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(" AR R 2 MRS B, RN 350007 5 % YR IEAE BT A2 A - b B FR A SR LA E AR N SL B0 =, 48 350007)

M E 2005 F5 A—2007 F4 A, R TRELEMTALERFAHLEN 19 FAEH KA
I AKTAIRMY-FTHBERXAREDEMRITLE. EREW, 3 AR ELEEY
&5 & 2470. 85 4171.96 #14285.99 kg - hm™ « a™' | R A TA P B E DI LLIEH H £,
bAoA K H BB 68.62% ~87.26% . KA A TMHBEAE M EEGEN4—S A7 Af12 A
I3 RBRABME, TATAIHFL-TRIMARBAED ENEERBAEFFN3 A, 5
AT HARAR W RS T F A O AR A E A, B8 T 4 E S E.
FErr I MAIRAEDHKALNEER AIHRFEILLEERNIFEFEHRAEEMR,
HPEM-TRAAERF(2.12t-hm™ - a”' )  HAAIHRKME(L 19t - hm™ - a™"). G4 Mm
B AT AARAR L S EBE RN EAEEKR RILES, BH R AR TR

XER MK AW BRI HAEH HHEALE

XEHRS 1001-9332(2010)09-2235-06 HESHHEES S718.5 LEkFRIRAG A

Litter fall production and carbon return in Cunninghamia lanceolata, Schima superba, and
their mixed plantations. YANG Zhi-jie'”, CHEN Guang-shui'”, XIE Jin-sheng'?, YANG Yu-
sheng'? ('College of Geographical Sciences, Fujian Normal University, Fuzhou 350007, China;
> Province-Ministry Co-constuct Ministry of Education Key Laboratory of Humid Subtropical Eco-geo-
graphical Process, Fuzhou 350007, China). -Chin. J. Appl. Ecol. ,2010,21(9) . 2235-2240.

Abstract; From March 2005 to April 2007, an investigation was made on the litter fall production
and carbon return of Cunninghamia lanceolata, Schima superba, and their mixed plantations in the
Jian’ ou Science and Education Park of Soil and Water Conservation, Fujian. In these three planta-
tions, the mean annual litter fall production was from 2470. 85 kg + hm™ - a™ to 4285.99 kg -

hm™ - a™', and dominated by leaf litter, accounting for 68. 62% —87.26% of the total production.

In C. lanceolata plantation, the litter fall production peaked in April-May, July, and December;
while in S. superba and mixed plantations, this production only peaked in March. Comparing with
pure plantations, mixed plantation had a higher litter fall production per tree of broadleaved S. su-
perba while a lower litter fall production per tree of coniferous C. lanceolata. Leaf litter in the three
plantations was the main body of the litter falls carbon return, and the total amount of the carbon re-
turn was the largest (2. 12t C - hm™ + a™") in mixed plantation and the smallest (1.19 t C « hm™
-a”') in C. lanceolata plantation, which was in accordance with the annual litter fall production of
the plantations. This study demonstrated that comparing with pure coniferous or broadleaved planta-
tion, coniferous-broadleaved mixed plantation had higher annual litter fall production and carbon re-
turn, and thus, higher potential of C sequestration.

Key words: Cunninghamia lanceolata; Schima superba; mixed plantation; litter fall; carbon re-
turn.
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W IXREA A R A & = MR, 732 040 T3
EIR T 16 8 (X)), 2R 7 SRR IX 1Y 3 2R
FHZ —. Bl 2 AR R AEIORT 3% 4% 1 AR5 4
I AR GE AR Ty 5 iR B o ] ) 5 Ak
FHEL , & - [ A ol £ 300 35 2K U R 2 4 A ) 22 R
S EA mE AR, H LR Rk, 57
SR VA, A1 G A A R RR T o AR TR
MBI A AR AN T A 7= 7 A i
fez—"0 R 8 ek R R Rl g A, BF A OR IR 2
SN TR 95 40 1) B A58 b Bl U 3 %o DR Ak
AR A = BT B AR X AR AT LA
AR FE R T 7K A OREFRE B N 1987 4F [m] 1938 Ak
A AN TR ARAf N TARFIAZ AC-AAif N T IR AE AR
SRSt G, 38 ek A2 o7 W, A 28 AN [ AR o 2 B N TR
wY R SO E A Y C IR R, DR
S N TR ol 28 75 A BRI 06 9 o LR BRI AT HE i 42
R A

1 HARMREHARTE

1.1 WFFT A

TR L7 TR A BB T AR T AR B (27004
N, 118°23" E) , #iAbiX SR I kA mg , B g 1l ik va b,
AR L B S 2% M X I ARG TR R R KR
o ARSI 18,7 C L I iR 41, 4 C RS
H=7.3 C P HIRE K58 1663. 7 mm , BEH 2 4E
H7E 3-8 H 28Kk & 1327. 3 ~1605. 4 mm 4R
& 80% ,AFEHY H MR 4L 1812.7 h. 3 2045
T TP RR A & A 1L LT .

RIS MACHE Y T B 349 R A AR Mk, 3% 1) AT, 1986
10 H k. 1987 4 2 A 430l FH A faf FIAZ A 55—
B T AR, 32 7GR, 7R X TEX TR N 40 emx40 em
x40 em , BRATEEYI R 2 mx2 m,3 FitA T bR HE 445 31
AR 7], TR AS AR LB Ry B v S i 1 2 1, 82

F1 Kt EERAEUMER

ARNT AR A E 23. 50, £ B %% B2 Ol 2500 #k -
hm ™ SFH AR R = 43 30 11,22 em F19. 14 m;
ARAar N TR B 3 B 26. 5°, 7 B4 % & 2350 £k -
hm ™ SF-H B2 R =5 43 518 9. 66 cm A1 10. 20 m;
TR -ARAT IR SRR LI 8y 23, 5° R AR B % &
R 1520 £ « hm™ X Mg FIR & 43500 R 11. 35 em
9. 68 m, SO B4 B2 0 1200 £k - hm™ P2y
Fe 54 310 10. 23 cm F110. 94 m. K RIS A
VIS B A% ( Vaccinium carlesii) 25 Fi A ( Adinandra
millettii) % 24 ( Lindera aggregate) . 111 #{ ( Lindera
glauca) \FH AL JE ( Styrax faberi) . 2 W& ( Vaccinium
bracteatum ) F1 2T (Rosa laevigata) 55K F ; AL
T2F ( Dicranopteris dichotoma) N E (5 70% ) , 53 A /b
i M) B Bk ( Woodwardia japonica ) . 2 3% ( Stenoloma
chusana ) 7345, TIESEAR PSR 1.
1.2 BEET5E

5 3 R 703857 3 A4 20 mx20 m AR
My, F2 BEALAIN Jey 74 1) %) J5E D0 ( SHe B2 B8 i 1) R
£0)  FER M ARERN 23 A S 0.5 m x 1T m /Y
W ERHE , B3 20 ~ 25 em KB, WOHRAE B i Je JE
R fLAEoN 1 mm. 2005 4F 5 A % 2007 4F 4 HH:H
AR R (28 H ) WA A HEZR A A U 7 400 , [i] el 0 )
ARSI EE SR b IR A 439 K AR AR
HE N B T Wit s (B4 B RS e ) 4B BRCR
(ELHE DLV P ) A ( H BB Sh iy it 4
21) HAKL (B BB TR S A A5 21 2L A A 2H 43
(EZ R A W NSRS ) S35 AT,
T80 CFHET IS FR . He2H A0 B bRk A 5 A4
WCHEHE T A RE L TR S (TR SSHR T 8 75 ) 42 AN ) AR Ao
L3PV ) A T A LL 23 S IBORE SRS
IRA) RS, i 60 H i 5 A7+ B,
. WY C &R CN JTR L ( Elementar
Vario EL I, [ ) . i FHE &5 8 HA

Tab.1 Physical and chemical characters of soils under different forest types

LY 0~20 em T2 0-20 cem soil layer 20 ~40 em )2 20-40 cm soil layer

Forest AL A B £ Eo:is AL A B E A

type Organic Total N Total P Total K Bulk Organic Total N Total P Total K Bulk
matter (g - kg™) (g-kg™) (g-kg') densily matter (g - kg™') (g-kg™') (g-kg') density

(g-kg™) (g-em™)  (g-kgh) (g+em™)

W NCTEL KN 29.9 0.94 0.62 6.03 1. 08 16.0 0.61 0.45 7.91 1.27

S. superba pure forest

ARG 28.0 0. 81 0.40 6.27 1.28 16. 8 0. 63 0.40 9.38 1. 15

C. lanceolata pure forest

A N 30.3 0.95 0. 66 6.22 1. 06 17.3 0.61 0.43 8.21 1. 16

Mixed forest
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e AR A AL 4y 3 AN AR, T C
. JHYEY) C ARV 5 = 25 4 ik 7 i x 45 4157
JRTE PIAR AT B 1 BR.
1.3 %dgabag

KL Ry 22438 Jr ik M 1LSD £ 4y
BEAS [RS8 25 0 4 0 9 F A8 Ak 8 95 9 B 45 41 5%
ARIHIS R A 25 5. SR ST REAR ¢ K556 7 o AT AN
I AT 003 45 PR R 7 400 B 45 20 A DA 3 i) 1) 25 5
FTA o MrdsAe SPSS 13. 0 Geit# ik Ltk At B &k
IKF-E N a=0. 05.

2 ZEREHHR

2.1 AREFREL TARYE %8 0 4F e i
P& e AR bR B TR AR A BRI 2 —,
LR TG W T o7 N4 )5, | VAR L% Y e e Y P e ]
. 3R 2 0T LR AZ-fai R S MR AR faf L TR
PTG YA R 2 S T A AR TR, (EIR 2 MR
AR A B A3 TR 2005 4F 98 7%
T R T 2006 4F. F2-f 1R A AR T S AR
T vEY N 35 83.67% , S PR A T 4itkAi L,
] AR T i A e S BI04 DO P P i
Pl /b 52 AR ] B T RRIR SS AR b AR g U8 95 ) e i L
RS N T AR B3I 56. 82% H1 67. 32% | i A~ [A]4F
OIIRAS MR AT VE 9 St LU AR AR A2 AR N T 443
DT 37.04% F42.01% . L, IR A8 kA ) T
P 1 I AR o 0 00 9 0 7 o (LA S e et A e ) O

R2 TRRGEZFMHERHEK

K.
2.2 R[REIBRIE T ARYE 76 8 i 2H A

PRI AL =B A VR R R TS AL VR
R HAA 5. 3 2 W LIE B AT AE] )
EPRVE Y A R 22 5 (B AE AL Y LAV i g
keoh 3 A i g i SRR P 68.62% ~
87.26% . A2 AR N TR 75 19 L 451 Fe /N, A fir AL
MR 5 TRV AL BT o EA 0 5 0 9% A, A2 RN
TR (21.48% ) , Kinffe/N(5.36% ). 3 B AT
R LHL 43 7 A7 S8 75 P i 1 LA B, /NI
740 50 R 9 T >V A > 75 SR > HA 4 43> V5 48
2.3 R[REMAELA AR Y0 H A4k

FEHOE I HL X, B 2R TR AR MR A AF N 4 A PR 7%
Yy B4 B R V5 0 2 43 VB 52 B S A DU
il fIE 1 AT LU I AR TR E Y &
AR e 4—5 A7 AR 12 A3 A5
3D W e N S 3 7 N e o B 8 -3 g )
14.35% ~54.43% . 2006 4F 4 H 2 KK, K
S RAARIRTE P A2 AR TR 95 it i 7 40
TR B Y 54% L b TR JR V4 1 5 AR A R R VK
1) 58% , 3t B >4 H P % w3 v T AN TR, AR
1 10—11 0 9R 7%& & fe/D, of AAFE R R Y L] <
0. 1% . Afaf N TARFINAZ-fif 1 5 AR 7 ) ot 1) 2
B, BEAE T I S K 7E 3 H ik B Ry,
MR TVE Y MK 209% LA L.

Tab.2 Average dry mass of different fractions of litter in three plantations (mean=SD, kg - hm™ - a™")

A Api Ak ARGl TR SSHk
Forest type S. superba pure forest C. lanceolata pure forest Mixed forest
2005 2006 14 2005 2006 5 2005 2006 F5
Average Average Average

i 3991.78+  3289.38+  3640.58+ 2260. 87+ 1129.88+  1695.38+ 3910. 46+ 3033.89+ 3472.17=
Leaf 657. 61 538. 42 339.24Aa 356. 42 789. 47 150. 61 Ab 730. 46 357.23 495. 42 Aa
1% 211.59+ 235.56+ 223.57+ 753. 82+ 307.52+ 530. 67+ 540. 98+ 622. 74+ 581. 86+
Branch 184.24 279.27 20. 89Bb 159. 63 117. 31 20. 67Ba 220. 65 517. 41 126. 86Ba
yia 16. 06+ 85.30+ 50. 68+ 14.32+ 13.89+ 14. 10+ 29. 56+ 62.43+ 45.99+
Flower 22.83 125. 65 26.34Ea 5.24 9.82 6. 20Fb 24.62 36.23 12.31a
e 111.53+ 24.48+ 68.01+ 111. 44+ 47.38+ 79.41+ 122. 04+ 83.73+ 102. 88+
Fruit 144. 62 43.21 44. 19Db 68.42 33.10 33.74Dc 58.21 38.62 18.01Ca
oAb 148. 59+ 101. 70+ 125. 14+ 74. 14+ 140. 12+ 107. 13+ 19.61+ 42.85+ 31.23+
Other leaf 304. 84 115. 11 12.74Ca 39.22 69. 82 25.54Ca 31.82 25. 65 25.23Eb
FoAlu e 5.96x 13. 67+ 9.82=+ 2.22% 5.84= 4.03% 9.81= 0. 56+ 5.18+
Other branch 7.67 23. 86 8.47Fa 3.41 11.21 1.94Gbh 2.23 1. 41 1. 06Fb
oAb 5 71.09+ 37.35+ 54.22+ 49.92+ 30. 16+ 40. 04+ 44,79+ 48. 62+ 46. 71+
Others 54. 86 28.27 2.80Ea 49. 82 19. 82 7.56Eb 29.21 13. 62 9.16Db
411 Sum 4556.54+ 3787.38+ 4171.96+ 3266.90+ 1674.79+  2470.85% 4677. 14+ 3894.84+  4285.99+

701. 26 598. 63 169. 96a 424. 83 813.81 193.951b 744.25 637.23 410. 26a

[RIFEAR G AR K S F iR 22 57 8.3 (P<0.05) , RAT5UE G A F/ING 73R m 22 573 B3 (P<0.05) Different capital letters in the same column

or different small letters in the same row indicated significant difference at 0. 05 level. T [A] The same below.
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Fig.1 Variation in total litter production for the three plantations ( mean+SD).
I R4k S. superba pure forest; Il JEAREEIK C. lanceolata pure forest; I JRACEHK Mixed forest.
x3 RAENMESES CAE
Tab.3 Carbon content in litterfall fractions ( mean+SD, % )
A I 54 ik P HoAthy
Forest type Leaf Branch Flower Fruit All others
Y N 1N 49.46+2. 03 48.14+1.45 48. 60+2. 64 48.79+3.47 34.71+6.99
S. superba pure forest
ARG 49.96=2. 16 48.55+1.74 51.35+3.34 50.59+2. 36 48.05+5.39
C. lanceolata pure forest
TR 49.60+1. 98 48.44+1.48 49.00+2. 86 49.13x3.21 50.23+6. 52
Mixed forest
2.4 AREMEIATHIFIEY) C FITILH kawakamii) KIRFK (11008 kg + hm™ - a™') K& K%

3 3 TTLUE I, AR T AR 5 9045 410 1
C & 8TE34.71% ~51.35% , IRSH 5 AH A T AR
Y C AR 4 10 2 | TAZ AR TR IR AC
MG A N T RS R 3 AN RN TR & 945
20 43 B B AF 8 2 DL IR R UH AR o
(71.2% ~ 90.8% ), H W Ay 4 v £t 19 ik &
(5.5% ~23.2% ). Horh R N TRV Y C 4F
IR e fe iy, A2 AR N TARHR R TE AL C AR IR0 i
5 (P<0.05).

33

3.1 BRI ZH RO A 7 7 e Y R

ARBFFE D A1 R SSMRAIA S N TR 25 4 v
I E S TN, BAZ-A IR ASHAE 75 1)
T TR AR, AR BT R 2 5
el BRARYE 5 7 i 1 — D B R 5 A R
ZRRE I ARAH LG, A BFFE A2 -1 TR S AR Aip N TR
AR I 7% W) 5 o P4 A0 T 8 BT AR AR A A )T AR
(Altingia gracilipes ) FIWL G A ( Tsoongiodendron odo-
rum) BEVEAERTE W) B (6737 16345 kg + hm™ -
a™') o ORI T A = B 3E A% R % ( Castanopsis

NTAHR(9540 kg - hm™ - a™") "I FIARIELL T ( Ormo-
siaxy locarpa) N.T. bk (7846 kg - hm™ - a™' )", [A]
A /N T S 3y 5 40 B (Acacia mangium ) R
A (A, auriculaeformis ) F1A Ay 55 N T ARAE I8 V% &
(5.54 ~10.43 t - hm™ - a™) ") 7fif 55 8 T e %
[7i) — ety e [ 3 AR AR 25 R G0 R B e 4 4 v
Y TEFHERERR BT TR SR T B 4l AR 0 F
FEEETAL. 4% £ WA 2 AR-IDE AR
SERAF-IA 7 W) W i T A2 R BAK (435004 5. 94 N
5.67 t + hm™) ;1 A AHE " AF T A A2 R -FLIE A
TETR AR AR I Y ) i B LUAZ R SR e 5 3. 15 1%
MAEEAFE R, 16 S AP AV R A o o 3
BN TARSSAR, il LU 5 R 4R IR 5 Wit
FEHN 2 AR 1Y 4F I % P i 0 LE R S MR 79% ~
134% s e R EARIE FEBRMAE SR G, F RS
MRAETATE YR (4. 15 t + hm ™) B K TIE M4k
(2.34 t - hm™) HW4REFHAR(2.47 t « hm™) FIEH
R AR(3. 13 ¢+ hm™) ',

ARG AL IR SR Aif N T ARAE 8 7% o5
15 T R 5 R DX R b B RIS TR (A 46V
L S W N L W NN 8 = S L N3
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AL S L vl N A B 3 7 B .2
2337 ~4146 kg - hm™ - a™") ") WL R, JHTE Y
o 2 B RNAT - TR A S AR T R
AP NGRS e o P R e [ L N o 5 K. 7 4
IR I ZRARIR I W) 7= B ) — A B R AR5
3 Bl N MO A= i KNI 2 < A -faf R AR
(175.90 t + hm™) > Aff A T (170.26 t « hm™) >
EARNTH(108.23 t - hm™) (KA FEIE) , 53
T TARYE 75 0850 522 1A G MRS ik 8 75 4
FEa BE  ARBETEH A N T AR A fof SRR Y5
PR (1,78 kg + a” ) I AZ-far iR A b i A )
& P i (2.91 kg - a”') , HES B E; AN
TR SRR IR TE Y = 5 (0.99 kg + a7 ) BERT
TR AZ AR I 75 W) 77 4 (0. 52 kg - a™' ), Uk HH
TR AR T 4 A o 14) 98 95 9 7 i, (RG]
I e 08 Vi 7 B .

R 2 52 M R AR R V% B KN BN T2 —
AWFFEH RN THAER R (2.47 t - hm™ -
a ) IEF AR = 33 AL ARR(S5. 47 t - hm ™ -
a” )M HET 14 ~ 16 SEESAR N TAR(1.20 1 -
hm™ - a™") M DR R BRI R B, A2 K4 il
A R BACRIT B SBORR 1 A1 U Vi 4 S 43 0 R 1060
3100 14180 kg - hm™ « a™' ; B KA 2 XIS
32 AN HRURE I AZ A A A5 25 MR Y W T A 2 B0, 4
WA FRT K 4E ] 75 R 562 kg - hm™ - a”' bk
S AZ AR ST B4 7 o 1215 kg + hm™ -
a” | AMAE T ) B 3272 kg« hm™ - a™' T
Mg Ik 45 2 I A 43 TRUAZ AR K 20 4719 52 157 UL 52
PO A D B AR T AR L, HLR R K £
FFE(P<0.001) . HIE AT UL, AR TRV BRI 42 AR 4 4F 9
Th 25 SRR, Bl A MRS H N, R AR A R 3
IR AR > MRS 21 AR
3.2 BIFPLL AT IR 5 0 2H R R

R I 2 AR AR UR V5 0 1 B AL R 4. AR5
3 AN TR V5 i B SR T Y 68, 62% ~
87.26% , I BHEET I N TR R AR H 2 ] A
&I RIETEYIN 62% ~69% 3 E AR AL FE A
ARET I - 5 LI TE 719% 1 B HGHE 4 Fp LT
AR I G He 355 83. 2% ~93. 7% 2. JivE T
F B AZ AL BRI AR BRI AR T, RS-
TR ARG AP N T AR AE B P8 v i 24 2 3 H ey,
AR TS B 20% LB R N TAAE 4 A G
KB . X SRR TS ZHCE SR AT R
S T T AR AR A T R I A 2 B

BUPERE, 38 5 5 W i AH S MBI, T A2 A A
PRI ZE R, AN ) T 45 1] 8 9 A A8 f AR O, 2 2006 4F:
4 HEARNTMIEER B b7 2024 H 98 759 St 1)
25% , fe T HAE AR T X L. ASTR) BT e A A
[i) A A AR R AR 5 A 1 A3 O SR 11 25 St 2 3
AR RRARIE Y 22 [1] 25 20 53 I8 T i 25 57 1) F2 28 I A
A3 BN TR BAE 88 B A W 25
RN TARTEACI Lo B /IS | TR R T4 SR 04 He ) i
PN
3.3 B ARG IR V5 P VA 140 d: F) 5
AWFFEH 3 BN TRV P 8 i (1. 19 ~
212t C-hm™ - a™) WM FER N HEMES R
SR V5% W ik 1T 38 2 (0.05 ~7.50 t + C » hm™ -
a ) JEREIZ N AR S A THRIEEY C 4
SR = AR AR (2.53 t - hm™) FIFZ
ARANTH(2.50 t + hm™) AL, /N F = B R ZE 1
ARIFHRTRIRAR (3.24 t + hm™) VRO 4R S 1L 5
BA-RATRZM (4.02 t - hm™) ) X FEHAR
) PR R 9 1) 2 S A . S [R) R A 2 15 | 2 ) 9
T 2E RN [ AR MRS T C I 22 S Y R
2z —. JE &Y C IHE M £ 2414y, IR A, i
F XA RIS E e RS R 4
FROMEIA R AR . ARBFIE T, AR A T AR
TEIT C AR 55 B HE Y 90. 78% |, A2 K
NTHAHN 71.18% , f2-faf IR ACHRIL B 81. 28% (3R
2). TR ERRAR P A AR B FIR SRR T C Y
HN2.58 t - hm™ - a™' | MW FIRAEY C FIHIE
= L O O ol N B R M R NN
W73 BN TAMRIEE D) C ARIR I &8« & TR A
G S A O U o W A N e S R 3 b/ e R |

EEBMAES R EY C N L A
FALL.
2% 30k
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