FEAL bR Be 4R 2012, 27(4): 157~159
Journal of Northwest Forestry University

doi:10. 3969/j. issn. 1001-7461. 2012. 04. 30

ot

RIS R EM L E IR YK

EATLERA ATE T AR

L7 P B A ML B =TS B )78 B 77 53000252, 17 P4 B A7 milEAR . 71 BT 5300025
S.TTPIMAML P RAF LTV BT 530022)

W OEENBERS 2FNEFRPEFBLERHERL 2] 57, NEM TR ARG TR .E5
HBANBREFBEHRG IR AT OFHRFIREF L EGTAARRTTHL., ZREAN. 4
FHHEF AR T RSB E R ERA IR H AT d F R P EAF 0.6 hm? “# 7 21
T FETA 264132 kg, AR AR FENEZH T LB FHKF A2 d T REIAMAA L FHA
IR A E EAEA 3306.25 4 « hm P, A @AAHEKTFLEAFHKE; E/ELETAR
KERANBIRAEN LA E LR P ARG LZ RIERT LRAXTEE., BRFHEREFLAE
AR — AT, AR 21 F7E AR T AR N EH,

KEBI hR BN S RA

R E4SFEES.S794. 4 XHERARRRD A XEHS:1001-7461(2012)04-0157-03

A Preliminary Report on the Intercropping Peanut in the New Oil Tea Plantation

WANG Dong-xue' , ZENG Wen-jun', YANG Ju-hua’, YE Hang'® , LIAO Jian-hua’, LIU Shi-ning’

(1. Guangxi Zhuang Autonomous Region Forestry Research Institute , Nanning, Guangxi 530002, China;
2. Guangxi Gao feng State Forest Farm , Nanning, Guangxi 530002, China;

3. Guangxi Forestry Group Ltd. , Nanning, Guangxi 530022, China)

Abstract: An experiment was carried out in intercropping peanut within a 2-year-old Camellia olei fera plantation
cultivated with an improved variety named “Guihua 21”. The feasibility of intercropping was studied from the as-
pects of the impact of the intercropping on the growth of Camellia olei fera , economic benefits from intercropping.,
and the consumption of the soil fertility of the intercropping. The results showed that no significant side effects
were observed on the growth of young Camellia olei fera seedlings caused by the intercropping. The yields of the
peanut were reached to 2 641. 32 kg after 0. 6 hectares of “Guihua 21” were intercropped per hectare of Camellia
olei fera plantation, significantly higher than the national average yield. However, the profits were just 3 306. 25
yuan RMB ¢ hm * because lack of mechanization led to the higher labor costs, less than the national average yield.
Fertilizing with a large amount of phosphates to peanut could improve soil phosphorus content, but reduced availa-
ble potassium content in the soil. Thus, it is feasible to intercrop peanut in new Camellia olei fera plantations, and
“Guihua 217 is suitable cultivar for inter-planting.
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Table 1  Growth conditions of young oil tea plantation intercropped with peanut
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Table 2 Input & output of intercropping peanut in

new oil tea plantation
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Table 3 Soil nutrient status of oil tea forest intercropped by peanut
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