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(g/kg) ,
N P K Ca Mg ? )
5.521 1.067 4.422 1.491 0.568 , K Ca
5.010 0.784 2.863 1.896 0.828 N P
7.723 0.798 3.155 4.008 0.751
4.700 0.745 2.539 1.267 0.786 , K ) Ca Mg
10. 400 2.064 18.421 19.731 2. 465 ;
7.721 0.937 10.274 29.921 2.365 N K Ca,Mg( P);
6.011 1.329 12.387 20.520 3.212
7.060 0.992 9.509 35.361 5.253 Ca KN Mg P,
+ 31.540 2.373 13.465 5.548 3.818
7.450 1.360 1.430 0.050 0.580 K N Ca Mg P; P K
20.64 1.055 16.976 10.63 3.084
Ca Mg , N
4.680 0.599 14.876 5.086 1.571 Ca Mg
15.880 1.435 15.877 9.852 2.267
6.870 0.986 18.703 3.000 4.354
9.600 1.808 48.617 3.628 3.005 3.2
15.580 1.130 9.211 12.298 2.213
3.710 0.713 3.102 2.535 0.593
(3, 3 447. 07 kg.
3.880 0.263 1.403 2.253 0.400
5.500 0.351 2.965 2.969 1.211 1 336.97 kg, 2.53 ;N
5.090 0.434 1.364 1.304 0.708 P K Ca Mg ,
8.640 1.144 8.954 15.754 1.413
2.1,2.7,4.96,1.66 2.49 ;
5.140 0.655 6.673 17.039 1.845
8.770 0.570 11.494 16.679 2. 676 P Mg
7.560 0.553 4. 884 32.113 4.743 N K Ca
21.000 2.298 11.275 9.653 3.229 K K
5.560 1.210 1.130 0.070 0.590 ’
16.14 0.707 16.160 17.760 3.920 ) 36. 7%, N,
30. 6% , P 4.1%:
,N Ca s 37%  34. 2%, P , 3.8%
2
5 N Ca K Mg P
600 83.
< 500 7% 80. 1%:; 16.3% 19. 9%,
< .
e 5
2 400
: 40% 34%,
& 300
*®
':; 200 4.8% 5.0%,
® 100 13.5%  16.4%,
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100y €@ Ca 90.9%, 115. 7% ,27.1% ,56. 6%,
~ 150l PR 1.7%,97. 0% 57.1%,
§ 300 22.3% ,14.3%; N P K Ca Mg
" 250 1.38,1.92,2. 05,
X 200 1.26,1.46
% 150
1R
& 100
w 50 ’
0 laI=E— = ) >
Y LA KRR ARER N
2 ’
[2]
3 ( :kg/hm?)
(t/hm?) N P K Ca Mg
18.258 100. 80 19. 48 80. 74 27.22 10. 37 238.61
44. 596 223.43 34.96 127. 68 84.55 36.93 507. 55
2.563 19. 80 2.05 8.09 10. 27 1.93 42. 14
14. 672 68. 96 10.93 37.25 18.59 11.53 147. 26
4.564 47. 47 9.42 84.08 90. 06 11.25 242.28
8.524 65. 82 7.99 87.58 255.06 20. 16 436. 61
1.774 10. 66 2.36 21.97 36. 40 5.70 77.09
1.123 7.93 1. 11 10. 68 39.71 5.90 65.33
4. 836 152. 50 11.47 65.10 26. 82 18. 46 274. 35
80. 778 590. 02 83.32 445. 18 483.71 97. 17 1 699. 40
20. 132 107. 35 16. 45 77.99 104. 97 25.06 331.82
15.985 131. 88 20. 88 204. 31 421.23 43.01 821. 31
80. 089 412.99 67.42 253.76 140. 63 60. 76 935.56
100. 910 697. 37 99.77 523.17 588. 68 122.23 2031.22
13.768 218. 64 19.76 218. 60 135. 64 31.21 623. 85
6. 803 46. 74 6.71 127.24 20. 41 29. 62 230.72
8.025 77.04 14. 51 390. 15 29.12 24.12 534.94
0. 096 14. 64 1.10 6.25 2.58 1.77 26. 34
28. 692 357.06 42.08 742. 24 187.75 86.72 1415.85
129. 602 1 054.43 141. 85 1265.41 776. 43 208.95 3447.07

(%) 30.6 4.1 36.7 22.5 6.1 100. 00
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3)
(t/ hm?) N P K Ca Mg
16. 926 62. 80 12. 07 52.50 42.91 10. 04 180. 32
41. 305 160. 26 10. 86 57.95 93. 06 16.52 338. 65
2.222 12.22 0.78 6.52 6. 60 2.69 28. 81
13.930 70.90 6. 05 19. 00 18. 16 9. 86 123.97
4.210 36.37 4.82 37.69 66. 31 5.95 151. 14
7.797 40. 08 5.11 5.25 132. 85 14. 39 197. 68
1. 656 14.52 0.94 19.03 27.63 4.43 66. 55
1. 042 7.88 0.58 5.09 33. 46 4.96 51.95
4. 697 98. 64 10. 79 52.96 45.34 15.17 222.90
74.935 398. 15 43.65 206. 35 380. 47 62. 07 1.090. 69
18. 850 105. 52 8.35 49. 64 85.85 21.92 271.28
14.705 98. 85 11.45 67. 06 260. 25 29.71 467. 32
74.383 306. 18 29.76 135.97 160. 73 39.11 671.75
93.785 503. 67 52.00 255.32 466. 32 83.99 1361.97
(%) 37.0 3.8 18.8 34.2 6.2 100. 0
3.3
, D
4
N K Ca Mg P
, ., Ca ,NPK Mg 5
, 52.2%,18.6% ,34. 6% ,25.5% 27.6%
4 ( tkg/ (hm* a))
N P K Ca Mg
3.36 0. 65 2.69 0.91 0.35 7.96
7.45 1.17 4.26 2.82 1.23 16.93
0. 66 0.07 0.27 0.34 0. 06 1. 40
2.30 0.36 1.24 0. 62 0.38 4.90
1.58 0.31 2.80 3.00 0.38 8.07
2.19 0.27 2.92 8.50 0. 67 14.55
0.36 0. 08 0.73 1.21 0.19 2.57
0.26 0. 04 0.36 1.32 0.20 2.18
+ 152. 50 11. 47 65.10 26. 82 18. 46 274. 36
170. 66 14. 42 80. 37 45.54 21.92 332.92
72. 88 6.59 72. 87 45.21 10. 40 207.95
15.58 2.24 42. 41 6. 80 9.87 76.91
9.63 1.81 48.77 3.64 3.02 66. 87
14. 64 1. 10 6.25 2.58 1.77 26. 34
112.73 11.74 170. 30 58.24 25.06 378. 06
283.39 26. 15 250. 67 103.79 46. 98 710. 98
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( 4)
N P K Ca Mg
2.09 0. 40 1.75 1.43 0.33 6.01
5.34 0. 36 1.93 3.10 0.55 11.29
0. 41 0. 03 0.22 0.22 0. 09 0. 96
2.36 0.20 0.63 0. 61 0.33 4.13
1.21 0.16 1.26 2.21 0.20 5. 04
1.34 0.17 0.18 4.43 0.48 6.59
0.48 0. 03 0.63 0.92 0.15 2.22
0.26 0. 02 0.17 1. 12 0.16 1.73
98. 64 10. 79 52.96 45.34 15.17 222.90
112. 14 12. 16 59.73 59.37 17. 46 260. 87
3.4
( 5.5
363. 26 kg, 252.22 kg,
1.44 | N P K,Ca Mg 5
1.9, 2.54, ( kg/(hm® 3)
1.42,1.05,1.16 ( o+ )
66. 5% 43.5% ( : ( :
N . P ) N 95. 11 46.94 142.05 74. 40
39.1% 2.28%, P 4.86 3.41  8.27 3.26
Ca P K 78.25 27.75 106.00 74. 63
’ ’ Ca 49.00 37.05  86.05 81.86
32.3% 1.29%, Mg 14.22 6.67 20.89 18.07
, 241.44  121.82 363.26  252.22
3.5
Albert(1930) (
— + )[6] , w — +
+ " 6 ,
N P K Ca Mg 5
1083.43 710.98 363.26 9.19 kg/ hmz, 520.27 260.86 252.22

7.19 kg/hm’, 108.24%, 172. 55% ,44. 03% , 27. 82%
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( ) P ) ,
Ca N Mg K P, :Ca K Mg N P, Ca ,P
, Ca ,P ,P 7
, Ca NP K Mg ,
6 ( kg/(hm2 a))
N P K Ca Mg
283.39 26. 15 250.67 103.79 46.98 710. 98
142. 05 8.27 106.00 86.05 20. 89 363.26
6.30 1.15 1.21 0.04 0.49 9.19
431.74 35.57 357.88 189. 88 68. 36 1 083. 43
1 695. 129 1 085.074 1789.941 13 380.984 2 459.374 20 410. 50
(8] 0.33 0.23 0.30 0.45 0.31 0.34
9] 0.255 0.033 0.199 0.014 0.028 0.053
112. 14 12.16 59.73 59.37 17.46 260. 86
74. 40 3.26 74.63 81. 86 18.07 252.22
4.70 1.02 0.96 0.01 0.50 7.19
191.24 16. 44 135.32 141.24 36.03 520.27
1679. 817 1 001. 682 2 643.295 7731. 696 2 861.778 15 918.270
0.39 0.20 0.55 0.58 0.50 0.48
0.114 0.016 0.051 0.018 0.013 0.033
4 b5tk
(1 N P .K
, Ca Mg ; P K
Ca Mg s s N
(2 N P K Ca,Mg 5
2.1,2.7,4.96,1.66,2.49 2.53 ,
5 83.7% 80.1%
(3) N K Ca Mg P,
(4) , .
1.4 N P K Ca Mg 1.92.54 1.42 1.05 1.16 ;
N , Ca ,
34% , , >
(5) 5 1083.43 kg/hm’, 2.1

?
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Research on Biological Cycle of Nutrient Elements in
Plantation of Rubber Intercropped with Amomum Longiligulare

Zhou Zaizhi Zheng H aishui Yang Zengjiang Yin Guangtian Chen K angtai

Abstract  In rubber ( H evea brasiliensis) plantation intercropped with A momum
longiligulare(RA) and pure rubber plantation(PP) of 30-year-old, biomass and nutrient ele-
ments (N P K Ca Mg)of each component of tree, intercrops and litters were detected. Net
accumulation and biological cycle of nutrient elements of two plantations have been compara—
tively studied. The results showed that annual accumulative and uptake amount of 5 nutrient
elements of RA was 3 447. 07 and 1 083. 43 kg/hmz, 2. 53 and 2.1 times of PP respectively.
Annual return amount of RA was 363.26 kg/hmz, among which N P K Ca Mg was 1.9,
2.54,1.42,1.05, 1. 16 times of PP respectively. With the comparison of 5 nutrient elements,
the return amount of N was more in RA system, and P less for two plantations. Although the
cycle coefficient of RA was lower than that of PP, the absorption coefficient was higher than
that of PP, that means intercropping can improve rubber tree and A . longiligulare to uptake
soil nutrients.

Key words rubber tree A momum longiligulare intercropping nutrient elements

biological cycle
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