Forest Research

PR L SEIe S AR AR AL
PR 5 3 HuE AT AT
EIFER Farde

34 ; 200
20
9 ” 5
1.88  hm’ 200 ,
() (13
1 B AFMH
1.1
,21°57'47"  22°19'27" N, 106°39'50" 106°59'30" E
’ ’ ) 40 km, 34 km, 4
hmz, 1 . 88 hmz 1 ° B ’ D)
) , ; 20.5 21.5 , 12.3  13.
1 ,=210 6900 7518 , 1379 mm, 1300 1 700 mm;
-1.5
: , ( Miscanthus
floridulus (Labill.) Warb.) , (Dicrang teris linearis (Burm) Uderw.) H
( Microstegium ciliatum Trin) , (Musa balbisiana
Colla) (Rhodomyrtus tomentosa (Ait.)Hassk.)
1996—11—15

, ( 532600)
* - " ‘ () )



(Ap orosa chinensis (Champ. ) Merr. ) (Eup atorium oderatum L.) ;
(Blechnum orientale L..) , (Cymbe ogon tortilis Presl. ) (Impera—
ta cylindrica L.) (Cunninghamia lanceolata (Lamb.) Hook.)
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Lecomte) (Michelia macelurei Dandy) (Illicium verum Hook.f.)
; (T ectona grandis L.1.) (Gmelina arborea Roxb.)
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N P K pH
- (N) (P205) (K20) Ca Me K Na
(em) ON (%)
o (g/kg) (cmol/kg)
1049 110.44 4.08502.952 3.465 157 4.85 1.231 0.711 0.908 0.42 5235 29.901 17.51
0 20
800 40.46 1.54131.722 2.235 152 452 0.95 0.272 0.360 0.287 3.098 15.509 19.98
B, 69.15 2.60591.587 1.400 15.4 470 0.431 0.33 0.357 0.314 1.980 15 955 12.41
400 4114 1.60660.977 1.948 149 4.80 0.466 0.280 0.284 0.585 2.360 13.255 17.80
B0 40,84 1.46650.862 3.201 16.2 4.80 0.289 0.19 0.245 0.333 0.553 14.039 11.06
450 42.65 1.47530.855 1.872 16.8 4.65 0.436 0.187 0.317 0.577 2 141 15.819 13.53
60 37.32 1.58881.290 5501 13.6 412 0.539 0.562 0.373 0.316 2892 14 179 20.40
345 32020 1.28440.880 4.851 149 447 0.363 0.18 0.350 0.389 1842 11003 16.74
270 0 36 2223 1.00500.814 6664 128 420 0.745 0.318 0.387 0.247 2.762 16.162 17.09
05 20.81 1.18741.053 5728 146 3.9 0.871 0.774 0.337 0.706 3.558 16654 21.36
210 2330 1.20001.013 6194 11.3 3.95 0.371 0.458 0.390 0.426 2.473 12.469 19.83
05 0 53 12.16 0.82180.477 6.861 8.6  4.82 0.442 0.180 0.215 0.141 1600 4.569 35.02
12092 0.83880.628 2.042 8.9 475 0.488 0.169 0179 0.272 1764 6.095 28.94
w5 2271 0.922 0.529 3.503 146 45 0.640 0.743 0.107 0.68 3.558 14 560 24.44
200 13.81 0.71180.616 4.776 11.3 530 1.974 1.777 0.194 0.459 8 156 12 617 64.64
“oo 132.80 6.71 1L5 620 29.50 7.000 0.64 6.96 80.60 80.700 9%.57
200 4410 211 121 648 1450 9.500 0.16 1.20 49.36 49.390 %9.94
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fraxinif olius Wight)
mu Chun et How)

Blake)

(Erythre hloeum fordi Oliv.)

(E.grandis X E.urophylla)

(Cinnamomum calcola U .W. Li)

(Hypericum chinense L.)

(4)

(Dalbergia odorirera T.Chen)

(3)

(Burretiodendron hsien—

(Eucalyp tus urophylla S.T.

(Calamus tetractylus Hance) (Be-



82 11
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Study on Forest Site Quality Evaluation and
Appropriate Choice of Tree Species for Sites of
Daqingshan Experimental Base in Guangxi

Wang Binggen Lu Lihua

Abstract In Dagingshan experimental base, 34 sitetypes are divided by the following
criterions: landform, the depth of soil and the growth of trees. The quality of sites is divided
into 5 classes by the content of moisture and nutrition of soils in 200 investigated plots and
the site quality index (at standard age of 20 years) for Pinus massoniana or Cunninghamia
lanceolata- The method used for evaluation was based on the biologicol characters of trees
and site quality which is very practical for choice of appropriate tree species in a given site,
especially for intensive man-made plantation.
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