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Abstract
Background: Tropical montane forests are important reservoirs of carbon and biodiversity but are threatened by deforestation and climate 
change. It is important to understand how forest structure and aboveground biomass change along gradients of elevation and succession. 
Questions: What are the interactive effect of elevation and two stages of succession on forest structural parameters? 
Studied species: Tree communities.
Study site and dates: Cofre de Perote, Veracruz, Mexico. August to December 2015.
Methods: We studied four sites along an elevational gradient (500, 1,500, 2,500, and 3,500 m). At each elevation and each forest type, we es-
tablished five 20 × 20 m plots (n = 40 plots). Within each plot, we measured stem density, mean diameter at breast height (dbh), and tree height 
and derived basal area and aboveground biomass (AGB). 
Results: AGB peaked at 2,500 m and was significantly related to elevation and succession, with higher values in old-growth forests than in 
secondary forests at higher altitudes. Lower values of mean dbh and basal area were found at higher elevations. At the lowest elevation, both 
successional stages had the same values of stem density and AGB. At both lower elevations, secondary forests had higher values of dbh and basal 
area. There were high biomass stocks in the old-growth forest at 2,500 and 3,500 m. 
Conclusions: Old-growth forests at higher elevations are threatened by deforestation, consequently these remaining fragments must be pre-
served because of their storage capacity for biomass and their ability to mitigate climate change.
Keywords: Conservation, forest fragmentation, forest structure, landscape, Neotropics, succession.

Resumen
Antecedentes: Los bosques montañosos tropicales son importantes reservas de carbono y biodiversidad, pero están amenazados por la de-
forestación y el cambio climático. 
Preguntas: ¿Cuál es el efecto de la elevación y sucesión en los parámetros estructurales de los bosques?
Especies estudiadas: Comunidades arbóreas.
Lugar de estudio y fechas: Cofre de Perote, Veracruz, México. Agosto a diciembre de 2015.
Métodos: Estudiamos cuatro sitios de un gradiente altitudinal (500, 1,500, 2,500 y 3,500 m). En cada altitud y tipo de bosque, establecimos 
cinco parcelas de 20 × 20 m (n = 40 parcelas). Dentro de cada parcela, medimos la densidad del árbol, el diámetro medio a la altura del pecho 
(dap) y la altura del árbol; posteriormente, se calculó el área basal y la biomasa aérea (BA).
Resultados: La BA alcanzó un máximo en 2,500 m y estuvo relacionada con la elevación y sucesión, con valores más altos en bosques primarios 
que en secundarios en mayores altitudes. Se encontraron valores más bajos de dap y área basal en mayores altitudes. En la menor altitud, ambas 
etapas sucesionales tuvieron los mismos valores de densidad de árboles y BA. En ambas altitudes menores los bosques secundarios tuvieron 
valores más altos de dap y área basal. Hubo mayor biomasa en los bosques primarios a 2,500 y 3,500 m.
Conclusiones: Los bosques maduros de altitudes superiores están amenazados por la deforestación, por lo que estos fragmentos deben conser-
varse debido a su capacidad de almacenamiento de biomasa y su capacidad para mitigar el cambio climático.
Palabras clave: Conservación, estructura forestal, fragmentación forestal, neotrópicos, paisaje, sucesión.
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Knowledge of how aboveground biomass (AGB) and forest structure change along tropical elevational gradients is 
important because tropical forests account for approximately one-quarter of the terrestrial net primary production 
(Bonan 2008), thus playing an important role in the global carbon cycle and being key reservoirs of global biodiver-
sity (Gibson et al. 2011). Moreover, for the 2007-2016 period, global models estimated net CO2 emissions of 5.2 Gt 
CO2 yr-1 from land use and land-use change (IPCC 2019). These net emissions are mostly due to deforestation, which 
accounted for approximately 12 % of all human-induced greenhouse gas emissions (Petrokofsky et al. 2012). Also, 
many tropical regions have mountains, and this fact may require a change in our view of the potential role of lowland 
and montane tropical forests as carbon reservoirs (Huasco et al. 2014). 

Previous studies have reported four competing patterns of how AGB changes along elevational gradients: (1) a 
unimodal pattern, (2) a U-shaped pattern (Moser et al. 2008, Girardin et al. 2010, Marshall et al. 2012, Ensslin et 
al. 2015), (3) a monotonic decrease with increasing elevation (Aplet & Vitousek 1994, Dossa et al. 2013, Raich et 
al. 2006, Moser et al. 2008), and (4) a monotonic increase with increasing elevation (Alves et al. 2010, Rosenfield 
& Souza 2014). These findings suggest a high context-dependency of the relationship between AGB and elevation. 

AGB of forests is affected by several factors including climate, soil properties, topography, biotic interactions, 
stand age, silvicultural management, species composition, and functional traits such as wood-density (Forrester et al. 
2003, Moser et al. 2008, Alves et al. 2010, Slik et al. 2010, Rosenfield & Souza 2014, Ensslin et al. 2015, Mensah 
et al. 2016). Generally, there is an agreement that at large spatio-temporal scales climate has a principal impact on 
vegetation development (Woodward & Williams 1987, Moser et al. 2008, Pan et al. 2013), and it also has been iden-
tified as a critical factor for biomass accumulation (Moser et al. 2008, Slik et al. 2010, Ensslin et al. 2015). Lower 
temperatures at higher elevations are considered to limit photosynthesis, transpiration, and nutrient uptake, and thus 
AGB (Leuschner et al. 2007). 

However, there is not just an effect of biophysical factors but patterns of AGB are also increasingly influenced by 
human activities. In general, there is an increase of AGB with successional age (Mani & Parthasarathy 2009), but es-
timates of AGB in different types of tropical forests vary widely between 45 and 800 t/ha (Tanner 1980, Maia-Araújo 
et al. 1999, Clark et al. 2001, Sarmiento et al. 2005). For example, tropical lowland old-growth rainforests in Los 
Tuxtlas, Veracruz, were reported to contain an AGB of 403 t/ha (Hughes et al. 1999, 2010), while in a seven-year-old 
secondary tropical lowland rainforest in Uxpanapa (Veracruz), Williams-Linera (1983) reported 53 t/ha. For a humid 
montane forest in Oaxaca State, Asbjornsen et al. (2005) estimated values ranging between 196 and 299 t/ha. Along 
an elevational gradient (0-1,000 m) of tropical Atlantic moist forest in Brazil, it was found that the lowland forests 
at sea level had on average 154 t/ha of ABG, whereas the montane forests at 500 m and 1,000 m had 239.3 t/ha and 
262.7 t/ha, respectively (Alves et al. 2010).

Besides AGB, other forest structural attributes usually also change with elevation but do not necessarily follow 
the same patterns as AGB. For instance, the elevation is negatively correlated with tree height, and positively with 
stem density on tropical gradients (Aiba & Kitayama 1999, Moser et al. 2008, Culmsee et al. 2010). The basal area 
has also been found to decrease with elevation along tropical elevational gradients possibly due to the nutrient cycle 
because of the influence of low temperatures on plant metabolism (Báez et al. 2015) and reduced solar radiation due 
to increased cloudiness and edaphic factors that are often limiting at high elevations (Santiago et al. 2000). 

Carbon storage is an important function performed by tropical forest ecosystems concerning climate change adap-
tation and mitigation (Marshall et al. 2012). Furthermore, there is usually a strong association between carbon stor-
age and biodiversity conservation (Strassburg et al. 2010). Carbon-based conservation could protect biodiversity in 
high-value regions, while matching funds derived from their carbon content could benefit other regions (Strassburg 
et al. 2010). The limited knowledge on most tropical forests, however, makes it difficult to predict the effects of land-
use changes on biomass and carbon storage (Ensslin et al. 2015). Rising international awareness of the importance of 
conserving and enhancing forest carbon stocks has, for example, led to the implementation of the program “Reducing 
Emissions from Deforestation and Degradation” (REDD+), with which the United Nations Framework Convention 
on Climate Change (UNFCCC) aims in reducing emissions from deforestation and forest degradation (Bonan 2008, 
Petrokofsky et al. 2012).
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In the last 50 years, Mexico has lost half of its forest cover due to deforestation. The largest losses occurred be-
tween 1993 and 2000 (Velázquez et al. 2002, Barsimantov & Kendall 2012, Gómez-Díaz et al. 2018). A growing 
human population in combination with unclear and conflicting definitions of land rights, the extent of agricultural 
areas (for crop cultivation and cattle grazing), roadway construction and excessive logging for timber production 
were the most important drivers of deforestation (Cortina-Villar et al. 2012, Bonilla-Moheno et al. 2013, Gómez-
Díaz et al. 2018). Tropical rainforests and montane pine-oak forests were most affected by high deforestation rates 
(Barsimantov & Kendall 2012). 

While it is acknowledged that tropical forest landscapes have experienced widespread disturbance by humans, one 
of the key results of such disturbance is the regrowth of secondary forests, which may or may not share key struc-
tural features when compared to the original primary forest and which may show different species composition as 
well, while this mostly depends on successional age (Chazdon et al. 2009). Despite continuously high deforestation 
rates in Mexico, there is also an increase in natural succession, which means the regrowth of new secondary forests 
(Wright 2005), which have relevance in tropical environments because of their important role in carbon sequestration 
(Poorter et al. 2016). 

This study aimed at analyzing the interactive effect of forest structure and aboveground tree biomass in old-
growth and young secondary forests along an elevational gradient at the Cofre de Perote in Veracruz State, Mexico. 

Material and methods

Study area. Our study area is located at the Cofre de Perote mountain, Veracruz, a floristically highly diverse region 
in the transition zone between the Neotropical and the Nearctic realms (Carvajal-Hernández et al. 2017). This region 
has suffered one of the highest deforestation rates in Mexico (Muñiz-Castro et al. 2015). The present forests have 
thus undergone substantial changes resulting in a highly fragmented landscape (Williams-Linera et al. 2007, Gómez-
Díaz et al. 2018). For this region, the estimated rate for annual forest cover change was -0.44 % in the 1993-2000 
period; however, this situation changed to a positive trend (+0.11 %) of forest cover gain in the following period of 
2000-2014 (Gómez-Díaz et al. 2018). 

The elevational gradient begins at sea level close to the Gulf of Mexico (19° 35’ N, 96° 22’ W) and ends some 81 
km inland at the eastern slopes of the Cofre de Perote at 3,500 m (19° 30’ N, 97° 08’ W; Figure 1). The Cofre de Pe-
rote (4,282 m) is an extinct stratovolcano located in the Trans-Mexican Volcanic Belt in the transition zone with the 
Sierra Madre Oriental (Lauer 1973, Negendank et al. 1985). Due to the different eruptions of various volcanos, the 
region is composed of multiple basaltic deposits, with the latest lava deposition from the Holocene, approximately 
10,000 years ago (Negendank et al. 1985, Castillo-Campos et al. 2008).

Diverse climatic conditions occur along the elevational gradient. Mean annual temperature decreases linearly with 
increasing elevation and mean annual precipitation shows a unimodal trend and peaking in 2,500 mm/yr. between 
1,500 and 2,500 m (Soto-Esparza & Giddings 2011, Carvajal-Hernández & Krömer 2015, Gómez-Díaz et al. 2017). 
The natural vegetation types include tropical sub-humid deciduous forests below 700 m, tropical oak forests between 
700-1,300 m, humid montane forests between 1,300-2,300 m, pine-oak forests between 2,300-2,800 m, and conifer-
ous (pine and fir) forests above 2,800 m (Carvajal-Hernández et al. 2020). Forests in the region are highly fragmented 
and the landscape consists of a mosaic of forests, extensive land-use (pastureland for cattle), sugarcane fields, mango, 
lime, and coffee plantations, and urban areas such as the capital city of Xalapa and surrounding cities. 

Along the elevational gradient, we sampled at 500 m (Palmarejo), 1,500 m (Los Capulines), 2,500 m (El Encinal), 
and 3,500 m (El Conejo) above sea level (Figure 1, Table 1). In each elevational belt, we sampled old-growth and 
young secondary forests to analyze the impact of succession on forest structural parameters. Old-growth forests were 
defined as mature forests with a dominance of mature trees in which shrubs cover less than 30 % of the area, with a 
long time of forest ageing without human disturbance or forest utilization (50 years). We looked for young secondary 
forests (locally known as acahuales) that were not used since clear-cut, controlling a regenerating age between 15 to 
25 years after abandonment (based on interviews with local landowners). These secondary forests are common in the 
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study area and characterized by low-statured trees and an open canopy dominated by shrubs and a high abundance of 
vines (Gómez-Díaz et al. 2017, Bautista-Bello et al. 2019). In each study site (elevation) and for each successional 
stage (old-growth and secondary forest), we established five non-permanent 20 × 20 m plots resulting in a total of 
40 plots.

Stand structure inventory. Within each plot, we measured the following forest stand parameters: (1) stem density, (2) mean 
diameter at breast height (dbh, at 130 cm above-ground), (3) basal area, (4) mean tree height, and (5) AGB. Fieldwork 
was carried out between October and December 2015. For the determination of the species identities, specialized botanical 
literature was used (e.g., Flora de Veracruz) and the consultation of plant taxonomists at the Instituto de Ecología, A.C. in 
Xalapa. Trees that could not be identified to species level were later identified to genus level.

The number of stems with a dbh ≥ 7.5 cm was counted per plot and stem density per hectare was derived from the 
stem density per plot. When irregular stem shapes occurred, the diameter was measured 20 cm above or below breast 
height (Ensslin et al. 2015). To calculate the diameter of multiple-stemmed trees the square root of the sum of all squared 
trunk diameters was calculated (MacDicken et al. 1991, Grabowski & Gilman 2002, Nogueira Júnior et al. 2014).

Aboveground biomass (AGB) estimation. We estimated the AGB in tons for each tree using the Pantropical equation (1) of 
Chave et al. (2014):

AGBpertree = 0.0673 × (ρ × dbh2 × h) 0.976

Figure 1. Map of the study area. Study area in Veracruz, Mexico, showing the four study sites (Palmarejo at 500 m, Los Capulines at 1,500 m, El Encinal 
at 2,500 m, and El Conejo at 3,500 m).
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where ρ is wood density in g cm−3, dbh is the diameter at breast height in cm, and h is the height in m. Wood density data 
were taken from the wood density database (Chave et al. 2009) and a collection of wood densities of Mexican tree spe-
cies (Ordóñez-Díaz et al. 2015). For nearly 45 % of the tree species, wood density was available at the species level (10 
species). If wood density data were not available at the species level or trees could not be identified to species level (45 
% of all species), mean values of the nearest taxonomic unit (usually genus level) were used (Marshall et al. 2012). When 
trees could not be identified or wood density data was not available (3 species, i.e., 14 %), we used the mean values of 
the respective forest type. The wood density values used for the respective forest types in each study site were taken from 

Variables Palmarejo 500 m Los Capulines 1,500 m El Encinal 2,500 m El Conejo 3,500 m

Forest type Tropical sub-humid 
deciduous forest.

Humid montane forest. Pine-oak forest. Fir forest (Abies 
religiosa).

Tree species 
composition

Lauraceae spp.,
Quercus sp.1,

Q. lancifolia, Q. sp.2, 
Bursera simaruba, 
Comocladia macro-
phylla, and Plumeria 

rubra.

Q. affinis, Q. crassifolia, 
Q. lancifolia, Carpinus 
caroliniana, and Liqui-

dambar styraciflua.

Pinus patula, P. pseudostro-
bus, P. teocote, P. leiophylla, 
P. ayacahuite, Q. affinis, Q. 
ocoteifolia, Q. crassipes, Q. 
laurina, Abies religiosa, and 

Cupressus lusitanica.

A. religiosa,
P. patula, and P. 

hartwegii.

Aboveground 
biomass (t/ha)

77 to 864 t/ha (Maia-
Araújo et al. 1999, 

Martínez-Yrizar et al. 
2009, Sarmiento et al. 

2005).

196 to 407 t/ha (As-
bjornsen et al. 2005, 
Hughes et al. 1999, 

Tanner 1980).

117 to 1,006 t/ha (Balderas-
Torres et al. 2013, de Jong 
et al. 2000, García-Oliva et 

al. 2014, Ordóñez-Díaz et al. 
2008).

74 to 372 t/ha 
(Mendoza-Ponce 
& Galicia 2010, 

Ordóñez-Díaz et al. 
2008).

Temperature Mean = 23.3 °C, min 
= 19.7 °C, max = 

26.1°C.

Mean = 23.3°C, min = 
17.2 °C, max = 20.5 °C.

Mean = 12.1 °C, min = 10.3 
°C, max = 13.1 °C.

Mean = 9.7 °C, min 
= 8.1 °C, max = 

11.0 °C.

Precipitation 945.8 mm/yr; rain 
season 150.7 - 208.0 
mm/month, dry sea-
son 15.1- 25.2 mm/

month.

1,146.5 mm/yr; rain sea-
son 159.1 - 210.9 mm/
month, dry season 27.8 

- 46.6 mm/month.

1,076.9 mm/yr, rain season 
144.6 - 210.4 mm/month, dry 
season 25.1 - 47.0 mm/month.

1,478.4 mm/yr, 
rain season 235.4 - 
303.2 mm/month, 
dry season 34.4 - 
48.3 mm/month.

Anthropogenic 
disturbance

Lime plantations and 
settlements growing 
towards old-growth 

forests.

Replaced by Liquidam-
bar, cattle and planta-

tions.

Replaced by pine plantation, 
ongoing process of road con-
struction, increasing human 

pressure, timber and charcoal 
production from oaks.

Replaced partly by 
pine plantations, 

firewood collection 
for personal needs.

 

Table 1. Overview of the study sites with information on forest type, tree species composition, values by other authors on aboveground 
biomass in similar forest types or elevations, climate (SMN 2018), and anthropogenic disturbance.
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Ordóñez-Díaz et al. (2015): i) deciduous forest at 500 m (ρ = 0.63 g cm−3); ii) humid montane forest at 1,500 m (ρ = 0.60 
g cm−3); iii) pine-oak forest at 2,500 m (ρ = 0.63 g cm−3); and iv) fir forest at 3,500 m (ρ = 0.51 g cm−3).

Statistical analyses. For all forest stand parameters, we report mean values and standard deviation (SD) for each 
plot, for each study site, and the two successional stages. We modeled mean dbh, basal area, mean tree height, 
stem density, and AGB as dependent variables, and elevation and successional stages (old-growth and second-
ary forests) as independent variables. In the case of mean dbh, basal area and mean tree height, we fitted linear 
regression models with the normal distribution. Since stem density and AGB did not follow a normal distribution, 
we used the function descdist of the fitdistrplus R-package (Delignette-Muller & Dutang 2015) to evaluate which 
distribution best fit the previous variables. Therefore, we used a generalized linear model with gamma distribution 
in both cases. Since forest stand parameters can follow a non-linear trend with elevation, we also considered non-
linear (unimodal) relationships between dependent variables and elevation by adding a quadratic term (elevation2) 
to the models.

For the selection model, we used the Akaike information criterion (AIC; Akaike 1974). AIC is well suited to situ-
ations where the predictive capacity of the model is important. AIC evaluates the likelihood of each model in the set, 
it considers how well the model fits the data and penalizes for adding additional parameters (Burnham & Anderson 
2002).

The significance level was set at α = 0.05. All statistical analyses were performed in R 3.1.1 (R Core Team 2019) 
using the libraries car, dataset, effects, graphics, grDevices, matrix, methods, moments, stats, utils, and vegan. 

Results 

All the described results in this section are the best-supported models according to AICc (Table 2). Stem density was 
affected by the interaction between elevation and forest type (total model D2 = 0.64, P < 0.009; Table 3). We observed 
significantly higher stem density in secondary forests at higher elevations (Figure 2A). At lower elevations, stem 
density was similar in both successional stages; however, at higher elevations stem density in secondary forests was 
more than twice as high as in old-growth forests (Table 3).

A model including elevation, successional stage, and its interaction explained less than half of the variation in 
mean dbh (R2 = 0.43, F = 10.79, P < 0.001; Table 4). Elevation had a significantly positive effect on mean dbh (P < 
0.001). Also, the interaction between elevation and the successional stage had a significant effect on mean dbh (P 
< 0.001; Figure 2B). At 500 m, higher values of mean dbh were found in secondary forests (20.7 cm ± 6.2) than in 
old-growth forests (18.5 cm ± 3.2). However, the contrary occurred as elevation increased with higher mean dbh in 
old-growth forests at the highest elevation (Table 3). 

The model explained more than half of the variation in basal area (R2 = 0.57, F = 18.22, P < 0.001) and showed a 
significant positive influence of elevation (P < 0.001) and the interaction with successional stage (P = 0.006; Figure 
2C and Table 4). At lower elevations, the larger basal area was in secondary forests compared to old-growth forests, 
though the opposite pattern was found at higher elevations (Table 3). 

The model for mean tree height (R2 = 0.71, F = 19.71, P < 0.001) revealed that secondary forests had significant 
lower mean height (P = 0.02), as well as the interaction with elevation (P = 0.02; Figure 2D and Table 4). In general, 
trees in old-growth forests are taller than trees in secondary forests and this is more pronounced at higher elevations 
(Table 3).

The model for AGB (D2 = 0.59, P < 0.001) revealed a significant effect only for elevation and its quadratic term 
(P < 0.001; Figure 2E and Table 4). The AGB of the study sites showed a unimodal pattern, with a peak at 2,500 m 
(576.4 t/ha) and a decrease in the extremes of the gradient (Figure 2 and Table 4). The widest range in the same eleva-
tion and the same successional stage occurred in old-growth forests at 2,500 m, where the lowest value was 399.2 t/
ha and the highest 1,385.4 t/ha (Figure 2 and Table 3). 
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Response Model AICc ΔAICc (next 
best)

ΔAICc 
(worst)

R2*

Stem density Elevation + Successional stage + Elevation : 
Successional stage

558.246 5.262 40.652 0.64*

Diameter at breast height Elevation + Successional stage + Elevation : 
Successional stage

257.162 4.321 4.321 0.43

Basal area Elevation + Successional stage + Elevation : 
Successional stage

335.788 0.373 0.373 0.57

Mean tree height Elevation + Elevation2 + Successional stage 
+ Elevation : Successional stage + Elevation2 

: Successional stage

178.070 1.109 1.109 0.71

Aboveground biomass Elevation + Elevation2 + Successional stage 
+ Elevation : Successional stage + Elevation2 

: Successional stage

521.023 18.010 37.654 0.59*

Table 2. Description of the final models selected by the bias-corrected Akaike information criterion. The summaries link the measured 
forest stand parameters to environmental explanatory variables, along an elevational gradient in central Veracruz, Mexico. We reported 
the best models, according to the bias-corrected Akaike information criterion (AICc). We also give the change in AICc between the best 
model and the next best and worst. Finally, an R2 measuring variation explained by the model is given. 

*In the case of stem density and aboveground biomass it refers to the proportion of deviance explained by a GLM (D2).

Discussion

Forest stand parameters along the elevational gradient at the Cofre de Perote mostly agree with general trends of eleva-
tional gradients and anthropogenic influences of tropical mountains worldwide. In general, these show an increase in stem 
density, mean tree diameter at breast height, and basal area with increasing elevation (Aiba & Kitayama 1999, Moser et al. 
2008, Alves et al. 2010, Culmsee et al. 2010, Slik et al. 2010). There is also a decrease in stem density, mean tree diameter 
at breast height, and basal area in the early stages of succession. We did not find a decreasing pattern with elevation, but a 
hump-shaped pattern on the mean tree height of secondary forest and AGB of both successional stages. Therefore, biomass 
and other forest stand parameters are expected to change along elevational gradients due to variations of climatic conditions. 
The interaction between succession and elevation was important for all forest stand parameters except for ABG (Tables 2, 4).

Stem density. Stem density is higher in secondary than in old-growth forests, this is fully expected, as trees in secondary 
forests are usually denser and characterized by smaller and thinner stems compared to undisturbed forests (Marin-Spiotta 
et al. 2007, Ensslin et al. 2015). There is an increase of stem density of secondary forests with elevation, which is a pat-
tern found in several studies across the tropics (Grubb 1977, Raich et al. 1997, Tanner et al. 1998, Waide et al. 1998, Aiba 
& Kitayama 1999, Givnish 1999, Kitayama & Aiba 2002, Takyu et al. 2005, Lovett et al. 2006, Moser et al. 2007, Alves 
et al. 2010, Slik et al. 2010). These differences in stem density are perhaps linked to light responses (secondary forests 
have a more open canopy with more light), higher light incidence in the understory and processes that are more related to 
germination and competition (Slik et al. 2010).

Mean diameter at breast height. There is an increase of mean dbh of old-growth forest with elevation, this pattern was also 
found in other studies (Lieberman et al. 1996, Scaranello et al. 2012). A possible explanation is that at lower elevations 
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there is an influence of high seasonality with a prolonged drought season, creating stress factors that influence the dbh 
(Suwa et al. 2013, SMN 2018). Fisher et al. (2013) found that there is a co-limitation of N and P at lower elevations, and 
thus trees having low dbh values. Also, they found that trees at higher elevations concentrate more on dbh change than 
on foliar nutrient concentration, which explains that trees at higher elevations in old-growth forests have the highest dbh 
values (Fisher et al. 2013). Less carbon distribution to roots implies that additional carbon can be allotted away, such as 
to wood (i.e., dbh; Fisher et al. 2013).

Figure 2. Forest stand parameters. Forest stand parameters along an elevational gradient and two successional stages (old-growth forest = green and 
secondary forest = red) at the Cofre de Perote, Veracruz, Mexico. A = stem density (n/ha), B = mean tree diameter at breast height (DBH in cm), C = basal 
area (m2/ha), D = mean tree height (m), and E = aboveground biomass (t/ha). We fitted the lines from a linear model (generalized linear models in the case 
of stem density and aboveground biomass), the shaded area marks confidence intervals (95 % confidence envelopes). 

We also found a pattern of high dbh values in secondary forests at lower elevations and the opposite at higher ele-
vations. This is explained by the differences between the needle and broadleaf species along the elevational gradient. 
This pattern is common with lower dbh associated with needle leaf trees, in our case Pinus spp. of secondary forests 
at mid and high elevations (Gao & Zhang 2006). These changes are related to environmental conditions such as tem-
perature and precipitation, as well as the ecological and biological characteristics of the species (Gao & Zhang 2006).

Basal area. Basal area increased with elevation, this pattern is called additive basal area trend, in which the basal area 
of mixed conifer-broadleaf diverse woods is larger than that of broadleaf woodlands (Enright & Ogden 1995, Aiba et al. 
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2007). Different use of the light by conifers and broadleaf plants that have dissimilar aboveground architectures have been 
proposed as the reason for additive basal area, though belowground reserve partitioning may be also involved (Enright 
1982, Ogden 1985, Lusk 2002, Midgley et al. 2002, Aiba et al. 2007). 

We found that along our elevational gradient, an indication of the additive basal area is the increase in the basal 
area by the coniferous domain (Aiba et al. 2007). This can be interpreted as the findings of matching reserve usage 
by various life types (Cannel et al. 1992, Kelty et al. 1992, Aiba et al. 2007). In order not to compete with broadleaf 
trees for space (to expand their crowns), conifers emerge beyond the canopy of broadleaf trees. By reducing light 
competition between broadleaf and coniferous trees, these features allow for the most effective use of light at the 
stand level. Consequently, we indicate that the additive basal area of conifers is related to their growing prominence 
and improves productivity (Aiba et al. 2007). 

We found higher values of basal area in young secondary forests at lower elevations. However, in secondary fal-
low forests after 15-20 years of regrowth, the basal area can quickly recover (Guariguata et al. 1997, Guariguata & 
Ostertag 2001, Montgomery & Chazdon 2001). This pattern appears to be the broad process of natural recuperation 
at low elevations (Álvarez-Yépiz et al. 2008). However, we found higher values of basal area in old-growth forests 
at mid and high elevations.

Mean tree height. In general, we found that old-growth stands were of higher stature than secondary forests along the el-
evational gradient. There is a monotonic increase of mean tree height in old-growth forests with elevation, which is not a 
common pattern. In tropical mountains, it is expected that tree height typically decreases with increasing elevation (Leigh 
1975, Bruijnzeel & Veneklaas 1998, Moser et al. 2011, Unger et al. 2012). Low altitude sites are exposed to more sunlight 
for longer periods than higher elevation sites, which is another reason why old-growth forests may have higher trees (Alves 
et al. 2010).

Otherwise, there is a hump-shaped pattern of mean tree height in secondary forests with elevation. This pattern 
represents that trees of secondary forests at mid-elevations recover faster due to favorable climatic factors. Normally 

Elevation (m) Habitat Stem density DBH † BA ‡ Height § AGB ¶

500 Old-growth 610.0 ± 150.6 18.5 ± 3.2 21.4 ± 5.9 14.5 ± 1.4 172.7 ± 86.1

Secondary 520.0 ± 87.3 20.7 ± 6.2 24.8 ± 13.2 10.9 ± 1.7 188.7 ± 118.0

All 565.0 ± 125.4 19.6 ± 4.8 23.1 ± 9.8 12.7 ± 2.4 180.7 ± 97.8

1,500 Old-growth 605.0 ± 119.1 21.4 ± 3.3 32.6 ± 13.6 16.6 ± 2.0 397.1 ± 228.9

Secondary 830.0 ± 185.7 20.9 ± 3.7 49.3 ± 14.1 13.5 ± 1.3 398.4 ± 107.7

All 717.5 ± 189.0 21.1 ± 3.3 41.0 ± 15.7 15.1 ± 2.3 397.8 ± 168.7

2,500 Old-growth 650.0 ± 271.0 29.4 ± 9.4 68.9 ± 21.8 17.5 ± 2.7 799.4 ± 451.7

Secondary 1,015.0 ± 307.5 23.4 ± 5.0 51.9 ± 14.2 13.8 ± 2.4 353.5 ± 156.3

All 832.5 ± 334.2 26.4 ± 7.8 60.4 ± 19.5 15.6 ± 3.1 576.4 ± 396.0

3,500 Old-growth 735.0 ± 217.7 33.8 ± 6.9 76.3 ± 10.1 21.3 ± 2.7 513.6 ± 88.8

Secondary 1,800.0 ± 948.2 18.3 ± 3.8 48.2 ± 9.3 12.3 ± 1.1 175.6 ± 35.7

All 1,267.5 ± 857.7 26.0 ± 9.7 62.2 ± 17.4 16.8 ± 5.1 344.6 ± 189.2

Table 3. Variation of the measured forest stand parameters along the elevational gradient per plot (n = 40).

Mean values and standard deviation (SD) of the successional stage (habitat) in four elevational belts (each group contains five plots).
†Trees mean diameter at breast height (cm), 
‡Basal area (m2/ha), 
§Mean tree height (m) and 
¶Aboveground biomass (t/ha)
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diminishing accessibility of nutrients, particularly nitrogen, has been proposed to reduce tree height with growing 
elevation (Grubb 1977, Tanner et al. 1998, Alves et al. 2010), which can be the case in secondary forests at high 
elevations. Therefore, the highest tree heights at mid-elevations are due to the balance of climate, disturbance, and 
slope (Marshall et al. 2012).

Aboveground biomass. The AGB reported in this study varies widely along the elevational gradient. The lowest AGB oc-
curred in Palmarejo, our site at 500 m. In general, at higher elevations, we found more AGB in old-growth forests than in 
secondary forests, which is like findings in other regions of Mexico (González-Zárate 2008, Ordóñez-Díaz et al. 2008). 
Also, Mendoza-Ponce & Galicia (2010) projected models of the future tree biomass indicating that the highest biomass 
will be found in secondary forests. This shows the importance of the species composition, age, and density (trees/ha) of 
these sites. For instance, presently, old-growth forests have the largest biomass, but in a 50-year-estimate, they will have 
the lowest possible biomass of all the woodlands due to the reason that they will not increase biomass and its density is 
low (trees ha−1). 

The increase in aboveground biomass and carbon stocks of dead organic matter due to forest growth on abandoned 
agricultural land is one of the main processes to explain the C sink (Post et al. 1990, Johnson 1992, Mendoza-Ponce 
& Galicia 2010). The accumulation of AGB (tree) in secondary forests of the Cofre de Perote landscape may repre-
sent important reservoirs of C. These values suggest the significance of reassessing the position of these successional 
plots as C sinks.

Age, species composition, and population density of each vegetation stratum affect the ability of forest ecosystems 
to store C in biomass (Acosta-Mireles et al. 2002, Mendoza-Ponce & Galicia 2010). Mature sites contain the lowest 

Term Stem density DBH† BA‡ Mean tree height§ AGB¶

Intercept 1.76e-3*** 14.19*** 6.71 14.25*** 9.04e-3***
Elevation -1.03e-7 ± 9.69e-8 0.01 ± 1.14e-3*** 0.02 ± 3.04e-3*** 3.66e-4 ± 1.92e-3 -5.75e-6 ± 1.38e-6***

Elevation2 4.47e-7 ± 4.55e-7 1.06e-9 ± 2.78e-10***
Secondary 
forest

2.94e-4 ± 3.20e-4 7.71 ± 3.82 20.37 ± 10.20 -6.36 ± 2.53* -2.09e-4 ± 2.63e-3

Elevation:  
Successional 
stage

-3.28e-7 ± 1.19e-7** -0.01 ± 1.64e-3*** -0.01 ± 4.34e-3*** 4.88e-3 ± 2.84e-3 -6.57e-7 ± 2.44e-6

Elevation2:  
Successional 
stage

-1.59e-6 ± 6.70e-7* 5.22e-10 ± 5.52e-10

Table 4. Regression models of stand parameters of trees along the elevational gradient. Empty cells indicate terms not included in the 
best model for a given response variable. Listed are the output for the model and the parameters elevation, elevation2, successional stage 
(secondary forest and old-growth forest), and their interaction.

Asterisk means different significant p-values (*P < 0.05, **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001).
†Mean tree diameter at breast height (cm)
‡Basal area (m2/ha)
§Mean tree height (m)
¶Aboveground biomass (t/ha)
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C values because rates of C uptake and growth are lower than rates in young forests, so secondary forests will play 
the most important role in C storage (Mendoza-Ponce & Galicia 2010). This suggests that with appropriate thinning 
and harvesting rotations, secondary forests will reach AGB of old-growth forests in ∼20 years, allowing plans for 
sustainable production of wood and energy after the establishment of trees; this period is recommended considering 
the maximum growth rate of those species (Mendoza-Ponce & Galicia 2010). The forests that should be managed 
are located at the lower elevations, as well as in areas that under sustainable management plans could be reforested 
because they have been disturbed to create C sinks (Mendoza-Ponce & Galicia 2010). In nearly all studied elevations, 
the estimated AGB was higher than expected.

The old-growth forests at higher elevations had the highest AGB, hence, historical deforestation rates have pro-
duced C emissions. Nowadays, old-growth forests at higher elevations have the highest AGB (C stock) but with little 
potential for future C storage. In contrast to secondary forests at higher elevations, which have the smallest AGB (C 
stock) but show encouraging projections for C storage in the future. In the regeneration of coniferous forests, aban-
doned areas are important due to their potential to reduce C emissions and C storage. Finally, we found that forests 
at low elevations (500 and 1,000 m) along this elevational gradient are more resistant to human-caused disturbance.

In contrast to an expected constant decrease in AGB, our results indicate a unimodal pattern, which increases with 
elevation and reaches its peak at 2,500 m. Mid-elevation peaks in AGB have been found by other studies (Culmsee 
et al. 2010, Marshall et al. 2012, Ensslin et al. 2015). However, AGB estimated by Marshall et al. (2012) peaked at 
1,500 m but reached values up to 540 t/ha. Ensslin et al. (2015) found a peak at 2,200 m, which is a similar eleva-
tion compared to the estimates of this study, even though their estimate of 365 t/ha is lower than the AGB at 2,500 
m of this study. An increase of AGB with increasing elevation, which did not exceed elevations of 1,500 m, was also 
documented by Alves et al. (2010) and Rosenfield & Souza (2014). Overall, these results indicate that a unimodal 
trend in AGB with peaks around 2,200 to 2,500 m might be common for tropical elevational transects.

In both high-elevation sites, old-growth forests contain more than twice as much AGB as secondary forests. On-
going reforestation is implemented by the local population and carried out in the form of monoculture plantations 
growing primarily Pinus patula, P. teocote, P. pseudostrobus var. apulcensis, and P. montezumae (Mendoza-Ponce 
& Galicia 2010). An increase in AGB with succession at higher elevations could be found.

Overall, we found that forest recovery of stand parameter is occurring faster at lower elevations. We found that 
mean dbh, basal area, and AGB recovers fast (10 to 15 years) in secondary forests at low elevations, which empha-
sizes their capacity for biodiversity preservation in human-altered tropical landscapes (Chazdon et al. 2016, Poorter 
et al. 2016, Rozendaal et al. 2019). Rapid recovery of dbh, basal area, and AGB could promote the provision of 
other ecosystem services, such as carbon sequestration and storage, by maintaining forest cover in the surrounding 
landscape to conserve seed sources and dispersers (Chazdon et al. 2016, Poorter et al. 2016, Rozendaal et al. 2019). 
Recovery may be much slower at high elevations. 

Secondary woodlands must be left to grow to advanced age to maintain species groups in the landscape and to 
improve landscape connectivity, especially where old-growth forests are near (Chazdon et al. 2016, Poorter et al. 
2016, Rozendaal et al. 2019). Our results indicate that to maintain tree biodiversity, natural regeneration is an effec-
tive solution. Species composition, by contrast, can take centuries to recover. Therefore, conservation strategies and 
restoration efforts must protect both secondary and mature forests in the landscape to promote this re-establishment 
of original biodiversity in secondary forests (Chazdon et al. 2016, Poorter et al. 2016, Rozendaal et al. 2019).

Our study reveals strong differences in AGB and forest structure among elevational belts and successional stages. 
Old-growth forests at 2,500 m had the highest aboveground biomass and the greatest difference between both suc-
cessional stages. Regarding these results, remaining old-growth forest fragments in these elevations are in need to be 
conserved for their capacity to accumulate higher quantities of biomass and to provide ecosystem services, such as 
climatic regulation, water purification and collection, prevention of inundation and drought, and protection against 
erosion and landslides. Consequently, forest management and regulations of urban development are necessary to pro-
tect these old-growth forests. Williams-Linera et al. (2007) proposed the implementation of an archipelago reserve, a 
conservation concept that connects the remaining forest fragments with the help of riparian forests and biodiversity-
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friendly agricultural land. However, to create a sustainable management plan, it is important to cooperate with the 
local population. Further work is needed to transfer the results of this study to local communities and to provide data 
for the local nature conservation agency “Dirección del Área Natural Protegida (ANP) Cofre de Perote”, to place 
priority areas under conservation.

Acknowledgements

The study was conducted as part of the project entitled “BIOVERA - exploration and explanation of biodiversity patterns 
along gradients of climate, soil, and disturbance in Veracruz, Mexico”. We thank Gonzalo Castillo-Campos for his support 
in the identification of the tree species at the XAL Herbarium. To Alma Patricia Bautista-Bello for her support in the field. 
Jorge Antonio Gómez-Díaz thanks the CONACyT for the scholarship provided to carry out his post-doctorate (406377). 
This publication was supported financially by the Centro de Investigaciones Tropicales, Universidad Veracruzana. We ap-
preciate the comments of Vania Torrez, which improved the manuscript.

Literature cited

Acosta-Mireles M, Vargas-Hernández J, Velázquez-Martínez A, Etchevers-Barra JD. 2002. Estimación de la biomasa 
aérea mediante el uso de relaciones alométricas en seis especies arbóreas en Oaxaca, México. Agrociencia 36: 
725-736.

Aiba S, Hanya G, Tsujino R, Takyu M, Seino T, Kimura K, Kitayama K. 2007. Comparative study of additive basal 
area of conifers in forest ecosystems along elevational gradients. Ecological Research 22: 439-450. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.1007/s11284-007-0338-3 

Aiba S, Kitayama K. 1999. Structure, composition and species diversity in an altitude-substrate matrix of 
rain forest tree communities on Mount Kinabalu, Borneo. Plant Ecology 140: 139-157. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1023/A:1009710618040 

Akaike H. 1974. A new look at the statistical model identification. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control 19: 716-
723. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1109/TAC.1974.1100705 

Álvarez-Yépiz JC, Martínez-Yrízar A, Búrquez A, Lindquist C. 2008. Variation in vegetation structure and soil prop-
erties related to land use history of old-growth and secondary tropical dry forests in northwestern Mexico. Forest 
Ecology and Management 256: 355-366. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2008.04.049 

Alves LF, Vieira SA, Scaranello MA, Camargo PB, Santos FAM, Joly CA, Martinelli LA. 2010. Forest structure and 
live aboveground biomass variation along an elevational gradient of tropical Atlantic moist forest (Brazil). Forest 
Ecology and Management 260: 679-691. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2010.05.023 

Aplet GH, Vitousek PM. 1994. An age-altitude matrix analysis of Hawaiian rain-forest succession. The Journal of 
Ecology 82: 137. DOI: https://doi.org/10.2307/2261393 

Asbjornsen H, Velázquez-Rosas N, García-Soriano R, Gallardo-Hernández C. 2005. Deep ground fires cause mas-
sive above- and below-ground biomass losses in tropical montane cloud forests in Oaxaca, Mexico. Journal of 
Tropical Ecology 21: 427-434. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/S0266467405002373 

Báez S, Malizia A, Carilla J, Blundo C, Aguilar M, Aguirre N, Aquirre Z, Álvarez E, Cuesta F, Duque Á, Farfán-Ríos 
W, García-Cabrera K, Grau R, Homeier J, Linares-Palomino R, Malizia LR, Cruz OM, Osinaga O, Phillips OL, 
Reynel C, Silman MR, Feeley KJ. 2015. Large-scale patterns of turnover and basal area change in Andean forests. 
PLOS ONE 10: e0126594. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0126594 

Balderas-Torres A, Ontiveros-Enríquez R, Skutsch M, Lovett J. 2013. Potential for climate change mitigation in de-
graded forests: a study from La primavera, México. Forests 4: 1032-1054. DOI: https://doi.org/10.3390/f4041032 

Barsimantov J, Kendall J. 2012. Community Forestry, Common Property, and Deforestation in Eight Mexican States. 
Journal of Environment and Development 21: 414-437. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1177/1070496512447249 

Bautista-Bello AP, López-Acosta JC, Castillo-Campos G, Gómez-Diaz JA, Krömer T. 2019. Patrones de diversidad 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11284-007-0338-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11284-007-0338-3
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1009710618040
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1009710618040
https://doi.org/10.1109/TAC.1974.1100705
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2008.04.049
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2010.05.023
https://doi.org/10.2307/2261393
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0266467405002373
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0126594
https://doi.org/10.3390/f4041032
https://doi.org/10.1177/1070496512447249


79

Alrutz et al. / Botanical Sciences 100 (1): 67-85. 2022

y distribución de arbustos en el centro de Veracruz, México. Acta Botánica Mexicana 126: e1369. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.21829/abm126.2019.1369 

Bonan GB. 2008. Forests and climate change: forcings, feedbacks, and the climate benefits of forests. Science 320: 
1444-1449. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1155121 

Bonilla-Moheno M, Redo DJ, Aide TM, Clark ML, Grau HR. 2013. Vegetation change and land tenure in Mexico: 
A country-wide analysis. Land Use Policy 30: 355-364. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2012.04.002 

Bruijnzeel LA, Veneklaas EJ. 1998. Climatic conditions and tropical montane forest productivity: The fog has not 
lifted yet. Ecology 79: 3-9. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(1998)079[0003:CCATMF]2.0.CO;2 

Burnham K, Anderson D. 2002. Model selection and multimodel inference: a practical information-theoretic ap-
proach. 2nd ed. New York: Springer-Verlag. ISBN: 978-0-387-22456-5

Cannel MGR, Malcolm DC, Robertson PA. 1992. The ecology of mixed-species stands of trees. 1st ed. Oxford: Brit-
ish Ecological Society Annual Symposium. Wiley-Blackwell. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-1127(93)90139-
e; ISBN 0-632-03148-4

Carvajal-Hernández CI, Gómez-Díaz JA, Bautista-Bello AP, Krömer T. 2020. From the sea to the mountains. In: 
Goldstein MI, DellaSala DA, eds. Encyclopedia of the World’s Biomes. Amsterdam: Elsevier, pp. 79-87. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1016/b978-0-12-409548-9.11752-x 

Carvajal-Hernández CI, Krömer T. 2015. Riqueza y distribución de helechos y licófitos en el gradiente altitudinal del Cof-
re de Perote, centro de Veracruz, México. Botanical Sciences 93: 601-614. DOI: https://doi.org/10.17129/botsci.165 

Carvajal-Hernández CI, Krömer T, López-Acosta JC, Gómez-Díaz JA, Kessler M. 2017. Conservation value of dis-
turbed and secondary forests for ferns and lycophytes along an elevational gradient in Mexico. Applied Vegetation 
Science 20: 662-672. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/avsc.12318 

Castillo-Campos G, Halffter G, Moreno C.E. 2008. Primary and secondary vegetation patches as contributors to 
floristic diversity in a tropical deciduous forest landscape. Biodiversity and Conservation 17: 1701-1714. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-008-9375-7 

Chave J, Coomes D, Jansen S, Lewis SL, Swenson NG. Zanne AE. 2009. Towards a worldwide wood economics 
spectrum. Ecology Letters 12: 351-366. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2009.01285.x 

Chave J, Réjou-Méchain M, Búrquez A, Chidumayo E, Colgan MS, Delitti WBC, Duque A, Eid T, Fearnside PM, 
Goodman RC, Henry M, Martínez-Yrízar A, Mugasha WA, Muller-Landau HC, Mencuccini M, Nelson BW, Ngo-
manda A, Nogueira EM, Ortiz-Malavassi E, Pélissier R, Ploton P, Ryan CM, Saldarriaga JG, Vieilledent G. 2014. 
Improved allometric models to estimate the aboveground biomass of tropical trees. Global Change Biology 20: 
3177-3190. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12629 

Chazdon RL, Broadbent EN, Rozendaal DMAA, Bongers F, Zambrano AMA, Aide TM, Balvanera P, Becknell JM, 
Boukili V, Brancalion PHSS, Craven D, Almeida-Cortez JS, Cabral GALL, de Jong B, Denslow JS, Dent DH, 
DeWalt SJ, Dupuy JM, Duran SM, Espirito-Santo MM, Fandino MC, Cesar RG, Hall JS, Hernandez-Stefanoni 
JL, Jakovac CC, Junqueira AB, Kennard D, Letcher SG, Lohbeck M, Martinez-Ramos M, Massoca P, Meave JA, 
Mesquita R, Mora F, Munoz R, Muscarella R, Nunes YRFF, Ochoa-Gaona S, Orihuela-Belmonte E, Pena-Claros 
M, Perez-Garcia EA, Piotto D, Powers JS, Rodriguez-Velazquez J, Romero-Perez IE, Ruiz J, Saldarriaga JG, 
Sanchez-Azofeifa A, Schwartz NB, Steininger MK, Swenson NG, Uriarte M, van Breugel M, van der Wal H, Ve-
loso MDMM, Vester H, Vieira ICG, Bentos TV, Williamson GB, Poorter L. 2016. Carbon sequestration potential 
of second-growth forest regeneration in the Latin American tropics. Science Advances 2: e1501639. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1501639 

Chazdon RRL, Peres CA, Dent D, Sheil D, Lugo AE, Lamb D, Stork NE, Miller SE. 2009. The potential for species 
conservation in tropical secondary forests. Conservation Biology 23: 1406-1417. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/
j.1523-1739.2009.01338.x 

Clark DA, Brown S, Kicklighter DW, Chambers JQ, Thomlinson JR, Ni J, Holland EA. 2001. Net primary produc-
tion in tropical forests: An evaluation and synthesis of existing field data. Ecological Applications 11: 371-384. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1890/1051-0761(2001)011[0371:NPPITF]2.0.CO;2 

https://doi.org/10.21829/abm126.2019.1369
https://doi.org/10.21829/abm126.2019.1369
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1155121
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2012.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(1998)079%5b0003:CCATMF%5d2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-1127(93)90139-e
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-1127(93)90139-e
https://doi.org/10.1016/b978-0-12-409548-9.11752-x
https://doi.org/10.17129/botsci.165
https://doi.org/10.1111/avsc.12318
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-008-9375-7
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2009.01285.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12629
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1501639
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1501639
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2009.01338.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2009.01338.x
https://doi.org/10.1890/1051-0761(2001)011%5b0371:NPPITF%5d2.0.CO;2


Forest structural parameters along an elevational gradient

80

Cortina-Villar S, Plascencia-Vargas H, Vaca R, Schroth G, Zepeda Y, Soto-Pinto L, Nahed-Toral J. 2012. Resolving 
the conflict between ecosystem protection and land use in protected areas of the Sierra Madre de Chiapas, Mexico. 
Environmental Management 49: 649-62. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s00267-011-9799-9 

Culmsee H, Leuschner C, Moser G, Pitopang R. 2010. Forest aboveground biomass along an elevational transect in 
Sulawesi, Indonesia, and the role of Fagaceae in tropical montane rain forests. Journal of Biogeography 37: 960-
974. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2699.2009.02269.x 

de Jong BHJ, Tipper R, Montoya-Gómez G. 2000. An economic analysis of the potential for carbon sequestration 
by forests: Evidence from southern Mexico. Ecological Economics 33: 313-327. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/
S0921-8009(99)00162-7 

Delignette-Muller ML, Dutang C. 2015. fitdistrplus: an R package for fitting distributions. Journal of Statistical 
Software 64: 1-34. DOI: https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v064.i04 

Dossa GGO, Paudel E, Fujinuma J, Yu H, Chutipong W, Zhang Y, Paz S, Harrison RD. 2013. Factors determining 
forest diversity and biomass on a tropical volcano, Mt. Rinjani, Lombok, Indonesia. Plos One 8: e67720. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0067720 

Enright NJ. 1982. Does Araucaria hunsteinii compete with its neighbours? Austral Ecology 7: 97-99. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.1111/j.1442-9993.1982.tb01304.x

Enright NJ, Ogden J. 1995. The southern conifers-a synthesis. In: Hill RS, Enright N, eds. Ecology of the Southern 
Conifers. Australia, Melbourne: Melbourne University Press,  pp. 271-287. ISBN: 978-0522845662

Ensslin A, Rutten G, Pommer U, Zimmermann R, Hemp A, Fischer M. 2015. Effects of elevation and land use on the bio-
mass of trees, shrubs and herbs at Mount Kilimanjaro. Ecosphere 6: 1-15. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1890/ES14-00492.1 

Fisher JB, Malhi Y, Torres IC, Metcalfe DB, van de Weg MJ, Meir P, Silva-Espejo JE, Huasco WH. 2013. Nutrient 
limitation in rainforests and cloud forests along a 3,000-m elevation gradient in the Peruvian Andes. Oecologia 
172: 889-902. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-012-2522-6 

Forrester JA, McGee GG, Mitchell MJ. 2003. Effects of Beech Bark Disease on Aboveground Biomass and Species 
Composition in a Mature Northern Hardwood Forest, 1985 to 2000. Journal of the Torrey Botanical Society 130: 
70. DOI: https://doi.org/10.2307/3557531 

Gao J, Zhang Y. 2006. Distributional patterns of species diversity of main plant communities along altitudinal gradi-
ent in secondary forest region, Guandi Mountain, China. Journal of Forestry Research 17: 111-115. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.1007/s11676-006-0026-0 

García-Oliva F, Covaleda S, Gallardo J.F, Prat C, Velázquez-Durán R, Etchevers JD. 2014. Firewood extraction af-
fects carbon pools and nutrients in remnant fragments of temperate forests at the Mexican Transvolcanic Belt. 
Bosque (Valdivia) 35: 311-324. DOI: https://doi.org/10.4067/S0717-92002014000300006 

Gibson L, Lee TM, Koh LP, Brook BW, Gardner TA, Barlow J, Peres CA, Bradshaw CJA, Laurance WF, Lovejoy 
TE, Sodhi NS. 2011. Primary forests are irreplaceable for sustaining tropical biodiversity. Nature 478: 378-381. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10425 

Girardin CAJJ, Malhi Y, Aragão LEOCOC, Mamani M, Huaraca Huasco W, Durand L, Feeley KJ, Rapp J, Silva-
Espejo JE, Silman M, Salinas N, Whittaker RJ. 2010. Net primary productivity allocation and cycling of carbon 
along a tropical forest elevational transect in the Peruvian Andes. Global Change Biology 16: 3176-3192. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2010.02235.x 

Givnish TJ. 1999. On the causes of gradients in tropical tree diversity. Journal of Ecology 87: 193-210. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2745.1999.00333.x 

Gómez-Díaz JA, Brast K, Degener J, Krömer T, Ellis E, Heitkamp F, Gerold G. 2018. Long-term changes in forest 
cover in Central Veracruz, Mexico (1993-2014). Tropical Conservation Science 11: 194008291877108. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1177/1940082918771089 

Gómez-Díaz JA, Krömer T, Kreft H, Gerold G, Carvajal-Hernández CI, Heitkamp F. 2017. Diversity and composi-
tion of herbaceous angiosperms along gradients of elevation and forest-use intensity. Plos One 12: e0182893. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0182893 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00267-011-9799-9
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2699.2009.02269.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0921-8009(99)00162-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0921-8009(99)00162-7
https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v064.i04
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0067720
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1442-9993.1982.tb01304.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1442-9993.1982.tb01304.x
https://doi.org/10.1890/ES14-00492.1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-012-2522-6
https://doi.org/10.2307/3557531
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11676-006-0026-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11676-006-0026-0
https://doi.org/10.4067/S0717-92002014000300006
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10425
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2010.02235.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2745.1999.00333.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2745.1999.00333.x
https://doi.org/10.1177/1940082918771089
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0182893


81

Alrutz et al. / Botanical Sciences 100 (1): 67-85. 2022

González-Zárate M. 2008. Estimación de la biomasa aérea y la captura de carbono en regeneración natural de Pi-
nus masiminoi H. E. Moore, Pinus oocarpa var. ochoterenai Mtz, y Quercus sp. en el norte del estado de Chiapas, 
México. MSc. Thesis. Centro Agronómico Tropical de Investigación y Enseñanza.

Grabowski J, Gilman E. 2002. Measurement and prediction of tree growth reduction from tree planting. Journal of 
Arboriculture 30: 154-164.

Grubb PJ. 1977. Control of forest growth and distribution on wet tropical mountains: with special reference to 
mineral nutrition. Annual Review of Ecology and Systematics 8: 83-107. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.
es.08.110177.000503 

Guariguata MR, Chazdon RL, Denslow JS, Dupuy JM, Anderson L. 1997. Structure and floristics of second-
ary and old-growth forest stands in lowland Costa Rica. Plant Ecology 132: 107-120. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1023/A:1009726421352 

Guariguata M, Ostertag R. 2001. Neotropical secondary forest succession: changes in structural and functional char-
acteristics. Forest Ecology and Management 148: 185-206. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-1127(00)00535-1

Huasco WH, Girardin CAJ, Doughty CE, Metcalfe DB, Baca LD Silva-Espejo JE, Cabrera DG, Aragão LEOC, Da-
vila AR, Marthews TR, Huaraca-Quispe LP, Alzamora-Taype I, Mora LE, Farfán-Rios W, Cabrera KG, Halladay 
K, Salinas-Revilla N, Silman MR, Meir P, Malhi Y. 2014. Seasonal production, allocation and cycling of carbon 
in two mid-elevation tropical montane forest plots in the Peruvian Andes. Plant Ecology & Diversity 7: 125-142. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/17550874.2013.819042 

Hughes RF, Kauffman JB, Jaramillo VJ. 1999. Biomass, carbon, and nutrient dynamics of secondary forests in a 
humid tropical region of Mexico. Ecology 80: 1892. DOI: https://doi.org/10.2307/176667 

Hughes RF, Kauffman JB, Jaramillo VJ. 2010. Ecosystem-scale impacts of deforestation and land use in a hu-
mid tropical region of Mexico. Ecological Applications 10: 515-527. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1890/1051-
0761(2000)010[0515:ESIODA]2.0.CO;2 

IPCC [Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change]. 2019. Climate Change and Land. Switzerland, Geneva: Inter-
governmental Panel on Climate Change. https://www.ipcc.ch/srccl/ (accessed January 4, 2021).

Johnson DW. 1992. Effects on forest management on soil carbon storage. In: Wisniewski J, Lugo AE, eds. Natural 
Sinks of CO2. Puerto Rico, Palmas del mar: Springer Science and Business Media, BV, pp. 83-112. ISBN: 978-
94-011-2793-6

Kelty MJ, Larson BC, Oliver CD. 1992. The ecology and silviculture of mixed-species forests. Netherlands, Dor-
drecht: Springer Science & Business Media. ISBN: 9780792316435

Kitayama K, Aiba S-I. 2002. Ecosystem structure and productivity of tropical rain forests along altitudinal gradients 
with contrasting soil phosphorus pools on Mount Kinabalu, Borneo. Journal of Ecology 90: 37-51. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.1046/j.0022-0477.2001.00634.x 

Lauer W. 1973. Zusammenhänge zwischen Klima und Vegetation am Ostabfall der mexikanischen Meseta. Erdkunde 
27: 192-213. DOI: https://doi.org/10.3112/erdkunde.1973.03.03 

Leigh EG. 1975. Structure and climate in tropical rain forest. Annual Review of Ecology and Systematics 6: 67-86. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.es.06.110175.000435 

Leuschner C, Moser G, Bertsch C, Röderstein M, Hertel D. 2007. Large altitudinal increase in tree root/shoot ratio 
in tropical mountain forests of Ecuador. Basic and Applied Ecology 8: 219-230. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
baae.2006.02.004 

Lieberman D, Lieberman M, Peralta R, Hartshorn GS. 1996. Tropical forest structure and composition on a large-scale 
altitudinal gradient in Costa Rica. The Journal of Ecology 84: 137-152. DOI: https://doi.org/10.2307/2261350 

Lovett JC, Marshall AR, Carr J. 2006. Changes in tropical forest vegetation along an altitudinal gradient in the 
Udzungwa Mountains National Park, Tanzania. African Journal of Ecology 44: 478-490. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-2028.2006.00660.x 

Lusk CH. 2002. Basal area in a New Zealand podocarp-broadleaved forest: Are coniferous and angiosperm components 
independent? New Zealand Journal of Botany 40: 143-147. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/0028825X.2002.9512778 

https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.es.08.110177.000503
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.es.08.110177.000503
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1009726421352
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1009726421352
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-1127(00)00535-1
https://doi.org/10.1080/17550874.2013.819042
https://doi.org/10.2307/176667
https://doi.org/10.1890/1051-0761(2000)010%5b0515:ESIODA%5d2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1890/1051-0761(2000)010%5b0515:ESIODA%5d2.0.CO;2
https://www.ipcc.ch/srccl/
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.0022-0477.2001.00634.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.0022-0477.2001.00634.x
https://doi.org/10.3112/erdkunde.1973.03.03
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.es.06.110175.000435
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.baae.2006.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.baae.2006.02.004
https://doi.org/10.2307/2261350
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2028.2006.00660.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2028.2006.00660.x
https://doi.org/10.1080/0028825X.2002.9512778


Forest structural parameters along an elevational gradient

82

MacDicken KG, Wolf GV, Briscoe CB. 1991. Standard Research Methods for Multipurpose Trees and Shrubs. USA, 
Arlington: Winrock International. ISBN: 09-335-95549

Maia-Araújo T, Higuchi N, Andrade de Carvalho Júnior J. 1999. Comparison of formulae for biomass content de-
termination in a tropical rain forest site in the state of Pará, Brazil. Forest Ecology and Management 117: 43-52. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-1127(98)00470-8 

Mani S, Parthasarathy N. 2009. Tree population and above-ground biomass changes in two disturbed tropical dry 
evergreen forests of peninsular India. Tropical Ecology 50: 249-258.

Marin-Spiotta E, Silver W, Ostertag R. 2007. Long-term patterns in tropical reforestation: plant community com-
position and aboveground biomass accumulation. Ecological Applications 17: 828-839. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1890/06-1268

Marshall AR, Willcock S, Platts PJ, Lovett JC, Balmford A, Burgess ND, Latham JE, Munishi PKT, Salter R, Shirima 
DD, Lewis SL. 2012. Measuring and modelling above-ground carbon and tree allometry along a tropical elevation 
gradient. Biological Conservation 154: 20-33. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2012.03.017 

Martínez-Yrizar A, Sarukhan J, Perez-Jimenez A, Rincon E, Maass JM, Solis-Magallanes A, Cervantes L. 2009. 
Above-ground phytomass of a tropical deciduous forest on the coast of Jalisco, México. Journal of Tropical Ecol-
ogy 8: 87-96. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/s0266467400006131 

Mendoza-Ponce A, Galicia L. 2010. Aboveground and belowground biomass and carbon pools in highland temperate 
forest landscape in Central Mexico. Forestry 83: 497-506. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/forestry/cpq032 

Mensah S, Glèlè Kakaï R, Seifert T. 2016. Patterns of biomass allocation between foliage and woody structure: the 
effects of tree size and specific functional traits. Annals of Forest Research 59: DOI: https://doi.org/10.15287/
afr.2016.458 

Midgley JJ, Parker R, Laurie H, Seydack A. 2002. Competition among canopy trees in indigenous forests: An analy-
sis of the “additive basal area” phenomenon. Austral Ecology 27: 269-272. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1442-
9993.2002.01177.x 

Montgomery RA, Chazdon RL. 2001. Forest structure, canopy architecture, and light transmittance in tropical wet 
forests. Ecology 82: 2707-2718. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(2001)082[2707:FSCAAL]2.0.CO;2 

Moser G, Hertel D, Leuschner C. 2007. Altitudinal change in LAI and stand leaf biomass in tropical montane for-
ests: a transect study in Ecuador and a pan-tropical meta-analysis. Ecosystems 10: 924-935. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1007/s10021-007-9063-6 

Moser G, Leuschner C, Hertel D, Graefe S, Soethe N, Iost S. 2011. Elevation effects on the carbon budget of tropical 
mountain forests (S Ecuador): the role of the belowground compartment. Global Change Biology 17: 2211-2226. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2010.02367.x 

Moser G, Röderstein M, Soethe N, Hertel D, Leuschner C. 2008. Altitudinal changes in stand structure and biomass 
allocation of tropical mountain forests in relation to microclimate and soil chemistry. In: Beck E, Bendix J, Kottke 
I, Makeschin F, Mosandl R, eds. Gradients in a Tropical Mountain Ecosystem of Ecuador. Ecological Studies 
(Analysis and Synthesis). Germany: Heidelberg: Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidelberg, pp. 229-242. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-73526-7_22 

Muñiz-Castro MA, Williams-Linera G, Benítez-Malvido J. 2015. Restoring montane cloud forest: establishment of 
three Fagaceae species in the old fields of central Veracruz, Mexico. Restoration Ecology 23: 26-33. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.1111/rec.12155 

Negendank JFW, Emmerman R, Krawczyk R, Mooser F, Tobschall H, Werle D. 1985. Geological and geochemical 
investigations on the eastern Trans Mexican volcanic belt. Geofísica Internacional 24: 477-575.

Nogueira Júnior LR, Engel VL, Parrotta JA, Melo ACG de, Ré DS. 2014. Allometric equations for estimating tree 
biomass in restored mixed-species Atlantic Forest stands. Biota Neotropica 14: e20130084. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1590/1676-06032013008413 

Ogden J. 1985. An introduction to plant demography with special reference to New Zealand trees. New Zealand 
Journal of Botany 23: 751-772. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/0028825X.1985.10434241 

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-1127(98)00470-8
https://doi.org/10.1890/06-1268
https://doi.org/10.1890/06-1268
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2012.03.017
https://doi.org/10.1017/s0266467400006131
https://doi.org/10.1093/forestry/cpq032
https://doi.org/10.15287/afr.2016.458
https://doi.org/10.15287/afr.2016.458
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1442-9993.2002.01177.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1442-9993.2002.01177.x
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(2001)082%5b2707:FSCAAL%5d2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10021-007-9063-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10021-007-9063-6
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2010.02367.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-73526-7_22
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-73526-7_22
https://doi.org/10.1111/rec.12155
https://doi.org/10.1111/rec.12155
https://doi.org/10.1590/1676-06032013008413
https://doi.org/10.1590/1676-06032013008413
https://doi.org/10.1080/0028825X.1985.10434241


83

Alrutz et al. / Botanical Sciences 100 (1): 67-85. 2022

Ordóñez-Díaz JAB, de Jong BHJ, García-Oliva F, Aviña FL, Pérez JV, Guerrero G, Martínez R, Masera O. 2008. 
Carbon content in vegetation, litter, and soil under 10 different land-use and land-cover classes in the Central High-
lands of Michoacán, Mexico. Forest Ecology and Management 255: 2074-2084. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
foreco.2007.12.024 

Ordóñez-Díaz JAB, Galicia-Naranjo A, Venegas-Mancera NJ, Hernández-Tejeda T, Ordóñez-Díaz M de J, Dávalos-
Sotelo R. 2015. Densidad de las maderas mexicanas por tipo de vegetación con base en la clasificación de J. Rze-
dowski: compilación. Madera y Bosques 21: 77-126. DOI: https://doi.org/10.21829/myb.2015.210428

Pan Y, Birdsey RA, Phillips OL, Jackson RB. 2013. The structure, distribution, and biomass of the world’s forests. 
Annual Review of Ecology, Evolution, and Systematics 44: 593-622. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ecol-
sys-110512-135914 

Petrokofsky G, Kanamaru H, Achard F, Goetz SJ, Joosten H, Holmgren P, Lehtonen A, Menton MC, Pullin AS, Wat-
tenbach M. 2012. Comparison of methods for measuring and assessing carbon stocks and carbon stock changes 
in terrestrial carbon pools. How do the accuracy and precision of current methods compare? A systematic review 
protocol. Environmental Evidence 1: 1-21. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1186/2047-2382-1-6 

Poorter L, Bongers F, Aide TM, Almeyda Zambrano AM, Balvanera P, Becknell JM, Boukili V, Brancalion PHS, 
Broadbent EN, Chazdon RL, Craven D, de Almeida-Cortez JS, Cabral GAL, de Jong BHJ, Denslow JS, Dent DH, 
DeWalt SJ, Dupuy JM, Durán SM, Espírito-Santo MM, Fandino MC, César RG, Hall JS, Hernandez-Stefanoni 
JL, Jakovac CC, Junqueira AB, Kennard D, Letcher SG, Licona JC, Lohbeck M, Marín-Spiotta E, Martínez-
Ramos M, Massoca P, Meave JA, Mesquita R, Mora F, Munõz R, Muscarella R, Nunes YRF, Ochoa-Gaona S, de 
Oliveira AA, Orihuela-Belmonte E, Penã-Claros M, Pérez-Garciá EA, Piotto D, Powers JS, Rodríguez-Velázquez 
J, Romero-Pérez IE, Ruíz J, Saldarriaga JG, Sanchez-Azofeifa A, Schwartz NB, Steininger MK, Swenson NG, 
Toledo M, Uriarte M, van Breugel M, van der Wal H, Veloso MDM, Vester HFM, Vicentini A, Vieira ICG, Bentos 
TV, Williamson GB, Rozendaal DMA. 2016. Biomass resilience of Neotropical secondary forests. Nature 530: 
211-214. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/nature16512 

Post WM, Peng TH, Emanuel WR, King AW, Dale VH, DeAngelis DL. 1990. The global carbon cycle. American 
Scientist 78: 310-326. DOI: https://www.jstor.org/stable/29774118R Core Team. 2019. R: A language and envi-
ronment for statistical computing. R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria. https://www.r-project.
org/ (accessed January 19, 2019).

Raich JW, Russell AE, Kitayama K, Parton WJ, Vitousek PM. 2006. Temperature influences carbon accumulation in 
moist tropical forests. Ecology 87: 76-87. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1890/05-0023 

Raich JW, Russell AE, Vitousek PM. 1997. Primary productivity and ecosystem development along an elevational gra-
dient on Mauna Loa, Hawai’i. Ecology 78: 707-721. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(1997)078[0707:PP
AEDA]2.0.CO;2 

Rosenfield MF, Souza AF. 2014. Forest biomass variation in Southernmost Brazil: the impact of Araucaria trees. 
Revista de Biología Tropical 62: 359-72.

Rozendaal DMA, Bongers F, Aide TM, Alvarez-Dávila E, Ascarrunz N, Balvanera P, Becknell JM, Bentos T, Brancalion 
PHS, Cabral GAL, Calvo-Rodriguez S, Chave J, César RG, Chazdon RL, Condit R, Dallinga JS, de Almeida-Cortez 
JS, de Jong B, de Oliveira A, Denslow JS, Dent DH, DeWalt SJ, Dupuy JM, Durán SM, Dutrieux LP, Espírito-Santo 
MM, Fandino MC, Fernandes GW, Finegan B, García H, Gonzalez N, Moser VG, Hall JS, Hernández-Stefanoni JL, 
Hubbell S, Jakovac CC, Hernández AJ, Junqueira AB, Kennard D, Larpin D, Letcher SG, Licona J-C, Lebrija-Trejos 
E ,Marín-Spiotta E, Martínez-Ramos M, Massoca PES, Meave JA, Mesquita RCG, Mora F, Müller SC, Muñoz R, 
de Oliveira Neto SN, Norden N, Nunes YRF, Ochoa-Gaona S, Ortiz-Malavassi E, Ostertag R, Peña-Claros M, Pérez-
García EA, Piotto D, Powers JS, Aguilar-Cano J, Rodriguez-Buritica S, Rodríguez-Velázquez J, Romero-Romero 
MA, Ruíz J, Sanchez-Azofeifa A, de Almeida AS, Silver WL, Schwartz NB, Thomas WW, Toledo M, Uriarte M, de 
Sá Sampaio EV, van Breugel M, van der Wal H, Martins SV, Veloso MDM, Vester HFM, Vicentini A, Vieira ICG, 
Villa P, Williamson GB, Zanini KJ, Zimmerman J, Poorter L. 2019. Biodiversity recovery of Neotropical secondary 
forests. Science Advances 5: eaau3114. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aau3114 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2007.12.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2007.12.024
https://doi.org/10.21829/myb.2015.210428
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ecolsys-110512-135914
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ecolsys-110512-135914
https://doi.org/10.1186/2047-2382-1-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature16512
https://www.jstor.org/stable/29774118
https://www.r-project.org/
https://www.r-project.org/
https://doi.org/10.1890/05-0023
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(1997)078%5b0707:PPAEDA%5d2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(1997)078%5b0707:PPAEDA%5d2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aau3114


Forest structural parameters along an elevational gradient

84

Santiago LS, Goldstein G, Meinzer FC, Fownes JH, Mueller-Dombois D. 2000. Transpiration and forest structure in 
relation to soil waterlogging in a Hawaiian montane cloud forest. Tree Physiology 20: 673-681. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1093/treephys/20.10.673 

Sarmiento G, Pinillos M, Garay I, Ciencias F. de Alegre P. 2005. Biomass variability in tropical American lowland 
rainforests. Ecotropicos 18: 1-20.

Scaranello MA da S, Alves LF, Vieira SA, Camargo PB, de Joly CA, Martinelli LA. 2012. Height-diameter relation-
ships of tropical Atlantic moist forest trees in southeastern Brazil. Scientia Agricola 69: 26-37. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1590/S0103-90162012000100005 

Slik JWFF, Aiba S-II, Brearley FQ, Cannon CH, Forshed O, Kitayama K, Nagamasu H, Nilus R, Payne J, Paoli G, 
Poulsen AD, Raes N, Sheil D, Sidiyasa K, Suzuki E, van Valkenburg JLCHCH. 2010. Environmental correlates 
of tree biomass, basal area, wood specific gravity and stem density gradients in Borneo’s tropical forests. Global 
Ecology and Biogeography 19: 50-60. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-8238.2009.00489.x 

SMN [Servicio Meteorológico Nacional] 2018. Normales climatológicas. Servicio Meteorológico Nacional. http://
smn.cna.gob.mx/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=164&tmpl=component  (accessed July 3, 
2018).

Soto-Esparza M, Giddings BL. 2011. Clima. In: CONABIO, ed. La Biodiversidad en Veracruz: Estudio de Estado. 
Mexico, DF: Comisión Nacional para el Conocimiento y Uso de la Biodiversidad, Gobierno del Estado de Vera-
cruz, Universidad Veracruzana, Instituto de Ecología, AC, pp. 35-52. ISBN: 9786077607496

Strassburg BBN, Kelly A, Balmford A, Davies RG, Gibbs HK, Lovett A, Miles L, Orme CDL, Price J, Turner RK, 
Rodrigues ASL. 2010. Global congruence of carbon storage and biodiversity in terrestrial ecosystems. Conserva-
tion Letters 3: 98-105. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1755-263X.2009.00092.x 

Suwa R, Sakai T, Santos J, dos Silva RP, da Kajimoto T, Ishizuka M, Higuchi N. 2013. Significance of topographic 
gradient in stem diameter - height allometry for precise biomass estimation of a tropical moist forest in the Central 
Amazon. Japan Agricultural Research Quarterly: JARQ 47: 109-114. DOI: https://doi.org/10.6090/jarq.47.109 

Takyu M, Kubota Y, Aiba SI, Seino T, Nishimura T. 2005. Pattern of changes in species diversity, structure and 
dynamics of forest ecosystems along latitudinal gradients in East Asia. Ecological Research 20: 287-296. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11284-005-0044-y 

Tanner EVJ. 1980. Studies on the biomass and productivity in a series of montane rain forests in Jamaica. The Jour-
nal of Ecology 68: 573-588. DOI: https://doi.org/10.2307/2259423 

Tanner EVJ, Vitousek PM, Cuevas E. 1998. Experimental investigation of nutrient limitation of forest growth on 
wet tropical mountains. Ecology 79: 10-22. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(1998)079[0010:EIONLO]2
.0.CO;2 

Unger M, Homeier J, Leuschner C. 2012. Effects of soil chemistry on tropical forest biomass and productivity at 
different elevations in the equatorial Andes. Oecologia 170: 263-274. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-012-
2295-y 

Velázquez A, Mas JF, Díaz-Gallegos JR, Mayorga-Saucedo R, Alcántara PC, Castro R, Fernández T, Bocco G, Ez-
curra E, Palacio JL. 2002. Patrones y tasas de cambio de uso del suelo en México. Gaceta Ecológica 62: 21-37.

Waide RB, Zimmerman JK, Scatena FN. 1998. Controls of primary productivity: Lessons from the Luquillo moun-
tains in Puerto Rico. Ecology 79: 31-37. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(1998)079[0031:COPPLF]2.0.
CO;2 

Williams-Linera G. 1983. Biomass and nutrient content in two successional stages of tropical wet forest in Uxpana-
pa, Mexico. Biotropica 15: 275-284. DOI: https://doi.org/10.2307/2387652 

Williams-Linera G, Guillén-Servent A, Gómez-García Orlik, Lorea-Hernández Francisco, Gómez-García O, Lorea-
Hernández F. 2007. Conservación en el centro de Veracruz, México. El bosque de niebla: ¿reserva archipiélago o 
corredor biológico? In: Halffter G, Guevara S, Melic A, eds. Hacia una Cultura de Conservación de la Diversidad 
Biológica. Spain, Zaragoza: Sociedad Entomológica Aragonesa, Comisión Nacional para el Conocimiento y Uso 
de la Biodiversidad, Comisión Nacional de Áreas Naturales Protegidas, Consejo Nacional de Ciencia y Tecnolo-

https://doi.org/10.1093/treephys/20.10.673
https://doi.org/10.1093/treephys/20.10.673
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0103-90162012000100005
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0103-90162012000100005
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-8238.2009.00489.x
http://smn.cna.gob.mx/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=164&tmpl=component
http://smn.cna.gob.mx/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=164&tmpl=component
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1755-263X.2009.00092.x
https://doi.org/10.6090/jarq.47.109
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11284-005-0044-y
https://doi.org/10.2307/2259423
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(1998)079%5b0010:EIONLO%5d2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(1998)079%5b0010:EIONLO%5d2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-012-2295-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-012-2295-y
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(1998)079%5b0031:COPPLF%5d2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(1998)079%5b0031:COPPLF%5d2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.2307/2387652


85

Alrutz et al. / Botanical Sciences 100 (1): 67-85. 2022

gía, Instituto de Ecología, A. C., Organización de las Naciones Unidas, pp. 303-310. ISBN: 978-84-935872-0-8
Woodward FI, Williams BG. 1987. Climate and plant distribution at global and local scales. Vegetatio 69: 189-197. 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00038700 
Wright SJ. 2005. Tropical forests in a changing environment. Trends in Ecology and Evolution 20: 553-560. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2005.07.009 

Associate editor: Miguel Olvera Vargas
Author contributions: MA: Formal analysis, fieldwork, Writing. JAGD: Methodology, Formal analysis, Investigation, Writing. US: Writing 
- Original Draft, Writing - Review & Editing, Supervision. TK: Conceptualization, Methodology, Resources, Writing - Original Draft, Writing - 
Review & Editing, Supervision, Project administration, Funding acquisition. HK: Methodology, Formal analysis, Resources, Writing - Original 
Draft, Writing - Review & Editing, Supervision, Funding acquisition.

https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00038700
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2005.07.009

	Material and methods
	Results
	Discussion

