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AEE REA

(1 %edy REKFHRFR SN 510642;2 T A& 4F Mk A, )

H H

S718.51

(5""7 ) ’

. . . (Farrington et al, 1976;
Hillis, 1972; Hall et al, 1973,

b

) ~ N

. . ( . 1990; . 1992; Evans, 1991),
1
1990 12 1994 4
. 1995 .
. «
» ,
2
21
211 FIFEEAE ZFHS 1993~194 4~11 .
2~3 , , 1.
1 . ’ . H
1
; C /h /mm /mm /(%)
4~ 11 26 2 161. 3 203 4 278 8 82. 5
12~3 17. 0 75 4 21. 8 104 3 81. 4

1995 11—03 4 A3



21.2 AMER MRAENTHLERKEXRI 1993 ~ 1994 4 12
1 (Eucalyptus leizhouensis No. 1) (E. wurophylla) s 4~
11 <« )y 12~3 ( ) s 2.
2 ( )
1
/ m / cm /m>*(hm?) ! / m / cm /m>*(hm?) !
4~11 0.16 0 20 2 43 0 14 0 29 2 36
12~3 0.17 0 07 2 43 012 0 11 1. 97
9. 12 285 71 100 116 67 263 64 119 80
AGZD)
2 . . H.D.V
116. 67%.263. 64 % 119. 80 %; s
) 3
, . (1995
, (E. camaldulensis) 7 15. 44 mol® (m? = s) !
(E. tereticoruis) (E.exserta) 10.54 Pmol* (m”>*s) ' 9.71 #mol* (m”*s) '
, 3 5.21 *mol® (m2°s) ! 5.58 #mol° (m?°s) !
5.45 tmol® (m*°s) ' 11~13
9~11
s . 12 (E. ABL12) ,
2.2
221 F NEL A DRI
, . (D) (Qa),
48 m ~150 m, — — ,
2 (Qb), 7 m )
’ ) . (3) ®, 1
S0m, 2 122 m,
3 (I, )
(11, ) CIIL ).
2.2.2 =X I EAMR R LT A 1992 12 s 3

3.
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3 (6 )
N P K N P K
g'kg ! mg kg !
I 23.93 0. 903 0.398 4.47 90. 25 2.10 19.04
11 7.70 0. 256 0.140 — 30.32 2.98 12. 67
11 9.96 0. 330 0.172 3.77 26.04 2.50 8. 57
pH<H20) < 0.01lmm
B N
/(:mol°kg71 /(%) /Mg® (m™) /(%) Ly
I 5.23 6.28 64. 46 1. 09 45.69 59. 36
11 5.60 3.27 — — 1. 40 26.25 46.91
il 5.34 2.91 22. 50 1. 49 20.79 43.77
3 , 3 I o 1 | I ,
(1983) I .10 (E. citriodra)(17~18 ) 1 (6 )
4,
4 [ I
/ m / cm /m>(hm®) ' /m (hm? ) ' /. (hm?) !
I« ) 20. 90 16 9 138 712 5 8 1596 780
[I1¢ ) 17. 50 151 90 383 2 5 3166 915
1 I ( ) 12 17 10 4 119 100 O 19. 8500 3 450
[1I¢ ) 10. 97 73 85 303 5 13 1200 3 450
4 , 1 I , 17
53.4%,6 1 51.29 %. 3
; (59. 36 %), (6. 82 cmol/kg)
N I , ,
) o I
2.3
23,1 ExEARESR A .
, . 12 . . (E. grandis)
) , . 5
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, 4 Pmol° (m°s) !

4 ) 2

15 m>/hm?°a.

’ 8 3

D3 )

/m> (hm? 2 !

/tmol*(m?®s) 1 /Hmole (m*s) !

1986 03 16 766
1986.07
12 1986.03 17.590
1986.07
1 1986 03 21. 231
1986 07
1986 03 -
1986 07
1986 03 22 061
1986 07
1986 03 20. 915
1986 07
1986 03 -
1986 07

15 303

4 34
8.95
3.78
10. 76
335
927
5 45
971
424
6 62
521
15 44
558
10 54

0 88 4.93
2.79 3.21
0. 79 4.78
3. 10 3.47
L 13 2.97
3 49 2.66
0 82 6. 65
4 09 2.37
394 1. 68
4 43 3.49
4 09 2.58

D ASREAE GG LR S A COy B2, AR £ £ {avtdir E¥ {5040 A
H,0 8945t &, Ko AIR £AH SR FE R E 2 {0

23.2 W ARE AL 80
. . 4.5~6.0

12 000 /hm’ 39 000/hm".

1200 /hm”> 120 /hm’.

m>/hm? °a 9.0 ms/hmz"a,

2.4

241 XEHEEGRE 1960 ,

4.035m>/hm’a 1/4.

N 192%.P 18.9%. K 21.2%; I

7.1%, .

24.2 BHRFHER , 111
N.P.K 4.02kg.0.9 kg 2.53 ke,

/hm?

2

120~ 135 /hm?,
0 .
. 4.8
(1993)
: I
N 10.4%.P 9 7%, K

Im’ 1 ,

8. 73 ke, 6.18 kg
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486 kgu ’ s
, 1 il , 6.
II. I 52.22% ~146. 25 %, I 35.10% ~
93.20%.
6 1 kg/ hm?
1 2 3 4 5
B 9. 50 28 50 56 25 82 50 90. 00
/m> (hm?») !
N 81.43 42. 46 82 30 95 43 60. 45 361. 98
P 24. 80 12 71 22 56 22 46 7 11 890 64
K 67. 56 28 34 53 84 5561 22.42 22777
2.5
2.5, 1 iy XeyE 30 cm.
, 60 cm , 20 cm ~50 cm ,

2.5.2 AL A F A RE

b

(Ananas comasas ) «

(Stylosanthes guyanensis)

(Tephrosis candida ). I 1 5 ,
26. 44 m’/hm’, 44.6 %; 3778.95 kg/hm’, 116. 8%;
(0 cm ~20 ¢m ) , 0.50 ¢/kg, N 0.06¢g/kg, P 0.01 g/ke, P
4.0 mg/ kg, K 2.3 mg/kg ( , 1991; , 1994),
0 cm ~60 cm 0.609 kg/m3 » 20 em ~40 cm 30 cm,
) ) 7.
7 1
1.5 35
( 1987 1D ( 1992 11
/Mmol®(m?°s) ! /m**(hm*) !
7.22 1.23 1. 611 55992
7.94 1. 31 2. 286 75052

2 5.3, A3 Ak Fe F PR S AR A AW EE . 90



4 91
, 4 8051.33 12
Ws 3000 hm? .
1~2 ’
s , 15~18
3, . , 4.5m3/hm2°a~
6.0 m*/hm*°a 15m®/hm?a~225 m3/hm2°a,
2.6
. 1966  ~ 1993 243.3  /hm?
1500 /hm* 3.45 m’/hm*°a 15 m*/hm*°a
3
(D )
(12 ) 16.6 m>/hm*°a ~19.3 m’/hm** a,
13. lm3/hmz"a~ 15. 3Om3/hm2°a, ,
@) ) )
’ ’ (N ~ P\ K ~
CaMg) 161. 15 kg/ hm?, 127. 87 kg/hm*  1.26
3 ( . . Dy
(GY) ) s
27.61% 10 ) 33.09%(6 1 ). s
(kg/hmz) N 51.42 33.38, P 2. 97 1. 87, K 9. 81
7.22, Ca 30.79 7.45, Mg 16 27 5. 31, 3.0 m>’hm ~
7.5 m*/hm?.
&) (Eucalyptus) (Pinus). (Acacia) ,
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A STUDY ON THE LIMITING FACTORS TO THE PRODUCTIVITY
OF EUCALYPT PLANTATION IN LEIZHOU PENINSULA

Liu Youmei' Wu X ueshi’®
(1 Forest College, South China Agr. Univ., Guangzhou, 510642;
2 Leizhou Foresty Bureau of Guangdong Province)

Abstract

Based on the ecosy stem atic characteristics of short rotation eucalypt plantations shown in pre-
vious researches, the paper comprehensively analyses and appraises the limiting factors to the
productivity of eucalypt plantations — climate, variety, soil, fertilization, managemental
measures and investment structure. The purpose of the paper is to identify optimal produc-
tion programs giving out high output while also preserving eco—environment for the rational

management of eucalypt plantations.

Key words eucalypt plantation; productivity; limiting factors



