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(L g bkl BHE R AR HF S, WIm Kb 4100045 2. g Mol BHE 2 ST 2R AR 2R 2511 5 48 % 3 g 26 27 A
ERULEE, WM K1 410004)
WE. WEHRAT HwLRF 1 KA K Cunninghamia lanceolata ¥ A ARIE 3 22 R R L #75 REETAFH 2 RS Khw . A
REBHERMKA | MR Castanea mollissima 3 | M 4G Citrus reticulata %3 | 3= 3 Andropogon chinensis ¥ £ 3% (0 ~
75 em) A MR oK E A 5K AL T, EREAW, ARIEE (0~75 cm)AIHERE 5 A LE IR I om
BHTH, RTHRREMA 30 ~45 cm L ELEAMNE(SOC)RELHREEFZ TEERR—LE(P=0.049)%, 4R
Rk Bl — £ & SOC R T4 3 £ F R 25 (P>0.05), SOC FHRFSHKDHAH . i RAR (14759 g-ke')>12 F
A A ARHMH (13,537 g-kg™) >20 F £ 4 R (12.807 g-kg™) > B A& LA KA (11.656 g-kg™) > M4 4 3 (10,727 g-
kg!) >33 (10.088 g-kg™), EHEBREILE A LERZ GG wmA T TH, SHERE L EHH LRI, BARKRK
BREAFEEABRAINR IR ZFREIFZHLAZFTHRAERETEREFH LR EE N, WL LA F
AR FHFHRE, FHERRDGER RN, L ARA 12 FEPBRMNF 20 FEH R, KW EH K RKE
ZAEARY, RBFETRRAAY T A T LEANBER T o BTk, B2KR6%526
KW, AMEES, BAK, EHHF X, LEAMNE, LEBERL, AT
FESES. S714 XHIRESE . A XEHS: 1000-5692(2009)03-0333-08

Soil organic carbon: distribution and storage with five regeneration

patterns in Cunninghamia lanceolata forests

XU Gui-lin'?, FANG Xi'?, TIAN Da-lun'?, TANG Zhi-juan'?, ZHANG Zhu-san'*
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Hunan, China; 2. Key Laboratory of Subtropical Forest Ecology, Colleges and Universities of Hunan

Province, Central South University of Forestry and Technology, Changsha 410004, Hunan, China)

Abstract: The vertical distribution and storage of soil organic carbon (SOC) in the depth of 0 — 75 ¢m were
contrasted and discussed by sampling and laboratory analysis under forests of primary Cunninghamia
lanceolata  (Chinese fir) forests converted with regeneration patterns of a) secondary Chinese fir forests
(Chinese fir 12 years and 20 years), b) natural woods, c¢) Castanea mollissima tree plantations, d)
Citrus reticulata plantations and e) Andropogon chinensis grass in Huitong County, Hunan Province. The
results showed SOC and C/N in vertical directions decreased generally with depth under different
regeneration patterns. In 30 — 45 c¢m soil depth, the SOC content in the C. mollissima field was significantly
higher than that in A. chinensis grass (P = 0.049, t test), but difference of SOC content was not
significant in other layers among other regeneration patterns (P>0.05, ¢ test). The sequence of mean SOC

content of 0 — 75 em was C. mollissima = Chinese fir 12 years = Chinese fir 20 years = natural woods >
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Citrus retculata > A. chinensis grass. The five regeneration patterns resulted in loss of SOC storage (0 — 60
cm), with mean annual decrease being C. mollissima (2.201 t-hm™?-a™) << Chinese fir 12 years (2.666 t-
hm™2-a™) << Chinese fir 20 years(2.837 t-hm=-a™) << natural woods (3.207 t-hm?-a™) <<A. chinensis grass
(3.278 t-hm™?-a™) <Citrus reticulata (3.565 t-hm™=-a™). Thus, for Chinese fir stands, regeneration with
leaf-fall and deeper rooted trees will have a greater potential for SOC storage. [Ch, 2 fig. 6 tab. 26 ref. ]

Key words: forest pedology; Chinese fir forest; regeneration pattern; soil organic carbon; soil C/N ratio;

soil organic carbon storage

A My il o A S R G AR (COL) RS, 7R ek i Sy R B o EZEH . 38
fliit, 4B 1 m BHREA VRS R (1 394 ~ 1 576 Pg)!' 2, 24 KA (750 Pg) Y 2 f55), =&
i b A ) Bl it 1 1 3 A5, S R TA) A R ad 1 2 o R Bl b AR S R gl ey 2/3%, Wik, +
A MURK G/ R 28 AR AT R X KA CO, R4 BRBAE 1 77 A= W Sk i) 52 o 157 3 77 0 o) Bl sk 42 4 3R 2% 12
s, R R, B/ 1970 4EFFEG, i AZEXT 4 i I BT S 0 A0 AR Ak IE A 4 3RS [N 52
HHEBRZES, HHEAPR(SOC) & + 35 /I e AL A0, XF RS54 ()T i M LA e v B A
EWE X, 2 BV A L R R R 2 g E R OG- bR R - R 5 BRI %) T e S e ) £
A ST EE . BT, S20 SOC &R BIFFEAT 2 24 1 4 BR UM 22 AR T FE 1) — D #R . A
25 AU T 28 75 45 S it 5 e o i b 2B 7S AR G IR I 0 e A RN O3 i 1 R R DL R - S R A et R L DTS e
SOC FEMERZS, BCA T 320 SOC FEM—DEZEH 7, BFFER], i AR 28 Ry 28 D AR b 0 1 1
P AP0 b 2 70 Ay 2 5 b b, Vsl A T BT R SOC Bt 23 BRI e I R AIG A B 5 2R WY | AR MR 7 Sy B
b T2 AR P B 72 Sy i S TEOMR b ST K el M B R Sy A TS R T SOC Y TR A B K i i, A
W FE A R AR A8 S B SOC A W3 s i 8wl UL O[] A b ) 7 =X | A 4 A8 Ak xof
SOC WysZ M LI T A —3PE, BHAT, 5T —Fobfoh 5l AE Aob 5% 28 1 o) — FhobRb 55 AR 3 7% rp
SOC. J5i 43 0 A 278 Ak B ATF 5% N W 18137 6l T] — e oA e ] ) 35 72 Shy 22 o AS T) 3 =X
1198 SOC Jiz it o B e At AT LB WE R ATAR /D UL, AR 25 () — B0k | () 728 220 1 30 28 0k 5%l 5
Rz, M, EEXTM M &R K Cunninghamia lanceolata FRH 0 7= X B ES 1 ARAZ AN TMCR A&
% A8 R 2 ARAZ R N Tk HL | A SRV HE R MM . MRS Castanea mollissima MHE . 4% Citrus
reticulata MHLFI P 5 Andropogon chinensis i + AT MLAR J5t £ 3 85050 A M HA i dEAT A 5T, IR uEA
[/ 5 7 =T ARk SOC it 40 B0 56 8 09 AR AL RRAE | b2 b o\ TR i 1] R A8 A X6 IR0 Rse 1 24 14 52 i)
R VA T I - b AR FH A8 Ao S 1 5 e B IR R e 2

1 BFRHBBR

5% M 152 T [ G2 7 Bk 27 0L I A 5 3l —— il
P[RR AR MRA S R G0 LB SE 0l o 120 1 1 A
Froh 26°50'N, 109°45'E, J& T #8731 1
T 2= WA, AR AR 16.8 °C, AFERE K i
1100 ~ 1 500 mm, 4F 73540 %5 18 & 80% LA
T, AR EBE, IR 270 ~ 400 m, AFH X R
H 150 m LAF . M2, BEADUE B8R R
IREEGAE MR IUA N, LHE b e, My
PEAE B N R R AR, A . RIS T2 A
AR SN AR 2.0 hm? 35 /N K X
8 AN (K 1), M E V47 H A 4K M LR 5 A AH
o, D% AHEE A BT 100 m, #E 1987 45 )% %t ik Bl SREKRHIFFER
55 /NEE K XN 1966 4FE 1555 1 A AR N TR Figure 1 A sketch map for position of study site
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R TIE . 1988 4E 45 Ja X 2L 7E A SRR IXE 1 14 2 U R AR, JFJE 145 2 A2 ARk
B RGUENWTIE

AT S . S A VIS SR XA ERS 2 AR AR AR M (12 4F 2R F2 R AR 20 4F A2 42 K
M) AR REASH | BREEARH | ARG AR AL B BIE S B, A AR A B NSk 1,

R BTSSRI

Table 1  Position and characteristics for different regeneration fields

B Ty
FE S, EIKIX RS RFAE
’ R W) o
12 A A 1990 55 1 fRAZ K Cunninghamia lanceolata K& 5 , 1996 4F F & & 0 4 42 K
SRR
. I 21 27 W 25 4% RO TR R EARFI B AAR Y I HE LS, N TAZu kB A % B2 1 500 ~
N

2 130 ¥k -hm™,1996 — 1998 4EMiTH] , 2 MIETT 2 K- AR FE N 0.7 ~ 0.8,

20 AEHEAZAR e . ’s 1987 455 1 ARAZARM S 115 , 1988 AEF Mk 1l #& 4, DL 1 500~2 490 #k -hm? & 1 42

it 7 AREAF 1988 — 1990 45 8] , BHAEHEAT 2 (5 A A 8 A ) &MILHE , AR EE 0.8 ~ 0.9,
1987 442 509058 HEXS 55 1 AR AN TAREAT M, F72: 2] 1989 4 ik AT & 5
AR NE R ST /R SRS R I A SR S v NI | A A o )

ERZIR R /N e 51 2 AW, FEA AR, AR Quercus fabri , K3 T Litsea cubeba, M F& Liqued-

Bt N abar formoana, FEB Cinnamomum camphora, ¥ W Madlotus barbatus , T 4 4
Vemicia montana, Afif Schima superba, #t:25111 Maesa japonica, % Ilex pur-
purea.,

B 52 s 21 260 ¥ 1987 AEE 1 AR AR TR R AR 21l AT M B T R R R B4R

AR Mt V5 1l i ek 21 29 R AT ARG, R bR R B a A i Lk AT

. o 1987 AEXTES 1 FRAZAR N TMCRAR G H Ll T3 it 12X FhAE R AR B e = 48
TR I, VI5- 52 S 4k 21 10

BB LA B R LT Bl BN TR R

2 HRRF
21 TEHSMNREMIWAIE

2008 4F 1 A bA), 43AE 12 A2 AR MRS | 20 4 A2 K2 AP 3 A [ SR 5030 T R P i ) 2 A9 T A
IR AL A B T 1 A RAEE S, TEARCSE AR | MG AR AL B s o 3 | B R 3 A
WAL EE T 3 RFEAS, HET 27 A REEA, B0~ 15, 15 ~30, 30 ~ 45, 45 ~ 60, 60 ~ 75 cm
OYERAE AL, RIS IR IR R R OR A 1.0 ke I SC A, He A E 48 AR ) BER
PEAT SRR S A0 R, E R TR B /K A I HGA I a2 £ 18 ALK (SOC) 5 FH 2P ot 2 L EG e 0T e +
HepE,
22 HIEAERTEFIKREZEITE

BAEAL TR IMP7.0 et 50, B2 Excel 8421, SOC fig 5 = (1),

n

Sson = 2 (C:xpix T;) x 107, (1)

KD, Seop MFRETE B A VLR = (t-hm™?), C, A5 i J2 SOC &5 (g-kg™), PR i )2
TR E (grem™), TN ()2 H)ZEE (em); n W25

3 HER5p47

31 AREHAXMBTEANBRAES BN EE S MIFE

A TR) S T bR - AT HLAR (SOC) Bt i 73 K9 3 B 20 A Nk 2 s, 4% 2 SOC B 73 B i Al
RIT 2T R 3, i3 2 v, TR R 7 sUMCH ) SOC it i 0 B Bl 3 4 S8 TR S F) 384 i
e, H 12 FEARZARMM, 20 EARZARMRHTE 0 ~ 15 em )2 SOC T 43 5034 18 35 i T2 Mt AH 48 1
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2 (P<<0.05), i Ho At AR sl AH 4B 42 8] SOC it 70 8025 S AR B3 (P>0.05) . X 2B T A AR MM AL
T RIAR R A HE A LR o R )2 SOC 1Y Tk 3 T LAk

DL SR FE S 45 b 45 2 188 SOC BT i 43 BOT AT AT ¢ K36 20 Bl 2R (3R 3) R BT, BR AR SE Ak
TE 30 ~ 45 em )2 SOC JH 43 B0 3% 5 T 155 1 (P = 0.049) 41, [R5 7 X bk [ 6] — + 2 SOC
SRR B —E N E S, B RKE R EKF(P>0.05), AR AMKHAE O ~ 75 em £
JZ SOC - ¥ 5t 52 7 B NHEF by o AR MR ML > 12 4 A5 A2 AP M > 20 4 A2 A2 AP b > [ 48 B A bk
b > A B > 5 B

x2 AREHFAXMKMTBEEVNHRRESH

Table 2 Soil organic carbon content under different regeneration patterns

+ R R IR 577 2% b M ST WL (g k)
em o DAERAMIME 20 EAEMAKIE T F AR R HER AR gy

0~15 18.656 = 1.672 aA 20.460 + 7.803 aA 15.358 + 3.862 aA 21.746 + 5.636 aA  14.747 £ 4.075 aA 15.878 + 5.360 aA
15 ~30 14.654 + 3.376 bA 14.693 + 4.669 bA 14.284 + 3.785 aA 16.759 + 2.764 abA  14.646 = 1.662 aA 12.650 + 5.074 abA
30 ~45 12177 £ 4.081 bcAB  12.484 + 2.960 bcAB  11.564 + 2.982 abAB  15.132 + 3.334 abA 11.299 + 1.916 abAB  9.180 + 5.268 abB
45 ~60  9.929 +2.009 cdA  11.709 + 3.329 bcA 9.299 +3.397 beA 10965 + 4742 bA  7.436 + 1.802 bhcA  6.852 + 4.762 bA
60 ~75 8509 + 4.057 dA 8.342 + 1.762 cA 6.997 + 1.479 cA 9.195 £ 4663 bA  5.507 +2.052 cA 5.882 + 2.173 bA

FHME 13.537 +5.908 12.807 + 4.667 11.656 + 4.321 14.759 + 5.882 10.727 + 4.398 10.088 + 5.519

Y ca 6 UCHE BV, by 3 W B -2 8 8] — A5 AR RS 7 b 6 — SN[/ b 3R 22 57 i 3 (P<0.05)

32 AAEHAXMMLIES %3 FAEEFHFRSLIELEGNBRESBBEAREHENK

MRRESBEERREN L Table 3 One way ANOVA analysis of SOC content in soil layers under different
{E (C/N) regeneration patterns
4 A IR B 7 AR D+ e Y75 % . .

HE4& 12 A HLEK (SOC) it & ik 3 ] ik 3 g

G305 A A T 3 B (E (C/N) 0~15 33.590 26.057 1.289 0.306
WAEAk , % 4 AT, R TR B E 15~ 30 7.736 15.223 0.508 0.767
J7 ki £ 39 (0 ~ 75 em)C/N B 30 ~ 45 11.499 12.220 0.941 0475
A SBETR IS Y 1 T 328 T A 45 ~ 60 13.999 10.955 1278 0.310

H B 20 4FAE 2 R MHLAE O ~ 15
em )2 A C/N B 3E 5 T i
AR+ 2 2 4 (P<<0.05), HAth
AR AH S 2 22 R B3 (P>0.05)

AN TR 5 7 SO ] ] — £ )2 C/N B9 KNI . 0 ~ 15 em 12, 20 FAE KM R R, 125
AR, H 20 FAEAZ AR S 12 4R A A2 R MR . [ SR T3 AR | AR bRl R 1 M A A S R
(P<0.05); 15 ~ 30 cm 130 ~ 45 em £ 2, HCEMM &, PSR EAL; 45 ~ 60 cm f1 60 ~ 75 cm
T2, 124 AR, AR, (H R ) 2 ) 24 B 3 25 5K (P>0.05)
3.3 AREEH A XM SOC g2

1 s, AEEB M0 ~ 15, 0~30, 0~45, 0~60, 0~75cm 12 SOC i & M = 5
AECHE e 2 52 B0 A A S MRl > 12 47 A A2 AR bR > 20 4 A2 A2 A PR il > 1 50 b > [ 4R T R i > A A
0~15F10~30cm L2, KFEEBH M SOC fif & 1Y 2 7 AKX H 8 EKFE(P>0.05); 0~45
em 12, BIEM M SOC i & 3 @ T [ 8K 55 5 M R RT A AR (P {E 23 31k 0.044 i1 0.036), 0 ~
60, 0 ~ 75 em +JZ SOC fif it B 25 & T A AR HL (P (543514 0.039 F10.037), HoAth AS 7] 5387 75 2k
] SOC i 25 % AN i3 (P>0.05), 0 ~ 30 em B 1382 i A0 6 it o5 BBRAif B 19 57.62%LA I, fR-AF

60 ~ 75 6.837 6.145 1.113 0.387

LWL AR R 5, ARBEN E R 21, & H B 26,
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£4 FEEFHXTEEER CN Y

Table 4 Changes of soil C/N ratio in each layer under different regeneration patterns

e R [R5 Oy 34 A2 U R B
om0 MERAMIL T 12 AR AMIL Y E A B e LT HOR At B

0~15 12947 £3.977 aA  9.855 £ 1.731 aB  10.019 + 1.707 aB  10.178 = 1.172 aAB ~ 9.794 + 1.995 aAB 9.166 + 1.062 aB

15~30 8974 + 1.325 bA 9.012 + 1.421 abA  8.847 + 1.586 abA  9.340 + 1.283 abA 9.267 £ 0.133 aA  7.756 = 1.312 abA
30 ~45 8.071 +£2378 beA  8.590 + 1.338 abA  8.189 = 1.618 abcA 8.938 + 0.663 abcA  8.452 + 1.320 abA 6.783 + 3.170 abA
45 ~60 7.562 + 1.270 bcA  7.702 + 1.075 bcA 7.444 + 2.004 bcA  7.267 + 2.026 bcA 6.585 + 1.928 beA 5.865 + 2.080 abA

60 ~75 5.839 + 1.150 cA 6.736 + 1.036 cA  6.482 + 1.376 cA 6.517 + 1.442 cA 5455 £ 0.827 cA  5.592 = 1.377 bA

YW a6 WEEMTYME, b AZKELTYME, FATAFAKE TR W5 A R/NG T RRR %R B#F (P<0.05),
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Figure 2 SOC storage under different regeneration patterns

T Y IR Rk

PLES 1A% 22 4R A2 R MRCRAR Y SOC fif 20 X He, 315 AN 8] 358 J7 2 45 SOC fiff 12 (1 4F 7
L MR AR A3 G55 (36 5) R, ARG TCIR 2348 A2 AR N TMRHiL A J2& 28 U Mith o 3 5
A5 R 25 B MR I R4S BEAS S5 BE R AR T M, bR SOC i B A F o IR A L £ 0~ 15, 0~30, 0
~ 45, 0~ 60 cm AFIVEE MM +HERAE T B0 SOC TR, 750 ~ 60 em IR, A MM 475
20 AEAE RS ARMRHL | 12 SEAE AR . SRR | AR AR . AR AR AR R PR M S SOC it Y
S AR 2.837, 2.666, 3.207, 2.201, 3.565 Fl 3.278 t-hm2-a™, 4EHFEIE 5510 1.769%

®5 SHEHMARMMEE 1 K22 FEMAK BT EAVHREEN LR

Table 5 Comparison of annual SOC storage in primary Chinese fir aged 22 years with five regeneration patterns

SOC fif et (Y AE A2 AL ft/ (t-hm™?-a™) SOC fifi & 1Y 428 1L 3R/ %
5 2
0~15 0~30 0~45 0~60 cm 0~15 0~30 0~45 0~60 cm
20 AE AR A BRI - 0.906 - 1.817 - 2672 - 2.837 1.717 1.880 1.925 1.769
12 4R AR A MR - 0.857 - 1.810 - 2.603 — 2.666 1.624 1.819 1.876 1.666
FI 4% T R - 1.170 - 2.187 —3.044 - 3.207 2217 2.197 2.194 2.000
S - 0.809 - 1.573 -2.083 -2.201 1.533 1.581 1.501 1.373
A b -1.358 - 2354 -3.242 - 3.565 2.572 2.365 2337 2.223
TR - 1.106 -2.173 -2.924 -3.278 2.095 2.183 2.107 2.044

BT . 6 Bl BT 5 bR B 6 4 BRI LA 21 a 3158
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1.666%, 2.000%, 1.373%, 2.223%#1 2.044%,
T R

41 AEAEFHFAXKBTEFNHRREFBZEHESR

THEA LR (SOC) S A B RS2 51 F S S F e, HFRERIETHY . sh . Mk vsk
VR B B R A3 I, T4 T A A3k 55 A B Sh A5 AR 20, A2 A MR R AR [ B B XS R T
FEBE AT | ORHE 9 HD FEIR R A5 1 DA S - R A5 AR T ARk, S BOA IR R 7 M SOC T = 43 %K
AL, MRHE SOC J5t i 43 5 bl 75 A 98 TR B 0 385 I I 3 3 1 B, AELAS () 558 7 bk b SOC 5T 1 43 5k b
BT IERE AR EAAE - EMESM, SOC FY R s 8OR/IMRIRHET 8 . A SR > 12 4R A 42
A HCHL > 20 45 A A2 AR HL > [ 98 TR M Ml > FH A bR b > 1 R 3 R R () 14 2T bR b T
X SOC [t it 43 $5)™ Ax — 22 W52 M)

ARV EE S 5 ARl ] — 2 5 T AR FE A 30 ~ 45 em +)2 SOC R8s & & FrEw (P =
0.049) 4, HAZESYARDE, ERIEAHA )2 SOC B /8w TEAMKM, 0~ 15 eom 12
PULL BRI o IR o] B R AR S VR I R A R, MR AT M TIAZ R R R SR e I R, AR TE
M RES R T 18 A28 (20 4 a) AN JATE Y, s MR g /b o (R R R 2 i A2 A MOR AR b 5% 725 oA A
PR b £5 12 )25 SOC Jit &t 20 BUANIR T A2 ARR b, H: 5t PR A g 2 M A S /NS R, AR 8, 388 XUIR 750
U, KA, St AN NS EE I LA R, IR TG R R R A, W T %
AL R A i, SRR LG, B2 ARMOR G % 28 A AR, T B = A A AR AR D
Tt RO, PSEONE ) RRIE, MR LR, FERZE, WKZ, s T R & SOC 1Y
WA, MM FESOC i 43 B fFA%

AR, BRI HHEAMMAZ B TR, S YRR BRSO T N TA, AR TR
SRR FIEEA, N TARE AT Z A HLak 2 A5 T B SR B8 R Mt 25 + )2 SOC Jit it 43 4
R TREARN TAMHL, T EE A AR H i, MY BE K E %12, W LIRS 3, 3
BEZRHEAR, HHEREDDED, B FRAEYRRM, ENFE, WKkZ, AT 85559 & SOC
AP R T — A AR 2 A FAE IS B0 A2 A MR 4% £ 2 SOC A S B 2%, H0 ~ 60 cm
T2, 12 FARZ AR SOC it 4380 & T 20 4EA A2 AR bRHD , AT REJE B T 42 R 3% 2k i SOC T B
2B 20 AR AERZ KR Rk Ik, FTLATE 60 em LA Y SOC i & 43 B0 & .

42 AEEHAXMRMTEFNHRRESH., TEEEMC/NEXEH

TR C/N X L ER AL A EEAEN, R R C/N B O —E A
XERA SOC Jit i /- BOK -6 SEFp AR B L Be F -+ 38 v BB 6% W] £k RS 58 02 1) A3 500 ot it 43 BOKF- 2
AP CN B, s, Mk, AIURAEIRM/EN, HIEAGIZAREAA™,
ABFFE T, 15 C/N BE A 80 EE B 3 iz B AR, AN R B R M 45 £ 20 C/N DA B R A1

Ko g, AMEHTN g6 REEFHAMOTHANG, THEMS ONHERY
Mt SOC 55 + 38 4 JAFAE W Bk
FIE A X (P<0.01), R %

Table 6  Correlation coefficient of SOC, TN and C/N under different regeneration patterns

KAEILF0.966; BT 20 4 wskm FEAEUA Rk
KA - 455 N b B SOC 5+HEAK  SOC 5 ON A ON
WGP (R = — 0.002, p>  2FEEAIE 30 0.922% 0.838 0.585%*
0.05)., HATFH i e 20 FEEAKE 30 0.501 % 0.805%* - 0,002
AH5 CON BB ESREEE T AT A3 30 0.8047% 0.885%% 0.451%
FIOGHE, W] 20 AEAE M AL M 15 0.966** 0.931%% 0.831%*
SR E EEUEAANIES A 15 0.891 % 0.901 % 0.623*
fEfe, HAMm kbR e 15 0.9247 0.941%% 0.886%*

RFEEUANAMIEXRGFET BT, #P<0.05; *P<0.01.
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AHLE, ULBH TS R O UM - /N A — AR
43 ARAEFHFARAKMLEENHRBEENER

ABEFE R, SR AR M i A [6) 553 7 3K RT 5 R AR s SRR A 0 22 5, R TR B O K HE SOC %
T2t DA R SR HE 7 1 52 B B SE AR > 12 AF AR A2 AR PRHE > 20 4F AR 12 AR bR b > 25 55 4 > 17 48 T 87 bk it >
M AR ARHE , AFBR T Al S bR 5 1 Bl B R SR 22 S A, LA AR b e o IR L R 22 R R
K, MUY SOC fiff it AL T /i, ARCEM M2 A RIS sh 52, ARG R | IR Rk
Rty , EHEAMUTR R R B, HIEA RN, HAEARMWERS R AR E I W Rm= S 30k
TEMHL SOC fif i SAZ A MM 28 R B2 . (SRR R Ak, AW AL, MELL A 4 AR
AN R, EHERE P REAR R T D, SOC ff&MELL 5 T ARMRHAR 200, 55—, 55
b f2 PR R A RS B AN 5 7T B O A 2 R AR IR AR T AR R A, BB T MR SRS AT SOC fif i
A OREE

0~ 15F10 ~30 cm 2%, AREEH b SOC i1 2 F AR B F B & KF, 41+
57.62% Wt A fE £ IEEZ (0 ~ 30 em), T ARMSFMEE Wm0 B LA LHRE, Hik, A%
1 28 76 0 8h O 2O £ 38 b R B e gt e AR B R A S2 M, S AR AR P T ARAR R R YR Bk
T BITER .

F2 AR MCRAR G TCI S 175 728 R AZ AN TR I I J2 448 55 P ot 8 5 2 72 O 44 5 MKt i TR0 A8 RS 38 T 2 78
BT ECHL, FRH SOC fiff B 440 T 5 SRS o AR BR IR S5/ I 2 AR AR M, FLVR R 12 45 AR A2 A bk b
20 SRR R, FTOL BRARCRARSG , B ARTE BT, R 1 A5 R AT RN TR A R T AR R A
TR FEIEAT RS ARMOR ARG M B R e, SR PRVE MR VR I SRR A AT SOC T A B
Ak RS, QUHEY b IE 2 1B T oA R T SOC i B p s, (HRZ R 4 SOC it 74 5y
S TTR:) (TP e stz £ 8- N OE” 31188

BE k.
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