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R 4T E R #HiERIRIL
REBEEFHERA

Fas BXE BERE

(WHLMAERE 2 AT % 311300)

FAE BRGE wFS KRR

(HHT A M A7) (AT A Bl =)

B OE 1990~1997 %, Agrrd AR I ROk B AR AT R S
BIERL, SRS, B ARG RS ARG, BRI A RIS,
BRE. B BRRAF. BHEE5 a ROMKIHER. 8a FH666.7m’ FF
%1 562.4 kg A48 4 119.70 4. THEARREATEEEA, SERAF ik
ALT.5 AR AR R Fo 2k RS AR 2 R, R AR R S5
o A ER R AT LEHA

XA MRm igtE: B RER: BRREZ: £
hE4S LS $667.604.7

Wtg( Myrica rubra) ;2FKERF =20 FP, 84 K RIGA . MIFRILIXZN. 12
AR L RAEFAESIEE . BA EERE L, B EA A RS, WA RR &
MESK, WL =T E i s iR ) S M ™ s S 2, BRI A B 3%
X, —M&ikA. g H B, ERAR SN SR, SR, 75 3Ky e
B M 77 A RETE 3 AR K RNZE AR SR 52, WRVL A BARJR T Mg ss Bk e s X, HE™
XZ A Eiin . A JE B AR, 2SR RO L A . R A b
W AHGD, K™ E, MRREE. IR ZARGESRTR, Kk AE, —
AN A E E AR, MEUERSERURS . HI Lo KR mifEsss . v TIRERRE
LR SERT MR TTATHE TEUIL A MO 83 I 3R TR B i LU e T g 2 v 7 b
5, BUREIRAE T,

Yeks B Y], 1998-04-27

* LA R RSB I
B LEERIM. £A%. B, 198244, iR
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L Bt

g ST, pHAE 4-57~5.0, KEBZLE, BOBWH: HPOVIREMET ENRSFEY).
1990 44247 1 1.33 hn” IS0, M SHBIOWHTTL AW 22 3 Pz g b gt A Dbk TE Pk 5
AATEER VARG, F70REE 5 m X5 m, 666.7 m” 41 27 #k, iX5ad 1995 4ETF 0545
1997 £ 6 HRYCHIHZ M iRt R PN Lt T BRI,

2 BREM

2.1 F=g

KA AMTIN S BMemsE, @R, XGRS s, —
MG 710 a A I I B RET ) Bk U e i 1 X AP AT R N AR (50
bR) AIRHERAERIAL, PSS 5 AEITIAZE I, o 8 4 FIRR 37.88 kg, L 666.7 m*27
PR B 1022.76 kg, HFR[E HATCRERM R RS E, RIRRERFE D, £
R AT S MRS 55 6 T IA4E R, REFXIESE 1 a, (A5 8 F Pk % 57.8
kgs 666.7 m® Pk 15624 kg, B KRB R & 52. 700, FIZEAR L i b it
AE S R

®1 HERRERESE

Table |  Yearly yield of Chinese strawberry in the tested stand

£ Rt /a BRI/ N T kg 666.7 m’/ it /kg
1995 6 32 0.46 12.5
1996 7 65 1.48 40.0
1997 8 100 57.80 1562.4

VLB 1996 SEURTT B IR mEG™ 1997 48, i UART I T &2

2.2 ByH

T i i S BER SR SR/ DA Bt B LA T3 2, el 7 A4 i R S B R i B i
18. 1205, HoAb VAR Bt B SR B S TO WA B2 5. SRR IR AT RE S 4 B 45 R B
xR, WAh, 1997 4 6 f EAARIERZ R Z BRI, RE L5 em ZEHEIFHZH. M
2, ERIBEART 10~12 d HRECR, SREA THRIREAL K, R e ifsn B R 2 6 R St
PR 10 d Z2A B AT LR S B 5 SRR AT S DI SC . (B ARYEAT 2 a XRS50 R
EWE, PR SRR T B R,

R®2 FEFHMZEREMALR

Table 2 A comparison in fruit quality of Chinese strawberry

RESEEN T RIK/ om

74 TEa AR/ Y% AR/ Y /% R/
/g W2 i

e ToVE& 10.20 2.34 2.60 95.00 11.90 9.10 1.06

£k BER 12.50 2.45 2.73 95.50 12.00 10.20 0.97

ST E) . IRERIE DY 1997 486 H; RRRE Dy 1988 4 6 ALt
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2.3 BHFEKRI

R 2L T 4G 12 a AERERNE, BUHFRA, 3 a e KRR, RUERHEY K
(3 3). FEAR Lt ottt 1 R B AR 5 37 X ) B T P i 1020 26 45 4k
HABTCH B2, RYERPUHN T e e A8 61, TRt IE R AEF

"3 FRFHBHSEKEER

Table 3 A comparison in growth between Chinese strawberry trees from different places

S P/ a W /m 1%/ m F &/ om
T B 8 3.75 4.41 62.00
WL A&k 8 3.64 4.33 69.00

VLW AR F L IR T 1 S

M EMIZHAELSR (R 1) TTUEH, R SRM i KR IE 00 TR IERM,
SRR AL AT A Kt AERIRIE R, MRE S R R s i W R, R i A SR TR
il XFERAETE L, G R AR S SR REEE B RAFRIIE I .

&4 B SHEER M ERREKIER

Table 4 A comparison in above-ground growth between Chinese strawberry and citrus

B W/ a i /m A%/ m 666.7 m? BFEE/ bk mER/%
ity 8 3.75 4.41 27 78.76
ki 8 2.27 2.71 63 69.39
# 8 2.41 2.11 107 71.45
B 7 1.69 2.10 88 58.21

LR AR R A AR B i 1 2

2.4 izt S LIRF S S EER

IR I, AEAIEM. L3 (385) WL, ZdBFNRE. Wik
RN, 2. KMERMASHERSERHBERTHE, 55 L EE 78.79%,
81.08%0, 81 fffn 27 fif, X R T BB HAMRIE AR OIS ST, HlghERiE+
SR A BEAEN . I, RAEN AR L R AG RAF AR A= B IF A
i LERAE IR ThRE

%5 HEESHEBIERS & BOLR

Table 5 Variation in soil nutrients between Chinese strawberry plantation and check

. AR & A KIRE AR KIRYERR SCHER. 1. 45, 8E/mol-kg |
A5 pH 1 1 C/N / 1 1 1 + + 24 2+
/gtkg " /gky /mg kg /mgekg midg | K Na'  catl Mg
Wi 1 5.0 9.61 0.63 8.85 68.26 7.10 4.23 0.40 0.66 3.44  0.69
I 4.80  4.56  0.31  8.53 36.63 0.23 9.45 0.3 0.51 2.07  0.35
Wi 2 442 1350  0.72 10.88 78.24 62.20 10.92 0.48  0.50  3.46  0.69
I 4.58  8.36  0.43 11.28 50.77 2.30  7.92  0.36  0.50  2.06  2.40
B T 472 11.55 0.67  9.86 79.25 34.69 7.57 0.4  0.62  3.45  0.69
B T 1y 469 6.46  0.37  9.90 43.77 1.26 .68  0.36  0.50  2.06  1.37

TRy ap e o e S Rr g Pl ]
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2.5 BFABAMN

PR BB AR AR S AN 135 6, BRI ST AR T LR, 2R, DA 3
B LIRS, &t 666.7 m® Oy 567.00 55, 1991~1996 4= f el f5 AR 4F 4 7 5 B AR
KHBeH 114.00 55, 6 a3t 684.00 55, 1997 48, ERIEEEBAMAKL S HSN, EERERRTH
T, 4 0.25 7—5-1(971, +390.60 55, 1997 4 666.7 m* F-Hyazii 1 562.4 kg, “FEEN
2.60 5 +kg . 666.7m" A 4 062.2 55, 8a BiAE 4 219.7 55, ALIE L. Wb
55 8 AEIBR AR AR PR RE . 666.7 m® SCBAA 2 382.1 55, 1997 NS H o 1375,
AT M (144,

RO EEAFEREME

Table 6 Yearly investment and output value of the Chinese strawberry plantation JT
i B B % 7 N
G » . - BEEZE  CRIRI® A FE
BRI O OB W Ok & i HIER
1990 438.00 75.00 54.00 567.00 30.00 0 0 597.00 0
1991~1996
384.00 300.00 16.00 700.00 157.50
(6a)
1997 64.00 86.00 390.60 540.60 4 062.20
&t 438.00 75.00 54.00 567.00 478.00 386.00 406.60 1837.60 4219.70

PE . RPHAR R 666.7 m” WM AR

3 FEHMEHIE
3.0 EERMEE RERERE

PN BRI L. (R7E (T AL, EAKRAEMR A B, BT A0 A 25 A
T, BREEABIER, KEIMAHISER, R AR R R, R A
b, TSI B . ARSI IR )y AT A R e R, L
PR, GUKAE B, L LR BE. KEEHE. ETESRFIEASE
T T EGR, TSR R . BSUCPH, ERK X XK N 1.0 m X 1.0 m
X0.8 m. FHEBME 25~30 kg, GEBERRAE 0.5 kg, 5% EHEAIBRIT, BRATEE 5 m X5 m.
666.7 m” 127 bk, SCERRUD. WpMEEK AR, A, S5SBM. RN RTRIE L
HBI A,
3.2 AR BRE

BRI 5 Mot X 8 MER MR, 2R MR, 2R, f
FURTROE Btk st A I R TEPE B AR AR MURT I 12.5 g, SRR
2.45 emX2.73 em. WEE95.5%, WAEMEEIM SR 125 RHZR/D. PR,
EFRARGES, EME 6 A 14 AZEARIK. REF-HEE 10 d 2247, TR R 122 547
W8, 8AFARITRE 57.8 kg, ik T4.3 kg, 2N, fERSLHERk ARG B, 1§
HE Pl bR R AP AR 2 SR
3.3 BEEARAER. WRKMETRSF
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FEMR LT 12 a B AR R G 3R RAT SO S Pl KA SC B, R A, SRATRDIE
iy L AR IR B UGS 9600 7e s 23 AR KIR I BUS IR 45 R HAUE AL — R
Sy A0%0~50, ki ] B AN 67 AEAE SRR LR A, FRBRR AR,
TERAE 10020, HAKAEHI, DAL A, VR aR, wrh AR )
BHEEE R e # RS ETE, HOA RS RSB, B 255 s i
Fro B 35~40 cm T, WERALW ZBT LR R BIRS R, AR LT H, FhETEKET
B ETH LS 1015 em, BUEEHEYIUTLE, HIERAREK, SARERKED, SHP8E
AR SBUERZEREZIET. SOMERTAEAN KSR, Sl 79 A&
RTRFY, AT, KHIAAENZ G st R, SRR Rk T
T, e, EHRPT, BEKX 10 em £ZEH T LR R XFEAL 3~47C,

3.4 fmETiEEIE, (THMER M

IR © a Z24T IR EEOR A, EIE MR, 9 R B e B, I B
FYRGERICE, 13 a ARAMMITH S EFEE ., WREEY, UM, 4a T
TATIEIRFF LR FRES . 274 a KFEEE TR, BARIBAL 2530 kg, 5 a JTH AT
BEAE 2.57~3.0 kg, BEE 0.5 kg, (RHEBHHAER, 56 a FRIEIEATEM. N 11 H1# AL
KISHE, FFAFHRIEEBIRS 0.5 kg £ . S5RIMHIEI"RE L5, Ris 10~154
WAk R RS S HE 0.5~1.0 kg, AALH 1.0 kg,

3.5 (FRARRELER KHMMFRRSTE

Sa LUERIEZEATER, AP IEAEKEIE, 2RO &, R 2280 LA %
HERAIZESR, 63 A LAV ZEAT. SRR S A i A R4 0.27~0.5 gem 7,
RER £, @/, BURE Rk 94%0 L b, X BB A 19960 bk B AR
MRy 6020, XBEY 2. 7000 AERCT B RNy 690, b AR IRl A K E R 4 5 94 7
LR HLeE",

LLIER AN Z BAR, iR ZEA R MRS 5 K ER S5 DR AR . TEIIAY
AFHAERRGR T ELX O S AR s A CR . TIIE SIS SR R AR
40~50 g. B% 2~~3 a Bl LK, AIFEAEZERABNE AN, HHEBERE. RRRIKE N 0. 2008
Wb AR
3.6 RABREKFIMAREHE

g b R AR RSE . EAEHELE 3540 em AbE T, DUREHASRERK, £
TEpAE A AR FEBRMNE R EFE R ERK, HEERELEME, SR
TR 2, R, ARIRGEIE M. RSN R IGES . HIERAES, R AR E
TR, (RIS BELERIE I ) Y S A el AR S PRI, AR I RZE R . g KR 45 R 1
BRMEGES, WAEAE 0 A2 I, TR R E5R T8, RUESHRHM], BT a6, SE 24
5§59, HWRRSEEER . KREUBENEE TS, RS A AT B KRR . B
AR TR TR AN S BB ™ B A K HE A AR B 25— S IR TR, DU P i ) i
ot B TR EMBGERE R KR s, CRBAREHTE IR, RINBIE N, B A
MUK, WYERF AR, BRI MFIAT, ANE PRI, B TR R R 23 (6]
Ky SMBREEE R, SR, e ngiR sl
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Wang Baipo (Zhejiang Forestry College: Lin'an 311300, PRC), Dai Wensheng, Cheng Xiao-
jian, Wang Lizhong: Yan Rongbao, Bao Lihong, and Yuan Ronggen- Performance of
improved Myrica rubra varieties and cultural techniques on hillock krasnozem- Journal of
Zhejiang Forestry College » 1998, 15 (3). 244~249

Abstract; This study. done on Quxian Forest Farm of Zhejiang Province in the years 1990~
1997, showed that Myrica rubra (Chinese strawberry) of improved varieties planted on hillock
krasnozem grew vigorously and fruited well with high yield and good quality by taking some culti-
vation measures- Some of the trees began fruiting in the oth year after planting- The yield in the
8th year reached 23.436 t per hectare on average with a value of RMB 61 795.50 per heatare-
which covered the amount of money invested and high profits. The ratio of input to output in the
same year was 1?7.5. In addition, they grew better and more virgorously than other evergreen
fruit trees- Therefore, Chinese strawberry is a good commercial species suitable to grow on

hillock krasnozem and has significant effects on improving ecological environment of downland-

Key words: fine varieties; Myrica rubra; hilly ground; precocity fruiting; fruit cultures; eco-

logical effect



