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) 0 40 cm
6 1 / / N/ ] K/
19 a (gkg') (mgkg!) (mgkg'') (mg-kg ?)
,6 N P A - 7 31.08 80.61 0.40 61.65
19 , N A - 18 23.10 67.41 0.35 33.37
30.12 % A - 24 28.54 75.48 0.29 37.57
P 20.2%, P 94- 4 27.46 108.57 1.18 59.55
1 A - 15 17.04 68.09 0.27 51.29
A - 25 21.69 62.42 0.44 54.34
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, N P ,
Ca+ + Mg+ + , ,
N
; HO;
3.2
3.2.1 2 12
15 :
’ / / / /
(gcm™d % % %
23 ! 1 1.126 46.17 58.21 6.74
2 1.402 47.93 59. 46 6.38
, 1 2 1 1.062 52.76 57.34 6.16
2 1.317 37.52 53.62 5.59
! 1 1.180 50.75 56.71 7.08
2 , 2 2 1.222 5.9 56.21 7.02
, : 1 1214 16
16 (0 20 20 40 40 60 cm)
. 2 0 20 20 40cm 1 0.40 0.25 g-
cm %:3 1 0.48 0.09g-cm™® 14
16 1 0 2020 40cm 0.92 1.09g-cm 3,
2 1.32 1.34g-cm™* 3 1.40 1.18 g-cm™?, ,
1.10 g-cm @ 1.10 1.25g-cm™® ,
1.30g-cm™® , :

23 1 2 0 20cm
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1 98.34% 98.53%,3 1 97.23%
97.06 %
, .16
(0 20 cm)
2 0 20cm 1 24.3% 23.14% 24.67%,3
1 39.65% 43.75% 42.75%,20 40 cm
3.2.2
3.2.2.1 ,
[1] , N 145 mg- kg™, 16
, 80 mg- kg™ * 35 mg- kg '; P 13 mg:
kg™ ", 6mg-kg ', 1mg kg *
t P! P 1
3 2 2 1 2% 20%;2
N P K 1 , 2 , N 12 %
24%, P3% 36%, K4% 6%, , N
11% 33%, P 2% 47 %, K 8% 30% (
4) 16 23 P K 1 2 1
47.16% 34.26%,3 41.68% 22.55%,14
16 K 3
0 20cm N 1 43.9% 15.1% 28.86 %
N [9]
N
3 12 0 20cm
N/ N/ P P K/ K/
(g kg™ (kg™  (mykg)  (@kg'D (mgkgD)  (gkg'h (mg-kg™ 1)
1 39.95 1.06 69. 66 0.53 1.58 11.11 5.72
2 32.31 0.86 69. 63 0.46 1.37 14.42 4.41
1 31.55 1.19 108. 52 0.47 1.99 12.73 6.21
2 31.51 0.94 72.97 0.30 1.95 11.92 5.47
1 43.15 1.13 109. 28 0.39 2.87 9.83 7.81
2 42.28 1.12 96.43 0.38 1.51 8.85 5.47
1 27.05 0.92 66.80 0.47 1.47 10.69 4.97
2 21.86 0.70 52.57 0.36 1.02 10.50 4.57
1 23.38 0.96 82.99 0.45 1.57 11.65 5.56
2 22.98 0.75 58.09 0.29 1.46 11.31 4.42
1 35.03 1.00 89.54 0.38 2.57 8.83 6.20
2 33.25 0.88 79.41 0.37 1.40 8.44 4.43
P! H
(14 16 18) 123 ) ( ) P
, (18 ), 16.6 %
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73.0%, 20% 35%( 4) P
=} P/ (mg- kg™ *)
0 20cm 20 40cm ! %
' ' 1- 3.50 2.04 2.77
2- 2.25 1.05 1.65  40.4
, , P 3- 3.24 1.05 215 2.4
1- 1.78 5.23 3.51
2- 4.9 0.26 2.61 25.6
3.2.2.2 3- 3.97 0.78 2.38 2.2
1- 4.49 0.52 2.51
2- 2.51 0.89 170  32.3
’ o 3- 2.25 0.78 1.52  39.4
Fe 22.61 mgl kg 1- 4.75 4.75 4.75
Mn 177.90 mg- kg™ ~, 2- 2.51 0.05 128 73.0
(710 mg- kg™ %) cu 3- 2.77 2.77 2.77 4.7
i ’ 1- 5.23 1.25 324 16.7
48 mg- kg™, (27 2- 5.49 2.25 387 167
mg- kg~ Y, zn 130. 29 mg- 3- 4.9 0.52 2.51 2.5
o1 1- 3.76 1.0 2.41
kg™", 2n (163 2- 3.24 0.26 175 27.4
mg kg™ %) 20. 07 % Fe 3- 3.24 0.78 2.01 16.6
) 123
12.88 mg- kg *; Mn 14 ! 16
%
6.55 mg- kg !, Cu ’
0.700 mg- kg™ *, (2.00mg- kg™ b ; Zn 1.39mg- kg *,
(2.00 mg- kg™ ) 16 e,
Mn Cu : , Fe Mn : Zn
, Cu (20 40cm Zn 2 0 20 20
40 cm Cu 1 29.14% 48.91%,3 1
27.70% 39.29% 2 3 20 40 cm Zn 1 21.05%
50.00 %, 23 Cu
Zn 5 P
3.2.2.3 mg- kg™ *
(8] ,
, 16 1- 3.762  3.801 1- 3.501  4.754
2- 1.045  2.247 2- 2.247  2.508
192 3- 0.000 3.232 3- 0.000  2.769
’ 1- 4.823 5.776 1- 4776 5.225
N ' 3 2- 4.754  4.963 2- 4.232  5.486
12 N 3- 0.000 3.971 3- 0.000 4.963
3 1- 2.247  4.493 1- 1.776  3.762
' 2- 1.045  2.508 2- 1.623  3.239
’ ' 12 3- 0.000  2.247 3- 0.000  3.239
, 3
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: P 23 , 3
( 95 , P : P 23
P
3.2.2.4 (o.ur
) L] pH
, 2 pH , Ca Mg
( 6
6 12 0 20cm pH Ca** Mg"*
pH c*t/ Mg* ¥/ pH Ca**/ Mg**/
(ool /2C2%" kg™ (cnol 1V 2Pt - kg™ Y (ool V2C% kg™ (ool ¥ Mt kg Y
-1 4.79 0.6 1.2 -1 4.91 0.4 1.0
-2 4.68 0.5 1.0 -2 4.53 0.3 0.8
-1 4.92 0.7 1.2 -1 4,91 0.6 1.0
-2 4.85 0.3 1.5 -2 4.70 0.3 1.2
-1 4.9 0.6 1.4 -1 4.9 0.4 1.1
-2 4.86 0.4 0.9 -2 4.86 0.2 0.8
1 12 14 16
7 , 7
pH , 0.2 pH
0.5, , 23 pH __pH
pH 1 ! 0.2 1- 3.9 4.1 1- 3.8 4.0
0.4 2- 4.0 4.1 2- 4.1 4.3
, 3- 4.0 4.1 3- 4.1 4.2
1- 4.0 4.1 1- 3.9 4.0
! 2- 3.8 3.9 2- 3.8 4.3
3- 3.9 4.1 3- 3.7 4.2
K+ Ca++ Mg“ 1- 4.0 4.2 1- 3.9 4.2
2- 3.8 4.1 2- 3.7 3.9
! 3- 3.6 3.9 3- 3.6 3.9
14 16
; 607
HQO3
3.2.2.5
, ( 60 cm, 15 kg-m’ 2, 15 17 min) ,
0 22 55 1010 20cm 25.70% 18.30% 19.70% 7.90 %
0 20cm 14.32% 1 2 (1
1 ) 14t hm 2, ,
2 1 8%( 2% 20% )
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1 , 16 2 1
79.93%, 87.07%;2 1 46.
9%, 71.41% 2 3 1
' , ; 23
3.2.2.6
14 16
123 ; '
14 2
1 63.80% 63.01% 73.44% 70.23 %;16
2 1 76.93% 21.28 %,
14 3
1 54.10% 51.25% 69.38% 62.58 % ,16 3
’ 2 1 ’
) , 23
3.2.2.7 ,
, 12 14 16 2 HO»
1 36.24% 6.47 % 43.10 % ,
' 12 14 16 2
1 36.87 % 57.25 % 50. 96 %
N N , 2 1 )
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16

62.50 % 73.62 %

12 14 16 2 70.37 % 36.17 % 59.63 %
1 1 4
12 L
; 2 28.57 %; 2
70.59 % , )
8
/ H,0O,
NHyN(mg-g™ %) [(mgg"h  0.INKMnO4 (m-g" ") I (mg-g"?) I (mg-g"Y)
1 2.00 8.76 1.49 0.81 0.09
2 0.63 5.53 0.95 0.24 0.13
1 2.32 7.79 1.39 0.94 0.07
2 0.87 3.33 1.30 0.60 0.05
1 3.26 7.79 2.32 1.09 0.17
2 0.86 3.82 1.32 0.44 0.05
12 14 16
4
(1) ,
(2) 1 1 1
3 pH : 23 1
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2 23
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Variation o Soil Properties o Chinese Fir plantation

SHENG Wei-tong, YANG Cheng-dong, FAN Shaohui
(Research Inditute of Foredry ,CAF Bdjing 100091 ,Ching)

Abstract : The variaions of physcd ,chemica properties and hiologca characteridics of il in Chinese fir
(Cunninghamia lancedlata) plantation with different cultura rotations (from one to three) and development
dages are gudied and andyzed. It is showed thet with the increase of rotetion ,the ik physca properties deteri-
orate ,the pH va ue decreases and the nutrient content becomes poorer ,eecialy the contents of available P and
hydrolytic N. The microorganism quantity and il enzyme activity change to toward the declination of biologica
activity. In different development stages,the il fertility differs. In the stage from young plantation to mdde
aged plantation ,the il fertiliity decrease while it will increase in the meture gage. But the il fertility can not
be recovered thoroughly. Under present culture sysem ,the successve culture of C. lanced ata plantation will re-
sult in the declination o il conplex function ,which is an inportant reason why C. lancedata plantation can
mot keep high productivity for a long-term.

Key words: Chinese fir plantation; il fertility; long-term dte productivity



