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Abstract

Forest litter is an important part of forest ecological system. It is the main material library of the
woodland organic matter and maintains the basis of soil fertility. The relationship research be-
tween litter and soil quality is one of the hot research topics in the field of ecology. With 6 kinds of
typical forest soil as the research object, the research analyzes the condition of the soil quality and
forest litter in Lushan. The results show that firstly 6 different forest litter existing reserves aver-
age 13.99 t-hm2, and the average litter layer of N, P reserves is 117.48 kg-hm-2and 11.86 kg-hm-2;
respectively. Horsetail pine forest litter layer has the largest amount in holding water. Deciduous
broad-leaved forest litter has the maximum held amount. Huangshan pine forest litter has the
maximum amount. From the effective rate and the effective dammed-up water quantity, 6 differ-
ent forest litter layers’ effectively held ability is ranked as follows: Horsetail pines > Huangshan
pine forest > Mt. Jade bamboo > Deciduous broad-leaved forest > Evergreen, deciduous broad-
leaved mixed forest > Evergreen broad-leaved forest. Secondly, soil hardness of 6 different kinds
of forest averagely changes between 13.24 and 25.43 kg-cm-2; soil bulk density and phosphatase
activity of different forests have certain differences. Thirdly, pH value of 6 different kinds of forest
soil changes between 4.9 and 5.6 on average. The Horsetail pines forest land soil has the most or-
ganic matter content, and the average quantity of soil total N content is the highest. Evergreen and
deciduous broadleaf mixed forest’s soil cation exchange capacity is greater than the others; Mt.
Jade bamboo forest’s effective soil P content is the least. Under the evergreen broad-leaved forest,
soil’s available K content is relatively the least on average.
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HHRFAEMEBHRAES RENEBEHRES, RAMETUR KB R EN4S 13RIE R, A%
METBREMHEXRAMARESETBRA ARG —. DS L6 BERK AT AR,
SHEMEEY S HBFRERETREDT. ERRH: 1) 6HHERBAZYINARETFE13.99
thm-2, HEWEN. PEYHEESH5119.60 kg'hm-2f112.16 kg-hm-2; L EWNHIEEYERKEK
REm, HHAHAEEYEREEERR, BUMHREEDRREERR/N: WA RFKRA
BEE, M ARAFMERNEERLEB RN K/MERAG R > Bk > JUm# > i
> EE - FEHFEHRIHR > EREAMNK.2) 6FFRR 13858 5 1P E 4 7E13.24~25.43 kg-cm2
2 REAHK T EAENHRREEEFE—EER. 3) 6MHARLIBE Y pHEZEH AT AEL.9~5.6;
LEMHTEEIRSERS, HIEEANETFHSERS: ¥ - B MBI IR S 508
BATFHEAM; UL HEERPEREERD; BRI EERKCFYESERK.

KA
HANEED, LRRE, L35S, Bl

1. 518

R V&) (forest litter) & ARMAI AL FLAE AR B SR POl MR K 70, 2 70 i PR 00 Jo R e B UL
B RFRR A S REIREFTE SJEA MR AR [L] . B RRMAEF M EEARI S, BREGMESR
GEIRIY VR T ET 3, LEYERF HIEAL ) R AR A 25 R GU IR (K0 o A MR R AN 57 53~ 25 5 T2
FEEERMEM[2]. FTAAFERMERERY S IR RN ERAT T EE MRS RSG5k

ORI AR TSR R, YR E FRIROL AEYE R DL R R A, YR
Yo R B vy, w] et HIRAVE TR, B LR 2] [3]. AN T AR BT TR B

HA SR BRGNS FE SR XA CPRVE I R FU i e 2 (4], HLAnfE ) Ebermayer 7 1876 SEul 4R
W TCRE AR TR R R, 5 RSN 22 223 DT A6 410 T 5 90 B 9 AR V& 0 (4 70 Al B 77 03 R T o
I A T AR P D AT FUOT A ARG B HE , o ARAARIR VE  F 78 2 24 rp AR D5 THI[5] [6] [7] [8]: ARAKTA
Ve T IREALTE BURBL A MRS s A [RIRR MR SR TR T v B A S S R 3R s AR AR e /K e 7 A
LARFEKERIE R ARG ETESIXARMIAE DRI, R R Y E TR e R S8 L&, thinEn
FHVREPFE AN IREY AN BT B PRSI A, BT T SRR RVEY R RO E T, fE
T B 3 i e T ST _EHRAS—E OR . HAT, 2 E AR ) e R p A BT
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FURZ , ABALEE TR S & A SGTE T T D, HLWE A AT — e iR RE . ASSCRAS (L 6 Ff it RUZRA 1
BTN B, T AR S IR R ICROLEEAT 0, B B TR AR R v 1 LR
TR ATAT I, MR RVE RS B A R AR MR SR B R VP R LR 2 5 55

2. M5 %
2.1. WARXERR

JELAL TV G, BE L4 13 km, ZR AR R ARSI SE, JLMKCIL, iR AL AR 115°51'~116°10'E,
29°28'-29°45'N, kb dbAR, K230 km, B84 10 km, “F-HuPk S — i 0§ BHIGHER 1473.8 m.
TR S 00 AR, LTRSS LLRIG . 5 IR SZ BIREAMIE . I Ameis . 1y BRAAIE DA R kb 2 AT
PRI L HBAR BT AR X 3, B B 1 2R RVSUARAE s ELTVC I, (LR, 5 ERE
JRHBIX AR LS,  HA EE R L SRR . PR 11.4°C, 1 A¥IE-0.3°C, 7 A 225°C, Mum(k
15-16.8°C, i 32.8°C, fEFHFE/KE 1929.2 mm. Ji Ll A3 B - Rk - IR o A
R AR R B2 U, LR L TR BON SRRty o 4k - TR R ARy . T8
FEI AR o L rpR SRR AT BT ARSI SRR, UAF/N A, AR M e i S
K12 5 JEAa (Pinus massoniana) i, 7ELLIFEH /A% s V& RE AR BER LS B, 7EIEPR 1000 m L 1
FE 2 LA (Pinus taiwanensis Hayata) k. 11 AR ABGHORAE ELTF, IR ZRME 555814 76.6%, H -2l
RUMO A T RAMK, B ERRMAR . HSR-TE I R R ASAR . SRR, R ATAR, BElabk. A
FRMLFERNL TR IR /AL AN B, (LM et (b e hRige . (LiHhRREE.

22. THREEMES*

2014 4E 4~10 ALEREFCIX AR P B B R ME AR MRS AN 37 6 BebmuE A s, JEXF 6 AR [H
FRMEAI RIS IR AT A . SRR LRI 1), $20R AR K 4E 0~20 cm. 20~40 cm. 40~60 cm 135
FEA, WP 3 IREE, LA S0 S KTl VA PR LA SR, N SPSS Bt sk
PR AT 25 A IO AAH O A M 9], BRI J7v: 1) ARAMRVATEYIEINE . 75 LR 6 FIASF AR R
WHE 30 m x 30 m ERLFRAERY, FEFRAERL) 4 A S 3L 5 A3l 22 B 1 m x 1 m x 0.3 m & i
&%, HECBEESHhT 0.6 m, 4 1 AN HWEE 1IR(GE 6 1R), M HARMFEER. L5 AT I {E R 10,000
BE A hm? BRHLVETE Y = . 2) JAVEYI O R I E . 6 FhARMIAVEMITE 60 CA1F P T2 EE,
FEFPARRAELAR I V& VDR i 2 FREL 900 g, 3% 18 4, 47 50 g, E T MR 1 mm x 1.5 mm )8 o M 48
P, LIS, RS E AR By B R 3 ANTE bR B L R A, AR AT
orff. BEIGEERG 1 AN H BN R R 3 48, JEFRERAVR YD I G K PSS . T B,
TFEIFHRESR, RELSEER, 3) HIEWIMR LBEREETE . pH B TR RG0S 1)
(g2 o3 M i) [10].

3. ZREHH
3.1 NEFHBZFIIRA

311 FARFMAZMIAGFE

AR A R RAL T A S DR BB A, VR ) 5 88 (Bl ) A i (i ) AN K S AR 2
HAREZRW, HAAMUA U ZRIE7]. J5 Ll e A R AR e I e s AR 2. ik
2 WETRD, AFEBRMWEEDIAAEEDZ S E)A —EER, Kb SRR E I B iR
(18.70 t-hm'?), i LRRa I bk iz />(9.89 t-hm?), 6 FiAN [ AR ARV V& V)T E BLAFIE 0 13.99 thm 2, R4
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Table 1. The basic situation of six standard test plots in Lushan Mountain
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Figure 1. Distribution curve of six standard test plots in Lushan Mountain

Bl 1. Rl 6 SRERAEN KA 2 R EE

Y L ZAC R Y JZ T & E R (L A Y JZRIE S P EM ZEA K)o AN [FFRAR & DA
o B (1) 2 S 3 B PR AR A SRR B (W AR et v, BTG A PR EE L AA AR (R JR mek p, JAe i
FRH, BRURIE, TATE G R RS, AT, W SRR R P BEAR R, TR B D, AR
NIRRT PR IG 5 o0 R BS 12 VAR - S el B e PR, 3 R VR D BT I = (T T ) 2 &) B b
JE 1L 6 PRI V4 4T 2 BRAT I wwgmm6@ﬁ$u%z%%zb%&w%umﬂ,@wﬂﬂmm
B LR AR (2.763~8.740 t-hm ?) B [7]. XS T A AV AR S AR S ARV TS W o ik AN R, 2%
T B T R A e B AN [

3.1.2. FRFWEENFSTIEF-EHFEKE LI
THIEYE RS ARG R AR SRR R “GHIRE , W T KEERYR, it
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B A BN R ) o iR ok, R VR D S K s B e, RS A K I R [8].
AR 8 A = WL S, PR EROR, M LIEENURE D0k, ERVIRES L. B
I, W FRWAF T RRIATS RGBSR T TE VTR (R R RE I BRI )5 1 LA [RI AR AR 94 2 7%
S ICAFRE IR E K L IhRe LA 3. fEE 3 AL, JEIl 6 MR FIZRMIE S E B AR A N P g, N
fitr B DL Ty R AA MR I 151(146.82 kg-hm ™), 8 475 - I VR AT MROF XHRUIG.(96.14 kg-hm2); P& DL A BR
B 1(18.24 kg-hm ™), &5 43 A IH AR B (K. (6.45 kg-hm™2), PHFEAHZEIT 3 1%, Ui H SERa H AR Pt i g

B PR RGUE S (LA RGBS, X R D AUE S VA Z A BT 53 A
FEATABIFL[L], BRI E 1050 v] LA S AR AR ARG 80% I E 7R 75K, HoARx 20% Hi ’ 7K A1
W A aG . TR REZ W, 5 I FERAREEYE B A Y S FR AR SN RE ), X TCEERHZ
by DX BRI Vi A ) BB I S R S ARARYR T JE B RUSCRR K TR T R B R AR IR VR
— 5 THI BT CABH B8 UG /K 7 i, KoK B IA], St MRS, 8Nk BT o L3, Jb
KL ST, ARMIEVEYJE BA BOR I7K 5 8RR A8 1 AT 5200 31 2 375 B 7O 1388 7K 43 I 4 h 7a F
TR LR [6]. [RINF, JVEPD = 1050 fid o) DAk o sge s iy, oK B3 FLRR RS, 3 hn 438 7K ORok i)
ER. Bk, WREEDER—NEERKZR, EWREE . BEYEIRR T RZENE AT,
B SEIARAMGIR TR KR I E EAE FZ 4], SRR SR K42 3 & R B R BRVE Y 2 e R K e TR
/N[B]o EHFE 3 ATAN, JFil 6 FORFEIZRMEAL T, T AR A2 KRR K R I = (2 613.4 g-kg ™)s V&I
el BRI P P B KL B R (27.94 thm 2), B LA BRIE VA B K1 8 B B /IN(12.35 thm %), SEARE gt
FEI AR —2F 0 3t 6 PRI E KE LIIREIN S, FOLAMETS, 76 E MR AU FRARE T 1L

Table 2. Existing storage of different forest litter in standard test plots (average value + standard deviation)

F 2. PR A ERWEEMIEE(THE + fEE)

RIS FIMA L JZ/thm? SR Y 2/thm?2 W E A /thm™2
(1) SR 1159 +1.27 7.11+0.82 18.70 £ 4.54
(2) 5 23t i -k 473+0.88 5.16+1.14 9.89 +1.85
(3) W&k - VR IR AR 3.56 £ 0.41 6.78 £0.75 10.34 + 3.62
(4) VEuTRE A 6.18 +1.22 9.14+3.51 15.32£2.78
(5) FE 1Lk 5.81+0.93 6.65+ 1.01 12.46 +3.15
(6) & liFAMK 9.04 £0.38 8.19 £ 0.87 17.23+2.61

Table 3. The function of storage nutrient and layer effectively held ability of different forest litter (average)

3. PR ERWREEF S I FRENFIEKE L IhEE(F91E)

FOYiN N fif & P WEVOMFAIE BARSTKE  EKFEKE BRREKE BAPEEER AR ER
eyt /kg-hm™ /kg-hm? ft-hm™ Ig-kg™* lg-kg™ lg-kg™ ft-hm2 ft-hm™?

(1)  146.82(21.53) 18.24(9.07)  18.70(454)  375.8(39.4) 2613.4(537.6) 1521.4(253.8) 25.73(6.32) 24.85(5.73)
(2)  101.36(39.68) 6.45(1.79) 9.89(1.85) 290.1(72.3) 2472.8(613.1) 11456(641.2) 20.81(9.17) 14.82(6.27)
(3)  96.14(18.73) 10.38(3.13)  10.34(3.62) 138.7(65.1) 2079.3(824.5) 1187.5(318.7) 23.19(4.35) 15.29(7.34)
(4)  135.25(30.71) 8.92(2.24) 15.32(2.78) 195.3(49.6) 2155.9(441.6) 1269.2(536.4) 27.94(7.91) 17.06(8.12)
(5)  100.43(27.53) 12.81(4.39)  12.46(3.15)  201.5(83.7) 1926.2(317.2) 1366.9(451.4) 20.32(8.54) 18.79(4.81)
(6) 128.57(47.09) 16.14(6.02)  17.23(2.61)  218.9(90.8) 2264.0(716.3) 1460.3(236.5) 12.35(3.67) 20.67(3.74)

SFEME 119.60(52.42) 12.16(3.72)  13.99(3.06)  236.7(69.5) 2251.9(624.7) 1325.2(419.3) 21.72(851) 18.58(7.90)

e RO bR .
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W % ) P BES SRR IR B, 90, MR KRR AL B BE, 6 FARFBRMEEYZ T4 2dF
KHE A 1325.2 g-kg s FHIE R B RN 1858 thm 2, HA ML ERESI A/MKIR Ny : BRI > ks
o> RIATAR > IR > E S - SRR > Sk A

3.2. FRIFHIRRERA

3.2.1. FRIFHTIRIENER K HELERE M

IR ERAIR AT DA N B AR A S R G F5 BbRE . L IRAE Ao L3R SR B R Z —,
HZ2 7T DA AR R I AOETE M IR ROKAE s HIA B ] DURAE R AR AL, B+
W& K7 AR AR AR AR K B TR K A (KR8 s I FLIR BE I 22 3 S SR e i UMk B AN ), % 3
FRR A A HEEWL]. J5 LA R Y AR S BERR S PR E 4 R WAL 4. ik 4 7T, 6
I 7 A AR L R P Y E AR AE 13.24~25.43 kg-em ™2 Z 0], IX WIS A A bR AL L e A 5 i 1 > b e
MIERERKFNFEB] 6 MR EEEERNET N R > KT > 55k - 3 iE e
AR > VR REAR > WA AR > DR, IR BT AR IR EEMLRE A 2R, S8t
BHFKEAR, B ESE R SRR IR E KPR, TR BEALKE
FERT LB B, XU AR R IR 2 AL, HERMERELE, BT RGE HKIRR TR AR AR R
RE; [RIN AT LA 5 R RA bRt S ARk . K B R FIME EOR, IXRFDy iz T EYRA
BTG, R MRE RS . RSN, (EH] SPSS Xy 6 Bl islh A Rl AR AR L4583 A 4
SRR, H AR I R AR A B B 25K (P < 0.01), T 38 £LIG R I8 £ 22 VR A2 1 ks 3]
BFEKT(P <0.01), Bl 6 bkt R 3w dbE b R IR A ok, RIS R
BREESGINTZWT N R . X SRR IR NI, LIRSV AL . IR R LR R
MRFLARBE 2 IR BE T AR 5% . BRIRMEE 3 h i AP AE I — MUK, S PR IR E s g e
AL P R R AL S S EIAA R [12] . HI5E 4 W, 6 AhARAK LIRIERR S VR A — B O, WA - Tk
-] YR A AR - SRR IR 14K T3 AR AR S R RA R, TN T SRR AR, Tl P MONIV I i i
T - SRR R AR X A

3.2.2. ANEFHFMLE pH ERFHIRAR

pH %R HIRIRRIME AL, & EEHR T 3 h HOUREE, HY L RIETIRME AR+ 3
VINFIRAE F P2 A 1) COL 76T HoO Ja IIBRIR -5 A ML B AR r= A= 1A MLBR[3] - A FIARMRREY R AR A 81
FE—EFEE LA DA H @A e, SR R SR A T s 3 pH R, AT B BRI AR bR 0
RS IAEERES . F R b [6]. LA MU PN IR R A EER bR, S A BE G5 3 10 17
NEFIGLAERE 77, 38 3R 10 Rk, 1 LT (kAR A M T R, st R IE KM . BKBE T K&
WA, ORISR PERE[12]. ) LA [RIZRAR 358 pH B S R RN e 45 R W4 5. H# 5 A, 6
FiFRAR -1 735 pH (H20 KEUTE 4.9~5.6, £ LB AT Anv& i bR R TR M ok (pH4.9), 72 AR SRR
FEVE AR TSR A NURIE 2, AR pH BRI B . 6 PR R LA LR & &
MZEAK, KRR AR 2 A HUR G EERIE . MRS, DREMA N AR S REZ,
R RN AR IR R 2 SRR, HRRAEYIRZ . HE 7 #Hmd Ca. Mg, K. Nad Ff
Bk T T o O A8 e 1 7 L R S N, AR SR B R i R e, 3 pH R
B3], B 5 AT, Hak - VM HRASAR T IR s E K T e AR, EER T -
WA R A AR SRR o R R, AN LR IR R L, A5 pH A K. & N &K
fEE N BEBCIT I SO T P 3% N B RIKS[8]. HIEE 5 FIHA, BT L e N B VSRR
H RAEEN DRI T REEYZ IR, BEEMBE R, HREEYS N &, B N sy

()
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Table 4. Different forest soil physical character and phosphatase activity in Lushan Mountain (average value + standard deviation)
F 4. PR EZRR T IEIR R R SEREE R (TME + fEE)

ig AElgom®  WEkgom?  MFHEOKE/mMm  EEEKEmMm SIS BETLEE ﬁﬁ?ﬁ?
1) 1.18 +£0.03 13.24 £ 2.37 551.8 +47.3 481.7 +90.4 54.35+10.51 49.67 +5.67 18.25 + 6.58
) 1.20 £ 0.05 17.38 £9.43 507.9+24.1 460.4 +51.3 53.37+£9.28 49.42 +13.43 27.63+7.41
?3) 1.24 £0.07 20.57 £5.25 438.5 +87.2 403.5 +62.7 52.07 £ 15.36 48.94 +9.82 23.15+4.37
4) 1.23+0.04 22.96 + 8.63 399.7 £ 34.8 378.3+70.5 51.53+7.32 47.38 + 18.04 16.61 +£1.98
(5) 1.26 +£0.08 23.85+4.91 353.1+71.6 357.2+279 51.21 +4.87 47.66 + 8.49 15.49 £ 2.75
(6) 1.29 +0.07 25.43 +6.36 302.6 £ 55.7 3259+144 50.66 + 21.03 46.75 +11.75 19.87 £3.49

E: SRR 60 cm.

Table 5. The PH and nutrient status of different forest soil in Lushan Mountain(average value + standard deviation)

5. FUIRERMKLIR pH ERFSRA(EHE + IREE)

Foxz st /f;ftgi pH {&/H,0 BE/%@ZI%Z%% 4= N/mg-ha™ Nﬁﬁ&l B Plkg-ha™ % K/kg-ha™
1) 215+19 51+0.3 11.56 +2.26 6.49 +0.85 48.2+55 141+23 53.1+4.8
2) 169 + 45 54+0.2 13.98 +3.11 558+ 1.14 46.5+4.8 259+38 496+ 2.7
3) 183+ 34 5.6+0.1 19.48 + 1.96 4.47+0.72 54.6 £6.9 16.3+2.6 56.5+4.5
4) 172+ 20 49+0.2 14.21 +3.26 5.92+1.43 38.4+£33 13.8+1.9 709+7.4
(5) 204 + 27 52+0.2 16.14 £ 2.75 5.50 £0.27 457+49 124+£23 99.3+8.1
(6) 196 + 81 50+£0.3 17.21 £5.29 6.22 +1.60 35.3+3.0 156 £2.7 63.4+6.9

HERZ. A% P MNEEREETEM P RENIA/NS]. BT HI3RA%% P PSRRI (124
kg-ha™®), HJEPR R LATEEK SRR FHERBOCET P, X 5HAM T LML P e IR LA K. Y
FITREFI T K2R K, B RE S SE S -3 rh K R B BERLE BL, A A T VER & i e AR E Vs 30 12] o
A 5 LLBEAT T, R b A KPR (K (49.6 kgrha ), X R B TR AR bt
K FRIMRMSOR P o, AT 3 B 33 e 2 K AR R IR

4. &L 511ie

1) 51k 6 PR A IAE I B — B 2, Hodh T RAA BRI YA BRI AR K (18.70 t-hm™?),
B H AR/ (9.89 thm™), RIFEZRMIEATE DA &P 34E 13.99 thm s 6 MR [HFRMIETEYZE N.
P V35 fif &4 )4 119.60 kg-hm 2 H1 12.16 kg-hm ™2, 1 AR MR TE Y 2 5 KR K R i, A 2613.4 g-kg ™
T AREVE M KT B B ROR, N 27.94 thm ™2, B AR i K32 & B /N12.35 thm™?); M
ARFKBEMERSEEEE, 6 FIARBWEEDEA B ERIIKMRUON: BRMA > Eilfatk >
FATAR > VErFRE AR > Hak - R RS > H SR AR

2) 6 FiRRbR ST () I AL AE 13.24~25.43 kg-cm 2 2 ] A[FEFRM A E AN B
tiatk > KT > HEE - PR RASHR > VERFREAR > gk rAR > SR AR L
B RRRRE YRR — 2 XN, HE Sk - TR R IR AR T e R M T B LA AR T AR AR, T
TR GRFEAR, T AT AR bR R R R AR R .

3) 6 AR LI T pH (AR RENAE 4.9~5.6; LRI T LGRS ERE, LIESNETY

)



B W ARV R R SRR IR A B R T e AT AR IR R P P R
by LR PR S AL K P2 S R AR

4) BRAMVEY)SEM RPN RFPEASE KR R RUEE R T ISR Rem, VS ELE
BT . A e, — 7 AT HE R KV IR AR ) IR B E LSRR )5 (HAAELE fit
MFER], BIFRDIEA A AAG, KRB, TR RREY) L ZKERR . 55h, ERNE
B, T MERERS NONTI, R AR -7 T, B EIRES RS
HfRy SR, BrIRiRAL, BINCRICHE RaE i, AR E TRR R 4 R U iR S .

E&UH

VL5348 KRBT 2500 H (495 201510320082Y); [ 5 [ SRRk %t W3 H (41201213) .
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