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Text S1. Parameterization scheme of canopy interception in CoLM2024
The canopy interception process in CoLM2024 is governed by the following water balance equation: 
                                                   (1)
where  is precipitation,  is canopy drainage, and  is throughfall. Throughfall is defined as
                                                          (2)
where the throughfall coefficient  is given by
                                      (3)
Here,  is an empirical coefficient reflecting the water-holding capacity of leaves (set to 0.25),  is the extinction coefficient, and  represents the sum of leaf and stem area index. The canopy drainage  consists of two components: (i) drainage from the effective precipitation fraction of the canopy (), and (ii) drainage caused by water exceeding the maximum canopy storage capacity (). The latter is represented as
                                          (4)
The drainage from effective precipitation can be expressed as
                                  (5)
where  denotes the rainfall intensity over the fraction of the canopy that effectively intercepts precipitation, and  is the proportion of intercepted rainfall plus pre-existing canopy storage that exceeds  within a grid cell.
Text S2. The primary components of DSR model
The DSR model comprises three main components: Analytical Expression Generation (Text S3), which describes how symbolic expressions are generated using a recurrent neural network (RNN). Reinforcement Learning Strategy (Text S4), which details the optimization of the RNN policy to improve the accuracy and compactness of generated expressions.
Text S3. Analytical Expression Generation
The DSR model represents symbolic expressions as binary trees, where nodes correspond to variables, constants, or operations. Following a sequence-oriented approach, an RNN is employed to generate token sequences that define valid expressions. The generation process begins with a start symbol , from which the RNN computes the initial hidden state . At each subsequent time step , takes the previous token . as input and updates the hidden state according to:
				(6)
where  where denotes the trainable parameters. The hidden state is then projected linearly,
						(7)
and passed through a softmax function to yield a categorical distribution over possible rule:
, for 			(8)
Here,   are parameters of the linear layer. A rule  is then sampled from this distribution and used as the input at the next step. After  steps, a complete sequence  is obtained, with overall probability
			 (9)
If the generated sequence terminates prematurely with non-terminal symbols, terminal rules are appended to complete the expression. Conversely, if a valid expression is produced before reaching step , the remaining steps are discarded. This sequential sampling process allows the RNN to efficiently traverse the symbolic search space and generate interpretable candidate equations.
Text S4. Reinforcement Learning Strategy
Symbolic regression involves non-differentiable objectives, making direct gradient-based optimization of discrete tokens infeasible. To address this, the DSR model employs reinforcement learning1, where the RNN acts as a policy network that samples candidate expressions from a categorical distribution. Each candidate expression f is evaluated on the target data, with constants optimized by the L-BFGS routine to minimize prediction error. A reward signal is then assigned as
 						 (10)
where NRMSE is the normalized root mean squared error. To train the RNN, DSR adopts a risk-seeking policy gradient with entropy regularization, which prioritizes high-reward expressions while maintaining sufficient exploration. The learning objective is
		(11)
and its gradient is given by
	(12)
where  denotes the empirical -quantile of the reward distribution. In practice, a Monte Carlo estimate with  samples is applied:
	(13)
where  is the empirical threshold reward, and  is the indicator function. This training scheme gradually biases the policy toward expressions that achieve strong predictive accuracy, resulting in compact and data-consistent symbolic models.
Text S5. Precipitation partitioning in the minimal stochastic water balance model
Following Good et al. (2017)2 , annual precipitation is partitioned into transpiration (), soil evaporation (), , canopy interception loss (), and runoff ():
 					 (14)
Precipitation is represented as a marked Poisson process characterized by storm frequency  and mean storm depth . Dimensionless parameters include the aridity index , the soil storage ratio , the canopy storage ratio , and the wilting threshold . Canopy interception is treated as a censoring process, yielding throughfall  and interception loss rate ()
 				 (15)
Interception reduces the available evaporative demand, leading to the effective aridity and storage ratios:
 				 (16)
Relative soil moisture is defined as
 					 (17)
where  is the volumetric soil moisture,  is the hygroscopic point (residual soil water content), and  is the field capacity. Thus  represents the effective relative soil water availability. At steady state,  follows a truncated gamma distribution  determined by  and . Its expectation is 
 				 (18)
The transpiration fraction within evapotranspiration is defined as
 				 (19)
where  is the relative soil moisture threshold for transpiration. The mean value is
 				 (20)
The resulting analytical expressions for the partitioning of precipitation are:
 				 (21)
 					 (22)
 				 (23)
This framework explicitly links climate, soil and vegetation properties, providing a closed analytical representation of precipitation partitioning into , ,  and .
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Fig. S1. SHAP dependence plots for Leaf Area Index (LAI), Fractional Vegetation Cover (FVC), and precipitation intensity (PI), each point represents one sample on test set. Blue circles, yellow stars, and red squares represent needleleaf, broadleaf, and shrub land types, respectively. Solid lines show linear regression fits for each vegetation type, while shaded areas represent the 95% confidence intervals around the regression lines.




Fig. S2. Boxplots, bar charts, and violin plots of KGESS values for evapotranspiration validated against flux-tower observations across Schemes 1–4. 



Fig. S3. a, Differences in global runoff between Scheme 4 and Scheme 3. b-g, Cumulative comparisons at representative sites for 2000–2019. Differences are calculated as runoff from Scheme 4 minus runoff from Scheme 3. 
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Fig. S4. Interannual differences in runoff between CoLMA and CoLM, calculated as CoLMA – CoLM. 




Fig. S5. Global pattern of the canopy interception loss (I) estimated in this study, along with its distribution across major climate regions.



Fig. S6. Spatial differences in canopy interception loss (I) between this study and GLEAM v4.2a and Lian (2022) by climate zone (2000–2020), computed as This Study – Reference Product.




Fig. S7. Same as Fig. S6, but canopy interception loss rate (I/P).





Fig. S8. Spatial distributions of trends in Leaf Area Index (LAI) and wind speed  during 1982–2020. 
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Fig. S9. Spatial distribution of observed canopy interception loss ratio (I/P) for needleleaf, broadleaf, and shrubland sites.




Fig. S10. Comprehensive overview of the FC-DSR model. a, The black rectangle is all the tokens used to generate symbolic expressions. Different colors represent different types of symbols, defined by usage. The red rectangle shows detailed information about the input variables. b, The physical expression of canopy interception and the structural form of the parameter expressions optimized by the FC-DSR algorithm. c, The training data were first processed using a random over-sampling algorithm to address data imbalance. A random forest model was then trained on the oversampled data, and the SHAP values were subsequently computed using the testing dataset. In the FC-DSR framework, the probability of a variable being selected as a terminal node is increased proportionally to its SHAP value, which reflects its contribution to the model’s prediction. d, The process of expression generation involves sequentially selecting tokens. Categorical distribution is the probability from the RNN cell and the colors represent the category of token; the color of the histogram corresponds to a. Nested functions prior used to constrain the nested level at which the exponential function appears. Canopy interception prior represents the choice of tokens and sets the probability of the important feature as 1.
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Table S1. The parameterization scheme of canopy maximum water storage capacity (). Here,  denotes the sum of the leaf area index and the stem area index.  is a function of the atmospheric forcing temperature (). ρ_sno is the snow density of accumulated snowfall.  is the vegetation leaf surface temperature, and  is the freezing temperature.
	Land Surface Model Name
	 parameterization
	Precipitation Form
	Other Settings

	CoLM20143
	
	All precipitation
	-

	CLM4.54
	
	All precipitation
	-

	CLM55
	
	Rainfall
	-

	
	
	Snowfall
	-

	JULES6
	
	Rainfall
	-

	
	
	Snowfall
	-

	MATSIRO7
	
	All precipitation
	Includes canopy energy balance with phase change

	VIC8
	
	Rainfall
	Includes canopy energy balance with phase change

	
	
	Snowfall
	

	Noah-MP9
	
	Rainfall
	Includes canopy energy balance with phase change, incorporating wind-induced canopy sway

	
	
	Snowfall
	





Table S2. Parameterization of  in Scheme 1 and Scheme 3 based on International Geosphere–Biosphere Programme (IGBP) land-cover types. Here,  denotes the canopy water storage capacity per unit leaf area index, and  denotes the storage capacity per unit stem area index. Land-cover types follow the IGBP classification: ENF (Evergreen Needleleaf Forest), DNF (Deciduous Needleleaf Forest), EBF (Evergreen Broadleaf Forest), DBF (Deciduous Broadleaf Forest), CSH (Closed Shrubland), OSH (Open Shrubland), MF (Mixed Forests), WSA (Woody Savannas), SAV (Savannas), GRA (Grasslands), WET (Permanent Wetlands), CRO (Croplands), URB (Urban and Built-up), CNA (Cropland/Natural Vegetation Mosaic), and BAR (Barren or Sparsely Vegetated).
	Parameterization
	Species
	
	

	
	ENF
	0.29
	0.09

	
	DNF
	0.29
	0.09

	
	EBF
	0.20
	0.09

	
	DBF
	0.18
	0.09

	
	CSH
	0.23
	0.09

	
	OSH
	0.23
	0.09

	
	MF
	0.23
	0.09

	
	WSA
	0.23
	0.09

	
	SAV
	0.1
	0.03

	
	GRA
	0.1
	0.03

	
	WET
	0.1
	0.03

	
	CRO
	0.1
	0.03

	
	URB
	0.1
	0.03

	
	CNA
	0.1
	0.03

	
	BAR
	0.1
	0.03





Table S3. Parameterization of  in Scheme 2 and Scheme 4 based on IGBP land-cover types. Here,  refers to canopy depth,  to canopy width,  to the ratio of tree height to canopy width, and  to wind speed. The definitions of other variables are consistent with those in Table S2.
	Parameterization
	Species
	
	

	
	ENF
	0.29
	0.09

	
	DNF
	0.29
	0.09

	
	EBF
	0.20
	0.09

	
	DBF
	0.18
	0.09

	
	CSH
	0.23
	0.09

	
	OSH
	0.23
	0.09

	
	MF
	0.23
	0.09

	
	WSA
	0.23
	0.09

	
	SAV
	0.1
	0.03

	
	GRA
	0.1
	0.03

	
	WET
	0.1
	0.03

	
	CRO
	0.1
	0.03

	
	URB
	0.1
	0.03

	
	CNA
	0.1
	0.03

	
	BAR
	0.1
	0.03





Table S4. Site information used for evapotranspiration validation in the improved Budyko experiment. The sites are sourced from FLUXNET201510, OzFlux11, and La Thuile datasets10 , with the La Thuile dataset having since been superseded by the FLUXNET2015 dataset.
	ID
	Site Name
	Observation Start Year
	Observation End Year
	Source

	1
	AT-Neu
	2002
	2012
	FLUXNET2015

	2
	AU-ASM
	2011
	2017
	OzFlux

	3
	AU-Cum
	2013
	2018
	OzFlux

	4
	AU-DaP
	2009
	2012
	OzFlux

	5
	AU-Dry
	2011
	2015
	OzFlux

	6
	AU-Emr
	2012
	2013
	OzFlux

	7
	AU-Gin
	2012
	2017
	OzFlux

	8
	AU-How
	2003
	2017
	OzFlux

	9
	AU-Lit
	2016
	2017
	OzFlux

	10
	AU-Otw
	2009
	2010
	OzFlux

	11
	AU-Rob
	2014
	2017
	OzFlux

	12
	AU-Sam
	2011
	2017
	OzFlux

	13
	AU-TTE
	2013
	2017
	OzFlux

	14
	AU-Tum
	2002
	2017
	OzFlux

	15
	AU-Whr
	2015
	2016
	OzFlux

	16
	AU-Ync
	2011
	2017
	OzFlux

	17
	BE-Vie
	1997
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	18
	BR-Sa3
	2001
	2003
	FLUXNET2015

	19
	CA-NS6
	2002
	2004
	FLUXNET2015

	20
	CA-NS7
	2003
	2004
	FLUXNET2015

	21
	CA-SF1
	2004
	2006
	FLUXNET2015

	22
	CA-SF2
	2003
	2005
	FLUXNET2015

	23
	CA-SF3
	2003
	2005
	FLUXNET2015

	24
	CH-Cha
	2006
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	25
	CH-Dav
	1997
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	26
	CH-Fru
	2007
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	27
	CH-Oe1
	2002
	2008
	FLUXNET2015

	28
	CN-Dan
	2004
	2005
	FLUXNET2015

	29
	CN-Din
	2003
	2005
	FLUXNET2015

	30
	CN-Du2
	2007
	2008
	FLUXNET2015

	31
	CN-HaM
	2002
	2003
	FLUXNET2015

	32
	CN-Qia
	2003
	2005
	FLUXNET2015

	33
	DE-Bay
	1997
	1999
	LaThuile

	34
	DE-Geb
	2001
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	35
	DE-Gri
	2004
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	36
	DE-Kli
	2005
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	37
	DE-Meh
	2004
	2006
	LaThuile

	38
	DE-Obe
	2008
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	39
	DE-Seh
	2008
	2010
	FLUXNET2015

	40
	DE-SfN
	2013
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	41
	DE-Tha
	1998
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	42
	DE-Wet
	2002
	2006
	LaThuile

	43
	DK-Lva
	2005
	2006
	LaThuile

	44
	DK-Ris
	2004
	2005
	LaThuile

	45
	DK-Sor
	1997
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	46
	DK-ZaH
	2000
	2013
	FLUXNET2015

	47
	ES-ES1
	1999
	2006
	LaThuile

	48
	ES-ES2
	2005
	2006
	LaThuile

	49
	ES-LMa
	2004
	2006
	LaThuile

	50
	FI-Lom
	2007
	2009
	FLUXNET2015

	51
	FR-Fon
	2005
	2013
	FLUXNET2015

	52
	FR-Gri
	2005
	2013
	FLUXNET2015

	53
	FR-LBr
	2003
	2008
	FLUXNET2015

	54
	GF-Guy
	2004
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	55
	HU-Bug
	2003
	2006
	LaThuile

	56
	IE-Dri
	2003
	2005
	LaThuile

	57
	IT-Amp
	2003
	2006
	LaThuile

	58
	IT-CA1
	2012
	2013
	FLUXNET2015

	59
	IT-CA3
	2012
	2013
	FLUXNET2015

	60
	IT-Col
	2007
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	61
	IT-Cpz
	2001
	2008
	FLUXNET2015

	62
	IT-Isp
	2013
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	63
	IT-Lav
	2005
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	64
	IT-MBo
	2003
	2012
	FLUXNET2015

	65
	IT-PT1
	2003
	2004
	FLUXNET2015

	66
	IT-Ren
	2010
	2013
	FLUXNET2015

	67
	IT-Ro1
	2002
	2006
	FLUXNET2015

	68
	IT-Ro2
	2002
	2008
	FLUXNET2015

	69
	JP-SMF
	2003
	2006
	FLUXNET2015

	70
	NL-Loo
	1997
	2013
	FLUXNET2015

	71
	PL-wet
	2004
	2005
	LaThuile

	72
	PT-Esp
	2002
	2004
	LaThuile

	73
	PT-Mi2
	2005
	2006
	LaThuile

	74
	RU-Fyo
	2003
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	75
	SD-Dem
	2005
	2009
	FLUXNET2015

	76
	UK-Gri
	2000
	2001
	LaThuile

	77
	UK-PL3
	2005
	2006
	LaThuile

	78
	US-AR1
	2010
	2012
	FLUXNET2015

	79
	US-ARM
	2003
	2012
	FLUXNET2015

	80
	US-Aud
	2003
	2005
	LaThuile

	81
	US-Bkg
	2005
	2006
	LaThuile

	82
	US-Blo
	2000
	2006
	FLUXNET2015

	83
	US-Cop
	2002
	2003
	FLUXNET2015

	84
	US-FPe
	2000
	2006
	LaThuile

	85
	US-MMS
	1999
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	86
	US-Me2
	2002
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	87
	US-Myb
	2011
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	88
	US-NR1
	1999
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	89
	US-Ne1
	2002
	2012
	FLUXNET2015

	90
	US-Ne2
	2002
	2012
	FLUXNET2015

	91
	US-Ne3
	2002
	2012
	FLUXNET2015

	92
	US-SP2
	2000
	2004
	LaThuile

	93
	US-SP3
	1999
	2004
	LaThuile

	94
	US-SRG
	2009
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	95
	US-SRM
	2004
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	96
	US-Syv
	2002
	2008
	FLUXNET2015

	97
	US-Ton
	2001
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	98
	US-Twt
	2010
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	99
	US-UMB
	2000
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	100
	US-WCr
	1999
	2006
	FLUXNET2015

	101
	US-Whs
	2008
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	102
	US-Wkg
	2005
	2014
	FLUXNET2015

	103
	ZA-Kru
	2000
	2002
	FLUXNET2015




Table S5. Trends of Interception Loss (I), Interception Ratio (I/P), Precipitation Sum, and Precipitation Intensity (PI) across Climate Zones (1982–2020).
	Climate Zones
	I (mm/year)
	I/P (%/year)
	Precipitation Sum (mm /year)
	PI (mm/day/year)

	Tropical
	-0.2434
	0.0033
	-0.321
	0.002

	Arid
	0.0432
	0.0113
	-0.2327
	0.0005

	Temperate
	0.258
	0.0297
	-0.5249
	0.0012

	Cold
	0.0793
	0.0097
	0.5544
	0.0014

	Polar
	-0.0008
	0.0021
	0.1525
	0.0002
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Table S6 Canopy interception loss rate observation.
	ID
	Longitude
	Latitude
	Data Period
	Species
	P (mm)
	I (mm)
	I/P (%)
	Author and Reference
	Language

	1
	-16.4
	28.45
	1994.12.30-1995.12.31
	Broadleaf
	-16.4
	28.45
	-16.4
	Aboal et al. (1999)12
	English

	2
	-8.4167
	52.1333
	1989.1.1-1994.12.31
	Needleleaf
	6846
	2982
	43.56
	Aherne et al. (1999)13
	English

	3
	51.62
	36.58
	2008.6.24-2008.12.5;
2009.5.5-2009.11.30
	Broadleaf
	1001.5
	241.2
	24.1
	Ahmadi et al. (2013)14 
	English

	4
	51.6167
	36.5833
	2008.6.24-2008.10.25
	Broadleaf
	309.9
	92.2
	32.1
	Ahmadi et al. (2009)15
	English

	5
	112.37
	-1.29
	1993.11.1-1994.4.14
	Broadleaf
	2199
	251
	11.4
	Asdak et al. (1998)16
	English

	6
	112.37
	-1.29
	1994.6.11-1995.7.2
	Broadleaf
	3563
	219
	6.2
	Asdak et al. (1998b)16
	English

	7
	33.47
	41.47
	2012.1.1-2014.12.31
	Needleleaf
	1083.24
	2426
	22.4
	Aydin et al. (2018)17
	English

	8
	9.59
	46.24
	1994.6.1-1999.5.31
	Needleleaf
	8441
	1991
	23.59
	Balestrini and Tagliaferri (2001)18
	English

	9
	9.54
	46.1
	1994.6.1-1999.5.31
	Needleleaf
	7724
	1726
	22.35
	Balestrini and Tagliaferri (2001)18
	English

	10
	118.61
	44.21
	2013.5.1-2013.10.31
	Broadleaf
	355.1
	77
	21.68
	Bao et al. (2016) 19
	Chinese

	11
	-78.5
	44.08
	2010.1.1-2010.12.31
	Needleleaf
	325.33
	88.67
	27.5
	Bialkowski and Buttle (2015)20
	English

	12
	-78.5
	44.08
	2009.1.1-2009.12.31
	Needleleaf
	351.33
	68.67
	20.07
	Bialkowski and Buttle (2015)20
	English

	13
	-84.01
	10.43
	1995.5.1-1995.12.31
	Broadleaf
	2122
	177
	8.34
	Bigelow (2001)21
	English

	14
	-84.01
	10.43
	1994.12.1-1995.4.30
	Broadleaf
	1035
	197
	6.35
	Bigelow (2001)21
	English

	15
	-83.9167
	35.45
	2012.12.1-2014.11.30
	Broadleaf
	1817
	367.034
	20.2
	Brantley et al. (2019)22
	English

	16
	-83.7167
	35.1
	2012.12.1-2014.11.30
	Broadleaf
	1795
	231.555
	12.9
	Brantley et al. (2019)22
	English

	17
	-83.7333
	35.1167
	2012.12.1-2014.11.30
	Broadleaf
	1846
	180.908
	9.8
	Brantley et al. (2019)22
	English

	18
	-83.64
	35.1667
	2012.12.1-2014.11.30
	Broadleaf
	2060
	74.16
	3.6
	Brantley et al. (2019)22
	English

	19
	-83.8333
	35.3
	2012.12.1-2014.11.30
	Broadleaf
	1858
	29.728
	1.6
	Brantley et al. (2019)22
	English

	20
	-39.26
	-6.39
	2010.1.1-2017.12.31
	Broadleaf
	4776.2
	699.4
	14.6
	Brasil et al. (2018)23
	English

	21
	-115.46
	56.07
	2005.7.6-2005.10.18
	Broadleaf
	181
	27
	14.92
	Brown et al. (2014)24
	English

	22
	-115.46
	56.07
	2006.5.2-2006.10.9
	Broadleaf
	331
	40
	12.08
	Brown et al. (2014)24
	English

	23
	-84.82
	32.38
	2001.4.4-2002.6.11
	Needleleaf
	738.8
	147.65
	20
	Bryant et al. (2005)25
	English

	24
	-84.82
	32.38
	2001.4.4-2002.6.11
	Mixed
	684.9
	127.39
	18.6
	Bryant et al. (2005)25
	English

	25
	-84.82
	32.38
	2001.4.4-2002.6.11
	Broadleaf
	738.8
	129.69
	17.55
	Bryant et al. (2005)25
	English

	26
	30.65
	-29.19
	2008.4.1-2011.3.31
	Needleleaf
	1909.7
	408.7
	21.4
	Bulcock and Jewitt (2012)26
	English

	27
	30.65
	-29.21
	2008.4.1-2011.3.31
	Broadleaf
	1884.7
	401.2
	21.3
	Bulcock and Jewitt (2012)26
	English

	28
	-78.5
	44.08
	2010.5.4-2010.10.27
	Needleleaf
	701.88
	114.33
	16.27
	Buttle and Farnsworth (2012)27
	English

	29
	-78.5
	44.08
	2009.5.11-2009.10.22
	Needleleaf
	679.02
	108.52
	16.015
	Buttle and Farnsworth (2012)27
	English

	30
	-78.5
	44.08
	2010.5.4-2010.10.27
	Mixed
	727
	215.3
	29.61
	Buttle and Farnsworth (2012)27
	English

	31
	-78.5
	44.08
	2009.5.11-2009.10.22
	Mixed
	647.3
	156.8
	24.22
	Buttle and Farnsworth (2012)27
	English

	32
	-78.5
	44.08
	2010.5.4-2010.10.27
	Broadleaf
	714.4
	128.6
	18
	Buttle and Farnsworth (2012)27
	English

	33
	-78.5
	44.08
	2009.5.11-2009.10.22
	Broadleaf
	680.95
	115.9
	17.15
	Buttle and Farnsworth (2012)27
	English

	34
	128.87
	47.18
	2005.5.1-2005.9.30
	Needleleaf
	503.23
	98.68
	19.61
	Cai et al. (2006)28
	Chinese

	35
	128.87
	47.18
	2005.5.1-2005.9.30
	Broadleaf
	503.23
	75.35
	14.97
	Cai et al. (2006)28
	Chinese

	36
	106.24
	35.51
	2012.5.1-2012.10.31
	Needleleaf
	507.2
	146.8
	28.9
	Cao (2014)29
	Chinese

	37
	106.24
	35.51
	2012.5.1-2012.10.31
	Needleleaf
	507.2
	146.37
	28.84
	Cao (2014)29
	Chinese

	38
	106.24
	35.51
	2012.5.1-2012.10.31
	Broadleaf
	507.2
	118.6
	23.4
	Cao (2014)29
	Chinese

	39
	110.17
	29.5
	2005.5.1-2005.8.31
	Needleleaf
	888.7
	220.6
	24.82
	Cao et al. (2006)30
	Chinese

	40
	106.33
	35.47
	2012.5.1-2012.10.31
	Needleleaf
	507.2
	176.88
	34.88
	Cao et al. (2018)31
	Chinese

	41
	101.98
	23.94
	2016.5.1-2016.9.30;
2017.5.1-2017.9.30
	Broadleaf
	994.07
	406.4
	40.88
	Cao et al. (2018a)32
	Chinese

	42
	75.099
	54
	1983.10.1-1984.9.30
	Needleleaf
	1032
	251.195
	25
	Cape et al. (1991)33
	English

	43
	95.889
	56
	1984.4.1-1985.3.31
	Needleleaf
	544.5
	108.915
	21
	Cape et al. (1991)33
	English

	44
	74.39
	57
	1984.4.1-1985.3.31
	Needleleaf
	799.67
	112.84
	14.33
	Cape et al. (1991)33
	English

	45
	75.099
	54
	1983.10.1-1984.9.30
	Broadleaf
	1148
	206.56
	18
	Cape et al. (1991)33
	English

	46
	75.099
	54
	1983.10.1-1984.9.30
	Needleleaf
	947
	312.5
	33
	Cape et al. (1991)33
	English

	47
	75.099
	54
	1983.10.1-1984.9.30
	Needleleaf
	1117
	189.89
	17
	Cape et al. (1991)33
	English

	48
	95.889
	56
	1984.4.1-1985.3.31
	Needleleaf
	454
	122.58
	27
	Cape et al. (1991)33
	English

	49
	95.889
	56
	1984.4.1-1985.3.31
	Needleleaf
	635
	95.25
	15
	Cape et al. (1991)33
	English

	50
	74.39
	57
	1984.4.1-1985.3.31
	Needleleaf
	793
	103.09
	13
	Cape et al. (1991)33
	English

	51
	74.39
	57
	1984.4.1-1985.3.31
	Needleleaf
	894
	107.28
	12
	Cape et al. (1991)33
	English

	52
	74.39
	57
	1984.4.1-1985.3.31
	Needleleaf
	712
	128.16
	18
	Cape et al. (1991)33
	English

	53
	75.099
	54
	1983.10.1-1984.9.30
	Broadleaf
	1156
	196.52
	17
	Cape et al. (1991)33
	English

	54
	75.099
	54
	1983.10.1-1984.9.30
	Broadleaf
	1140
	216.6
	19
	Cape et al. (1991)33
	English

	55
	-79.65
	43.55
	1995.5.15-1995.9.27
	Broadleaf
	213.8
	41.2
	19.27
	Carlyle-Moses and Price (1999)34
	English

	56
	-99.87
	24.71
	1999.1.1-2001.7.13
	Broadleaf
	691.8
	109.3
	15.8
	Carlyle-Moses and Price (2007)35
	English

	57
	-79.58
	9.17
	2006.7.23-2006.9.20
	Broadleaf
	349.7
	49.56
	14.174
	Carlyle-Moses et al. (2010)36
	English

	58
	-99.86
	24.7
	1999.5.1-1999.10.31;
2000.5.1-2000.10.31;
2001.5.1-2001.7.31
	shrubs
	394
	32.3
	8.2
	Carlyle-Moses (2004)37
	English

	59
	11.58
	43.71
	1994.1.1-1994.12.31
	Needleleaf
	1075
	262.3
	24.4
	Certini et al. (1998)38
	English

	60
	11.58
	43.71
	1994.1.1-1994.12.31
	Broadleaf
	1076
	271.85
	25.3
	Certini et al. (1998)38
	English

	61
	128.87
	47.18
	2010.7.1-2010.10.31;
2011.5.1-2011.10.31
	Needleleaf
	514.1
	132.43
	25.76
	Chai et al. (2013)39
	Chinese

	62
	103.89
	31.69
	2006.10.1-2006.10.31
	Shrubs
	88.66
	32.46
	36.61
	Chang (2007)40
	Chinese

	63
	103.89
	31.69
	2006.9.1-2006.9.30
	Shrubs
	92.99
	33.1
	35.6
	Chang (2007)40
	Chinese

	64
	103.89
	31.69
	2006.7.1-2006.10.31
	Shrubs
	259.49
	86.2
	31.17
	Chang (2007)40
	Chinese

	65
	103.89
	31.69
	2006.8.1-2006.8.31
	Shrubs
	28.54
	7.69
	26.94
	Chang (2007)40
	Chinese

	66
	103.89
	31.69
	2006.7.1-2006.7.31
	Shrubs
	49.3
	12.95
	25.54
	Chang (2007)40
	Chinese

	67
	103.89
	31.69
	2005.10.1-2005.10.31
	Shrubs
	54.5
	8.3
	15.23
	Chang (2007)40
	Chinese

	68
	103.89
	31.69
	2005.8.1-2005.10.31
	Shrubs
	166.73
	18.97
	11.64
	Chang (2007)40
	Chinese

	69
	103.89
	31.69
	2005.8.1-2005.8.31
	Shrubs
	21.62
	2.25
	10.41
	Chang (2007)40
	Chinese

	70
	103.89
	31.69
	2005.9.1-2005.9.30
	Shrubs
	90.79
	8.42
	9.27
	Chang (2007)40
	Chinese

	71
	103.89
	31.69
	2005.10.1-2005.10.31
	Needleleaf
	54.5
	30.69
	56.31
	Chang (2007)40
	Chinese

	72
	103.89
	31.69
	2005.8.1-2005.8.31
	Needleleaf
	21.62
	11.71
	54.16
	Chang (2007)40
	Chinese

	73
	103.89
	31.69
	2005.8.1-2005.10.31
	Needleleaf
	166.73
	83.32
	51.85
	Chang (2007)40
	Chinese

	74
	103.89
	31.69
	2006.8.1-2006.8.31
	Needleleaf
	28.54
	13.15
	46.08
	Chang (2007)40
	Chinese

	75
	103.89
	31.69
	2006.9.1-2006.9.30
	Needleleaf
	92.99
	42.49
	45.69
	Chang (2007)40
	Chinese

	76
	103.89
	31.69
	2005.9.1-2005.9.30
	Needleleaf
	90.79
	41.13
	45.3
	Chang (2007)40
	Chinese

	77
	103.89
	31.69
	2006.7.1-2006.7.31
	Needleleaf
	49.3
	21.61
	43.83
	Chang (2007)40
	Chinese

	78
	103.89
	31.69
	2006.7.1-2006.10.31
	Needleleaf
	259.49
	111.14
	43.46
	Chang (2007)40
	Chinese

	79
	103.89
	31.69
	2006.10.1-2006.10.31
	Needleleaf
	88.66
	33.89
	38.22
	Chang (2007)40
	Chinese

	80
	120.89
	23.93
	2008.5.1-2009.4.30
	Broadleaf
	917.6
	106.06
	11.56
	Chen and Li (2016)41
	Chinese

	81
	108.33
	33.3
	2006.5.1-2006.10.31;
2007.5.1-2007.10.31;
2008.5.1-2008.10.31
	Needleleaf
	1576.4
	524
	33.24
	Chen et al. (2012)42
	Chinese

	82
	116.47
	39.9
	2010.6.1-2010.9.30
	Needleleaf
	298.68
	92.13
	30.85
	Chen et al. (2013)43
	Chinese

	83
	116.47
	39.9
	2010.6.1-2010.9.30
	Broadleaf
	298.68
	95.92
	32.12
	Chen et al. (2013)43
	Chinese

	84
	108.33
	33.3
	2006.6.1-2008.10.31
	Needleleaf
	1578.31
	524
	33.2
	Chen et al. (2013b)44
	English

	85
	109.53
	36.42
	2016.7.1-2016.10.31
	Broadleaf
	266
	43.6
	16.39
	Cheng (2020)45
	Chinese

	86
	109.53
	36.42
	2017.7.1-2017.10.31
	Broadleaf
	512.2
	76.55
	14.95
	Cheng (2020)45
	Chinese

	87
	-60.2
	-2.61
	2002.11.1-2003.10.31
	Broadleaf
	2025.2
	457.7
	22.6
	Cuartas et al. (2007)46
	English

	88
	-60.2
	-2.61
	2003.11.1-2004.10.31
	Broadleaf
	2804
	372.93
	13.3
	Cuartas et al. (2007)46
	English

	89
	-54.92
	-2.89
	2001.4.1-2003.7.31
	Broadleaf
	
	
	11.6
	Czikowsky and Fitzjarrald (2009)47
	English

	90
	-8.02
	38.53
	1996.10.1-1998.9.30
	Broadleaf
	1736.4
	146.8
	8.5
	David et al. (2006)48
	English

	91
	-2.63
	51.45
	1998.7.1-1998.7.10
	Broadleaf
	31.13
	6.92
	22.23
	Davie and Durocher (1997)49
	English

	92
	-1.87
	6.67
	2007.1.1-2008.12.31
	Broadleaf
	1376
	200.34
	14.56
	Dawoe et al. (2018)50
	English

	93
	-38.53
	-8.31
	2016.3.1-2017.9.30
	Shrubs
	
	
	10.3
	de Queiroz et al. (2020)51
	English

	94
	137.18
	35.03
	2000.4.1-2002.12.31
	Broadleaf
	3857.2
	648.9
	16.8
	Deguchi et al. (2006)52
	English

	95
	110.25
	25.17
	2015.5.1-2016.4.30
	Broadleaf
	3132
	1169.97
	37.48
	Deng et al. (2018)53
	Chinese

	96
	123.65
	42.55
	2019.6.1-2019.9.30
	Needleleaf
	260.5
	84.3
	32.36
	Deng et al. (2022)54
	English

	97
	120.04
	-1.5
	2004.4.5-2005.4.4
	Broadleaf
	1828
	396.68
	21.7
	Dietz et al. (2006)55
	English

	98
	4.63
	52.55
	1983.1.1-1985.12.31
	Broadleaf
	952.1
	246.9
	25.93
	Dolman (1987)56
	English

	99
	-2.4
	37.2
	1988.9.1-1989.8.31
	Needleleaf
	650
	97.5
	15
	Domingo et al. (1994)57
	English

	100
	-2.37
	37.13
	1994.4.15-1994.5.31
	Shrubs
	92
	27.6
	30
	Domingo et al. (1998)58
	English

	101
	118.49
	41.18
	2013.5.1-2013.9.30;
2014.5.1-2014.9.30
	Needleleaf
	857.4
	164.5
	19.15
	Dong et al. (2018)59
	Chinese

	102
	118.49
	41.18
	2013.5.1-2013.9.30;
2014.5.1-2014.9.30
	Broadleaf
	857.4
	106.6
	12.4
	Dong et al. (2018)59
	Chinese

	103
	118.52
	41.31
	2013.5.1-2013.9.30;
2014.5.1-2014.9.30
	Needleleaf
	857.4
	222.93
	26
	Dong et al. (2020)60
	English

	104
	106.33
	35.47
	2005.5.1-2005.5.31;
2006.5.1-2006.5.31;
2007.5.1-2007.5.31;
2008.5.1-2008.5.31
	Needleleaf
	67
	15.9
	23.73
	Du (2009)61
	Chinese

	105
	106.33
	35.47
	2005.8.1-2005.8.31;
2006.8.1-2006.8.31;
2007.8.1-2007.8.31;
2008.8.1-2008.8.31
	Needleleaf
	241.8
	50.8
	21
	Du (2009)61
	Chinese

	106
	106.33
	35.47
	2005.7.1-2005.7.31;
2006.7.1-2006.7.31;
2007.7.1-2007.7.31;
2008.7.1-2008.7.31
	Needleleaf
	315.5
	65.9
	20.89
	Du (2009)61
	Chinese

	107
	106.33
	35.47
	2005.6.1-2005.6.30;
2006.6.1-2006.6.30;
2007.6.1-2007.6.30;
2008.6.1-2008.6.30
	Needleleaf
	154.6
	29.5
	19.06
	Du (2009)61
	Chinese

	108
	106.33
	35.47
	2005.10.1-2005.10.31;
2006.10.1-2006.10.31;
2007.10.1-2007.10.31;
2008.10.1-2008.10.31
	Needleleaf
	172.8
	31.9
	18.44
	Du (2009)61
	Chinese

	109
	106.33
	35.47
	2005.9.1-2005.9.30;
2006.9.1-2006.9.30;
2007.9.1-2007.9.30;
2008.9.1-2008.9.30
	Needleleaf
	201.5
	36.5
	18.12
	Du (2009)61
	Chinese

	110
	106.33
	35.47
	2009.5.1-2009.10.31
	Needleleaf
	727.5
	123.9
	17.03
	Duan et al. (2010)62
	Chinese

	111
	106.33
	35.47
	2009.5.1-2009.10.31
	Broadleaf
	727.5
	100.1
	13.76
	Duan et al. (2010)62
	Chinese

	112
	150.24
	-35.6
	1982.3.1-1983.2.28
	Broadleaf
	591
	90
	15
	Dunin et al. (1988)63
	English

	113
	150.24
	-35.6
	1983.3.1-1984.2.29
	Broadleaf
	1351
	205
	13
	Dunin et al. (1988) 63
	English

	114
	150.24
	-35.6
	1984.3.1-1985.2.28
	Broadleaf
	1203
	115
	10
	Dunin et al. (1988) 63
	English

	115
	79.82
	44.16
	2012.5.1-2012.9.20
	Mixed
	435.4
	127.7
	29.3
	Duval. (2019)64
	English

	116
	115.17
	4.53
	1991.11.1-1992.2.29
	Broadleaf
	826.1
	149.1
	18.04
	Dykes (1997)65
	English

	117
	113.87
	24.66
	2015.4.1-2015.10.31
	Shrubs
	1385.27
	102.57
	7.4
	Fan (2016)66
	Chinese

	118
	113.87
	24.66
	2015.4.1-2015.10.31
	Grassland
	1385.27
	359.56
	25.96
	Fan (2016)66
	Chinese

	119
	113.87
	24.66
	2015.4.1-2015.10.31
	Broadleaf
	1385.27
	155.18
	11.2
	Fan (2016)66
	Chinese

	120
	153.14
	-26.98
	2012.5.1-2013.4.30
	Needleleaf
	1492.1
	342.8
	22.9
	Fan et al. (2014)67
	English

	121
	153.14
	-26.98
	2012.5.1-2013.4.30
	Broadleaf
	1492.1
	219.7
	16.4
	Fan et al. (2014)67
	English

	122
	94.02
	29.14
	2007.10.1-2007.10.31
	Needleleaf
	32.9
	24.2
	73.56
	Fang (2010)68
	Chinese

	123
	94.02
	29.14
	2007.4.1-2007.4.30
	Needleleaf
	56.2
	33.2
	59.07
	Fang (2010)68
	Chinese

	124
	94.02
	29.14
	2007.8.1-2007.8.31
	Needleleaf
	78.2
	45.7
	58.44
	Fang (2010)68
	Chinese

	125
	94.02
	29.14
	2007.9.1-2007.9.30
	Needleleaf
	114.3
	65.5
	57.31
	Fang (2010)68
	Chinese

	126
	94.02
	29.14
	2007.4.1-2007.10.31
	Needleleaf
	93.69
	48.37
	55.33
	Fang (2010)68
	Chinese

	127
	94.02
	29.14
	2007.5.1-2007.5.31
	Needleleaf
	83.6
	42.5
	50.84
	Fang (2010)68
	Chinese

	128
	94.02
	29.14
	2007.6.1-2007.6.30
	Needleleaf
	130.9
	60.1
	45.91
	Fang (2010)68
	Chinese

	129
	94.02
	29.14
	2007.7.1-2007.7.31
	Needleleaf
	159.7
	67.4
	42.2
	Fang (2010)68
	Chinese

	130
	104.65
	35.58
	2011.5.1-2011.9.30
	Shrubs
	350.24
	87.03
	23.15
	Fang (2016)69
	Chinese

	131
	104.65
	35.58
	2011.5.1-2011.9.30;
2012.5.1-2012.9.30
	Needleleaf
	551.6
	112.27
	22.37
	Fang (2016)69
	Chinese

	132
	46.43
	33.62
	2010.3.1-2011.3.31
	Broadleaf
	474.2
	84.9
	17.9
	Fathizadeh et al. (2013)70
	English

	133
	46.37
	33.7
	2015.2.1-2016.2.29
	Broadleaf
	822.8
	84.2
	10.23
	Fathizadeh et al. (2017)71
	English

	134
	126.62
	45.72
	2015.4.1-2015.10.31
	Broadleaf
	430.2
	78.8
	23.24
	Feng et al. (2017)72
	Chinese

	135
	-47.666
	-2.613
	2012.7.1-2013.5.31
	Herbaceous plant
	1095
	263
	24
	Fernandes et al. (2017)73
	English

	136
	37.99
	6.02
	2017.1.1-2017.12.31
	Broadleaf
	466.7
	209.5
	44.9
	Filho et al. (2018)74
	English

	137
	-0.353
	51.81
	1997.6.26-1998.1.19
	Herbaceous plant
	391
	98
	25.06
	Finch and Riche (2010)75
	English

	138
	-0.353
	51.81
	1998.6.12-1999.2.1
	Herbaceous plant
	643
	155
	24.11
	Finch and Riche (2010)75
	English

	139
	-79.2
	-4
	1998.4.18-2002.4.24
	Broadleaf
	2469
	968
	39.21
	Fleischbein et al. (2005)76
	English

	140
	-0.08
	44.08
	1986.2.9-1987.1.3
	Needleleaf
	613
	73
	11.91
	Gash et al. (1995)77
	English

	141
	-76.67
	35.8
	2013.1.1-2013.12.31
	Needleleaf
	1270
	218
	17.17
	Gavazzi et al. (2016)78
	English

	142
	-76.67
	35.8
	2014.1.1-2014.12.31
	Needleleaf
	1070
	175
	16.36
	Gavazzi et al. (2016)78
	English

	143
	-76.67
	35.8
	2006.1.1-2006.12.31
	Needleleaf
	1425
	209
	14.67
	Gavazzi et al. (2016)78
	English

	144
	-76.67
	35.8
	2011.1.1-2011.12.31
	Needleleaf
	1307
	188
	14.38
	Gavazzi et al. (2016)78
	English

	145
	-76.67
	35.8
	2010.1.1-2010.12.31
	Needleleaf
	1422
	197
	13.85
	Gavazzi et al. (2016)78
	English

	146
	-76.67
	35.8
	2008.1.1-2008.12.31
	Needleleaf
	1016
	125
	12.3
	Gavazzi et al. (2016)78
	English

	147
	-76.67
	35.8
	2005.1.1-2014.12.31
	Needleleaf
	1227
	148
	12.06
	Gavazzi et al. (2016)78
	English

	148
	-76.67
	35.8
	2005.1.1-2005.12.31
	Needleleaf
	1206
	144
	11.94
	Gavazzi et al. (2016)78
	English

	149
	-76.67
	35.8
	2012.1.1-2012.12.31
	Needleleaf
	1328
	128
	9.64
	Gavazzi et al. (2016)78
	English

	150
	-76.67
	35.8
	2007.1.1-2007.12.31
	Needleleaf
	897
	72
	8.03
	Gavazzi et al. (2016)78
	English

	151
	-62.87
	-10.3
	2004.8.23-2004.12.2;
2005.1.6-2005.4.15
	Broadleaf
	1309
	134
	10.24
	Germer et al. (2006)
	English

	152
	5.89
	49.72
	2004.1.1-2009.7.31
	Broadleaf
	
	
	31
	Gerrits et al.  (2010)79
	English

	153
	85.38
	27.38
	2011.6.20-2011.9.9
	Needleleaf
	878
	145
	16.5
	Ghimire et al. (2012)80
	English

	154
	85.38
	27.38
	2011.6.20-2011.9.9
	Broadleaf
	709
	159
	22.4
	Ghimire et al. (2012)80
	English

	155
	48.41
	-18.93
	2014.10.1-2015.9.30
	Broadleaf
	1747
	476
	27.25
	Ghimire et al. (2017)
	English

	156
	-75.35
	-10.53
	2003.7.29-2004.8.10
	Broadleaf
	2487.5
	433.3
	18.6
	Gomez-Peralta et al. (2008)81
	English

	157
	104.05
	32.91
	2002.7.15-2002.10.31
	Broadleaf
	221
	41.78
	18.9
	Gong et al.(2004)82
	Chinese

	158
	104.05
	32.91
	2002.7.15-2002.10.31
	Needleleaf
	255.6
	91.4
	34.8
	Gong et al.(2005)83
	Chinese

	159
	7.08
	48.67
	1996.5.2-1996.10.27
	Broadleaf
	466
	122.09
	26.8
	Granier et al. (2000)84
	Chinese

	160
	7.08
	48.67
	1995.5.2-1995.10.27
	Broadleaf
	458
	115.87
	25.3
	Granier et al. (2000)84
	Chinese

	161
	118.5
	41.19
	2013.5.1-2013.9.30
	Needleleaf
	508.8
	136.76
	26.88
	Guo.(2016)85
	Chinese

	162
	118.5
	41.19
	2013.5.1-2013.9.30
	Broadleaf
	508.8
	79.74
	15.67
	Guo.(2016)85
	Chinese

	163
	127.63
	45.41
	2007.6.1-2007.8.31
	Needleleaf
	218.2
	40.04
	18.35
	Han (2008)86
	Chinese

	164
	127.63
	45.41
	2007.6.1-2007.8.31
	Mixed
	218.2
	49.13
	22.52
	Han (2008)86
	Chinese

	165
	127.63
	45.41
	2007.6.1-2007.8.31
	Broadleaf
	218.2
	50.49
	23.14
	Han (2008)86
	Chinese

	166
	122.37
	42.72
	2011.4.15-2011.10.20
	Needleleaf
	297.2
	22.2
	7.47
	Han et al. (2012)87 
	Chinese

	167
	122.37
	42.72
	2010.4.12-2010.10.20
	Needleleaf
	605.7
	33.9
	5.6
	Han et al. (2012)87
	Chinese

	168
	118.85
	31.62
	2012.4.1-2012.9.30
	Needleleaf
	470.7
	116.3
	24.71
	Han et al. (2014)88
	Chinese

	169
	106.72
	35.94
	2017.8.12-2017.9.8
	Broadleaf
	124.67
	9.06
	7.32
	Han et al. (2018)89
	Chinese

	170
	106.72
	35.94
	2017.9.9-2017.9.28
	Broadleaf
	10.35
	0.69
	6.44
	Han et al. (2018)89
	Chinese

	171
	106.72
	35.94
	2017.4.17-2017.6.6
	Broadleaf
	89.86
	5.32
	5.89
	Han et al. (2018)89
	Chinese

	172
	106.72
	35.94
	2017.4.17-2017.10.26
	Broadleaf
	413.79
	21.85
	5.3
	Han et al. (2018)89
	Chinese

	173
	106.72
	35.94
	2017.6.7-2017.7.6
	Broadleaf
	52.77
	2.67
	5.1
	Han et al. (2018)89
	Chinese

	174
	106.72
	35.94
	2017.9.29-2017.10.26
	Broadleaf
	87.3
	3.12
	3.59
	Han et al. (2018)89
	Chinese

	175
	106.72
	35.94
	2017.7.7-2017.8.11
	Broadleaf
	48.6
	0.98
	1.93
	Han et al. (2018)89
	Chinese

	176
	127.63
	45.41
	2010.9.1-2010.9.30
	Needleleaf
	12.3
	7.21
	58.59
	Han(2012)90
	Chinese

	177
	127.63
	45.41
	2011.9.1-2011.9.30
	Needleleaf
	9
	5.22
	58.03
	Han(2012)90
	Chinese

	178
	127.63
	45.41
	2011.8.1-2011.8.31
	Needleleaf
	90.7
	32.21
	35.51
	Han(2012)90
	Chinese

	179
	127.63
	45.41
	2011.5.1-2011.5.31
	Needleleaf
	74.1
	23.47
	31.67
	Han(2012)90
	Chinese

	180
	127.63
	45.41
	2011.6.1-2011.6.30
	Needleleaf
	91.1
	27.35
	30.02
	Han(2012)90
	Chinese

	181
	127.63
	45.41
	2010.7.1-2010.7.31
	Needleleaf
	84.6
	23.35
	27.6
	Han(2012)90
	Chinese

	182
	127.63
	45.41
	2010.8.1-2010.8.31
	Needleleaf
	113.4
	29.18
	25.73
	Han(2012)90
	Chinese

	183
	127.63
	45.41
	2011.7.1-2011.7.31
	Needleleaf
	244.6
	53.08
	21.67
	Han(2012)90
	Chinese

	184
	127.63
	45.41
	2010.9.1-2010.9.30
	Mixed
	12.3
	7.55
	61.38
	Han(2012)90
	Chinese

	185
	127.63
	45.41
	2011.5.1-2011.5.31
	Mixed
	74.1
	22.29
	30.08
	Han(2012)90
	Chinese

	186
	127.63
	45.41
	2010.7.1-2010.7.31
	Mixed
	84.6
	24.33
	28.76
	Han(2012)90
	Chinese

	187
	127.63
	45.41
	2011.8.1-2011.8.31
	Mixed
	90.7
	25.87
	28.52
	Han(2012)90
	Chinese

	188
	127.63
	45.41
	2011.9.1-2011.9.30
	Mixed
	9
	2.4
	26.67
	Han(2012)90
	Chinese

	189
	127.63
	45.41
	2011.6.1-2011.6.30
	Mixed
	91.1
	23.91
	26.25
	Han(2012)90
	Chinese

	190
	127.63
	45.41
	2010.8.1-2010.8.31
	Mixed
	113.4
	27.72
	24.44
	Han(2012)90
	Chinese

	191
	127.63
	45.41
	2011.7.1-2011.7.31
	Mixed
	244.6
	36.25
	14.82
	Han(2012)90
	Chinese

	192
	127.63
	45.41
	2010.9.1-2010.9.30
	Broadleaf
	12.3
	6.3
	51.18
	Han(2012)90
	Chinese

	193
	127.63
	45.41
	2011.9.1-2011.9.30
	Broadleaf
	9
	2.65
	29.44
	Han(2012)90
	Chinese

	194
	127.63
	45.41
	2011.8.1-2011.8.31
	Broadleaf
	90.7
	19.07
	21.03
	Han(2012)90
	Chinese

	195
	127.63
	45.41
	2010.7.1-2010.7.31
	Broadleaf
	85.6
	16.7
	19.74
	Han(2012)90
	Chinese

	196
	127.63
	45.41
	2011.5.1-2011.5.31
	Broadleaf
	74.1
	14.59
	19.69
	Han(2012)90
	Chinese

	197
	127.63
	45.41
	2010.8.1-2010.8.31
	Broadleaf
	113.4
	18.69
	16.48
	Han(2012)90
	Chinese

	198
	127.63
	45.41
	2011.6.1-2011.6.30
	Broadleaf
	91.1
	14.47
	15.88
	Han(2012)90
	Chinese

	199
	127.63
	45.41
	2011.7.1-2011.7.31
	Broadleaf
	244.6
	25.84
	10.57
	Han(2012)90
	Chinese

	200
	-6.13
	41.12
	2011.10.1-2012.9.30
	Broadleaf
	335
	111.5
	33.25
	Hassan et al. (2017)91
	English

	201
	-6.13
	41.12
	2012.10.1-2013.9.30
	Broadleaf
	672
	186.5
	27.75
	Hassan et al. (2017)91
	English

	202
	102.87
	30.75
	2005.4.1-2005.10.31
	Needleleaf
	718.5
	355.1
	49.4
	He (2009)92
	Chinese

	203
	102.87
	30.75
	2007.6.1-2007.9.30
	Broadleaf
	486.7
	80.2
	16.5
	He (2009)92
	Chinese

	204
	112.83
	27.97
	2011.1.1-2011.1.31
	Broadleaf
	24.6
	9.1
	36.99
	He (2011)93
	Chinese

	205
	112.83
	27.97
	2010.12.1-2010.12.31
	Broadleaf
	85.4
	27.4
	32.08
	He (2011)93
	Chinese

	206
	112.83
	27.97
	2010.11.1-2010.11.30
	Broadleaf
	50.3
	14.1
	28.03
	He (2011)93
	Chinese

	207
	112.83
	27.97
	2010.10.1-2010.10.31
	Broadleaf
	54.8
	13.1
	23.91
	He (2011)93
	Chinese

	208
	112.83
	27.97
	2010.9.1-2010.9.30
	Broadleaf
	149.6
	31.8
	21.26
	He (2011)93
	Chinese

	209
	112.83
	27.97
	2010.8.1-2010.8.31
	Broadleaf
	159.5
	29.5
	18.5
	He (2011)93
	Chinese

	210
	112.83
	27.97
	2011.2.1-2011.2.28
	Broadleaf
	108.6
	19.2
	17.68
	He (2011)93
	Chinese

	211
	112.83
	27.97
	2010.7.1-2010.7.31
	Broadleaf
	136.5
	22.9
	16.78
	He (2011)93
	Chinese

	212
	112.83
	27.97
	2010.6.1-2010.6.30
	Broadleaf
	213.6
	31.6
	14.79
	He (2011)93
	Chinese

	213
	112.83
	27.97
	2011.3.1-2011.3.31
	Broadleaf
	119.3
	17.6
	14.75
	He (2011)93
	Chinese

	214
	112.83
	27.97
	2010.5.1-2010.5.31
	Broadleaf
	257.9
	26.6
	10.31
	He (2011)93
	Chinese

	215
	109.5
	26.8
	2005.5.1-2005.10.31;
2006.5.1-2006.10.31;
2007.5.1-2007.10.31
	Needleleaf
	627.87
	139.23
	22.17
	He et al. (2011)94
	Chinese

	216
	112.5
	23.18
	2005.5.1-2005.10.31;
2006.5.1-2006.10.31;
2007.5.1-2007.10.31
	Needleleaf
	1216.27
	187.76
	15.44
	He et al. (2011)94
	Chinese

	217
	115.43
	39.97
	2005.5.1-2005.10.31;
2006.5.1-2006.10.31;
2007.5.1-2007.10.31
	Needleleaf
	498.31
	72.21
	14.49
	He et al. (2011)94
	Chinese

	218
	112.5
	23.18
	2005.5.1-2005.10.31;
2006.5.1-2006.10.31;
2007.5.1-2007.10.31
	Mixed
	1216.27
	245.08
	20.15
	He et al. (2011)94
	Chinese

	219
	115.43
	39.97
	2005.5.1-2005.10.31;
2006.5.1-2006.10.31;
2007.5.1-2007.10.31
	Mixed
	498.31
	94.91
	19.05
	He et al. (2011)94
	Chinese

	220
	128.47
	42.4
	2005.5.1-2005.10.31;
2006.5.1-2006.10.31;
2007.5.1-2007.10.31
	Broadleaf
	599.13
	189.95
	31.7
	He et al. (2011)94
	Chinese

	221
	109.5
	26.8
	2005.5.1-2005.10.31;
2006.5.1-2006.10.31;
2007.5.1-2007.10.31
	Broadleaf
	627.87
	129.97
	20.7
	He et al. (2011)94
	Chinese

	222
	112.5
	23.18
	2005.5.1-2005.10.31;
2006.5.1-2006.10.31;
2007.5.1-2007.10.31
	Broadleaf
	1216.27
	236.9
	19.48
	He et al. (2011)94
	Chinese

	223
	100.28
	38.4
	2011.6.1-2012.10.31
	Needleleaf
	571.3
	200.53
	35.1
	He et al. (2014)95,96
	English

	224
	-1.7
	51.6
	2004.6.21-2004.9.30
	Broadleaf
	233.5
	62.3
	26.7
	Herbst et al. (2006)96
	English

	225
	-1.7
	51.6
	2004.10.1-2004.11.24
	Broadleaf
	163.1
	38.35
	23.5
	Herbst et al. (2006)96
	English

	226
	-1.7
	51.6
	2004.11.25-2005.1.9
	Broadleaf
	99.5
	20.8
	20.9
	Herbst et al. (2006)96
	English

	227
	-1.7
	51.6
	2005.1.10-2005.4.12
	Broadleaf
	94.9
	16.2
	17.05
	Herbst et al. (2006)96
	English

	228
	-1.27
	51.45
	2006.4.5-2006.9.7;
2006.9.16-2007.1.12;
2007.1.30-2007.4.25
	Broadleaf
	773.1
	192.2
	24.86
	Herbst et al. (2008)97
	English

	229
	-72.25
	42.3
	1993.1.1-1993.3.31
	Broadleaf
	332
	25.56
	7.7
	Herwitz and Levia.Jr. (1997)98
	English

	230
	-83.74
	9.58
	1999.9.1-2000.8.31
	Broadleaf
	2150
	611
	28
	Hölscher et al. (2004)99
	English

	231
	-94.04
	19.49
	2007.4.1-2008.4.1
	Broadleaf
	2868
	499
	17
	Holwerda et al. (2010)100
	English

	232
	-94.04
	19.49
	2006.9.1-2007.6.28
	Broadleaf
	1765
	135
	8
	Holwerda et al. (2010)100
	English

	233
	10.25
	54.1
	1990.6.1-1991.12.31
	Broadleaf
	1068.3
	116.3
	10.8
	Hörmann et al. (1996)101
	English

	234
	113.1
	28.82
	2008.5.15-2008.9.15
	Broadleaf
	472.86
	107.78
	22.79
	Hu et al. (2009)102
	Chinese

	235
	126.62
	45.71
	2015.5.1-2015.10.31
	Broadleaf
	430.2
	127.6
	37.63
	Hu et al. (2018)103
	Chinese

	236
	115.35
	39.38
	2005.6.1-2005.9.30;
2006.6.1-2006.9.30;
2007.6.1-2007.9.30;
2008.6.1-2008.9.30
	Needleleaf
	337.6
	56.55
	16.75
	Hu et.al (2010)104
	Chinese

	237
	116.1
	40.06
	2009.1.1-2009.12.31
	Needleleaf
	490.8
	94.06
	19.165
	Huang (2012)105
	Chinese

	238
	116.1
	40.06
	2007.1.1-2007.12.31
	Needleleaf
	483.9
	91.52
	18.915
	Huang (2012)105
	Chinese

	239
	116.1
	40.06
	2011.1.1-2011.12.31
	Needleleaf
	699.1
	130.01
	18.595
	Huang (2012)105
	Chinese

	240
	116.1
	40.06
	2010.1.1-2010.12.31
	Needleleaf
	595.4
	109.1
	18.32
	Huang (2012)105
	Chinese

	241
	116.1
	40.06
	2008.1.1-2008.12.31
	Needleleaf
	628.3
	110.37
	17.565
	Huang (2012)105
	Chinese

	242
	116.1
	40.06
	2009.1.1-2009.12.31
	Broadleaf
	490.8
	83.31
	16.975
	Huang (2012)105
	Chinese

	243
	116.1
	40.06
	2007.1.1-2007.12.31
	Broadleaf
	483.9
	81.145
	16.77
	Huang (2012)105
	Chinese

	244
	116.1
	40.06
	2011.1.1-2011.12.31
	Broadleaf
	699.1
	115.13
	16.47
	Huang (2012)105
	Chinese

	245
	116.1
	40.06
	2010.1.1-2010.12.31
	Broadleaf
	595.4
	92.83
	16.225
	Huang (2012)105
	Chinese

	246
	116.1
	40.06
	2008.1.1-2008.12.31
	Broadleaf
	628.3
	100.97
	16.075
	Huang (2012)105
	Chinese

	247
	113.03
	28.11
	2009.9.1-2009.9.30
	Broadleaf
	1.3
	1.3
	100
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	248
	113.03
	28.11
	2009.1.1-2009.1.31
	Broadleaf
	22.6
	13.4
	59.3
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	249
	113.03
	28.11
	2009.8.1-2009.8.31
	Broadleaf
	23.2
	13.4
	57.8
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	250
	113.03
	28.11
	2010.11.1-2010.11.30
	Broadleaf
	28.3
	13.9
	49.1
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	251
	113.03
	28.11
	2009.11.1-2009.11.30
	Broadleaf
	37.7
	14.7
	39
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	252
	113.03
	28.11
	2009.10.1-2009.10.31
	Broadleaf
	40.4
	13.8
	34.2
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	253
	113.03
	28.11
	2010.1.1-2010.1.31
	Broadleaf
	43
	14.6
	34
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	254
	113.03
	28.11
	2010.10.1-2010.10.31
	Broadleaf
	54.1
	17.7
	32.7
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	255
	113.03
	28.11
	2010.1.1-2010.12.31
	Broadleaf
	1785.8
	287.9
	30.6
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	256
	113.03
	28.11
	2009.4.1-2009.4.30
	Broadleaf
	124.4
	34.3
	27.6
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	257
	113.03
	28.11
	2009.2.1-2009.2.28
	Broadleaf
	108.8
	28.9
	26.6
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	258
	113.03
	28.11
	2009.6.1-2009.6.30
	Broadleaf
	127.4
	28.9
	22.7
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	259
	113.03
	28.11
	2009.1.1-2009.12.31
	Broadleaf
	1127.5
	259
	21.3
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	260
	113.03
	28.11
	2010.7.1-2010.7.31
	Broadleaf
	145.9
	30.8
	21.1
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	261
	113.03
	28.11
	2009.12.1-2009.12.31
	Broadleaf
	84.8
	17.4
	20.5
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	262
	113.03
	28.11
	2009.7.1-2009.7.31
	Broadleaf
	222.7
	40.9
	18.4
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	263
	113.03
	28.11
	2009.5.1-2009.5.31
	Broadleaf
	175.8
	31.6
	18
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	264
	113.03
	28.11
	2010.4.1-2010.4.30
	Broadleaf
	219.3
	36.3
	16.6
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	265
	113.03
	28.11
	2010.3.1-2010.3.31
	Broadleaf
	153.1
	24.4
	15.9
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	266
	113.03
	28.11
	2010.9.1-2010.9.30
	Broadleaf
	188.7
	28.7
	15.2
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	267
	113.03
	28.11
	2010.12.1-2010.12.31
	Broadleaf
	128.1
	19.4
	15.1
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	268
	113.03
	28.11
	2010.5.1-2010.5.31
	Broadleaf
	249
	34.7
	13.9
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	269
	113.03
	28.11
	2009.3.1-2009.3.31
	Broadleaf
	158.4
	20.4
	12.9
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	270
	113.03
	28.11
	2010.6.1-2010.6.30
	Broadleaf
	315.7
	38.9
	12.3
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	271
	113.03
	28.11
	2010.2.1-2010.2.28
	Broadleaf
	47.6
	5.4
	11.3
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	272
	113.03
	28.11
	2010.8.1-2010.8.31
	Broadleaf
	213
	23
	10.8
	Huang (2012b)106
	Chinese

	273
	118.87
	31.66
	2008.6.1-2008.6.30
	Needleleaf
	124
	29.18
	23.5
	Huang et al. (2009)107
	Chinese

	274
	118.87
	31.66
	2008.8.1-2008.8.31
	Needleleaf
	142
	27.45
	19.33
	Huang et al. (2009)107
	Chinese

	275
	118.87
	31.66
	2008.7.1-2008.7.31
	Needleleaf
	181
	32.76
	18.1
	Huang et al. (2009)107
	Chinese

	276
	118.87
	31.66
	2008.6.1-2008.6.30
	Broadleaf
	124
	44.27
	35.7
	Huang et al. (2009)107
	Chinese

	277
	118.87
	31.66
	2008.8.1-2008.8.31
	Broadleaf
	142
	43.45
	30.6
	Huang et al. (2009)107
	Chinese

	278
	118.87
	31.66
	2008.7.1-2008.7.31
	Broadleaf
	181
	34.75
	19.2
	Huang et al. (2009)107
	Chinese

	279
	101.63
	37.31
	2016.5.15-2016.8.18
	Broadleaf
	243.24
	56.55
	23.24
	Huang et al. (2018)108 
	Chinese

	280
	-72.51
	-37.23
	1998.4.1-1999.3.31
	Needleleaf
	1005
	331.5
	33
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	281
	-72.42
	-37.92
	1996.4.1-1997.3.31
	Needleleaf
	1039
	314
	30.25
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	282
	-71.58
	-38.47
	1998.4.1-1999.3.31
	Needleleaf
	1346
	401
	30
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	283
	-72.42
	-37.92
	1998.4.1-1999.3.31
	Needleleaf
	734
	212
	29
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	284
	-72.43
	-37.3
	1998.9.1-1999.8.31
	Needleleaf
	1038
	286
	27.5
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	285
	-72.42
	-37.92
	1997.4.1-1998.3.31
	Needleleaf
	1858
	507
	27.3
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	286
	-73.23
	-39.8
	1988.1.1-1988.12.31
	Needleleaf
	1364
	303
	22
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	287
	-73.23
	-39.8
	1993.10.1-1994.9.30
	Needleleaf
	2075
	384.3
	18.3
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	288
	-72.75
	-37.5
	1991.10.1-1992.9.30
	Needleleaf
	1971
	362
	18
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	289
	-73.23
	-39.8
	1984.1.1-1984.12.31
	Needleleaf
	2059
	346
	17
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	290
	-73.23
	-39.8
	1985.1.1-1985.12.31
	Needleleaf
	2295
	391
	17
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	291
	-73.23
	-39.8
	1986.1.1-1986.12.31
	Needleleaf
	2341
	408
	17
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	292
	-73.23
	-39.8
	1992.10.1-1993.9.30
	Needleleaf
	2925
	492.3
	16.7
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	293
	-73.23
	-39.8
	1994.10.1-1995.9.30
	Needleleaf
	2394
	399.4
	16.5
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	294
	-73.23
	-39.8
	1987.1.1-1987.12.31
	Needleleaf
	1841
	296
	16
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	295
	-73.23
	-39.8
	1996.10.1-1997.9.30
	Needleleaf
	2574
	363.5
	14.5
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	296
	-73.23
	-39.8
	1997.10.1-1998.9.30
	Needleleaf
	1676
	214.5
	12.5
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	297
	-73.23
	-39.8
	1983.1.1-1983.12.31
	Needleleaf
	1628
	199
	12
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	298
	-73.53
	-40.1
	1982.6.1-1983.5.31
	Needleleaf
	4603
	537
	12
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	299
	-73.23
	-39.8
	1982.1.1-1982.12.31
	Needleleaf
	2389
	254
	11
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	300
	-73.23
	-39.8
	1986.1.1-1986.12.31
	Broadleaf
	2973
	1097
	37
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	301
	-73.23
	-39.8
	1987.1.1-1987.12.31
	Broadleaf
	2268
	835
	37
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	302
	-73.23
	-39.8
	1988.1.1-1988.12.31
	Broadleaf
	1538
	564
	37
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	303
	-73.23
	-39.8
	1991.1.1-1991.12.31
	Broadleaf
	2355
	843
	36
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	304
	-73.23
	-39.8
	1989.1.1-1989.12.31
	Broadleaf
	1643
	550
	34
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	305
	-72.42
	-37.92
	1997.4.1-1998.3.31
	Broadleaf
	1858
	572
	31
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	306
	-72.42
	-37.92
	1998.4.1-1999.3.31
	Broadleaf
	734
	219
	30
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	307
	-72.42
	-37.92
	1996.4.1-1997.3.31
	Broadleaf
	1039
	295.7
	28.3
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	308
	-73.23
	-39.8
	1990.1.1-1990.12.31
	Broadleaf
	2287
	608
	27
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	309
	-73.23
	-39.8
	1994.3.1-1995.2.28
	Broadleaf
	2066
	541
	26
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	310
	-73.56
	-40.16
	1982.6.1-1983.5.31
	Broadleaf
	3563
	782
	22
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	311
	-73.23
	-39.8
	1993.3.1-1994.2.28
	Broadleaf
	2690
	505
	19
	Huber and Iroumé (2001)109
	English

	312
	121.65
	29.87
	2009.3.1-2009.10.31
	Broadleaf
	1384
	341.38
	24.67
	Huitao et al. (2011)110
	English

	313
	111.5
	37.46
	2004.9.1-2004.9.30
	Shrubs
	16.975
	3.04
	17.9
	Huo et al. (2005)111
	Chinese

	314
	111.5
	37.46
	2004.8.1-2004.8.31
	Shrubs
	169.84
	17.66
	10.4
	Huo et al. (2005)111
	Chinese

	315
	111.5
	37.46
	2004.7.1-2004.7.31
	Shrubs
	97.05
	10.06
	10.38
	Huo et al. (2005)111
	Chinese

	316
	-7.33
	5.85
	1987.8.4-1987.12.20
	Broadleaf
	1021.9
	94
	9.2
	Hutchings et al. (1988)112
	English

	317
	140.18
	36.17
	2008.4.1-2008.11.30;
2009.4.1-2009.11.30;
2010.4.1-2010.11.30
	Needleleaf
	774.8
	154.1
	19.9
	Iida et al. (2017)113
	English

	318
	140.18
	36.16
	2008.1.1-2010.12.31
	Needleleaf
	774.8
	154.1
	19.9
	Iida et al. (2017)114
	English

	319
	130.53
	33.63
	2017.4.1-2017.10.31
	Needleleaf
	1068.4
	317.45
	29.71
	Jeong et al. (2022)115
	English

	320
	130.52
	33.63
	2016.5.24-2017.5.23
	Needleleaf
	2248.6
	754.9
	33.6
	Jeong et al. (2019)116
	English

	321
	130.52
	33.63
	2017.4.1-2017.10.31
	Needleleaf
	1076.9
	270.3
	25.1
	Jeong et al. (2019b)117
	English

	322
	-58.15
	6.83
	1991.10.1-1991.12.1;
1991.12.12-1993.2.14
	Mixed
	2259
	361
	15.98
	Jetten (1996)118
	English

	323
	-58.15
	6.83
	1991.10.1-1991.12.1;
1991.12.12-1993.2.14
	Broadleaf
	2276
	393
	17.27
	Jetten (1996)118
	English

	324
	128.87
	47.18
	2007.5.1-2007.9.30
	Needleleaf
	375.2
	71.56
	22
	Ji and Cai (2015)119
	Chinese

	325
	128.87
	47.18
	2006.5.1-2006.9.30
	Needleleaf
	453.3
	106.28
	21.12
	Ji and Cai (2015)119
	Chinese

	326
	104.38
	35.35
	2011.5.1-2011.10.31
	Shrubs
	208.9
	48.35
	23.15
	Jian et al. (2012)120
	English

	327
	104.65
	35.58333
	2011.6.1-2011.10.31
	Shrubs
	226.1
	23.4
	10.35
	Jian et al. (2013)121
	English

	328
	124.02
	50.33
	2007.5.1-2007.9.30
	Needleleaf
	236.62
	79.2325
	34.6525
	Jiang (2008)122
	Chinese

	329
	124.02
	50.33
	2007.5.1-2007.9.30
	Broadleaf
	236.62
	61.27
	29.3
	Jiang (2008)122
	Chinese

	330
	100.24
	37.25
	2014.1.1-2015.12.31
	Grassland
	498.79
	58.44
	29.4
	Jiang et al. (2020)123
	Chinese

	331
	-4.08
	56.12
	1983.1.1-1986.12.31
	Needleleaf
	5791
	1632
	28.1
	Johnson (1990)124
	English

	332
	-44.93
	-21.23
	2012.9.1-2015.3.15
	Broadleaf
	3225
	389.2
	12.07
	Junqueira Junior et al. (2019)125
	English

	333
	78.87
	30.35
	2014.6.1-2015.10.31
	Broadleaf
	1153.1
	141.83
	12.3
	Kaushal et al. (2017)126
	English

	334
	176.42
	-38.55
	1986.11.1-1987.12.31
	Needleleaf
	1154
	219.26
	19
	Kelliher et al. (1992)127
	English

	335
	14.52
	46.07
	2008.1.1-2013.12.31
	Needleleaf
	
	
	3.9
	Kermavnar and Vilhar (2017)128
	English

	336
	14.52
	46.07
	2008.1.1-2013.12.31
	Mixed
	
	
	18
	Kermavnar and Vilhar (2017)128
	English

	337
	14.52
	46.07
	2008.1.1-2013.12.31
	Broadleaf
	
	
	7.1
	Kermavnar and Vilhar (2017)128
	English

	338
	73.1
	20
	1993.1.1-1996.12.31
	Arbor
	423
	92.02
	21.77
	Khan et al. (1999)129
	English

	339
	73.1
	20
	1993.1.1-1996.12.31
	Arbor
	423
	53.81
	12.72
	Khan et al. (1999)129
	English

	340
	-75.83
	39.7
	2004.12.1-2005.4.30
	Broadleaf
	329
	19
	5.78
	Klingaman et al. (2007)130
	English

	341
	140.1
	35.2
	1995.9.1-1996.8.31
	Needleleaf
	2156.4
	258.9
	12
	Koichiro et al. (2001)131
	English

	342
	140.1
	35.2
	1996.9.1-1997.8.31
	Needleleaf
	1862.9
	270.2
	14
	Koichiro et al. (2001)131
	English

	343
	127.63
	45.41
	2008.6.1-2008.6.30
	Broadleaf
	40.2
	9.53
	23.70646766
	Kong (2009)132
	Chinese

	344
	127.63
	45.41
	2008.7.1-2008.7.31
	Broadleaf
	169.3
	30.5075
	18.01978736
	Kong (2009)132
	Chinese

	345
	127.63
	45.41
	2008.8.1-2008.8.31
	Broadleaf
	71.4
	11.725
	16.42156863
	Kong (2009)132
	Chinese

	346
	127.63
	45.41
	2008.9.1-2008.9.30
	Broadleaf
	68.9
	5.5075
	7.993468795
	Kong (2009)132
	Chinese

	347
	10.39
	51.1
	2006.5.1-2007.8.31
	Broadleaf
	
	
	30.8
	Krämer and Hölscher (2009)133
	English

	348
	109.9
	21.08
	1999.10.1-2000.9.30
	Broadleaf
	1555
	310
	19.94
	Lane et al. (2008)134 
	English

	349
	109.9
	21.08
	2000.10.1-2001.9.30
	Broadleaf
	2226
	437
	19.63
	Lane et al. (2008)134 
	English

	350
	109.87
	20.9
	2000.10.1-2001.9.30
	Broadleaf
	1918
	311
	16.21
	Lane et al. (2008)134 
	English

	351
	109.87
	20.9
	1999.10.1-2000.9.30
	Broadleaf
	1525
	247
	16.2
	Lane et al. (2008)134 
	English

	352
	-0.08
	44.08
	1986.2.8-1986.12.31
	Needleleaf
	369.9
	46.3
	12.52
	Lankreijer et al. (1993)135
	English

	353
	5.75
	52.04
	1988.7.1-1989.9.30
	Broadleaf
	310.9
	60.8
	19.56
	Lankreijer et al. (1993)135
	English

	354
	17.48
	60.08
	1995.5.22-1995.10.30
	Needleleaf
	179
	46
	25.7
	Lankreijer et al. (1999)136
	English

	355
	106.87
	22.04
	2017.2.1-2017.2.28
	Broadleaf
	25.1
	20
	79.7
	Lei et al. (2020)137
	English

	356
	106.87
	22.04
	2017.6.1-2017.6.30
	Broadleaf
	109.5
	87.2
	79.7
	Lei et al. (2020)137
	English

	357
	106.87
	22.04
	2017.7.1-2017.7.31
	Broadleaf
	103.1
	81.6
	79.2
	Lei et al. (2020)137
	English

	358
	106.87
	22.04
	2017.5.1-2017.5.31
	Broadleaf
	118
	83.7
	70.9
	Lei et al. (2020)137
	English

	359
	106.87
	22.04
	2017.8.1-2017.8.31
	Broadleaf
	131.5
	83.1
	63.2
	Lei et al. (2020)137
	English

	360
	106.87
	22.04
	2017.9.1-2017.9.30
	Broadleaf
	104.6
	58.2
	55.6
	Lei et al. (2020)137
	English

	361
	106.87
	22.04
	2017.1.1-2017.12.31
	Broadleaf
	945.9
	526
	55.6
	Lei et al. (2020)137
	English

	362
	106.87
	22.04
	2017.4.1-2017.4.30
	Broadleaf
	9
	4.6
	51.1
	Lei et al. (2020)137
	English

	363
	106.87
	22.04
	2017.11.1-2017.11.30
	Broadleaf
	33.2
	15.5
	46.7
	Lei et al. (2020)137
	English

	364
	106.87
	22.04
	2017.3.1-2017.3.31
	Broadleaf
	79.4
	33.7
	42.3
	Lei et al. (2020)137
	English

	365
	106.87
	22.04
	2017.10.1-2017.10.31
	Broadleaf
	58.9
	24.5
	41.5
	Lei et al. (2020)137
	English

	366
	106.87
	22.04
	2017.1.1-2017.1.31
	Broadleaf
	115
	25.6
	22.2
	Lei et al. (2020)137
	English

	367
	106.87
	22.04
	2017.12.1-2017.12.31
	Broadleaf
	58.6
	8.5
	14.2
	Lei et al. (2020)137
	English

	368
	109.75
	26.83
	2005.2.1-2005.2.28
	Needleleaf
	109.5
	38.3
	35
	Li (2007)138
	Chinese

	369
	109.75
	26.83
	2005.3.1-2005.3.31
	Needleleaf
	67.9
	19.9
	29.3
	Li (2007)138
	Chinese

	370
	109.75
	26.83
	2005.12.1-2005.12.31
	Needleleaf
	48
	13.7
	28.58
	Li (2007)138
	Chinese

	371
	109.75
	26.83
	2005.1.1-2005.1.31
	Needleleaf
	68.3
	18.5
	27.1
	Li (2007)138
	Chinese

	372
	109.75
	26.83
	2005.4.1-2005.4.30
	Needleleaf
	103.1
	21.5
	20.9
	Li (2007)138
	Chinese

	373
	109.75
	26.83
	2005.1.1-2005.12.31
	Needleleaf
	1077.5
	221.6
	20.56
	Li (2007)138
	Chinese

	374
	109.75
	26.83
	2005.10.1-2005.10.31
	Needleleaf
	38.6
	7.4
	19.15
	Li (2007)138
	Chinese

	375
	109.75
	26.83
	2005.11.1-2005.11.30
	Needleleaf
	69
	12.8
	18.48
	Li (2007)138
	Chinese

	376
	109.75
	26.83
	2005.9.1-2005.9.30
	Needleleaf
	30.4
	5.3
	17.43
	Li (2007)138
	Chinese

	377
	109.75
	26.83
	2005.7.1-2005.7.31
	Needleleaf
	113.4
	18.4
	16.2
	Li (2007)138
	Chinese

	378
	109.75
	26.83
	2005.5.1-2005.5.31
	Needleleaf
	160.4
	25.9
	16.1
	Li (2007)138
	Chinese

	379
	109.75
	26.83
	2005.8.1-2005.8.31
	Needleleaf
	61.4
	9.4
	15.31
	Li (2007)138
	Chinese

	380
	109.75
	26.83
	2005.6.1-2005.6.30
	Needleleaf
	207.5
	30.5
	14.7
	Li (2007)138
	Chinese

	381
	116.81
	40.5
	2010.7.1-2010.10.31
	Needleleaf
	577.3584906
	122.4
	21.2
	Li (2012)139
	Chinese

	382
	116.81
	40.5
	2010.7.1-2010.10.31
	Broadleaf
	483.4288052
	118.15
	24.44
	Li (2012)139
	Chinese

	383
	106.15
	35.97
	2012.10.1-2012.10.31
	Shrubs
	7
	1.74
	24.89
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	384
	106.15
	35.97
	2011.6.1-2011.6.30
	Shrubs
	31
	6.9
	22.26
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	385
	106.15
	35.97
	2011.10.1-2011.10.31
	Shrubs
	38
	6.81
	17.91
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	386
	106.15
	35.97
	2012.5.1-2012.5.31
	Shrubs
	65
	11.21
	17.25
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	387
	106.15
	35.97
	2012.7.1-2012.7.31
	Shrubs
	75
	10.39
	13.85
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	388
	106.15
	35.97
	2011.5.1-2011.5.31
	Shrubs
	47
	6.5
	13.83
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	389
	106.15
	35.97
	2011.5.1-2011.10.31
	Shrubs
	473
	61.2
	12.94
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	390
	106.15
	35.97
	2011.7.1-2011.7.31
	Shrubs
	123
	15.25
	12.39
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	391
	106.15
	35.97
	2011.9.1-2011.9.30
	Shrubs
	129
	15.82
	12.27
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	392
	106.15
	35.97
	2011.8.1-2011.8.31
	Shrubs
	105
	9.92
	9.45
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	393
	106.15
	35.97
	2012.5.1-2012.10.31
	Shrubs
	551
	49.72
	9.02
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	394
	106.15
	35.97
	2012.9.1-2012.9.30
	Shrubs
	130
	9.45
	7.27
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	395
	106.15
	35.97
	2012.8.1-2012.8.31
	Shrubs
	154
	9.85
	6.4
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	396
	106.15
	35.97
	2012.6.1-2012.6.30
	Shrubs
	120
	7.07
	5.89
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	397
	106.15
	35.97
	2011.6.1-2011.6.30
	Needleleaf
	31
	11.09
	35.77
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	398
	106.15
	35.97
	2011.10.1-2011.10.31
	Needleleaf
	38
	12.62
	33.2
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	399
	106.15
	35.97
	2012.10.1-2012.10.31
	Needleleaf
	7
	2.22
	31.75
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	400
	106.15
	35.97
	2012.5.1-2012.5.31
	Needleleaf
	65
	14.33
	22.05
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	401
	106.15
	35.97
	2011.5.1-2011.10.31
	Needleleaf
	473
	97.26
	20.56
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	402
	106.15
	35.97
	2011.7.1-2011.7.31
	Needleleaf
	123
	23.99
	19.5
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	403
	106.15
	35.97
	2011.9.1-2011.9.30
	Needleleaf
	129
	24.12
	18.7
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	404
	106.15
	35.97
	2011.8.1-2011.8.31
	Needleleaf
	105
	18.16
	17.3
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	405
	106.15
	35.97
	2012.7.1-2012.7.31
	Needleleaf
	75
	12.4
	16.53
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	406
	106.15
	35.97
	2011.5.1-2011.5.31
	Needleleaf
	47
	7.29
	15.51
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	407
	106.15
	35.97
	2012.5.1-2012.10.31
	Needleleaf
	551
	70.7
	12.83
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	408
	106.15
	35.97
	2012.6.1-2012.6.30
	Needleleaf
	120
	15.14
	12.62
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	409
	106.15
	35.97
	2012.9.1-2012.9.30
	Needleleaf
	130
	12.7
	9.77
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	410
	106.15
	35.97
	2012.8.1-2012.8.31
	Needleleaf
	154
	13.91
	9.04
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	411
	106.14
	35.98
	2012.10.1-2012.10.31
	Broadleaf
	7
	2.4
	34.29
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	412
	106.15
	35.97
	2012.10.1-2012.10.31
	Broadleaf
	7
	2.18
	31.09
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	413
	106.14
	35.98
	2012.7.1-2012.7.31
	Broadleaf
	75
	14.32
	19.1
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	414
	106.15
	35.97
	2012.5.1-2012.5.31
	Broadleaf
	65
	11.02
	16.96
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	415
	106.14
	35.98
	2012.9.1-2012.9.30
	Broadleaf
	130
	21.61
	16.62
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	416
	106.15
	35.97
	2012.7.1-2012.7.31
	Broadleaf
	75
	11.77
	15.69
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	417
	106.14
	35.98
	2012.7.1-2012.10.31
	Broadleaf
	366
	56.44
	15.42
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	418
	106.14
	35.98
	2012.8.1-2012.8.31
	Broadleaf
	154
	18.1
	11.76
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	419
	106.15
	35.97
	2012.5.1-2012.10.31
	Broadleaf
	551
	62.82
	11.4
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	420
	106.15
	35.97
	2012.9.1-2012.9.30
	Broadleaf
	130
	12.3
	9.46
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	421
	106.15
	35.97
	2012.8.1-2012.8.31
	Broadleaf
	154
	14.44
	9.38
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	422
	106.15
	35.97
	2012.6.1-2012.6.30
	Broadleaf
	120
	11.11
	9.26
	Li (2014)140
	Chinese

	423
	109.25
	36.72
	2009.4.20-2009.11.30
	Herbaceous plant
	377.7
	34.34
	9.1
	Li and Bai (2013)141
	Chinese

	424
	109.25
	36.72
	2010.4.20-2010.11.30
	Herbaceous plant
	430.7
	38.6
	9
	Li and Bai (2013)141
	Chinese

	425
	109.25
	36.72
	2008.4.20-2008.11.30
	Herbaceous plant
	307.18
	26.84
	8.7
	Li and Bai (2013)141
	Chinese

	426
	102.97
	30.86
	2001.7.1-2001.9.30;
2002.6.1-2002.8.31
	Shrubs
	241.1
	60.15
	24.95
	Li et al. (2006)142
	Chinese

	427
	102.97
	30.86
	2001.7.1-2001.9.30;
2002.6.1-2002.8.31
	Needleleaf
	245.1
	81.6
	33.3
	Li et al. (2006)142
	Chinese

	428
	116.47
	39.9
	2001.5.1-2001.5.31
	Mixed
	5.5
	1.79
	32.59
	Li et al. (2006b)143
	Chinese

	429
	116.47
	39.9
	2001.9.1-2001.9.30
	Mixed
	24.9
	7.25
	29.1
	Li et al. (2006b)143
	Chinese

	430
	116.47
	39.9
	2001.4.1-2001.4.30
	Mixed
	22.2
	6.36
	28.65
	Li et al. (2006b)143
	Chinese

	431
	116.47
	39.9
	2001.10.1-2001.10.31
	Mixed
	35.5
	10.09
	28.42
	Li et al. (2006b)143
	Chinese

	432
	116.47
	39.9
	2001.6.1-2001.6.30
	Mixed
	101.8
	28.13
	27.63
	Li et al. (2006b)143
	Chinese

	433
	116.47
	39.9
	2001.7.1-2001.7.31
	Mixed
	96.3
	26
	26.99
	Li et al. (2006b)143
	Chinese

	434
	116.47
	39.9
	2001.4.1-2001.10.31
	Mixed
	512.8
	138.05
	26.92
	Li et al. (2006b)143
	Chinese

	435
	116.47
	39.9
	2001.8.1-2001.8.31
	Mixed
	226.6
	58.45
	25.79
	Li et al. (2006b)143
	Chinese

	436
	120.95
	42.88333
	2009.6.1-2009.9.5
	Shrubs
	103.1
	25.8
	25.02
	Li et al. (2010)144
	Chinese

	437
	116.83
	40.5
	2010.7.1-2010.10.31
	Needleleaf
	468.4
	127.7
	27.26
	Li et al. (2012)145
	Chinese

	438
	116.83
	40.5
	2010.7.1-2010.10.31
	Broadleaf
	468.4
	80.37
	17.16
	Li et al. (2012)145
	Chinese

	439
	114.63
	27.67
	2012.4.1-2012.6.30
	Needleleaf
	531.6
	162.4
	30.5
	Li et al. (2014)146
	Chinese

	440
	114.63
	27.67
	2012.4.1-2012.6.30
	Broadleaf
	531.6
	118.8
	22.35
	Li et al. (2014)146
	Chinese

	441
	110.1915
	39.49378
	2012.5.1-2012.9.30
	Shrubs
	520.6
	144.21
	27.7
	Li et al. (2014b)147
	Chinese

	442
	116.01
	40.35
	2013.5.1-2013.10.31
	Broadleaf
	473.5
	72.06
	15.22
	Li et al. (2019)148
	Chinese

	443
	116.01
	40.35
	2013.5.1-2013.10.31
	Needleleaf
	549.9
	129.5
	23.55
	Li et al. (2019b)149
	Chinese

	444
	116.01
	40.35
	2013.5.1-2013.10.31
	Mixed
	549.9
	120.1
	21.84
	Li et al. (2019b)149
	Chinese

	445
	117.12
	36.33
	2017.5.1-2017.10.31
	Needleleaf
	452.36
	97.18
	21.82
	Li et al. (2021)150
	English

	446
	117.12
	36.33
	2017.5.1-2017.10.31
	Needleleaf
	427.2
	59.7
	14
	Li et al. (2021)150
	English

	447
	117.12
	36.33
	2017.5.1-2017.10.31
	Broadleaf
	497.2
	66.65
	13.4
	Li et al. (2021)150
	English

	448
	117.59
	41.83
	2010.6.1-2010.10.31
	Needleleaf
	209.98
	62.62
	29.82
	Liang (2014)151
	English

	449
	-47.9
	-19.2
	1997.5.1-1999.4.30
	Needleleaf
	3312
	811.44
	24.5
	Lilienfein and Wilcke (2004)152
	English

	450
	3.6
	43.74
	2006.4.25-2007.5.15
	Broadleaf
	1605
	410.08
	25.55
	Limousin et al. (2008)153
	English

	451
	-121.95
	45.82
	2000.3.30-2000.12.3
	Needleleaf
	618.7
	155
	25
	Link et al. (2004)154
	English

	452
	-121.95
	45.82
	1999.4.8-1999.11.8
	Needleleaf
	450.9
	102.7
	22.8
	Link et al. (2004)154
	English

	453
	106.12
	35.94
	2011.6.1-2011.6.30
	Shrubs
	31
	7.6
	24.59
	Liu (2013)155
	Chinese

	454
	106.12
	35.94
	2011.7.1-2011.7.31
	Shrubs
	123
	24.7
	20.06
	Liu (2013)155
	Chinese

	455
	106.12
	35.94
	2011.10.1-2011.10.31
	Shrubs
	38
	6.9
	18.09
	Liu (2013)155
	Chinese

	456
	106.12
	35.94
	2011.6.1-2011.10.31
	Shrubs
	426
	71.35
	16.75
	Liu (2013)155
	Chinese

	457
	106.12
	35.94
	2011.9.1-2011.9.30
	Shrubs
	129
	17.75
	13.76
	Liu (2013)155
	Chinese

	458
	106.12
	35.94
	2011.8.1-2011.8.31
	Shrubs
	105
	14.4
	13.74
	Liu (2013)155
	Chinese

	459
	106.12
	35.94
	2011.6.1-2011.6.30
	Needleleaf
	31
	11.1
	35.78
	Liu (2013)155
	Chinese

	460
	106.12
	35.94
	2011.10.1-2011.10.31
	Needleleaf
	38
	12.6
	33.27
	Liu (2013)155
	Chinese

	461
	106.12
	35.94
	2011.6.1-2011.10.31
	Needleleaf
	426
	93.8
	22.02
	Liu (2013)155
	Chinese

	462
	106.12
	35.94
	2011.7.1-2011.7.31
	Needleleaf
	123
	26
	21.16
	Liu (2013)155
	Chinese

	463
	106.12
	35.94
	2011.9.1-2011.9.30
	Needleleaf
	129
	25.9
	20.11
	Liu (2013)155
	Chinese

	464
	106.12
	35.94
	2011.8.1-2011.8.31
	Needleleaf
	105
	18.2
	17.36
	Liu (2013)155
	Chinese

	465
	103.4
	26.45
	2013.6.1-2013.10.31
	Needleleaf
	609
	112.4
	18.46
	Liu (2014)156
	Chinese

	466
	103.4
	26.45
	2013.6.1-2013.10.31
	Mixed
	609
	141.95
	23.31
	Liu (2014)156
	Chinese

	467
	103.4
	26.45
	2013.6.1-2013.10.31
	Broadleaf
	609
	87.4
	14.35
	Liu (2014)156
	Chinese

	468
	106.38
	29.91
	2012.4.1-2012.9.30;
2013.4.1-2013.9.30
	Mixed
	1503.2
	311.43
	62.16
	Liu (2015)157
	Chinese

	469
	106.38
	29.91
	2012.4.1-2012.9.30;
2013.4.1-2013.9.30
	Broadleaf
	1503.2
	268.23
	17.84
	Liu (2015)157
	Chinese

	470
	122.28
	53.39
	2013.6.1-2013.6.30
	Broadleaf
	59.4
	14.94
	25.15
	Liu (2015b)158
	Chinese

	471
	122.28
	53.39
	2013.8.1-2013.8.31
	Broadleaf
	65.4
	11.79
	18.03
	Liu (2015b)158
	Chinese

	472
	122.28
	53.39
	2013.5.1-2013.5.31
	Broadleaf
	69.2
	11.62
	16.79
	Liu (2015b)158
	Chinese

	473
	122.28
	53.39
	2013.9.1-2013.9.30
	Broadleaf
	52.2
	8.7
	16.67
	Liu (2015b)158
	Chinese

	474
	122.28
	53.39
	2013.5.1-2013.9.30
	Broadleaf
	1749.4
	315.28
	13.67
	Liu (2015b)158
	Chinese

	475
	122.28
	53.39
	2013.7.1-2013.7.31
	Broadleaf
	198.4
	13.71
	6.91
	Liu (2015b)158
	Chinese

	476
	122.34
	52.56
	2014.5.1-2014.9.30
	Needleleaf
	289.4
	60.54
	20.9
	Liu et al (2015)159
	Chinese

	477
	102.75
	24.11
	1986.5.1-1986.10.31;
1987.5.1-1987.10.31
	Needleleaf
	721.9
	96.7
	13.4
	Liu et al. (1991)160
	Chinese

	478
	102.75
	24.11
	1986.5.1-1986.10.31;
1987.5.1-1987.10.31
	Broadleaf
	721.9
	131.4
	18.2
	Liu et al. (1991)160
	Chinese

	479
	128.8
	47.24
	1993.1.1-1993.12.31
	Needleleaf
	743.1
	166.7
	22.43
	Liu et al. (1993)161
	Chinese

	480
	128.8
	47.24
	1993.1.1-1993.12.31
	Mixed
	743.1
	129.3
	17.4
	Liu et al. (1993)161
	Chinese

	481
	128.8
	47.24
	1993.1.1-1993.12.31
	Broadleaf
	743.1
	127.8
	17.2
	Liu et al. (1993)161
	Chinese

	482
	101.27
	21.93
	2002.1.1-2004.12.31
	Broadleaf
	4527
	606
	13.25
	Liu et al. (2008)162
	English

	483
	117.25
	42.32
	2009.5.1-2009.10.31
	Needleleaf
	348.4
	79.68
	22.87
	Liu et al. (2011)163
	Chinese

	484
	109.47
	19.52
	2010.5.1-2010.5.31
	Broadleaf
	141.18
	33.74
	23.9
	Liu et al. (2012)164
	Chinese

	485
	109.47
	19.52
	2010.9.1-2010.9.30
	Broadleaf
	621.12
	100.06
	16.11
	Liu et al. (2012)164
	Chinese

	486
	119.65
	43.03
	2015.5.1-2015.9.30
	Needleleaf
	166.8
	49.13
	29.45
	Liu et al. (2016)165
	Chinese

	487
	112.54
	23.17
	2009.12.1-2009.12.31
	Broadleaf
	55.4
	19.7
	3506
	Liu et al. (2016b)166
	Chinese

	488
	112.54
	23.17
	2009.2.1-2009.2.28
	Broadleaf
	5.4
	4.9
	90.7
	Liu et al. (2016b)166
	Chinese

	489
	112.54
	23.17
	2009.1.1-2009.1.31
	Broadleaf
	31.6
	22.4
	70.9
	Liu et al. (2016b)166
	Chinese

	490
	112.54
	23.17
	2009.10.1-2009.10.31
	Broadleaf
	73.6
	26
	35.33
	Liu et al. (2016b)166
	Chinese

	491
	112.54
	23.17
	2009.3.1-2009.3.31
	Broadleaf
	156.3
	54.4
	34.8
	Liu et al. (2016b)166
	Chinese

	492
	112.54
	23.17
	2009.11.1-2009.11.30
	Broadleaf
	121.2
	36.9
	30.4
	Liu et al. (2016b)166
	Chinese

	493
	112.54
	23.17
	2009.5.1-2009.5.31
	Broadleaf
	409
	109.4
	26.75
	Liu et al. (2016b)166
	Chinese

	494
	112.54
	23.17
	2009.1.1-2009.12.31
	Broadleaf
	1895.5
	498.9
	26.3
	Liu et al. (2016b)166
	Chinese

	495
	112.54
	23.17
	2009.7.1-2009.7.31
	Broadleaf
	225.2
	55.7
	24.73
	Liu et al. (2016b)166
	Chinese

	496
	112.54
	23.17
	2009.9.1-2009.9.30
	Broadleaf
	110.6
	25.7
	23.24
	Liu et al. (2016b)166
	Chinese

	497
	112.54
	23.17
	2009.6.1-2009.6.30
	Broadleaf
	260.8
	58.6
	22.47
	Liu et al. (2016b)166
	Chinese

	498
	112.54
	23.17
	2009.4.1-2009.4.30
	Broadleaf
	212
	43.3
	20.42
	Liu et al. (2016b)166
	Chinese

	499
	112.54
	23.17
	2009.8.1-2009.8.31
	Broadleaf
	234.4
	41.9
	17.88
	Liu et al. (2016b)166
	Chinese

	500
	106.33
	35.47
	2015.6.1-2015.10.31
	Needleleaf
	499
	86.7
	17.37
	Liu et al. (2017)167
	English

	501
	145.01
	-37.82
	2009.5.25-2009.10.31
	Broadleaf
	680.4
	118.8
	44.4
	Livesley and Glover (2014)168
	English

	502
	145.01
	-37.82
	2009.5.25-2009.10.31
	Broadleaf
	680.4
	119.2
	29.5
	Livesley and Glover (2014)168
	English

	503
	1.8
	42.2
	1993.7.1-1995.12.31
	Needleleaf
	556
	98.1
	17.64
	Llorens (1997)169
	English

	504
	-59.95
	-2.95
	1983.9.3-1985.8.21
	Broadleaf
	4804
	428
	8.91
	Lloyd et al. (1988)170
	English

	505
	-84.02
	10.43
	2016.3.1-2017.9.30
	Broadleaf
	429.5
	118.8
	27.66006985
	Lopes et al. (2005)171
	English

	506
	-84.02
	10.43
	2000.1.1-2000.12.31
	Broadleaf
	4127
	708
	17.1
	Loescher et al. (2005)172
	English

	507
	-84.02
	10.43
	1998.1.1-2000.12.31
	Broadleaf
	9360.5
	1254.8
	16.6
	Loescher et al. (2005)172
	English

	508
	-84.02
	10.43
	1999.1.1-1999.12.31
	Broadleaf
	3575
	587
	16.4
	Loescher et al. (2005)172
	English

	509
	-84.02
	10.43
	1998.1.1-1998.12.31
	Broadleaf
	3495
	564
	16.1
	Loescher et al. (2005)172
	English

	510
	-0.77
	44.7
	1987.6.20-1987.9.22
	Needleleaf
	111
	21
	18.9
	Loustau et al. (1992)173
	English

	511
	-0.77
	44.7
	1988.1.1-1988.12.31
	Needleleaf
	949
	153.8
	16.21
	Loustau et al. (1992)173
	English

	512
	-0.77
	44.7
	1989.1.1-1989.12.31
	Needleleaf
	284.9
	45.4
	15.94
	Loustau et al. (1992)173
	English

	513
	-0.76
	44.7
	1987.6.1-1989.12.31
	Needleleaf
	2300
	328.9
	14.33
	Loustau et al. (1992b)174
	English

	514
	106.33
	35.47
	2005.8.1-2005.8.31
	Shrubs
	157.1
	36.9
	23.46
	Lu (2008)175
	Chinese

	515
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.6.1-2004.6.30
	Shrubs
	47.3
	10
	21.14
	Lu (2008)175
	Chinese

	516
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.7.1-2004.7.31
	Shrubs
	183.3
	36.5
	19.89
	Lu (2008)175
	Chinese

	517
	106.33
	35.47
	2005.9.1-2005.9.30
	Shrubs
	140.7
	28
	19.86
	Lu (2008)175
	Chinese

	518
	106.33
	35.47
	2005.6.1-2005.9.30
	Shrubs
	600.7
	95.6
	15.92
	Lu (2008)175
	Chinese

	519
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.6.1-2004.9.30
	Shrubs
	509.6
	77.8
	15.27
	Lu (2008)175
	Chinese

	520
	106.33
	35.47
	2005.6.1-2005.6.30
	Shrubs
	41.4
	5.8
	14.01
	Lu (2008)175
	Chinese

	521
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.9.1-2004.9.30
	Shrubs
	138.4
	16.2
	11.73
	Lu (2008)175
	Chinese

	522
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.8.1-2004.8.31
	Shrubs
	140.6
	15.1
	10.76
	Lu (2008)175
	Chinese

	523
	106.33
	35.47
	2005.7.1-2005.7.31
	Shrubs
	261.5
	25
	9.58
	Lu (2008)175
	Chinese

	524
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.6.1-2004.6.30
	Needleleaf
	48
	12.2
	25.48
	Lu (2008)175
	Chinese

	525
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.8.1-2004.8.31
	Needleleaf
	143.3
	27.8
	19.43
	Lu (2008)175
	Chinese

	526
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.6.1-2004.9.30
	Needleleaf
	510.6
	80.1
	15.69
	Lu (2008)175
	Chinese

	527
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.7.1-2004.7.31
	Needleleaf
	177.6
	25.8
	14.51
	Lu (2008)175
	Chinese

	528
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.9.1-2004.9.30
	Needleleaf
	141.7
	14.2
	10.06
	Lu (2008)175
	Chinese

	529
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.6.1-2004.6.30
	Broadleaf
	47.95
	8.45
	17.66
	Lu (2008)175
	Chinese

	530
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.7.1-2004.7.31
	Broadleaf
	166.15
	26.4
	15.07
	Lu (2008)175
	Chinese

	531
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.6.1-2004.9.30
	Broadleaf
	494.7
	65.35
	13.27
	Lu (2008)175
	Chinese

	532
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.8.1-2004.8.31
	Broadleaf
	141.8
	16.75
	11.99
	Lu (2008)175
	Chinese

	533
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.9.1-2004.9.30
	Broadleaf
	138.3
	13.75
	10.41
	Lu (2008)175
	Chinese

	534
	116.09
	40.06
	2011.7.1-2011.8.31;
2012.7.1-2012.8.31
	Shrubs
	737.17
	159.29
	17.77
	Lv (2013)176
	Chinese

	535
	116.09
	40.06
	2011.7.1-2011.8.31;
2012.7.1-2012.8.31
	Needleleaf
	631.22
	246.7133333
	27.52
	Lv (2013)176
	Chinese

	536
	116.09
	40.06
	2011.7.1-2011.8.31;
2012.7.1-2012.8.31
	Mixed
	597.62
	275.54
	30.74
	Lv (2013)176
	Chinese

	537
	100.2
	37.23333
	2010.7.6-2010.9.30
	Shrubs
	156.67
	74.51
	47.56
	Ma et al. (2012)177
	Chinese

	538
	125.48
	51.37
	2012.6.15-2012.9.25
	Needleleaf
	216.6
	62.5
	28.8
	Ma et al. (2015)178
	Chinese

	539
	80.77
	41.47
	2016.7.1-2016.7.31
	Needleleaf
	42.97
	29.94
	68.09
	Ma et al. (2017)179
	Chinese

	540
	80.77
	41.47
	2016.7.1-2016.7.31
	Needleleaf
	43.82
	20.74
	46.64333333
	Ma et al. (2017)179
	Chinese

	541
	80.77
	41.47
	2016.7.1-2016.7.31
	Mixed
	30.33
	5.84
	19.26
	Ma et al. (2017)179
	Chinese

	542
	100.3
	38.51
	2014.5.1-2015.9.30
	Shrubs
	292.4
	98.9
	36.66
	Ma et al. (2017b)180
	Chinese

	543
	107.91
	34.53
	2016.5.1-2016.10.31
	Needleleaf
	510
	121.8
	23.9
	Ma et al. (2019)181
	English

	544
	107.91
	34.53
	2016.5.1-2016.10.31
	Broadleaf
	510
	89.5
	17.6
	Ma et al. (2019)181
	English

	545
	107.91
	34.53
	2015.1.1-2015.12.31
	Broadleaf
	732.2
	127.8
	17.5
	Ma et al. (2020)182
	English

	546
	107.91
	34.53
	2015.1.1-2015.12.31
	Broadleaf
	732.2
	83
	11.3
	Ma et al. (2020)182
	English

	547
	107.92
	34.55
	2015.1.1-2016.12.31
	Broadleaf
	1242.2
	201.8
	16.25
	Ma et al. (2021)183
	English

	548
	114.03
	4.2
	2001.7.1-2002.6.30
	Broadleaf
	2292
	340.5
	14.9
	Manfroi et al. (2006)184
	English

	549
	114.03
	4.2
	2001.7.1-2004.7.17
	Broadleaf
	7399
	884
	11.95
	Manfroi et al. (2006)184
	English

	550
	114.03
	4.2
	2003.7.1-2004.7.17
	Broadleaf
	2668
	306.9
	11.5
	Manfroi et al. (2006)184
	English

	551
	114.03
	4.2
	2002.7.1-2003.6.30
	Broadleaf
	2439
	236.5
	9.7
	Manfroi et al. (2006)184
	English

	552
	-72.1
	-0.65
	1993.12.1-1996.2.29
	Broadleaf
	3120.9
	492.57
	15.78
	Marin et al. (2000)185
	English

	553
	-72.1
	-0.67
	1993.12.1-1996.2.29
	Broadleaf
	3158.4
	359.13
	11.37
	Marin et al. (2000)185
	English

	554
	-72.08
	-0.67
	1993.12.1-1996.2.29
	Broadleaf
	3293
	341.7
	10.38
	Marin et al. (2000)185
	English

	555
	-72.07
	-0.65
	1993.12.1-1996.2.29
	Broadleaf
	3273.8
	321.79
	9.83
	Marin et al. (2000)185
	English

	556
	12.31
	41.71
	2004.9.1-2008.12.31
	Mixed
	2774
	1109.6
	40
	Mazza et al. (2011)186
	English

	557
	12.31
	41.71
	2004.9.1-2008.12.31
	Mixed
	2774
	638.2
	23
	Mazza et al. (2011)186
	English

	558
	145.27
	-16.53
	2001.7.13-2004.6.30
	Broadleaf
	9131
	2688
	29.43817764
	Mcjannet et al. (2007)187
	English

	559
	145.48
	-17.45
	2000.11.30-2004.6.30
	Broadleaf
	10724
	3072
	28.6460276
	Mcjannet et al. (2007)187
	English

	560
	145.28
	-16.53
	2000.12.21-2004.6.30
	Broadleaf
	12813
	3407
	26.59018185
	Mcjannet et al. (2007)187
	English

	561
	145.25
	-16.17
	2001.9.9-2004.6.30
	Broadleaf
	7155
	1590
	22.22222222
	Mcjannet et al. (2007)187
	English

	562
	145.26
	-16.14
	2001.8.22-2004.6.30
	Broadleaf
	8862
	1946
	21.95892575
	Mcjannet et al. (2007)187
	English

	563
	145.85
	-17.27
	2002.10.3-2004.6.30
	Broadleaf
	16363
	995
	6.080792031
	Mcjannet et al. (2007)187
	English

	564
	-40.25
	-6.66
	2003.12.1-2006.5.31
	Shrubs
	1658
	251.54
	13
	Medeiros et al. (2009)188
	English

	565
	20.93
	44.08
	1996.6.1-2000.5.31
	Broadleaf
	6796
	1114.26
	16.4
	Michopoulos et al. (2001)189
	English

	566
	117.86
	-32.31
	2006.3.1-2007.2.28
	Broadleaf
	265
	23
	8.7
	Mitchell et al. (2009)190
	English

	567
	106.24
	35.51
	2006.6.1-2006.6.30;
2007.6.1-2007.6.30
	Shrubs
	98.5
	30.95
	31.42
	Mo (2008)191
	Chinese

	568
	106.24
	35.51
	2006.7.1-2006.7.31;
2007.7.1-2007.7.31
	Shrubs
	87.7
	17.99
	20.51
	Mo (2008)191
	Chinese

	569
	106.24
	35.51
	2006.9.1-2006.9.30;
2007.9.1-2007.9.30
	Shrubs
	214.4
	27.83
	12.98
	Mo (2008)191
	Chinese

	570
	106.24
	35.51
	2006.8.1-2006.8.31;
2007.8.1-2007.8.31
	Shrubs
	167.6
	20.83
	12.43
	Mo (2008)191
	Chinese

	571
	106.24
	35.51
	2006.6.1-2006.6.30;
2007.6.1-2007.6.30
	Needleleaf
	98.5
	29.99
	30.42
	Mo (2008)191
	Chinese

	572
	106.24
	35.51
	2006.7.1-2006.7.31;
2007.7.1-2007.7.31
	Needleleaf
	87.7
	26.1
	29.77
	Mo (2008)191
	Chinese

	573
	106.24
	35.51
	2006.8.1-2006.8.31;
2007.8.1-2007.8.31
	Needleleaf
	167.6
	27.23
	16.26
	Mo (2008)191
	Chinese

	574
	106.24
	35.51
	2006.9.1-2006.9.30;
2007.9.1-2007.9.30
	Needleleaf
	214.4
	32.6
	15.27
	Mo (2008)191
	Chinese

	575
	106.24
	35.51
	2006.6.1-2006.6.30;
2007.6.1-2007.6.30
	Broadleaf
	98.5
	26.11
	26.51
	Mo (2008)191
	Chinese

	576
	106.24
	35.51
	2006.7.1-2006.7.31;
2007.7.1-2007.7.31
	Broadleaf
	87.7
	16.44
	18.74
	Mo (2008)191
	Chinese

	577
	106.24
	35.51
	2006.8.1-2006.8.31;
2007.8.1-2007.8.31
	Broadleaf
	167.6
	26.03
	15.5
	Mo (2008)191
	Chinese

	578
	106.24
	35.51
	2006.9.1-2006.9.30;
2007.9.1-2007.9.30
	Broadleaf
	214.4
	26.21
	12.23
	Mo (2008)191
	Chinese

	579
	115.43
	39.63
	2005.8.1-2005.8.31;
2006.8.12006.8.31;
2007.8.12007.8.31;
2008.8.1-2008.8.31
	Needleleaf
	101.8
	15.35
	15.08
	Mo et al. (2011)192
	Chinese

	580
	115.43
	39.63
	2005.7.1-2005.7.31;
2006.7.1-2006.7.31;
2007.7.1-2007.7.31;
2008.7.1-2008.7.31
	Needleleaf
	140
	16.93
	12.09
	Mo et al. (2011)192
	Chinese

	581
	115.43
	39.63
	2005.9.1-2005.9.30;
2006.9.1-2006.9.30;
2007.9.1-2007.9.30;
2008.9.1-2008.9.30
	Needleleaf
	22.2
	2.65
	11.94
	Mo et al. (2011)192
	Chinese

	582
	115.43
	39.63
	2005.6.1-2006.6.30;
2006.6.1-2006.6.30;
2007.6.1-2007.6.30;
2008.6.1-2008.6.30
	Needleleaf
	129.8
	15.35
	11.83
	Mo et al. (2011)192
	Chinese

	583
	115.43
	39.63
	2005.6.1-2006.6.30;
2006.6.1-2006.6.30;
2007.6.1-2007.6.30;
2008.6.1-2008.6.30
	Broadleaf
	129.8
	28.6
	22.03
	Mo et al. (2011)192
	Chinese

	584
	115.43
	39.63
	2005.8.1-2005.8.31;
2006.8.1-2006.8.31;
2007.8.1-2007.8.31;
2008.8.1-2008.8.31
	Broadleaf
	101.8
	19.65
	19.3
	Mo et al. (2011)192
	Chinese

	585
	115.43
	39.63
	2005.7.1-2005.7.31;
2006.7.1-2006.7.31;
2007.7.1-2007.7.31;
2008.7.1-2008.7.31
	Broadleaf
	140
	26.15
	18.68
	Mo et al. (2011)192
	Chinese

	586
	115.43
	39.63
	2005.9.1-2005.9.30;
2006.9.1-2006.9.30;
2007.9.1-2007.9.30;
2008.9.1-2008.9.30
	Broadleaf
	22.2
	3.35
	15.09
	Mo et al. (2011)192
	Chinese

	587
	-55.29
	-29.78
	2015.1.1-2015.1.31
	Broadleaf
	121
	14.39
	11.9
	Momolli et al. (2019)193
	English

	588
	-55.29
	-29.78
	2015.1.1-2015.1.31
	Broadleaf
	188.7
	19.62
	10.4
	Momolli et al. (2019)193
	English

	589
	-55.29
	-29.78
	2015.1.1-2015.1.31
	Broadleaf
	241
	10.12
	4.2
	Momolli et al. (2019)193
	English

	590
	-55.29
	-29.78
	2015.1.1-2015.1.31
	Broadleaf
	53.6
	3.69
	6.9
	Momolli et al. (2019)193
	English

	591
	-55.29
	-29.78
	2015.1.1-2015.1.31
	Broadleaf
	190.7
	9.91
	5.2
	Momolli et al. (2019)193
	English

	592
	-55.29
	-29.78
	2015.1.1-2015.1.31
	Broadleaf
	135.1
	12.42
	9.2
	Momolli et al. (2019)193
	English

	593
	-55.29
	-29.78
	2015.1.1-2015.1.31
	Broadleaf
	119
	7.25
	6.1
	Momolli et al. (2019)193
	English

	594
	-55.29
	-29.78
	2015.1.1-2015.1.31
	Broadleaf
	66.8
	6.14
	9.2
	Momolli et al. (2019)193
	English

	595
	-55.29
	-29.78
	2015.1.1-2015.1.31
	Broadleaf
	285.8
	22.57
	7.9
	Momolli et al. (2019)193
	English

	596
	-55.29
	-29.78
	2015.1.1-2015.1.31
	Broadleaf
	181.9
	24.37
	13.4
	Momolli et al. (2019)193
	English

	597
	-55.29
	-29.78
	2015.1.1-2015.1.31
	Broadleaf
	140.1
	12.04
	8.6
	Momolli et al. (2019)193
	English

	598
	-55.29
	-29.78
	2015.1.1-2015.1.31
	Broadleaf
	223.5
	31.51
	14.1
	Momolli et al. (2019)193
	English

	599
	11.5
	46.36
	1999.1.1-1999.12.31
	Needleleaf
	
	
	24.49
	Mosello et al. (2002)194
	English

	600
	13.59
	46.51
	1999.1.1-1999.12.31
	Needleleaf
	
	
	21.76
	Mosello et al. (2002)194
	English

	601
	13.59
	46.51
	1998.1.1-1998.12.31
	Needleleaf
	
	
	21.35
	Mosello et al. (2002)194
	English

	602
	9.55
	46.24
	1999.1.1-1999.12.31
	Needleleaf
	
	
	19.43
	Mosello et al. (2002)194
	English

	603
	9.55
	46.24
	1998.1.1-1998.12.31
	Needleleaf
	
	
	18.2
	Mosello et al. (2002)194
	English

	604
	11.5
	46.36
	1998.1.1-1998.12.31
	Needleleaf
	
	
	17.56
	Mosello et al. (2002)194
	English

	605
	11.4
	44.3
	1998.1.1-1998.12.31
	Broadleaf
	
	
	27.34
	Mosello et al. (2002)194
	English

	606
	13.12
	45.79
	1999.1.1-1999.12.31
	Broadleaf
	
	
	22.58
	Mosello et al. (2002)194
	English

	607
	16.18
	38.43
	1998.1.1-1999.12.31
	Broadleaf
	
	
	20.23
	Mosello et al. (2002)194
	English

	608
	10.7
	43.4
	1998.1.1-1999.12.31
	Broadleaf
	
	
	19.39
	Mosello et al. (2002)194
	English

	609
	13.07
	43.29
	1998.1.1-1998.12.31
	Broadleaf
	
	
	17.24
	Mosello et al. (2002)194
	English

	610
	11.4
	44.3
	1999.1.1-1999.12.31
	Broadleaf
	
	
	15.28
	Mosello et al. (2002)194
	English

	611
	13.07
	43.29
	1999.1.1-1999.12.31
	Broadleaf
	
	
	13.72
	Mosello et al. (2002)194
	English

	612
	140.58
	36.57
	1999.1.1-1999.12.31
	Needleleaf
	1673.3
	320.1
	19.1
	Murakami (2007)195
	English

	613
	140.58
	36.57
	2000.1.1-2000.12.31
	Needleleaf
	1365
	256.4
	18.9
	Murakami (2007)195
	English

	614
	1.82
	42.2
	2007.4.4-2009.9.21
	Broadleaf
	957
	142.5
	14.8
	Muzylo et al. (2012)196
	English

	615
	-99.87
	24.72
	1997.5.1-1998.11.30
	Needleleaf
	1090.3
	191
	17.8
	Návar (2013)197
	English

	616
	-99.87
	24.72
	1997.5.1-1998.11.30
	Mixed
	1090.3
	181.1
	16.6
	Návar (2013)197
	English

	617
	-99.87
	24.72
	1997.5.1-1998.11.30
	Broadleaf
	1090.3
	133.3
	13
	Návar (2013)197
	English

	618
	-99.53
	24.78
	1987.5.1-1987.8.31
	Shrubs
	243.56
	68.05
	27.94
	Návar and Bryan(1994)198
	English

	619
	-99.53
	24.78
	1997.4.1-1998.4.30
	Shrubs
	489.1
	92.1
	18.9
	Návar et al. (1999)199
	English

	620
	-99.53
	24.78
	1995.9.1-1997.4.30
	Shrubs
	671.7
	116.5
	17.3
	Návar et al. (1999b)200
	English

	621
	79.96
	30.08
	1996.8.1-1996.8.31
	Needleleaf
	227
	62.42
	27.5
	Negi et al. (1998)201
	English

	622
	79.96
	30.08
	1996.8.1-1996.8.31
	Broadleaf
	227
	29.05
	12.8
	Negi et al. (1998)201
	English

	623
	79.96
	30.08
	1996.8.1-1996.8.31
	Broadleaf
	227
	45.62
	20.1
	Negi et al. (1998)201
	English

	624
	100.17
	29.5
	2012.9.1-2012.9.30
	Broadleaf
	57.4
	15.53
	27.06
	Ouyang et al. (2014)202
	Chinese

	625
	100.17
	29.5
	2012.4.1-2012.4.30
	Broadleaf
	112.5
	27.66
	24.59
	Ouyang et al. (2014)202
	Chinese

	626
	100.17
	29.5
	2012.6.1-2012.6.30
	Broadleaf
	158.3
	36.52
	23.07
	Ouyang et al. (2014)202
	Chinese

	627
	100.17
	29.5
	2012.5.1-2012.5.31
	Broadleaf
	134.7
	27.99
	20.78
	Ouyang et al. (2014)202
	Chinese

	628
	100.17
	29.5
	2012.8.1-2012.8.31
	Broadleaf
	203.9
	39.82
	19.53
	Ouyang et al. (2014)202
	Chinese

	629
	100.17
	29.5
	2012.10.1-2012.10.31
	Broadleaf
	39.8
	7.25
	18.22
	Ouyang et al. (2014)202
	Chinese

	630
	100.17
	29.5
	2012.1.1-2012.12.31
	Broadleaf
	1379.6
	247.21
	17.92
	Ouyang et al. (2014)202
	Chinese

	631
	100.17
	29.5
	2012.7.1-2012.7.31
	Broadleaf
	368.1
	63.41
	17.23
	Ouyang et al. (2014)202
	Chinese

	632
	100.17
	29.5
	2012.12.1-2012.12.31
	Broadleaf
	41.4
	5.48
	13.24
	Ouyang et al. (2014)202
	Chinese

	633
	100.17
	29.5
	2012.3.1-2012.3.31
	Broadleaf
	62.7
	7.18
	11.45
	Ouyang et al. (2014)202
	Chinese

	634
	100.17
	29.5
	2012.1.1-2012.1.31
	Broadleaf
	62.3
	5.92
	9.5
	Ouyang et al. (2014)202
	Chinese

	635
	100.17
	29.5
	2012.11.1-2012.11.30
	Broadleaf
	28
	2.43
	8.68
	Ouyang et al. (2014)202
	Chinese

	636
	100.17
	29.5
	2012.2.1-2012.2.28
	Broadleaf
	110.5
	8.02
	7
	Ouyang et al. (2014)202
	Chinese

	637
	-98.78
	29.66
	2000.8.7-2003.12.31
	Needleleaf
	2200
	862.4
	39.2
	Owens et al. (2006)203
	English

	638
	15.35
	50.81
	2015.5.1-2015.10.31;
2016.5.1-2016.10.31;
2017.5.1-2017.10.31
	Needleleaf
	1986
	317.76
	16
	Palán and KřečekPalán (2018)204
	English

	639
	110.93
	30.83
	2006.5.1-2006.10.31
	Needleleaf
	261.25
	50.01
	19.14
	Pan et al. (2011)205
	Chinese

	640
	53
	36.5
	2012.5.1-2014.3.31
	Needleleaf
	697.82
	190.12
	27.24
	Panahandeh et al. (2022)206
	English

	641
	-79.83
	9.81
	2006.7.23-2006.9.20
	Broadleaf
	699.2
	175
	25.6
	Park_and_Cameron (2008)207
	English

	642
	-79.83
	9.81
	2006.7.23-2006.9.20
	Broadleaf
	699.2
	86.2
	13.5
	Park_and_Cameron (2008)207
	English

	643
	-79.83
	9.81
	2006.7.23-2006.9.20
	Broadleaf
	699.2
	63.3
	9.2
	Park_and_Cameron (2008)207
	English

	644
	-79.83
	9.81
	2006.7.23-2006.9.20
	Broadleaf
	699.2
	104.4
	15.7
	Park_and_Cameron (2008)207
	English

	645
	-79.83
	9.81
	2006.7.23-2006.9.20
	Broadleaf
	699.2
	74.5
	11.2
	Park_and_Cameron (2008)207
	English

	646
	115.5
	42.11667
	2011.6.1-2011.9.30
	Shrubs
	
	
	20.86
	Peng et al. (2014)208
	Chinese

	647
	115.5
	42.11667
	2011.6.1-2011.9.30
	Grassland
	
	
	7.88
	Peng et al. (2014)208
	Chinese

	648
	-8
	38.53
	2006.7.1-2007.5.31
	Broadleaf
	528.7
	156.7
	29.64
	Pereira et al. (2009)209
	English

	649
	-8
	38.53
	1996.10.1-1998.9.30
	Broadleaf
	1394.6
	321.2
	23.03
	Pereira et al. (2009)209
	English

	650
	-98.15
	55.46
	1994.7.4-1994.9.6
	Needleleaf
	106
	24.7
	23.3
	Price et al. (1997)210
	English

	651
	-121.99
	45.82
	2000.3.30-2000.12.3
	Needleleaf
	
	
	24
	Pypker et al. (2005)211
	English

	652
	-121.99
	45.82
	2002.6.17-2002.11.22
	Needleleaf
	418.73
	88.31
	21.09
	Pypker et al. (2005)
	English

	653
	109.36
	36.86
	2018.6.1-2018.8.31
	Broadleaf
	428.5
	96.97
	22.63
	Qiao (2019)212
	Chinese

	654
	109.35
	36.87
	2018.6.1-2018.8.31
	Broadleaf
	428.5
	79.7
	18.6
	Qiao (2019)212
	Chinese

	655
	109.35
	36.85
	2018.6.1-2018.8.31
	Broadleaf
	428.5
	51.81
	12.09
	Qiao (2019)212
	Chinese

	656
	75.87
	11.25
	1983.1.1-1984.12.31
	Broadleaf
	629.1
	193.4
	30.74
	Rao (1987)213
	English

	657
	4.16
	42.33
	1988.1.1-1990.12.31
	Broadleaf
	4393.5
	1318.5
	30
	Regina and Tarazona. (2000)214
	English

	658
	4.16
	42.33
	1988.1.1-1990.12.31
	Broadleaf
	3760.8
	1803.9
	47.9
	Regina and Tarazona. (2000)214
	English

	659
	-123.73
	39.35
	2000.12.1-2001.5.27
	Mixed
	726
	190.94
	26.3
	Reid and Lewis (2009)215
	English

	660
	-123.73
	39.35
	1999.12.1-2000.11.30
	Mixed
	1213
	278.99
	23
	Reid and Lewis (2009)215
	English

	661
	-123.73
	39.35
	1998.12.5-2001.5.27
	Mixed
	2963
	663.71
	22.4
	Reid and Lewis (2009)215
	English

	662
	-123.73
	39.35
	1998.12.5-1999.11.30
	Mixed
	1024
	194.56
	19
	Reid and Lewis (2009)215
	English

	663
	117.65
	27.75
	2004.1.1-2004.12.31
	Broadleaf
	1304.9
	217.5
	12.3
	Ren and Xue (2008)216
	Chinese

	664
	108.14
	22.62
	2016.2.1-2016.2.28
	Broadleaf
	25
	25
	100
	Ren et al. (2017)217
	Chinese

	665
	108.14
	22.62
	2016.3.1-2016.3.31
	Broadleaf
	32
	26
	82
	Ren et al. (2017)217
	Chinese

	666
	108.14
	22.62
	2015.10.1-2015.10.31
	Broadleaf
	64
	32
	49
	Ren et al. (2017)217
	Chinese

	667
	108.14
	22.62
	2015.11.1-2015.11.30
	Broadleaf
	99
	38
	38
	Ren et al. (2017)217
	Chinese

	668
	108.14
	22.62
	2016.1.1-2016.1.31
	Broadleaf
	122
	42
	34
	Ren et al. (2017)217
	Chinese

	669
	108.14
	22.62
	2015.12.1-2015.12.31
	Broadleaf
	135
	44
	32
	Ren et al. (2017)217
	Chinese

	670
	108.14
	22.62
	2016.4.1-2016.4.30
	Broadleaf
	144
	45
	32
	Ren et al. (2017)217
	Chinese

	671
	108.14
	22.62
	2015.7.1-2016.5.31
	Broadleaf
	1532
	490
	32
	Ren et al. (2017)217
	Chinese

	672
	108.14
	22.62
	2016.5.1-2016.5.31
	Broadleaf
	145
	46
	31
	Ren et al. (2017)217
	Chinese

	673
	108.14
	22.62
	2015.9.1-2015.9.30
	Broadleaf
	203
	56
	27
	Ren et al. (2017)217
	Chinese

	674
	108.14
	22.62
	2015.8.1-2015.8.31
	Broadleaf
	256
	65
	25
	Ren et al. (2017)217
	Chinese

	675
	108.14
	22.62
	2015.7.1-2015.7.31
	Broadleaf
	307
	73
	24
	Ren et al. (2017)217
	Chinese

	676
	9.34
	56.07
	2011.1.1-2011.12.31
	Needleleaf
	913
	333.245
	36.5
	Ringgaard et al. (2014)218
	English

	677
	9.34
	56.07
	2010.2.1-2010.12.31
	Broadleaf
	848
	277.30
	32.7
	Ringgaard et al. (2014)218
	English

	678
	-3.21
	51.67
	1989.1.1-1991.12.31
	Broadleaf
	88
	13.2
	15
	Robson et al. (1994)219
	English

	679
	-44.96
	-21.23
	2015.1.1-2015.12.31
	Broadleaf
	1060
	251
	23.7
	Rodrigues et al. (2021)220
	English

	680
	-44.96
	-21.23
	2018.1.1-2018.12.31
	Broadleaf
	987
	231
	23.4
	Rodrigues et al. (2021)220
	English

	681
	-44.96
	-21.23
	2019.1.1-2019.12.31
	Broadleaf
	1178
	266
	22.6
	Rodrigues et al. (2021)220
	English

	682
	-44.96
	-21.23
	2016.1.1-2016.12.31
	Broadleaf
	894
	199
	22.2
	Rodrigues et al. (2021)220
	English

	683
	-44.96
	-21.23
	2017.1.1-2017.12.31
	Broadleaf
	1078
	238
	22.1
	Rodrigues et al. (2021)220
	English

	684
	-44.96
	-21.23
	2013.1.1-2019.12.31
	Broadleaf
	7303
	1548
	21.2
	Rodrigues et al. (2021)220
	English

	685
	-44.96
	-21.23
	2014.1.1-2014.12.31
	Broadleaf
	977
	186
	19
	Rodrigues et al. (2021)220
	English

	686
	-44.96
	-21.23
	2013.1.1-2013.12.31
	Broadleaf
	1128
	177
	15.7
	Rodrigues et al. (2021)220
	English

	687
	114.73
	36.27
	2011.7.1-2011.9.30;
2012.7.1-2012.9.30;
2013.7.1-2013.9.30
	Grassland
	810.5
	85.9
	10.6
	Ru (2015)221
	Chinese

	688
	114.73
	36.27
	2011.7.1-2011.9.30;
2012.7.1-2012.9.30;
2013.7.1-2013.9.30
	Broadleaf
	810.5
	142.8
	17.62
	Ru (2015)221
	Chinese

	689
	114.73
	36.27
	2011.7.1-2011.9.30;
2012.7.1-2012.9.30;
2013.7.1-2013.9.30
	Broadleaf
	810.5
	108
	13.33
	Ru (2015)221
	Chinese

	690
	51.13
	35.7
	2011.1.30-2012.1.30
	Needleleaf
	232.5
	60.84
	26.17
	Sadeghi et al. (2014)222
	English

	691
	51.13
	35.7
	2012.8.23-2013.8.23
	Needleleaf
	275.3
	75
	27.24
	Sadeghi et al. (2015)223
	English

	692
	51.13
	35.7
	2012.8.23-2013.8.23
	Needleleaf
	275.3
	66
	23.97
	Sadeghi et al. (2015)223
	English

	693
	51.13
	35.7
	2011.3.16-2014.3.15
	Needleleaf
	730.5
	164.35
	22.5
	Sadeghi et al. (2016)224
	English

	694
	51.13
	35.7
	2011.3.16-2014.3.15
	Broadleaf
	730.30
	120.5
	16.5
	Sadeghi et al. (2016)224
	English

	695
	130.65
	33.52
	2010.6.5-2011.12.31
	Needleleaf
	4284
	1091.91
	25.5
	Saito et al. (2013)225
	English

	696
	-65.83
	18.3
	1996.5.5-1996.7.9
	Broadleaf
	852
	444
	52.11
	Schellekens et al. (1999)226
	English

	697
	-1.53
	38.06
	1994.1.1-1995.12.31
	Shrubs
	289.6
	72.9
	25.2
	Serrato and Diaz (1998)227
	English

	698
	-1.53
	38.06
	1994.1.1-1995.12.31
	Shrubs
	289.6
	96.5
	33
	Serrato and Diaz (1998)227
	English

	699
	-1.53
	38.06
	1994.1.1-1995.12.31
	Shrubs
	231.6
	84.5
	36.5
	Serrato and Diaz (1998)227
	English

	700
	111.92
	40.95
	2006.5.1-2006.9.30
	Needleleaf
	117.04
	19.9
	34.1
	Sharen (2009)228
	Chinese

	701
	128.89
	47.18
	2007.6.1-2007.6.30
	Needleleaf
	40.6
	15.62
	38.47
	Sheng (2009)229
	Chinese

	702
	128.89
	47.18
	2007.8.1-2007.8.31
	Needleleaf
	128.8
	27.06
	21.01
	Sheng (2009)229
	Chinese

	703
	128.89
	47.18
	2007.5.1-2007.5.31
	Needleleaf
	55.6
	9.67
	17.39
	Sheng (2009)229
	Chinese

	704
	128.89
	47.18
	2007.5.1-2007.9.30
	Needleleaf
	334.3
	54.39
	16.72
	Sheng (2009)229
	Chinese

	705
	128.89
	47.18
	2007.7.1-2007.7.31
	Needleleaf
	62.8
	1.51
	2.4
	Sheng (2009)229
	Chinese

	706
	128.89
	47.18
	2007.9.1-2007.9.30
	Needleleaf
	37.4
	0.53
	1.42
	Sheng (2009)229
	Chinese

	707
	128.87
	47.18
	2010.5.1-2010.9.30
	Needleleaf
	325.2
	71.6
	22
	Sheng and Cai (2019)230
	English

	708
	128.87
	47.18
	2011.5.1-2011.9.30
	Needleleaf
	409.2
	89.8
	21.9
	Sheng and Cai (2019)230
	English

	709
	128.87
	47.18
	2005.4.1-2005.9.30
	Needleleaf
	503.05
	109.19
	21.71
	Sheng et al. (2009)231
	Chinese

	710
	124.22
	41.73
	2005.6.1-2005.8.31;
2006.6.1-2006.8.31;
2007.6.1-2007.8.31;
2008.6.1-2008.8.31
	Needleleaf
	
	
	18.8
	Sheng et al. (2010)232
	Chinese

	711
	122.34
	52.56
	2011.7.1-2011.8.31;
2012.7.1-2012.8.31
	Needleleaf
	396.01
	92.23
	23.29
	Sheng et al. (2014)233
	Chinese

	712
	126.62
	45.72
	2015.8.1-2015.8.31
	Broadleaf
	159.4
	48.8
	30.61
	Sheng et al. (2018)234
	Chinese

	713
	126.62
	45.72
	2015.6.1-2015.8.31
	Broadleaf
	339.1
	73.2
	21.59
	Sheng et al. (2018)234
	Chinese

	714
	126.62
	45.72
	2015.7.1-2015.7.31
	Broadleaf
	95.4
	18.2
	19.08
	Sheng et al. (2018)234
	Chinese

	715
	126.62
	45.72
	2015.6.1-2015.6.30
	Broadleaf
	84.3
	6.2
	7.35
	Sheng et al. (2018)234
	Chinese

	716
	126.62
	45.72
	2015.5.1-2015.10.31
	Needleleaf
	430.2
	174.12
	40.47
	Sheng et al. (2021)235
	Chinese

	717
	116.1
	40.06
	2010.6.1-2010.9.30
	Needleleaf
	200.05
	92.12
	30.85
	Shi (2011)236
	Chinese

	718
	116.1
	40.06
	2010.6.1-2010.9.30
	Broadleaf
	196.78
	95.92
	32.12
	Shi (2011)236
	Chinese

	719
	126.62
	45.72
	2015.8.1-2015.8.31
	Needleleaf
	159.41
	47.95
	30.08
	Shi (2016)237
	Chinese

	720
	126.62
	45.72
	2015.6.1-2015.8.31
	Needleleaf
	339.06
	76
	22.415
	Shi (2016)237
	Chinese

	721
	126.62
	45.72
	2015.7.1-2015.7.31
	Needleleaf
	95.4
	20.1
	21.07
	Shi (2016)237
	Chinese

	722
	126.62
	45.72
	2015.6.1-2015.6.30
	Needleleaf
	84.31
	7.95
	9.43
	Shi (2016)237
	Chinese

	723
	126.62
	45.72
	2015.8.1-2015.8.31
	Broadleaf
	159.4
	73.5
	46.11
	Shi (2016)237
	Chinese

	724
	126.62
	45.72
	2015.7.1-2015.7.31
	Broadleaf
	95.4
	38.9
	40.775
	Shi (2016)237
	Chinese

	725
	126.62
	45.72
	2015.6.1-2015.8.31
	Broadleaf
	339.09
	125.7
	37.07
	Shi (2016)237
	Chinese

	726
	126.62
	45.72
	2015.6.1-2015.6.30
	Broadleaf
	84.39
	13.3
	15.76
	Shi (2016)237
	Chinese

	727
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.6.1-2004.6.30
	Shrubs
	37.15
	8.725
	24.37
	Shi et al. (2005)238
	English

	728
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.7.1-2004.7.31
	Shrubs
	159.25
	31.72
	19.925
	Shi et al. (2005)238
	English

	729
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.6.1-2004.9.30
	Shrubs
	478.4
	73.451
	15.36
	Shi et al. (2005)238
	English

	730
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.9.1-2004.9.30
	Shrubs
	140.05
	17.78
	12.69
	Shi et al. (2005)238
	English

	731
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.8.1-2004.8.31
	Shrubs
	141.95
	15.228
	10.73
	Shi et al. (2005)238
	English

	732
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.6.1-2004.6.30
	Needleleaf
	48
	13.58
	28.29
	Shi et al. (2005)238
	English

	733
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.8.1-2004.8.31
	Needleleaf
	143.3
	24.82
	17.32
	Shi et al. (2005)238
	English

	734
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.6.1-2004.9.30
	Needleleaf
	510.6
	83.882
	16.385
	Shi et al. (2005)238
	English

	735
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.7.1-2004.7.31
	Needleleaf
	177.6
	28.6
	16.1
	Shi et al. (2005)238
	English

	736
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.9.1-2004.9.30
	Needleleaf
	141.7
	16.88
	11.92
	Shi et al. (2005)238
	English

	737
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.6.1-2004.6.30
	Broadleaf
	47.95
	8.47
	17.65
	Shi et al. (2005)238
	English

	738
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.7.1-2004.7.31
	Broadleaf
	166.15
	26.38
	15.07
	Shi et al. (2005)238
	English

	739
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.6.1-2004.9.30
	Broadleaf
	494.2
	65.3545
	13.265
	Shi et al. (2005)238
	English

	740
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.8.1-2004.8.31
	Broadleaf
	14.18
	16.742
	11.96
	Shi et al. (2005)238
	English

	741
	106.33
	35.47
	2004.9.1-2004.9.30
	Broadleaf
	13.83
	13.743
	10.405
	Shi et al. (2005)238
	English

	742
	106.26
	35.49
	2004.6.1-2004.6.30
	Needleleaf
	47.3
	14.5
	30.66
	Shi et al. (2009)239
	Chinese

	743
	106.26
	35.49
	2005.8.1-2005.8.31
	Needleleaf
	137.2
	28.5
	20.77
	Shi et al. (2009)239
	Chinese

	744
	106.26
	35.49
	2004.8.1-2004.8.31
	Needleleaf
	164.1
	29.4
	17.92
	Shi et al. (2009)239
	Chinese

	745
	106.26
	35.49
	2005.9.1-2005.9.30
	Needleleaf
	129.7
	21.2
	16.35
	Shi et al. (2009)239
	Chinese

	746
	106.26
	35.49
	2004.6.1-2004.9.30
	Needleleaf
	497.6
	78.6
	15.8
	Shi et al. (2009)239
	Chinese

	747
	106.26
	35.49
	2005.6.1-2005.6.30
	Needleleaf
	37.4
	5.6
	14.97
	Shi et al. (2009)239
	Chinese

	748
	106.26
	35.49
	2005.6.1-2005.9.30
	Needleleaf
	544
	77
	14.15
	Shi et al. (2009)239
	Chinese

	749
	106.26
	35.49
	2004.9.1-2004.9.30
	Needleleaf
	131.7
	16.7
	12.68
	Shi et al. (2009)239
	Chinese

	750
	106.26
	35.49
	2004.7.1-2004.7.31
	Needleleaf
	154.5
	17.9
	11.59
	Shi et al. (2009)239
	Chinese

	751
	106.26
	35.49
	2005.7.1-2005.7.31
	Needleleaf
	239.7
	21.8
	9.09
	Shi et al. (2009)239
	Chinese

	752
	112.48
	23.02
	2006.10.1-2006.10.31
	Broadleaf
	3.3
	0.8
	25
	Shi et al. (2011) 240
	Chinese

	753
	112.48
	23.02
	2007.3.1-2007.3.31
	Broadleaf
	46.7
	10.2
	21.8
	Shi et al. (2011) 240
	Chinese

	754
	112.48
	23.02
	2006.12.1-2006.12.31
	Broadleaf
	24.6
	4.2
	17.1
	Shi et al. (2011) 240
	Chinese

	755
	112.48
	23.02
	2006.11.1-2006.11.30
	Broadleaf
	85
	14.5
	17
	Shi et al. (2011) 240
	Chinese

	756
	112.48
	23.02
	2007.2.1-2007.2.28
	Broadleaf
	59.9
	9
	15
	Shi et al. (2011) 240
	Chinese

	757
	112.48
	23.02
	2006.9.1-2006.9.30
	Broadleaf
	125.7
	18.6
	14.8
	Shi et al. (2011) 240
	Chinese

	758
	112.48
	23.02
	2006.8.1-2006.8.31
	Broadleaf
	113.5
	14.9
	13.1
	Shi et al. (2011) 240
	Chinese

	759
	112.48
	23.02
	2007.4.1-2007.4.30
	Broadleaf
	143.7
	16.5
	11.5
	Shi et al. (2011) 240
	Chinese

	760
	112.48
	23.02
	2007.5.1-2007.5.31
	Broadleaf
	127.5
	14.2
	11.1
	Shi et al. (2011) 240
	Chinese

	761
	112.48
	23.02
	2006.5.1-2007.5.31
	Broadleaf
	2016.8
	215.4
	10.7
	Shi et al. (2011) 240
	Chinese

	762
	112.48
	23.02
	2006.6.1-2006.6.30
	Broadleaf
	558.7
	54.6
	9.8
	Shi et al. (2011) 240
	Chinese

	763
	112.48
	23.02
	2006.5.1-2006.5.31
	Broadleaf
	361.5
	32.4
	9
	Shi et al. (2011) 240
	Chinese

	764
	112.48
	23.02
	2007.1.1-2007.1.31
	Broadleaf
	84
	7
	8.3
	Shi et al. (2011) 240
	Chinese

	765
	112.48
	23.02
	2006.7.1-2006.7.31
	Broadleaf
	282.7
	18.6
	6.6
	Shi et al. (2011) 240
	Chinese

	766
	122.34
	52.56
	2013.7.1-2013.8.31
	Needleleaf
	183.98
	35.14
	19.1
	Shi et al. (2017)241
	Chinese

	767
	133.52
	33.63
	2008.6.30-2009.7.14
	Broadleaf
	1636
	166
	10.15
	Shinohara et al. (2012)242
	English

	768
	130.52
	33.63
	2010.4.7-2010.9.30
	Needleleaf
	1293.5
	177.3
	13.71
	Shinohara et al. (2015)243
	English

	769
	130.52
	33.63
	2010.10.30-2011.7.22
	Needleleaf
	1360.5
	107.8
	7.92
	Shinohara et al. (2015)243
	English

	770
	133.51
	33.63
	2008.6.3-2009.7.4
	Arbor
	1618
	149
	9.2
	Shinohara et al. (2013)242
	English

	771
	133.51
	33.63
	2008.6.3-2009.7.4
	Arbor
	2913
	357
	12.2
	Shinohara et al. (2013)242
	English

	772
	133.51
	33.63
	2008.6.3-2009.7.4
	Arbor
	2105
	228
	10.8
	Shinohara et al. (2013)242
	English

	773
	119.235
	43.06
	2014.5.1-2014.9.30
	Shrubs
	246.2
	54.9
	22.23
	Shou et al. (2017)244
	English

	774
	-59.95
	-2.95
	1983.9.1-1985.9.30
	Broadleaf
	5492
	683
	12.44
	Shuttleworth (1988)245
	English

	775
	-84.14
	10.04
	2015.7.1-2015.11.30
	Mixed
	1725
	181.5
	10.5
	Siles et al. (2010)246
	English

	776
	-99.87
	24.72
	1996.10.1-1999.6.30
	Needleleaf
	974
	187
	19.2
	Silva and Rodríguez (2001)247
	English

	777
	-99.87
	24.72
	1996.10.1-1999.6.30
	Mixed
	974
	224
	23
	Silva and Rodríguez (2001)247
	English

	778
	-99.87
	24.72
	1996.10.1-1999.6.30
	Broadleaf
	974
	132
	13.6
	Silva and Rodríguez (2001)247
	English

	779
	117.84
	4.98
	1989.9.1-1989.9.30
	Broadleaf
	3627
	631.1
	17.4
	Sinun et al. (1992)248
	English

	780
	-78.83
	45.16
	2016.5.27-2016.10.21
	Needleleaf
	440.3
	161
	37
	Snelgrove et al. (2020)249
	English

	781
	-78.83
	45.16
	2016.5.27-2016.10.21
	Needleleaf
	440.3
	221.1
	50
	Snelgrove et al. (2020)249
	English

	782
	-78.83
	45.16
	2016.5.27-2016.10.21
	Broadleaf
	440.3
	127.6
	29
	Snelgrove et al. (2020)249
	English

	783
	-3.16
	57.16
	2015.6.1-2015.9.24
	shrubs
	270
	94.5
	35
	Soulsby et al. (2017)250
	English

	784
	-3.16
	57.16
	2015.6.1-2015.9.24
	Needleleaf
	270
	124.2
	46
	Soulsby et al. (2017)250
	English

	785
	13.83
	45.56
	2000.10.5-2001.9.12
	Broadleaf
	1265
	341.5
	26.94
	Sraj et al. (2008)251
	English

	786
	3.82
	50.97
	2004.4.25-2004.5.16
	Broadleaf
	30
	12.8
	42.66666667
	Staelens et al. (2008)252
	English

	787
	3.82
	50.97
	2003.4.25-2003.11.12
	Broadleaf
	328.4
	111.1
	33.83069428
	Staelens et al. (2008)252
	English

	788
	3.82
	50.97
	2002.5.17-2002.10.31
	Broadleaf
	411.5
	113.6
	27.60631835
	Staelens et al. (2008)252
	English

	789
	3.82
	50.97
	2002.5.17-2004.5.16
	Broadleaf
	1447.8
	304.7
	21.04572455
	Staelens et al. (2008)252
	English

	790
	3.82
	50.97
	2003.11.12-2004.4.24
	Broadleaf
	320.4
	36.1
	11.26716604
	Staelens et al. (2008)252
	English

	791
	3.82
	50.97
	2002.11.1-2003.4.24
	Broadleaf
	357.5
	31.1
	8.699300699
	Staelens et al. (2008)252
	English

	792
	110.47
	31.31
	2014.5.1-2014.10.31
	Broadleaf
	1574
	222.5
	14.33
	Su et al. (2016)253
	English

	793
	125.41
	43.01
	2013.9.1-2013.9.30
	Needleleaf
	23.87
	10.62
	44.49
	Sui et al. (2015)254
	Chinese

	794
	125.41
	43.01
	2013.5.1-2013.5.31
	Needleleaf
	42.9
	15.75
	36.71
	Sui et al. (2015)254
	Chinese

	795
	125.41
	43.01
	2013.8.1-2013.8.31
	Needleleaf
	201.66
	51.58
	25.58
	Sui et al. (2015)254
	Chinese

	796
	125.41
	43.01
	2013.5.1-2013.9.30
	Needleleaf
	530.15
	134.25
	25.32
	Sui et al. (2015)254
	Chinese

	797
	125.41
	43.01
	2013.6.1-2013.6.30
	Needleleaf
	92.57
	21.82
	23.57
	Sui et al. (2015)254
	Chinese

	798
	125.41
	43.01
	2013.7.1-2013.7.31
	Needleleaf
	169.15
	34.48
	20.38
	Sui et al. (2015)254
	Chinese

	799
	125.41
	43.01
	2013.9.1-2013.9.30
	Broadleaf
	23.87
	11.7
	49.02
	Sui et al. (2015)254
	Chinese

	800
	125.41
	43.01
	2013.5.1-2013.5.31
	Broadleaf
	42.9
	15.85
	36.95
	Sui et al. (2015)254
	Chinese

	801
	125.41
	43.01
	2013.8.1-2013.8.31
	Broadleaf
	201.66
	62.66
	31.07
	Sui et al. (2015)254
	Chinese

	802
	125.41
	43.01
	2013.5.1-2013.9.30
	Broadleaf
	530.15
	158
	29.8
	Sui et al. (2015)254
	Chinese

	803
	125.41
	43.01
	2013.6.1-2013.6.30
	Broadleaf
	92.57
	25.26
	27.29
	Sui et al. (2015)254
	Chinese

	804
	125.41
	43.01
	2013.7.1-2013.7.31
	Broadleaf
	169.15
	42.53
	25.14
	Sui et al. (2015)254
	Chinese

	805
	100.28
	38.4
	2009.7.1-2009.7.31
	Needleleaf
	106.39
	32.72
	61.5
	Sun (2010)255
	Chinese

	806
	100.28
	38.4
	2009.6.1-2009.6.30
	Needleleaf
	55.04
	21.17
	38.45
	Sun (2010)255
	Chinese

	807
	100.28
	38.4
	2009.6.1-2009.9.30
	Needleleaf
	290.52
	865.2
	32.405
	Sun (2010)255
	Chinese

	808
	100.28
	38.4
	2009.9.1-2009.9.30
	Needleleaf
	56.38
	17.51
	31.05
	Sun (2010)255
	Chinese

	809
	100.28
	38.4
	2009.8.1-2009.8.31
	Needleleaf
	72.71
	22.8
	30.55
	Sun (2010)255
	Chinese

	810
	102
	29.7
	2009.5.1-2009.10.31
	Needleleaf
	1429
	406.87
	28.47
	Sun et al. (2013)256
	English

	811
	139.88
	36.83
	2011.7.1-2011.10.31
	Needleleaf
	880.8
	221.8
	25.18
	Sun et al. (2014)257
	English

	812
	127.5
	45.33
	2012.5.1-2012.10.31
	Broadleaf
	567.1
	75.55
	13.32
	Sun et al. (2014b)258
	Chinese

	813
	139.6
	36.37
	2010.11.1-2011.10.31
	Needleleaf
	1444.6
	414.8
	28.71
	Sun et al. (2015)259
	English

	814
	139.6
	36.37
	2011.11.1-2012.10.31
	Needleleaf
	1266.8
	263
	20.76
	Sun et al. (2015)259
	English

	815
	113.3
	28.4
	2017.5.1-2019.4.30
	Broadleaf
	1771
	511.82
	28.90005647
	Sun et al. (2022)260
	English

	816
	135.54
	37.49
	2008.7.19-2010.7.18
	Needleleaf
	883
	277.3
	31.4
	Swaffer et al. (2014)261
	English

	817
	135.54
	37.49
	2008.7.19-2010.7.18
	Broadleaf
	883
	273
	30.9
	Swaffer et al. (2014)261
	English

	818
	131.3
	31.85
	2005.3.1-2006.2.28
	Needleleaf
	3011
	469
	15.57
	Takagi (2013)262
	English

	819
	10.6
	59.9
	1993.6.1-1993.9.30;
1994.6.1-1994.9.30
	Needleleaf
	587.4
	156.5
	26.64
	Tallaksen et al. (1996)263
	English

	820
	-47.94
	-15.96
	2015.10.1-2016.2.29
	Broadleaf
	687.8
	169.9
	24.7
	Távora and Koide(2020)264
	English

	821
	122.28
	53.39
	2013.5.15-2013.10.1
	Broadleaf
	465.8
	60.76
	13.04
	Tian (2014)265
	Chinese

	822
	100.25
	38.53
	2008.6.12-2008.10.8
	Needleleaf
	280.43
	64.5
	23
	Tian et al. (2012)266
	Chinese

	823
	107.5
	37.83
	2016.8.1-2016.10.31;
2017.7.1-2017.8.31
	Shrubs
	251
	23.8
	9.48
	Tian et al. (2019)267
	Chinese

	824
	129.83
	62.815
	2000.5.10-2000.8.25
	Needleleaf
	126.5
	36.69
	29
	Toba and Ohta (2005)268
	English

	825
	129.83
	62.814
	2000.5.10-2000.8.25
	Needleleaf
	126.5
	45.54
	36
	Toba and Ohta (2005)268
	English

	826
	140.85
	39.84
	2000.5.1-2000.9.30
	Needleleaf
	931.4
	121.08
	13
	Toba and Ohta (2005)268
	English

	827
	140.85
	39.84
	2000.5.1-2000.9.30
	Needleleaf
	931.4
	158.33
	17
	Toba and Ohta (2005)268
	English

	828
	140.85
	39.84
	2000.5.1-2000.9.30
	Needleleaf
	931.4
	130.4
	14
	Toba and Ohta (2005)268
	English

	829
	137.81
	35.81
	2003.8.1-2003.10.25
	Broadleaf
	442
	106.08
	24
	Toba and Ohta (2005)268
	English

	830
	136.85
	35.89
	2001.8.1-2001.10.31
	Broadleaf
	721.5
	129.87
	18
	Toba and Ohta (2005)268
	English

	831
	106.15
	35.97
	2011.5.1-2011.9.30;
2012.5.1-2012.9.30;
2013.5.1-2013.9.30
	Needleleaf
	1371.6
	241.2
	17.59
	Tu et al. (2021)269
	English


	832
	-8.6
	38.63
	1992.1.4-1994.9.30
	Needleleaf
	1366.2
	233.7
	17.11
	Valente et al. (1997)270
	English

	833
	-8.6
	38.63
	1992.1.4-1994.9.30
	Broadleaf
	1545.8
	166.8
	10.79
	Valente et al. (1997)270
	English

	834
	108.07
	-7.05
	1995.1.8-1995.5.11
	Herbaceous plant
	1577
	284
	18.01
	Van Dijk and Bruijnzeel (2001)271
	English

	835
	108.07
	-7.05
	1999.1.2-1999.7.17
	Herbaceous plant
	1642
	132
	8.04
	Van Dijk and Bruijnzeel (2001)271
	English

	836
	-75.85
	39.7
	2007.11.1-2011.3.31
	Broadleaf
	
	
	26
	Van Stan et al. (2014)272
	English

	837
	-81.56
	32.49
	2015.9.7-2016.9.12
	Needleleaf
	1528
	524.4
	35.5
	Van Stan et al. (2017)273
	English

	838
	114
	-0.06
	2002.6.14-2003.6.13
	Broadleaf
	2995
	471
	15.72
	Vernimmen et al. (2007)274
	English

	839
	7.2
	48.2
	1990.5.7-1990.11.5
	Needleleaf
	539.3
	211.95
	39.3
	Viville et al. (1993)275
	English

	840
	7.2
	48.2
	1988.5.24-1988.11.2
	Needleleaf
	583
	199.39
	34.2
	Viville et al. (1993)275
	English

	841
	7.2
	48.2
	1989.4.24-1989.10.16
	Needleleaf
	588.3
	183.55
	31.2
	Viville et al. (1993)275
	English

	842
	145.43
	-16.13
	2001.8.25-2004.1.31
	Broadleaf
	4037
	999
	24.7
	Wallace and Mcjannet (2006)276
	English

	843
	145.5
	-17.45
	2000.11.30-2004.6.30
	Broadleaf
	10724
	3858
	35.97538232
	Wallace and McJannet (2008)277
	English

	844
	145.27
	-16.53
	2001.7.13-2004.6.30
	Broadleaf
	9131
	2599
	28.46347607
	Wallace and McJannet (2008)277
	English

	845
	145.28
	-16.53
	2000.12.21-2004.6.30
	Broadleaf
	12812
	3164
	24.69559788
	Wallace and McJannet (2008)277
	English

	846
	145.44
	-16.14
	2001.6.22-2004.6.30
	Broadleaf
	8863
	1979
	22.32878258
	Wallace and McJannet (2008)277
	English

	847
	145.42
	-16.19
	2001.11.9-2004.6.30
	Broadleaf
	7155
	1581
	22.09643606
	Wallace and McJannet (2008)277
	English

	848
	110.93
	30.83
	2006.6.1-2006.8.31
	Needleleaf
	261.25
	47.13
	18.04
	Wan (2007)278
	Chinese

	849
	110.93
	30.83
	2006.6.1-2006.8.31
	Mixed
	261.25
	50.6
	19.37
	Wan (2007)278
	Chinese

	850
	110.93
	30.83
	2006.6.1-2006.8.31
	Broadleaf
	261.25
	55.58
	21.28
	Wan (2007)278
	Chinese

	851
	100.29
	38.57
	2015.5.1-2015.9.30
	Needleleaf
	367.65
	90
	24.48
	Wan et al. (2016)279
	Chinese

	852
	100.28833
	38.56631
	2014.6.1-2014.9.30
	Shrubs
	372.27
	148
	39.55
	Wan et al. (2016b)280
	Chinese

	853
	88.17
	43.87
	2008.4.1-2008.8.31
	Needleleaf
	390
	155.6
	39.9
	Wang (2009)281
	Chinese

	854
	83.27
	43.41
	2010.4.1-2010.6.30
	Needleleaf
	298.68
	94.03
	31.48
	Wang (2013)282
	Chinese

	855
	117.3
	41.94
	2016.6.1-2016.9.30
	Broadleaf
	125.56
	35.4
	28.2
	Wang (2018)283
	Chinese

	856
	107.68
	35.23
	2013.5.1-2013.9.30;
2014.5.1-2014.9.30;
2015.5.1-2015.9.30;
2016.5.1-2016.9.30
	Herbaceous plant
	1310.6
	118.2
	9.02
	Wang and Wang (2020)284
	English

	857
	101.2
	21.95
	2003.1.1-2003.12.31
	Broadleaf
	1244.4
	262.7
	21.1
	Wang et al. (2006)285
	Chinese

	858
	110.15
	37.55
	2009.5.1-2009.10.31
	Broadleaf
	366.9
	39.2
	10.68
	Wang et al. (2012)286
	Chinese

	859
	109.46
	36.5
	2006.5.1-2006.10.31
	Broadleaf
	352.87
	30.21
	8.56
	Wang et al. (2013)287
	English

	860
	107.26
	37.04
	2019.8.1-2019.10.31;
2020.5.1-2020.9.30
	Shrubs
	280.4
	35.17
	18.8
	Wang et al. (2021)288
	Chinese

	861
	114.68
	40.82
	2017.5.1-2017.5.31
	Needleleaf
	28.45
	13.76
	48.37
	Wang et al. (2022)289
	Chinese

	862
	114.68
	40.82
	2017.9.1-2017.9.30
	Needleleaf
	18.8
	5.9
	31.38
	Wang et al. (2022)289
	Chinese

	863
	114.68
	40.82
	2017.5.1-2017.9.30
	Needleleaf
	240.28
	68.9
	28.67
	Wang et al. (2022)289
	Chinese

	864
	114.68
	40.82
	2017.8.1-2017.8.31
	Needleleaf
	82.8
	22.82
	27.56
	Wang et al. (2022)289
	Chinese

	865
	114.68
	40.82
	2017.7.1-2017.7.31
	Needleleaf
	49.02
	12.16
	24.81
	Wang et al. (2022)289
	Chinese

	866
	114.68
	40.82
	2017.6.1-2017.6.30
	Needleleaf
	61.21
	14.26
	23.3
	Wang et al. (2022)289
	Chinese

	867
	177.45
	-18
	1990.1.4-1990.11.13
	Needleleaf
	
	
	18.53
	Waterloo et al. (1999)290
	English

	868
	177.45
	-18
	1990.1.4-1990.11.13
	Grassland
	
	
	4.53
	Waterloo et al. (1999)290
	English

	869
	120.08
	41.37
	2003.6.1-2003.6.30
	Shrubs
	214.7
	79.84
	37.19
	Wei and Wu (2006)291
	Chinese

	870
	120.08
	41.37
	2002.6.1-2002.6.30
	Shrubs
	235.2
	81.2
	34.5
	Wei and Wu (2006)291
	Chinese

	871
	120.08
	41.37
	2004.6.1-2004.6.30
	Shrubs
	266.9
	67.12
	25.15
	Wei and Wu (2006)291
	Chinese

	872
	120.08
	41.37
	2002.6.1-2002.6.30
	Needleleaf
	235.2
	65.1
	27.68
	Wei and Wu (2006)291
	Chinese

	873
	120.08
	41.37
	2003.6.1-2003.6.30
	Needleleaf
	214.7
	57.4
	26.73
	Wei and Wu (2006)291
	Chinese

	874
	120.08
	41.37
	2004.6.1-2004.6.30
	Needleleaf
	266.9
	43.9
	16.45
	Wei and Wu (2006)291
	Chinese

	875
	-3.6
	50.63
	1994.12.8-1995.2.6
	Needleleaf
	382
	203
	53.14
	Whelan and Anderson(1996)292
	English

	876
	176.27
	-38.17
	1983.1.1-1985.12.31
	Needleleaf
	1623
	268
	16.51
	Whitehead and Kelliher (1991)293
	English

	877
	-64.28
	-31.15
	2015.1.1-2016.10.31
	Broadleaf
	896.7
	241.21
	26.9
	Whitworth-Hulse et al. (2020)294
	English

	878
	121.51
	50.83
	2006.6.1-2006.6.30
	Needleleaf
	21.65
	4.83
	22.31
	Wu et al. (2006)295
	Chinese

	879
	121.51
	50.83
	2006.9.1-2006.9.30
	Needleleaf
	51.1
	8.95
	17.51
	Wu et al. (2006)295
	Chinese

	880
	121.51
	50.83
	2006.8.1-2006.8.31
	Needleleaf
	72.44
	11.87
	16.39
	Wu et al. (2006)295
	Chinese

	881
	121.51
	50.83
	2006.6.1-2006.9.30
	Needleleaf
	262.19
	40.25
	15.35
	Wu et al. (2006)295
	Chinese

	882
	121.51
	50.83
	2006.7.1-2006.7.31
	Needleleaf
	117
	14.6
	12.48
	Wu et al. (2006)295
	Chinese

	883
	116.47
	39.9
	2010.4.1-2010.10.31
	Shrubs
	512
	143.1
	27.91
	Wu et al. (2013)296
	Chinese

	884
	116.47
	39.9
	2010.4.1-2010.10.31
	Needleleaf
	512
	167
	32.56
	Wu et al. (2013)296
	Chinese

	885
	116.47
	39.9
	2010.4.1-2010.10.31
	Broadleaf
	512
	57.8
	11.27
	Wu et al. (2013)296
	Chinese

	886
	128.97
	47.09
	2010.5.1-2010.9.30
	Needleleaf
	509.5
	213.48
	27.93
	Xia (2016)297
	Chinese

	887
	128.97
	47.09
	2010.5.1-2010.9.30
	Mixed
	509.5
	120.55
	23.66
	Xia (2016)297
	Chinese

	888
	128.97
	47.09
	2010.5.1-2010.9.30
	Broadleaf
	509.5
	83.74
	32.87
	Xia (2016)297
	Chinese

	889
	116.81
	40.5
	2006.9.1-2006.9.30
	Needleleaf
	13.27
	7.74
	58.35
	Xiao (2008)298
	Chinese

	890
	116.81
	40.5
	2005.5.1-2005.5.31
	Needleleaf
	22.3
	10.77
	48.3
	Xiao (2008)298
	Chinese

	891
	116.81
	40.5
	2006.10.1-2006.10.31
	Needleleaf
	9.24
	4.1
	44.37
	Xiao (2008)298
	Chinese

	892
	116.81
	40.5
	2004.9.1-2004.9.30
	Needleleaf
	83.7
	26.37
	31.51
	Xiao (2008)298
	Chinese

	893
	116.81
	40.5
	2005.8.1-2005.8.31
	Needleleaf
	221
	64.78
	29.31
	Xiao (2008)298
	Chinese

	894
	116.81
	40.5
	2005.5.1-2005.8.31
	Needleleaf
	555.5
	144.56
	26.02
	Xiao (2008)298
	Chinese

	895
	116.81
	40.5
	2004.7.1-2004.7.31
	Needleleaf
	150.8
	39.16
	25.97
	Xiao (2008)298
	Chinese

	896
	116.81
	40.5
	2004.7.1-2004.9.30
	Needleleaf
	514.5
	131.18
	25.5
	Xiao (2008)298
	Chinese

	897
	116.81
	40.5
	2004.8.1-2004.8.31
	Needleleaf
	280
	65.65
	23.45
	Xiao (2008)298
	Chinese

	898
	116.81
	40.5
	2006.7.1-2006.7.31
	Needleleaf
	143.63
	33.33
	23.21
	Xiao (2008)298
	Chinese

	899
	116.81
	40.5
	2005.6.1-2005.6.30
	Needleleaf
	142.2
	31.83
	22.38
	Xiao (2008)298
	Chinese

	900
	116.81
	40.5
	2005.7.1-2005.7.31
	Needleleaf
	170
	37.18
	21.87
	Xiao (2008)298
	Chinese

	901
	116.81
	40.5
	2006.7.1-2006.10.31
	Needleleaf
	350.5
	71.37
	20.36
	Xiao (2008)298
	Chinese

	902
	116.81
	40.5
	2006.8.1-2006.8.31
	Needleleaf
	184.36
	26.2
	14.21
	Xiao (2008)298
	Chinese

	903
	116.81
	40.5
	2006.9.1-2006.9.30
	Mixed
	13.27
	4.17
	31.42
	Xiao (2008)298
	Chinese

	904
	116.81
	40.5
	2006.6.1-2006.6.30
	Mixed
	46.65
	10.8
	23.15
	Xiao (2008)298
	Chinese

	905
	116.81
	40.5
	2006.7.1-2006.7.31
	Mixed
	177.75
	30.3
	17.05
	Xiao (2008)298
	Chinese

	906
	116.81
	40.5
	2006.6.1-2006.9.30
	Mixed
	422.03
	71.47
	16.93
	Xiao (2008)298
	Chinese

	907
	116.81
	40.5
	2006.8.1-2006.8.31
	Mixed
	184.36
	26.2
	14.21
	Xiao (2008)298
	Chinese

	908
	128.17
	26.75
	1999.1.1-1999.12.31
	Broadleaf
	2231
	440
	19.7
	Xu et al. (2005)299
	English

	909
	128.17
	26.75
	1998.1.1-2000.12.31
	Broadleaf
	9975
	1508
	15.2
	Xu et al. (2005)299
	English

	910
	128.17
	26.75
	2000.1.1-2000.12.31
	Broadleaf
	3424
	517
	15.1
	Xu et al. (2005)299
	English

	911
	128.17
	26.75
	1998.1.1-1998.12.31
	Broadleaf
	4320
	551
	12.8
	Xu et al. (2005)299
	English

	912
	130.21
	43.44
	2017.5.1-2017.9.30
	Needleleaf
	393.6
	343.32
	87.23
	Xu et al. (2019)300
	Chinese

	913
	130.21
	43.44
	2017.5.1-2017.9.30
	Broadleaf
	217.4
	120.17
	55.28
	Xu et al. (2019)300
	Chinese

	914
	106.26
	35.49
	2012.5.19-2012.10.10
	Needleleaf
	428.7
	180.8
	42.17
	Xu et al. (2020)301
	English

	915
	106.26
	35.49
	2011.5.24-2011.10.20
	Needleleaf
	772.2
	171.4
	22.2
	Xu et al. (2020)301
	English

	916
	126.62
	45.72
	2015.6.1-2015.8.31
	Needleleaf
	339.1
	123.8
	36.51
	Xue et al. (2021)302
	Chinese

	917
	112.9
	27.83
	2003.10.1-2003.10.31
	Broadleaf
	25.6
	15
	58.59375
	Yan et al. (2005)303
	Chinese

	918
	112.9
	27.83
	2004.3.1-2004.3.31
	Broadleaf
	104.5
	45.4
	43.44497608
	Yan et al. (2005)303
	Chinese

	919
	112.9
	27.83
	2003.9.1-2003.9.30
	Broadleaf
	20.3
	8.4
	41.37931034
	Yan et al. (2005)303
	Chinese

	920
	112.9
	27.83
	2004.9.1-2004.9.30
	Broadleaf
	22.3
	8.8
	39.46188341
	Yan et al. (2005)303
	Chinese

	921
	112.9
	27.83
	2004.2.1-2004.2.28
	Broadleaf
	133.3
	47.7
	35.78394599
	Yan et al. (2005)303
	Chinese

	922
	112.9
	27.83
	2004.1.1-2004.1.31
	Broadleaf
	27.2
	9.5
	34.92647059
	Yan et al. (2005)303
	Chinese

	923
	112.9
	27.83
	2003.12.1-2003.12.31
	Broadleaf
	29.6
	10.1
	34.12162162
	Yan et al. (2005)303
	Chinese

	924
	112.9
	27.83
	2003.11.1-2003.11.30
	Broadleaf
	35.4
	11.6
	32.76836158
	Yan et al. (2005)303
	Chinese

	925
	112.9
	27.83
	2004.8.1-2004.8.31
	Broadleaf
	179.5
	56.2
	31.3091922
	Yan et al. (2005)303
	Chinese

	926
	112.9
	27.83
	2003.9.1-2004.9.30
	Broadleaf
	1321.4
	345.7
	26.16164674
	Yan et al. (2005)303
	Chinese

	927
	112.9
	27.83
	2004.7.1-2004.7.31
	Broadleaf
	88.5
	21.4
	24.18079096
	Yan et al. (2005)303
	Chinese

	928
	112.9
	27.83
	2004.6.1-2004.6.30
	Broadleaf
	133.6
	25.4
	19.01197605
	Yan et al. (2005)303
	Chinese

	929
	112.9
	27.83
	2004.5.1-2004.5.31
	Broadleaf
	262.3
	47.9
	18.2615326
	Yan et al. (2005)303
	Chinese

	930
	112.9
	27.83
	2004.4.1-2004.4.30
	Broadleaf
	232.4
	38.4
	16.5232358
	Yan et al. (2005)303
	Chinese

	931
	116.81
	40.5
	2004.9.1-2004.9.30
	Needleleaf
	10.67
	5.4
	50.61
	Yang (2007)304
	Chinese

	932
	116.81
	40.5
	2006.5.1-2006.5.31
	Needleleaf
	62.55
	21.25
	33.97
	Yang (2007)304
	Chinese

	933
	116.81
	40.5
	2004.7.1-2004.7.31
	Needleleaf
	138.24
	43.6
	31.54
	Yang (2007)304
	Chinese

	934
	116.81
	40.5
	2004.6.1-2004.6.30
	Needleleaf
	78.33
	24.63
	31.44
	Yang (2007)304
	Chinese

	935
	116.81
	40.5
	2004.5.1-2004.9.30
	Needleleaf
	447.52
	122.55
	27.38
	Yang (2007)304
	Chinese

	936
	116.81
	40.5
	2004.8.1-2004.8.31
	Needleleaf
	157.73
	27.67
	17.54
	Yang (2007)304
	Chinese

	937
	116.81
	40.5
	2004.9.1-2004.9.30
	Broadleaf
	13.7
	5.15
	37.59
	Yang (2007)304
	Chinese

	938
	116.81
	40.5
	2004.6.1-2004.6.30
	Broadleaf
	87.18
	23.23
	26.65
	Yang (2007)304
	Chinese

	939
	116.81
	40.5
	2004.5.1-2004.9.30
	Broadleaf
	515.63
	139.47
	25.03
	Yang (2007)304
	Chinese

	940
	116.81
	40.5
	2004.8.1-2004.8.31
	Broadleaf
	185.4
	46.24
	24.94
	Yang (2007)304
	Chinese

	941
	116.81
	40.5
	2006.5.1-2006.5.31
	Broadleaf
	62.55
	15.455
	24.71
	Yang (2007)304
	Chinese

	942
	116.81
	40.5
	2004.7.1-2004.7.31
	Broadleaf
	166.8
	38.96
	23.36
	Yang (2007)304
	Chinese

	943
	109.24
	36.75
	2019.6.1-2019.9.30
	Grassland
	
	
	8.71
	Yang (2020)305
	Chinese

	944
	114.63
	27.67
	2012.4.1-2012.6.30
	Needleleaf
	501.396
	97.87
	19.52
	Yin (2014)306
	Chinese

	945
	105.9
	34.12
	2011.10.1-2011.10.31
	Needleleaf
	63.7
	15.99
	25.1
	Yuan et al. (2013)307
	Chinese

	946
	105.9
	34.12
	2011.6.1-2011.6.30
	Needleleaf
	73.2
	18.06
	24.67
	Yuan et al. (2013)307
	Chinese

	947
	105.9
	34.12
	2011.9.1-2011.9.30
	Needleleaf
	205
	37.43
	18.26
	Yuan et al. (2013)307
	Chinese

	948
	105.9
	34.12
	2011.4.1-2011.10.31
	Needleleaf
	951.3
	158.18
	16.63
	Yuan et al. (2013)307
	Chinese

	949
	105.9
	34.12
	2011.8.1-2011.8.31
	Needleleaf
	211.9
	33.25
	15.69
	Yuan et al. (2013)307
	Chinese

	950
	105.9
	34.12
	2011.7.1-2011.7.31
	Needleleaf
	198.6
	30.3
	15.26
	Yuan et al. (2013)307
	Chinese

	951
	105.9
	34.12
	2011.5.1-2011.5.31
	Needleleaf
	172.2
	20.49
	11.9
	Yuan et al. (2013)307
	Chinese

	952
	105.9
	34.12
	2011.4.1-2011.4.30
	Needleleaf
	26.8
	2.67
	9.96
	Yuan et al. (2013)307
	Chinese

	953
	110.98
	30.82
	2017.6.1-2017.10.31
	Needleleaf
	1008.4
	164.2
	16.2
	Yuan et al. (2020)308
	Chinese

	954
	120.95
	42.88333
	2012.5.1-2012.9.30
	Shrubs
	135.32
	21.33
	15.03
	Yue et al. (2013)309
	Chinese

	955
	14.49
	46.04
	2014.1.1-2017.6.30
	Needleleaf
	4110
	1849.5
	45
	Zabret et al. (2018)310
	English

	956
	14.49
	46.04
	2014.1.1-2017.6.30
	Needleleaf
	4110
	2959.2
	72
	Zabret et al. (2018)310
	English

	957
	14.49
	46.04
	2014.1.1-2017.6.30
	Needleleaf
	4110
	2753.7
	67
	Zabret et al. (2018)310
	English

	958
	14.49
	46.04
	2014.1.1-2017.6.30
	Broadleaf
	4110
	2178.3
	53
	Zabret et al. (2018)310
	English

	959
	14.49
	46.04
	2014.1.1-2017.6.30
	Broadleaf
	4110
	2096.1
	51
	Zabret et al. (2018)310
	English

	960
	14.49
	46.04
	2014.1.1-2017.6.30
	Broadleaf
	4110
	2712.6
	66
	Zabret et al. (2018)310
	English

	961
	118.84
	32.07
	2010.4.1-2010.9.30
	Broadleaf
	823.8
	207.95
	25.24
	Zhai et.al. (2011)311
	Chinese

	962
	106.24
	35.51
	2011.5.1-2011.10.31
	Needleleaf
	813
	181.4
	22.31
	Zhang (2012)312
	Chinese

	963
	112.4
	27.85
	2003.1.1-2003.12.31
	Mixed
	1226
	184
	15.01
	Zhang et al. (2006)313b
	English

	964
	121.5
	50.83
	2004.9.1-2004.9.30
	Needleleaf
	117
	17.84
	31.01
	Zhang et al. (2006)314
	Chinese

	965
	121.5
	50.83
	2004.6.1-2004.6.30
	Needleleaf
	19.27
	4.235
	21.94
	Zhang et al. (2006)314
	Chinese

	966
	121.5
	50.83
	2004.8.1-2004.8.31
	Needleleaf
	75.32
	13.635
	18.035
	Zhang et al. (2006)314
	Chinese

	967
	121.5
	50.83
	2004.6.1-2004.9.30
	Needleleaf
	255.775
	38.44
	15.02
	Zhang et al. (2006)314
	Chinese

	968
	121.5
	50.83
	2004.7.1-2004.7.31
	Needleleaf
	102.685
	11.655
	11.17
	Zhang et al. (2006)314
	Chinese

	969
	129.34
	45.36
	2010.6.1-2010.6.30
	Mixed
	22.82
	5.69
	24.93
	Zhang et al. (2012)315
	Chinese

	970
	129.34
	45.36
	2010.8.1-2010.8.31
	Mixed
	126.8
	25.54
	20.14
	Zhang et al. (2012)315
	Chinese

	971
	129.34
	45.36
	2010.6.1-2010.8.31
	Mixed
	354.83
	69.5
	19.59
	Zhang et al. (2012)315
	Chinese

	972
	129.34
	45.36
	2010.7.1-2010.7.31
	Mixed
	205.21
	38.27
	18.65
	Zhang et al. (2012)315
	Chinese

	973
	105.03
	37.53
	2011.6.1-2011.11.30
	Shrubs
	161.1
	26.74
	16.6
	Zhang et al. (2013)316
	English

	974
	105.03
	37.53
	2011.6.1-2011.11.30
	Shrubs
	161.1
	32.22
	20.4
	Zhang et al. (2013)316
	English

	975
	117.3
	41.94
	2013.6.1-2013.10.31
	Mixed
	128.87
	48.11
	37.33
	Zhang et al. (2015)317
	Chinese

	976
	117.3
	41.94
	2013.6.1-2013.10.31
	Needleleaf
	165.02
	64.69
	39.2
	Zhang et al. (2015b)318
	Chinese

	977
	105.033
	37.533
	2011.6.26-2011.11.7;
2012.4.11-2012.9.25;
2013.5.15-2013.11.30
	Shrubs
	461.5
	89.95
	19.75
	Zhang et al. (2015c)319
	English

	978
	105.033
	37.533
	2004.1.1-2006.12.31;
2008.1.1-2010.12.31
	Shrubs
	
	
	23.1
	Zhang et al. (2016)320
	English

	979
	109.51667
	36.7
	2015.6.1-2015.9.30
	Shrubs
	116.8
	25.75
	22.05
	Zhang et al. (2017)321
	English

	980
	100.01
	37.59
	2012.6.1-2012.9.11
	Shrubs
	484.8
	103.9
	21.43
	Zhang et al. (2018)322
	English

	981
	124.93
	11.28
	2013.6.1-2013.11.7
	Broadleaf
	1113
	200
	18
	Zhang et al. (2019)323
	English

	982
	106.87
	22.04
	2012.1.1-2012.1.31
	Needleleaf
	49
	34.1
	69.5
	Zhang et al. (2021)324
	Chinese

	983
	106.87
	22.04
	2012.3.1-2012.3.31
	Needleleaf
	82.2
	52
	63.3
	Zhang et al. (2021)324
	Chinese

	984
	106.87
	22.04
	2012.10.1-2012.10.31
	Needleleaf
	78.2
	10.4
	51.7
	Zhang et al. (2021)324
	Chinese

	985
	106.87
	22.04
	2012.4.1-2012.4.30
	Needleleaf
	69
	33.8
	49
	Zhang et al. (2021)324
	Chinese

	986
	106.87
	22.04
	2012.2.1-2012.2.28
	Needleleaf
	17.4
	8.2
	47.3
	Zhang et al. (2021)324
	Chinese

	987
	106.87
	22.04
	2012.9.1-2012.9.30
	Needleleaf
	103.4
	41.4
	40
	Zhang et al. (2021)324
	Chinese

	988
	106.87
	22.04
	2012.7.1-2012.7.31
	Needleleaf
	116
	45.5
	39.3
	Zhang et al. (2021)324
	Chinese

	989
	106.87
	22.04
	2012.8.1-2012.8.31
	Needleleaf
	401.2
	157.5
	39.3
	Zhang et al. (2021)324
	Chinese

	990
	106.87
	22.04
	2012.1.1-2012.12.31
	Needleleaf
	1303.6
	504.6
	38.7
	Zhang et al. (2021)324
	Chinese

	991
	106.87
	22.04
	2012.6.1-2012.6.30
	Needleleaf
	153.7
	50
	32.5
	Zhang et al. (2021)324
	Chinese

	992
	106.87
	22.04
	2012.5.1-2012.5.31
	Needleleaf
	96.5
	21.9
	22.7
	Zhang et al. (2021)324
	Chinese

	993
	106.87
	22.04
	2012.11.1-2012.11.30
	Needleleaf
	44.8
	8.3
	18.5
	Zhang et al. (2021)324
	Chinese

	994
	106.87
	22.04
	2012.12.1-2012.12.31
	Needleleaf
	92.2
	11.5
	12.5
	Zhang et al. (2021)324
	Chinese

	995
	102.53
	37.67
	2018.6.1-2018.9.30
	Shrubs
	322.5
	67.62
	21
	Zhang et al. (2021b)325
	Chinese

	996
	100.88
	21.91
	2017.1.1-2017.12.31
	Broadleaf
	1773.7
	108.33
	6.11
	Zhang et al. (2022)326
	Chinese

	997
	112.98
	28.13
	2011.1.1-2011.1.31
	Broadleaf
	8.5
	7.1
	83.53
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	998
	112.9
	27.83
	2011.1.1-2011.1.31
	Broadleaf
	34.8
	26.6
	76.44
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	999
	112.9
	27.83
	2011.11.1-2011.11.30
	Broadleaf
	30.3
	20.9
	68.98
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	1000
	112.9
	27.83
	2011.12.1-2011.12.31
	Broadleaf
	19.7
	13.5
	68.53
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	1001
	112.9
	27.83
	2011.2.1-2011.2.28
	Broadleaf
	55.6
	36.8
	66.19
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	1002
	112.98
	28.13
	2011.12.1-2011.12.31
	Broadleaf
	32.8
	20.4
	62.2
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	1003
	112.98
	28.13
	2011.2.1-2011.2.28
	Broadleaf
	23.8
	13.1
	55.04
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	1004
	112.98
	28.13
	2011.9.1-2011.9.30
	Broadleaf
	66.9
	27.9
	41.7
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	1005
	112.9
	27.83
	2011.3.1-2011.3.31
	Broadleaf
	159.3
	65
	40.8
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	1006
	112.98
	28.13
	2011.3.1-2011.3.31
	Broadleaf
	110.3
	43.9
	39.8
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	1007
	112.98
	28.13
	2011.7.1-2011.7.31
	Broadleaf
	48.6
	17.9
	36.83
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	1008
	112.98
	28.13
	2011.4.1-2011.4.30
	Broadleaf
	139.7
	50.5
	36.15
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	1009
	112.98
	28.13
	2011.11.1-2011.11.30
	Broadleaf
	50.8
	17.7
	34.84
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	1010
	112.9
	27.83
	2011.4.1-2011.4.30
	Broadleaf
	299.8
	90
	30.02
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	1011
	112.98
	28.13
	2011.10.1-2011.10.31
	Broadleaf
	107.8
	32.21
	29.88
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	1012
	112.98
	28.13
	2011.1.1-2011.12.31
	Broadleaf
	1381.9
	393.21
	28.45
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	1013
	112.9
	27.83
	2011.10.1-2011.10.31
	Broadleaf
	117.3
	30.5
	26
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	1014
	112.9
	27.83
	2011.1.1-2011.12.31
	Broadleaf
	2028
	515.8
	25.43
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	1015
	112.98
	28.13
	2011.5.1-2011.5.31
	Broadleaf
	109.6
	26
	23.72
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	1016
	112.98
	28.13
	2011.6.1-2011.6.30
	Broadleaf
	451.2
	99.5
	22.05
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	1017
	112.9
	27.83
	2011.5.1-2011.5.31
	Broadleaf
	318.2
	65.4
	20.55
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	1018
	112.9
	27.83
	2011.9.1-2011.9.30
	Broadleaf
	190.4
	37.9
	19.91
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	1019
	112.9
	27.83
	2011.8.1-2011.8.31
	Broadleaf
	254
	47.8
	18.82
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	1020
	112.98
	28.13
	2011.8.1-2011.8.31
	Broadleaf
	231.9
	37
	15.96
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	1021
	112.9
	27.83
	2011.7.1-2011.7.31
	Broadleaf
	149.3
	23.8
	15.94
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	1022
	112.9
	27.83
	2011.6.1-2011.6.30
	Broadleaf
	399.3
	57.6
	14.43
	Zhao et al. (2013)327
	Chinese

	1023
	107.98
	25.25
	2008.1.1-2013.12.31
	Broadleaf
	9197.46
	1487.23
	16.17
	Zhao et al. (2017)328
	Chinese

	1024
	100.13
	39.35
	2016.8.1-2016.8.31;
2017.7.1-2017.7.31;
2020.6.1-2020.9.30
	Shrubs
	90.9
	9.54
	10.5
	Zhao et al. (2021)329
	Chinese

	1025
	108.4
	34.3
	2015.6.15-2015.10.1;
2016.6.12-2016.10.1
	Herbaceous plant
	
	
	12.5
	Zheng et al. (2018)330
	English

	1026
	108.4
	34.3
	2015.6.1-2015.10.30;
2016.6.1-2016.10.30;
2017.6.1-2017.10.30
	Herbaceous plant
	818.4
	112.9
	13.8
	Zheng et al. (2019)331
	English

	1027
	113.03
	28.11
	2007.10.1-2007.10.31
	Broadleaf
	1.7
	1.6
	94.12
	Zhong et al. (2010b)332
	Chinese

	1028
	113.03
	28.11
	2007.11.1-2007.11.30
	Broadleaf
	13.9
	10.66
	76.69
	Zhong et al. (2010b)332
	Chinese

	1029
	113.03
	28.11
	2008.1.1-2008.1.31
	Broadleaf
	9.3
	6.37
	68.49
	Zhong et al. (2010b)332
	Chinese

	1030
	113.03
	28.11
	2007.7.1-2007.7.31
	Broadleaf
	30.6
	8.58
	28.04
	Zhong et al. (2010b)332
	Chinese

	1031
	113.03
	28.11
	2007.5.1-2007.5.31
	Broadleaf
	49.4
	12.83
	25.97
	Zhong et al. (2010b)332
	Chinese

	1032
	113.03
	28.11
	2008.2.1-2008.2.28
	Broadleaf
	35
	7.78
	22.23
	Zhong et al. (2010b)332
	Chinese

	1033
	113.03
	28.11
	2007.12.1-2007.12.31
	Broadleaf
	63.9
	12.06
	18.87
	Zhong et al. (2010b)332
	Chinese

	1034
	113.03
	28.11
	2007.5.1-2008.3.31
	Broadleaf
	817.8
	147.3
	18.01
	Zhong et al. (2010b)332
	Chinese

	1035
	113.03
	28.11
	2007.9.1-2007.9.30
	Broadleaf
	127.2
	21.97
	17.27
	Zhong et al. (2010b)332
	Chinese

	1036
	113.03
	28.11
	2007.8.1-2007.8.31
	Broadleaf
	199.2
	34.02
	17.08
	Zhong et al. (2010b)332
	Chinese

	1037
	113.03
	28.11
	2007.6.1-2007.6.30
	Broadleaf
	104
	14.71
	14.14
	Zhong et al. (2010b)332
	Chinese

	1038
	113.03
	28.11
	2008.3.1-2008.3.31
	Broadleaf
	183.6
	16.72
	9.11
	Zhong et al. (2010b)332
	Chinese

	1039
	112.4
	36.63
	2011.5.1-2011.9.30
	Needleleaf
	634.79
	130.34
	20.39
	Zhou et al. (2013)333
	Chinese

	1040
	102.76
	23.09
	2014.7.1-2014.9.30
	Broadleaf
	50.46
	17.12
	33.93
	Zong (2015) 334
	Chinese
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