oL F R F R 2004 210): 15~21
Joumal of Zhgiang Forestry (Dllege

1000-5692 (2004)01-0015-07

WS, FHA, BB EHRD, KE A, Kew’

(1. 510650; 2.
51065G 3. , 100084

;B AR AR BIX R, AR BLARE] T A AR Eucabptus EARAER AL AL, R K
B, DRI F4.15gke B, ZXEALR BARMA. B 4. 5. &, sulmk
SN ED AL AR E 61%, 4%, 39%, 90%, 81%. 21% A= 146%, & # L AsE 4 b
AT IR B E LA SR K hg 3EK, XA A R AT AR RS B AI R B, 125 &
BT 8 03 gky 'BUKTF 276 g kg B xPHAFRY B IR R R, Q2B AKE K
LAY, E2HRAERDTEE R AER, Redieh 2 P, BEAHERZ
4.15g°kg "B, TR EHOE LERERRAE. TR E. TR E050k S8E 118.75%,
116. 24 %A= 63. R %0, X M ILAREE L AR KR & £ R Aot i A R 23
Ho A2 BE T 803 gke | BUKT 2.76 gokg | HAFHAK T M, @i M ik T
ARG EE MELE B TN FR O Ehs ZEHm, B2E64511

: ﬁ”i’f*fz‘ﬁ?, #ﬁ?ﬁj’, Hﬁ@ﬁ\%’]}iﬁh, ’f‘?ﬁ, i‘&, BR

: S725.5 : A

(FGD-CFB) ,
b [ l~q b

[6-§ ,

, Eucalyptus
1 M5 FE
1
Us Eucalyptus wophyllaS. T. Blake Us.
: 2003-0804; ;. 2003-09-22
985  -06- -6); (2003C32107);
(2001-09)
(1973—), s , , s , . Email:

soil gd. en

u @



16

b

50.20, 19.16, 78.02  0.31 mg°ke '

b

94. 39,

L. 65,

36. 00,

60.78, 7.40, 38 00, 3520, 2592, 16.78 0.12mg°kg '.
, 12 Ws (Eucalyplus ABL 12 Ws) . Ue
X DHai2 (E. wrgphylla X E . teeticomis smith DHoor2 ).
( 46 %, )\ ( 11%, P0s 44%, )
(K>0 60 %, Canpotex PotashCrop ). 1.
1.2
6 , 3 : 0 ( ), 2.67, 4.15, 553, 830, 1660 g,
20 kg, L.91g, 3.40 g, 1.56 g. ,
0.5¢ @4 20 ) ) 5 2 05¢g ., 7 2
0.91¢g 5 , 3, 0, 120, 240, 480, 960
kg°hm 2 15g, P0530g K0 30 g.
3 , ,
13
, 2001 4 20 , 11 9
. ) ) ) 1 . , , 1 000 ~
2 000 mL. : 2000 3 , 11 30m , L5
m , 5 . 8 . 40
1 ( )
Table 1  Available element concentration in desulphurisation by products
/ (gokg™ / (mgkg D
17770 011 550 6400 047 58 46 11970 100 139 127.70 Q&
7050 016 460 6500 4212 209 28 63520 142 089 L02 507
13
(d), (h).
3. 6 Pl y=0.25td* (h+3)
14
BaCl ; acp) ;
) ; , BaCl
15
Excel ) SPSS
2 ERG40
21
211 a#ie O « 2,
261 ~5B ek ', 3 5 . . 3
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14. 8%, 16. 85 %% 267, 415 553 gke " 5
4.07%, 38.94% 25 61%. 415 g°kg ',
o, 1 ol 1
; 8 30 g°kg 16. 60 g°ke s ,
o1 1
. s 2.67 g°kg ,
4.15 g°kg ' 3 , ;
4.15 g°kg ! , O
C 3. , 415 g°kg !
. s s 141.29%,
N 118 75%, 116.24%  63. 92%; ,
’ 9 N
106. 59%, 136.47%, 130.32%  71. 47%. ) 415 ¢~
kgi la ’ ° 3
—1
4.15 g kg ) s .
2
Table 2 Effect of desulphurization byproduct on Eucabptus growth
/ 3 5 3 5
(gkg D / an / mm / cm /mm / cm / mm / cm /mm
0 109 67be 9. 64 187. 00 12. 41 104. 33a 8 11 188 33b 11 &b
2.67 100 33c¢ 7.96 18. 33 11. 8 115. 33ab 9.26 196 00b 13 30b
4. 15 129 33a 10. 17 246. 00 16. % 124. 33a 9.67 261 67a 18 30a
5.53 129 33a 9.33 241. 67 16. 36 118. 67ab 9.50 236 67a 15 &ab
830 125 00ab 9.89 214. 33 13. 60 100. 00b 824 169 33b 11 07b
16. 60 116 67abe 837 211. 67 13. 41 9. 00b 8 60 168 33b 11 25b
F 4001" 1.580 1. 668 0. 842 2187 1.3% 1337 3805
P 0 021 0.239 0. 217 0. 545 0.124 0.297 Q0 000 0 027
(a=0.05)
3
Table 3 The effect of desulphurization byproduct on Eucalyptus biomass
/ / / / / / / / /
(gkg D (g~ Y (g8 ™Y g b (g~ ™H (g= ™H (= ™H g b (g° b
0 16. 56b 51.03b 48 37 115. 96b 18. 99b 57.21 4. 08ab 130 28ab
2.67 2. 42ab 58 16b 51 50b 130. 08b 15. 90b 43.62 43.58b 103 10b
4. 15 40. 14a 158. 64a 101 24a 300. 03a 41. 54a 123.71 8. 65a 253 Pa
5.53 26. 17ab 108. 55ab 72 09b 206. 81ab 26. 98ab 103. 66 71. 30ab 201 Hab
8 30 11. 96b 40.53b 39 1% 91. 68b 17.31b 90. 10 4. 72ab 162 13ab
16. 60 12. 35b 45.81b 38 00b 9%. 16b 20.01b 67.37 52. 78ab 140 16ab
F 2.770 3.7 7 2721 3.292° 3.116" 1. 465 1. 684 1 756
P 0. 069 0.027 0072 0. 042 0.050 0.272 0.213 Q0 197
(a=0.05)
2.1.2 K®ERE , 12 Ws ,
. C 4, , 120~9%0 kg°hm >,
—3 3
3~5 mm, 0. 36 ~ 0. 66 m, (0.2~05) X10 "m,
o -2
s 5 -2 , 120, kg © hm
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. . , 240 kg°hm * .
. .
, 12Ws
. . 480 kg*hm %, 960 kg°hm * . .
4
Tabk 4 Results of field experimentation about the effect of desulphurization by product on Eucalyptus
/ / 12W5 / Us /X DHyia
(kg"hm™?) /m /an X10Y m? /m /em X107 Y m? /m / an X 1073/ m?
0 2 (0c 1. ¢ 0. 562¢ 2. 78ab 1. 77ab 0. 656ab 2 Rab 1. 57ab 0. 837ab
120 2 36b 2. 10b 0. 95b 2. 87a 1. 96a 0. 768a 3 12a 1. 8a 1.370a
240 2 49ab 2. 26ab 0. 930ab 2.27¢ 1. 30¢ 0.321b 2 67ab 1. Mab 0.771b
480 2 46ab 2. 37a 1. Olla 2. 50hc 1. 6lahc 0. 572ab 2 37be 1. 26be 0.530b
960 2 ba 2. 3a 1. 049a 2. 23¢ 1. 32be 0. 346b 2 Ole 1. ¢ 0. 288hc
Pr F Q0 000 4 0. 000 1 0. 000 4 0. 006 2 0. 043 0.027 4 0 0083 0. 279 0.0212
(a=0.05)
22
221 EREBRLE «C 5 ( )
NN . 553~16.6 g°kg ' . .
: . . : 0 16.6 ¢°kg
58.33% 126 97%. ,
. 4 15g°kg ' NN
. . ¢ 6,
4.15g°kg NN .
. 553g°kg ' 830g°kg | NN
. ; 16.6 g kg ' , N
. .
4 15g°kg ' . .
58 ¢ke 'y 830gkg ' 166 g°kg | . 4 15g°kg ' .
; ;
2.2.2 XRERAFEIE 5 , s
. . . 830¢g°
kgil 16. 6 g"kgil ; ,
, . 830g°ke ' 16.6¢
°kg71 . , ,
C 5, 16. 6 kg ' :
49.05% 78 63%. , .
¢ 6, 415 g°kg ! o ,
; 2.67gke ' 553g%kg ! .

e s ; 830g°ks ' 16 6g°kg
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5

Table 5 The effect of desulphurization by product on nutrient concentation in Eucalyptus sem and leaf

/ / / / / / / / / / / / / / /
(gkg D (kg ™ @ke D (gke Dk D @k D (kg D (ke (ks D ke D gk D gk D (kg D (kg D (ke D
0 316 165 48 552 034 04 5331 1323 351 1250 1453 276 25 256
2.67 251 L300 476 361 015 038 229 1515 333 1238 1849 222 2283 3R K4
415 300 136 422 659 065 033 134 1781 391 1288 2053 356 267 37.3
5.53 L74 107 325 659 023 04 1207 11.72 100 1075 1562 206 423 303l
830 229 08 466 698 038 073 712 1675 188 1265 2489 237 260 S04
16. 60 267 122 264 874 023 05 145 1524 221 10063 3298 171 3% 648
0 370 158 348 691 045 047 174 1511 28] 970 2115 287 300 3535
2.67 29 128 314 835 045 042 1414 1332 231 868 2445 275 261 4119
415 24 081 357 870 028 049 1017 1540 183 1033 3283 238 28 474
5.53 251 071 38 743 027 — 113 1634 1.8 1063 289 213 249 &K 73
830 27 1.38 281 949 028 052 69 1323 237 975 3181 265 221 4313
16. 60 272 143 264 1030 028 04 38 128 28 1000 3778 231 368 L4
b o b
4.15g°kg ' . .
oo 1 ol |
8.30g°kg ', 16.6g°kg s , ,
6
Table 6 The effect of desulphurization byproduct on nutrition uptake
/ / / / / / / /
(gkg D (g8 ™Y g Y (g~ ™H (g ™H (g¢ ™H g H (g= O
0 0.956 0.316 L 044 1 206 0.175 0. 173 L 7%
2.67 0.810 0.22 0 823 L 021 0. 106 0.120 2 764
415 1. 540 0.4%4 1 453 2 293 0.316 0.210 4414
5.53 1. 063 0.2%4 1 191 L 975 0.176 0.362 373
830 1. 163 0. 198 1193 2 112 0.170 0.220 3525
16.60 10. 38 0.223 Q792 2 504 0113 0.237 478
0 0. 905 0.229 0 656 1 384 0.154 0. 448 2711
2.67 0.917 0.220 0 6% 1915 0.177 0.167 323
4.15 2.036 0. 346 L 755 3 497 0. 296 0.390 6 820
5.53 1.516 0.230 128 3 089 0.190 — 3 046
830 0. 663 0.165 0530 1 745 0.099 0.114 2 057
16. 60 0. 646 0. 190 053 2 35 0. 104 0. 166 1934
3 ittt
b ° ’
° b b 2 2
[10 11
b b b o
¢ D, ,
T |
) , . ) 4.15 g°kg

( 1~239 9 °
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Figure 1 The effect of calcium concentration on Eucalyptus biomass Figure 2 The effect of calcium concentration
on neritic sedimentary ktosol on Eucahptus biomass on basaltic labsol
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Mechanism and effect of desulphurization byproduct on Euabptus

XU Sheng-guang" %, LIShuyi"?% TAN Pei-ling"% LIAO Xin-rong"? CHEN Chang-he’, XU Xu-chang’
(1. Guangdong Institute of Eco-envionmental and Soil Sciences Guangzhou 510650, Guangdong China; 2.
Guangdong Key Laboratory of Agricultural Envirorment Integrated Contol  Guangzhou 510650, Guangdong, China;

3. Department of Themmal Engineering; Tsinghua Universitys Beijing 100084, China)

Abstract: Based on pot experiments and field experiments, the mechanism and effect of desnlphurization byproduct
on Eucabptus nutrition are studied. The results are as follows: (1) When applying 4. 15 g *kg ' desulphurization
bypwduct to eucalyptuses in basaltic latosol, nutrients of N, P, K, Ca, Mg, S and B absorbed by eucalyptuses
are 61%, 44%, 39%, 90%, 81%, 21%, 146% higher than those of controlled eucalyptuses. And the
nutrients absorbed by eucalyptuses in neritic sedimentary latosol also increase greatly. It indicates that the applied
bypoduct can significantly improve the nutrition absorption of eucalyptuses. But when the quantity applied is over
8.03 g"kg{1 or below 2.76 g kg | the eflect of eucalyptus nutrition absorption will be restrained. (2) Both pot
and field experiments show that applying of suitable quantity of desulphurization byproduct can promote eucalyptus
growth and increase its biomass. When applying 4. 15 g°kg ' desulphurization byproduct to eucalyptuses in basaltic
latosol, the weights of root, stem and leaf are 118. 75%, 116. 24% and 63. 92 % higher than those of eucalyptuses
under control. And the weights of root, stem and leaf of eucalyptuses in reritic sedimentary latosol also increase
greatly. But when the quantity applied is over 8.03 g °kg ' or below 2.76 g °kg ', the effects will decline. (3)
Proper use of desulphurization byproduct can prevent and cure tip-droop disease caused by the lack of trace
elements. [ Ch, 2fig. 6 tab. 11 ref |

Key words. silviculture; Eucalyptus; desulphurization bypoduct; mutrition; growth; effect



