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Advances in the Soil Research on Chestnut Field

XIAO Bin
( Nanjing Forestry University, Nanjing 210037, Jiangsu, China)

Abstract: Based on the practice of chestnut production, it is very exigent and significant to intensify the soil
management of chestnut forest. In the light of latest data domestic and abroad, the thesis sums up the relativity
between the output and quality of chestnut forest and soil, as well as the factors such as chestnut forest cover and
fertilization etc. , which improve the soil status, in order to provide some references for choosing the chestrut
field, managing the forest field to decrease water and soil erosion, improving the growing environment of chest-
nut, enhancing the output and quality of chestnut, increasing the economic and ecologic benefits of chestnut
forest.
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