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We conducted a study on a 48-year-old Cinnamomum camphora plantation in the subtropics of China, by removing understory
gradually and then comparing this treatment with a control (undisturbed). This study analyzed the content and storage soil organic
carbon (SOC) in a soil depth of 0–60 cm. The results showed that SOC content was lower in understory removal (UR) treatment,
with a decrease range from 5% to 34%, and a decline of 10.16 g⋅kg−1 and 8.58 g⋅kg−1 was noticed in 0–10 cm and 10–20 cm layers,
respectively, with significant differences (𝑃 < 0.05). Carbon storage was reduced in UR, ranging from 2% to 43%, with a particular
drastic decline of 15.39 t⋅hm−2 and 11.58 t⋅hm−2 in 0–10 cm (𝑃 < 0.01) and 10–20 cm (𝑃 < 0.01) layers, respectively. Content of SOC
had an extremely significant (𝑃 < 0.01) correlation with soil nutrients in the two stands, and the correlation coefficients of CK were
higher than those of UR. Our data showed that the presence of understory favored the accumulation of soil organic carbon to a
large extent. Therefore, long-term practice of understory removal weakens the function of forest ecosystem as a carbon sink.

1. Introduction
The soil carbon storage, changes, and regulation mechanism
of forest ecosystem, which is one of the most important
terrestrial ecosystems, have been the focus of carbon cycling
study in natural and plantation forests. Owing to its huge
amount (soil carbon storage in forest ecosystems accounts
for about 39% in global soil carbon storage [1]), any minor
change may result in the release of a great amount of CO2
into the atmosphere, causing global climate changes through
greenhouse effect and the nutrients supply of vegetation,
which will instigate the alteration of distribution, composition, structure, and the function of the terrestrial ecosystems
[2]. Content of SOC, a major indicator for soil quality in a
forest, can directly influence forest productivity. At the same
time, forest ecosystems have been suffering more serious
interference from human and nature itself. For this reason, it
is of great importance to strengthen the study of SOC pool in
forest ecosystems under the circumstances of global change
and anthropogenic interference.
Compared with the natural forest, plantation is one kind
of ecosystems controlled by human and its management plays

an important role in the balance of carbon budget [3].
Soil carbon pool of the plantation is a major part of the
whole carbon pool in ecosystem and even its subtle changes
after afforestation can significantly influence the terrestrial
carbon budget [4–6]. Understory removal is an efficient
measure for tree growth in plantation management, and at
present most studies on understory removal focus on its
effects on soil nutrients [7–12]. In addition, the studies of its
effects on soil microorganisms [13–15], soil physicochemical
properties [16–18], and litter decomposition [19] have been
conducted and reported. However, the effects of understory
removal on soil organic carbon content and carbon storage in
plantation ecosystem have not been thoroughly investigated
and are still largely unknown. For this reason, studies need
to be carried out to evaluate its effects and to improve our
understanding on the performance of plantation as a carbon
sink, particularly in subtropical areas. We conducted this
study in a Cinnamomum camphora plantation, by gradually
removing undergrowth and then comparing this treatment
with a control (undisturbed), to evaluate its effects on soil
organic carbon, soil carbon storage, and soil nutrients.
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Table 1: General characteristics of experimental plots (mean ± SD, 𝑛 = 10).
Main plant species

Tree height
(m)

DBH
(cm)

Stem density
(trees⋅hm−2 )

Stand age
(year)

Canopy
density

Slope aspect

UR

Cinnamomum
camphora

13.5 ± 1.07

18.96 ± 1.98

917 ± 88

48

0.9

south

CK

Cyclobalanopsis
glauca and
Loropetalum
chinensis

10.0 ± 0.59

10.58 ± 2.62

1658 ± 300

48

0.9

south

Stand
type

Understory
vegetation
With few
shrubs and a
few herbs
With lots of
shrubs and
herbs

UR: understory removal; CK: control; DBH: diameter at breast height (the same as below).

Table 2: Characteristics of the two stands.
UR
CK

Soil relative moisture (%)
17.00
17.60

Soil temperature (∘ C)
18.72
16.98

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Site. This study was performed in a forest farm in
the Institute of Subtropical Forestry (Chinese Academy of
Forestry) (119∘ 57 E, 30∘ 03 N). The climate of the region is
northern subtropical monsoon with an annual precipitation
of 1464 mm, an annual average temperature of 16.2∘ C, and 237
frost-free days per year. The soil originally developed from
quartz and arkose is slightly acidic red soil. Historically, the
region has been a forest zone with predominant vegetation
consisting of subtropical evergreen deciduous broad-leaved
forests. The region is composed of mountainous and hilly
areas. Due to the increasing demand for timber and firewood
and the frequently increased agricultural activities, most of
the naturally virgin forests were destroyed and gradually
transformed into secondary forests, agricultural fields, or
plantations. Cinnamomum camphora plantation in the study
site was afforested into a space of 4 m × 4 m through the clear
cutting of secondary forest in the winter of 1964. Considering
the safety of the residence located at the bottom of the
afforested hill, understory was removed at specific areas of
the forest (along the contour at the bottom of the slope of
the afforested hill) once every 4 or 5 years. Except for the
understory removal practice and natural disasters, the forest
has been free from any human interference. Thus far, after
48 years of multiple forest protection practice, stands with
understory removal (UR) treatment have remained a pure
Cinnamomum camphora plantation, while the control (CK)
ones have developed into mixed forest of Cinnamomum camphora, Cyclobalanopsis glauca, and Loropetalum chinensis.
The basic characteristics of the experimental plots are shown
in Table 1.
2.2. Site Investigation and Soil Sampling. In spring 2012, ten
experimental plots (20 m × 20 m) were installed at the bottom
of the hill in UR. Meanwhile, ten plots (20 m × 20 m) of
similar characteristics (south aspect, slope gradient, slope
position, and soil parent material) were installed in CK,
located five meters away from UR.

Soil respiration (𝜇molCO2 ⋅m−2 ⋅s−1 )
2.97
3.17

Litter (t⋅hm−2 ⋅a−1 )
6.62
8.14

In July 2012, five sampling points were set in an “S” shape
in each plot of the two stands. At each sampling point,
soil samples were collected in six different layers (0–10 cm,
10–20 cm, 20–30 cm, 30–40 cm, 40–50 cm, and 50–60 cm)
after the surface litter was removed. Then soil samples from
the same layer of each plot were mixed up, brought back to the
laboratory, immediately cleared of gravel and roots, and then
left to air-dry. SOC was determined by potassium dichromate
oxidation spectrophotometric method and soil nutrients
(total N, available N, available P, available K, exchangeable Ca,
and exchangeable Mg) were determined by national standard
methods [20]. In addition, soil respiration was measured
using Automated Soil CO2 Flux System (Licor-8150, USA)
since July 2009, once every 30 minutes and 2 minutes for
each measurement. At the same time, soil temperature and
soil relative moisture at 5 cm depth were recorded every
30 minutes using ECH2 O probe. Litter productivity was
calculated based on the recent three years’ data from the forest
farm. Characteristics of the two stands are listed in Table 2.
2.3. Data Analysis. The formula used for the computation of
the soil carbon storage is as follows.
Soil carbon storage = ∑𝑛𝑖=1 (𝐶𝑖 × 𝑑𝑖 × 𝐷𝑖 ), in which 𝑖
corresponds to soil layer, 𝐶𝑖 to SOC content, 𝑑𝑖 to soil bulk
density, and 𝐷𝑖 to soil depth.
The data were computed with SPSS 16.0. To test the significance of difference, the method of independent-samples
t-test was adopted. At the same time, Pearson’s correlation
coefficients were used to determine the correlation of SOC
and soil nutrients.

3. Results and Discussion
3.1. Comparison of SOC Content in Different Stands. The SOC
content UR was lower than that of CK in all the six layers,
with decrease ranging from 5% to 34% (Table 3). Among the
six layers, content of 0–10 cm and 10–20 cm layers decreased
by 28% and 34%, respectively, with significant differences
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Table 3: Comparison of SOC content in different stands (mean ± SD, 𝑛 = 30).

−1

UR (g⋅kg )
CK (g⋅kg−1 )
Difference relative to CK (%)
Annual variation (g⋅kg−1 ⋅y−1 )

0–10 cm
26.08 ± 3.79a
36.24 ± 3.71b
28.04
−0.21

10–20 cm
16.56 ± 3.01a
25.14 ± 3.79b
34.13
−0.18

Soil layer
20–30 cm
30–40 cm
13.42 ± 1.40
12.38 ± 1.36
18.84 ± 3.93
15.84 ± 4.96
28.77
21.84
−0.11
−0.07

40–50 cm
11.32 ± 2.02
13.49 ± 4.27
16.09
−0.05

50–60 cm
11.52 ± 2.26
12.10 ± 4.20
4.79
−0.01

Values within the same column with different lowercase letters are significantly different at 𝑃 < 0.05.

Table 4: Comparison of soil carbon storage in different stands (mean ± SD, 𝑛 = 30).

UR (t⋅hm−2 )
CK (t⋅hm−2 )
Difference relative to CK (%)
Annual variation (t⋅hm−2 ⋅y−1 )

0–10 cm
25.56 ± 3.72A
40.95 ± 4.19B
37.58
−0.32

10–20 cm
15.07 ± 2.74a
26.65 ± 4.01b
43.45
−0.24

Soil layer
20–30 cm
30–40 cm
12.88 ± 1.34
13.99 ± 1.53
18.09 ± 3.78
18.06 ± 5.65
28.80
22.54
−0.11
−0.08

40–50 cm
12.23 ± 2.18
13.62 ± 4.31
10.21
−0.03

50–60 cm
11.86 ± 2.33
12.10 ± 4.20
1.98
−0.01

Total
91.59a
129.47b
29.26
−0.79

Values within the same column with different lowercase letters are significantly different at 𝑃 < 0.05.
Values within the same column with different uppercase letters are significantly different at 𝑃 < 0.01.

(𝑃 < 0.05). In both stands, the SOC content in the surface
layer was the highest among all other layers. The SOC content
began to decrease with the soil depth at different degree. In
comparison with CK, the SOC content in the 0–10 cm layer
of UR was 0.21 g⋅kg−1 less per year and the content of all
the layers from 0 to 60 cm decreased within a range from
0.01 g⋅kg−1 to 0.21 g⋅kg−1 per year.
Compared with CK, organic carbon content situated in
the 0–10 cm and 10–20 cm soil layers in UR decreased by 28%
and 34%, respectively, and the contents of the other layers
were also lower. These results are similar to the ones reported
from the Yildiz et al. [18], in which organic carbon content
in 0–15 cm decreased by 26% without understory vegetation.
In addition, the soil carbon concentration was reduced
by 27% under complete understory removal in 5-year-old
Douglas-fir experimental plantations [21]. The main factors
that affected the SOC content were return amount of litter
fall and decomposition rate of litter [22] and SOC inputs were
higher in CK than those in UR. Also the present understory
vegetation (large amount of shrub biomass, fine root and root
exudates, and high rate of root turnover) and the multistory
stand in CK made a significant contribution to the input
of SOC. Busse et al. [23] deemed that decomposition and
the turnover of the root system were the main sources of
SOC input. Carbon input was acquired by litter, root, and
its exudates when the ground was covered by shrubs and
herbs. Besides, the stability of soil organic matter, which led
to the formation of humus compound, was another factor
that contributed to the increase of the content of SOC [24].
Sun [25] discovered that litter decomposition was accelerated
while understory vegetation was present, which favored the
accumulation of soil humus. Liu et al. [26] were of the
opinion that the return of forest litter and its change of quality
were the biggest factors that reduced the content of SOC.
Therefore, soil disturbance caused by soil erosion and forest

management could accelerate the decomposition or the loss
of soil organic matter. A higher biomass of fine root was found
in the surface layer when understory vegetation was present
in the forest, and the accumulation of SOC was proportional
to the amount of fine roots [27]. Thus, to certain extent, the
content of SOC was reduced by the practice of understory
removal. However, some of the results are not consistent with
ours. Tripathi et al. discovered that the contribution of the
C inputs to the total in the uppermost layer (0–10 cm deep)
was greater in the stands with undergrowth removed than
those with intact undergrowth [28]. Zhao et al. concluded
that understory removal had no significant effects on soil
organic carbon in a plantation of mixed native tree species
in southern China [15].
3.2. Comparison of Soil Carbon Storage in Different Stands.
After 48 years of growth, the SOC storage of UR was
37.88 t⋅hm−2 less than that of CK, reaching a significant level
of difference (Table 4). In the soil layers from 0 to 60 cm,
carbon storage of UR was lower in comparison with that
of CK, with a decrease varying from 2% to 43%. Carbon
storage situated in 0–10 cm and 10–20 cm of depth decreased
by 38% and 43% with significant (𝑃 < 0.05) or extremely
significant (𝑃 < 0.01) differences, accounting for 41% and
31%, respectively, of the total reduction amount. In both
treatments, carbon storage reached its maximum amount
in the 0–10 cm layer, and the carbon storage was mostly
concentrated in 0–20 cm layer, accounting for 44% and 52%,
respectively, of the overall soil carbon storage. Meanwhile, a
declining trend occurred with soil depth in both treatments
but the decreasing degree was different. In comparison with
CK, the annual loss of carbon storage in 0–10 cm in UR was
0.32 t⋅hm−2 . The average decrement of soil carbon storage in
UR was from 0.01 to 0.32 t⋅hm−2 less per year than that in CK
in layers from 0 to 60 cm, respectively.
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Table 5: Comparison of the correlation between SOC and soil nutrients in different stands.

UR
CK
∗∗

Total N
0.937∗∗
0.966∗∗

Available N
0.638∗∗
0.905∗∗

Available P
0.550∗∗
0.858∗∗

Soil nutrients
Available K
0.854∗∗
0.842∗∗

Exchangeable Ca
0.863∗∗
0.744∗∗

Exchangeable Mg
0.787∗∗
0.841∗∗

𝑃 < 0.01.

The SOC storage of the two stands was concentrated
especially in the 0–20 cm layer, in accordance with the results
from other studies [29, 30]. The SOC storage of each layer in
UR was lower than that in CK, and the differences in 0–10 cm
and 10–20 cm were significant. The decrease of organic
carbon storage in UR was particularly obvious in the 0–20 cm
layer, accounting for about 71% of the total decrement
situated in the 0–60 cm depth. The balance of three factors
determines the soil carbon pool: carbon input, release of
carbon decomposition, and loss of carbon into water system
[31]. The result of the previous studies [14, 19] indicated that
the practice of understory removal could result in a lower
rate of litter decomposition. At the same time, understory
removal reduced the amount of littler layer by 1.52 t⋅hm−2 ⋅y−1 .
Both the factors led to a reduced input of organic carbon
to some levels. Although understory removal decreased soil
respiration by 6%, the carbon released into the atmosphere
was far below the level of that transformed from litter into
soil (increased by 23% with understory present). According
to the study on soil labile organic carbon in this plantation,
understory removal significantly or extremely significantly
increased the ratio of water soluble organic carbon to SOC
(not shown), indicating that SOC in UR was easier to be lost
than that in CK. Moreover, the environmental changes within
the stands (sunshine, soil temperature, moisture, etc.) due to
understory removal [32–35] can indirectly affect the storage
of SOC. As listed in Table 2, the data of soil temperature
acquired in both UR and CK stands, in accordance with
the results of Wang et al. [36] and Liu et al. [19], indicated
that understory removal increased soil temperature, promoting microbial activities, and organic matter decomposition.
Besides, understory removal reduced soil moisture by 3%,
indirectly changing SOC by affecting the quantities and
microbial activities [16]. What is more, soil carbon pool is
highly related to the change of aboveground biomass, climate,
and disturbance (e.g., duration, effect intensity, and mode of
action).
3.3. Comparison of Correlation between SOC and Soil Nutrients in Different Stands. The content of SOC was prominently
correlated with soil nutrients (Table 5). SOC in CK had a
higher correlation coefficient with total N, hydrolysis N,
available P, and exchangeable Mg than that in UR, while SOC
in UR has a higher correlation coefficient with available K
and exchangeable Ca than that in CK. In the two stands, SOC
content is most positively correlated with total N. However,
SOC content in UR was least positively correlated to available
P while SOC content in CK was least positively correlated to
exchangeable Ca.

The correlation between SOC and soil nutrients was
exceedingly prominent in both stands. The correlation
between SOC and soil nutrients (except available K and
exchangeable Ca) in UR was lower than that in CK. On one
hand, the input of soil organic matter and soil nutrients is
reduced by the removal of understory vegetation. On the
other hand, antierodibility of the soil is weakened with its
surface uncovered by shrubs. All these factors combined
to accelerate soil nutrients loss in the surface layer [37].
Understory removal had complex effects on soil nutrients and
the effects were various in different situations. When studying
the effects of understory removal on soil fertility, Tripathi
et al. pointed out that understory (S. kurilensis) removal
might have ensured greater N availability in the S. kurilensis
removal stand [38]. Xiong et al. found that understory
removal had no significant impacts on soil exchangeable
K [39].

4. Conclusion
This study provided an understanding on the long-term
effects of understory removal on the content and storage of
SOC, which demonstrates the impact of understory vegetation on preserving and increasing SOC pool. In terms of the
soil carbon storage in the forest ecosystem, the practice of
understory removal weakens the function of the soil carbon
pool as carbon sink in global carbon cycling, which, to
a certain extent, is detrimental to the mitigation of CO2
concentration in the atmosphere and the global warming
effects.
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soil responses to neighbour removal and fertilization in Alaskan
tussock tundra,” Journal of Ecology, vol. 92, no. 4, pp. 635–647,
2004.
[9] M. Matsushima and S. X. Chang, “Effects of understory
removal, N fertilization, and litter layer removal on soil N
cycling in a 13-year-old white spruce plantation infested with
Canada bluejoint grass,” Plant and Soil, vol. 292, no. 1-2, pp. 243–
258, 2007.
[10] C. H. Chen, D. L. Tian, X. Fang, and M. Tian, “Correlativity between undergrowth vegetation species diversity/biomass and
soil fertility of four types planted forest in Suburbs,” Journal of
Soil and Water Conservation, vol. 24, no. 6, pp. 213–217, 2010
(Chinese).
[11] Y. L. Li, S. L. Wang, and S. Y. Yan, “Short-term effects of understory vegetation removal on nutrient cycling in litter layer of
Chinese fir plantation,” Chinese Journal of Applied Ecology, vol.
22, no. 10, pp. 2560–2566, 2011 (Chinese).
[12] H. Li, S. Fu, H. Zhao, and H. Xia, “Effects of understory removal
and N-fixing species seeding on soil N2 O fluxes in four forest
plantations in southern China,” Soil Science and Plant Nutrition,
vol. 56, no. 4, pp. 541–551, 2010.
[13] Y. Xiong, H. Xia, Z. Li, X. Cai, and S. Fu, “Impacts of litter and
understory removal on soil properties in a subtropical Acacia
mangium plantation in China,” Plant and Soil, vol. 304, no. 1-2,
pp. 179–188, 2008.
[14] J. Wu, Z. Liu, X. Wang et al., “Effects of understory removal
and tree girdling on soil microbial community composition and
litter decomposition in two Eucalyptus plantations in South
China,” Functional Ecology, vol. 25, no. 4, pp. 921–931, 2011.
[15] J. Zhao, X. Wang, Y. Shao, G. Xu, and S. Fu, “Effects of vegetation
removal on soil properties and decomposer organisms,” Soil
Biology and Biochemistry, vol. 43, no. 5, pp. 954–960, 2011.

5
[16] W. Wang, W. Liu, W. Sun, Y. Zu, and S. Cui, “Influences of forest
floor cleaning on the soil respiration and soil physical property
of a larch plantation,” Acta Ecologica Sinica, vol. 28, no. 10, pp.
4750–4756, 2008 (Chinese).
[17] T. Kobayashi, N. Miki, K. Kato et al., “Understory removal
increases carbon gain and transpiration in the overstory of
birch (Betula ermanii) stands in northern Hokkaido, Japan:
trends in leaf, shoot and canopy,” in Proceedings of International
Workshop on H2O and CO2 Exchange in Siberia, 2006.
[18] O. Yildiz, K. Cromack Jr., S. R. Radosevich, M. A. MartinezGhersa, and J. E. Baham, “Comparison of 5th- and 14th-year
Douglas-fir and understory vegetation responses to selective
vegetation removal,” Forest Ecology and Management, vol. 262,
no. 4, pp. 586–597, 2011.
[19] Z. F. Liu, J. P. Wu, L. X. Zhou, Y. B. Lin, and S. L. Fu,
“Effect of understory fern (Dicranopteris dichotoma) removal
on substrate utilization patterns of culturable soil bacterial communities in subtropical Eucalyptus plantations,” Pedobiologia,
vol. 55, no. 1, pp. 7–13, 2012.
[20] The State Environmental Protection Standards of the People’s
Republic of China, Soil–Determination of Organic Carbon,
China Environmental Science Press, Beijing, China, 2011, (Chinese).
[21] O. Yildiz, Ecosystem effects of vegetation removal in coastal
Oregon Douglas-fir experimental plantations: impacts on ecosystem production, tree growth, nutrients, and soils [Ph.D. thesis],
Oregon State University, 2000.
[22] R. J. Liu, Y. C. Wu, Y. Zhang et al., “Comparison of soil labile
organic carbon in Chinese fir plantations and natural secondary
forests in north subtropical areas of China,” Chinese Journal of
Plant Ecology, vol. 36, no. 5, pp. 431–437, 2012 (Chinese).
[23] M. D. Busse, P. H. Cochran, and J. W. Barrett, “Changes in ponderosa pine site productivity following removal of understory
vegetation,” Soil Science Society of America Journal, vol. 60, no.
6, pp. 1614–1621, 1996.
[24] D. W. Johnson, “Soil properties beneath Ceanothus and pine
stands in the eastern Sierra Nevada,” Soil Science Society of
America Journal, vol. 59, no. 3, pp. 918–924, 1995.
[25] W. J. Sun, “Test of understory vegetation unremoval in Larix
olgensis forest tending,” Journal of Liaoning Forestry Science and
Technology, vol. 2, pp. 13–28, 2000 (Chinese).
[26] S. Liu, H. Wang, and J. Luan, “A review of research progress and
future prospective of forest soil carbon stock and soil carbon
process in China,” Acta Ecologica Sinica, vol. 31, no. 19, pp. 5437–
5448, 2011 (Chinese).
[27] A. Kume, T. Satomura, N. Tsuboi et al., “Effects of understory
vegetation on the ecophysiological characteristics of an overstory pine, Pinus densiflora,” Forest Ecology and Management,
vol. 176, no. 1–3, pp. 195–203, 2003.
[28] S. K. Tripathi, A. Sumida, H. Shibata, S. Uemura, K. Ono,
and T. Hara, “Growth and substrate quality of fine root and
soil nitrogen availability in a young Betula ermanii forest of
northern Japan: Effects of the removal of understory dwarf
bamboo (Sasa kurilensis),” Forest Ecology and Management, vol.
212, no. 1–3, pp. 278–290, 2005.
[29] W. X. Sun, X. Z. Shi, D. S. Yu, K. Wang, and H. J. Wang, “Estimation of soil organic carbon density and storage of Northeast
China,” Acta Pedologica Sinica, vol. 41, no. 2, pp. 298–300, 2004
(Chinese).
[30] Y. H. Tao, J. Z. Feng, L. Y. Ma, S. G. Cao, W. G. Long, and Q. Guo,
“Study on carbon storage of Eucalyptus plantations in short

6

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

International Journal of Ecology
period in Liuzhou, Guangxi Province,” Chinese Agricultural
Science Bulletin, vol. 28, no. 7, pp. 80–84, 2012 (Chinese).
S. J. Ma, Z. C. Li, B. Z. Zhou, L. T. Geri, W. J. Kong, and Y. F.
An, “Effects of community succession on soil organic carbon
in North subtropical areas,” Forest Research, vol. 23, no. 6, pp.
845–849, 2010 (Chinese).
D. H. Zhang, Z. F. Ye, B. Y. Fan, and T. L. Wei, “Influence of
thinning on soil fertility in artificial forests,” Chinese Journal of
Applied Ecology, vol. 12, no. 5, pp. 672–676, 2001 (Chinese).
M. Matsushima and S. X. Chang, “Vector analysis of understory
competition, N fertilization, and litter layer removal effects on
white spruce growth and nutrition in a 13-year-old plantation,”
Forest Ecology and Management, vol. 236, no. 2-3, pp. 332–341,
2006.
C. Kim, Y. H. Son, W. K. Lee, J. Jeong, and N. J. Noh, “Influences
of forest tending works on carbon distribution and cycling in
a Pinus densiflora S. et Z. stand in Korea,” Forest Ecology and
Management, vol. 257, no. 5, pp. 1420–1426, 2009.
D. Tian, Y. Peng, W. Yan et al., “Effects of thinning and litter
fall removal on fine root production and soil organic carbon
content in Masson pine plantations,” Pedosphere, vol. 20, no. 4,
pp. 486–493, 2010.

[36] X. L. Wang, J. Zhao, J. P. Wu et al., “Impacts of understory
species removal and/or addition on soil respiration in a mixed
forest plantation with native species in southern China,” Forest
Ecology and Management, vol. 261, no. 6, pp. 1053–1060, 2011.
[37] H. L. Qin, W. S. Gao, Y. C. Ma, S. Q. Yang, and P. Y. Zhao, “Effects
of no-tillage on soil properties affecting wind erosion during
fallow in Ectone of north China,” Acta Ecologica Sinica, vol. 27,
no. 9, pp. 3778–3784, 2007.
[38] S. K. Tripathi, A. Sumida, K. Ono et al., “The effects of
understorey dwarf bamboo (Sasa kurilensis) removal on soil
fertility in a Betula ermanii forest of northern Japan,” Ecological
Research, vol. 21, no. 2, pp. 315–320, 2006.
[39] Y. Xiong, H. Xia, Z. Li, X. Cai, and S. Fu, “Impacts of litter and
understory removal on soil properties in a subtropical Acacia
mangium plantation in China,” Plant and Soil, vol. 304, no. 1-2,
pp. 179–188, 2008.

Journal of

Journal of

Waste Management

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com

The Scientific
World Journal
Volume 2014

International Journal of

Ecology

Environmental and
Public Health

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com

Volume 2014

Scientifica
Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com

Volume 2014

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com

Volume 2014

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com

Volume 2014

Journal of

Ecosystems

International Journal of

Oceanography
Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com

Volume 2014

Volume 2014

Submit your manuscripts at
http://www.hindawi.com
Journal of

International Journal of

Marine Biology

Atmospheric Sciences
Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com

International Journal of

Journal of

Biodiversity
Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com

Geological Research
Volume 2014

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com

Volume 2014

Journal of
Computational
Environmental Sciences

Journal of

Earthquakes
Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com

Volume 2014

Volume 2014

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com

Volume 2014

International Journal of

Forestry Research
Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com

Volume 2014

Geophysics
International Journal of

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com

Volume 2014

Applied &
Environmental
Soil Science
Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com

Journal of

Climatology
Volume 2014

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com

Volume 2014

Advances in

Environmental
Chemistry

Advances in

Meteorology
Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com

Volume 2014

Volume 2014

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com

Volume 2014

