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H(cm) Do(cm) Wa Ws Wi Wu Wi
1 CK 12.0h 0.11¢g 0.084 j 0.035 h 0.049 j 0.033f 0.117 k 0. 100 15
(1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
2 P 23.5 ¢ 0.274d 3.348 d 0.890e 2.458 ¢d 1.307 ¢ 4.655d 0.582 8
(2.0) (2.5) (39.9)  (25.4)  (%0.2)  (39.6)  (39.8)
3 N 16.2 ¢ 0.14 f 0.381 i 0.066 h  0.315hi  0.105f 0.486 i 0.176 13
(1.4) (1.3) (4.5) (1.9) (6.4) (3.2) (4.2)
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7 NK 25.4d 0.21e 0.797h  0.340 g 0.457h 0.395 e 1.192h 0. 345 10
(2. 1) (1.9) (9.5) (9.7) (9.3) (12.0)  (10.2)
8 NPK 31.4b 0.30b 3.364 d 1.171 d 2.193 e 1.090d 4.454 de 0. 659 5
(2.6) (2.7) (40.0) (33.5) (4. 8) (33.0) (38.1)
9 A 161g 0.11g 02195 0.058}h 0.1615; 0.086f 0.305jk  0.143 14
(1.3) (1.0) (2.6) (1.7) (3.29) (2.6) (2.6)
10 PA 32.0b 0.30be 4.868 b 1.558 b 3.310b 1.486 b 6.354 b 0.783 3
(2.7) (2.7) (58.0)  (44.5)  (61.6)  (45.0)  (54.3)
11 NA 18.5¢ 0.15 ¢ 0.309 jj 0.106 h 0.203 0.124 ¢ 0. 433 jj 0.177 12
(1.5) (1.4) (3.7) (3.0) (4. 1) (3.8) (3.7)
12 KA 23.3 e 0.21e 1.530 g 0.547 0.983 ¢ 0.494 e 2.024 ¢ 0.378 9
(1.9) (1.9) (18.2) (15.6) (20. 1) (15.0) (17.3)
13 NPA 33.4 a 0.31b 3.826¢ 1.345¢ 2.481 ¢ 1.417 be 5.243 ¢ 0.738 4
(2.7) (2.8) (45.5)  (38.4)  (30.6)  (42.9)  (44.8)
14 PKA 35.5a 0.35a 3.872¢ 1.572b  2.300 de 1.515b 5.387 ¢ 0. 794 2
(3.0) (3.2) (46.1)  (44.9)  (46.9)  (45.9)  (46.0)
15 NKA 25.1d 0.20 e 1.461 ¢ 0.376 g 1.085 g 0.464 e 1.925¢ 0.378 9
(2.1 (1.8) (17.4)  (10.7)  (2.1)  (14.1)  (16.5)
16 NPKA 31.4p 0.37 a 5.905 2.029 4 3.876 a 2.369 a 8.274 4 0.969 1
(2.6) (3.4) (70.3) (58.0) (7. 1) (71.8) (70.7)
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Mineral Nutrient Experiment of FEucalyp tus grandis
Seedlings on Latored Soil

Zhong Chonglu

Abstract In greenhouse, 16 nutrient treatments were conducted in latored soil, with £ u—
calypius grandis Hillex Maiden. T he 16 treatments were CK(no nutrients, control), P, N, K,
NP, PK, NK, NPK, A (- NPK modified UWA stock solution), NA, PA, KA, NPA, PKA,
NKA and NPKA. The results showed that there were significant differences in seedling
height, diameter and biomass production between 15 nutrient treatments and control( CK);
Except the height of single P treatment, all indexes( height, diameter and biomass) of the
treatments with P nutrient were more than those of the treatments without P nutrient, and
there were significant difference in height, diameter and biomass between the treatments with
P nutrient and the treatments without P nutrient; The rates of height/ diameter of treatments
with P nutrient were all less than that of the control treatment, on the contrary, the rates at
single N, K, A and their combined treatments were all more than that of control treatment;
Based on height, diameter, biomass above ground, root biomass and total biomass, by the
Multiple Objective Strategic Decision Analysis methods, 16 nutrient treatments were opti—
mized and arranged from the excellent to the poor: NPKA> PKA> PA> NPA> NPK> PK>
NP> P> KA, NKA> NK> K> NA> N> A> CK. Meanwhile, their distribution relation—
ships among different parts of biomass were described.
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