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Abstract

In the management demonstration base of Castanea mollissima in Donglan county of Guangxi,
comprehensive cultivation technology measures were carried out from C. mollissima varieties se-
lection, forest intercropping, fertilization management and pest and disease control, and the eco-
nomic benefit analysis of input-output. It provides an important demonstration and extension role
for the sustainable management of C. mollissima in the region.
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1. 5|8

MR (Castanea mollissima) & T E2 AT Fh 2 — o di 1 ) oSO8 PE(CNKIT #iis 2 1956~2017
YRR OA 12017 fe, XL FERARIE FRSEM MR E « BREEEOR . AR AR 0 o R E B IR ST
IR FL[1]-[25]. HAE, XTHREELRE R 8BRS &5 8w 0 77 T /0 WURGE . [ T B AR =2 B
LT 24, RS, SEMEBCERRIL 6512 hm?, 54 B IERIRE 29.6%, #51 N i%E 4 5
T RYO R . AT & 72 F VR AR S MR R P, e A AR I R B B B A b, AT S U A
BT, NHESZ BRI AT R A B R MRV

2. MRt SHIEGZE
2.1. WS

WF 7T S BRI, 2B 4522 B B4 10 km (X5, SHURHEM 3148 km?, #3148 15
hm?, HABHIE R 1976.7 hm®, AT 3.9 71N BREEC RO Z R K SC R bz —. 38 TS
WA ARZL I Y, R REE IR AE . MR E ICE S, AREER D HAMREE R R XS
X, PSR 20.1°C, PN E 1577.0 mm, TEEPRE 410 H, H5LERNE 88.7%; FT
B 1370.7 mm, HPENE 86.9%; FFIAMHINEE 79%; P35 H B4 1527.1 /s AFFI R
ML lms™, o1 AUAERCONE, 7 AUTERRCYE; EEMHE 361 K.

22. ARFAZE

2.2.1. MMREIFFEXTEIRE

FE RS FAE ST M 2 AR RS M (14~16 FEA4E)IHEL Y, BB, IUEFFIESE 3 AN R AT
STECAREG, I H A E AR 20 08 0.1 hm?, & E 3 DNEEREH, FANEE SR 48 Bk 0 BIH: Y S,
FAG4E 11 AR AN E, ST SR e, SR R &,
2.2.2. E8EEREX AL

WeHE 5~7 AT AR A HEAT XGRS, FEHLIEIAR AN 0.1 hm?, S57¥ 16 $£-666.7m >, 3 NEEFEHL.
THH4E 4 AT ieAe, MAEE 58 1.5. 1.0. 0.5 F1 0.0 (AFHR) kg 'o BERF 5 78 B AR ML A R
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NFAPRITEAERE S, HNPK EEIFRS SRR 16:16:16. TR 11 AJRIGRES, 705
FORRFLIE R, BEATHRON T A28 5 A A 5

2.2.3. HTEMERA T EL RIS

181 FEBRIMARS W AAAERE . Tk 64, FMHBEAN 0.2 m?, 3 MEEFEH,
B HIN 16 ¥k-666.7m %, 1 EANAIE(ck), 35 12 Bebfdh. 251495 . TAE 11 HIRIGE R 4
W AT & B R AL 5

2.2.4. FHEFEBRIAE

WEPERII . BTy 23°~28°, MKl 8~10 SEARIM N, % B3 IO 3 3 AN A% B0
FEML, BEFEHLTEAR Y 20 m x 20 m,  BEATE M EE AV IR B R B 2R AUE AR e AR, DMESR
IO L B 25 77 ¥ 5 ot o

3. RS SH
3.1. FRIRE MR EBAILLE

3ABCE SRR EF R EIINGE 1. R | ATLUEH, FEE RS 2238.2~4369.7 kghm *, L
KN 2539.2~5551.0 kg'hm *, BIL N 4482.3~6116.8 kgthm 2, FT 7= EAK KN 3010.7. 4124.8
5128.8 kg-hm 2o 4484 fFITTIZ IR THEL, 15 H SRS BEME RPN BARLL(51,288.0 JG-hm ) > JLK
Ffi(41248.0 JG-hm %) > F2E(25,892.0 Ji-hm ?), A B KL 5 a2 & A 2 f%. ddnfix 3 4
WRIE PP IR EFE B R R T EZ PR E F = 7.5100 > Foos = 3.6823, ZRIEFIEEHKT. BHARHAE
13.0%~32.0% [f], FEIHIZHIX 2B M A= BARAE S 0B K R/NE, Horh JUS B S AR R BOR,
B TP BRI /N o AFEX — IR0 E 2R K AT B8 5 & AR AR W R T e e b, IRKRRE B
BT e A SR N T HISE A 2%, 140 2012 41 2016 4555 A 7= B b 2 45 P (E 08D 9.1%~38.4%, /&
RN AR N 4~9 AU B LL R 2D 25%~40%, X0 FHEE B TP A8 45 S 1R AR

3.2. FEIERER RSB R

P 2 RN BEAR T AR RIS R AR R S R . R 2 ATE Y, 3 AR B AR RS B AR E)
1E 1600.5~3974.9 kg-hm ™ 2 [8], AN [F] it JE & ) V354 7= B &, o HAREETIT (2503.6 kgthm ™) > 4R
Il (2243.1 kg'hm ™) > KbFE 1 (2088.9 kg-hm ) HIAEAAS Jey, AH LS EEAS T AR (k)2 5 36.4%~63.4%, Horh
AEFRITN(L.5 kg k) FEXTIRA 1.6 5. 285N ZBE 22.4%~31.9% 1] . 1t BH it I A 35 1) SR i 77 B [R) RE AR AE
FHRNEZ 3o IBIIRX 4 FpA R AL & BN 707 Z2 04T, 19 F=3.4434 > Fy 05 =3.0984, 1A BE
KV FRIEIERT 3 FhAS R AL &4 ) ST BRI T T 8 2 e RS, 13 1 = 5.1577~7.2426 > fho =
4.0321, IBFIMEEZS . UHMEAER TR EBEER S ERNEE . S0E, AREEE IR
BNCEFEAEE BAEH TE. RI BSERADN: AF T, 10, T ck C6f [ A3 H UK Il 4860.0
5580.0. 6220.0- 1500.0 Ji-hm™>, XFE%H 2 PR RELREIHE, HHAE 1. 0. 0. ck £ T7H%
FAMEMIRCN 17,964.5.19,290.7.21,531.0.13,173.5 JG-hm 2, k2% 32 H#9, 15 H 40K VR 13,104.5.
13,7107+ 15,311.05 11,673.5 7o-hm™>, xR > AFEI > 4F [ > ck R, HdabBITEx
JRI 1.6 fi5.

3.3. NRIEMFRARNEFYEMHE

FEMFNCIIABE N, EFEBRLL AT 2 RIREROR . S e 3 MaEiia, KILZEHE &
BINT 3o B3 3 WL, MRIEIGEEG 56 3 FIFUREE R, RS BAFFIE 991.5~1009.5 kg-hm ? Z [,
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Table 1. Comparison of the fruit yield per year of different C. mollissima varieties (kg-hm )

# 1. TRRERMRIZE~EHLLE (kg'hm ™)
dh 2011 4F 2012 4F 2013 4F 2014 4F 2015 4F 2016 4 AEFY bRdEE cv
H O 2890.3 2812.6 2238.2 4369.7 2892.4 2861.2 3010.7 711.9 23.4
JUEFh 5158.4 2939.3 5551.0 3378.1 5182.5 2539.2 4124.8 1319.0 32.0
ESEAN 5537.8 4482.3 6116.8 4609.2 5439.1 4587.5 5128.8 666.4 13.0

H: @ BWMIZESESBN 3 AR THE(TR): @ CV NERRH(%, TR); © &FF 86 wkg ', ILEFMABRISN
10.0 jikg '

Table 2. Comparison of the fruit yield per year by different fertilization of Sweet chestnut forest (kg-hm 2)
* 2. EEMTEIMAE RERL 2R (kghm™)

F 5 2011 4 2012 4E 2013 4E 2014 4 2015 4 2016 4E Y NG Ccv
AbEE 1 22233 1615.6 2494.0 1656.7 2943 .4 1600.5 2088.9 558.9 26.8
SISENI 2393.8 1803.4 2546.9 1916.9 3029.4 1768.1 2243.1 501.7 22.4
AbFRITL 2503.4 1912.5 3094.1 2157.5 3974.9 1979.2 2503.6 799.7 31.9
ck 1285.9 1101.6 1965.9 1411.4 2154.8 12712 1531.8 4253 27.8
VE: MIAEEEALTE T 0.5 kg bk !, ARFEIIN 1.0 kg k!, AEFRIA 1.5 kgt ', ck 5 0.0 kg '
Table 3. Comparison of the annual yield of different intercropping patterns of the Maobanhong forest (kg-hm™2)
3. EMLBHHRTARIEEE RN ZRE =2 AL B (kg'hm )
R IR LA IS4 B3 G 4F GRS E B 6 4F B
T IETS 0/1866.0 0/1911.0 1009.5/1675.5 1320.0/1965.0 4205.3/0 1172.3/0 1284.5/1236.3
E ) 0/960.0 0/927.8 991.5/594.0 1293.8/434.3 4143.8/0 1304.3/0 1288.9/486.0
MR/ A 0/1509.0 0/1446.0 991.5/790.5 1413.0/461.3 4261.5/0 1938.0/0 1434.0/701.1
e SR 0/0 0/0 998.2/0 1406.6/0 4221.8/0 1408.5/0 1128.2/0

F: BRL. K. HWE. EETMKKHN 100 30 6. 16 J6-hm ™2,

PUJG B PRI 3K R iR AR s, P RS BN 1284.5~1434.0 kgthm °. JLh G 6 SRR
BAENTE 1172.3~1408.5 kg-hm > 5 FE P, 35X — B0{E 53 Xk 28 [ 24 78 5 M 48 B4 T 2B X AR SR P Mk ki
JEHIES 6 SEFE RN 1587.3 + 447.7 kg-hm > fifik, X ] BE S AHE 78 X% BE ARG 5% 4% i3 P 3440
RATE, A, PERR ML= 0 B HARE + 164 880(25,556.0 Jo-hm™®) > REE + FARBEN
(16,553.9 Ji-hm™®) > HRFE + #HH(15,805.0 Ji-hm™>) > AAIME(11,282.0 J6-hm ), K435 473
BENMICA 13,800+ 11,500, 12,200+ 8800.0 Jo/hm*s A4, ARSI ICNIREE + 1848 (11,756.0
Jehm?) > HRIE + T KA (5053.9 Ji-hm?) > BRI + EEH(3605.0 Jo-hm %) > AA{E(2482.0 T
hm?), LIS AR R LT RN B3 . HA AR R IR ETE A AR 2R A AR (ck) I 4.7 15
3.4. BHEMAVRIH

g gett, B XARSENE E A RN BRI SE, HAEHERERM. KPR JiEeE
BAR4~5 AW, #id KA 65%AREE 600 5. 218 R 800 £, kg 7 R 1 Ik, M3 K, BiAL
Rt mFEFEARIGIE, S0, SO, FURW. Bk, SEIH. RS, B8RV
S RBON HAE Y + BB 402 W R) + MERIATHG, FER BRI,
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TS 6 AR AR 2 B B AT ARCREAN R it A R AN R AT R Ao B0 DA AR AN R TR A8
A= i LAV R ik, HHan RS

1) SRR SUEAMERLL 3 A A 8 LGB R EE TR, ik H B AL i A A e K
Syt rE e, AR B AR L BUAEE -

2) I it FH G e R R AN [t A 0 7 5 A 0 e, 75 i T B AE BB 1.5 kg/RR I
R, HETEEEARILER 1.6 fF.

3) I SEHEARCEAR S 3 A [ A B LG, A3 AR R IREIE A I Pr i i, HLAF
FEIANNFEA R 4.7 i

4) T 6 FXF AR AR SUEREE HESL I, R0 TC X B R SR b, Hofe AR R
LREUEITEBATR IR, R .

HE&mHE
CHREE R PP AR R AN H SORYE” WH, W [2007-40] .
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