FOAEARAEBE R 2005, 20(4); 56~59

Journal of Northwest Forestry University

SRS EE RS REETERR
FREE, SBRE, KEEL MEH, KE

(1. B ERAD B AR 2B , BEVE PEEZ 710100; 2. Ha LB AR LR, BR TS BB 712100)

B B ARG ERE FROLERRL AL ER AT T LBRHAE, Eb ks bt
2R EFRATIEMN, F RS T ZRER, BB 46 MESGH IR R K. k284, pH 14, <0. 001
mm AR FREDNEFRSBFOI, 40 8NN RE LERRE BHEERRAL
HETHAE ST HALETAKRNGEZFRART,320 T%h‘kﬁﬁr:}*ﬂ:é 160 hm? #9.L %
RAEFRWAOSLEZEFTE,

XA 2 dm LRI L RRE LB EFE

hE %S .S759. 82 SCRRARIRAD: A X EHS :1001-7461(2005)04-0056-04

The Investigation of Growing Conditions of Macrocarpium officinalis on the
South Slope of Qinling Mountains and Its Categorizing Operation Plan

DONG Jian-hui', QIAN Shuan-ti’, ZHANG Jian-chang?, HAO Jian-kun’, ZHANG Guo-zhen’
(1. Shaanzi Vocational Technical College, Xi'an,Shaanzi 710100 ,China; 2. Yangling Vocational Technical College,
Yangling ,Shaanzi 712100,China)

Abstract : The authors investigated soil fertility at the Macrocarprim officinalis base of Longcaoping Bureau
of Forestry in the main production zone on the south slope of Qinling Mountains, then evaluated soil quali-
ty there and classified different categories of growing conditions of macrocarpium officinalis. According to
the analysis about the soil nutrients of 46samples, including their organic substances(%), quick-acting ni-
trogen{ug/g) » quick-acting phosphorus (ug/g), pH values, <<0. 001mm clay grains (%) and types of soil
texture, and according the records of the investigations about the directions and degrees of slopes, thick-
ness of soil, thickness of humic soil, content of conglomerates of 88 soil sections, the authors found out
main factors which affect growing of macrocarpium officinalis, and pointed out a categorizing operating
plan to the M. officinalis Base of Longcaoping Bureau of Forestry, offered a scientific basis for intensive
management of M. officinalis on the south slope of Qinling Mountains.

Key words :south slope of Qinling Mountains ; Macrocarpium officinalis; soil investigation ;categorizing op-
erating plan
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Table 1 Grading of soil quality
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Table 2 The level of the growth of the condition of

M. officinalis
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Table 3 The types of site condition in the base of M. officinalis
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Table 4 The maim limited factors of M. officinalis
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Table 5 The classified program of M. officinalis base of Longcaoping Forest Bureau
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