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Abstract: The locating monitor of acidity and chemical components of rainfall,
throughfall and stemflow was implemented for one year, and pH values and
buffuring capacity were determined for bark samples of ten tree species in
Nanping, Fujian. The acidification of tree barks closely related to the air
pollution. All tree bark samples in Xigin Forest Farm showed more acidity
and greater buffuring capacity against alkali than those in Experimental For-
est of Fujian Forestry College. The acidified stemflow affected the soil acidity
around the tree stem, Tree bark was recommended as a sensitive indicator of
air pollution and precipitation acidity in Nanping.
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