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Environmental Effects and Growth Analysis of the Mixted Forest Plantations

of Fokienia hodginsii and Pinus massoniana

WANG Qing-tian
(Anxi Forestry Bureau, Anxi, Fujian 362400, China)

Abstract: The mixed forests of Pinus massoniana and Fokienia hodginsii,as well as the pure ones were
built respectively on the cutting blanks of Cunninghamia lanceolata. Comparative analysis on the growth
increment,stand biomass and soil physico-chemical properties of different forest stands were carried out af-
ter 13-year management. The results showed that the mixed forest with P. massoniana and F. hodginsii
could improve the stand volume, biomass, and soil fertility. The stand volume of mixed forest was higher
than that of pure P.massoniana or F. hodginsii forest,accounting for 14. 01% and 39. 19% , respectively,
while the total stand biomass increased by 14. 20 t » hm “and 33.57 t » hm™*,respectively. The soil physi-
co-chemical properties of mixed forest were also improved in different degrees, which enhanced the soil fer-
tility.
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1 3R 530 b B

T 30 b, 15 A A A 2 1 R REURE A 0L Ll
£ T 118°06'02"E, 25°04'35"N, )@ §g W A 5 v M
e WAL s —4AE DU =43 B L R K FE T, A AL 4R
SRR 20°C, BEF & 1 800 mm, 25 AR X I B
820 7e 41 A PR 14°C B R 1°C .7 H
O3 29°C Mg it 38°C 0 24E=10C I 3)
LR 7 000°C , G 348 d. ¥ Ak HLJE A2 AR AR
M AR 262~361 m, WAz, S PR B 217,
TR LT, LR B SR WL AE ) 2 pH (H 4. T~
5.2, T # k4 I (Rhodomyrtus tomentosa ) « [
% (Imperata cylindrica) . 75 H ‘B (Dicranopteris
dichotoma) & 77 % Bk (Blechnum orientale) %5,
B 60~100 cm, J@ [l 2557 Hb 2% .

2 MHErEk

2.1 MEigit

1997 4 10 F o X 8L 3 19 42 A AR 7= bR ARG
M AT R R 3, B8 A 20 hm® . AR 9 LR E
] A 3 AN DX, 43 ) oA A A S R AA TR A AR
(A AR (B) L5 B AR 2 AR (C) . AR ML R
FH PR % b 3% AR BEATHE 2 m X 2 m, S8R 50 em

X40 cm X 30 cm , EEH R FHIZH b R 4, BT
IRt 0.5 kg Wt BERRES . 50h HIER PR S, H
HORAEHCR T 1 0 1 AT RNE S Moy =K.

22 EMREEER

2.1.1 #AR#EHA 1998 FHETEM. AN 1 4F
AMBARTEAR, AT . WA & E R AL E
P o A AR B AR T 44 0. 32 em T T
38 cm, MR B A2 4 0. 35 em, H T
RS S E X =1 o N NS DR S R NI N
R AR YR I AR A

2.1.2 22%8 BEMNE.ERES—6 H.8—9
AG&EHLE 1 R ESILERE ML 3 a, &5
MM 0.1 kg JRZEM 0.1 kg A, &G M
YRR K AP B %, WORAEK S 8 a5,
TR A P 2o K R B O 4 2% L MROKR TR 2E K 5
G Bl MR A /NS Bf— AR A B i A
KR . AR m AR 2 K o 08 bR 254 A1 2E AR
AR FH BOR  38 F A 0 B Y F 2008 4R
BOARIS 10 a B HEFT 1 W FZ4EE IR, £ RF Y
V)£ L A1) 4 i 48 AR T ) AR AR R 2 [l Ak
HR 266 ~30% AR EEHRECR T0%0~T40, MAaHE
RIGARILFE 1.
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Table 1  Thinning intensity and retaining trees of the experimental areas

. bR NTTEA WIAE % B ‘ [i] £ 5k i8] £ R B RS MR TR R RN B
M2 AR ) ) IS b JE . .
/hm? /(B « hm™?) Gk /% /(B « hm2) /(Bk « hm™2) /C /%
WA A mEM 3.3 1250 0.98 28 325 900 18.8 82.0
HEM 3.3 1250 1. 00 30 371 867 18.6 82.0
At/ 3.3 2 500 0.99 29 696 1767 18.7 82.0
aitk B FEEM 3.3 2 500 0.96 26 637 1813 19.0 81.0
aitk C  HEMHR 3.3 2 500 0.97 28 693 1782 19.0 80. 0
23 SMAERERSH N BORR AR Ot B8O BEATL A 245 2 A0 62 00 <L
2.3.1 HHAEKZFTHEE 20104 12 J . FEHAKX M ANV (R D)

PN T8 6 B 1 B, G 53] A R B8 R B Al AR I AR A3 Y
A A K Py Il 25, 458 25.8 mX25.8
m (I B A 3 A CREFPOAR 23 3 A) o % 4 L i 47
% N ) N = S =N N T AN 5l A= 9 o o
Pio 484 A ROR Z o0 A BV RS B RO 1y
AR PR A B P42 25 B ST 18 K PR B b R 3 LA AH
SR R VATIR Y73 O B e 7 A R VAT TR AR AN 5
ZIM BT RE AR

Vi = 0.000 058 1 D% 35 1 po-891033 01 (D

Vi = 0.000 052 76D" 52 161 ft-000 317 (2)

R B = Bk b OO O B8 % (3)
2.3.2 MBI AEMM 2008 4E 10 A 27 H 11.
00~14:00 X i V2 B XM . 76 AR 53 169 11 1) s 7 b
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B2 VR R H T AR AR 0 R R R A AR R
SARE Ay HRAE AR (D >4 mm) | 4HARY (D <4
mm) FRE, [F I, SRR A A A A Al 300~500 g 4 Al
EAMET e S KR RS H S T ECEY
EOR i RS i S R DATIR AV 7/

2.3.4 XBERBESH RS FEH L IZ S
T S ) T AN I T MRR U A s R R ML AR ST R
PRER 22 13 (5~6 550 2 BB I8 A 5 AR T 01 43 %)
K 0~20 cm.20~40 em + 2 IR G HREM SR
b2 M, 3R F 100 em® B “2F J 37 R 8 0~ 20
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ARG HAREKE S
AR A KRB 1 GEH 45 2R (R 2) AT LU
H L 13 AR A AR A R R P R S AR CAD B PR A Y

3.1

SRR Al bl AR AT AR (B) L S R AR AR (O Y
B e B 11, 09%0. 5. 57% . AR 4 S B oRL
5.01%. 15. 67%, B 5™ 4 B 3 fin 14, 62%.
5.83% A% F a2 Bl hn 30. 23% .20. 00% . B kk 4
AT I 16. 67 % ,40. 00% , IR AR A3 & L 4
AR (B.O 425 14.01%.39.19%,
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Table 2 Comparison of growth between pure forest and mixed forest

- WAE % S X - g A2 -2 iR BT Wﬂm %.zﬁ”ﬁ
/(Fk + hm™2) /m /cm /m /m /m? /m?

WA A mEM 900 10. 21 13.82 3.18 1.01 0.08 72.00
M 867 11.02 12.16 3.72 1. 20 0. 06 52.02

INTF/ Y 1767 10. 62 12.99 3.45 1.12 0.07 124. 02

aifk B FEE@M 1813 9.56 12.37 3.01 0. 86 0. 06 108.78
aitk  C  HEHR 1782 10. 06 11.23 3. 26 1. 00 0.05 89.10
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i AN 5 R AN R S AR BREE J3 A1 J2 R AR
0 EER L MG, PH O B S AR b s/ 7 TR 2R T ]
AR AR L 3 8 2 SR D b TR 28 % . AR/
SBFEAE PR A O TR S AR CAD [ K 43 9 O 2 1
Fe AR (B OO AR 3 1 243 B2 43 53] T B 0. 2°C AN
0. 4°C AR 1. 24 % ~2.50% , T A X 92 B W 1 4f
MBLOA3 5 0. 520 F1 0.3% . ] WL, 4% A1 5
T 2 AN TR 28 T 5 RPN 11 B 5 3R B R PV L A
Bl F AR 2 AROR AR K bRk A1 AT
33 AEAMKSEYMELLRSH

U Nva a7/ Bl Bl 7% i Y AN a1 1
FRATE CHLAR AR AR . AN [R)AR 20A  a 45 AR
AN (R 3) IR A MG B AW RS T Ak B.C
AR B A o3 S 33,57 t « hm * Al 14. 20 t
« hm o il A o 4 B3 29. 09 ¢« hm?
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R VAR Z 4R S MR AR AR i . T A S AT
AR A A S R I A T R A Al bR AR R e A
M -2 WA AR BLC o B A KB i/ it |
PRA Py D o MR R O3 R R SR A KR R K
Wi AN AR A AR R A0/ . 2 AP AlibR BLC AR
BMAWE D BTk B.C iy APy & IR S AR
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Table 3 Comparison of growth increment with different forest stands

g Mo EFRSY/ (e hm ®) M FHB4Y/(t s hm %) B

+ B i ait HAE HIAR AR ait /(t+ hm %)
Rk A fEEMH 32.40 13.96 4.86 51.22 4.28 2.72 1.12 8.12 59. 34
RN 31.20 18.72 5.34 55. 26 4.90 2.64 1.08 8.62 63.88
N2 63. 60 32.68 10. 20 106. 48 9.18 5.36 2.20 16. 74 123. 22
ik B AEM 48.95 21.10 7.34 77.39 6.46 411 1.69 12.26 89.65
aidk  C RN 53.40 32.04 9.08 94.52 8.38 4.52 1. 60 14.50 109. 02
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3.4.1 FRRMEEAFEA S HEREMK
AR A, 3R R R B bR b 1 S ) e
MIVERZ . HHE0 IE IR 20 B 52 ) MROR 1 2B
KEAH., HEAEHRWNESERGE O ER, 54
ARG B A C AHE IR AR A 9+ 48 pH {H A L

R A N2 Po4 K DL HER NLPLK %k
MR AR A N R R 4R S . L2 0~20 em
) 5 SRR S B AT C AH LTRSS AR A R4+
9 pH {H /3 IR 1. 96 %1 4. 00 % . A5 WL 43 Bl 42
B 2.890 M 3.73% . LIEF A N 2P 2K &t
B4y 0. 98% . 1. 49% . 0. 98% ., C 43 5l 4
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3.00%.4.62% .2, 14 % ; KA N.P.K A& H# B 4.08%.4.92%.9. 71% ., HiEEARER R -5,
SR E 2. 00%., 2. 50%, 3. 67% . C 4 4% & HER5 R B ) LA B TR e
F4 TEARSLENFERMOLER
Table 4 Comparison of soil chemical properties with different forest stands
v RE R [ s L AL /0 [T B 1
e ﬂxﬂii&i oH fi . ??;}‘%q;ﬁ /% . Nﬂkﬁd{ﬁm/;mg kg >K HHUR ) %
B A A 0~20 5.2 1.03 0. 68 6.21 102 5.33 113 35. 28
o R 20~40 5.1 0.99 0. 65 6.09 100 5.19 109 34.76
S 5.2 1.01 0. 67 6.15 101 5.26 111 35.02
4l B TR 0~20 5.1 1.02 0.67 6.15 100 5.20 109 34.29
20~40 4.9 0.98 0. 64 6.00 98 5.11 105 33.76
e 5.0 1. 00 0. 66 6.08 99 5.16 107 34.03
itk C LEPENN 0~20 5.0 1. 00 0. 65 6.08 98 5.08 103 34,00
20~40 4.7 0.96 0.63 5. 90 96 5.01 100 33.42
S 4.9 0.98 0. 64 5.99 97 5.05 102 33.72

3.4.2 RE LEHEMEKR S RS A Hal
MRS BLC (1) £ 12 4 B o 0 e 45 R R (R 5D,
AL 0~20 cm B J& 0~40 m + 2 IR M4 A
(14 45 004 BEPAIR B4 A F 4l ARk 2 B A C. L 0~20
cm - Z A B IR A B A T AR S B
FC 433w T 0. 92 % F1 1. 83 % . 1 18 < EE 43 ) 2
BT0.87T M 3. 120 I RFEAKE RS T

1. 87 Y6l 2. 86 % » BAF FE/AK 43 8 T 1. 45 %0 Al
4.42% , I ERE K R4y R T 0. 546 1. 675,
BELBE S T 0.54% M 2.55% . EBE 1L
BRREZ» 3R T 3. 57 %% M1 3. 87 % . B FLBR 43 B
PR T 0.95% 2. 68% . 3 FLBR B fiE Sk + 5
(R FF 7K 2 TR S MROPR b b 3% )2 L 40 K TR 75 7K TR B
TR, B B4 OR R AR K P

K5 FEEMIEREBZHK. AR TEYEERNLE

Table 5 Comparison of soil physical properties with pure forest and mixed forest
p— HURE R B A RFKE BEROKE HEKkE BEARE JEEE S LR R WA
o fem  [(geem ) /% /% JGebmet /% RLBUE/% /% /%
B A Feyce sl 0~20 1.09 47.98 41.33 35.33 45. 05 7.25 52. 30 18. 50
o R 20~40 1.11 46.71 40. 33 35.27 44,77 7.08 51.85 18. 40
S 1. 10 47,35 40. 83 35.55 44,91 7.17 52.08 18. 45
4li bk B pinxEiy el 0~20 1. 10 47.10 40. 74 35. 14 44, 81 7.00 51.81 18. 34
20~40 1.13 45. 36 39. 26 35.07 44. 36 6. 89 51.25 18. 28
Sy 1.12 46. 23 40. 00 35.11 44.59 6.95 51.53 18. 30
afi R C =2 VN 0~20 1.11 45. 87 39.58 34.75 43.93 6.98 50.91 17.94
20~40 1. 14 44. 37 38. 46 34.59 43. 44 6.74 50. 18 17.77
S ¥4 1.13 45.12 39.02 34.67 43.69 6. 86 50. 55 17. 86
4 i h it BEXE ) |
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: = e - = e cae,1987,23(4) :389-397. (in Chinese)
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