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Distribution and Accumulation of K in Litchi chinesis Tree

CHEN Jing'*’

, FAN Xiao-ling' , SUN Guang-ming”
(1 College of Resources and Environment,South China Agricultural University, Guangzhou 510642 ,China;
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2 South Subtropical Crops Research Institute, Chinese Academy of Tropical Agricultural Sciences,Zhanjiang 524091 , China )

Abstract ; The 16 — 20 parts of root,stem and leaf in nine-year-old Litcht chinesis Feizixiao and Heiye and

three-year-old Litchi Feizixiao after harvest were collected to analyze their K concentration of different

parts and organs. The results showed that the K concentration of different parts and organs was significant-

ly different,the K concentration in the new mature leaf stalk was high, the K concentration in old leaf

stalk and cortex of the last lateral branch was moderate and the K concentration in the root collar,the xy-

Im of main stem and the main root was low. The K concentration of shoots and roots decreased with the di-

ameter increase , however the decreased extent in the mature trees was more than the young tree. The K

accumulation in shoots and leaves of the Feizixiao tree was more than that in its roots,and the K accumu-

lation in the last lateral branch of mature Feizixiao tree occupied 58. 7% of the total K in tree.
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