and predefined mixtures.
Growth in terms of basal area development, diameter increment, volume increment
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etc., which can be compared to statistics provided by growth an yield tables. For the
parameter values of herbs and grasses advantage was taken from the database of the
Dutch Forest reserves programme (Broekmeyer, 1999).

Case study

A case study was done to evaluate the effects of grazing and fire on the vegetation
dynamics using the model FORSPACE. The case study was performed on 200 ha of
the Imbos, a natural reserve in the centre of The Netherlands. The scenario's
included: 1) autonomous development of the vegetation, thus without grazing and
without fire; 2) grazing without fire, by each of the herbivore species mentioned
above separately and by all species simultaneously; 3) fire without grazing, with
different fire frequencies; and 4) fire with grazing with all herbivores present, also
with different fire frequencies. These scenario's were based on a spatial analysis of
the succession of adjacent vegetation types, and based on the meta-population
dynamics of an indicator species, i.e. an ant species.

The results showed that,

for herbivores:

- there is a strong effect of interaction between herbivore species: if all species are
present then realistic values are attained. For single species runs, FORSPACE
predicts that much higher densities can be attained than currently found in the
field

- the interaction between fire and grazing indicated that 200 ha is too small to
contain sustainable populations of bovine and horse, even with the lowest fire
frequency

- grazing by a single species appeared not to stop the vegetation development into
a closed forest with sparse understory, whilst mixed species grazing slows down
this process

- in mixed-species grazing, there were stronger population fluctuations projected
compared to the single-species situation. This was especially the case for species
with low body weight (roedeer, red deer)

- the 200 ha study area is too small for a sustainable wild boar population

for trees:

- the rate of spread of beech and oak over the landscape is strongly reduced by the
presence of herbivores. Apparently, many seedlings and saplings are eaten before
they can reach the tree layer. The presence of herbivores does not affect the
propagation of birch and pine over the landscape very much. For these species
there is in general a steady decline in occupied plots due to competition with
either beech or oak occurring in the same plot. Furthermore, there are only small
differences between herbivore species in their effect on the propagation of a tree
species. The same is true for differences between herbivore species in their effect
on the average cover of occupied plots. The absence or presence of herbivores
does affect the average cover of plots occupied by beech and oak.

- grazing has a strong impact on the propagation of tree species in the shrublayer.
Grazing reduces the number of plots that are occupied by beech and oak, and
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increases this for birch and pine. There appears to be no significant effect of
grazing on cover of occupied plots in the shrub layer, and also little
differentiation between herbivore species.

the presence of herbivores has little or no impact on propagation of beech and
oak in the herblayer, however grazing strongly increases the opportunities of
germination and establishment of pine. Again there is little differentiation
between herbivore species in their effect on the propagation of tree species over
the landscape.

the effect of fire in the absence of grazing is a strong increase of the rate at which
a tree species spreads over the landscape compared to the no-grazing/no-fire.
The lower fire frequency used (P=0.001) has a stronger effect than the higher fire
frequency (P=0.01) because in the former case larger areas are burnt. In the
scenarios where there is both grazing and fire there is a strong effect on the
forest development. This is especially the case for beech and oak, whereas this
situation appears to be relatively beneficial for pine compared to the other
species.

in the shrublayer, birch and to a lesser degree pine take advantage of the
occurrence of fire. For beech and oak there is a strong interaction between
grazing and the occurrence of fire, so that the number of plots with trees in the
shrub layer is much reduced in the presence of herbivores.

in the herblayer, for both beech and oak there appears to be little interaction
between grazing and fire, whereas for birch and to a lesser extent for pine the
combination of grazing and fire is beneficial for the propagation of these species
over the landscape rather than fire only. Comparing the no grazing/no fire
scenario with the no grazing/fire scenario there appears to be little difference in
the rate of spread of both birch and pine in the herb layer.

Summarising: the spread of both beech and oak forests appears to be reduced by
grazing, and this effect is stronger if an occasional forest fire occurs. These effects
are due to the effect of herbivores on the shrub layer, rather on the trees of these
species in the herb layer. Birch and pine take advantage of the occurrence of fire, but
are much less affected by grazing, or grazing is beneficial for there spread because of
its negative impact on beech and oak.

for herbs:

the presence of herbivores increases the propagation of Calluna, but reduces this
for Deschampsia, Grass and Vaccinium. The long-term differences between the
impacts of different herbivores is negligible except for Deschampsia. In that case
roedeer has the least impact, whereas horse and bovine appear to reduce its
propagation the most. The strong propagation potential of Grass and Deschampsia
consistently set back by grazing. Furthermore, the presence of herbivores has a
strong advantageous effect on the average cover of Grass in the plots it already
occupies. Grazing slightly reduces the cover of Deschampsia, but has no effect on
either Calluna nor Vaccinium. For the latter two species the development of the
forest has has stronger impact on their cover than grazing has.

the interacting effects of the presence of herbivores and the occurrence of fire on
the number of occupied plots by a herbs and grasses is that for Deschampsia,
Grass and Vaccinium the rate of spread over the landscape is the fastest for the
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scenario with a low fire frequency and without herbivores. For Calluna the
presence of herbivores in combination with fire is beneficial for its propagation.
Comparing the no-fire-scenarios with the fire-scenarios, the results show that fire
is detrimental for the propagation of Calluna, Deschampsia and Vaccinium, but
beneficial for Grass. Although Calluna's competitive ability increases in the
grazing-no-fire-scenarios relative to the other herb species, the scenario with
grazing only is the most beneficial for Calluna. The presence of herbivores
strongly reduces the potential propagation of Grass and Deschampsia by
consistently removing seedlings from newly invaded plots.

Spatial analysis

Several standard procedures were introduced useful in many spatio-temporal analyses

of raster-based model output, especially so when applied to a set of model scenarios

such as grazing and fire regimes. All tables and queries can be used to build more
complex queries that will solve specific ecological questions such as:

- what is the turnover of the cover type of isolated plots, e.g. gaps in a forest,
patches of birch?

- where are the most (in)stable plots located per cover type?

- what is the turnover of edge habitat?

- how many suitable habitat (expressed as a combination of cover types and/or
edge habitat) is available through time within a certain radius of plots with
specific characteristics, e.g. edge-habitat plot pairs?

From the perspective of species, spatio-temporal dynamics will affect opportunities
for establishment, growth, survival and dispersal. A major challenge to both field
ecologists and theoretical biologist is therefore to express ecological requirements of
species and constraints on establishment, growth etc. into constraints on spatio-
temporal features of (suitable) habitat at the landscape level. The procedures
introduced in this chapter will be extended to meet this challenge.

Metapopulation dynamics

The results show that scenarios with herbivores present lead to a combination of a
slowly changing habitat landscape with a high fraction of habitat for red forest ants.
Starting from a single habitat site, species with local dispersal will thus spread
through the whole landscape (though it may take some time for temporary corridors
between habitat clusters to appear, due to the low habitat turnover rate). Fire is
expected to cause occasional increases in the fraction of habitat, followed by a slow
decrease back to equilibrium values. Thus, fire should lead to an on average higher
habitat incidence, and faster spread of species through the landscape. Species with
less “local” dispersal strategies, for instance with the ability to colonize sites outside
the direct neighborhood, may prosper equally well in such landscapes (ignoring
possible trade-offs between dispersal-capacity and other life-history parameters).

For scenarios without herbivores the fraction of habitat is generally (very) low. Thus
the actual spatial configuration, in terms of clusters of habitat sites, very much
determines metapopulation incidence (and persistence). Starting from a single habitat
site, a species with local dispersal will spread relatively fast through the landscape
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(due to the short habitat life span) but will attain only a low incidence. The habitat
landscape may well be below the thresholds for the fraction of habitat or for the
habitat life span, or the effective R, (the average number of propagules a local
population produces during its life span) may be well below 1. In such cases, the
metapopulation is unlikely to persist. Species with less “local” dispersal strategies are
expected to do much better in these landscapes, as they will colonize isolated habitat
sites or isolated clusters of habitat sites. It is clear that the scenario, no herbivores
and no fire, offers no perspectives for species that depend on the openness of the
forest landscape. However, once fires occur, the perspectives improve, as temporarily
the landscape may offer a spanning cluster of habitat, and the possibility of a rapid
spread. The actual metapopulation dynamics in such case will probably be very much
dependent on the spatial and temporal correlation of fire events.

Future development

Future developments of FORSPACE could include the parameterisation for other
plant species, so that the model can also be applied at e.g. dune and river landscapes.
Different forms of forest management can be included, and the recreational value of
the area can be quantified e.g. by some measure of spatial heterogeneity and species
composition. The amount of carbon sequestered by the forest landscape can be
evaluated relatively easily. However, the soil module should be improved for an
accurate assessment of the amount of carbon in the soil. A further extension of the
model could include the vulnerability of a forest to storms depending on the forest
structure. Despite these possibilities to extend the model, the current version can be
used to support decision making for many relevant situations in the management of
natural area's.
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1 Introduction

In current nature management it is often aimed to create large natural areas with little
human interference, possibly after an initial re-structuring of a man-made landscape.
Another aim in nature management is to attain the highest diversity feasible for the
area. Both aims do not necessarily match because in many cases a long history of
human management has increased the diversity of an area by frequent disturbances
such as thinning and felling in a forest and other activities outside the forest, thereby
creating a small-scale heterogeneous landscape. The natural autonomous
development of a large area without human interference may be that a closed forest
develops with relatively few species. The highest diversity may occur if different
stages of succession are simultaneously present, distributed over the landscape in
patches of different size and occurring with different frequencies in time. In absence
of human disturbance, such a simultaneous presence of succession stages could be
attained by other factors that disturb the autonomous development of the vegetation,
including grazing by large herbivores, fire, storms etc.. In the Netherlands little is
known on the impacts of these factors on natural development of the vegetation.
Forest grazing by large herbivores is a relatively new management practice, and there
is much debate on how grazers may have affected the prehistoric landscape (Vera,
1997). The occurrence of forest fires is suppressed whenever possible because of the
loss of timber and other property such as farms and houses etc in the forest. The
impacts of storms are reduced as much as possible, traditionally by clearing and
replanting of a damaged forest, but more recently by creating a forest structure that is
less vulnerable to storm damage. If landscape forming processes are allowed to
occur, they will have strong interactions. E.g. herbivores may affect regeneration after
a fire and vice versa has an extensive forest fire a strong impact on the availability of
forage for herbivores.

The aim of this study was to gain a better understanding on the spatial interactions
between vegetation development and landscape forming processes, and their
importance for diversity at the landscape level. Therefore, a process-based model was
developed that describes these interactions. The model was named FORSPACE,
which is an acronym for: Forest dynamics in spatially changing environments. Two methods
were developed for the analysis of diversity at the landscape level. One is a spatial
analysis on the succession of vegetation types and edges between vegetation types,
including frequency distributions of shifts from one to other vegetation types. The
other considers a method for metapopulation dynamics of either plant- or animal
species that are dependent on the balance between colonising emerging patches with
suitable habitat and extinction at patches with deteriorating habitat.

General questions that can be answered using FORSPACE include: how develops
diversity, expressed in several measures, of a forest landscape affected by interacting
landscape forming processes? What is the effect of initial configurations of the
landscape on its later development? Or: what initial measurements can be taken such
that a diverse landscape develops? What is the size of a reserve that can contain a
sustainable metapopulation of a target species? Which scale and frequency of

Alterra-rapport 216 17



landscape forming processes maximise landscape heterogeneity? What is the size of a
reserve that can incorporate landscape forming processes? If the actual size of the
reserve is too small, what may the management regime be to attain a maximal
landscape heterogeneity?

In this report, a full description is presented of the model FORSPACE and the two
methods for assessing diversity at the landscape level. In the chapter Model
documentation, first an outline is given on the general concepts and the processes
considered. For a general reader this section should be sufficient to understand the
modelling principles. Next, mathematical equations are presented for nearly all
calculations that are performed by the model. The structure of the presentation of
the equations matches the code of the model so that this chapter is a full
documentation for a reader who is interested in the details of the model.

To apply FORSPACE for a realistic landscape, the vegetation of this landscape needs
to be initialised. The future development of the vegetation depends very much on
the vegetation that is present and therefore needs to be described accurately.
However, a detailed survey of the vegetation over thousands of hectares is usually
not feasible. Therefore the chapter Initialisation of a realistic landscape describes how a
landscape can be initialised realistically with as little as information as possible (maps
on cover and height per species, and soil).

A spatial explicit process-based model such as FORSPACE can have many outputs
as it contains detailed information for each plant species for every layer in every
20x20m  plot. All these features have their own time evolution and spatial
distribution over the landscape. In the chapter on Model dynamics the dynamics of
some of the most important model features are described for small areas for
standardised conditions.

The next chapter A case study: the Imbos presents the results of applications of
FORSPACE for a realistic area. The impacts of grazing by herbivores on vegetation
dynamics and its interactions with fire were analysed by evaluating a range of
scenarios. This analysis allowed to draw general conclusions on the effects of grazing,
with and without interaction with occassional forest fires, on the development of
vegetation of dry sandy soils in The Netherlands.

FORSPACE is not only an useful tool to gain insight of the dynamics and
distribution of species, it can also be used to evaluate the time evolution of statistics
relevant at the landscape level. Such statistics include the degree of connectedness
between similar patches and the spatial heterogeneity of the landscape. Other
questions at the landscape level include: how long is a certain vegetation type present
at a given location? Into which vegetation types does it develop? What is the
turnover time and frequency distribution of transitions from one to another
vegetation type?, etc.. In the chapter Spatial analysis, a methodology is presented to
analyse the spatial output enabling to answer such questions. This approach was
applied to some of the scenarios as presented in the case study on the Imbos.

A landscape may contain habitat for certain rare and vulnerable plant and animal
species that the manager of the area wishes to protect. Such patches of habitat may
consist of different tree species or vegetation types depending on the requirements of
the animal- or plant species of interest to survive and to fulfil its life cycle. These
patches of habitat are connected with patches of non-habitat through which the
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target species may or may not be able to migrate to colonise unoccupied habitat
patches. The vegetation of the occupied areas may, however, change in time and not
be suitable anymore for the target species, either by autonomous development of the
vegetation or by landscape forming processes. The survival of the target species at
the landscape scale thus depends on rate at which new, unoccupied, habitat emerges
that can be reached through dispersion from occupied habitat patches, and the rate at
which the species goes extinct at occupied habitat patches, either because of random
fluctuation due to a small population size or because the quality of the habitat
deteriorates for the species. In the chapter on Metapopulation dynamics, a methodology
will be presented that describes the population dynamics of a target species for
dynamically changing landscapes. This approach was applied to some of the
scenarios as presented in the case study on the Imbos.

This report serves as a background document for future publications in which
FORSPACE plays a role. In this report little emphasis is paid to the large amount of
literature available on spatial modelling, plant-herbivore interactions, the role of
disturbances and their mutual importance for understanding diversity. Only the most
important sources of literature that represent the idea's that are applied in
FORSPACE are indicated. It is anticipated that in future publications in the open
literature, addressing the general questions posed above, do contain a detailed
referencing and confrontation of the results with published knowledge.

The base version of FORSPACE presented here is parameterised such that it can be
used to evaluate management scenarios for forest at relatively dry sandy soils in the
Netherlands. The role of water limitations for the functioning of the forest is
described in Groen, Kramer & Heitkéning (2000).

Much attention has been paid to the generality and realism of the description of the
processes so that the parameters of the relationships have all physical, i.e. measurable,
dimensions. Therefore, in its current stage only a few plant species are parameterised
and the landscape forming processes described include grazing and fire only.
However, the base version allows an expansion of species, the incorporation of other
landscape forming processes, and the evaluation of new scenarios.
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2 Model description

2.1  General concepts

FORSPACE is a spatial-explicit model that aims to give a realistic description of the
processes that determine forest dynamics at a the scale of a landscape (up to 1000-ths
of hectares). Gap-dynamics are an important aspect that determines the growth of
individual trees and the succession of plant species in time. The forest dynamics as
described in FORSPACE are also based on the dynamics of the vegetation on plots
with a size of 20x20 m. However to be able to represent an entire landscape,
FORSPACE does not track individual trees of shrubs but rather height cohorts of
identical individuals per species. The vertical structure of a forest is represented by
having different cohorts per species in the herb-, shrub- and tree layer. A cohort can
shift to a higher layer (e.g. from shrub layer to tree layer) if it reaches the limit of its
own layer and a cohort of individuals of the same species does not occur in a the
higher layer. Thus, the cohort-structure has the consequence that height-growth may
stagnate due to the presence of individuals of the same species in the higher layer.
This is only realistic if the spatial resolution is limited to gaps that can contain
maximally one or a few large adults trees. In such situations the tree layer may indeed
physically block the height growth of the shrub layer. For a larger resolution, say 1
hectare, this assumption is not valid. For herbs and grasses, however, the concept of
individuals cannot be maintained. Hence for these plant species the number of metre
square that are occupied in the herb layer are simulated.

Grazing by herbivores is an important aspect of forest dynamics because they have a
strong impact on the natural regeneration of seedlings from trees and shrubs.
Moreover, some herbivore species graze heavily on saplings an thereby affect which
tree species grow into the canopy, out of reach of large herbivores. On the other
hand, the forest provides the food for the large herbivores, not only as foliage of the
trees but also of the plants in the understory. The productivity of the herbs and
grasses in the understory is driven by the amount of light available on the forest
floor. Thus, there are strong interactions between the dynamics in the density of
populations of herbivores and the dynamics in the density of herbs, grasses, shrubs
and trees, and the succession of plant species within a plot. Therefore much attention
has been paid to develop a mechanistic description of these interactions.

As abiotic factor disturbing the autonomous development of the vegetation, a simple
fire model was developed (Dam 1997, Van Goethem, 2000) based on fire models
presented in the literature. Although fire is currently not an important factor in
forests in the Netherlands, the forests may become more vulnerable for fire in the
future due to global warming. Furthermore, small-scale prescribed burning may be
used to create spatial heterogeneity and to avoid large wild fires.

The following sections present a general outline of the model characteristics whereas

details are presented in the chapters on Initialisation, Dynamics, Integration and Derived
variables. The Fire submodel is described in a separate chapter.
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FORSPACE operates with a monthly time step. The static features of the model that
do not change in time include properties of the herbivore species, the plant species,
the number of patches forming the area of interest. The dynamic features of the model
include the rates of change of the number and biomass of both juvenile and adult
herbivores and the biomass of plants, and hence available metabolic energy for the
herbivores. See the Appendix for an overview of the static and dynamic features of
the herbivores and plants. Output can be requested for all dynamic features of the
model, for spatial variables as maps and but both as time series either as maptotals or
mapaverage or as output for a single plot.

The model consists of the description of continuous processes that are considered to be
the most important for the dynamics of the populations herbivores and plants, and
discrete events for both herbivores and plants. This results into interactions between
plant species through competition for light, between herbivore species through
competition for food, and between herbivores and plants through available metabolic
energy for the herbivores and the alterations in biomass and structural features of the
plants as a consequence of grazing. Abiotic factors such as fire disturb these
interactions by the removal of plant biomass and by making space available for new
individuals.

The continuous processes of the herbivores include: diet choice, digestion, respiration
(including costs for transport), pregnancy, lactation and change of weight. The discrete events for
the herbivores consider birth and mortality. It is assumed that the diet choice of the
herbivores is based on the digestibility of the plants. Plots containing plants that are
higher digestible have a better quality than plots containing plants with a lower
digestibility. The amount of digestible plant material is not taken into consideration
for the selection of a plot to avoid that plots with a large amount of food with a low
digestibility are selected instead of plots containing a small amount of highly
digestible food (cf. Van Wieren, 1996).

The continuous processes of the plants include: production and dispersion of seeds,
interception of light, change of biomass of foliage, stalks or stems, branches and roots, change
in crown radius, and height growth. The change in biomass and structural features are
linked. The discrete events for the plant consider the conditions required for
germination of seeds, as well as mortality. The rate of change in biomass of the plants
directly depends on the amount of light absorbed. The light absorbed is converted
into plant biomass, allowing an increase in plant height and crown radius. The
processes are described for individual plants, which can be extrapolated to plot
features by following the number of individual plants per plot. For herbs and grasses
the concept of individuals is not relevant, so for these species their coverage, in m?
per plot, is considered. Increase of cover of herb- and grass-species is the
consequence of either lateral expansion, based on growth and an optimal foliage
density to increase in radius, or of germination and establishment of seedlings, if the
conditions are favorable and seeds are available.

2.2 Herbivores

The population of a herbivore species is structured into two cohorts: juveniles (0-1
year-old) and adults (> 1 year-old). All animals within a cohort are identical, i.e. have
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the same biomass and the same parameter values. For the adult cohort, however, the
number of animals for every age is tracked. By convention is the total amount of
food available for the animals expressed in metabolic energy (MJ), providing a
standard currency by which the vegetation in the plots can be valued for the
herbivores in a consistent and comparable manner. This is done because a given
amount of plant dry matter may have a different amount of metabolic energy for
different herbivore species. The metabolic energy available at a plot is the product of
plant biomass and available metabolic energy per kg dry plant biomass for the animal
species. This convention is applicable to the available metaholic energy, i.e. all digestable
plant biomass (depending on the plant species) at the plot for the herbivore species,
and consumed metabolic energy, the amount of food that the herbivore population
actually eats. Its requirement is then the energy that is required to cover the costs for
growth, respiration (including the costs for transport), lactation and pregnancy.
Maximum food intake, the maximum amount of food that the herbivore population can
eat on a daily base is, however, expressed in kg dry matter.

Grazing refers to the effect of the herbivore on the vegetation from the point of view
of individual plants, and is the amount of plant biomass removed from the plant by
herbivores, expressed in kg dry matter. Thus, this definition of grazing includes
browsing, i.e. the removal of foliage and small branches of trees and shrubs by
herbivores. The amount of plant biomass grazed by a herbivore is constrained by the
total digestable plant biomass present at the plot and the maximum intake of plant
dry matter by the herbivore.

Whether a plot is selected by a herbivore species to graze on depends on the quality of
the plot. This depends on digestibility of the plants for the herbivore species only, not
on the amount of digestible plant material. The quality of a plot reflects the suitability
of a plot for a particular herbivore species relative to the suitability of the other plots
in the area to which the species has access. The quality of a plot is expressed on a
scale from zero to unity by dividing the cumulative digestibility of the plants at the
plot by the maximal cumulative digestibility found in the area. It is assumed that
herbivores have perfect knowledge of the area wherein they live and hence are able
to graze upon different plots in order of decreasing quality. Furthermore, it is
assumed that the herbivores can travel through the entire plot on a monthly base.
Thus, they can indeed reach all plots within the timestep used by the model. For the
selection of plots to consume food the plots with the highest quality are selected first
and all available metabolic energy is eaten before the animals move to plots with
lower quality. This pattern continues until the maximum uptake is achieved.

2.3  Plants

Plants convert carbon dioxide and water into plant biomass by intercepting energy in
the form of light from the sun. Photosynthesis is described in FORSPACE by radiation
use efficiency, and depends on temperature based on a lower and upper temperature
threshold. The amount of intercepted light depends on the leafiness of the canopy,
which is described as the surface of the foliage per unit ground surface (leaf area index,
LAI). The surface of the foliage is calculated from its biomass and surface area per
unit biomass (specific leaf area, SLA). The extinction of light from the top of the
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canopy downward takes an exponential course as a function of the LAI and an
extinction coefficient. Thus, the amount of light intercepted for each layer of foliage
can be calculated, and via photosynthesis the amount of assimilates produced at the
prevailing temperature. In the model three height levels are taken into account: the
herb, shrub and tree layer. Each layer can can consist of several plant species. As
mentioned, a cohort of identical individuals describes a species in a given layer. The
total amount of assimilates produced in each layer is distributed proportional to the
relative amount of foliage per species and per layer. After subtraction of assimilates
required to replenish the reserves from the total amount of assimilates, the remaining
assimilates are converted into plant matter. Preference is given to allocation to foliage
to attain the optimal foliage density and to enable height growth. Allocation to roots,
branches, stalks and sapwood are extracted from the remaining assimilates, according
to fractions that change with the size of the individual. The allocation to heartwood is
a fraction of the current amount of sapwood.

Foliage and stalks are available for grazing or can be decomposed. The turnover of
root and branches depends on a fixed turnover coefficient. All biomass lost due to
turnover, is converted into dead organic matter. It fills up the layers the litter-,
fermentation- and humus layer, dependent upon the nature of the biomass
decomposed.

Plant dynamic features are divided in biomass and structural features. The structural
features of a plant consider its height, crown length, crown radius, and diameter at
breast height (dbh). Also the age is tracked. A species-specific function is used for
height growth that describes the increase in height depending on current height and
the poil-type]of the plot. Besides these individual characteristics, also the number of
plants per plot is followed.

Coverage is the fraction of the ground surface covered by an individual. This affects
the opportunities a species has to germinate and establish in the plot, and the fraction
of the plot that intercepts light for each layer (i.e. canopy closure). The rate of
increase of crown radius, and thus coverage, depends on its maximum rate of
increase in surface, which depends on the [soil-type| and the comptition the species
experiences from the presence of other species. Plants compete for light depending
on their height and amount of foliage in a given layer. A water module can be
included optionally (see Groen, Kramer and Heitkdning, 2000). In that case the
plants also compete for water, which depends on the rooting dept and amount of
fine roots in each of the three soil layers.

Beside continuous processes that determine the dynamics of plant individuals,
discrete events occur. These events are represented by a stochastic approach, i.e. by
assuming a probability distribution from which the probability that the event occurs
is ‘'drawn’. If this probability exceeds a threshold then the event occurs, and state
variables are adjusted according to conditional decision rules. The discrete events
considered for the plants include dispersion and germination of seeds, and mortality.

Dispersion of seeds is the spread of seeds over the landscape. It is determined by de
number of seeds produced by the plant species and the distance over which the seeds
are dispersed. Both aspects are species-specific and stochastig. The number of seeds
produced is drawn from an empirical distribution but also depends on the size of the
individual plant. For the dispersal of seeds over the landscape, an exponential decline
in number of seeds with distance is assumed without a directional preference. The
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seeds are dispersed in clumps to save computing time. The clump size is dependent
on the number of seeds produced such that each individual plant disperses maximally
100 clumps.

Germination in a plot depends on the availability of the species requirements. This is
based on quantitative rules that take the following factors into account:
height of the litter-layers, available light at the soil-surface, total vegetation coverage
and month of the year. If the plot's environment is favourable for the species then
the species will be established in the herb layer with fixed initial characteristics
concerning biomass of the different plant components, and plants structural features.
Mortality is the death of individuals present in the plot; competition; age-related
mortality and a too low growth of trees can cause this; fire; and for species in the
herb layer also by trampling. Mortality due to competition between seedlings and
saplings in the herb and shrub layer is determined based on the self-thinning rule, or
-3/2 power 'law'. The theory is based on the assumption that at high density the
average individual total biomass in a plot determines the maximum number of
individuals. If the average weight increases, the maximum number of individuals
decreases. Whenever the total current number of plants in a layer exceeds the
maximum number, the surplus of plants dies. For age-related mortality of trees and
shrubs, the mortality increases as the individual approaches its maximum age. This
occurs during a species specific mortality period, e.g. the last 75 years before the
maximum age is attained. During the mortality period the mortality rate of that
species increases linearly. Mortality can also be caused by large-scale disturbances
such as fire. A species is killed by fire depending on the species (bark thickness) and
flame height.

Grazing is the removal of plant biomass by the animal, in plant dry matter
equivalents. Thus affecting structural features of the plant such as its height, crown
base and crown diameter. Due to the removal of foliage the ability to intercept light
is reduced and thereby photosynthesis. Furthermore, the coverage of the individual
can be reduced due to trampling. In case of grasses and herbs, a minimum length of
the vegetation is taken into account to be accessible, depending on the herbivore
species. Thus, the biomass below this threshold is not accessible for grazing.

FORSPACE was developed using the package PCRaster (Karssenberg 1996), a
Geographic Information System for personal computers that works on raster base
and allows the easy development of dynamic spatial models and linking with ARC-
INFO. PCRaster includes a simple programming language with many features for
cartographic calculus and spatial statistics.
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3 Initialisation

3.1 General features

3.1.1 SoilTypes

Some of the coefficients (MxRSrfTr, [MxRSrfSrb] [MxRSrfHrH) are dependent upon
the soil-type. Currently, 8 soil-types are distinguished, but this can be extended
depending on the area. EoilTEEes: is initialised by a soiltype map that specifies for
each plot the soiltype it belongs to.

3.1.2 MapArea

IMapArealspecifies the size of the area of interest.

3.1.3 Begin of the growing season

BgnSsn]is the month in which the growing season starts. It can optionally be made
dependent on wet (later flushing) or dry areas. By default, it is initialised for dry areas.

3.2 Herbivores
3.2.1 Number

[#/population] specifies the initial number of animals in the entire area
per species and per age. A population of herbivores is structured into two cohorts:
juveniles (0-1 year old) and adults (> 1 year old). All animals within a cohort are
identical, i.e. they have the same biomass and the same parameter values. For the
adult cohort, however, the number of animals for every age is tracked.

number of reproducing herbivores per species per age

The number of reproducing herbivores per species per age, NRprPerAge
[#/population], is a fraction of the number of herbivores per species per age.

NRprPerAgg, . = NIniPerAgg, , [RprAbl, , (1)
(NTniPerAge|RprAbl)
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total number of reproducing herbivores per species
NRpr] [#/population] is the sum over the ages of the humber of reproducing ]
herbivores per species per age|

NRpr, = >’ NRprPerAge, , (2)
(NRprPerAge)

total number of herbivores per age-group
Herbivores are divided into two age groups or cohorts: juveniles and adults.
Herbivores with the age of 1 year belong to juveniles, whilst individuals of all other

ages are adults. [#/population] is the sum over all ages per species,
belonging to a specific group.

NPerGroup, , = > NPerAgs, , (3)
(NPerAge)
322 Weight

ghPerGroup| [kg/population] is the weight of all herbivores per species and per
age group of the total amount of herbivores of that species in the area. For

initialisation, all individual adult herbivores are considered to have the same
individual weight. The initial number of juveniles is set to zero.

WghPerGroup, ,, = NPerGroup, ,, [CAvrWghind,

4
WghPerGroup, ,, =0 “@

(NPerGroup [CAvrWghInd)

3.2.3 Age of juveniles

The [months] of a juvenile herbivore is expressed in months (1-12) and is set to
zero at the start of the simulation.

A&, =0 ()

3.3 Plants
3.3.1 Site index

The site index, [StxTr] [m3/yr], of a plot is the maximum average increase in
stem volume during the life of a tree. Some of the coefficients depend upon the site

index of the plot (CRHghTr| MxHghTr] MxHghSrb] CRueSrb] CRueTT).

3.3.2 Radiation use efficiency

The coefficients CRueHrb| [CRueSrb} [CRueTr|[kg DM/MJ(PAR)] determine the rate
of conversion of light into plant biomass, provided the temperature is sufficiently
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high. The radiation use efficiency is site specific for shrub and tree species (StxSrb

BixT).

3.3.3 Height

The coefficients CRHghTr [CRHghSrb and[CRHghHrll [m/month] specify the rate
of height growth per species and site index (StxTr| ptxSrb). It represents the slope of
the age dependent height growth curve of a species. The coefficients CLHghWshTr
and C1HghWshSrb determine the relationship between height and shoot weigth for
the initialisation of biomass and numbers.

3.3.4 Maximum increase in surface

MXxRSrfTr [MXRSrfSrb| [m?/individual] represent the maximum increase in individual
crown area per individual plant. It is depend on[soiltypeq only. For herbs, the rate of
increase in radius is more readily observed in the field instead to the increase of
surface. Hence, is based on the parameter

3.3.5 Maximal height

MxHghTr] [MxHghSr and [MxHghHrH [m] indicate the maximum heights of tree-

shrub and herb-species per layer. The maximum height depends on the site index.
For trees and shrubs in the herb-layer and for trees in the shrub-layer, the maximum

heights equal the layer-heights: HghHIJand HghSlI|

3.3.6 Probability of germination

The probability of germination of seeds from trees, shrubs and herbs
(CPGrmTH} [CPGrmSrb] CPGrmHrh][0-1]) depends on the

3.3.7 Coverage

Vegetation input is supplied in terms of coverage and [height per species. The
coverage information [CvrTrPerLayer| |CvrSrbPerLayer|] and [CvrHrbPerLayer|
[fraction], is imported from maps describing the initial situation. Besides the coverage
per species, also the coverage per layer is calculated. It is checked that the coverage
per layer in the input files does not exceed unity. If so, each species cover is reduced
proportionally to its contribution to the total coverage. The cumulative cover over all
plants (trees plus shrubs plus herbs) is subsequently calculated (CvrTI| CvrSI| CvrHI).
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CwTl =) CwrTrPerLayer,
t

Cwry = Z CwrTrPerLayer; o, + Z CwrSrbPerLayers,s o K
t S

CvrHI = CwrTrPerLayer,,, , + > CvrSrbPerLayerg,,, . + > CwrHrbPerLayer,,, ,
t s h

3.3.8 Height

The initial height information is assigned to [HghTrPerLayer| [HghSrbPerLayer| and
HghHrbPerLayer| by means of input maps per species named HghlniTr| HghIniSrb|
and HghlIniHrb|. Plant heights are initialised under the condition that the species is
present (coverage exceeds zero).

3.3.9 Maximum height

MxHghTI| MxHghS] and [MxHghHI [m] indicate the maximum height over all plant
species in a given layer per plot.

3.3.10 Age

For initialisation, the age of trees and shrubs, [AgeTr, |[AgeSrh [year] is derived from
its height. Age is rounded to integer numbers. The relation between age and height
for trees is expressed by the inverted Chapman-Richards function (Janssen et al,
1996).

o
Ind1- HghTrPerLayer, , |c8HoT
MXH ghTrTrTI t

AgeTry, = C7HghTr
t 1 ")
n 1_( HghSrbPerLayer, ]CSHG'“S b
MxHghS by, ¢ .
AgeSh, (=

C7HghSrb,

(HghTrPerLayer|HghSrbPerLayer]MxHghTr], MxHghSrb]
[C7THghTrIC8HghTHIC7HghSrblC8HghSrh)

3.3.11 Crown length

The initial length of a crown (LngCnHrf,[{LngCnSrl},|LngCnTy{ [m]) of an individual
plant is set at either the maximum crown length of the species
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(EMxLngCnTr{CMxLngCnHrbICMxLngCnSrbiCMxLngCnHrh), or the height of the
individual in that layer (HghHrbPerLayer, |HghSrbPerLayer] HghTrPerLayer]),
whatever is the lowest.

3.3.12 Crown base

If the initial height of the individual plant exceeds the maximum length of the crown

of the species then the height of the crown base (BseCnHrb] BseCnSrb] BseCnTr]

[m]) is set at the plant's height minus the maximum crown length. Otherwise, the
height of the crown base is set at ground level (zero metres).

3.3.13 Minimal crown base

The minimum crown base (MnBseCnTr/MnBseCnSrb|[m]) is the lowest crown base
of any individual in either the tree- or shrub layer

3.3.14 Procedure to determine initial weights

Allometric relationships are used for the initial partitioning of biomass over the
different plant components (foliage, branches, sapwood and heartwood for trees,
stalks for herbs, roots and reserves. Here, an outline is presented. The following
equations detail this outline.

Firstly, the aboveground biomass (shoot) is related to the plant’s height. Secondly,
optimal ratios of both foliage and branches to the shoot are determined. Thirdly,
these optimal ratios are weighted to calculate the initial fractions of the shoot
consisting of stem, foliage and branches. Fourthly, the partitioning of the stem into
sapwood and heartwood depends on the minimum height above which heartwood is
formed. In that case, the fixed proportion of the stem that consists of heartwood is
weighted with the actual length of the plant above the height where heart wood
formation starts.

The initial weight of foliage of an individual plant can only be determined if the
crown radius is known, which is dependent on the initial number of plants.

3.3.15 Weight of the shoot

The initial weight of the above ground biomass, consisting of foliage plus branches
plus stem for trees and shrubs (WshTr, WshSrb| [kg DM/individual]) is calculated
based on an allometric relationship with the plant's height.

WshTr, , = C1HghWsh, [HghTr PerLayer, ,tCZthWShK
Wshsrb, , = C1HghWsh, THghSrbPerLayer, "

8)
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3.3.16 Optimal ratio of foliage to stem

The optimal ratio between foliage and stem  (OptRatioWfIWstTr
OptRatioWfIWstSrb|[fraction]) follows an allometric relationship with the weight of
the shoot (Van Hees, pers. comm.).

OptRatioWAWSLTY, . = ECIAITH +C2AIT: Th(WehTry ) +C3AIITr, In(WehTr, ) +CAAIITr, In(wshTr, , )° 9)
tht

OptRatio\NfIWstSrb _eClAIISbS+C2AIISbS[[h(Wsth§VS)+CSAIISbSD]I(WmSnS'VS)2+C4AIISbSﬂ]h(\/\msrbs,vsf
d,s

3.3.17 Optimal ratio of branches to stem

The optimal ratio between branches and the stem (OptRatioWbrWstTr|
OptRatioWbrWstSrb|[fraction]) has an allometric relationship with the weight of the
shoot.

CBAIITr +CBAIITr, In(WehTry ) +C7AIITr, In(WshTr, ) +C8AIITr, h(WehTr, ,)?

OptRatioWbrWstTr, =€ (10)

OptRatioWor‘ A |S‘b§ = eCSAIISbS+CGAIISbS[Ih(Wsth§YS)+C7AIISrb5D]1(W§18bd15)2+08AIISb5[I]1(VVshSrngS)3

3.3.18 Fraction stem

The initial fraction of the shoot that consist of the stem (FWstWshTr] FWstWshSrb|
[fraction]) depends on the optimal ratio of both foliage and branches with the shoot.

FWstWshTr, , = , 1 _
" 1+ OptRati oWFIWst T, , +OptRatioWbrWstTr, ,

1
1+ OptRatioWFIWstS b, ; +OptRatioWbrWstSrb,

FWstWshSrb, =

3.3.19 Fraction foliage

The initial fraction of the shoot that consists of foliage for evergreen tree and shrub
species (FWTIWshTr] FWfIWshSrb|[fraction]) depends on the optimal ratio between
foliage and the shoot, and the fraction of the shoot consisting of the stem.

FWIWshTr, . = OptRatioWAIWstTr,  (FWstWshTr,
FWHWshSrb, = OptRatioWilWstSrb,  (FWstWshS'h,

(12)

WAITr, . = FWAIWshTr,  (WWshTr, |

13
WASh, , = FWAWshISTh, . WshSrh, | 13)
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3.3.20 Fraction branches

The initial fraction of the shoot that consists of branches for trees and shrubs
(FWbrWshTr| [FWbrWshSrb| [fraction]) depends on the optimal ratio between
branches and the shoot, and the fraction of the shoot consisting of the stem.

FWbrWshTr, . = OptRatioWbrWstTr, , [FWstWshTr, |
FWbrWshSrb, , = OptRatioWbrWstSrb,  (FWstWshS'l,

(14)

3.3.21 Weight of branches

The initial weight of the branches (WbrTr] NbrSrb| WbrHrb][kg DM/individual]) is
a fraction of the shoot.

WorTr, , = FWbrWshTr, . (WshTr, ,

WorSb, , = FWorWshSrb,  WshS'h,

MxLaiHrh, , DthPerLayerHrhﬂ,h

CSaHrhb, MxHghHrb,
(CFWbrHrb} ICMxLaiHrb}CSlaHrb)

(15)

C
WhbrHrb, , = CFWbrHrb, =

(16)

The current-year branches (WnwbrTrn\WnwbrSrb| [kg DM/individual]) are an
important food source for roe-deer. The initial weight thereof are initially set at 10%
of the total individual branch biomass.

3.3.22 Weight of stem or stalk

The initial weight of the stem of trees and shrubs (WstT, [WstSrb] WstHrb] [kg
DM/individual]) is a fraction of the shoot. The initial weight of the stalks of herbs
depends on the optimal amount of foliage.

WstTr, . = FWstTr,  AVshTT,

17
WstSrh, , = FWstSrh, | WshSrh, a7

iHrb, HghPerLayerH
- CFWtHrb, (EYXLaitir, HghPerLayertirh, ,
CSaHrhb, MxHghHrb, ,

(CFWSstHrbJCMxLaiHrb|[CSTaHrb]RdsHrb)

WstHrh, , (18)

3.3.23 Weight of heartwood

The initial weight of heartwood of trees and shrubs (WhwTr WhwSrblkg
DM/individual]) is a fraction of the stem. However, heartwood formation starts
from a species-specific minimum height onwards until a maximum height. The
fraction of the stem consisting of heartwood increases linearly between these limits.
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HghTrPerLayer, , —CMnHghWhwTr,

WhwTr, , = '
" CMxHghWhwTr, - CMnHghWhwTT,
HghSrbPerL - CMnHghwhwS b
Whwarh, | = Uy, 7 NI, e Hwatsrh, . vstsb,
© CMxHghwWhwS b, - CMnHghwhwS'b ' '

S

CMnHghWhwT CMnghWhWTT |CFHWStT? StTr|,
MnHghWhwSrb|CMxHghWhwSrb| JICFHwStSrb| WstSrb

3.3.24 Weight of sapwood

[CFHWSTT, 4 WSt TT, 4
(19)

The initial weight of the sapwood of trees and shrubs (WswSrb, WswSrb| [kg
DM/individual]) is the part of the stem not consisting of heartwood.

WswTr,  =WstTr, , —WhwTr,

tht

WswSb,  =WstSh, . ~-WhwS'b,

(20)

3.3.25 Weight of roots

The initial weight of the roots of trees and shrubs (WrtTr]WrtSrb] WrtHrb] [kg
DM/individual]) is a fixed proportion of the stem. The initial weight of the roots of
herbs is assumed the same as the initial weight of the stalk.

0.35WshTT,
WitTry = ————
0.35WshS'b
WrtSTh, = LR
’ 1-0.35
WrtHrb, _ = 1WstHrb, . (22)

3.3.26 Procedure to determine initial number of individuals

In this paragraph an outline is presented on how the initial number of individuals per
layer and per plot is determined. The following equations present the exact details
how the maximum number, initial dbh, individual stem volume, distance between
trees and initial number of trees is calculated in the model.

The intitial number if trees and shrubs (N'TrPerLayer| NSrbPerlayer|[#/plot] is based
on the space between them. It is assumed that the trees and shrubs are regularly
space, i.e. are ‘planted’ in a triangle manner. The size of the triangle depends on the
plants’ diameter at breast height, which itself is determined from the stem volume of
the individual plant. Furthermore, the initial number should never exceed a
maximum number and is set at at maximally 5000 individuals per plot.
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3.3.27 Stem volume of individual plants

The initial stem volume of individual trees and shrubs (MImIndTr{ MImIndSrb|
[m3/individual]) is determined by the weight of the stem and the wood density of the
species.

VimindTr, , =WstTl, , / CDnsWATT,

VimindSrb, . =WstSrb, ./ CDnsWdSrb,

(23)

(CDnsWdTr|CDnsWdSrb)

3.3.28 Diameter at breast height

Dbh of trees and shrubs (DbhT{{DbhSrf [cm]) is the diameter of the stem at breast
height 1.35m) (Janssen et al. 1996), and is based on the initial stem
volume of an individual tree or shrub.

1000 WImindT vere
ndTr,
DbhTr, , :{ = ]

C2DbhTr, [@C3DbhTr

HghTrPerLayer, ,
’ (24)
1000 WImIndSrh,

HghSrbPerLayer, 'SCZDthbS [@C3Dbhah,

(C1DbhTr|C2DbhTr|C3DbhTrCIDbhErb C2Dbhprb [C3Dbhkrb)

1/C1DbhSrb,
Dbhgbs.s:[ J

3.3.29 Average distance between individuals

An even-spaced distance between trees and shrubs (DstTi, [m]) is assumed
depending on their dbh (Janssen et al. 1996).

DstTr, , = CODStTr, (DbhTr,, + C10DstTr,

DstSrh, , = CODstSrh, DbhSrh, ,+ C10DstSrb,
(CODstTr|[C10Dst Tr][CODstSrb|C10DstSrb)

(25)

3.3.30 Number of individuals

The initial number of trees and shrubs [#/plot]) depends on their
coverage and the distance between the individuals (Janssen et al. 1996). This values is
rounded downward to the nearest integer value, and should not exceed the maximum
number.
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2 o
NTr, , = CurTrPerLayer, , 10745.7 EPl otSze
’ " | DstTry, 10000

(26)

2 -
NS'h, . = CvrSrbPerLayer, 10745.7 EPl otSze
| ® | DstSby ) 10000

(CvrTrPerLayer] CvrSrbPerLayer[DstT[DstSrb)
The ‘number’ of herbs (NHrb| [#/plot) is the number of square metres a cohort of a

herb occupies on a plot.
NHrb, , = CwrHrbPerLayer, , [(PlotSze (27)

Subsequently, the number of individuals per species group and layer (|NTrPerLa§er
INSererIayerINHererLaEer are derived, as well as the total of trees, shrubs and

herbs per layer (NTI] HI
NTrPerLayer, = Z NTT, ,
t

NSrbPerLayer, = > NTr, (28)

NHrbPerLayer, = > NHrhb, ,
h

NTI = NTrPerLayer,
NS = NTrPerLayer,,q + NS bPerLayerg, o (29)
NHI = NTrPerLayer,,,, + NSbPerLayer,,,, + NHrbPerLayer,, ..,

3.3.31 Stem volume

MImTr]and MImSrb][m3/plot] is the initial total stem volume of trees and shrubs per
unit area.
VImTr, , =VImindTr, , ONTT, ,

VImSb,  =VImindSrhy  INS'b, ¢

(30)

3.3.32 Crown radius

The initial crown radius of an individual plant (RdsTr|RdsSrb{RdsHrb | [m]) is
calculated assuming a cylindric crown.
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CwrTrPerLayer, , [(PlotSze)/NTr
RdsTr, , = \/ ( Yl « )/ o
’ Vis

(CvrsrbPerLayer,  [PlotSize) /NSb,
Rdssrb, , = ' '
s

(31)

CvrHrbPerLayer, , [PlotSize) /NHrh, ,
T

RdsHrb, :\/(

3.3.33 Optimal density of foliage

The optimal density of the foliage of trees, shrubs and herbs

(OptDnsFITrJOptDnsFISrb) [OptDnsFIHrb] [m2 foliage/m3 crown]) is a derived

parameter based on the maximal leaf area index and the maximal crown length of the
species.

CMxLaiTr,,
OptDnsFITr, , = ————
© CMxLngCnTr,
CMxLaiSh
OptDnsFISTh, , = 3.8 (32)
© CMxXLngCnSrb,
CMxLaiHr
OptDnsFIHrb, , = B,
’ MxHghHrb,

(CMxLai TriCMxLaiSrb|,CMxLaiHrb
MXLngCnTr{CMXxLngCnSrbfCMxLngCnHr

3.3.34 Weight of foliage

If the tree, shrub or herb species is wintergreen then the initial weight of foliage
(WTITr| WTISrb] WHTHrb| [kg DM/individual]) is determined from the optimal foliage
density of an individual plant of a given height and radius. For deciduous trees the
initial foliage weight is set to zero.

_ OptDnsFITr, , Zr{RdsTr, , )2 [LngCnTr,

W, CYaTr,
t
2

OptDnsFIS b, GrlRdsSh, [LngCnSb
V\MS’bSLS — p d,s c[:qsagb si,s) g sl,s (33)

OptDnsFISrh, , GrifRdsSrb, . )° LngCnSrh,
WHTD, = CYaSh

[CSTaHTD)
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3.3.35 Maximum weight of reserves

The maximum weight of the reserves (MxWrsTr, MxWrsSrb MxWrsHrb| [kg
DM/individual]) is the amount of dry matter that is required for flushing of new
foliage in spring. As herbs may have no crown at the start of the simulation (Januari)
the heigth growth at the start of the growing season is taken to determine the level of
the reserves, rather than the actual crown length.

_ OptDnsFITr, , GrRAsTr, * (LngCNTr,

MXWrSTT, |, = CSatr
t
OptDnsFISh, . Fr[RdsS'b, > [LngCnSrh
MxXWrsSrh, = P 3 CSaSh 4s 10 2.2 (34)
OptDnsFIHrh, . FrRdsHrb, > [CRH
Mx\Nrerthh _ p Qﬂ,hcsaHrbn hﬂ,h ghnl,h

(CSlaHrb)
3.3.36 Weight of reserves

The initial weight of the reserves (WrsSrb| (WrsSrh, (WrsHrly [kg DM/individual]) is
set at the maximum weight of the reserves. The reserves are only used to produce
new foliage. This can be flushing in spring for deciduous plants, but also a reflush if
foliage is removed by grazing or other disturbances. The reserves are tracked as a
separate pool, but are considered to be part of both the sapwood and the roots.
Hence, if stems or roots are removed then so are the reserves. The fraction of
reserves in the roots and sapwood are distributed proportional to the size of the
sapwood and roots.

3.3.37 Plant weight

The individual total plant weight (WghTr, WghSrifWghHrhbj [kg DM/individual]) is
the sum of the weight of the foliage, branches, stems, roots and reserves.

3.3.38 Total weight of all trees, shrubs and herbs per layer

MotWghTr|TotWghSrb][kg DM/plot] is the sum of the weights of the individuals of
either trees or shrubs in a layer.

TotWghTr, = Z NTT, . (NghTT, ,
t

(35)
TotWghSrh, = > NSrb, , INghSrb,
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total weight over all plants in a layer
WghTIjWghSI|WghHI|[kg/plot] is the sum of the weight of all individuals in a layer.

WohTIl = TotWghTr,,,
WghS =TotWghTr,,4 +TotWghSrbg, 4 (36)
WghHI =TotWghTr,, 4 +TotWghS'bg, 4

3.3.39 Crown volume

The volume of the crown of an individual plant (VImCnHrl, VImCnSrb, MImCnTr|
[m3]) is determined from the length and radius of the crown, assuming a cylindrical
crown.

VImCnTr, , = LngCnTr, , Gr[RdsTr, 2
VImCnSrhy , = LngCnSrb, ( GrRdsSrh, ° (37)
VImCnHrb, , = LngCnHrb, , Gr(RdsHrh, ,*

3.3.40 Maximal crown volume

The maximal volume of the crown of an individual plant (MxVImCnHrb
MxVImCnSrb] MXVImCnTr| [m3]) is a derived parameter determined from the
maximal length and maximal radius of the crown, assuming a cylindrical crown.

MxVImCnTr, , = CMxLngCnTr, , [t [CMXRdsTT, 'tz
MXVImCnSrhy = CMxLngCnSrh, | (7 [CMxRdsSTb 2 (38)
MxVImCnHrh, , = CMxLngCnHrb, ﬂTE(DMXRdSHrth

3.3.41 Density of foliage

The initial density of the foliage of trees, shrubs and herbs
(DnsFITT|DnsFISrb|DnsFIHrb| [m2 foliage/m3 crown], is the surface of foliage per

unit volume of the crown.

WA Tr, , [CSaTr,
DnsFITr, , = '

VImCnTr,
WIS, [CSaSh,
DnsFISTh, , = 2.2 - (39)
' VImCnSrh,
WHIH [CSaH
DnsFIHrb, , = "y, [CaHrb,
’ VImCnHrh, ,
(CSIaTr| CSlaSrbjCSlaHrb)
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3.3.42 Leaf area index

leaf area index per layer

The initial leaf area index of trees, shrubs and herbs in a given layer (LaiTrPerLayer
[LaiSrbPerLayer| LaiHrbPerLayer|{[m2 foliage/m2 ground]) depends on the density of
the foliage and the length of the crown.

LaiTrPerLayer, , = DnsFITr,  [LngCnTr, ,
LaiSrbPerLayer, , = DnsFISh,  LngCnSrb, (40)
LaiHrbPerLayer, ; = DnsFIHrb, LngCnHrhb,

leaf area index over all trees, shrubs and herbs
[LaiTr|LaiSrb]LaiHrb ][m2 foliage/m2 ground] is the sum of the LAI per layer over
either trees, shrubs and herbs.

Z ( LaiTrPerLayer, , [NTr, , BT[Q RdsTr, , )2 )

LaiTr, =
PlotSze
Z(LaerbPerLayerg’S NS, , [ RdsSrbgvs)z)
LaiSrh, =3 (41)
PlotSze
Z(LaiHererLayerdysEII\lHrbslvs DTEQRderbQ,S)Z)
LaiHrb, =-" .
PlotSze

leaf area index over all individuals in a layer

LaiTTLaiSTLaiHI[m2 foliage/m2 ground] is the sum of all individuals in a layer.
LaiTl = LaiTry,,
LaiS =LaiTr,q +LaiSbgy,q (42)
LaiHI = LaiTr, +LaiSby,4 +LaiHrb, .,

total leaf area index over all layers
[TotLai][m2 foliage/m2 ground] is the sum of the Lai over all layers.
TotLai = LaiTl +LaiS +LaiHI (43)

3.3.43 Number of seeds

The initial number of seeds of tree species [#/plot]) is determined by the
number of trees in a plot and the production of seeds per tree. This number is scaled
to the size of the tree based on its height. Furthermore, the deterministic amount of
seeds as represented by Eqn. [[44)]is multiplied by a uniformly distributed factor (0-1)
for each plot to represent the stochastic nature of the amount of seeds present in a
plot. As the simulation starts at Januari, the number of seeds is still very high in the
month in which they can germinate
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HaghTr.
NsdTr, = CMxPrdNsdTr, INTF, ., , I e (44)
"~ MxHghTr,

(CMxPrdNsdTr)

3.3.44 Basal area

The initial basal of trees and shrubs (BsITH[BsISrd [m2/plot]) is the area of the stems
of all individuals of a plot. The total basal area ([TotBsITr| [TotBsISrb|{[m2/plot]) is the
basal area accumulated over all tree and shrub species and layers, whereas is the
total basal area over all woody plants present on a plot.

0.5DbhTr, , \’
BslTr,, = ml———— | NTr,,
100 (45)
0.5Dbhsb, .\’
BdSh, = n[é—gj INSrhy .
il 100 ’

TotBsITr =) BdITr,,

T (46)
TotBsSb=>"BsiSh,

d,s

Bsl =TotBsITr +TotBsISrb (47)

3.3.45 Litter

The initial weight of the amount of litter per layer (WI{ [kg DOM/plot]) is read from
an input map. The height of the litter layers (HghL{ [m]) is important to determine

the possibility of seeds to germinate.

HghLt, = WL
' CDnsLt, (PlotSize

(48)

3.3.46 Weight of dead wood

The initial weight of dead wood (@'\/ [kg DM/plot]) is read from an input map.

3.3.47 Initialising annual totals

current year new weight
The initial weight of current-year new weight of trees, shrubs and herbs
(WnwTrjWnwSrb| WnwHrb|[kg DM/individual]) is set at zero.
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annual net primary production per individual
The annual net primary production of trees, shrubs and herbs (ANppTr|{ANppSrb|

JANppHTrb][kg DM/individual/year]) is initialised at zero.

annual net primary production per unit area
The total annual net primary production of trees, shrubs and herbs per unit area
(ITotANppTr] [TotANppSrb| TotANppHrb|[kg DM/plot/year]) is initialised at zero.

height growth
The intial rate of height growth (RHghTrjRHghSrbiRHghHrbl [m/month]) is
initialised at zero.

annual rate of change of stem volume
The annual rate of change of stem volume, i.e current annual increment
(AGVIMTr]AGVImSrb][m?/plot/year]) is initialised at zero.
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4 Dynamics

4.1 General features
4.1.1 Month of the year

Mnt][1..12] indicates the month of the year.

4.1.2 Photosynthetic active radiation

Photosynthetic radiation Par[[MJ/m2 ground/month] drives photosynthesis, and is
assumed to follow a fixed cosine pattern over the year.

Par = 300.5[10° [Elo +8 mos(z I T; 6)] (49)

4.1.3 Temperature

Temperature (Tmp][°C]) is assumed to follow a fixed cosine pattern over the year.
Tmp =10+15 EOS(Z @ T; 6) (50)

414 Snow

The fraction of the month during which the soil is covered with snow][-], such that the
vegetation is not accessible for grazing.

4.2  Herbivores

4.2.1 Digestibility

The digestibility of trees, shrubs, herbs, seeds and roots for a herbivore (DgsTr|{ DgsSrb|
DgsHrb| [DgsSd} [DgsRt [MJ/kg DM plant]) represents the metabolic energy of the
edible part of a plant for a herbivore. It is a coefficient that depends on the month of
the year, and is found in look-up tables. For trees and shrubs the edible parts of the
plant consist of the foliage and the current-year branches. It is assumed that during the
growing season a fixed proportion of branches is consumed while grazing foliage.
Depending on the herbivore, the branches of some deciduous trees and shrubs species
are edible during winter.
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DgsTr,, = DgsTrThl, , (b,t,Mnt)

DgsSh, , = DgsSbThl, ; (b,s,Mnt)

DgsHrh, , = DgsHrbThl, , (b,h,Mnt) (51)
Dgssd,, = DgsXdThl,, (b,t,Mnt)

DgsRt, ,, = DgsRtThbl, , (b,h,Mnt)

422 Availability

Auvailability is the amount of food accessible in a plot for a herbivore species,
expressed in MJ per plot. This food may consist of foliage, current-year new branches,
large trees seeds (acorns and beechnuts) and roots. Food may be covered with
during winter. Food can also be out of reach either if it is below a minimum grazing
height, e.g. very short grazed grass, or above the maximum grazing height of the
herbivore.

availability of foliage

The availability of foliage of trees, shrubs and herbs per layer (AvIFITrPerLayer|

(AVIFISrbPerLayer] AvIFIHrbPerLayer|[MJ/plot] consists of the following:

(1) for trees and shrubs in the herb layer it is assumed that all foliage is available, i.e.
there is no correction for the accessible part of crown

(2) for trees and shrubs in both the shrub and tree layer the availability depends on the
height of the base of the crown and the maximum grazing height of the herbivore

(3) for herbs a minimum grazing height constraints the availability of foliage

(4) for juvenile herbivores it is assumed that they only graze on trees, shrubs and
herbs that occur in the herb-layer

CMxHghGrz, — BseCnTr,
AVIFITrPerLayer, = (1-Snow) DgsTr,, WWATr, , INTr,, 3 ghors, it
o ’ ' ' LngCnTr,

(52)
CMxHghGrz, - BseCnSrh,
AVIFISbPerLayer, o . = (1—Sqow) DgsSh, . WASh, . INSh, _ 3 XHgnGrz, nSb,
o ' ’ ' LngCnSrh,
= CMnGrzHgh,
AVIFIHrbPerLayer, ., , = (1~ Snow) DgsHrb, , NViHrb, , INHrb, , [El_l_r@THmmJ

(CMxHghGrz BseCnTr], BseCnSrb] BseCnHrb
ngCnTr| LngCnSrb|LngCnHrb

availability of branches

The availability of branches of trees and shrubs (AvINwbrTrPerLayer}
{AvINwbrSrbPerLayer|[MJ/plot] depends on the current-year new growth of branches.
It is assumed that during the growing season a fixed proportion of new branches is
consumed while grazing foliage. During winter, for some deciduous trees branches are
eaten depending on the herbivore species, with a lower digestibility than the summer
value.
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JATeI—— (1 Show) DasTr. . rwbrTr.  INT DCMnghGrzb—BseCnTr“,l
wor [rPer ayerb,g,tl,l _( OW) gS rb,t wir rII,I r‘Il,t thTl —Bsechrﬂyt (53)

CMxHghGrz, —BseCnSrb,
AWNWberPHLayHb 4s = (1—8’]0\,\/) DDQSSbDS mvnwbrs.bd . ENde . Q XHg zb S.s
o ’ ’ *~ Hghd - BseCnah,

availability of foliage plus branches

To determine the amount of foliage and branches that is grazed (Eqns. and
respectively), the fraction of foliage and branches in the available food needs to be
known.

AvITrPerLayer, ., = AVIFITrPerLayer, ., + AVINwbrTrPerLayer,

AVISbPerLayer, , 4 o = AVFISbPerLayer, , 4 . + AiNwbrSbPerLayer, . o o (54)
AviHrbPerLayer, , , , = AVIFIHrbPerLayer, ., , + AviNwbrHrbPerLayer, ., .

fraction foliage:
AVIFITrPerLayer, .

AVITrPer Layer, 4.

AV FISbPerLayerb,(_]J,s‘,S
AVI prer La-ya’b’gvg ,S

FAVIFITrPerLayer, ot =

FAVIFISrbPerLayer, 4 = (55)

AVIFIHrbPer Layer, o nn

FAVIFIHrbPerLayer, , , , =
gl AvIHerefLayerb,g,m,h

fraction branches:
FAVIBrTrPer Layer, ;4. =1- FAVIFITrPer Layer, ;..

FAVIBrSbPerLayer, . 4 . =1-FAVIFISbPerLayer, (56)
FAvIBrHrbPerLayer, , , , =1-FAVIFIHrbPerLayer, ., ,

avalilability of seeds

For seeds as a food source for large herbivores (AvISdPerLayer|[MJ/plot]) only the
seeds from trees are taken into account. Typically, only beechnuts and acorns have a
digestibility that exceeds zero. The seeds are only found in the herb layer.

AviSdPerLayer, 1.y = (1~ Snow) IDgssd,, [CWsdTr, INsdTT, (57)

availability of roots

For roots as a food source for large herbivores (AvIRtPerLayer{MJ/plot]), only roots
of herbs are taken into account.

AVIRtPerLayer, ., , = (1~ Snow) DgsRt, ., WMtHrb, , INHrb, |, (58)
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avallability of trees, shrubs and herbs per herbivore group

The availability of trees, shrubs, and herbs is accumulated for the herbivore groups.
ie. adults and juveniles (RAvITrPerGroup| JAvISrbPerGroup| |AvIHrbPerGroup|
[MJ/plot]).

AVITrPerGroup,, = > AviTrPerLayer, ., + > AviSdPerLayer, ...

tlt tlt

AVISbPerGroup, , = > AviSrbPerLayer, 4 (59)
d,s

AvIHrbPerGroup, , = > AviHrbPerLayer, ., +>_ AviRtPerLayer, .,

hl,h hi,h

avalilability per herbivore and age-group
[MJ/plot] is the availability per herbivore species and group totaled over the
trees, shrubs and herbs.

Avl, , = AVITrPerGroup, , + AvSrblPerGroup, , + AviHrbPerGroup, (60)

availability per plot
TotAvI][MI/plot] is the sum of the availabilities over the herbivores and age-groups.
TotAvl =) Avl, (61)
bg

availability of the area
otAvlArea|[MJ/area] is the total availability of the entire area for all herbivores

TotAviArea = maptotal (TotAvi ) (62)

4.2.3 Preference

The preference of a herbivore for the trees (including seeds from trees), shrubs and
herbs (including roots from herbs) (PrfTH, PrfSrb|PrfHrb [MJ/kg]) is based on the
digestibility of these food sources in a plot. It is thus not dependent on the amount of
food with a given digestibility. The reason for this choice is that if both digestibility
and amount are taken into account, a plot with a large amount of food with low
digestibility can have the same or a higher preference than a plot with high
digestibility but a small amount of food. This is not in accordance with observations
on food selection by herbivores.
PrfTr, =" (DgsTt,, +DgsSd,, )

tht

PrfSrh, = Z DgsSh, (63)
d,s

PrfHrb, = Z(Dgs,Herh + Dgthb,h)
hl,h
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preference of a herbivore for a plot
[MJ/kg] is the preference of a plot totalled over the trees, shrubs and herbs
occurring in the plot

Prf, = PrfTr, + PrfSb, + PrfHrh, (64)

maximum preference
[MJ/kg] indicates the plot with the highest preference in the entire area for a
herbivore species.

4.2.4 Quality

The quality of a plot [0..1]) is the preference of a plot relative to the plot with
the highest preference in the area.

Prf
It, = —2
L, MxPrf,

(65)

4.2.5 Maximum intake

Maximum intake (MxNtk|[kg plant DM/month]) is the maximum amount of food
that an individual animal can consume. For juveniles the maximum intake increases

with the pge]of the animal.
MxNtk,, o, = CMxNtkAd, [NPerGroup,
CMxNtkJv, (INPerGrou 66
MXNtkb » — b pb,JV ( )
| 12- Age, ,, +1

4.2.6 Consumption

Consumption is the actual removal of food from trees, seeds of trees, shrubs, herbs
and roots of herbs (CnsTrPerLayer| [nsSdPerLayer| [CnsSrbPerLayer|
CnsHrbPerLayer| [CnsRtPerLayer| [MJ/plot/month]) from a plot by a herbivore
species. The selection of plots by the herbivore is done by a ‘top-down search’: all
high quality plots are selected first. The top-down search is done with a step-size of
0.2 quality class (1.0-0.8; 0.8-0.6, etc.). To avoid over-consumption because several
herbivore species may be wish to consume the same food item, the availability of the
food source is scaled with the total availability of food in the plot for all herbivores.
Similarly, to avoid over-intake it is checked if by consumption of food, the maximum
intake of the herbivore is not exceeded.
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\V/
TotAv
Avl,, .

Y
TotAvl
Avl,, .

-— (67)

TotAvl

AVl

—>29
TotAvl
AVl

—29
TotAvl

CnsTrPerLayer, ., = AVITrPerLayer, .,
CnsSdPerLayer, ; 1y = AVISdPerLayer, .
CnsSrbPerLayer, , 4 . = AiSrbPerLayer,
CnsHrbPerLayer, , , , = AviHrbPerLayer, .,

CnsRtPerLayer, , , , = AvIRtPerLayer, .,

consumption per herbivore and age group
CnsTr] [CnsSd] [CnsSrb] [CnsHrb] [CnsRY [MJ/plot/month] is the consumption of
trees, seeds, shrubs, herbs and roots per herbivore and age group in all layers of the
vegetation.

CnsTr, , = > CnsTrPerLayer, ..

tht

Cnsd, , = Y CnsSdPerLayer,

TIHI
CnsSrh,, =Y CnsSrbPerLayer, (68)
d,s
CnsHrh, , = CnsHrbPerLayer, . ,
hi,h
CnsRY,, = > CnsRtPerLayer,
hl,h

consumption over all plants
[Cns|[MJ/plot/month] is the consumption of a herbivore and age group totaled over
all food items in the plot.

Cns, , =CnsTr, , +Cns3d,, , +CnsSb +CnsHrh, ; +CnsRY,,

(69)
4.2.7 Intake

Intake of trees, seeds from trees, shrubs, herbs and roots from herbs

(NtkTrPerLayer|NtkSdPerLayer{NtkSrbPerLayer|NtkSrbPerLayer|NtkHrbPerLayer]|
NtkRtPerLayer| [kg DM/plot/month]) is the amount of plant dry matter that is

removed by herbivores.
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CnsTrPerLayer,
NtkTrPerLayer, ,, , = Yo gt
R DgsTrb,t

_ CnsSdPerLayer, ; 1

NtdePefLayerb,g,TrHl,t = DgsSdth
CnsSbPerLayer, , 4
NtkSrbPerLayer, , 4 s = 99, (70)
R DgsS'h,
CnsHrbPerLayer,
NtkHrbPerLayer, ., , = Y910
o DgsHrh, ,
CnsRtPerLayer,
NtkRtPerLayer, , , , = Y€l g1,
DgsRt, ,

Intake of the area

INtkTrArea) NtkSdArea] NtkSrbArea] NtkHrbArea| NtkRtArea|[kg DM/area/month]
is the intake of trees, seeds of trees, shrubs, herbs and roots of herbs per herbivore
and age-group accumulated over the entire area.

NtkTrArea, , = > maptotal | NtkTrPerLayer, ;)

tht

NtkSdArea, , = ' maptotal(NtdePerLayerb'(_]J,TIHI ,t)

TIHIt
Ntksrh, , = > maptotal ( NtkSrbPerLayer, ) (71)
d,s
NtkHrbArea, ; = > maptotal ( NtkHrbPerLayer, ; , , )
hl,h
NtkRtArea, , = > maptotal ( NtkRtPerLayer, ;)
hl,h

4.2.8 Grazing

Grazing of trees, seeds of trees, shrubs, herbs and roots of herbs
(GrzSrb| |IGrzHrb)|, [GrzRt| [kg DM/plot/month]) is the removal of biomass of plants
accumulated over the herbivores and age-groups that graze in a plot.
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GrzTr,, = > NtkTrPerLayer, .
bg

Grzsd,,,, = > NtkSdPerLayer, | 1y,

b.g

GrzSrhy = > NtkSrbPerLayer, (72)
b,g
GrzHrb, , = NtkHrbPerLayer, ., ,
bg

GrzRt, , = > NtkRtPerLayer,  , .
b

grazing of foliage
[GrzFITr] [GrzFISrb| [GrzFIHrH [kg DM/plot/month] indicates the amount of foliage
grazed from trees, shrubs and herbs. It is assumed that juvenile herbivores graze in
the herb layer only.

GrzFITr,, = > FAVIFITr, ,,  INtkTrPerLayer, .

b.g

GrzFlSb, =Y FAVFISh,  INtkSrbPerLayer, (73)
b.g

GrzFIHrb, ; =Y FAVIFIHrb, 4  INtkHrbPerLayer,
b.g

grazing of branches

(GrzBrTr| (GrzBrSrb, |GrzBrHrb [kg DM/plot/month] indicates the amount of
current-year new branches grazed from trees, shrubs and herbs. It is assumed that
juvenile herbivores graze in the herb layer only.

GrzBrTr,, =Y FAVIBrTr,  ,  INtkTrPerLayer,
b.g

GrzBrSrby = FAVIBrSh,  [INtkSrbPerLayer, (74)
b.g

GrzBrHrb, , = z FAVIBrHrh, , , , OINtkHrbPerLayer, .,

b.g

In the model, there is a check for possible over-intake. Over-intake is defined as
NtkArea > MxNtk, . If this occurs then the actual amount of intake is reduced
proportional to Mthk /NtkArea, . Consequently, consumption and grazing are
corrected to match the corrected amount of intake.

Similarly, there is a check for over-consumption in the model. Over-consumption is
defined as TotCnsArea > TotAvlArea. If this occurs then the amount of consumption
is reduced proportional to TotAvlArea/TotCnsArea. Consequently, grazing and intake
are corrected to match the amount of grazing.
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4.2.9 Age of juveniles

[mnt] of juveniles is the number of month counted from the date of birth (=
end of pregnancy) onwards. The shift to adult age-group after 12 months, i.e. the
month at which new young are born.

4.2.10 Weight

The weight of an individual herbivore [kg]) of a given age is calculated as
the total weight of the population divided by the number of animals of that
herbivore species and age-group. Hence all individuals in the juvenile age-group have
the same weight, and all individuals in the adult age-group have the same weight.

Wahind _WghPerGroup,
IMNhg = NPerGroup,

(75)

average weight

The average weight of an adult is an input parameter (CAvrWghind| [kg]). The
average weight of a juvenile is assumed to increase linearly from the weight at birth

until half the maximum individual weigth of a juvenile in 1 year time.
(cMmxwghind, ,, /2-CBrtwghind, )

12- Ageo,Jv +1
(CBrtWghInd|CMxWghind)

Avr\Wghind, ,, = CBrtWghind, ,, + (76)

minimal weight

The minimum weight (CMnWghind] [kg/individual]) is the weight below which
mortality occurs. For an adult this is a parameter. For a juvenile it is set as half the
average weight.

MnWghind, ,, = AwrWghind, ,, /2 (77)
For adult animals CMnWghlInd]is a parameter.

4.2.11 Fraction pregnant

The fraction of the population that is pregnant (FPrg|[fraction]) is not constant but
decreases during starvation. A linear decrease between the average weight of an
individual and its minimum weight is assumed.
FPrg, = CMxFPrg,, Wghind, ,, = CAvrWghind,
FPrg, = CMxFPrg, Wghind, ,, —CMnWghind, ,, |
CAvrWghind, —CMnWghind, ,, (78)

CMnWghind, ,, <Wghind, ,, < CAvrWghind,
FPrg, =0, Wghind, ,, < CMnWghind, ,,
(EMxFPrg|CAvrWghInd]CMnWghind)
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4.2.12 Pregnancy

Pregnancy ( [MJ/population/month]) is the energy required for growth of the
foetus. It depends on the fraction of reproducing animals that are pregnant, the
monthly cost for pregnancy, and is allometrically proportional to the body weight of
the female animal.

Prg, = FPrg, INRpr, ,, [CPrg, Wghind,’x;, CBgnPrg, <Mnt < CEndPrg, (79)

(CPrg|CBgnPrg|CEndPrg)

4.2.13 Birth

[#/yr] is the number of young born annually. It depends on the maximum
number of young produced by the reproducing number of female animals in the
population, and the fraction of female animals that is pregnant. The number of
young can be reduced by predation.

NBrt, = CMxNYng, (FPrg, OINRpr, [{i1-CPrdJv,) (80)

CMxNYng|[CPrdiv)

4.2.14 Mortality

Mortality is the loss of individuals from the population (NMrt} [#/month]). It can
occur due to two reasons: (1) If the body weight (WghPerGroup| [kg/Zindividual]) of

an individual animal falls below the minimum weight. The maximum number of
individuals [#/plot]) is the total weight of the population divided by the
minimum body weight. Mortality occurs if this maximum is less than the actual
numbers. (2) If the maximum age is reached (see Eqn[164)).

_WghPerGroup,
"¢ MnWghind,

MxN

(81)

NMrt, , = NPerGroup, , —MxN, ,,MxN, (N, (82)

b,g?

(EBrtWghInd]CMnWghInd] CMxWghInd)

4.2.15 Lactation

Lactation ( [MJ/population/month]) is the transfer of energy from the parent to
the young. It depends on the number of juveniles the monthly cost for lactation, and
is allometrically proportional to the body weight of the female animal.

Lct, = NPerGroup, ,, [CLct, BVghind, 5, , CEndPrg, <Mnt <CEndLct,

(83)
(CLct|CEndPrg|[CEndLct)
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4.2.16 Maintenance

Maintenance (MntPerGroup|[MJ/population/month]) is the energy required to cover
metabolic costs for animals to stay alive. It depends on the monthly cost of

maintenance, the number of animals, and is allometrically proportional to the body
weight.

The coefficient of maintenance is however not a constant. A linearly decrease from a
maximum to a minimum value is assumed if the weight of an individual decreases
from the average body weight to the minimum body weight.

In case of birth of young, maintenance for juveniles is based on the number of
newborn.

CMnt, , = CMxMnt, , Wghind, , > AvrWghind, ,
Wghind, , —MnWghind, ,
AvrWghind, , = MnWghind,

, MnWghind, , <Wghind, , < AvrWghind, ,
CMnt, , = CMnMnt, , Wghind, , <MnWghind,

CMnt, , = CMnMnt, +( ][@CMantb ~CMnMnt,)

(84)

(CMnt|CMxMnt| ,CMnMnt)

MntPerGroup, , = CMnt, ; INPerGroup, , Wghindy;’ (85)

b,g

4.2.17 Requirement

Requirement (Rqr][MJ/population/month]) is the total amount of energy to meet the
costs for pregnancy, lactation and maintenance. Hence for juveniles, only the cost for
maintenance is relevant.

Rqrb, A = Prg, +Lct, +|V|ntPerGroupr Ad (86)
Rar, ;, = MntPerGroup, ;,

4.2.18 Rate of change in weight
Rate of change of weight per herbivore species and age group
[kg/population/month]) is the net result of input of energy by consumption and loss by

requirements.

— CnSAreab,Ad _ Rqrb,Ad

RO, = CGrw,  CRsp, &
RWgh, , = Lct, +CnsAres, ;, Rar, ,,
’ CGrw, CRsp,
([CGrwiCRsp)
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4.2.19 Reduction in length of crown due to grazing

The structure of the vegetation is changed due to grazing. It is assumed the reduction
in the length of the crown due to grazing on trees, shrubs and herbs
(RdcLngCnGrzT1, [RdcLngCnGrzSrh}, [RdcLngCnGrzHrl [m]) is proportional to the
amount of plant biomass that is grazed based on a uniform distribution of foliage
density over the height of the crown.

GrZzlIr, ,
RdcLngCnGrzTr, , = ' (LngCnTr, ,
t{ (WATr, , +WhwBr Tr,, ) INTr, '
GrzSb
RdcLngCnGrzSrh, = 3.2 [LngCnSrhb, . (88)
= | (Wi,  +WhwBrSrb, ) INSTh, '

GrzHrbM
WHHrb,  (NHrb,

RdcLngCnGrzHrh, |, = L J [(LngCnHrh, ,

4.2.20 Minimum height of grazing

The minimum height of grazing (MnHghGrz| [m]) is the lowest height to which the
vegetation can be reduced due to grazing by the herbivores that are grazing in a plot.

MnHghGrz = min(CMnHghGrz,) (89)
(ICMnHghGrz)

4.2.21 Maximum height of grazing

The maximum height of grazing (MxHghGrZ [m]) is the maximum height to which
the base of the crowns of shrubs and trees can be increased due to grazing by the
herbivores that are grazing in a plot.

MxHghGrz = max (CMxHghGrz,) (90)
(EMxHghGrz)
4.3  Plants

4.3.1 Allocation

Allocation is the distribution of assimilates that are produced by photosynthesis over
the growing plant components: foliage, branches, sapwood for trees or stalks for
herbs, roots and reserves. The reserves have priority over the other plant organs. The
assimilates not allocated to the reserves are used to produce new weight
[kg/individual]). Optimal ratio's between plant components are assumed for the
allocation of new weight over foliage, branches and sapwood of trees and shrubs

(Eans. [9H(T0)
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to roots
A fixed fraction of the allocation to the roots is assumed for trees, shrubs and herbs
(RlcWrtTr| AlcWrtSrb| AlcWrtHrb|[-]), relative to the allocation of assimilates to the
shoot . However, if the maximum height of the layer is achieved, then allocation to
roots equals unity.

AlcWrtTr, . = CFRtShTT,

AlcWrtSTh, ( = CFRIShS'b, (91)
AlcWrtHrb, , = CFRtShHrb,

to stalks of herbs
For woody herbs like Ericaceae, a fixed allocation to the stalk is assumed

(WlcWstHTrbl-]), relative to the allocation to the shoot.
AlcWstHrl, , = CFStShHrb, [f1- AlcWrtHrb, , ) (92)

to branches of herbs
For woody herbs like Ericaceae, a fixed allocation to the branches is assumed

(ATcWbrHrb]-]), relative to the allocation to the shoot.
AlcWbrHrb, , = (1-CFStShHrb, ) [fil - AlcWrtHrb, | ) (93)

4.3.2 Mortality

Mortality is the reduction in number of plants that occur on a plot [#/plot/month].
Mortality can due to: self-thinning, age-related decline, fire, or trampling by large
herbivores.

self-thinning

It is assumed that self-thinning is only applicable to the high numbers of trees and
shrubs in the herb and shrub layer. Thus, trees in the treelayer have no mortality due
to self-thinning. The maximum number of individuals per layer (MxNSI|MxNHI|
[#/plot]) is determined according to the self-thinning rule (Eqn. [(94)). This rule
relates the maximum numbers of plants to the average individual weight, over all
species, per layer. The average individual weight per layer (AvrWghlndSI
[kg/individual]) is based on the branches, stem and roots, thus
excluding foliage.

If the actual number of plants in a layer (NS|[NHI) exceeds the maximum number as
defined by the self-thinning rule, then this excess represents mortality by self-

thinning (Eqn.
MxNS = PlotSize D].0—2/3Dbglo(AerghlndS| [000) +CThnd

MxNHI = PlotSze D].O—2/3Dbglo(AerghlndHl [0000)+CThnHI

(94)
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The distribution of the maximum number of trees and shrubs per layer (MxNTT]
IMXNSrb| [#/plot]) depends on their coverage and is inversely related to their
individual biomass. Thus, the bigger individuals obtain less numbers and vice versa.

hSIRtB
MxNTFr, 4, = MXNS [Cwr TrPerLayer, o, % hSthrgsé
, , g "
- t
hSIRtB
MxNTF,,,, = MXxNHI [Cvr TrPerLayer;,,, , DZJ/\J//V\?V hSRtrg“;;l
' ' I
=7 ! (95)
OhSIRIBrg g <
MXNS'bg,g s = MXNS [Cvr S'bPerLayerg,q Dz ]/Wghsst/;/\r/ " f/r{b/il/ghSthBr
- Trd,s - Sbhy,s
hSIRtB
MXNS by, s = MXNHI [Cvr SrbPerLayerg,,, YWg fstris
]/\A/ghSRtBrTrHI S + Z]/WghSRtBrS'bHI ,S
t S
NMrtThnS = max (0, NS — MxNS) %)

NMrtThnHI = max (0, NHI = MxNHI )

The mortality due to self-thinning is distributed over the species proportional to the
number of individuals a species contributes to the total number of individuals in that
layer.

For trees:

NTT.
NMrtThnTr, g, = N;&t INMrtThnd

NTr. o7
NMrtThnTr,,,, , = ——L INMrtThnHI
 NHI
For shrubs:
NSb
NMrtThnSrbg,q o = % INMrtThnS
(98)

NS'b
NMrtThnSrbg,,, . = ﬁr“' INMrtThnHI

maximum age

Trees and shrubs die when they approach their maximum age
(NMrtAgeTr]NMrtAgeSrb| [#/plot]). It is assumed that from a given phase onward
the fraction of mortality due to ageing in trees and shrubs (FMrtAgeTr| FMrtAgeSrb|
[0-1]) increases linearly from zero at the onset of the mortality phase toward unity at
the maximum age. Mortality for herbs is assumed to be constant
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0 , AgeTr, , < (CMxAgeTr, ~CMrtPhsTr,)

FMrtAgeTr, , :[AgeTr“ —CMxAgeTr, + CMrtPhsTT, AgeTr, , > (CMxAGeTr, ~CMrtPhsTr,) (99)
! tht = t t

CMrtPhsTr,
0 , AgeSrb, , <(CMxAgeSrb, ~CMrtPhsSrh,)
FMrtAgeSrh, . =< AgeSrh, . - CMxAgeSrb, +CMrtPhsSrb,
950 s =1 AGEID, 9T, : AgeSrb, , 2 (CMxAgeSrh, —CMrtPhsrb,)
CMrtPhsS b, ’

FMrtAgeHrh, , = CFMrtAgeHrh,

(CMxAgeTr| CMxAgeSrblICMrtPhsTr{ CMrtPhsSrbj

E;FMrtAgeHrbb

NMrtAgeTr, 4= FMrtAgeTr, 4 [NTr, 4
NMrtAgeSb, = FMrtAgeSh, ( INS'h, (100)
NMrtAgeHrbH’h = FMrtAgeHrbH’h EINHrbM

fire
see chapter Fire

trampling by herbivores

Herbivores may affect the structure of the vegetation not only be grazing but also b
trampling. It is assumed that mortality of herbs by trampling (
[#/plot])is proportional to the amount of biomass removed by grazing as the

residence time of a herbivore in a plot it proportional to the amount of food grazed.
The trampling effect is plant-species specific.

NMreTrmHr, =2 20 ey (101)
" WghHrhb, ’

total mortality

The loss of individual trees, shrubs and herbs (NMrtTr} NMrtSrb] NMrtHrb] [#/plot])
from a plot is the sum the mortality by self-thinning, age, fire and trampling.

NMrtTr, . = NMrtThnTr, . + NMrtAgeTr, , + NMrtFrTr, . + NMrtRDbhTT, ,

tht

NMrtSh, = NMrtThnS'b,  + NMrtAgeSrb,  + NMrtFrSb, ¢ +NMrtRDbhS'h, ; (102)
NMrtHrb, , = NMrtTrmHrb, , + NMrtAgeHrb, , + NMrtFrHrh,

4.3.3 Rate of increase in height

Height growth is the increase in height (RHghTr] RHghSrb] RHghHrb|[m/month])

during the growing season. Height growth in the shrub- and herb layer is linear and
stops if the individual reaches either its maximum height or the height of one of
these layers.

The coefficient for increase in height for trees depends on the site index. For shrubs
and herbs it depends on the month of the year and is read from a lookup table, thus
determining height growth phenology.
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CRHghSrb, = thl (CRHghSrbThl_, Mnt)

(103)
CRHghHrhb, = tbl (CRHghHrbTbl, , Mnt)
MxHghTr,,,, , — HghPerLayerTr,
RHghTr, , = CRHghTY, , B I frna = 9 A e g=Trm
’ ’ MxHghTr, |
RHghTT, .4 = CRHghTr, , tI =TrHI,Tr9 (104)

RHghS'b, = CRHghS'b,
RHghHrh, , = CRHghHrh, |

(CRHghTT{CRHghSrb| CRHghHrb)

4.3.4 Rate of change in crown base

The crown base of trees and shrubs (RBseCnTr [RBseCnSrb| [m/month]) increases
due to height growth when the crown reaches its maximum length. It is assumed that
the crown base of herbs is always at zero metres height, hence there is no increase in
crown base.

RBseCnTr, , = RHghTr, . —CMxLngCnTr, , +LngCnTr, ,
RBseCnSrb, = RHghS'b, ; —~CMxLngCnSrb, ; +LngCnSrh, (105)
RBseCnHrh, , =0

4.3.5 Leaf area index

The leaf area index [m2 fl/m2 gr]) is the surface of foliage per unit ground surface. It
is important to determine the amount of light that is intercepted and absorbed by the
vegetation. Subsequently, the absorbed light is distributed over the individuals in a layer.
This distribution depends on the relative contribution to the Lai in that layer. An
individual tree and shrub may contribute to several layers depending on its height and the
length of its crown. E.g. an individual tree with its top in the tree layer contributes to the
TrTl-cohort, however, it can have its crown base in the shrub- or even herb layer.
Therefore, an upper, middle and lower part of the crown of an individual plant is
distinguished. For a tree, the upper part is the part that contributes to the Lai of the tree
layer, its middle part contributes to the shrub layer and its lower part contributes to the
herb layer.
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For trees:

LaiUppTry,, , = DnsFITr, Ejnin£

LaiMidTr,;, , = DnsFITr, | mnln{
LaiLowTr,,, , = DnsFITr, | mnln{
LaiMidTr, g, = DnsFITr, g mnn[

LaiLowTr,, 4, = DnsFITr, g, (i n[

LaiLowTr,,,, = DnsFITr,, | Ejnln{
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HghTrPerLayer; ., —HghS ]
LngCnTr, 4 .,

HghS - HghHI,
HghS - BseCnTr,
HghTrPerLayer; , . — HghHI
LngCnTry 4,

HghHI,

HghHI - BseCnTr,

HghTrPerLayer, , ,

LngCnTr g .,

HghS - HghHI,
HghS - BseCnTr, g .,
HghTrPerLayer; 4 , —HghHI
LngCnTry, g .,

HghHI,

HghHI - BseCnTr, 4 .,
HghTrPerLayer, 4, (106)
LngCnTr,, 1

HghHI,

HghHI - BseCnTry, .,

HghTrPerLayer,,,, ¢

39



For shrubs:
LngCnSrbg, 4 o

HghS - HghHI,

HghS - BseCnSbg,q ¢
HghSbPerLayerg, o ( — HghHI
LngCnSbyq ¢

HghHl,

HghHI — BseCnSrbg,q ¢
HghS'bPerLayerg,q ¢
LngCnSbg,, ¢

HghHl,

HghHI - BseCnSrbg,,, ..
HghSbPerLayerg,,, .

LaiMidSrby g . = DnsFISrbyg . nin

LaiLowSrby, o ; = DnsFISby,q ¢ mnn[ (107)

LaiLowS by, . = DnsFISbg,,, . mnin{

For herbs:
LngCnHrb,,,,,, e

HghHI,
HghHI — BseCnHrb,
HghHrbPerLayer,, ., ,

LaiLowHrb,,, , = DnsFIHrb, . mnn{ (108)

4.3.6 Absorbed radiation

The absorbed radiation by trees in the upper layer of the canopy [[ArUppTr{[MJ(par)
/individual/month]) is the amount of photosynthetic active radiation an individual
tree absorbs per month in this layer. The total absorbed radiation by trees in the

upper layer ([TotArUppTr| [MJ(par)/ month/layer]) is the accumulated value over all
individuals in this layer.

It is assumed that the amount of light decreases exponentially with leaf area index
over the depth of the canopy (Lambert-Beer). Thus, the amount of photosynthetic
radiation that is not absorbed in the upper layer is available for the middle layer
(ParMid][J(par)/plot/month]).

For trees in the upper layer:
ArUppTr,p,, = Par [{1-¢ "% ) Gr[RasTr 2 (109)

TotArUppTr = > NTr.;  [ArUpp;, o, (110)
t
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Resulting Par for the middle layer:
ParMid = Par [PlotSze—TotArUppTr

PlotSze

(111)

Both trees and shrubs can have a part of their canopy in the middle layer and
absorbed light there (ArMidTr, [ArMidSrh [MJ(par)/individual/month]). Similarly to
the upper layer, is the total absorbed radiation by trees and shrubs in the middle layer

(TotArMidTr][TotArMidSrb] [MJ(par)/month/layer]) is the accumulated value over
individual trees and shrubs, respectively, in this layer. The amount of photosynthetic

radiation available for the lower layer is then the amount that was available for the
middle layer minus what is absorbed both by trees and shrubs in the middle layer

(ParLow][MJ(par)/plot/month]).

For trees in the middle layer:
ArMIdTE = ParMid (il —e T+ ) (ir (RisTry

i — ; —CExt MaiMidTryg 2 (112)
ArMidTr;, 4 , = ParMid [Ql—e ) (2r RASTT, g

TotArMidTr =" NTr, , [ArMid, , (113)
t

For shrubs in the middle layer:
ArMidSrby,g , = ParMid (1 - =% s2 ) Gr(fRdsSrby,g ) (114)

TOtArMidSrb =" NSrbg,q o [ArMidg,g (115)

Resulting Par for the lower layer:

ParLow = ParMid (PlotSze—TotArMidTr —TotArMidSb (116)

PlotSze

Finally, trees, shrubs and herbs can have a part of their canopy in the lower layer and
absorb part of the available light there (ArLowTrJArLowSrb| |ArLowHrb|
[MJ(par)/individual/month]). The total absorbed radiation by trees, shrubs and herbs in
the lower layer (TotArLowTr [TotArLowSrb| [TotArLowHrbl [MJ(par)/month/layer])
is the accumulated value over all individual trees, shrubs and herbs in this layer.

For trees in the lower layer:
ArLowTr, = ParLow(({1—e *>"**™ ) Gr [RsTr, (117)

TotArLowTr = > NTr,, [ArMid, (118)
t

For shrubs in lower layer:
ArLowsrh, , = ParLow[{1-€ *"****%: ) r[Rdssrb, .* (119)
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TotArLowSrb=>" NSrb, , [ArLow, (120)

For herbs in lower layer:
ArLowHrh, , = ParLow ({1 -¢ ="+ ) Gr[RdsHrb,, (121)

TotArLowHrb =" NHrh, , [ArLow, (122)
h

4.3.7 Fraction absorbed radiation at the soilsurface

The fraction absorbed radiation at the soilsurface [0-1]) is required to
determine the germination environment for seedlings. It is defined as the ratio of
radiation not absorbed by the vegetation and the amount of incoming radiation at the
top of the canopy

( (ParLow[PlotSize) - TotArLowTr —TotArLowSr b)
PlotSze

NotAr =

(123)

NotAr
Par

FRdn =

(124)

4.3.8 Net primary production

Net primary production of trees, shrubs and herbs [NppTr|NppSrb| ,NppHrh] [kg
DM / individual / month] production of biomass by photosynthesis. It depends on a
species-specific radiation use efficiency and the amount of radiation absorbed by the
individual plant. As individual plants can have their canopies in different layers, their
Npp depends on the amount of absorbed radiation in either the lower, middle or
upper layer.

Photosynthesis occurs only if the temperature exceeds a minimum value

€MnTmpPh{ [°C)).
NppTrTrTI t = CRueTrt [OAF I—O\NTrTI )t + ArMidTrTI )t +ArUppTrTI ,t)

NppTr,,g . = CRUETT, [@Ar Low,g, + ArMid; q ,t)
NppTry,,, . = CRueTr, [GArLOWrrHI,t)

. (125)
NPPS' by, . = CRUESTD, [ ArLowgy, . + ArMidgy, )
NPPS by, . = CRueSTb, [ ArLowg,, . )
NPPHrb, 4y, = CRUeHrh, [GAr LOWLro1 1 )
(CRueTT|CRueSrb| [CRueHrb)
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4.3.9 Rate of change of new biomass

The rate of change of new biomass of trees, shrubs and herbs (WnwTr| WnwSrb]

[kg DM/individual/month] is the amount of Npp converted into new

structural biomass, excluding reserves. Reserves are also expressed as dry mass per

individual, and have first priority. The amount of Npp that is available for growth of

new biomass thus depends on the level of the reserves based on the following rules:

(1) at the begin of the growing season there is a flush of new foliage for deciduous
plant species. Also if the amount of foliage becomes very little during the
growing season, e.g. due to grazing, new foliage can be extracted from the
reserves

(2) if the level of reserves exceeds the maximum level, then all Npp is converted into
structural biomass

(3) if the level of reserves is less than the maximum level, then priority is given to
refilling the reserves. Note that the maximum reserve level is not a constant but
changes with the amount required for flushing biomass, according to Eqgns. [34)

RWhwTT, , =
min (WrsTr, ,,VImCnTr, , [OptDnsFITr, , /CSlaTr, ) WATY, , <&
NppTr, ; WhsTT, . = MXWESTT,
min(NppTrtI + NppTr, —(Mx\/\/rsTrtI + ~WEsTT, t)) WrsTT,  <MXWksTT,
RWhwS'b, , =
min(WrsSrb,  VImCnSrb,  [OptDnsFISth, . /CSash,)  WiSh, <& (126)
NppSrh, WrsSrh, ; = MxWrsSrh,

min(NppSrh, ., NppSrb, , —(MxWrsSh,  -WrsSrh, ,))  WrsSrb, | <MxwrsSrb,
RWhwHTrh, |, =

min(WrsHrl, , VImCnHrb, , [OptDnsFIHrb, , /CSaHrh, ) WilHr, , <&

NppHrh, , WrsHrb, , = MxWrsHrh,
min(NppHrb, ,, NppHrb, , —(MxWrsHrb, , ~WrsHrb, ) WrsHrby, , <MxWrsHrb, ,

4.3.10 Growth rate of reserves

Growth of reserves of trees, shrubs and herbs (GWrsTr[GWrsSrb] [GWrsHrb| [kg
DM / individual / month]) is Npp minus the growth of new structural biomass.

GWrsTT, « = NppTr, , —RWhwTr, |

GWrsSrb, , = NppSrb,  — RWnwSrhy (127)
GWrsHrb, ,, = NppHrb, , —RWnwHrh, ,
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4.3.11 Rate of change of crown radius

RRdsTr| RRdsSrbJRRdsHrb{[m/month] is the monthly increase of the crown radius of
trees, shrubs and herbs. In FORSPACE, the crown radius of an individual plant is
chosen to as a state variable, whereas the projected surface of the crown is considered a
derived variable. The required rate of change of crown radius for the increase in surface
of trees, shrubs and herbs is the increase in projected crown surface that is required if the
plant were to expand by its maximum rate of surface increase. If there is a lack of space,
the actual increase in surface, and thus radius, will be less.

For trees and shrubs the available data form the Forest Reserve Program allows
estimating the maximum rate of change in projected crown surface (MxRSrfTr]
[m?/month]). For herbs on the other hand, the data is available on the
lateral rate of change. This information is converted into ([m*/month]).

The required change of the crown radius for the calculation of growth of foliage is

based on five steps:

(1) first the required increase in surface is determined if the plant were to expand by
its maximum rate of surface increase (Eqn. [128)). For herbs the maximum rate
of increase in surface is calculated based on maximum rate of change in radius
(Eqgns. not presented here). For shrubs and trees MxRSrf is a parameter.

(2) the maximum increase in crown radius is the difference between the actual and
the maximum crown radius of the species (Eqn.). Thus checking that the
actual radius does not exceed the species-specific maximum radius.

(3) to achieve the maximum radius the required rate of change in crown radius is the
minimum of the increase in radius to attain the maximum increase in surface (1),
and the increase allowed to attain the maximum radius of the species (2) (Eqgn.
[30)

(4) it is checked if the total increase in surface of all individuals in a layer does not
exceed the total space in the plot. Therefore an intermediate integration is
perfomed based on (3) (Eqns. not presented) to obtain RSrfTr,RSrfSrb, RSrfHrb
[m2/month]).

(5) if such an overshoot occurs then the rate of change of crown radius is corrected
proportional to the surface an individual contributes to the total vegetation
surface in the plot (Egns. not presented) to obtain the rate of increase in radius.

RdsT
7TTRASTY, 2+ MRS T, 11— — e
' MxRdsTT,
RorRRdsSfTr, , = —RdsTr, ,
n (128)
RdsSb
mTRdsSh, 2 + MXRSfSrh, [El_lledsgrBj
' X
RorRRAsSfSrb, . = >/ —RdsS'b, .
, o ,
[RdsHrh,, > + MXRS fHr
RgrRRdsSfHrb, :\/” B +MX il — RdsHrb, ,
, . ,

(MXRSITT]MxRSIfSrb| MxRSrfHrb)
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MxRgrRRdsTr, , = CMxRdsTr, . —RdsTr

tht

MxRgrRRdsS'b, ; = CMxRdsS'b, , —RdsS'b, (129)

MxRgrRRdsHrb, , = CMxRdsHrh, , —RdsHrh, ,
(CMxRdsTr| CMxRdsSrb|CMxRdsHrb)

RarRRdsTr, , =min ( RarRRdsS fTr, ,, MxRarRRdsTT, , )
RorRRdsSrb , = min( RarRRdsS'fSrh, , MxRgrRRdsSrb, ) (130)
RorRRdsHrhy, ., = min(RorRRdsSfHrhy, ,, MxRqrRRdsHrb, ;)

7TIRASTT, .2 + RS fTr
RRAsTT, , = \/ w ~- —RdsTr, ,
, . ,
RAsSb, .° + RYfSh
RRdsS'b, , = \/ 22 32— RdsSb, . (131)
, . ,
TRdsHrb, .* + R fHr
RRdsHrb, , 2\/ B Dun _ RdsHrb,
, po ,

4.3.12 Rate of change of crown length

The rate of change of the length of the crown (RLngCnTr| RLngCnSrb| RLngCnHrb|
[m/month]) is calculated to determine the amount of foliage that is required to
maintain a constant foliage density in the growing crown (see Eqgn.

RLngCnTr, , = RHghCnTr, . —RBseCnTr, , —RdcLngCnGrZTr,

RLNgCnS'h, , = RHghCnS'b, , —RBseCnS'h, . —RdcLngCnGrzSh, ;  (132)
RLNgCnHrh, , = RHghCnHrb, , —RBseCnHrb, , —RdcLngCnGrzHrb, ,

4.3.13 Growth rate of foliage

The growth rate of foliage of trees, shrubs and herbs (GWTHITriGW1ISrbliGWilHrb] [kg
DM / individual / month]) is the amount of new weight allocated to foliage. The
allocation to foliage has priority above the other plant component. Thus, it is first
subtracted from the new weight, and the remaining new weight is distributed over the
roots, sapwood and branches (see below).

For deciduous species, at the beginning of the growing season all new biomass
[kg/individual]) is allocated to growth of foliage. Otherwise, first the 'required
growth rate' is calculated as the growth rate of the foliage to attain:
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(1) rate of change of the crown length (Eqgn.

(2) radius increase (Eqn.

(3) optimal foliage density (Eqgn. . The optimal foliage density latter depends
on the anticipated increase in volume of the crown. Therefore an intermediate
integration for the new crown volume (ItmVImCn) is performed based on the
rates of change of crown length and radius (Eqgns. not presented here)

If there is insufficient productivity to meet all these demands, then priority is given to

increase in height, next to attain the optimal foliage density, and finally to lateral

growth.

_ RLngCnTr, , Gr(RdsTr, ,* DnsFITr,

RarGWHLngCnTr, , =

CSaTr,
RLNgCnSrhy ; Gr(RdsSh, > (DnsFISb 1
ngCn n
RarGWILngCnS'b, , = J el 2.9 3.2
' CSaSh,
RLNgCnHrh, , GrRdsHrb, ,* (DnsFIHr
ROrGWHLNGCRHrh, , = 2 B B B
’ CSaHrhb,
RgrGWIRGSTT, , = (( RASTr,  +RRdsTr, )” - RdsTr, f) Gr 0]
DnsFITr, ,
(LngCnTr, , + RLngCnTr, ) BF——"*
CSalr,
ROrGWHRdsSTh, ((R sSrb, , +RRdsSb, )’ —Rdssrbg,j) G0
DnsFISb
(LngCnsrb, .+ RLngCnSrh, ) E———==  (139)
CSaSh,
RqrGWIRdsHrh, |, = ((Rderbn, . +RRdsHrb, , )’ —Rderbnl’hz) Gr0]
DnsFIHr
(LngCnHrhy, , + RLngCnHrb, ;) E—l—h"'“
CSaHrb,
(CDnsFITr, , — DnsFITy, ) OtmVimCnTr, ,
RgrGWH OptDnsTr, , = ’ ’ ’
’ CSaTr,
(CDnsFISTh, , - DnsFISth, , ) OtmVimCnSr
RgrGWH OptDnsSrh, , = ’ ’ = (135)
' CSaSh,
CDnsFIHrb, , — DnsFIHr tmVImCnHr
Ror GWA OptDnsHrb, , = ( B D) B
' CSaHrh,
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GWAITr,, =min

tht

[0.8 TRWhWTT, J

RarGWHLngCnTr, , + RgrGWIRdSTTY, , + Rgr GWH OptDnsTr,
_ (0.8[RWnwS'h, , (136)
GWIS by , =min ’
’ RgrGWHLngCnSrb, ¢ + RgrGWIRdsSr b, ¢ + RgrGWH OptDnsSrh,
0.8[RWnhwHrhy, ,, j

GWIHrb, ,, =min
‘ RarGWHLNngCnHrh, , + RogrGWHRdsHrb, , + RgrGWH OptDnsHrb, |,

4.3.14 Growth rate of branches

The growth rate of foliage of trees, shrubs and herbs (GWbrTr| GWbrSrb| GWhbrHrb|
[kg DM/individual/month]) is the amount of new weight allocated to foliage. The same
allometric relationship that defines the initial biomass of the different plant
components is used. As only sapwood is alive and hence can grow, the fraction of
branches to sapwood is calculated from the optimal ratio between branches and stem
(OptRatioWbrWstTr| DptRatioWbrWstSrb]Eqn.

The following calculations are performed to determine the growth rate of branches:
(1) weight of new branches plus sapwood (Egn.

(2) weight of new shoot (above-ground biomass) (Eqgn.

(3) optimal ratio of weight branches to stem (Eqn.

(4) fraction of branches of new weight (Eqn.

(5) allocation of above-ground Npp to branches (Eqgn. [140)]

(6) growth rate of branches (Eqn.

Whwbr stTr, , = ( RWhwTr, , ~GWATr, ) [iL- AlcWrtTr, )
WhwbrstSrb, = (RWhwSrh, ( ~GWASTh, ) [{i1- AlcWrtSrb, )

(137)

WshTr, . =WAITr, , +WorTr, . +WstTr, . +WhwhrstTr, ,

Weharb, , =WHSh, , +WhbrSrh, . +Wetsrh, . +Whwbrstsrb, | 0

WhorTr, ,

OptRatioWbrWstTr,
Whwbr stTr,

B OptRatioWbrWstTr,

Whbrsrh 139
DrBys _Wetsrh, . ~Whwhrstsrh, )
_ OptRatioWorWstSrb, ’ ’

FWbrWnwSrh, = WWorstS b,
B OptRatioWbrWstSrb,

—WstTr, , —WhworstTr, ,

FWorWnwTr, , =

—WnwbrstTr, ,

-WhwBrsSb,
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AlcWbrTr, , = (1- AICWHtTT, , ) TFWhrWhwTr, ,

140
AlcWbrSrh, , = (1- AlcWitSrh, ) (FWhrwhwsr, 440)

GWOrTr, , = AlcWbrTr, , [IRWhwTr, , —GWATr, )
GWorSrh, = AlcWbrSrh,  [IRWhwSrh,  ~GWASID, ) (141
GWbrHrl, , = AlcWorHrhy, , [{RWhwHrby, , ~GWHIHrD, , )

4.3.15 Growth of sapwood

The growth rate of sapwood of trees and shrubs (GWswTr [GWswSrb| [kg
DM/individual/month]) is the amount of new weight allocated to sapwood. It is the
amount of new weight allocated neither to the roots nor to the branches, nor to the
foliage.

AICWSWTT, , = (1~ AICWHTY, ) (L~ FWbrwhwr, )
AlcWswsrh, = (1- AlcWrtSrb, ) (L~ FWorWhwsrb, )

(142)

GWswTr, , = AICWswTr, , [IRWhwTY, , —~GWA T, ,)

(143)
GWswSrb, , = AlcWswsrb, | [IRWhwSTb, . ~GWASTb, )

4.3.16 Growth of heartwood

The growth rate of heartwood of trees and shrubs (GWhwTr|GWhwSrb] [kg
DM/individual/month]) is the amount of sapwood to heartwood. The rate of
conversion depends on the longevity of the sapwood.

GWhwTr, , = 1 WVswTT, ,
" CLgnSwTr, ’
1 (144)
GWhwSby = WawSrby
© CLgnSwSrhy '
(CLgnSwWTT[CLgnSwSrh)

4.3.17 Growth rate of stalks of herbs

The growth rate of stalks of herbs (GWstHrhb| [kg DM/individual/month]) is a fixed
fraction of the amount of new weight after the growth of foliage has been subtracted.

GWatHrl, , = AlcWstHrb, , [IRWhwHrhy, , ~GWIIHrh, ) (145)
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4.3.18 Growth rate of roots

The growth rate of roots of trees, shrubs and herbs (GWrtTr]GWrtSrb][GWrtHrb|[kg
DM/individual/month]) is a fixed fraction of the amount of new weight after the
growth of foliage has been subtracted.

GWtTr, , = AICWHtTr, , [IRWhWTY, , ~GWAI T, , )
GWrtSTh, , = AlcWrtSrb, | [IRWhwSb, . ~GWASTh, ) (146)
GWrtHrb, , = AlcWrtHrb, , [IRWhwHrb, , ~GWHHrh, )

4.3.19 Turnover of foliage

The turnover of foliage of trees, shrubs and herbs (TWHATATWHSIOTWHI [kg
DM/individual/month]) is the loss of foliage from the plant into the litter pool. For
deciduous plants all foliage is lost at the end of the growing season (at month
EndSsn + 1). For evergreen species, a constant turnover of foliage outside the
growing season is assumed.

TWAITr, = CTrnWH Tr, NI |
TWHSb, . =CTrnWHSb,  WISD, (147)
TWHHrh, , = CTrnWHIHrk, , MIHrb,

(CTrnWHTTr] ETrnWHISrb] CTrnWHTHID)

4.3.20 Turnover of branches

The turnover of branches of trees, shrubs and herbs (TWbrTr][T'WhbrSrb|TWbrHrb|
kg DM/individual/month]) is the loss of branches from the plant into the litter pool.
A constant turnover of branches outside the growing season is assumed.

TWorTr, . = CTrnWhbrTr,  BNVorTr, |
TWorSb, ( =CTrnWbrSb, ( WMorSrh, (148)

TWbrHrh, ,, = CTrnWorHrb,  A\brHrb,
(CTrWbrTriCTrnWhbrSrb]CTrnWbrHrb)

4.3.21 Turnover of stalks

The turnover of stalks of herbs (TWSstHrb][kg DM/individual/month]) is the loss of
stalks from the herbs into the litter pool. For deciduous plants, all stalks are lost after
the end of the growing season

For herb species that are not evergreen but with woody stalks and branches such as
Ericaceae it is assumed that there is a constant turnover outside the growing season.
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TWstHrh, ,, = CTrnWst, MWVstHrb, (149)
[CTMWSEHTD)

4.3.22 Turnover of roots

The turnover of roots of trees, shrubs and herbs (TWrtTr, [TWrtSrb} [TWrtHrb| [kg
DM/individual/month]) is the loss of roots from the plants into the litter pool. A
constant turnover throughout the year is assumed.

TWrtTr, ., = CTrnWrtTr, , \WbrTr

tl,t tlt tlt

TWrtSh, , = CTrnWrtSh, . AbrSrh, (150)
TWrtHrh, ,, = CTrnWrtHrh, , lNorHrb,

(ﬁfTrnWrtTr| FfTrnWrtSrBl FfTrnWrtHrBD

4.3.23 Germination

The germination of seeds of trees, shrubs and herbs (JsGrmTr{lsGrmSrbllsGrmHrb|

[yes/no]) indicates if seeds can germinate in the plot or not. It is determined based on

the following set of rules:

(1) germination only occurs during the first month of the growing season

(2) the same species does not already occur in the herb layer, in case of woody
species only

(3) there should be sufficient free space available for the seedling to get its initial
dimensions

(4) there must be sufficient light available on the soil

(5) the litter layer should not be too deep

(6) the fermentation layer should not be too thin, in case of herbs and grasses

If these constraints are met then the number of germinating seeds depends on the

probability of germination on the soiltype of the plot, and the fraction of the

produced seeds that are viable. No stochasticity is assumed, thus the probability of

germination is taken as a fraction of seeds that can germinate on a given soiltype.
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Mnt = BgnSsn

NTr,, =0

IsGrmTr, . =4 CvrHl < CMxCwrGrmTr, ,
FRdn > CMnFRdnGrmTr, ,
HghLt2 < CMxHghLtGrmTr,

Mnt = BgnSsn

NS by s =0

ISGrmShy ; =3 CvrHI < CMxCwrGrmS'b, ¢

FRdn > CMnFRdnGrmTT, |

HghLtl+ HghLt2 < CMxHghLtGrmSrh,

Mnt = BgnSsn

CvrHI < CMxCwrGrmHrb,

IsGrmHrh, , =< FRdn >CMnFRdnGrmHrh, ,

HghLt2 < CMxHghLt2GrmHrh, ,

HghLt3> CMnHghLt3GrmHrh, ,
(EMxCvrGrmTr]CMxCvrGrmSrb|CMxCvrGrmHrb

MnFRANGrmTriCMnFRANGrmSrbiCMnFRANGrmHrb
MxHghLtGrmTriCMxHghLtGrmSrbiCMxHghLtGrmHTrb)
If IsGrm is true then:

NGrmTr, = CPGrmTr, INsdTr, [CFGrmSdTr,
NGrmSb, = CPGrmSb, INsdSb, [CFGrmSdS b, (152)

NGrmHrb, = CPGrmHrb, INsdHrh, [CFGrmSdHrb,

(EPGrmTr| [CPGrmSrb} [ICPGrmHTrb]
CFGrmSdTr [CFGrmSdSrb| CFGrmSdHrb)

(151)

4.3.24 Production of seeds

The production of seeds of trees, shrubs and herbs
(PrdNsdTr]PrdNsdSrb]PrdNsdHrb| [#/plot]) is based on 4 classes of seed
production, ie 0-10%, 10-40%, 40-70% and 70-100% of the maximum
seedproduction. Each of these classes have their own frequency distribution. E.g. for
a mast tree may produce every 5 year 70-100% of its maximum number of seeds.
The frequency of the 4 production classes are determined by the species-specific
parameters  CFO_10MxPrdNSd|  ICF10_40MxPrdNSd,  ICF40_70MxPrdNSd|
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ICF70 100MxPrdNSd| For woody species, the maximum seedproduction is scaled by
the actual crown volume relative to the maximum crown volume that the species can
obtain if its maximum dimensions are reached.

Seed production is a stochastic process. This is simulated in FORSPACE by drawing
2 values from a random distribution. The first random number determines the class
of seed production based on its frequency of occurrence, whilst the second random
number determines the number of seeds from that class. The stochastic procedure is
simplified in Eqn. [153)|by r to avoid cumbersome equations.

It is assumed that only adult individuals produce seeds, thus only trees in the
treelayer, shrubs in the shrublayer and herbs in the herblayer.

VImTr.
PrdNsdTr, = CMxPrdNSdTr, ——— " [§

MXVImTT; 4,
VIimSb
PrdNsdSrb, = CMxPrdNSdSrh,, Sb3.5 (153)
MXVImSbg,q

PrdNsdHrb, = CMxPrdNSdHrh, (¢
(EMxPrdNSdTr{ICMxPrdNSdSrb|CMxPrdNSdHrb)

4.3.25 Dispersion

Dispersion of seeds from trees, shrubs and herbs is the spread of produced seeds in
the surroundings of a mother plant. It depends on the number of seeds produced per
plant and the range of dispersion. A Gaussian distribution is assumed to spread the
seeds to neighbouring plots. Thus, for each species it is determined how many seeds
a plot receives from neighboring plots.

In priciple each seed can be spread over the landscape individually. However, to
avoid very long computation times the total seedproduction is lumped in about 1000
packages.

RNsoDspTT, = ibngauss( PrdNsdTr,, . INTr,, CRngTT, )
RNsdDspSrb, =ibngauss( PrdNsdSrby, . INTr, CRIgSIh,) (154

RNsdDspHrb, = ibngauss(PrstdHrbHrbH,'h EINTrt,CRngHrl:%)
(CRngTr} CRNgSrb} CRngHTb)

4.3.26 Turnover of seeds

The turnover of seeds of trees, shrubs and herbs (TNsdTr} [TNsdSrb| [TNsdHrb|
[#/plot/month]) is the loss of seeds. A constant turnover throughout the year is
assumed. The number of seeds is set to zero in case of fire in a plot.
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INSdTr = { NsdTr, ,ISFrHl
“t | CTrnNsdTr, INsdTT,
S {Nst(bs ISFrHI
* | CTrnNsdSrb, [(NsdSrb, (155)
TNsdH, :{NsdHrq , ISFrHI
' CTrnNsdHrb, INsdHrb,

CTrmWsdTrCTrWsdSrb]CTrnWsdHrb)

4.3.27 Rate of change in litter layers

There are three litter layers with rapidly, intermediate and slowly decomposing
material, indicated by 1, 2 and 3 respectively. Furthermore, a dead wood pool is
distinguished that contains dead trees from the tree layer. There are two fluxes: the
outgoing litter and deadwood due to fire or decomposition (OutWItlOutWdw]| [kg
DOM/plot/month]), and the incoming material due to litter fall from trees, shrubs
and herbs (InWRJInWItTr][nWTtSrb] [nWTtHrb| [kg DOM/plot/month]).

For the outgoing material, each litter class has its own decomposition coefficient.
Furthermore, it is assumed that by fire 50% of the litterclass-1 and dead-wood
material is removed, whereas litterclass-2 and 3 are unaffected. Other assumptions on
the effects of fire on the amount of litter and deadwood can, however, also be
formulated and their long-term impact evaluated.

CDcmLt,,, (Mt ,, +
OutWt,,, =
0.50Mt,,, , IsFrHI
OutWt ,, =CDcmLt,,, WMt ,,
OutWt,,, = CDcmLt, , DMt ,, (156)
CDcmDw Wdw +
OutWdw =
0.50\dw , IsFrHl

(EDemLy)

Incoming material in litter layer 1 includes the rapidly decomposing material of trees,
shrubs and herbs. Thus excluding stems of shrubs and trees in the shrub- and tree layer.
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INWIETr,, =)

tht

INWItSTh,, =)

INWItHrb, =)

hl,h

fromherblayer :
(WAITr,  +WorTr, , +WetTr, , +WrtTr,  +WrsTr, ) O

min(NTr, ., NMrtThnTr, , + NMrtRDbhTr, , + NMrtAge, ) +
(TWATr, , + TWrTr, , +TWrtTr, ) [INTr, , —NMrtTr, )

+

from tree—and shrublayer :
(WAITr,  +WorTr, | +WhtTr,  +WrsTr, ) O

min(NTr,,, NMrtThnTr, , + NMrtRDbhTr, , + NMrtAgeTr, ) +
(TWATE, , + TWorTr, , +TWrtTr, ) (INTT, , - NMrtTr, )

fromherblayer :
(WA,  +WorSrh, , +WetSrh, | +WrtSrh,  +WrsSrb, () O

min(NSrb, ., NMrtThnSrb, . + NMrtRDbhSrb,  + NMrtAgeSrh, . ) +
(TWASb, , +TWorSrh, , + TWrtSTh, ) [INSTh, . ~NMIrtsrb, )

+

fromshrublayer :
(Wi,  +WorSrh, , +WitSrh,  +WrsSth, ) O

min(NSrb, ., NMrtThnSrb, . + NMrtRDbhSrb,  + NMrtAgeSrh, . ) +
(TWHSh, , +TWorSrh,  +TWitSrh, ) [INSrb, . ~NMrtSrb, )

(WAIHrh, , +WorHrb, | +WstHrb, , +WrtHrb, , +WrsHrh, ) O
min(NHrb, ,, NMrtThnHrb, , + NMrtAgeHrb, , ) +
(TWAHrb, , + TWorHrb, , + TWrtHrl, ) [INHrb, , ~NMrtHrb, , )

InNWIt,,, = INWAtTr,, + INWItS'b,,, +InWItHrb,,, (158)

Incoming material in litter layer 2 includes the stems of shrubs and trees in the shrub

layer.
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fromshrublayer :
INWItTr,, = (V\/‘nWTrtI « FWewTT, ,t) O
tlt
min(NTF, ., NMrEThnTr, , + NMItRDbITY, , +NMItAGeTr, ) | ;50

fromshrublayer :
InWItSTh,, = Y| (Whwsrb, | +WewSth, ) O
d,s
min(NSrby ., NMrtThnSr, , + NMrtRDbhSrb, , + NMrtAgeSh . )

INWItTr,,, + INWMtSh,, + OutWlt,,, —

0.50Mt,., AserHE 169

InWt,,, :{

Incoming material in litter layer 3 includes the decomposed material from the second
litter class and the dead wood pool.

OutWt, ., + OutWdw —
INWt, ., = { 12

0.5Vdw JsFrH 189

Incoming material in dead wood pool includes the stems of trees from the tree layer.
fromtreelayer :

(WhwTr, , +WswTr, ) O
min(NTr, ., NMrtThnTr, , + NMrtRDbhTT, , + NMrtAgeTr, ) |

InWdw=>"| 0.5[FIdTI JISFrHI O
o FImHI > MnBseCngl [
FImS > MnBseCnTI

(162)
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5 Integration

5.1 Herbivores
51.1 Weight

Weight of herbivore per age group (adults, juveniles) (WghPerGroup]

[kg/population]) is the biomass of the entire population.

For adults the weight of the next time step (t+1) is based on:

(1) the old weight plus the rate of change in weight (Eqn.[87))

(2) the weight of the juveniles entering the adult cohort at the end of pregnancy (1-
year after birth)

(3) the loss of weight due to mortality of individual animals (Eqn.

For juveniles the new weight is based on:

(1) the number of new born, and their initial birth weight

(2) the old weight plus the rate of change in weight (Eqn.[87))

(3) the loss of weight of the juveniles entering the adult cohort at the end of
pregnancy (1-year after birth)

(4) the loss of weight due to mortality of individual animals (Eqgn.

WghPer Group, ,, (t +1) =WghPerGroup, ., (t) + RWgh, , (t)

+HWghPerGroup, ,, (t) ,Mnt =CEndPrg,
~NMrt, ,, (t) Wghind, ., (t)

WghPerGroup, ,, (t +1) = CBrtWghindJv, INBrt, (t) (163)
+HWghPerGroup, ,, (t) + Rwgh, ,, (t)
~WghPerGroup, ,, (t) ,Mnt =CEndPrg,

~NMrt, ,, (t) Wghind, ,, (t)

(CBrtWghIndJv|CEndPrg)

5.1.2 Number

per age class

The number of adult animals per age class of the next time step
[#/population]) is the number of animals present in a given age reduced by
mortality. Mortality (Eqn. is applied from the maximum age of the species
downward to younger age classes until all dead animals are accounted for. The annual
shift in age classes occurs at the end of pregnancy. At that moment, the juveniles
become the adults of the second-year age class.
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NPerAge,, (t+1) =  NPerAge,, (t) -NMrt, ., (t)
~NPerAge, , (t) + NPerAge, ., (t) ,Mnt =CEndPrg,

NPerAge,,(t+1) =  NPerAge,, (t) ~NMrt, ., (t) (remaining) (164)
~NPerAge, , (t) + NPerGroup, ,, (t), Mnt =CEndPrg,
(CEndPrg)

per group

The number of adult animals per group class of the next time step (NPerGroup]
[#/population]) are the number of aduls and juveniles. All individuals of a group
have the same weight. For adults the number per group is the sum over age classes.
For juveniles it is the number of juveniles reduced by mortality. At the end of
pregnancy, it is the number of newborn.

a=aMx

NPerGroup, , (t+1) = > NPerAge,, (t +1) (165)

a=2

NPerGroup, ,, (t +1) - NMrt, ,, (t +1)
NBrt, (t +1) ,Mnt =CEndPrg,
(166)

NPerGroup, ,, (t +1) :{

5.1.3 Number of reproducing herbivores

Not all age classes are reproducing. Reproduction starts at a given age and ends
before the maximum age, depending on the species. Whether a given age class
reproduces is indicated by [0,1]. Thus, the number of reproducing herbivores
( [#/population]) Is the sum of the product of Rpr times the number of adults
per age class.

NRpr, (t +1) = > Rpr, , INPerAge, , (t +1) (167)
5.2  Plants
5.2.1 Number

The number of trees, shrubs and herbs of the next time step (NTr|NSrb| NHrb|
[#/plot]), is the number present reduced by mortality (Eqn.[(102)). Subsequently, the
number of individuals per species group and layer (NTrPerLayer] NSrbPerlayer|
NHrbPerLayer| Eqgn. [28)) are derived, as well as the total of trees, shrubs and herbs

per layer (NTI| NSI| NHI|Eqn. [29)).
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NTr,  (t +1) = NTr, , (t) = NMrtTr, , (t)
NS,  (t+1) = NSb,  (t) —NMrtSrh, ((t) (168)
NHrhy, . (t +1) = NHrh, ,(t) —NMrtHrh, ((t)

5.2.2 Weight of foliage

The weight of foliage of trees, shrubs and herbs for the next time step
(WHAT|WASIb|WTIHrb|[kg DM/individual]) is the current weight of foliage increased

by the growth of foliage (Eqn. [(136]) and reduced by both turnover (Eqn.[(I47)) and
grazing (Eqn. [73)).

WATT,  (t +1) =WATr,  (t) +GWAT,  (t) —TWATr,  (t) ~GrawATr, (t)

WHSh ((t+1) =WHSh, (t) +GWASh ((t) —TWAS, (t) ~GramiSrh, ((t) (169)

WHHrh, ((t +1) =WiHrh, (t) +GWHHrh,  (t) ~TWAHTrb, (t) ~GrawfiHrh, ,(t)

5.2.3 Weight of branches

The weight of branches of trees, shrubs and herbs for the next time step
(WbrTrWhbrSrbjWbrHrblkg DM/individual]) is the current weight of branches
increased by the growth of branches (Eqn §141]) and reduced by both turnover

(Eqn{148)) and grazing (Eqn.[74)].
WorTr,  (t +1) =WbrTr,  (t) +GWbrTr, , (t) =TWbrTr, (t) ~GraWbrTr, (t)

Worsrb,  (t+1) =WorSrh, (t) +GWorSrb,  (t) ~-TWorsrh, (t) ~Grawbrsrh, () (170)
WbrHrh, ¢ (t +1) =WbrHrh, . (t) +GWbrHrh, (t) ~TWbrHrh, (t) ~GraWbrHrb, ((t)

weight of new branches

The weight of new branches of trees, shrubs and herbs for the next time step
(WnwbrTr| WnwbrSrb| WnwbrHrhj [kg DM/individual]) is the calculated similarly to
that of branches, however, it is reset each year at the begin of the growing season.
WhwbrTr, , (t+1) =WhwbrTr,, () +GWobrTr, , (t) =TWorTr, , (t) ~Gr2Wbr Tr, , (t)

WhwbrSrh  (t+1) =WhwbrSrh, _ (t) +GWbrSrh,  (t) ~TWorSrh, _ (t) ~Grawbrsib, (1) (172)
WhwbrHrh, . (t +1) =WhwbrHrb,  (t) +GWbrHrb, . (t) ~TWbrHrb, . (t) ~GrawbrHrh, ((t)

5.2.4 Weight of sapwood

The weight of sapwood of trees and shrubs for the next time step (WswTr] fWswSrb]
[kg DM/individual]) is the current weight of sapwood increased by the growth of

sapwood (Eqn[143)) and reduced by turnover into heartwood (Eqn. [144)).
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WswTr, , (t +1) =WswTr,  (t) +GWswTr,  (t) ~GWhwTr, (t)

172
WswSrh, ((t +1) =WswSrb, (t) +GWswSrby ((t) ~GWhwSrby, ((t) ()

5.2.5 Weight of heartwood

The weight of heartwood of trees and shrubs for the next time step
(WhwTr[WhwSrb|[kg DM/individual]) is the current weight of heartwood increased
by the growth of heartwood (Eqn.(144)).

WhwTr, , (t +1) =WhwTr,  (t) +GWhwTr, (t)
WhwSrb, ((t +1) =WhwSrb, (t) +GWhwSrb, (t)

(173)

5.2.6 Weight of stem

The weight of the stem of trees and shrubs for the next time step ((WstTr]WstSrb]
[kg DM/individual]) is the sum of the sapwood and heartwood of this time step. The

weight of the stalk of herbs for the next time step [kg DM/individual]) is
the current weight of the stalks increased by the growth of the stalks (Eqn. [I45)) and

reduced by the turnover (Eqn. [149)).
WstTr, , (t +1) =WewTr, , (t +1) +WhwTr,  (t +1)

WstSrhy  (t+1) =WswSrb, _(t +1) +WhwSrhy (t +1)

t (174)
WstHrb, ((t +1) =WstHrh, . (t) +GWstHrh, ((t) ~TWstHrh, ((t)  (175)

5.2.7 Weight of roots

The weight of roots of trees, shrubs and herbs for the next time step
(WrtTr{WrtSrb]WrtHrb|[kg DM/individual])is the current weight of roots increased
by the growth of roots (Eqn[146)) and reduced by turnover (Eqn[150)). In case of
herbs the weight of roots can also be reduced by grazing (Eqn.[74)].

WrtTr, , (t+1) =WrtTr, , (t) +GWrtTr,  (t) —TWrtTr,  (t)
WrtSrhy ¢ (t+1) =WrtSrh,  (t) +GWrtSrhy  (t) ~TwWrtSrh, (t)
WrtHrh, . (t +1) =WrtHrhy, ,, (t) +GWrtHrh, ( (t) =TWrtHrh, |, (t) ~Grz2wrtHrb, , (t)

(176)

5.2.8 Weight of reserves

The weight of reserves of trees, shrubs and herbs for the next time step
(WrsTr|WrsSrbjWrsHrb|[kg DM/individual]) is the current weight of roots increased

by the growth of reserves (Eqn.[127)).
It is assumed that there is neither turnover of reserves nor loss by grazing.
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WrsTr, , (t +1) =WrsTr, , (t) +GWrsTr, , (t)
WrsSrb,  (t+1) =WrsSrb,  (t) +GWrsSrb, ((t) (177)
WrsHrh, |, (t+1) =WrsHrhy, ,, (t) +GWrsHrh, , (t)

5.2.9 Number of seeds

The number of seeds from trees, shrubs and herbs in the next time step
NsdSrb} [NsdHrb|[#/plot]) is the current number increased by the incoming seeds by
dispersion (Eqn. [154)) and decreased by turnover (Eqn. (155)) and germination
(Eqn. [152)). In case of large seeds from trees, i.e. acorns and beechnuts, there is also
a reduction due to grazing (Eqn. [72)).

NSdTr, (t +1) = NsdTr, (t) + RNsdDspTr, (t) ~TNsdTr, (t) ~NGrmTr, (t)

_GrzdTr, (t)
CWsdTr,

NsdSrb, (t +1) = NsdSrb, (t) + RNsdDspSrb, (t) ~TNsdSrb, (t) ~NGrmSrb, (t) (178)
NsdHrhy, (t +1) = NsdHrb, (t) + RNsdDspHrb, (t) ~TNsdHrh, (t) ~=NGrmHrh, (t)

(CWsdTr)
5.2.10 Height

The height in the next time step of individual trees, shrubs and herbs
(HghTrPerLayer| HghSrbPerLayer| [HghHrbPerLayer| [m]) is the current height
increased by the rate of height growth (Eqn.{(104)) and can be reduced by grazing
(Eqn. [88)). The reduction in height by grazing occurs if the top of the plant is less
than the maximum height of grazing of the herbivore(s) visiting the plot (Eqgn. .
Hence, it is never applied to trees in the tree layer. The height is constrained by the

minimum height of grazing (Eqn.[(89)) and the maximum height of the species on

the given soil type.
HghTrPerLayer,,, . (t+1) = HghTrPerLayer,, , (t) + RHghTr,,,, , (t) ~RdcLngCnGrzTr,,,, , (t)

HghTrPerLayer,q , (t +1) = HghTrPerLayer, 4 (t) + RHghTr;, g (t) ~RdcLngCnGrzTr, g  (t)
HghTrPerLayer,,  (t +1) = HghTrPerLayer, ,  (t) + RHghTr,;, (t) (179)
HghSrbPerLayerg,, . (t +1) = HghSrbPerLayerg,,, . (t) + RHghS by, . (t) —RdcLngCnGrzSrbg,,, . (t)
HghSrbPerLayerg,g . (t +1) = HghSrbPerLayerg,q . (t) + RHghS by, . (t) ~RAcLNgCnGrzSrbg, . (t)
HghHrbPerLayer,,,, , (t +1) = HghHrbPerLayer, ., , (t) + RHghHrb,,, , (t) ~RdcLngCnGrzHrb,,,  (t)

5.2.11 Crown base

The crown base in the next time step of individual trees, shrubs and herbs (BseCnTr
BseCnSrb| BseCnHrb| [m]) is the current crown based increased by the rate of
increase of the crown base (Eqn.[(105)) and can be increased by grazing (Eqn. [88)).
The increase in crown base due to by grazing occurs if the top of the plant is exceed

w
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the maximum height of grazing of the herbivore(s) visiting the plot (Eqgn. [(90){and
the current crown base is less than this value. Hence, it is never applied to trees in
the herb layer. The crown base is constrained by zero (ground level) and the actual
height of the plant.

Thus, the reduction of the length of the crown by grazing is applied either on the
plants’ height or on the plants' crown base

BseCnTry,, , (t +1) = BseCnTry,,  (t) + RBseCnTry,,  (t)

BseCnTr,,q, (t +1) = BseCnTr,, g (t) + RBseCNTr, g (t) +RdcLngCnGrzTr, 4 , (t)

BeCN T,y (t+1) = BseCnTry,, , (t) + RBseCNTr, . (t) +RdcLngCnGrzTr,,,,  (t)  (180)
BseCnSrby,,,  (t +1) = BseCnSrbg,,, . (t) + RBseCnSrbg,,, . (t)

BseCnSrbg,g ¢ (t +1) = BseCnSrbg,q  (t) + RBSeCnSrbg,  (t) +RdcLNgCNGrzSrbg, 4 (t)
BseCnHrby,,  (t +1) = BseCnHrb,,,, 1 (t) + RBseCnHrb,,, . (t)

5.2.12 Radius of the crown

The radius of the crown of trees, shrubs and herbs in the next time step
RdsSrb] RdsHrb] [m]) is the current radius increased with the rate of change of the
radius (Eqn. [131)].

RdsTr, , (t +1) = RdsTr, () + RRdSsTr,  (t)

RdsSrh, ,(t +1) = RdsSrh, ((t) + RRdsSrby (t) (181)
RdsHrh, , (t +1) = RdsHrh, , (t) + RRdsHrh, , (t)

5.2.13 Litter

The weight of litter per litter layer, and dead wood in the next time step (WIij
[kg DM/plot]) is the current weight increase with in incoming flux of litter and dead
wood (Eqn. [158)][160)){161)J162)] and reduced by the outgoing flux (Eqn. (156))

Wt (t +1) =Wt (t) +InWt, (t) —OutWt, (t)
Waw(t +1) =Wdw(t) + InWdw(t) —OutWdw(t)

(182)

5.2.14 Shifts from one layer to the other

A shift of a cohort of a plant species occurs if cover for the same species in the
higher layer equals zero and the height attains the maximum height of the current
layer. If these conditions are met then all state variables are attributed to the cohort
of the species of the higher layer and the state variables of the layer that is left are
reset to zero. The state variables include: biomass of foliage, branches, sapwood and
heartwood for trees and shrubs and of stems for herbs, roots and reserves; radius of
the crown; height; age; number of individuals; crown base and length (Table 11).
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5.2.15 Germination

In case of germination in the herb layer of the plot (Eqgn. , then for the newly

established individuals are initialised based on the following rules:

(1) the age is set at zero

(2) the height is set at the initial height (CIniHgh

(3) the initial crown base is set at zero. Hence, the initial crown length equals the
height

(4) the crown radius is initialised at the initial crown radius (CIniRds]

(5) the initial cover per layer is calculated based on crown radius and number of
germinated seeds

(6) the new numbers are accounted for, and the new number of individuals per layer
are calculated (Eqn.

(7) the weight of plants components are initialised according to Eqgn. to Eqn.

For herbs, also germination in a plot is possible that is already occupied with

individuals of the same species. If germination conditions are suitable, then the state

variables of that species is updated based proportionally to the initial conditions and

the relative contribution of the newly established seedlings.
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6 Derived variables

Derived variables are variables that can be calculated based on other state variables,
while the state variables are independent from the derived variables. E.g crown length is
a derived variable from height and crown base, and accumulated plot biomass depends
on the biomass of the individuals on the plot. in the following the calculations required
for all derived variables are explained

6.1 Herbivores

There are no derived variables for herbivores.

6.2 Plants
6.2.1 Age

The age of a cohort of trees and shrubs (AgeTT, [year]) is increased by one at
the beginning of the growing season. The initial age is based on the plant's height

(Ean.[7)).

6.2.2 Numbers

The number of individuals per species group and layer (NTrPerLayer
INSrbPerlayer]NHrbPerLayer|[#/plot] Eqn.[(28)) are derived from the he number of

trees, shrubs and herbs (NT1, [NSrbiNHrly [#/plot]), as well as the total of trees,
shrubs and herbs per layer (NTI NHI|[#/plot] Eqn.

6.2.3 Average weight

The average individual weight of an individual plant in a given layer (AvrWghindTI
IAvrWghIndSrb|, [AvrWghIndHrhl [kg/individual]) is calculated from the total weight
accumulated over all plants (WghTTWghSI|WghHI|[kg/plot]) and the total number of

plants per layer (NTI| NSI|NHI|[#/plot]).

6.2.4 Maximum number

The maximum number of individuals (MXNTIMxNSIMxNHI| [#/plot]) is based on
the self-thinning rule Eqn. [94)].
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6.2.5 Coverage

The coverage of trees, shrubs and herbs per layer (CvrTrPerLayer, CvrSrbPerLayer]|
[CvrHrbPerLayer| [fraction]) is calculated based on the radius of the crown and the
number of individuals per plot. The cumulative cover over all plants (trees plus
shrubs plus herbs) is subsequently calculated (CvrTI| CvrSI] CvrHIY.

— 2 NTrtI t
CwrTrPerLayer, , = m[RdsTr, ,” ———
’ " PlotSze

NSb
CvwrSbPerLayer, . = m[RdsSrh, > 3——=
' = PlotSze

NHrthh
PlotSze

(183)

CvrHrbPerLayer,, , = rRdsHrh, ,

6.2.6 Maximum height

MxHghTI| MxHghSl|and MxHghHI|[m] indicate the maximum plant heights of a plot.

6.2.7 Minimal crown base

The minimum crown base (MnBseCnTr[MnBseCnSrb|[m]) is the lowest crown base
of any individual in either the tree- or shrub layer

6.2.8 Crown length

The length of a crown (LngCnHrb} [LngCnSrb, [LngCnTr [m]) is the difference
between the height and the crown base.

6.2.9 Annual net primary production

Annual net primary production (ANppTr| ANppSrblANppHrb| [kg
DM/individual/month] is the annual accumulated net primary production per
individual and layer (Eqn. [125)).

Mnt=12
ANppTr,, = > NppTr,,

Mnt=1

Mnt=12 184
ANppSThy (= " NppSrh, (189

Mnt=1

Mnt=12

ANppHrb, = > NppHrh,

Mnt=1
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6.2.10 Total annual net primary production

Total annual net primary production (TotANppTr| [TotANppSrb] [TotANppHTrb|[kg
DM/plot/month] is the annual accumulated net primary production of all
individuals per layer.

Mnt=12
TotANppTr,, = > NTr,, INppTT,,
Mnt=1
Mnt=12 185
ANppSrb, . = > NSh, . INppSrh, (185)
Mnt=1
Mnt=12

ANppHrb, = > NHrhb, , INppHrh, ,

Mnt=1

6.2.11 Maximum weight of reserves

The maximum weight of the reserves (MxWrsTr, MxWrsSrb] [MxWrsHrb| [kg

DM/individual]) is the amount of dry matter that is required for flushing of new
foliage in spring (Eqn. [34)).

6.2.12 Crown volume

The volume of the crown of an individual plant (VImCnHrh, VImCnSrb, MImCnTr|
[m3]) is determined from the length and radius of the crown, assuming a cylindrical

crown (Egn. [38)}.

6.2.13 Density of foliage

The density of the foliage of trees, shrubs and herbs (DnsFITr{DnsFISrb|, DnsFIHrb
[m2 foliage/m3 crown], is the surface of foliage per volume of the crown (Eqn.[39)).

6.2.14 Leaf area index

The leaf area index [m2 foliage / m2 soil] is calculated per individual and layer
((LaiTrPerLayer] [aiSrbPerLayer| [LaiHrbPerLayer| Eq; per cohort and layer
| aiTr][aiSrb]LaiHrb EqnJ41)); per layer (LaiTl[LaiSILaiHI Eqn[(42] ) and per plot
TotLal|Eqn. [43)).

6.2.15 Stem volume

The volume of the stem [m3] is calculated per individual and layer (MImIndTr|

ImIndSrb] [m3/individual]) (Eqn. [23)] and per cohort and plot (VImTr] VImSrb
[m3/plot] Eqn. [30)). The annual rate of change of stem volume (AGVImTr]
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AGVImSrb| [m3/plot/year]) (i.e. current annual increment per plot). Is the annual
cumulative of stem growth.

2 GWswTr, ,
AGVImTr, = ———— - [NTr,,
T CDnsWATT,
' (186)
2 GWewS'h
AGVIMSTh, =) ——————= [NS'h,
* 4 CDnsWdSrh, '

6.2.16 Basal area

The basal of trees and shrubs [BsITH[BsISrH [m2/plot]) is the area of the stems of all
individuals of a plot (Egn. [45)]. The total basal area (TotBsITr] [TotBsISrb][m2/plot])
is the basal area accumulated over all tree and shrub species and layers (Eqn. [(46)),
whereas is the total basal area over all woody plants present on a plot (Eqn. :47

6.2.17 Height of litter layers

The height of the litter layers (HghLt|[m]) is determined form the weight of the litter
and its density (Eqn. [48)].

6.2.18 Total weight

The total weight per plant component for herbs ([kg DM/plot]) is calculated from
the 'number’ of herbs per plot and their weight.
TotWAIHrb, ,, = NHrh, , OMIHrhL,

TotWorHrb, , = NHrh, , WbrHrb,

TotWnwbrHrh, , = NHrh, ,, lvhwbrHrh, | (187)
TotWstHrb, , = NHrh, , OVstHrh, |

TotWrtHrb, , = NHrh, , BMtHrh, |

TotWrsHrby, , = NHrh, | O\VrsHrb, |,

6.2.19 New 'number’ of herbs

The 'number' of herb on a plot [m*/plot]) is defined as the number of square
metres a cohort occupies on a plot. For consistency with trees and shrubs, also the
number of herbs per layer is calculated (cf. Eqn. [28)].

NHrh, , = CvrHrbPerLayer, , (PlotSize (188)

NHrbPerLayer,, = > NHrb, , (189)
h
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6.2.20 New weight of herbs

The weight of the plant components of herbs [kg DM/m2] is expressed per metre
square. Thus, the weights must be the corrected based on the new 'number' of herbs.
WAHrb, , = TotWiHrb, , /NHrh,

WorHrh, , =TotBrHrh, , /NHrb,

WnwhrHrh, |, = TotWnwhbrHrh,  /NHrby, (190)
WetHrh, , = TotWstHrb, , /NHrb,

WrtHrb, :Tot\/\lrtHrbn,yh/NHrbh,'h

WrsHrb, :Tot\/\/rerbHvh/NHrbH'h

6.2.21 New radius of herbs

The radius of herbs (RdsHrb [m]) is calculated based on the coverage and the new
‘number’ of herbs.

RdsHrh, , :\/

CvrHrbPerLayer, , [(PlotSze/NHrh, , (191)
m
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7 Fire

Jelmer Dam, Koen Kramer & Janneke van Gogethem

Fire is an important aspect in forest dynamics. Although it is usually not directly
controlled by a forest manager, there are strong interactions with the prevailing
management regime such as the forestry practice and e.g. the occurrence of grazing
by large herbivores.

In FORSPACE a realively simple fire model is used. It includes the build-up of fuel
load, the occurrence of a fire depending on the fuel load and other conditions, the
rate of spread of fire within the plot, which determines the intensity of the fire. The
fire intensity on its turn determines the height of the flame in the herb layer. The fire
may be propagated vertically to the shrub and tree layer depending on the structure
of the forest and the actual flame length. The impact of a fire on the vegetation
includes the mortality of the plants and the removal of the burned vegetation. The
fire may also be propagated horizontally to adjacent plots if there is sufficient fuel
load in these plots. Hre an outline of the approach is presented, whilst details can be
found in Dam (1998) and VVan Goethem (2000).

7.1 Fuel load

The built-up of fuel load in the herblayer is the total weight of stem and foliage of all
plants occurring in the herb layer, weighted by the efficiency of combustion of the
plant material. Also a half of the course litter layer (litter layer 1) and of the dead
wood is considered as

FIdTr,, = WstTr,, -NTr,, -CEffCmbWstTr + WA Tr,, - NTr,, -CEffCmbWH Tr
Fldsh, = WetSrh, NSh, CEffCmbWetsb + WHS'h, - NSrh, CEffcmbwisrh  (192)
FldHrb, = WstHrb, -NHrb, -CEffCmbWstHrb + WrIHrb,, - NHrb,, -CEffCmbWiIHrb

Fid, = FldTr, + FldSh, + FldHrb, + 0.5Mt1 + 0.5Wdw (193)

7.2 Occurrence

In FORSPACE, the ignition of a fire is a stochastic process, that can be set at a
certain frequency. E.g. with a probability of 0.001 per plot per year. However, if an
ignited plot actually burns also depends on a humber of factors. The most important
is if there is sufficient fuel load present to sustain the fire. Also the total cover of all
plants in the herb layers should exceed a minimal value, and the period of the year
should be such that a forest fire is likely.
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7.3  Rate of spread

Rate of spread (RSpr, [m/min]) of a fire is the speed at which a fire moves though
the forest. This is strongly affected by the wind speed. As windspeed is not an input
variable in FORSPACE, a simple stochastic distribution of wind speed is considered,
and can vary between 1 and 10 m s™. In the Netherlands the average rate of spread is
considered to lie between 0 and 15 m min™ (Dam, 1998). Three values of rate of
spread are defined in the model: 5, 10 and 15 m min™, based on:

RSpr = 5, 0<WindSpeed < 3
RSor = 5, 3<WindSpeed <6 (194)
RSpr = 5, WindSpeed = 6

7.4 Intensity

The intensity of the fire indicates how much heat is transferred by the burning
material to its surroundings. Thereby affecting if these surroundings are burned
themselves as well. The fire intensity is calculated based on the rate of spread of the
fire, an intensity coefficient, the heat of combustion of the plant material, and the
fuel load.

The heat of combustion is the heat released per unit mass by flaming combustion
and is set at 18700 kJ kg™ (van Wagner, 1972, Albini, 1976). The intensity coefficient
is set at 60 (Byram, 1959 in Johnson, 1992).

l,, = RSpr/(IC-HComb-Fld,, )
I = RSpr/(1C-HComb - (Fld,, +Fldy)) (195)
I = Rpr /(1C-HComb - (Fld,, +Fldg +Fld,))

7.5  Flame height

The height of the flame in the herb layer determines whether the fire is transferred to
the shrub and tree layer of the forest. The height of the flame in the herb layer is
based on the intensity of the fire and an operational flame coefficient. A fire is
transferred from the herb to the above laying layers if the flame height reaches the
base of the crown in either the shrub layer or tree layer.

FIm, =1, /CFIm™®
FImy = MxHghy, FIm,, > MnBseCngq (196)
FIm, = MxHgh,, FImy >MnBseCn,,
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7.6 Mortality

The plants in the herb layer are considered to die completely if a fire occurs. A
fraction of the trees and shrubs that have their crown in the shrub- or tree layer may
die due to a fire in the herb layer. Some plant species are more sensitive to fire than
other species. A larger percentage of the more sensitive species, e.g. beech, will be
killed compared to species that are not so sensitive to fire, e.g. pine.

If the fire moves from the herb layer into the shrub layer the fire consumes all the
plants in the shrub layer, and only a certain percentage of the trees with their crown
in the treelayer are killed. If the fire is also transferred to the treelayer, then all trees
die due to crown burning.

The effect of a fire on the vegetation is the removal of the plant material. A fraction
of the stem is transferred into the dead wood pool for trees that are killed by the fire.

7.7 Burned area

The propagation of a fire over the landscape depends on the fuel load of the plots
adjacent to the plot that burns. In PCRaster, a ‘clump' is defined as adjacent plots,
optionally including diagonally positioned plots, that meet certain similar
characteristics. In this case, the clumping of plots is based on the fact whether they
contain a fuel load exceeding the minimal value required for a forest fire.

A clump is considered the fire area if an ignition occurs in any plot within this clump.
If this occurs, and the conditions are met (see section Occurrence) then the whole
clump is set on fire.
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8 Initialisation of a realistic landscape

8.1 General

The aim of this chapter is to show how actual initial values are determined of state
variables for herbivores and plants. A critical issue for the initialisation of the
vegetation at a landscape scale is that as little as possible information should be
required to run the model. For FORSPACE this includes for plant species the initial
cover and initial height per species and per plot only. All other state variables for
plants are derived from these features, ie. for woody plants expressed as
characteristics per individual and for herbs per unit area (m?).

8.2 Herbivores

The initialisation of the herbivores includes the number of adult animals in the
research area only. The initial body weight is determined based on an average adult
body-weight.

8.3  Woody species

Initial simulation runs with FORSPACE showed that the ouput is very sensitive to
initial values of the state variables. The characteristics of woody species that are
initialized based on initial height and cover include: age (Eqn.[(7)), number of trees
(Egn. [26)), dbh (Egn. and stemvolume (Eqn. [23)). These features all depend
on the site index of the plot. The biomass of tree components is determined by Eqgn.
[8)]-[21) For both the initial weight of the branches and the stem, optimal ratios
between these components and the above-ground dry-matter are assumed (Eqgns.
and respectively). For the roots a fixed ratio with shoot weight is used
(Egn. |(21)). For the initial weight of the foliage an optimal foliage density is assumed
(Eqgn. [32)) based on the initial crown volume Eqgn. . The latter is determined
from the initial crown radius (Eqgn. |(31)) and crown length. The initial cover of a
species in a plot reduces the number of trees only, not its physical dimensions.
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Betula initial values

Fagus initial values
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Pinus initial values
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Figure 13: Initial values that are dependent on site index for pine of tree density, diameter at breast
height (dbh), age, stem volume of individual tree, and the fraction of stem and branches of the shoot, as
a function of tree height.
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Quercus initial values
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Figure 14 Initial values that are dependent on site index for oak of tree density, diameter at breast hei
individual tree, and the fraction of stem and branches of the shoot, as a function of tree height.



The state variables that depend on the site index were calibrated based on the growth
and yield tables presented in Jansen et al. (1996). These values closely match the data
on which they are calibrated in all situations (r? (individual stem volume) > 0.95). The
calibration was done for all site indices that are presented in Jansen et al. (1996).
There was an interpolation performed between the presented site indices, but no
extrapolation was done outside the range of site indices of which data is available.
For a given site index, a range from the growth and yield table was selected for the
calibaration. The selection of the range was based on the following criteria: the tree
height should exceed 8 m (i.e. trees in the tree layer as defined in FORSPACE) and
the tree density should be less than 5000 tree per hectare (for many tree species the
upper limit in Jansen et al. (1996)). Too avoid a too strong effect of the asymptotic
value of the height to age relationship, the range was reduced such to attain the
highest r*. Also the values that are presented as uncertain in Jansen et al. (1996) were
disregarded.

Figure 11-4 present for birch, beech, pine and oak the initial values that depend on
the site index of the plot. It shows that with increasing tree height, there is an
exponential decrease of tree density; an virtually linear increase of dbh; a lower age at
which the maximum height is attained; and an exponential increase of stem volume.
The general effect of site index on initial values of these state variables is that at a
given tree height there are more, thinner and older trees at low site index (nutrient
poor, dry soil) compared to a better site index. Furthermore, there are only small
differences between site indices for the fraction of both stem and branches of the
total above-ground biomass. Therefore the results of only 1 site index is presented in
figures 11-4 (biomass, fraction of shoot) per species.

More specifically, figure 11-4 show that for birch the differences between the sites
indices are negligible for the initial number of trees, their dbh, and stemvolume. For
beech, pine and oak there is a clear effect of site index on these tree characteristics.

8.4  Herbs

The initial values of the state variables of herbs and grasses include the biomass of
the different plant components. For foliage an optimal density per m* is assumed.
Both the initial weight of the stalk or stems of the herbs depend on the optimal
amount of foliage using fixed ratio's. The weight of the roots is considered to be the
same as the weight of the stalks or stem. No figures are presented for the initial
values for herbs.
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9 Model dynamics

The aim of this chapter is to illustrate the dynamics of animals and plants and
simulated by FORSPACE under different scenarios.

An example of the dynamics of the energy balance of red deer is presented for both a
female adult and a juvenile, and its consequences for the individual body weight and
the number of adults and juveniles in the red deer population.

For the model dynamics of trees, different tree composition and different soil
conditions (arenosol and podsol) are evaluated. In the simulation runs we show
results of monospecies stands (section Monospecies), of mixed stands (section Mixed
species). In all situations we are dealing with 4 different tree species: Betula spec, Fagus
sylvatica, Pinus sylvestris, Quercus robur. In the monospecies runs, a forest stand of a
certain age is simulated, illustrating the growth of the stand and reduction in number
of trees during the simulation period. In the simulation runs with two or more
species present we aim to illustrate the competition between the species considered.
At the start of the simulation all trees have the same height which makes the analysis
of the results more transparent.

For the model dynamics of herbs and grasses (jointly referred to as herbs), the time
evolution of the weight of the different plant organs and the change in cover is
presented. Also how the change in cover of a species is affected both by the presence
of other herb-species in the plot, and by the effect of light availability on the herb
layer. The latter mimics the effect of the closure of an open patch in the forest on the
herb vegetation.

Furthermore some of the spatial aspects of the model are presented. Especially
dispersal of seeds is a very important aspect of forest dynamics. To show this feature
of FORSPACE, a 200-ha large part of the Imbos of which the vegetation is known
in detail, is used.

9.1 Herbivores

The energy input of herbivores comes from the consumption of the vegetation. This
energy is in the first place required to meet the costs for maintenance and movement
and in case of female animals also for pregnancy and lactation. If there is energy
remaining, this can be used to gain body weight. If not, the animal losses weight. The
number of animals in a given are changes by birth and mortality. The rate at which
this occurs depends on the reproductive capacity of the species but also on the
individual body weight.

Figure MD-herbivore-1 shows an example of the energy balance of an adult female
red deer for a 24-month period at a 200-ha section of the Imbos. The energy intake
by consumption shows a large drop during late winter and late spring, the costs for
maintenance are also reduced during this period because this depends on the body
weight (Eqgn. [[84). Nevertheless the costs for maintenance are much higher than the
costs for pregnancy and lactation. For a juvenile animal (either male of female) the
gains in energy comes during its first month from lactation and later from grazing.
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Juveniles shift to the 2nd-year adult cohort just before the new young are born,
which causes the drastic reduction in consumption at the start of lactation of the 2nd
simulation year. The net balance between energy uptake and energy requirements
determine the body weight of both adults and juveniles. This gives a decline in body
weight during winter, but for juveniles it appears that the shift from lactation to
grazing in the end of the summer also causes a reduction in average weight. The
number of both adults and juveniles is the net results of birth and mortality. It can be
seen that the death of 3 juveniles makes food availabe such that the surviving animals
can increase in weight again.
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Figure MD-herbivore-1. Development during a 24-month period of the energy balance, the body weight and the
number of individuals of both adults and juvenile red deer. The simulation was performed on a 200-ha large
section of the Imbos.
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9.2 Trees
9.2.1 Monospecies

The aim of this section is to present the dynamics of FORSPACE for monoculture
of birch, beech, pine and oak. The dynamics in the number of individuals, height,
diameter at breast height (dbh), annual growth in volume (=current annual
increament), basal area and standing volume are presented. Hundred initially identical
plots are simulated over a period of 300 years. At the start of the simulation each plot
is fully covered by individuals of one species, all being 9m tall. The output is the
average of the variable considered over all plots, including plots that are not occupied
anymore by the species. For this simulation experiment the regeneration is switches
off, hence spatial variability between plots occurs due to mortality only. This
heterogeneity is presented by the interval X + 2.0, in which X is the variable

considered and o the standard deviation over all plots. The + 2.0 values are
presented as thinner lines as the X-lines. The entire experimental setup is performed
both for a relatively poor and dry sandy soil, represented by arenosol, and a
somewhat richer and better watered soil, represented by podsol. No other species are
considered in these simulation experiments.

Numbers of individuals

In Fig MD.Tree.1 the trends in the number of individuals is shown varying tree
species and soil type. For all species some similar trends are to be recognized. On the
other hand, a species might be exeptional. This will be clarified below, starting with
the similarities.

For all species, the simulated initial number of trees is lower on more nutrient rich
soils, directly caused by parametrisations of the used equations (see Chapter
Initialisation). The initialization procedure as well as the parametrization is based on
the growth and yield table (Jansen et al, 1996) and so the initial numbers should be
comparable. The simulated initial numbers of individuals being 9 m tall, is between
2500 and 3500 per ha, which is in broad outlines comparable with the Dutch growth
and yield table. Differences between simulation and yield tables occur for beech and
oak as the yield table indicates that the differences between soils is not as big as the
simulation suggests.

Another general trend which can be drawn from this figure is that the reduction in
number is more pronounced in poor soils, resulting from a stronger competition
between individuals in this situation: more individuals at the start and a less
productive system. This general conclusion can also be drawn from the yield table.
The maximum age a species can get is a factor which also causes differences in
steepness of the trend. Oak lives a longer time than beech and pine (second best) and
than birch, which has the shortest life span. In model parametrization the maximum
age is supposed not to be soil type dependend.

The very strong reduction in numbers of birch on both soils, followed by a stable
period is not a quite satisfying pattern compared to the yield table, which might be
caused by the parameter that determines the onset of age related mortality (see Eqn.
[99)). The variation between plots concerning the numbers of individuals is more
pronounced for pine than for any other species.
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Height development

In Fig MD.Tree.2 present the average height over all plots in the area for a species.
Height development follows the growth and yield tables closely (Jansen et al, 1996) as
the calibration of the equation used in FORSPACE (Eqn.[(104)) is based on this
data.

The reduction in height after a certain simulation time suggests that trees can shrink
in the model. This is not the case. The reduction is because the average height is
determined over all plots. Thus also plots without trees, i.e. with zero height, are
taken into account resulting in the tendency as described.

Diameter at breast height

Fig MD.Tree.3 presents the development of the average diameter at breast height
(dbh). One general conclusion from these graphs is that the dbh on the podsol
increases faster compared to the arenosol. This results partly from a higher
productivity at the better soils, expressed in FORSPACE by a higher value of the
parameter Radiation Use Efficiency (RUE). Another explaining aspect is the number
of individuals present, which is higher on the arenosol. At a given production level,
the more individuals are present the less energy each individual will get, resulting in a
slower dbh increment.

Given the whole set of parameter values and process descriptions, one can conclude
that beech has the most rapid dbh-development on podsols, but oak can reach the
largest diameter as it lives longer. On arenosols, oak, beech and pine are comparable
concerning the dbh-development in time. But again, oak attains the largest dbh-
values because of its longer life span. Note that oak decline on podsols starts earlier
compared to arenols. The larger the trees are, the stronger they compete.

Concerning growth and mortality only, birch is a species with lower competitive
ability, because of the fact that age-related mortality starts earlier than the other
species.

Dbh-development in this simulation experiment, as given in Fig MD.Tree.3, could in
principle be compared with values from growth and yield tables, but differences in
simulated number of individuals compared to numbers in the tables make the figures
on dbh difficult to compare.

As explained in the previous section ‘Height development’, the suggested reduction
in dbh in the graphs is also caused by the method of calculating the average value
over all plots, also plots that do not contain trees anymore.

Annual growth of volume

In Fig MD.Tree.4 presents the simulated annual volume increments of the 4 tree
species. The radiation use efficiency (RUE) is calibrated on the yield class for the site,
thus this figure shows the accuracy of the calibration. Table MD.1 shows the yields
classes of the 4 species for the arenosol and podsol. It can be concluded that the
simulated yield closely matches the observed values.
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Table MD.1: Relation soil type and yield classes (maximum annual increment m3 yr-1) for the species concerned

arenosol podsol
Betula 5 6
Fagus 4 10
Pinus 6 8
Quercus 5 8
Volumes

Fig MD.Tree.5 shows the standing volume per species for the arenosol and podsol,
based on the number of trees present and their dbh. The richer podsol has a larger
standing volume, but also a larger variability. This is due to the fact that the reduction
in numbers is larger at the podsol than at the arenosol, so that the presence or
absence of fewer and bigger trees result in larger spatial heterogeneity. Consequently,
although there is relatively little variability between the plots in the number of trees
(Fig MD-tree-1), their height (MD-tree-2) and dbh (Fig MD-tree-3), the product of
these resulting in the volume, show a much larger spatial heterogeneity. This
variability increases with age because trees get bigger in time.

Basal area
Fig MD.Tree.6 presents the results for the basal area and show a similar pattern as
the standing volume.

Dead wood

Fig MD.Tree.7 show the FORSPACE output for dead wood. Dead wood is an
important feature for the evaluation of the natural quality of the forest. The absolute
values are tentative because of the homogeneous initial conditions and the absence
of regeneration. The figure shows that the at the podsol more deadwood is
produced, with a larger spatial variability. The age related mortality of the trees result
in a marked increase of the amount of dead wood in the forest, that decays over a
period of several decades.

Depth of litter

Fig MD.Tree.8 show the depth of the three litter layers that are considered in
FORSPACE. These layers are roughly comparable to the litter, fermentation and raw
humus horizont of the forest, but called litter layer 1,2, and 3, respectively in
FORSPACE. The figure shows a rapid build-up of the litter layers, and attain after a
build-up period a dynamic steady-state between input and decomposition.
FORSPACE predicts a larger depth of the litter layers for the richer podsol than the
arenosol due to the larger input of foliage, branches, stems and roots. The
parameters determining the decomposition rates are the same for both soils. A future
improvement of FORSPACE may contain differences in litter quality and thereby
different turnover rates between different soils
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Fig MD.Tree.1 Simulated trends in number of individuals in monocultures of Betula pendula, Fagus
sylvatica, Pinus sylvestris, Quercus robur in a plot of 400 m2 on a poor soil (arenosol) and a relatively
rich soil (podsol). The expressed values are the averages over 100 plots. Numbers are expressed per ha.

Fig MD.Tree.2 Simulated trends in height (m) of monocultures of Betula pendula, Fagus
sylvatica, Pinus sylvestris, Quercus robur in a plot of 400 m2 on a poor soil (arenosol) and a
relatively rich soil (podsol). The expressed valugs are the averages over 100 plots.
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Fig MD.Tree.4 Simulated trends in annual increment of volume (m-3 ha-1) of monocultures of
Betula pendula, Fagus sylvatica, Pinus sylvestris, Quercus robur in a plot of 400 m2 on a poor soil
(arenosol) and a relatively rich soil (podsol). The expressed valugs are the averages over 100 plots.

Fig MD.Tree.3 Simulated trends in diameter at breast height (dbh, cm) of monocultures of Betula
pendula, Fagus sylvatica, Pinus sylvestris, Quercus robur in a plot of 400 m2 on a poor soil (arenosol)
and a relatively rich soil (podsol). The expressed values are the averages over 100 plots.
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Fig MD.Tree.5 Simulated trends in standing volume of monocultures (m3 ha-1) of Betula pendula,
Fagus sylvatica, Pinus sylvestris, Quercus robur in a plot of 400 m2 on a poor soil (arenosol) and a
relatively rich soil (podsol). The expressed values are the averages over 100 plots.

Fig MD.Tree.6 Simulated trends in basal area (m2 ha-1) of monocultures of Betula pendula, Fagus
sylvatica, Pinus sylvestris, Quercus robur in a plot of 400 m2 on a poor soil (arenosol) and a relatively
rich soil (podsol). The expressed values are the averages over 100 plots.
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Fig MD.Tree.7 Simulated trends in the amount of dead wood of monocultures of Betula pendula, Fagus
sylvatica, Pinus sylvestris, Quercus robur in a plot of 400 m2 on a poor soil (arenosol) and a relatively
rich soil (podsol). The expressed values are the averages over 100 plots.

Fig MD.Tree.8 Simulated trends in development of the litter layers of monocultures of Betula pendula,
Fagus sylvatica, Pinus sylvestris, Quercus robur in a plat of 400 m2 on a poor soil (arenosol) and a
relatively rich soil (podsol). The expressed values are the averages over 100 plots.
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9.2.2 Mixed species

The aim of this section is to show the results of FORSPACE if tree species compete
with each other in standardized conditions. These conditions allows to analyse the
performance of the model with as few as possible factors that cause differences in
the results.

The standardized conditions are that a species covers initially 50, 33 or 25% of a plot,
and that all trees are 9m tall. The mixtures include 2, 3 and 4 species for all
combinations between birch, beech, pine and oak, with a total cover of 100%. The
simulation run starts with 100 identical 20x20m plots, with a simulation period of
300 years. Spatial heterogeneity occurs due to stochasticity in mortality and dispersal,
and thus establishment of new seedlings. The results of the simulation experiments
are presented as average values of number of trees per hectare, diameter at breast
height and basal area per species over all 100 plots, including those at which the
species is absent. In relevant cases the spatial heterogeneity is presented by the
interval X + 2.0, in which X is the variable considered and o the standard deviation
over all plots. The + 2.0 values are presented as thinner lines with the same color as
the X-lines. The entire experimental setup is performed both for a relatively poor
and dry sandy soil, represented by arenosol, and a somewhat richer and better
watered soil, represented by podsol. No other species are considered in these
simulation experiments.

Dynamics of Betula pendula /in competition with other tree species

Figures MD-tree 9 to 11 show that FORSPACE predicts that birch may only survive
in a situation where it competes with pine only. The relative competitive ability of
birch compared to the other species is higher at the arenosol than the podsol because
the differences in soil quality between arenosol and podsol are less for birch than for
the other species (see Table MD.1). Birch is outcompeted if either beech or oak are
present independent of the initial conditions, even though the first generation of
birch may last for several decades. The presence of birch collapses after
approximately 80 years due to age related mortality, but it is able to have 2™ and 3"
generations under pine due to the relatively low maximal LAI of 3 for pine. Under
either beech or pine no new establishment of birch seedlings is possible due to low
light conditions.
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Fig MD.Tree.9. Simulated trends in the number of individuals (# ha1, average over 100 plots) of birch
in mixture with beech, pine, and oak. The mixtures include all combinations of 2, 3 and 4 species. The
simulation experiment is performed both on a relatively pool sandy soil (arenosoil) and a relatively rich

sandy soil (podzol). (see Fig 20 for legend)
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Fig MD.Tree.10. Simulated trends in diameter at breast height (dbh, cm, average over 100 plots) of birch
in mixture with beech, pine, and oak. The mixtures include all combinations of 2, 3 and 4 species. The
simulation experiment is performed both on a relatively pool sandy soil (arenosoil) and a relatively rich

sandy soil (podzol). (see Fig 20 for legend)
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Fig MD.Tree.11. Simulated trends in basal area (m2 ha-, average over 100 plots) of birch in mixture
with beech, pine, and oak. The mixtures include all combinations of 2, 3 and 4 species. The simulation
experiment is performed both on a relatively pool sandy soil (arenosoil) and a relatively rich sandy soil
(podzol). (see Fig 20 for legend)
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Fig MD.Tree.12. Simulated trends in the number of individuals (# ha-, average over 100 plots) of beech
in mixture with birch, pine, and oak. The mixtures include all combinations of 2, 3 and 4 species. The
simulation experiment is performed both on a relatively pool sandy soil (arenosoil) and a relatively rich
sandy soil (podzol). (see Fig 20 for legend)
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Fig MD.Tree.13. Simulated trends in diameter at breast height (dbh, cm, average over 100 plots) of beech
in mixture with birch,pine, and oak. The mixtures include all combinations of 2, 3 and 4 species. The
simulation experiment is performed both on a relatively pool sandy soil (arenosoil) and a relatively rich
sandv soil (podzol). (see Fia 20 for legend)
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Fig MD.Tree.14. Simulated trends in basal area (m2 ha-, average over 100 plots) of beech in mixture
with birch, pine, and oak. The mixtures include all combinations of 2, 3 and 4 species. The simulation
experiment is performed both on a relatively pool sandy soil (arenosoil) and a relatively rich sandy soil
(nodzol). (see Fia 20 for leaend)
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. . . N . Fig MD.Tree.16. Simulated trends in diameter at breast height (dbh, cm, average over 100 plots) of pine
Fig MD.Tree.15. Simulated trends in the number of individuals (# ha, average over 100 plots) of pine i "nietre with birch, beech and oak. The mixtures includegall (combinations ofg 2, 3 and 4pspec)ies. |[')rhe

in mixture with birch, beech and oak. ‘The mixtures include all combinations of 2, 3 and 4 species. The gy ation experiment is performed both on a relatively pool sandy soil (arenosoil) and a relatively rich
simulation experiment is performed bath on a relatively pool sandy soil (arenosoil) and a relatively rich sandv soil (podzol). (see Fia 20 for legend)

sandy soil (podzol). (see Fig 20 for legend)
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Fig MD.Tree.17. Simulated trends in basal area (m? haZ, average over 100 plots) of pine in mixture
with birch, beech and oak. The mixtures include all combinations of 2, 3 and 4 species. The simulation
experiment is performed both on a relatively pool sandy soil (arenosoil) and a relatively rich sandy soil

(podzol). (see Fig 20 for legend)
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Fig MD.Tree.18. Simulated trends in the number of individuals (# ha1, average over 100 plots) of oak
mixture with birch, beech and pine. The mixtures include all combinations of 2, 3 and 4 species. The
simulation experiment is performed both on a relatively pool sandy soil (arenosoil) and a relatively rich
sandy soil (podzol). (see Fig 20 for legend)
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Fig MD.Tree.19. Simulated trends in diameter at breast height (dbh, cm, average over 100 plots) of oak Fig MD.Tree.20. Simulated trends in basal area (m2 ha-1, average over 100 plots) of oak in mixture
in mixture with birch, beech and pine. The mixtures include all combinations of 2, 3 and 4 species. The with birch, beech and pine. The mixtures include all combinations of 2, 3 and 4 species. The simulation
simulation experiment is performed both on a relatively pool sandy soil (arenosoil) and a relatively rich experiment is performed both on a relatively pool sandy soil (arenosoil) and a relatively rich sandy soil
sandy soil (podzol). (see Fig 20 for legend) (podzol)
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Dynamics of Fagus sylvatica /n competition with other tree species

Figures MD-tree12-14 show the same output for beech as presented for birch. Beech
is strong competitor to all species both at the arenosol and podsol. However, it is a
much stronger competitor on the arenosol than at the podsol (see Table MD.1).
Beech experiences most competition from oak, and there are little differences
between birch and pine in their impact on beech. Although beech performs much
better on the podsol, the relative impact of oak on beech compared to the other
species is highest at this soil. Tree mortality of beech is higher on the podsol, which
results in a much earlier 2™ generation of beech compared to the arenosol, and a
higher variability between plots in dbh and basal area on the podsol.

Dynamics of Pinus sylvestris in competition with other tree species

Figures MD.Treel5-17 show the results for pine. For this species FORSPACE
predicts that it will be present in the long run if beech and oak are absent, but that it
dominant species in the presence of birch. Pine is a relatively strong competitor at
the arenosol (see Table MD.1), but even at these poor sandy soils it is unable to have
a 2" generation in presence of either beech or oak. The differences between in soil
quality between arenosol and podsol are relatively small (Table XX), and thus the
differences in the number of trees, dbh and basal area between these soil. However,
similar as beech the 2™ generation of pine is predicted to occur earlier at the better
soil due to higher tree mortality.

Dynamics of Quercus robur in competition with other tree species

Figures MD-tree18-20 show the results for oak. Oak is little affected by the presence
of either birch or pine at both the arenosol and the podsol. However, beech is a
strong competitor for oak, and the prediction of FORSPACE is that this is even
more so at the poor arenosol than at the richer podsol. This is not what could be
expected under field conditions where oak appears to function better at dry sandy
soils and beech at better watered and richer soils. This result could be due to the fact
that under the standardized conditions both oak and beech are 9m tall. Beech may
have a better height- and lateral growth and thereby suppress oak from the start of
the simulation onwards. At the better soil oak may perform relatively better, although
beech wins also under these conditions. If this is the case then the competitive
outcome between beech and oak is much affected by their initial conditions and less
by differences in site conditions.

The reason that oak has a strong increase at the arenosol when competing with
beech only is due to the fact that the maximum age of oak is 450 years and that of
beech 250. The age-related mortality of beech starts 90 year before its maximum age,
thus enabling oak to increase in numbers, dbh and basal area.

Dynamics of dead wood and litter

Fig MD.Tree.21. show the dynamics of dead wood for the mixed species situation.
The results are consistent with the monospecies situation in that: more dead wood is
accumulated at the podsol than at the arenosol soil due to the higher productivity at
the podsol whereas the decomposition rates are the same for both soils; there is a
marked age effect which is caused by the fact that the starting age is for all
individuals is the same; and there appear to be stronger fluctuations in amount of
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dead wood at the podsol that at the arenosol also because of the higher productivity
level of the podsol.

Fig MD.Tree.22 and MD.Tree.23 show the dynamics in the depth of litter layer 2 and
3 as calculated by FORSPACE. Litter layer 1 is not presented as this litter shows
strong flucuations, blurring the differences between the lines presented. Both litter
layer 2 and 3 show that steady state conditions are quickly met, whereas litter layer 2
shows a stronger year-to-year variation than litter layer 3 because of the larger time
constants for decomposition of layer 3. The strong decline in the depth of both litter
layers is due to the fact that after the age-related mortality of many trees (most of this
material is decomposed in litter layer 1) there is a build-up of above-ground biomass
which reduces the litter input, whilst there is an ongoing decomposition of the
material available. After ca. 50 years the previous steady-state are met again. These
predicted dynamics of the model can be evalutated under field conditions.

9.3  Herbs

In the following paragraph the model dynamics for herbs are presented. This
includes: the development in time of the weight of the different plant components;
the change in cover per herb species and how this is affected by the presence of
other herb-species in the plot; and the effect of light availability on the herb layer.
The latter mimics the effects of the closure of an open patch in the forest on the
herb vegetation.

9.3.1 Weight of foliage, branches, stem and roots

Figure MD-herbs-1 shows the development over a 5-year period of the weight of
foliage, branches (if relevant), stalks or stems, and roots of Calluna, Deschampsia,
Grass, Pteridium and Vaccinium. The figures show that in FORSPACE the maximum
amount of foliage is approximately the same for all species, and that Grass and
Pteridium are deciduous species, whilst the other species are evergreen. Grass and
Deschampsia have a higher fraction of stalks, which are not edible for herbivores, and
less roots compared to Calluna, Vaccinium and Pteridium. The parameter values used in
FORSPACE to characterize Calluna and Vaccinium are largely the same for the
different plant features. These species differ mainly in their palatability for the
different herbivore species.

9.3.2 Cover

Two mechanisms play a role for the change in cover of a herb or grass species: lateral
expansion, i.e. lateral growth by plants that are present in the plot; and establishment
of new seedlings of the same species, if the circumstances are favourable for
germination.
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Figure MD-herbs-2 shows that under full light conditions, the rate of lateral increase
is highest for Pteridium and Grass, and lowest for Deschampsia. Lateral expansion
occurs until the plot is fully covered. During this phase the change in cover of a
species is not affected by the presence of another species. There will be competition
for light during this phase, however this does not affect the rate of lateral expansion,
because light is not limiting in this case. Competition for space with other species
occurs if the plot is fully covered with vegetation, and other species are present. This
competition for space is then for the plot area that is not occupied. This uncovered
part of the plot area is generated by 'micro-disturbances’. By this mechanism,
annually 5% of the vegetation in the herblayer is removed, mimicking the role of
mice, rabbits and other animals that open the vegetation. This free coming space is
invaded based on lateral expansion rate (and new establishment: see next paragraph).
For the excersise represented in Figure MD-herbs-2, the relative expansion rates
determine competitive outcome between species.

Figure MD-herbs-3 presents and example where both lateral expansion and new
establishment determine the change in cover of herbs and grasses. If circumstances
in the plot are favourable for germination for a given species, then also new
germination occurs of seeds that are present in the plot. This has a drastic effect on
the competitive outcome between two species if one of the competing species can
germinate and the other species cannot. E.g. the competition between Deschampsia
and other species is affected the development of the fermentation layer. If
fermentation layer is sufficiently developed then new establishment of Deschampsia
possible and thereby its rapid expansion. Such situations will occur when a forest
matures and the litter is partly decomposed into a fermentation layer.
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Fig MD.Tree.21. Simulated trends in dead wood (kg m-2, average over 100 plots) for all mixures of
birch, beech, pine and oak. The mixtures include all combinations of 2, 3 and 4 species. The simulation
experiment is performed both on a relatively pool sandy soil (arenosoil) and a relatively rich sandy soil
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Fig MD.Tree.22. Simulated trends in depth of litter layer 2(m, average over 100 plots) for all mixure of
birch, beech, pine and oak. The mixtures include all combinations of 2, 3 and 4 species. The simulation
experiment is performed both on a relatively pool sandy soil (arenosoil) and a relatively rich sandy soil



Depth of Litter-layer 3
Weights (kg DM m?)

arenosol podsol
1.0 - Calluna 1.0 5 Deschampsia
0.1
> °%] \/ \/
0.08
0.6 - 0.6
0.06
0.4 0.4 1
0.04
Y 4 0.2 1 <
0.02 0.2 /\I —_———
0 0.0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ , 0.0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
6 100 200 300 0 1 2 3 4 5 0 1 2 3 4 5
1.0 - Grass 10 4 Pteridium
0.1 01 0.8 0.8 -
0.08 - | |
. /\ 0.4 4 0.4 4
0.04 | FRgr<rro=s e .04 1 /
[ 0.2 : 0.2 1
0.02 / .02 {f /
0.0 4 0.0 4
1 2

0 100 200 300 0 100 200 300 0 3 4 5 0 1 2 3 4 5
1.0 - Vaccinium
0.1
01 08 1 = Wil
0.08 0.08 ’
0.06 0.06 0.6 ==Wbr
0.04 0.04 0.4 ===\\/st
0.02 0.02
027 \/. % w ¢ ~ ~ Wrt
0 0
0 100 200 300 0 100 200 300 0.0 T T T T 1
0 1 2 3 4 5
Year Year time (yr)

Fig MD.Tree.23. Simulated trends in depth of litter layer 2(m, average over 100 plots) for Figure MD-herbs-1. Development during a 5-year period of the weight of foliage, branches, stalks
all mixure of birch, beech, pine and oak. The mixtures include all combinations of 2, 3 and or stems and roots of Calluna, Deschampsia, Grass, Pteridium and Vaccinium.

4 species. The simulation experiment is performed both on a relatively pool sandy soil

(arenosoil) and a relatively rich sandy soil (podzol)

Alterra-rapport 216 121



Cover
Lateral expansion only

1.0 - Calluna —_mono 5. Deschampsia ——_mono
—+ Des —+Cal
0.8 4 —+Vac g - —+ Vac
+Gra +Gra
0617 +pPte 061 + Pte
04 7 0.4 1
0.2 0.2
> 0 éo 46 éo s;o 160 00 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ :
0 20 40 60 80 100
10 - Grass mono 10 - Pteridium mono
— 4 Des —+ Des
0.8 —+Cal 0.8 - —+Cal
— 4 Vac i —+Vac
0.6 - +pte 067 +Gra
0.4 r 0.4 -
0.2 0.2 4
0.0 T T T T 1 0.0 T T T T 1
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
1.0 4 Vaccinium ——mono
—+ Des
0.8 —+Cal
+ Gra
0.6 1 +Pte
0.4 ,,#"’r
0.2
0.0 T T T T |
0 20 40 60 80 100
time (yr)

Figure MD-herhs-2. Change in cover during a 100 year period of Calluna, Deschampsia, Grass,
Pteridium and Vaccinium, both in monoculture and in competition with one of the other herb species, if
lateral expansion only is taken into account.
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Figure MD-herhs-3. Change in cover during a 100 year period of Calluna, Deschampsia, Grass,
Pteridium and Vaccinium, both in monoculture and in competition with one of the other herb species, if
both lateral expansion and new establishment in the plot is taken into account.
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Figure MD-herbs-4. Effect of increasing LAI in the tree layer (LAI(TL)) on the annual net primairy Figure MD-herbs-5. Effect of increasing LAI in the tree layer (LAI(TL)) on height of Calluna,
production of Calluna, Deschampsia, Grass, Pteridium and \Vaccinium. Deschampsia, Grass, Pteridium and \Vaccinium.
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Figure MD-herbs-6. Effect of increasing LAI in the tree layer (LAI(TL)) on LAI of Calluna, Figure MD-herbs-7. Effect of increasing LAI in the tree layer (LAI(TL)) on cover of Calluna,
Deschampsia, Grass, Pteridium and Vaccinium. Deschampsia, Grass, Pteridium and Vaccinium.

124 Alterra-rapport 216



9.3.3 Effect of developing forest on herbs and grasses in understory

The main effect of a developing forest on the understory is that in time less and less
light is available on the forest floor. This effect is evaluated here in a sensitivity
analyses in which the LAI in the tree layer is increased from 0 (no tree layer) to 4
(closed forest).

A reduction in light availability in first reduces the net primary production of the
species in the understory. Figure MD-herbs-4 shows that with increasing LAI in the
tree layer, the productivity of the herbs declines exponentially.

This reduction in the production of plant dry matter affects the height growth, LAI
and change in cover of the herb species. In FORSPACE, priority is given to increase
in height, at the cost of not having an optimal foliage density and no lateral
expansion (Growth rate of foliage in Dynamics- section). Figures MD-herbs-5-7 show that
if the LAI in the tree layer exceeds 2 m*> m?, the lateral expansion is not possible
anymore (new establishment does not play a role in this excersise) and that the
maximal LAI and height of the species are not attained. Thus, with increasing forest
density, a lower and sparsely foliated understory develops that slowly decreases in
cover.

More specifically, if the LAI of tree layer equals 3 m*> m™then only Deschampsia can
attain its maximum amount of foliage in the long-term, and the other species show a
steady decline of LAI in time, both during the growing season and over the years. If
LAI of the tree layer equals 4 m?> m? then only Deschampsia appears to maintain as a
very sparse vegetation. At higher values of LAI in the tree layer, none of the herbs
survive.

9.4  Spatial aspects

Dispersion of seeds from mother trees to its surroundings are a very important
aspect of forest dynamics. The combination of locations that are suitable for
germination of seeds and the proximity of a seed source is crucial for the
understanding of forest dynamics of a given area. To show this feature of
FORSPACE, a representation of a realistic area is required. For this excersise, a 200-
ha large part of the Imbos of which the vegetation is known in detail, is used.

Figure MD-spatial-1 shows for this area for birch, beech, pine and oak the cover in
the tree layer, as only adult trees are considered to produce seeds. Seeds are dispersed
over the landscape depending on the number of seeds produced per individual tree,
the number of adult trees and the dispersion range of the species. It can be seen in
figure MD-spatial-1 that seeds are dispersed widely over the landscape but that the
number of plots in which these seeds can germinate is much less, due to
unfavourable conditions in the other plots in which the seeds are present. Another
important point to note is that in FORSPACE germination of a species will not
occur if seedlings of the same species are already present in the herblayer of the plot
(see Germination in Dynamics-section)
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Figure MD-spatial-1. Spatial aspects in FORSPACE: cover of trees in the tree layer, number of seeds and number of
germinations per plot for birch, beech, pine and oak. The legend is truncated at a low maximum level to show the
presence of very low numbers of seeds and seedlings. E.g. many thousands of birch seeds can be present in a plot, but
these all fall in the class > 100 seeds (indicated in red).
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10  Case study: the Imbos

To show the dynamics of FORSPACE for a realistic area, a number of scenarios are
evaluated for the same area as presented in the previous paragraph. These scenario's
include: forest development in the absence of grazing by large herbivores; forest
development in presence of all herbivores (bovine, horse, red deer, roedeer, wild
boar); forest development in presence of a single herbivore species; the impact of fire
on forest development, both with and without the presence of herbivores.

These scenario's are evaluated for the herbivores with respect to the number of adult
animals and the weight of the total population. For the plant species these scenarios
are evaluated with respect to the number of occupied plots and the average cover of
the occupied plots per species in the tree, shrub and herb layer, if relevant.

10.1  The Imbos

Figure CS-Imbos-1 shows the location of the case study as a section of the Imbos.
The Imbos is part of the Veluwe. A mostly forested area of ca. 100.000 ha in the
centre of The Netherlands. The Veluwe consists of a sandy soil with deep ground
water tables and has a long history of heavy (over-)grazing on extensive heathlands.
These heathlands are planted with Scots pine during the 19" century. The vegetation
of the Imbos consists mainly of Scots pine with oak; heathlands in which Scots pine
seedlings and saplings are established; and planted beeches along the lanes through
the forest that are spreading its seeds and seedlings into the Scots pine forest.

- r T

A
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10.2  Herbivores

The study area appeared to be too small for continuous presence of wild boar. Wild
boar feeds mainly on grass and acorns. The study area contains 2 ha of grassland
only, and masting of oak is too infrequent to provide wild boar population a
sustainably with food. Therefore wild boar will not be considered in the following
analyses.

Figure CS-herbivores-1 presents the number of adults and the total weight of all
adult herbivores present on the 200 ha section of the Imbos. This is done both when
1 species only is present in the area and when 4 species are present simultaneously.
The single-species runs of FORSPACE show that for all herbivore species there is a
steady decline in numbers over a period 100 years. This indicates for an area of this
size that single-species grazing cannot stop the development of forest into closed
forest with a sparse understory. The results show that with body size both the
numbers decline, as well as the fluctuations in numbers. Roedeer can attain very high
densities (on average 75 per 100 ha), but also strong fluctuations. Whereas bovine
and horse attain much lower densities and also much less fluctuation in number. The
total weight of all adults present in the area show that this is inversely related to body
weight: the total bovine population can attain a much higher total weight than the
roedeer population, whilst the horse and red deer populations take intermediate
values.

The mixed-species runs of FORSPACE show the consequences of interactions
between the different herbivore species when they compete for food. Compared to
the single-species runs the densities of all species is much reduced (note different
scaling of the Y-axis). On average the fraction of adult numbers in the mixed species
scenario compared to the same species in the single species scenario is 19, 28, 26 and
20% for bovine, red deer, horse and roedeer, respectively. Furthermore, the
fluctuations in the number of adults appears to be stronger also for the species with
large body sizes. When comparing the total weight over all adults animals present in
the area between the single-species and the mixed-species scenarios then the mixed
species values take a relatively low position: less animal biomass is produced than the
single-species bovine, horse and red deer populations, but more than the single
species roedeer population.

The impact of fire on the dynamics of the herbivores (results not shown) is that for
the given area size of 200 ha, bovine and horse in mixture with the other species
cannot maintain a sustainable population even at a low fire frequency (P=0.0001
probability per cel per year. This is because at low fire frequencies large areas are
burned so that insufficient food is available in the area. Also at higher fire
frequencies (P=0.001-0.01) the area appears to be too small for a sustainable
population of bovine and horse.
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Figure CS-herbivores-1. Number of adults and total weight of all adult herbivores present on a 200 ha section of
the Imbos, both as single species (1 species present in the area) and as mixed species (bovine, horse, red deer and

roedeer simultaneously present in the area)
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10.3 Trees

To show the forest dynamics over the landscape both the number of plots that are
occupied by a tree species were tracked and the average cover of all plots in which
the tree species occurs. This will be shortly discussed for each of the layers in which
trees may occur. The scenario's that are evaluated include the absence and presence
of herbivores, either in mixture or as single species, and the absence or presence of
fire with two different frequencies of occurrence.

Figure CS-tree-1 shows that rate of spread of beech and oak over the landscape is
strongly reduced by the presence of herbivores. Apparently, many seedlings and
saplings are eaten before they can reach the tree layer. The presence of herbivores
does not affect the propagation of birch and pine over the landscape very much. For
these species there is in general a steady decline in occupied plots due to competition
with either beech or oak occurring in the same plot. Furthermore, there are only
small differences between herbivore species in their effect on the propagation of a
tree species. The same is true for differences between herbivore species in their
effect on the average cover of occupied plots (Figure CS-tree-1). The absence or
presence of herbivores does affect the average cover of plots occupied by beech and
oak. Grazing increases the average cover of these tree species because due to a lower
propagation over the landscape, much less plots contain new young beech and oak
trees with a low coverage.

Figure CS-tree-2 shows that grazing has a strong impact on the propagation of tree
species in the shrublayer. Grazing reduces the number of plots that are occupied by
beech and oak, increases for birch and pine. There appears to be no significant effect
of grazing on cover of occupied plots in the shrub layer, and also little differentiation
between herbivore species.

Figure CS-tree-3 shows that the presence of herbivores has little or no impact on
propagation of beech and oak, however grazing strongly increase the opportunities
of germination and establishment of pine. Again there is little differentiation between
herbivore species in their effect on the propagation of tree species over the
landscape.

Figure CS-tree-4 shows the interacting effects of the presence of herbivores and the
occurrence of fire on the number of occupied plots by a tree species in the treelayer.
The effect of fire in the absence of grazing is a strong increase of the rate at which a
tree species spreads over the landscape compared to the no-grazing/no-fire (Fig. CS-
tree-1). The lower fire frequency used (P=0.001) has a stronger effect than the higher
fire frequency (P=0.01) because in the former case larger areas are burnt. In the
scenarios where there is both grazing and fire there is a strong effect on the forest
development. This is especially the case for beech and oak, whereas this situation
appears to be relatively benificial for pine compared to the other species.

Figure CS-tree-5 shows the same scenarios for trees in the shrublayer. Comparing the
no grazing/no fire scenario (CS-tree-2) with the no grazing/fire scenario (CS-tree-5)
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then birch and to a lesser degree pine take advantage of the occurrence of fire. For
beech and oak there is a strong interaction between grazing and the occurrence of
fire, such that the number of plots with trees in the shrub layer is much reduced in
the presence of herbivores.

Figure CS-tree-6 presents the interactions between grazing and fire of trees in the
herblayer. For both beech and oak there appears to be little interaction, whereas for
birch and to a lesser extent for pine the combination of grazing and fire is beneficial
for the propagation of these species over the landscape rather than fire only.
Comparing the no grazing/no fire scenario (CS-tree-3) with the no grazing/fire
scenario (CS-tree-6), there appears to be little difference in the rate of spread of both
birch and pine in the herb layer.

Summarising: the spread of both beech and oak over the landscpae appears to be
reduced by grazing, and this effect is stronger if an occasional forest fire occurs.
These effects are due to the effect of herbivores on the shrub layer, rather on the
trees of these species in the herb layer.

Also birch and pine take advantage of the occurrence of fire, but are much less
affected by grazing, or grazing is beneficial for there spread because of its negative
impact on beech and oak.
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Figure CS-tree-1. Number of occupied plots and average cover of occupied plots on a 200 ha section of the  Figure CS-tree-2. Number of occupied plots and average cover of occupied plots on a 200 ha section of the
Imbos per tree species in the tree layer under 6 grazing scenarios: no grazing; grazing by a single herbivore ~ Imbos per tree species in the shrub layer under 6 grazing scenarios: no grazing; grazing by a single
species and grazing by all herbivore species (see CS-tree-3 for legend) herbivore species and grazing by all herbivore species (see CS-tree-3 for legend)
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Figure CS-tree-3. Number of occupied plots on a 200 ha section of the Imbos per tree species in the herb
layer under 6 grazing scenarios: no grazing; grazing by a single herbivore species and grazing by all
herbivore species
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136 Alterra-rapport 216



10.4 Herbs

Figure CS-herb-1 shows that the presence of herbivores increases the propagation of
Calluna, but reduces this for Deschampsia, Grass and Vaccinium. The long-term
differences between the impacts of different herbivores is negligible except for
Deschampsia. In that case roedeer has the least impact, whereas horse and bovine
appear to reduce its propagation the most. The strong propagation potential of Grass
and Deschampsia is consistently set back by grazing. Furthermore, the presence of
herbivores has a strong advantageous effect on the average cover of Grass in the
plots it already occupies. Grazing slightly reduces the cover of Deschampsia, but has
no effect on either Calluna nor Vaccinium. For the latter two species the development
of the forest has has stronger impact on their cover than grazing has.

Figure CS-herb-2 shows the interacting effects of the presence of herbivores and the
occurrence of fire on the number of occupied plots by a herbs and grasses. For
Deschampsia, Grass and Vaccinium the rate of spread over the landscape is the fastest
for the scenario with a low fire frequency and without herbivores. For Calluna the
presence of herbivores in combination with fire is beneficial for its propagation,
especially the higher fire frequency. Comparing the no-fire-scenarios (Figure CS-
herb-1) with the fire-scenarios (Figure CS-herb-2), the results shows that fire is
detrimental for the propagation of Calluna, Deschampsia and Vaccinium, but beneficial
for Grass. Although Calluna's competitive ability increases in the grazing-no-fire-
scenarios relative to the other herb species, the scenario with grazing only (CS-herb-
1) is the most benificial for Calluna. The presence of herbivores strongly reduces the
potential propagation of Grass and Deschampsia by consistently removing seedlings
from newly invaded plots.
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Figure CS-herb-1. Number of occupied plots and average cover of occupied plots on a 200 ha section of
the Imbos per herb species under 6 grazing scenarios: no grazing; grazing by a single herbivore species
and grazing by all herbivore species
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Figure CS-herb-2. Number of occupied plots and average cover of occupied plots on a 200 ha section of the
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11 Spatial analysis

Rienk-Jan Bijlsma
11.1  Introduction
11.1.1 Scope

Spatially explicit simulation models become increasingly important at the regional
and national scale. They provide insight into the consequences of processes,
decisions and scenarios that affect landscapes to an extent that depends on features
of the landscapes themselves.

At present, procedures for structuring and processing raster-based model output in
an ecological context are far from standardized. This is because both spatial
resolution and extent influence the analysis of spatial pattern. Although geographical
information systems and other image-processing software provide many metrics that
describe e.g. heterogeneity, diversity, granularity, connectivity and fragmentation, the
interpretation of these measures on the basis of landscape features and from the
perspective of one or more species is still in its infancy (see Spies & Turner, 1999)
for a thought provoking review including references to the literature on landscape
metrics).

This chapter offers a procedure for the analysis and ecological interpretation of time
series of state variables resulting from models that describe the spatial dynamics of
forest landscapes on the basis of the dynamics of establishment, growth and dispersal
of structurally important tree, shrub and vascular plant species. Output from the
ForSpace-model for several scenarios is used to illustrate the procedure.

11.1.2 Basic principles

The following constraints underly the spatio-temporal analysis of model output:

1 Spatial resolution reflects the scale necessary for individual-based modelling
of ecological processes at the landscape level. Therefore, landscapes of
several (tens of) kilometers are represented by plots that are typically 20-100
m wide.

2 Temporal resolution reflects the time constant of successional forest
dynamics. Typical time intervals measure 5-10 year. This resolution is much
coarser than the time step used in the simulation model which is about a day,
week or month.

3 The analysis must use commonly available software and be standardized to a
large extent but at the same time be transparant and easily adaptable and
extendable. This is accomplished by using Microsoft Access as database and
Microsoft Visual Basic as programming language and user interface. Grids
from ArcView Spatial Analyst can easily be exchanged as well.
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11.1.3 User interface: SpatialAccess

SpatialAccess allows for loading of model output, hierarchical classification,
calculation of turnover rates and transition probabilities of cover types etc. The
exchange of grids with PCRaster and ArcView Spatial Analyst is part of the interface
as well.

SpatialAccess is written in Visual Basic 6 and uses DAO (Microsoft Data Access
Objects) to manipulate (select, update, insert, delete) data in tables and queries
present in a specified Access-database.

11.1.4 Standardized procedures: an overview

The processing of model output proceeds by a number of procedures that will be
described in separate sections. This paragraph provides an overall view of the
analysis. The steps involved are (and see Fig SA-1):

1 An Access-database is created with standard tables and queries. This database
will be used to load and process all scenarios for a common region. See
section Description of the database.

2 SpatialAccess is used to enter general information and to load all model
output (PCRaster grids) for each scenario separately. See section Description
of standardized procedures § Loading model output.

3 SpatialAccess calculates values for total cover of tree, shrub and herb layer
per plot and assesses overall percentage cover per species per layer for each
time step. See section Description of standardized procedures § Summary

statistics.

4 SpatialAccess classifies each plot within a system of predefined cover types.
See section Description of standardized procedures § Classification.

5 For each time step SpatialAccess creates co-occurrence matrices for cover

types. These matrices contain the probabilities that a plot with cover type i
has a neighbour plot with cover type j. See section Description of
standardized procedures § Co-occurrence probabilities.

6 For each time interval SpatialAccess calculates a transition matrix for cover
types. These matrices contain probabilities that a plot with cover type i at
time step t has changed to cover type j at time step t+1. See section
Description of standardized procedures § Transition probabilities.

7 For the whole simulation run Spatial Access calculates turnover rates for each
cover type. Output are frequency distributions of age. See section
Description of standardized procedures § Turnover rates.

8 Each (derived) spatial variable can be written in the form of a PCRaster-map
or ArcView-grid using the Output-tab of Spatial Access.
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Figure SA-1. Standardized procedures for the loading and processing of grid-based model output using the
Spatial Access user interface.

11.1.5 User-defined procedures

The full functionality of Microsoft Access and Excel including VBA-modules can be
used to analyse the database for both spatial, temporal and spatio-temporal features.
This is especially important in a research environment. The performance of
(derivatives of) state variables of single plots as well as their neighbours can easily be
assessed thereby extending the opportunities for model debugging.

11.1.6 Case study and scenarios

An area of 1 x 2 km in De Imbos is used to illustrate the procedures. De Imbos is
situated in the southern fringe of the Veluwe, a complex of push moraines and drift
sand in the centre of the Netherlands. It is a former heathland area with some oak
coppice, afforested with pine largely in the second half of the 19th century. De
Imbos was used in previous simulation studies using grids with 1 ha plots. For the
purpose of the present study, an 1 x 2 km subset was selected in order to evaluate
model performance including gap dynamics: all plots have been divided into 20 x 20
m plots thereby retaining the initial values for all state variables.

Four model scenarios have been loaded, abbreviated by AA (all animals: cattle, red
deer, roe deer and wild boar present as herbivores), NA (no animals), AF (all animals
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and a fire regime), NF (no animals with a fire regime). These scenarios have been
evaluated over a period of 100 year in 5-year intervals.

11.2

Description of the database

The Access-database is central to all analyses. The initial database consists of a
number of tables and queries with well defined structures and relationships. For the
present case study it is named imbos.mdb. In the course of the analysis more and
more (user-defined) tables and queries will be added to the database. Table SA-1
describes the function of each (initial) table and query whereas Fig. SA-2 illustrates
the relationships between tables after four scenarios have been loaded.

Table SA-1. Description of the tables and queries available for standardized procedures.

table/query function

thiGeneral static information; fields:unique plot number (idplot: primary key) and corresponding
row (rw) and column number (cn) in the grid; former landuse (first cadastral map
1832); soil type (specified in thiSoil); type of grazing (specified in thiGrazing); missing
value Yes/No

thISoil soil types with descriptions

thiGrazing types of grazing and descriptions

thiDataTemplate

template for loading model output per scenario resulting in thiDataX, thiDataY etc.
for scenario X, Y etc.; fields: month, idplot, cover type (CLS specified in tbICLS),
percentage cover of herb layer (CH), shrub layer (CS), shrub layer made up of tree
species (CSt), tree layer (CT), percentage cover of all species studied per layer (e.g.
CHCal, CSSor, CHFag, CTFag for Calluna in herb layer, Sorbus in shrub layer and
Fagus in herb en tree layer) and height of all species per layer

thiTotalPCT overall percentage cover per cover type per scenario; fields: scenario (two-character
string), month, cover type (specified in thICLS) and percentage cover

thICLS cover types with descriptions

thICLSCoOccurrence | co-occurrence probabilities for cover types per scenario per month; fields: scenario,
month, iCLS (cover type), jCLS (neighbouring cover type), probability

tbICLSTransition number of transitions between cover types per scenario for the interval (month,
month+time interval); fields: scenario, month, CLS1, CLS2, number of transitions

thbICLSTurnover ages per cover type found by screening all grid plots per scenario through time; fields:
scenario, CLS, age

gryCLSCrossTab query (and auxiliary query) used to derive for each scenario the percentage cover per

gryToCLSCrossTab cover type per month

gryCLSTransition query (and auxiliary query) used to derive for each scenario transition probabilities for

gryToCLSTransition each combination of cover types per month

gryCLSTurnover query (and auxiliary queries) used to derive for each scenario the frequency

gryToCLSTurnoverl distribution of ages per cover type

gryToCLSTurnover2
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Figure SA-2. Relationships between the tables in the Imbos-database after loading four scenarios (AA,
- NA, AF and NF).

11.3.1 Loading model output

Before the model output is loaded, SpatialAccess requires the following information
(asked for by the tab General and by separate windows): database name (select
database window), name of the directory that contains the output files (select
directory window), start month, end month and month interval, scenario (two-
character string), clone maps for scalar and nominal input (PCRaster terminology)
and (PCRaster) soil map if tblGeneral has to be filled first.

Model output generated by the PCRaster-model ForSpace consists of files (maps) for
fraction cover or height (in decimal m) per species in a particular layer. This
information is contained in the filename. E.g. the map CBetHI01.151 represents the
cover values for Betula in the herb layer for month 1151. So at present, the tab
Input is PCRaster-specific and used to indicate which tree (T), shrub (S) and herb
(H) species must be loaded, for which variables, cover (C) and/or height (H), and
how file names are structured with respect to variable, layer and species.

Each scenario is loaded in a separate table derived from tblDataTemplate. E.g.
scenario AA (all animals i.e. herbivores) is stored into tbiDataAA.

All (scalar) cover fractions and heights are multiplied by 100 thus representing
(integer) percentages and centimeters, respectively, and stored as datatype Byte.

Alterra-rapport 216 143



w. Spatialiccess M= B |

General I [rput Clazsification | Output I

aszess total cover per cell per laver for each time step [fields CH, CS and CT in thiD ata)
azzezs overall percentage cover per species per layer for each time step [tbiT otalPCT]
perform general claszification for each time step [field CLS in tbiData]

calculate CLS co-occurrence matrix for each time step [tbICLS Colcourrence]

calculate CLS tranzsition matnx for each time interval [TBICLS Tranzition]

a0 0K A

calculate CLS turn-over distribution for each class [FEICLS TurnOwer)

0K |

Figure SA-3. Check boxes on the tab Classification of SpatialAccess can be used to select standard
procedures in the analysis of model output per scenario.

The tab Classification of SpatialAccess provide check boxes for the calculation of
total cover values per layer per scenario and of overall percentage cover per layer and
per species per layer for each time step. The latter values become available through
table tblOverallPCT (Fig. SA-3). These data can be used to evaluate the behaviour of
herb, shrub and tree layer or particular species for the whole study area and to
compare different scenarios on the basis of these overall statistics in tabular format
or as figures.

Figures SA-4 and SA-5 are examples. From these figures it becomes e.g. apparent that
the scenarios AA (all animals) and NA (no animals) differ in affecting total herb layer
(CH) as well as the dynamics of oak and beech in the tree layer.
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Figure SA-4. Dynamics of total cover of herb (CH), shrub (CS) and tree layer (CT) for the scenarios AA (all
animals: cattle, red deer, roe deer and wild boar present as herbivores), NA (no animals), AF (all animals and a
fire regime) and NIF (no animals with a fire regime).

——CTBet
50 AA
N —CTFag
40 CTPin
o 30 —CTQue
(=]
©
€20
[
[S)
@ 10
(=N
0 - T T T T 1
0 20 40 60 80 100

year

50 NA ——CTBet
% 20 —CTFgg
8 CTPin
%30 —CTQue
520
o
810

0 : : : ; ‘
0 20 0 60 80 100
year

Figure SA-5. Dynamics of total cover of birch (CTBet), beech (CTFag), pine (CTPin) and oak (CTQue) in the
tree layer for the scenarios AA and NA (see Fig. SA-4 for scenario descriptions).

11.3.3 Classification

Some sort of classification per plot is needed to combine the large number of state
variables into an ecological meaningful figure, such as cover type. Since, in the
present case, these variables are generated by process-based models, their
interpretation is straightforward: percentage cover per plot per species per layer
(height values have not been loaded). For the Veluwe-area, i.e. for well-drained sandy
soils, a hierarchical classification scheme has been developed based on total cover per
layer and the dominance of woody species in tree and shrub layer (Table SA-2)
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Table SA-2. Classification scheme of cover types applied per plot. This scheme is valid for the Veluwe-area in the
Netherlands only. Abbreviations: HL, SH and TL: herb, shrub and tree layer; CH, CS, CSt and CT:
percentage cover of herb, shrub (total), shrub (made up of tree species) and tree layer; CLS: number of cover type
(specified in tbICLS); Bet: Betula, birch; Fag: Fagus, beech; Pin: Pinus, ping; Que: Quercus, oak.

cover type  subtype CLS |[cover% TL }cover% SL | %coverin TL ! %cover in SL additional
=CT =CS,CSt : constraints
bare soil 1 0 10 CH<10
' soil =zd/Zn
arable land 2 <20 CS<20 NOT 1
Clt>(SumHerbs)
heathland 3 <20 CS<60 NOT (1,2)
scrub 4 <20 CS=60
open forest | birch 5 >20<60 Bet>(Pin,Que,Fag)
pine 6 >20<60 Pin>Bet
Pin>(Que,Fag)
oak 7 >20<60 Que>(Bet,Pin)
Que>Fag
beech 8 >20<60 Fag=>(Bet,Pin,Que)
forest birch 9 >60 Bet>(Pin,Que,Fag)
pine/pine 10 =60 CSt=20 Pin=Bet Pin>(Bet,Que,Fag)
: Pin>(Que,Fag) '
pine/birch 1 >60 CSt=20 Pin=Bet Bet>(Que,Fag)
! Pin>(Que,Fag) Bet=Pin
pine/oak 12 =60 CSt=20 Pin=Bet Que>Fag
: Pin>(Que,Fag) ! Que=(Bet,Pin)
pine/beech |13 =60 CSt=20 Pin=Bet
: Pin>(Que,Fag) Fag>(Bet,Pin,Que)
pine/hollow | 14 >60 Pin>Bet : NOT (10-13)
: Pin>(Que,Fag)
oak/oak 15 =60 CSt=20 Que=(Bet,Pin) Que>Fag
Que>Fag Quex(Bet,Pin)
oak/beech |16 | =60 TCS20 | Que>(BetPin) :
: Que>Fag Fag=(Bet,Pin,Que)
oak/holllow | 17 =60 Que>(Bet,Pin) : NOT (15,16)
Que>Fag
beech/beech | 18 >60 CSt=20 Fag=>(Bet,Pin,Que) Fag=>(Bet,Pin,Que)
beech/hollow | 19 >60 : Fag=>(Bet,Pin,Que) : NOT 18

This scheme largely reflects the successional stages corresponding to the potential
natural vegetation of the Quercion-alliance as used by vegetation ecologists in
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northwestern Europe. However, the scheme differs from this approach by explicitly
including the vertical structure of the forest. This is because type and intensity of
forest grazing determine both extent and species composition of the shrub layer and
therefore future extent and species compotion of the tree layer.

First, six general cover types are distinguished: arable land, bare soil (poor drift sand),
heathland, scrub, open forest and forest. The latter distinction is based on the
percentage cover of the tree layer: forest has a tree layer with at least 60% cover
whereas the cover of the tree layer of open forest is between 20 and 60%. Second,
both open forest and forest are subdivided into cover types. Open forest on the basis
of the dominant tree species only, resulting in “open forest/birch”, “open
forest/pine” etc. Forest is subdivided on the basis of characteristics (total cover and
dominant species) of both shrub and tree layer. Not all combinations of dominant
tree and shrub layer species have been included because, for the present resolution,
many combinations are simply absent from the series of successional forest
development, e.g. the rejuvenation of pine or birch under a canopy of beech. All
forest types except birch forest have a subtype “hollow” that includes cases where
the shrub layer (made up of tree species: CSt) covers less than 20% as well as shrub
layers not dominated by tree species used to characterize subtypes. So in the (very
unlikely) case of a beech forest with a planted shrub layer of oak with 80% cover, the
cover type will be “forest/beech/hollow”.

Birch forest is an important separate type because presence of this rapidly dispersing
pioneer species signals (past) disturbances ranging from single uprootings and larger
canopy gaps to heathland abandoned by cattle or forest fires. The amount of birch
forest as well as its pattern provide information on the presence and intensity of
(past) disturbance regimes.

The tab Classification of Spatial Access provides a check box (Fig. SA-3) to classify
all plots present in the table tbiDataX for scenario X by updating the field CLS. The
description of the numbers assigned to cover types is specified in tbICLS.

11.3.4 Co-occurrence probabilities

A powerful way to analyse spatial relationships between cover types (or any other
assigned nominal value) is by means of co-occurrence matrices calculated for
adjacent plots over the whole grid. Almost all ‘texture measures’ used by image-
processing software to quantify heterogeneity, diversity etc. are based on these
matrices. An entry (i,j) of a co-occurrence matrix is filled by counting all occurrences
for which a plot of type i has a neighbour of type j. In SpatialAccess this is
implemented by looking only at neighbours to the right and below a plot and by
lumping occurrences for pairs i,j with j,i. An example is given in Figure SA-6.
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pattern

1 1 3 3

1 1 2 3

1 1 1 3

neighbour occurrences probabilities

pairs

11 8 0.47

12 2 0.12

13 2 0.12

2,3 2 0.12

3,3 3 0.17
17 1.00

Figure SA-6. Example calculation of a co-occurrence matrix for a grid with three ‘cover types’.

For this particular implementation the total number of neighbours equals the
number of interior edges of the grid. The total interior edge length for a grid with R
rows, C columns and plot size Z is [(R-1)C+(C-1)R]Z. The co-occurrence
probabilities therefore specify the likelihood that a randomly picked edge belongs to
neighbour pair (i,j). The higher the probabilities on the main diagonal of the matrix,
the more coarse is the underlying pattern.
Since edges between cover types as defined in Table SA-2 have a definite physical
and ecological meaning, the evolution of edge length through time provides valuable
information as how edge habitat is affected by different scenarios. The tab
Classification of SpatialAccess provides a check box (Fig. SA-3) to calculate co-
occurrence probabilities for all neighbour pairs in the classified grid per scenario for
each month. These probabilities (multiplied by 100) are stored in table
tbICLSCoOccurrence. Figure SA-7 gives some examples resulting from queries on
these table. The query used to make the figure for the dynamics of the percentage
edge between covere types ‘scrub’ and ‘open forest’ is reads:

SELECT scenario,month,sum(pCoQOc) as ScrubToOpenForest

FROM tbhICLSCoOccurrence where iCLS between 5 and 8 and jCLS=4

group by scenario,month
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Figure SA-7. Percentage interior edge between combinations of cover types for four scenarios (see Fig. SA-4 for
scenario descriptions). Note the impact of fire regimes on the fragmentation of cover type *forest/pine/pine’ and the
differential influence of grazing on edges of types ‘scrub/open forest” and ‘open forest/forest’.
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Figure SA-8. Percentage transition through time for the succession from scrub via (open) pine forest to oak forest.
The numbers in the legend refer to cover types: ‘scrub’ 4, ‘open forest/pine’ 6, ‘forest/pine/pine’ 10,
‘forest/pine/hollow’ 14, ‘forest/pine/oak’ 12, ‘forest/oak/oak’ 15 and ‘forest/oak/hollow’ 17. Note that for
the scenario with grazing (AA) about 70% of the forest initialized as ‘forest/pine/oak’ is transferred to
‘forest/oak’ between year 10-15. Grazing has a large influence on succession as shown e.g. by the frequent
transitions from pure pine forest to pine forest with an understory of oak (10 to 12 & 14) in the absence of
grazing (scenario NA).

11.3.5 Transition probabilities

The number of transitions from a specified cover type to another are available for all
time intervals per scenario in tbICLSTransition. This table is filled by checking the
appropriate box on the tab Classification (Fig. SA-3). Transitions probabilities
(actually percentage transitions) are derived by the query qryCLSTransition. This
query can be used to follow particular combinations of cover types through time.
Figure SA-8 is an example where the succession from scrub via pine forest to oak
forest is followed for the scenarios AA and NA. The query used to select the data ‘12
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to 15 & 17’ (i.e. the transition from ‘forest/pine/oak’ to ‘forest/oak/oak’ or
‘forest/oak/hollow’) reads

SELECT scenario,month,sum(pTransition) as PineOakToOak

FROM qryCLSTransition where CLS1=12 and CLS2 in (15,17)

group by scenario,month

11.3.6 Turnover rates

The stability, turnover or residence time of cover types is important from an
ecological point of view. Species that depend on (a combination of cover types) for
establishment or the build-up of populations will strongly respond as soon as the
turnover of (one of) these types changes. The tab Classification (Fig. SA-3) can be
used to calculate (per scenario) frequency distributions of age for each cover type.
The table tbICLSTurnover is used to store all ages encountered for each cover type
per plot. The qryCLSTurnover gives the frequency distributions based on this table.
It is very instructive to compare these distributions within and across scenarios.
Figure SA-9 gives some frequency distributions for the scenarios AA and NA.

The query qryCLSTurnover can also be used to calculate the mean age for each
cover type. Of course these mean values are constrained by the length of the period
of simulation. These values are given in Table SA-3.

Table SA-3. Mean ages (residence times) for cover types for the scenarios AA (with grazing) and NA (without
grazing). Note the significant influence grazing has on some types (‘arable land’, ‘forest/pine/oak’, ‘heathland’,
‘scrub’) but hardly any on others (e.g. most ‘open/forest’-types).

cover type AA NA  fcover type AA NA
arable land 59 32 forest/pine/hollow 15 16
forest/beech/beech 44 38 forest/pine/oak 14 22
forest/beech/hollow 44 34 forest/pine/pine 50 46
forest/birch 27 24 heathland 24 12
forest/oak/beech 11 13 open forest/beech 16 13
forest/oak/hollow 39 25 open forest/birch 10 10
forest/oak/oak 47 33 open forest/oak 16 15
forest/pine/beech 9 12 open forest/ping 20 14
forest/pine/birch 19 14 scrub 18 10
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Figure SA-9. Frequency distributions of age for selected cover types compared across the scenarios AA (with
grazing) and NA (without grazing).

11.4  Ecological questions translated into user-defined queries

In the previous section several standard procedures have been introduced that quite

probably will prove to be useful in many spatio-temporal analyses of raster-based
model output, especially so when applied to a set of model scenarios such as grazing
and fire regimes. All tables and queries can be used to build more complex queries
that will solve specific ecological questions such as:

what is the turnover of the cover type of isolated plots, e.g. gaps in a forest,

patches of birch?

where are the most (in)stable plots located per cover type?
what is the turnover of edge habitat?
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* how many suitable habitat (expressed as a combination of cover types and/or
edge habitat) is available through time within a certain radius of plots with
specific characteristics, e.g. edge-habitat plot pairs?

From the perspective of species, spatio-temporal dynamics will affect opportunities
for establishment, growth, survival and dispersal. A major challenge to both field
ecologists and theoretical biologist is therefore to express ecological requirements of
species and constraints on establishment, growth etc. into constraints on spatio-
temporal features of (suitable) habitat at the landscape level. The procedures
introduced in this chapter will be extended to meet this challenge.
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12 Metapopulation dynamics

Hans Baveco

The spatial forest-succession model FORSPACE, developed within the project
Landscapeforming processes predicts changing forest mosaics, as a result of both
autonomous forest succession and disturbances due to fire, storm or herbivory.

A changing forest mosaic provides the background for many forest species. Some of
these species will operate at such a spatial scale that we may assume their populations
to function as a metapopulation. Suitable habitat patches may be inhabited by local
populations, but frequently go extinct. Empty suitable patches may be colonized and
become inhabited again. The balance between local extinctions and colonizations
determines the incidence of such a metapopulation and its characteristics like
metapopulation extinction risk.

To provide insight in the relation between metapopulation dynamics and the
changing forest mosaic as produced by FORSPACE, we apply a simple spatially-
explicit metapopulation model. It represents a species that will function as a
metapopulation on the spatial scale of the current FORSPACE application. Only a
subset of species inhabiting the forest will function as a metapopulation within the
area, due to each species’ typical spatial scale. Red wood ants (in fact several species)
seem to meet this criterium, hence the name of the model (AntScape). However, no
attempt is made (yet) to give a detailed and faithful representation of red wood ant
life-history and population dynamics.

The functioning of metapopulations in static landscapes is quite well understood,
especially from modelling studies. In contrast, little is known about metapopulations
in dynamic landscapes, and even modelling studies are rare. In this report we first
discuss the few insights currently available, in order to provide some sort of
theoretical background. Next we analyse how a metapopulation might react to a
changing landscape in terms of shifting habitat mosaics, defined by FORSPACE
output maps under different scenarios.

12.1 Background

Few studies exist in which the relationship between landscape temporal and spatial
structure, and population dynamics is investigated by means of spatially explicit
models. Fahrig (1992) used a lattice-based patch-dynamics model, where habitat
dynamics had a temporal scale as well as a spatial scale. The spatial scale related to
the size of patches (groups of plots) that were “born” randomly; the temporal scale
related to the patch “lifespan”. She found that population size increased with
increasing temporal scale and decreased with increasing spatial scale. However, the
temporal scale appeared far more important.

Moloney and Levin (1996) investigated the effect of different disturbance regimes in
a complex serpentine grassland simulation model (Wu and Levin, 1994). Their
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conclusion is that the impact of disturbance depends upon a complex interaction
between the life history characteristics of the species and the spatial and temporal
structure of the disturbance regime. Therefore, predicting the impact will require an
explicit understanding of at least some aspects of the spatial and temporal
architecture of the disturbance regime.

Keymer et al. (2000) present a simple metapopulation model, and analyse the
behavior of both the mean-field version (identical to the Levins 1969 model, but with
landscape dynamics added) and the spatially explicit lattice-based version, an
interacting particle system (ISP), see Durrett & Levin (1994).

In their analysis they clearly show in what respect the behavior of the dynamic
landscape metapopulation differs from the behavior of the classical metapopulation
in a static landscape. Relevant observations are given below, as well as a short
presentation of the model.

12.1.1 A basic spatially implicit model

Landscape dynamics are incorporated by assuming for each habitat site a probability
of turning into non-habitat of ¢, and for each non-habitat site a probability of turning
into habitat of A. Landscape dynamics (this is just a simple two-compartment model)
will result in an equilibrium landscape with the fraction of habitat sites given by g,

being S = /\LJre’ and the expected habitat life span of T = 1

(¢

In addition, there is the usual colonization rate, (3, and an intrinsic extinction rate &.
The combined metapopulation and landscape model is captured in the following
mean-field equations:

drP,

d—t(’=e(p1+ P,) = Ap,
dP,
d_tl = /]po - ,Bplpz + 432 —€p, (197)

dP.
d_tzz/&)lpz _(5+e)p2

As in the classical Levins model, there is a stable equilibrium with
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154 Alterra-rapport 216



_ b

_ 1
C

-

Taking the conditional incidence (dividing by the fraction of habitat sites), p

and defining the effective colonization rate as E = 5, and the effective extinction

rate as & = J +e, results in a comparable expression for the equilibrium incidence as
produced with the classical equation (Levins 1969):

o o
=1-= 199
p F; (199)

In words, the behavior of the dynamic landscape metapopulation is like that of the
static landscape metapopulation, except that we have to correct the colonization rate
for the fraction of habitat, and the extinction rate for the additional extinction due to
landscape change.

To show the impact of a dynamic landscape, we put the original parameters back in
the equation, yielding:

@:1—%(5+%} (200)

In addition, other relevant quantities can be reformulated taking into account the
dynamic landscape, i.e. R, (the average number of propagules a local population

produces during its life span, amounting to g in the classical equation).
RN
e e | e = 201
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Note that the last term in the equation, is the ratio between intrinsic and effective
population extinction rates! For metapopulation persistence, R, needs to be larger
than 1. From the previous equation, thresholds for the minimum fraction of habitat,
and for the minimum expected habitat life span can be deduced:
1 1 i}

in 25(54_?) and Thin = (ﬁ _5) ' (202)
The complete set of conditions for metapopulation persistence in dynamic
landscapes thus becomes: R >1, §>s,_ , T >T,, .

min !

The interacting particle system studied by Keymer et al. (2000) as the spatial explicit
analogue of the mean-field model described above, is identical to the simplest
version of the AntScape model, with local dispersal. The insights obtained by
Keymer et al. (2000) thus directly apply to the AntScape model. They are summarized
below.

The results of the IPS simulations depend on the expected fraction of habitat in
equilibrium, S. From percolation theory we know that there will exist a percolation

threshold, p,in the fraction of habitat in the landscape (Green 1994). Above this

threshold (“super-critical”: S > p_), almost all habitat sites are connected, with a few
isolated sites. There is thus one large, spanning cluster. At the critical value
(“critical”: S= p,) there may be clusters of different sizes. Below the threshold
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(“subcritical”: S < p.) the habitat is fragmented into disconnected clusters embedded

in a matrix of non-habitat.

As expected, Keymer et al. (2000) observe that for super-critical landscapes, the
behavior is statistically similar to the behavior in homogeneous landscapes (all sites
being habitat, as investigated by Durrett & Levin (1994)). In such a case, the IPS will
converge to an equilibrium distribution.

Over the whole range, the IPS shows qualitatively the same behavior as the mean-
field model; however the mean-field model overestimates the expected occupancy of
the IPS, and the extinction thresholds, since it neglects the spatial structure. The
discrepancy is small for large values of < (super-critical landscapes); for sub-critical
landscapes the discrepancy increase with decreasing values of T (faster changing

landscapes) and for species with decreasing R, (less “infective” species).

12.1.2 Model AntScape

The AntScape model is tailored to use FORSPACE landscape input, simulating
metapopulation dynamics with an identical grid as the underlying spatial setting. It is
a simple, generic model, that may be extended to incorporate realistic detail, if
required.

The scale of the local population conforms to the grid resolution: a grid-plot of 20 by
20 m (in the Imbos case-study) may be occupied by a single local population. The
local population is defined as a red wood ant colony. The model is spatially discrete,
(based on grid-plots) and also temporally discrete, calculating occupancy annually
(timestep is one year). Using the variant where local population size (colony size) is
not modelled as a continuous variable, but only presence/absence (or another finite
set of states) is recorded, we have what is generally known as an interacting particle
system (IPS), see Durrett & Levin (1994).

Colonies are assumed to have an intrinsic lifespan, reflected in an annual extinction
probability. Red wood ants may have several dispersal strategies, of which two
extremes are analysed in the model. In the first place, queens may disperse over
considerable distances, accompanied by a (small) fraction of the original population.
In the second place, existing colonies may give rise to new colonies in the near
neighborhood, in which case a fraction of the donor colony moves to the colonized
site. In the following we will use the terms long-range dispersal and local or neighborhood
dispersal to refer to these colonization strategies, respectively.

With local, neighborhood dispersal, the AntScape model is identical to the ISP model
described in Keymer et al. (2000), except that it is temporally discrete instead of
continuous. However, this will have very littly impact on the behavior; thus the
results obtained by Keymer et al. (2000) will apply to the simplest AntScape model as
well.

Parameters of the model thus include the number of dispersers annually produced
per site (colony) and the annual extinction probability of an occupied site (colony). In
case the habitat dynamics are produced by the model, we need to define the
probability of a habitat site turning into non-habitat, and the probability of a non-
habitat site to turn into habitat. Alternatively, timeseries of habitat maps are provided
as input to the model, in which case the metapopulation dynamics will take place on
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these predefined landscapes. The former approach makes it easier to make some
general statement with respect to metapopulation persistence, as we can obtain and
simulate dynamics on a landscape in equilibrium. The second approach enables us to
deal with existing landscapes, that may be in some transient phase (not yet having
reached any equilibrium).

12.2 Results

Time-series of FORSPACE output maps are analysed for the following scenarios:
l. all herbivores present, no fire (“all””)

I. all herbivores present, fire frequency 0.001 (*allF0.001”)

I11.  no herbivores present, fire frequency 0.001 (*noF0.001”)

(AVA no herbivores present, no fire (“no-herbi”)

Maps represent a 50 x 100 lattice, with each plot measuring 20 x 20 m?, the total area
thus amounting to 2 km? (200 ha).

We assume that the fraction incidence radiation reaching the herb-layer is indicative
of the habitat-suitability, at least in the area studied. Figure MP.1 depicts the spatial
distribution of this variable, for a selected number of years, for the four scenarios.
Several thresholds are tried to convert these continuous values into binary values (0
denoting non-habitat and 1 denoting habitat), e.g., 0.25, 0.50 and 0.75. The resulting
binary maps for scenario 111 and for the same selection of years, are shown in Figure
MP.2.

For the binary maps, simple statistics are calculated, including the number (fraction)
of habitat sites in the lattice (coined s, in the terminology of Keymer et al. (2000)), see
Figure MP.3. In addition, rates of landscape change are determined, by comparing
the state of plots of the lattice, at consecutive times. The results are shown in Figure
MP.4, showing the probability of a habitat-site to turn into non-habitat (¢), and the

probability of a non-habitat-site to turn into habitat (A).

All scenarios show a development towards a more fine-grained landscape (Figure
MP.1). The initial coarse-grained pattern dissolves gradually, but more slowly when
herbivores are present (I and II).

Looking at the amount of habitat (applying different thresholds) in Figure MP.3,
without herbivores and fire (IV) a kind of equilibrium is quickly reached (a dense
forest situation). On the other hand, when herbivores are present (l), the forest
evolves slowly towards a more open forest. Within the scope of the simulations, no
equilibrium composition is reached. When fires occur, even in a low frequency of
0.001, they have a high impact on the amount of habitat. Comparing scenario 11 with
I, fire results in an occasional speed-up in the otherwise very gradual development
towards an open forest landscape. When comparing scenario 111 with 1V, we observe
a cyclic pattern, where fires occasionally increase the openness of the forest, but their
impact is counteracted by forest succession towards a dense forest cover.

The rates of change as depicted in Figure MP.4, provide information on the actual

rates of landscape change. For scenario | both e and A are low (e.g. for threshold =
0.50 well below the 0.1), thus explaining why an equilibrium forest composition is
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not reaching within the simulation time. Also, the ratio of the two leads to the
prediction that in equilibrium the fraction of habitat will be (slightly) larger than 0.5.
For scenario IV (no herbivores, no fire) the reverse is true. While A is low
(considerable lower than 0.1), e is high (0.3 or higher). The overall rate of landscape
change is thus much faster, leading quickly to an equilibrium landscape in which the

. o . A .
fraction of habitat is low (the expected fractlonAT amounts to approximately
e

0.02/(0.02 + 0.35) = 0.05 for threshold = 0.5). Comparing scenario Il (with fire) to I,
fire clearly results in a higher A over a short period (sudden creation of a lot of

“openness”). Comparing scenario 111 with 1V, we see that this short period of high A,
is followed by a considerably longer period of raised e, the rate of return to the dense
forest equilibrium situation.
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Figure MP.1. Fraction of incidence radiation reaching herb- -layer, at year 0 25 75 95 (horlzontally) 0>1 =
light->dark. Top-down scenario I, I1, 11, 1V.
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Figure MP.2. Habitat maps for scenario 111, no herbivores and fire-frequency 0.001 (dark = habitat; light =
non-habitat) at year 0, 25, 75, 95 (horizontally). Top-down: thresholds of 0.25, 0.50 and 0.75.
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Alterra-rapport 216

161



12.3 Discussion

In this section we provide a first attempt to link the dynamic habitat maps as
produced by the four FORSPACE scenarios, to expected metapopulation behavior.

For the simplest version of AntScape, with local dispersal, the general results of
Keymer et al. (2000) apply, and allow us to make some more qualitative predictions.
Firstly, we make the assumption that we are looking at a landscape roughly in
equilibrium — at least after an initial phase. Metapopulation fate then depends on the
values of habitat life span and habitat incidence.

Habitat life span, 7 = l, is expected to be moderately high (20 * 5 to 30 * 5 =100 to
e

150 years for threshold 0.5) for scenario I (all herbivores), and low (3 * 5 = 15 years
for threshold 0.5) for scenario IV (no herbivores).

Habitat incidence, s, will be high for scenario | (at least in the projected equilibrium
state), and low for scenario V. The table below summarizes these qualitative results
for all scenarios.

[ Il 1l v
Habitat life span long long Short (> 1V) short
Habitat incidence high high Low (> 1V) low

Thus, scenarios | and 11, both with herbivores present, lead to a combination of a
slowly changing habitat landscape, with a high fraction of habitat. The fraction of
habitat is likely to be above the percolation threshold. Starting from a single habitat
site, species with local dispersal will thus spread through the whole landscape
(though it may take some time for temporary corridors between habitat clusters to
appear, due to the low habitat turnover rate). Fire is expected to cause occasional
increases in the fraction of habitat, followed by a slow decrease back to equilibrium
values. Thus, fire should lead to an on average higher habitat incidence, and faster
spread of species through the landscape. Species with less “local” dispersal strategies,
for instance with the ability to colonize sites outside the direct neighborhood, may
prosper equally well in such landscapes (ignoring possible trade-offs between
dispersal-capacity and other life-history parameters).

For scenarios Il and 1V, without herbivores, the fraction of habitat is generally
(very) low, and likely to be far below the percolation threshold. Thus the actual
spatial configuration, in terms of clusters of habitat sites, very much determines
metapopulation incidence (and persistence). Starting from a single habitat site, a
species with local dispersal will spread relatively fast through the landscape (due to
the short habitat life span) but will attain only a low incidence. The habitat landscape
may well be below the thresholds for the fraction of habitat or for the habitat life
span, or the effective R, (the average number of propagules a local population
produces during its life span) may be well below 1. In such cases, the metapopulation
is unlikely to persist. Species with less “local”” dispersal strategies are expected to do
much better in these landscapes, as they will colonize isolated habitat sites or isolated
clusters of habitat sites. It is clear that scenario 1V, no herbivores and no fire, offers
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no perspectives for species that depend on the openness of the forest landscape.
However, once fires occur, as in scenario Ill, the perspectives improve, as
temporarily the landscape may offer a spanning cluster of habitat (above the
percolation threshold), and the possibility of a rapid spread. The actual
metapopulation dynamics in such case will probably be very much dependent on the
spatial and temporal correlation of fire events.

12.4  Future work

In future work, the qualitative predictions listed above should be tested by
simulations with the spatially-explicit models such as AntScape. This applies above
all to the scenarios leading to habitat landscapes below the percolation threshold,
showing sets of isolated habitat clusters of different sizes. For these scenarios, special
attention should be paid to 1) the difference in outcome when assuming different
dispersal strategies, 2) the role of spatial and temporal correlation in disturbance
events (fire).

To be able to make predictions on the fate of actual species (e.9. the several red wood
ant species) in an actual landscape, the models should be extended with realistic
detail. The simple presence/absence state variable for local populations should be
replaced with colony-size, in order to take into account the time it takes for colonies
to be established and grow. Dispersal rate should probably be related to colony-size,
and the quality of the local environment should determine colony growth-rate.

The simplifying assumption that the fraction of incidence radiation on the herb-layer
is the only factor determining habitat suitability, should clearly be replaced by more
refined approaches to establish the quality of a site to a species. However, the actual
metapopulation model is indifferent to the actual approach used to obtain underlying
habitat maps.
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13 General conclusions

Model FORSPACE is a spatial explicit and process-based model on forest dynamics
at the landscape level, including processes for autonomous forest succession at the
point level and landscape forming processes (Ifp’s), thus at the landscape level. The
processes for autonomous forest dynamics include dispersal of seeds, germination,
establishment, growth and competition, and mortality. The Ifp’s included in this
study include grazing by large herbivores and fire. FORSPACE was also linked to
tools to assess the dynamics of (bio-)diversity at the landscape level, both by spatial
analysis and metapopulation dynamics.

In the previous chapters, the processes driving autonomous forest dynamics are
described in detail; the methodology for the initialisation of a realistic area was
presented; as well as the dynamics of the most important features of the model. This
was done both for standardised conditions and for a realistic area, the latter was a
section of 200 ha of the Imbos. Furthermore, the methods for spatial analysis and
metapopulation analysis are presented, and applied to the same area.

During this study much emphasis was paid to attain a realistic representation of the
landscape based on as little as possible information that should be gathered under
field contitions because collecting detailed information in the field is very costly.
However, preliminary runs showed that the initial number of trees per ha and the
initial weights and sizes of the different plant organs strongly affect competition and
mortality and thus the long-term outcome of the model.

The model dynamics under controlled conditions showed that based on the current
initialisation and parametrisation, growth in monoculture and in mixture and forest
dynamics are in most cases accuratly predicted by the model for trees, shrubs and
herb species, including grasses.

The case study for the Imbos demonstrated that there are important interactions
between the autonomous development of a forest factors and landscape forming
processes. The autonomous development of the forest is based on dispersion of
seeds, establishment, growth, competition, mortality, which may be disturbed by
grazing by larger herbivores and fire.

It can be concluded that the current version of FORSPACE is applicable to forest
on sandy soils in the Netherlands.

Future developments

Additional processes that need to be included in the model include e.g. nitrogen
dynamics in the vegetation and the soil. Nitrogen concentration in the different plant
tissues is an important aspect determining the rate of decomposition of plant
material and thereby soil formation and amount of litter. The soil characteristics and
amount of litter determine the conditions under which seeds germinate and seedlings
establish and survive. Nitrogen availability affects the competitive abilities of plant
species thus ongoing nitrogen deposition affects the vegetation succession.

Other landscape forming processes that occasionally strongly affect the vegetation
include storm and flooding. Furthermore, most forest landscapes in the Netherlands
are managed in some way. Either to convert it from the current to a desired situation

Alterra-rapport 216 165



or to harvest trees for economic reasons. Such management scenario's can be applied
relatively easily for specific case studies. The same is true for the evaluation of spatial
statistics summarising an entire landscape e.g. with respect to recreational values or to
diversity measures.
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