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MHOA3EMHA ®UTOMACA U ITPOAYKIIUNJA BO BYKOBUOT
EKOCHUCTEM Calamintho grandiflorae-Fagetum BO
HAIIUOHAJIHUOT IMAPK ,MABPOBO¥*.
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Xpuctoscky, C., Menoscku, Jb., lllynuescka, M., Ipymue, Jb. (2009). [Tonzemua ¢utomaca u mpoayKiimja
BO OykoBHOT ekocucteM Calamintho grandiflorae-Fagetum Bo Harmonamuuor mapk ,,Masposo®. IV. TlonzemHa
(uToMaca Bo KaToT Ha TpeBecTHuTe pacteHuja. Exoin. 3amT. Xusot. Cpen. 12(1/2): 3-8.

Bo oBoj Tpyx e npukakaHa nopzeMHara puTomaca Ha TPEBECTHOT KaT Bo OykoBHOT ekocucteM Calamintho
grandiflorae-Fagetum Bo Harmonanuuor napk ,,MaBpoBo®.

IMoazemuara utoMaca BO HCTPaXKyBaHHOT eKOCHCTeM Oeliie HUCKa U n3HecyBaie 16,6 kg-ha!. Hajronem
JIen of1 on3eMHara urtomaca nasaat BunoBurte: Dentaria bulbifera, Pteridium aquilinum u Anemone nemorosa.

R/S onnoc Bapuparie Bo rpanuiu oa 0,11 mo 5,08. [log3eMHara npomykiiyja BO TPEBECTHOT KaT Oelie mpo-
nenera Ha ~6,4 kg-ha'-rox. .

Knyunn 360poBu: Oyka (Fagus sylvatica), IlyMCKH €KOCHCTEM, TI0J[3eMHa (hprTOMAaca, TPEBECT Kart.

ABSTRACT

Hristovski, S., Melovski, Lj., Suslevska, M. and Grupge, Lj. (2009). Belowground phytomass and produc-
tion in the beech ecosystem Calamintho grandiflorae-Fagetum in Mavrovo National Park. IV. Belowground phyto-
mass and production of herb layer. Ekol. Zast. Zivot. Sred. 12(1/2): 3-8

Belowground phytomass and production of the herb species (the herb layer) in the beech ecosystem Cala-
mintho grandiflorae-Fagetum in Mavrovo National Park is analyzed.

Belowground phytomass in the herb layer was low (16,6 kg-ha''). Species with highest percentual partici-
pation were Dentaria bulbifera, Pteridium aquilinum and Anemone nemorosa. R/S ratio varied between 0.11 and
5.08 Annual production was assessed at ~6.4 kg-ha'!-y.

Key words: beech (Fagus sylvatica); forest ecosystem, belowground phytomass, herb layer.
Bogsen KaT 1oo0po MOXe Jia ce COomie/ia JOKOJIKY Ce aHa-
JIU3UPa MUHEPATTHAOT COCTAB M COOJHOCOT HAa MUHE-
KaroT Ha TpeBecTHTE pacTeHH]ja BO IIYMCKH- PaJIHUTE MaTCPHUH, TOJIEMOTO KOJHYECTBO MPOMYIIH-
T€ eKOCHCTEMH FIMa Pa3INYHO 3HAYCH-E 32 WHTCH3U- paH ormaJj| BO OHOC Ha Ouomacara, kako u Op3ara Jie-
TETOT Ha KPYXCHETO Ha MIUHEPATHUTE MAaTePUH BO rpajangja, a IoA3eMHaTa OMoMaca MMa 3HauCHE 3a
3aBHCHOCT O HEroBaTa 3acTalleHOCT W Pa3HOBHUI- ucxpanara Ha nemodaynara (Melovski et al. 2004;

HocT. Bo 100po pa3BueHn Me30(HIIHU LIYMH, Tpe- Whigham 2004).

BECTHOT KaT MMa MaJla Oromaca M € IpeTCTaBeH CO Hamzemnara ¢uTomMaca Ha TPEBECTHOT KaT
moMai 6poj BUIOBH, KaKo MTO € OYKOBHOT €KOCHC- OmIa MCTpaKyBaHa BO IOTOJIEM OpOj IYMCKH €KO-
TeM Bo MaBpoBo. Cermak, 3HAY€HETO Ha TPEBECTHOT cucremu Bo Eppoma (Rajchel 1964; Kubicek and
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Jurko 1975; Tumidajowicz, 1976, 1977; Towpasz
& Tumidajowicz 1977; Brunet et al. 1996; Nihlgard
1972; Nihlgard & Lindgren 1977), noneka 3a mon-
3eMHaTa (pUTOMaca IMOCTOjaT MHOTY TOMal Opoj
nomaror. CiaudHa € W cocTojdara co HCTPaky-
Bamara Bo CeBepHa Awmepuka (Siccama et al.
1970; Zavitkovski 1976; Brewer 1980; Yarie 1980;
Davison & Forman 1982; Gilliam & Turrill 1993).

Bo cocTaBoT Ha TPEBECTHOT KaT Ha HCTPAXKY-
BaHHOT JIOKAJIUTET BieryBaar 53 BunoBu. Hagzemna-
Ta (pUTOMaca, Kako M COAPKHHATA U KOJIUYECTBOTO
Ha MHHEPAJTHUTE MATEPHU BO HCTPAXKYBAHHOT OYKOB
exocrucTeM B0 MaBpoBo e npe3eHTrpaH kaj Melovski
et al. (2004). HeroBara Haj3eMHara MPOAYKIHMja €
nucka (21,37 kg-ha'-rox.™"), Ho criopeyTHBa CO Ipy-
ru OykoBu exocucremu Bo Empoma (Kubicek and
Jurko 1975; Nihlgéard & Lindgren 1977).

Bo 0BOj Tpyx € mpuKkaxkaHa BKyMHArta MOJ-
3eMHa (puTOMaca Ha pacTeHHjaTa o] TPEBECTHOT Kar,
KaKo ¥ Mmoji3eMHara huroMaca Ha OJICTHUTE BHIO-
Bu. HampaBeH e o0u 7a ce mpOICHH U TTO3eMHaTa
MPOAYKIIMja Ha TPEBECTHOT KaT.

Metoau Ha pa6ora

MeTtoauTe 3a OMpeAeyBame Ha HaJa3eMHa-
Ta (puToMaca u JOOUCHUTE PE3yJITaTH CE NAJCHU Kaj
Melovski et al. (2004). OBue noparoun Gea MCKoO-
PHCTEHH 3a J]a Ce MPOIICHH OTHOCOT Ha MOA3EeMHa-
Ta ¥ HaJ3eMHara (pUTOMaca BO KaTOT Ha TPEBECTHTE
pactenuja (R/S).

®n_Gemme onpenenena Bp3 6a3a Ha OH_u o1
HOCOT Ha Mo/3¢MHa U Haj3eMHa ¢putomaca (R/S) Ha
JIOMHHAHTHHTE BHIOBH PACTCHHja.

®n_=R/S-On,
R/S Gemte onpeseneH co MepemaTa Ha Haj-

3eMHaTa M Moj3eMHara Maca Ha oxony 20 BUIOBH
TpeBecTH pacTeHuja Bo Tek Ha jyHu 2003 roauHa.
KoMruteTHH mpUMepoLd o1l pacTeHujara (Haa3eMeH
W 1o713eMeH Jien) 6ea coOpaHu BO OKOJIMHATA Ha JIET-
ckoto oamopanuiire «byrem» (Cia. 10). Co uctpa-
JKyBambaTa Oea ondareHu CIeIHUTE BUAOBH: Acer
sp., Actaea spicata, Anemone nemorosa, Aremonia
agrimonoides, Asperula odorata, Brachipodium
sylvaticum, Carex sp., Daphne mezereum, Dentaria
bulbifera, Euphobia amygdaloides, Fagus sylvatica
(aukymuu), Fragaria vesca, Galeobdolon luteum,
Mpycelismuralis, Neottianidus-avis, Orthiliasecunda,
Pteridium aquilinum, Pulmonaria officinalis, Rubus
sp., Sanicula europaea, Viola reichenbachiana.

IMon3emuuTe OpraHu Ha pacTteHHjara (KO-
pema, TPYTKH, pU30MH) Oea U3MHEHH CO MJIa3 O] BO-
Jia 3a 1a ce OTCTpaHH mousara. McuucTeHuTe mosi-
3eMHH JIeJI0OBH, KaKo M Ha/I3EMHHTE JIENIOBH, Oea cy-
[IEHH BO XapTHUEHH KeCUYKHU Ha Temrepatypa of 105
°C Bo Tek Ha 24 h T.e. 0 anicoyTHO cyBa Maca. Ha
Kpaj, MaTrepujajioT Oelle MepeH Ha Bara co Iperus-
Hoct ox 0,0001 g.

HIIII, Geme onpenenena kako 30Mp Ha Haj-
semnuara (HIIIIn,) u moazemuara (HIIIn ) npumap-
Ha npoxaykuMja. Bpennocture 3a HIIIH, ce npese-
menu of Melovski et al. (2004). HIIIIn, 6emre mpe-
cMmerana criopen npenopakute Ha Whittaker et al.
(1979) cnopen koj npoxaykigjara usHecysa 20 % of
Moj3eMHara Maca.

Kopucrenu kpareHKku

® - ¢uromaca (Hag3eMHAa M TIOA3EMHA) BO
KaToOT Ha TPEBECTHUTE pacTeHUja
®n_ - Haj3eMHa pUTOMaca BO KaToT Ha TPEBeC-

Cn1 ExcTpaxmpanu MOI3eMHH JETI0BH 3a€HO CO HA/I3€MHUTE HA TPEBECTUTE PACTEHH]ja KOU CIIyXKea 3a
ompenenyBame Ha R/S ogHOCOT.
Excavated belowground and aboveground parts of herbs that were used for estimation of R/S ratio.

Fig. 1.
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TUTE pacTeHuja

®n_- noxzeMHa uToMaca BO KaToT Ha TPEBEC-
TUTE pacTeHHja

HIIII - nponykuuja (Haa3eMHa M MOA3EMHA) BO
KaTOT Ha TPEBECTUTE paCTeHH]a

HIIIx, - Hag3zeMHa OpomyKUMja BO KaroT Ha
TPEBECTUTE pacTEHH]ja

HIIn, - moxszemMHa npofyKiMja BO KaToT Ha
TPEBECTUTE pacTEHHja

R/S - ogHOC MOMeTy mo/13eMHaTa U HaJ[3eMHATa
(uToMaca BO KaroT Ha TPEBECTHUTE pac-
TeHUja

PesynaraTu m guckycuja

Bo Tex Ha TepeHCKHTE HCTpakyBama Oeie
cobMpaHa Ha/i3eMHaTa U eKCTpaxupaHa noj3eMHara
¢uToMaca BO KaToT Ha TPEBECTHUTE PACTEHH]ja HA I0O-
roneM O0poj BuoBu pactenuja (Tab. 1). [loznaBajku
ro R/S onHocoT u mpoceuHara Haa3eMHa GuTOMaca
BO KaroT Ha TpeBecTH pacrenuja (Tab. 1), moxke na
ce OIlpeseNy BKyIHaTa Mmoj3eMHa (utomaca BO Ka-
TOT Ha TpeBecTHTe pacTenuja (Tao. 2).

R/S omHOCOT 3a pa3niyHu BUIOBH TPEBECTH
pacTeHHja Off YSTHPH Pa3IUYHH IIYMCKH €KOCHCTe-
mu Bo ceBepHuotr aen Ha CAJl usnecysa 1,4-8,1
(Zavitkovski 1976). Bo npyru ekocuCTeMH ce peru-
CTPHUPAHH CIMYHU BPEAHOCTH KOU BapUpaaT momery
1,64 u 6,6 (Rajchel 1965; Ignateva 1966; Byazrov
1968; Andersson 1970; Eber 1971; Reiners 1972;
Tumidajowics 1973 Bo: Zavitkovski 1976). Criopen
Zavitkovski (1976) noronemara nogzemMHa 6uomaca
BO OJHOC Ha HaJ3eMHATa, € Pe3yNTaT Ha MOBEKero-
JUIIHOCTA Ha MOJA3EMHUTE OPraHH M 3acTaleHOCTa
Ha TPajHU TKHBA, KaKO M Ha TPHCYCTBOTO HA 3ajie-
OenmyBarba Ha MOI3EMHUTE OPTaHHU, KaKO H HHKOPIIO-
PHUPABETO HA IPYTU OPraHU3MH M HUBHH CTPYKTY-
pu (Mukopu3sm, azotopukcupauku Oaxrepun). Crio-
pen Struik & Bray (1970) R/S omnHOCOT Kaj TpeBec-
TUTE PaCTeHHja ce 3rojeMyBa CO 3TOJIEeMyBambe Ha
apuIHOCTa Ha Xaburarute. Bo 6yKoBHOT ekocucTem
BO MaBpoBo 0ellie KOHCTATUPAHO JieKa MPOIICHTYaI-
HHOT y/IeN Ha TOJJ3eMHHUTE OPTaHu BO BKyIHaTa (u-
TOMaca Ha pacTeHHjaTa omafa Of TPEeBECTHTE pac-
TeHHWja, PEKy TPMYIIKHTE KOH APBEHECTHTE pacTe-
Huja (Xpucroscku 2007).

Bo ucTpaxyBaHHOT OYKOB EKOCHCTEM BO

Ta6. 1. VYnmen Ha Haj3eMHATa U TOA3eMHaTa (PUTOMAca Kaj HEKOM BHIOBH OJf KaTOT Ha 3€JjeCTHTE PAaCTeHH]a.
Tab. 1. Participation of aboveground and belowground phytomass of the herb species.
% HajJa3eMHa % mnoa3zemMHa
Bun R/S oxnoc / ¢urtomaca / ¢urtomaca /
Species R/S ratio % aboveground % belowground
phytomass phytomass
1 Acersp. 0.527 65,508 34,492
2 Actaea spicata 2.981 25,110 74,890
3 Anemone nemorosa 4.655 16,415 83,585
4 Aremonia agrimonoides 2.775 25,569 74,431
5 Asperula odorata 1.602 38,436 61,564
6  Brachipodium sylvaticum 1.486 34,615 65,385
7 Carex sp. 0.113 89,829 10,171
8 Daphne mezereum 0.816 52,635 47,365
9 Dentaria bulbifera 5.080 15,942 84,058
10 Euphobia amygdaloides 1.022 46,515 53,485
11 Fagus sylvatica 0.207 81,977 18,023
12 Fragaria vesca 2.041 31,628 68,372
13 Galeobdolon luteum 1.509 39,853 60,147
14 Mycelis muralis 0.732 57,562 42,438
15  Neottia nidus-avis 3.247 24,662 75,338
16  Orthilia secunda 2.842 26,030 73,970
17 Pteridium aquilinum 4.027 19,891 80,109
18  Pulmonaria officinalis 2.944 23,974 76,026
19 Rubus sp. 4.443 18,372 81,628
20  Sanicula europaea 3.185 22,063 77,937
21 Viola reichenbachiana 1.940 30,893 69,107
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MaBpoBo, BpeITHOCTUTE Bapupaa Bo rpanuiy o 0,11
1o 5,08. Bpennoctute 3a R/S ogHOCOT ce HUCKH BO
criopenidoa co MpHKaKaHUTE JIUTEPATYPHU MOIATOLN
LITO [TOCOYYBa HAa XyMHU/IHUTE YCIIOBH BO EKOCHCTE-
MOT ¥ €J1abo pa3BHEHUOT KOPEHOB CHCTEM Ha pac-
TEHHjara oJl MPU3EeMHHOT KaT. [loBUCOKHM BpeaHOCTH
umaa Dentaria bulbifera, Sanicula europaea, Rubus
sp., Anemone nemorosa u Pulmonaria officinalis.

HcrpaxyBamara Ha moj3eMHara ¢uromaca
ce 07IBUBaa caMo Bo Tek Ha mecel] jyHu 2003 roau-
Ha, Taka Jia IOOMEHHUTE Pe3yJITaTh HE ja OTCIUKYBa-
aT ToIMIIIHATA JMHAMMKA Ha IT0oJ[3eMHaTa uromaca.
Ho, 3apann He3HaunTenHara guTOoMaca Ha TpeBec-
THUTE pacTeHuja Bo BKyIHaTa (puromaca, He Oea rpe-
3€MEHH JIOTIOJTHUTEITHH UCTPaXKyBamba.

[loazemuara ¢uromMaca Ha TPEBECTHOT Kar
Bo OykoBmotr exocuctem Calamintho grandiflorae-
Fagetum Bo Hammonanuuor mapk ,,MaBpoBo®“ e
HUCKa U u3HecyBa 16,60 kg-ha' (166 g-m?). Opaa
BPEIHOCT € IIOHHCKAa OJf BPEJHOCTHTE KOU TH

HaBenyBa Zavitkovski (1976) 3a yeTupu HIyMCKH
€KOCHCTEMH KaJie BPEIHOCTUTE ce nBmxkar on 28,0
10 51,85 kg-ha'!'. BpeaHocra 3a HCTpaxXyBaHUOT Oy-
KOB €KOCHCTEM BO MaBpOBO ¢ MOHHCKA M O] IpO-
CEKOT 3a myMcku ekocuctemu Bo EBpona u CeBep-
Ha AMmepuka koj usHecysa 21,0-26,0 kg-ha'! (Zavit-
kovski 1976).

IMomzeMHara MPOAYKIMjAa € MHOTY IMOTEIIKO
Jla ce MPOIICHU 3apajy HEJIOCTATOKOT Ha MOJATONHU
3a MPOIIEHTOT W JTUHAMHKATA Ha M3yMHUPAhE Ha KO-
peHoBara ¢uromaca Ha TpeBecTHTe pacteHuja. Co
omien Ha Toa ITO CUTE PACTCHHja O TPEBECTHOT
KaT ce MOBeKeroAuIIHu (hopMu, Oerire mpeTnocTane-
HO jaeka okony 20 % ox xuBaTa Maca Ha KOpema-
Ta U3yMHpa BO TE€K Ha eHa TOJHHA U ja MpeTcTa-
ByBa npoaykiujara (Whitaker et al. 1979). Ha oBoj
HAYMH MPOIIEHEeTATa MO3eMHA HETO-IIPUMApPHA MPO-
JIKIIMja BO KaTOT HA TPEBECTHUTE PACTEHHU]a UIHECY-
Ba ~6,4 kg-ha'-ron.”" (Tab. 3).

Ta6.2. IloxseMHa u Hag3eMHa (UTOMAca BO KAaTOT Ha TPEBECTHUTE PACTCHH]A.
Tab. 2. Aboveground and belowground phytomass of the herb species.

HaJI3eMHAa moa3eMHAa BKYIHA

Bun / Species ¢urtomaca / above- ¢Purtomaca / below- ¢urtomaca / to-

ground phytomass ground phytomass tal phytomass

[kg-ha''] [kg-ha'] [kg-ha'']

1 Acer pseudoplatanus 0,0183 0,0097 0,028
2 Actaea spicata 0,2690 0,8020 1,071
3 Anemone nemorosa 0,7228 3,3645 4,087
4 Aremonia agrimonoides 0,0709 0,1968 0,268
5 Asperula odorata 0,8726 1,3977 2,270
6 Brachipodium sylvaticum 0,2308 0,3430 0,574
7 Carex sp. 0,7121 0,0806 0,793
8 Daphne mezereum 1,6509 1,3479 2,999
9 Dentaria bulbifera 0,4361 2,2153 2,651
10 Euphobia amygdaloides 0,0367 0,0375 0,074
11 Fagus sylvatica - HUKyaIn 0,2927 0,0606 0,353
12 Fragaria vesca 0,0113 0,0230 0,034
13 Galeobdolon luteum 0,1423 0,2147 0,357
14 Mpycelis muralis 0,0177 0,0130 0,031
15  Neottia nidus-avis 0,0671 0,2178 0,285
16  Orthilia secunda 0,0879 0,2498 0,338
17 Pteridium aquilinum 0,5663 2,2809 2,847
18  Pulmonaria officinalis 0,1063 0,3130 0,419
19 Rubus sp. 0,3184 1,4145 1,733
20 Sanicula europaea 0,0757 0,2412 0,317
21 Viola reichenbachiana 0,0211 0,0409 0,062
22 OcraHaru 2,0671 1,7369 3,804
253;23 0/ 8,79 16,60 25,39
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Ta6.3. Hero npumapHa npoAyKIHja BO KaToT Ha
TPEBECTUTE PACTCHH]a
Tab.3. Belowground net primary production of herb
species
nof3eMHAa
npoaykuuja /
Bun / Species belowground
production
[kg-ha']
1 Acer pseudoplatanus 0,004
2 Actaea spicata 0,48
3 Anemone nemorosa 1,38
4 Aremonia agrimonoides 0,12
5 Asperula odorata 0,53
6  Brachipodium sylvaticum 0,13
7 Carex sp. 0,07
8  Daphne mezereum 0,53
9 Dentaria bulbifera 0,95
10 Euphobia amygdaloides 0,02
11 Fagus sylvatica - 0BOTOOUIIIHU 0,02
12 Galeobdolon luteum 0,04
13 Mycelis muralis 0,004
14 Neottia nidus-avis 0,05
15 Orthilia secunda 0,11
16  Pteridium aquilinum 0,60
17 Pulmonaria officinalis 0,17
18  Rubus sp. 0,45
19 Sanicula europaea 0,08
20  Viola reichenbachiana 0,02
21  OcraHaru 0,60
BKYITHO
TOTAL 6,36

3akaydoun

IlomzemHara ¢uTOMaca Ha TPEBECTHOT Kar
Bo OyxoBmoT exocucteM Calamintho grandiflorae-
Fagetum Bo Haumonanuuor napk ,,MaBpoBo®“ e
HUCKa 1 u3HecyBa 16,6 kg-ha'. Hajromem nen on
nozxzeMHara Quromaca naBaar Bumosute: Dentaria
bulbifera, Pteridium aquilinum w Anemone
nemorosa.

R/S omnoc Bapupame Bo rpanumm ox 0,11 no
5,08 mTo MocoYyBa Ha XYMUIHUTE yCIOBH BO €KO-
CHCTEMOT U c1a00 pa3BUEH KOPEHOB CHCTEM Ha pac-
TEHHUjaTa Ol IPU3EMHHOT KaT.

INoxzemMHara IPOXYKIHMja BO TPEBECTHOT KaT
Oeriie nporenera Ha ~6,4 kg-ha'-rox. .
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BELOWGROUND PHYTOMASS AND PRODUCTION IN THE BEECH ECOSYSTEM
CALAMINTHO GRANDIFLORAE-FAGETUM IN MAVROVO NATIONAL PARK.

IV. BELOWGROUND PHYTOMASS AND PRODUCTION OF HERB LAYER
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Summary

The main goal of this paper is to estimate the belowground phytomass and production of the herb spe-
cies (the herb layer) in the beech ecosystem Calamintho grandiflorae-Fagetum in Mavrovo National Park.

The phytomass of belowground parts and R/S ratio of separate plant specimens was determined by ex-
cavation of herb roots. Phytomass of the herb layer in the beech ecosystem was estimated on the basis of R/S
ratio and published data on aboveground phytomass for the ecosystem (Melovski et al. 2004).

Belowground phytomass in the herb layer was very low (16,6 kg-ha"). Highest participation in the be-
lowground phytomass had three species (Dentaria bulbifera, Pteridium aquilinum and Anemone nemorosa).

R/S ratio varied between 0.197 and 8.832. However, most of the species had R/S below 0.5, thus re-
flecting the humid conditions in the ecosystem and less developed root system of the herb species (Struik &

Bray 1970).

Annual production was only assessed on the basis of assumption that the production is 20% of the phy-
tomass (Whittaker 1979). Thus, belowground production was assessed at 6.36 kg-ha'-y.
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