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’ Figure 1 Change of soil humidity of sysems in different dates
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Figure 3 Change of air temperature of systems in different dates
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Study on microclimates of different ecosystems
in hilly red soil areas

WANG Qianrhua, YU Shu-quan, ZHOU Guo-mo
(School of Life Sciences Zhejiang Forestry College, Lin an 311300 Zhejiang China)

Abstract; Comparative analysis and wrrelation analysis of microclimates in 6 ecosystems of Phyllostachys praecax
Cunninghamia lanceolata, Pinus elliotti and Paspalum notatum, Cunninghamia lanceolata and Pinus elliottii,
Citrus grandis © Changshanhuyou’, in hilly red soil areas of Jinhua-Quzhou Basin, Zhejiang Province, were
conducted. The results of comparative analysis showed that Cunninghamia lanceolata and Pinus elliottii was most
effective to regulate the soil humidity, air relative humidity and Phyllastachys praecox was the most effective to
regulate air temperature. The correlations of 6 ecosystems were 0. 781 6, 0.738 4, 0. 8234, 0. 7595, 0.7122 and
0. 741 8 respectively. As far as the regulation of all three factors including soil humidity, air relative humidity and
air lemperature was concerned, Cunninghamia lanceolata and Pinus elliottii functioned the best. [Ch, 3 fig. 1
tab. 11 ref.]
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