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1 ZRIE KRB

R LT 4 AL AR o PR AR R B (25,87 ~26 4N, 117. 8 ~ 118 6 E)MAEL AT &
Yi. JRR B AR HX [ R L g X, Ak s R LS, JE R B R
RS, AEREKE 1 599.6 mm, 4FFKE 1323.4 nm, FXIEE 83%, FEHAIR 189 C
DIE K HBEK & 1317 mm, 3~6 HANZ WEAL 4 ANH BN 54 FER KR 56 %.

I X K 200 ~230 m, NP AR B A, A+ABJZ/EE 36 cme 0~10 em +-
JEARE1.094 goem O, BILBRE 56 42%, BEHEIE 4 52 mm min ', HHUT 32 10 g*kg
pH 1 4. 64.

2 REEITEHR FiE
21 Rt

PR MRS By =1 REFRZFMKFE
T BHL 5 R Table 1 Fxperimental factors and levels
R 3 MR . K e
TR & 8 1 ) ; ]
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22 Jf;"d i?ﬁﬁ P ES Ry 2 SR A S B S C SHIED
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MR N IX GR2).
N KO TT I,
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Table 2 The design of munoff plots
*,[l 100 mze {ﬁjﬂﬂlﬁj})’i’( Table The design of runoff plot
N — INXE b 3 il . N
FHTFEEL NXS M;i@ ¥M2§ 4E$m§ﬁﬁﬁ
L _ 1 Ae PERIE A
arany=1 N/
= ﬁ'ﬁz)%fﬁ’ hX 2 il KR TR
V) ek ES,  AHAR 3 il ® R BRI B
AN 3P R — % K 4 i %R EES ]
. 5 peill A EMENEC
stz stz J JC
i %‘Zﬂ(f@ﬁﬁkﬁgfﬂ 6 Wil P R
&, FFH KV PR 7 Fl & B ERMEIED
AN 7 i B s sl KB L
s W K 9 i xR R
i BRI, X o0 L o e

RBEAKHE, AR
X R385 0 mxX 0.8 m>X 0. 6 m [ A& 2300 A b,
23 WIS E

FETAR SE RL TN D (PR, P LB B . 7 AL 60 anX 40 e
X 40 cm, i BT 60 em, MRS 4 BRUKIREN 15 an. EERIEK)E, 125
Wit T2 Ao AAE/ANX P R 4 Fh R RIS R, H AR (Hedyotis japonica) X ) @52 (Cassia
occidentalis)  FHELE. (Vigna sinensis) < FT (Mosla Punctulata ). H A5 X B E ( Cassia tora)
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K TR 25 B (Mimosa invisa), HHRE. P S M A SR 4 #BFES 580 15
kgem 2 0 15kg°m “H10.20 kg°m °, HATMF K AHEE, FRHEDH N0 15 kg m °
A10.10 kg°m °.
3 EMAR FE
31 JKREKIEN
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R R Y SR (R Tk P RO T B
3.1.2 BEARZAE BREWNE. KRBT e AR vb &, IR e 32 Ve R
ZHAK .
3.1.3 Aok E BREWE. BOENE R 0 mRE, IR0 e i LI w I 7
FEHEAT T
32 LIFAE AN

FHEAESR VN b, % 2 0 G DORE SR BORE, AT L e Ao . T el s PR A
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R HBER 1 4550 AT Eb A% B IR N XD 5202590, 17, 57%,  33.45% 1 40. 86 % 1) 11312
b, 8/ 51.63%, 16.61%, 35440 H141 68 % IFRr (% SBEMAH) WA,
154.26%, 20.05%, 34.68 % FH 42 B, I ZUFF 73 KM 1 20, 18 A% Wl AN T 508 ) L 2k
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Table 3 Effect of intercropping green manure on water and soil losses

- [ 4 122 A FHWE/ (kghm™ )
H _
/(hm ™) HHLR K e A4 K AR AR Jd A
I 4 IR IESJiEW: 7. 292 26 058 8 364 1 845 91. 882 0.917 0.139 6.125
B Ff 4 IE B 12. 589 392 761 12589 2 279 161. 133 1. 637 0.214 10. 700
XFHE 1 15. 272 483000 17.914 3 786 189. 368 2.278 0.272 13. 148
M4 8] Fh £ HE C 13. 271 0465 14823 3716 173. 844 1. 858 0.216 11. 015
X 2 19. 42 677 377 24110 4 637 260. 22 2.878 0. 407 16.752
IR [’ FhZR AT D 14. 486 495428  17.760 3 936 194 115 1. 698 0.29 12. 458

Xf B 3 24. 494 88 148 28710 3 767 335. 568 3.625 0. 498 20. 820
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4 Fl ZRIERIT 1E A AR TR FIC /N 252 Mot ZRIE A 25 L

PRl Mttt B2 BT VA BCR R I GAEA> SR D> SR C> SGHE B. W, £S5
FEAR N TR ARTBCFE R L B R 37, R AR L TR0 SR8 BAR B 10 B i K = ik
MR, HART AR KT
4 2 [8)FhER AEXIHZ R Sk L 1RAE JIRY S0
4.21 W EFPEAER AR G T A BRI (R 4~5). 5% B AR
JEXTREHAEE, 2 ARIEM)G 5 a Bl a8 RS IE MR 2 £ 58> 0,25 mm /K AR BT R A el
0. 001 mm R RES & S9G ANFERERL (KB 0, SR ARBIAR K> 0. 01 mm W) BEPERMRL TREE,  BEH]
Mrili a8 RhER AL 7 o ok, RE R ARt SRR S AL PR PRSI AL, AR PR ) B R
B . XS R LR RO B R R, e TR KON MR B MoK Rk
B R; S J7H SRR NE A I WO L RN B RoR oy, T LAV 09 30U EAR

4 [B)FRER AEXS PR B2 R L AR A SZ AR (0~ 20 cm)

Table 4 Effect of intercropping green manure on soil aggregate composition

Ji) o 23 Fif 2 P8 o
5 00 500~200 200~100 L0~05 050~0.25 >025FA A%k BHRE Y
A o 2 o6 e 5 a 15w
G L > T3 i o7 G5 16 04
X 1 su = 30 e e RE te
e B L e b b o 2 1590
X 2 L2 S - wor Wt f052 1o
S D 122 2o G o 15 oy 128
e Lz 535 e " ) %30 109

E RN, 2T ORI SIEA, C AT 1 AR S B MATIE 29 R I D i 3 bR

= 5 [8)FhEE BEXT R Bk 2 AR AU SZAE (0 ~10 cm)

Table 5 Effect of intercropping green manure on soil particle composition

EEE K ZY/mm

JEFZE 1 000~ 0 250 0 250~0. 050 0. 050~ 0.010 0.010~0.005 0 005~0 001  <C0. 001 >0.010 << 0.010

A 26.97 10. 21 13 36 5305 15. 60 28 81 50 54 49. 46
e C 27. 46 10. 89 13 74 4 62 15. 07 28.22 52 09 47. 91
PR 1 27. 82 11.83 14 80 347 14. 64 27. 44 54 45 45. 56
e B 27.94 10. 86 14 81 4 06 15.29 27.04 53 61 46. 39
X HE 2 28.32 11.89 15 23 3 36 14. 26 26.94 55 44 4. 56
ZJED 27. 15 10. 42 13 61 547 15.92 27.43 5118 8 8
X HE 3 28.89 11.31 15 97 511 11. 97 26.75 56 17 8.8
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A O, BN 6 FREREHT, BRIJOHI &2 B AR RRgh Sihh, LRSI RRLE SL Bl R
PAVE MR S 2 2 AR BEAEARH b ARG, LA DL H A ORI DB S B AR B A, KR SR AEAR
R TR BEARTE D o fEd A R TR A M- SRR TE B MR 38 B2 e ) 15
B, ANFSE RE AR M) BRI B RN SRR A SRR D> SRR C> 4RI B.

4.2.2 AR EREIES a fa, MRHLER EIEFR RIS B e ncE. 5 AR SR XTI
FHEC,  TAVFRZRAE A, B, CF1 D SR AL I 4. 77%,  1.35%, 2 42%F1 4. 14%;
RS HIE N 8.49%, 3.58%. 4 83U M6 10%; AL FE S B A FIRE A B3, AR
C/N EE B, $-1E 7 AR IR45 A S FIFR LR K, X TERE 2 AT EAAKR., X5
PR SIE 2 G RBHE ZERAE, VR 59 V300 M e o) Rt AR5 ys b pRihK 3 A5 96, ANIH
SRR RAKHBIE IR DR R HEFE R, SR A SR D> S0 > SR B, Hd bl H A FX
R TR BRIR BT (R 6),

R 6 [EIFPLRAE XHA It IR S BRA #20E (0~ 20 cm)

Table 6  Effect of intercropping green manure on s0il chemical properties

AL o < ol IR R K

[ b 23 JE o 2 C/N
/ (gke™ /7 (gkg™D /7 (kgD /7 (mgkg™D / (mg'kg D / (mg'ke™ D
AT A 27.15 1. 010 0. 403 78.29 7.15 88 98 15. 65
S C 26. 64 0.976 0.3%9 75.51 6.98 87 53 15. 83
I 1 26.01 0.931 0.38 72. 47 6.70 83 62 16. 20
ZHAE B 26.27 0.956 0.392 74.92 6. 66 85 78 15 %
X HE 2 25.92 0.923 0.380 72. 05 6.41 82 47 16. 29
D 26. 94 0.974 0.3% 74. 98 6. 89 82 17 16. 4
X HE 3 25.87 0.918 0.379 70. 18 6.50 78 63 16. 34

® 7 [B)FPLR BEIT ALK SR A BRI

Table 7 Effect of intercropping green manure on growth of young Chinese fir plantation cm
TFi i 5 - 1A 2 4R 3 A 4 544
JIE ol 2 B W B W e Me Mg =TI R G v =T |
SHEA  MAEKE 61.35 134. 86 25128 29 34099 493 42001 64
HEEEKE 2267 73. 51 116. 42 8971 1.94 .02 16l
SHEC  MAEKE 61.15 132. 61 24702 292 B39l 479 4146 635
HELKE 2247 71. 46 114. 41 8889 1.87 855 1%
WL BAEKE 60. 92 129. % 24007 275 R644 436 4B 15 578
HELKE 2224 0. 02 110. 13 8637 161 7671 14
SEB  MAEKE 61.52 132 03 250,00 30 33862 486 41659 64l
HELKE 2284 70. 51 117.97 88 62 1.86 7.97 133
X2 BAEKE 61.48 131. 28 247.09 297 3450 472 41158 621
HEEAKE 2280 ®. 17 115. 84 8741 175 7.8 149
gD BAEKE 64. 14 140. 26 26349 311 35394 508 4B 670
HEEKE 2546 76. 12 123.23 9045 197 .10 16
X3 MAEKE 64. 06 136. 93 256.95 304 X637 492 4461 651

FEEAKE 2538 7. 87 120. 02 8942 1.88 7830 159
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ZRAE A0 R R ANIR SRE B LE /K R AR D H AR X e B> e 5 2 > AR REX
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Effect of intercorpping green manure crops on degraded soil
improvement of Chinese fir plantation after control burning

LIU Ai-qin, MA Xiang-qing, HE Zhi-ying

(Chinese Fir Research Centes Fujian College of Forestty, Nanping 353001, China)

Abstract: Effect of intercorpping green manure crops on water and soil losses, soil fertility and tree
growth are studied through runoff’ plots due to serious soil erosion after control burning. The results are as
follows: intercropping different green manure crops can control soil erosion, improve soil physical
pwoperties and nutrients conditions, and enhance tree growth of Chinese fir. The soil erosion of
intercropping land has decreased by 17.76%) ~ 52 25% compared with that of control buming land.
Therefore, intercorpping green manure crops after control burning is a practical technique in the south of

China.

Key words: control burning; green mamre; degraded soil; forest land amelioration; Cunninghamia

lanceolata, (Chinese fir)



