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WA, IA%, HE%Z, B4

(R RITIEK 2 %iﬁﬂ%ﬁ » B 200062)

WE: MWIXKEVHEREVIRNELISEARRA - FEEAT M P RESFETREH:N
1.059 % ~2.89% %,P 0.069 % ~0.126 Y%, &M @M 4@ TEH TR H N1, 868 ¥~
3,254 %,P 0,092 %~0.186 % 40t B RMLFHHHI SR Y .N1.874 %,P0.078 %, 44
MARFEERTEAR MP NMPERERK THERE . ZMBPNA P T REMK. B
i ANOVA e, FRIAFREYIMH P NP S BEZREE  EHHHHAEIIES T
HHEMHA, N ZARPNAPIREZRAEE GRS REAFHEAY NP Y
BEE—CER . FEAUHFARS NAPIBR THREHEARM. FIA PCA MRELF
EW EHXARBEENEREEMF L TRAEETHUE. RERRABRERSTRIFLE HELEF
PR MRS FARET SN IR A RERER" O HARE" R EHEM
MAFBES NP FRYFEMEEE . AHAEEEARBEPRIAARR, HHELRR N N,
>E>E>RAFERERE NfI PHFEEHXLE.

X@E. FRR 4R ST

FESES: Q46 MRERINE: A

Saplings Nutrient Characteristics of Common Plants in
Tiantong National Forest Park

SHI Jia-yue, WANG Xi-hua, YAN En-rong, CHENG Ming-hua
(Department of Environment Science , East China Normal University s Shanghai 200062, China)

Abstract. The investigation of nutrient contents of 39 common species was carried out in Tian-
tong National Forest Park. The results reveal that the leafl N contents of evergreen-broad leaved
trees range from 1. 059% to 2.896% ,P contents range from 0, 069% to 0. 126%, the leaf N con-
tents of deciduous-broad leaved trees range from 1.868% to 3.254%, and P contents range from
0.092% to0.186%. The leaf N contents of coniferous tree Pinus massoniana is 1, 874% (N), and
the P contents of 0, 078 %. Average nutrient contents in all organs are different, average nutrient
contents in stem and root are lower,and the leave are highest among organs. N and P contents are
closely correlated in different organs. Deciduous broad-leaved species have consistently higher leaf

N and P than evergreen broad-leaved species, but there are no significant differences in stems,
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branches and roots. The nutrient contents of trees are higher than shrubs among evergreen broad-
leaved species. According to nutrient contents, the common and dominant species in different suc-
cession stages can be classified into three groups, nanmely, the rapid growth strategy group, the
nutrient retention strategy group and the other group. In addition, there is a correlated relationship
between N and P contents in different organs and the correlation cofficient is in the order:leaf>>
stem>>branch™ root. The positive relationship between N and P for the need of different organs is
also observed.

Key words: common species; sapling; nutrient status
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HYHRSSBRBUEREBRERFEAARE N I EEART 2 HYEAK T
SERRESILENERE ANTUEREY SHARZ WA RER [ 0 0] X 8E 8 AT 18
5. B IZ SRR TAEFF R E R, I Woodwell %07 )38 T 3% E Brookhaven R Ak 1H
YIRS B Garten Fid THY KA EE TEMHEXE 977 EXMSF T EE R
HE YIS S BER. REFE 20 4 50 ERTFHIZTB B 55 T/EC.

M EEYAE BRI BRP AR AEBENE S W EANFESEEE RS KB
YRR AR, — R LT UL RO R KA —FMRIE. Y MEA RS
DEERAYS) LM EEEVEERHHAREA KBRS, URBERNER, X
MR RABGRM TS 7. YRR ES BT LR B Y A K IR, R B AT LA R
AEAEI XTI RE I B A R ERARZABRENHEY EF N IRENERS AR
Bl — ol 35 43 I A ST

REERFRLOEGRA TRERT R BB THAEERETAR ETENHARF.
xR LA B FRERETY R AL AT S A 5T L (N % K F LR 4
HIFR T P HE R MAE, ZHRERREFR T EARR P EY G EA IR & BIFFLER
HIRMERENE GBI DAY MR E TR IR BB T TRFES M
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AR IR [ B AR A 2R RN T AR BB K BEE LA R R R A B+ T R B
MAHEREHHMOE70 CTRFEEERE . RESHSTE.ZEHEHIHER ST
B A0SR BE B R A 2 ) ISR B O G v B R 22 A R 4 5 A SRR S R 2 D BT LAy L A ) e
MR B8 B IR G . RSSO T
1.3 FRME

L

B0 00 http://

ww.cgvip.com|


http://www.cqvip.com

%28 FEAR A - % 87 T0 K 35 TUAR Y 4 8% 1 0 U 3 0 45 1 123

BH AR R TR E 7 (VELP) Il 5 M AR 40 24T T AR 7 R R AR E L ERIAE 7 BRI 0. 2 g 7§
SRS OB 0. 000 1 O MARSMEE S . B REPMA 5 mL R, FRE 2. 5 ¢ MR/
HEFAGE 10 1B MAES EIIEI CTHMB I L AHEHRBAFRERP(ER
KU ARE) B A ARG R Skalar ¥ 3hiE & 447 0HEFT N AP 4347
1.4 HyEstm

F| A SPSS Geit ki, Rk A ANOVA #EAT AR89 7 2 5047, FIRE A 50Ut R
t K% s 3 F PCORDUREA 1. 7. 0. ) B4 4T BE A # F1 PCA /T,

ATHREFBERI EHEAMARERHELSTBNFLEER  RIE LR AR REH
BEEHMEREERE ERTHEERS LM 19 FHELNREHEY . MERER NP F
BiETT PCA HEIF MIE KT RIETAFHFEER.

2 BREHH

2.1 AEJ/EMFLER
MF 1 EH R JEHEN M RBRARSEN NP SENFERRER.
NEMHKEBER . ZHNSBRME, SRETHHIIF N H>H>RE>EPEHH S EE
BE ERMNZRNT BRI, FHEWHFNF R . >8> E > 1),
1 ERAMTEAREMNMPHESISR

Tab.1 Nutrient contents in different organs of common plants %
N P
oA T S S N

—_

.513 1. 099 1.153 0, 900 0,075 0,072 0. 077 0, 048
(0.081)  (0,223) (0.258) (0.272)  (0,003) (0.015) €0,004) (0,004)
1. 583 1. 112 1. 095 0. 986 0.084 0. 068 0. 065 0. 055
(0.183) (0.200) (0.213) (0.284)  (0,004) (0,003) (€0,007) (0.007)
1.812 1. 010 0. 635 0,691 0. 084 0,054 0, 058 0, 040
(0.436) (0.196) (0,076) (0.119) (0,010 (0.011) (0,002) (0.004)
. 531 (). 898 0. 646 0.376 0.076 0, 063 0, 050 0. 051
(0.473) (0.238) (0.200) (0,055) (0,027) (0.013) (0.004) (0.001)
1,810 1. 033 0, 450 0. 897 0. 080 0. 051 0. 046 0,043
(0, 138)  (0.274) (0,042) (0.450) (0.014) €0,009) (0.005) (0,005)
L7770 1,223 0. 650 0,789 0. 078 0. 059 0. 046 0, 061
(0.258) (0.208) (0.106) (0,098) (0,004) (0,011) (0,002) (0.008)
L 789 1. 220 0.529 0.513 0. 079 0, 056 0, 054 0.044
(0,217) (0,350) (0,267) (0.244) (0,002) (0.005) (0,008) (0.002)
. 654 1.023 0. 358 0, 495 0, 083 0. 460 0. 040 0. 040
(0.259) (0,021) (0,089) (0.261)  €0.009) (0.004) (0.004) (0,014)
1.623 0.812 0. 467 0.512 0.077 0. 058 0, 045 0,037
(0.786) (0.346) (0.267) (0,198) (0.007) (0.006) (0.008) (0.006)
1.623 0,712 (0, 383 0. 356 0, 079 0, 058 0. 050 0.054
(0, 021) (0,193) (0,022) (0.078) (0.016) (0.021) (0,007) (0,003)
2,304 1.223 0,564 0.763 0,129 0. 115 0. 056 0. 060
(0, 058) (0.654) (0,067) (0,273) (0.030) (0.078) (0.006) (0.022)
2,019 1. 075 0. 605 0,769 0.074 0.033 0. 038 0,062
(0,072) (0.432) (0,345) (0.156)  (0,009) (0,007) (0, 009) (0,006)
1. 846 1. 093 0. 476 0. 661 0.090 0, 055 0. 054 0. 058
(0.147) (0,249) (0.564) (0.534) (0,011) €0,010) (0.016) (0,010
1,059 0,582 0. 391 0. 603 0. 069 0, (49 0, 047 0. 038
(0.219)  (0.127) (0.051) (0,169) (0, 010) (0.004) (0.006) (0,005)

He#E Castanopsis carlesii
HER Castanopsis fargesii

% Castanopsis sclerophylla

—_

# R Cyclobalanopsis glauca

# ¥ Cyclobalanopsis myrsinaefolia

—_

# B & M Cyclobalanopsis gilva

—

#1H3 X Cyclobalanopsis gracilis

—

Ak Lithocarpus glaber

£ H# Lithocarpus harlandii
ik A Daphniphyllum macropodum
¥ T Elaeocarpus japonicus

##H§ Myrica rubra

MM 8§ Machilus, leptophylla

£ 4§ Machilus thunbergii

£ 00 0 http://www.cqvip.com]
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sR
N
MM & W
t 54 % i3 o * 3 i)
S A4 Cinnamomun japonicum 1,136 0,709  0.404  0.726  0.089  0.051  0.040 0,051
= 1mnna
= jap (0.179) €0, 039) (0.259) (0.252)  €0.023) (0.008) (0.015) (0,011
K Schima superba 1,432 1,213 1,065  0.643 0,088  0.075  0.072 0,051
i fup (0.342) €0.321) (0.124) (0.067) (0, 009) €0,006) (0.012) (0, 008)
1. 987 1,201 (). 268 0,412 0,103 0, 056 0, 049 0, 035
J suberifolius : : : :
#1BF Styrax suberifolius (0.064) (0.826) (0.127) 0.194)  €0,02) (0.012) (0.003) (0. 005)
. 1798 1,362 0.276  0.631  0.079  0.054  0.049  0.045
K F Ilex buergeri
EBATR llex buerg (0.154) (0,769 (0.144) (0.129)  (0.006) (0.003) €0.011) (0. 004)
}"‘iﬁ‘ﬂ:ﬁ?’(% F Neolitsea aurata 1. 575 1. 063 ). 505 1. 806 0, 085 0, 083 0, 064 0, 068
var. chekiangensis (0.332) (0,110 €0.195)  €0.099)  €0.000) (0.014) (0.005) (0, 181)
. 1,978 1,302 1,024 1.347  0.098  0.086  0.070  0.062
gy L.itsea elongata : .
KHAZT g (0.071) (0,277 (0.068) (0.233)  €0.013) (0.017) (0.008) (0.018)
. . 2.896 1,498  0.878  1.457 0,126  0.057  0.063  0.071
Ormosia h :
WA Ormosia henryi (0.890) €0.786) (0.234) (0.675) (0.456) (0.008) (0.009) (0. 003)
, . 1,266 0.897  0.412  0.437 0,088  0.063  0.042  0.036
Symplocos heishanensis : '
RUILT, Symplocos heishanensis "0y () 546y (0.212) €0.116)  C0.008) C0.009) (0. 006) (0,001
. 1.644  0.634 0,398  (.333  0.089  0.054  0.057  0.051
Symplacos | .
REY# Symplocos laurina (0,209 (0,317 C0.093) (0,046 (0.008) (0.010) (0.004) (0. 005)
, 1,396 0,893 0,295 0,311 0.078 0,065  0.058  0.039
Symplocos stellaris : :
ERX Symplocos stellaris €0.099) (0.208) (0.121) (0.214)  (0,008) €0.011) €0.018) (0, 008)
" 1,951 1,225  0.434 0,531  0.083 0,075 0,054 0,043
Symplocos lancifolia . .
BEr LR Symp (0.073) (0,149 (0. 171) (0.051)  €0.015) €0.003) (0, 006> (0, 008)
WAL Symplocos sumuntia 1,489 0,583 0.413 0,531 0.075  0.046  0.042 0,036
) o (0.121) (0, 188) (0.097) (0.261)  (0,004) (0.011) (0.006) (0.010)
o . 1811 1,433 0.396  0.961  0.086  0.058  0.043  0.046
Tricalysia dubia
# B2 Tricaly (0.386) (0.640) (0.210) (0.787) (0,008 (0.011) <0.003) (0.008)
- 2,002 1. 018 (), 747 0. 764 0,126 (4, 095 0. 069 0,048
i Illicium lanceolatum ’
ﬁﬁ 1‘@% (0.185) (0.678) (0.066) €0.372) (0.013) (0,008) (0.013) (0,004)
B % Camellia fraterna 1.355  0.718 0,238  0.779  0.084  0.055  0.048 0,038
(0,076) (0.231) (0.108) €0.401)  €0,011) €0,007) (0.006) (0.004)
BHEL RS Eurya rubiginosa var.  1.303  0.793  (.385  0.588  0.074  0.059  0.055 0,038
attenuata (0, 114)  €0.220) €0,095) (0.706)  €0.003) €0.004) (0.005) (0,008)
LIV Helicia cochinehinensis 1,321 0.951  0.358  0.774  0.078  0.049  0.041  0.049
; (0. 456) (0,104) (0,206) (0.419)  (0.013) (0,005) (0.007) €0.002)
#k Loropetalum chinense 1713 1.223  0.443 0,600  0.114  0.058  0.055 0,039
; (0.120) (0.578) €0.076) (0.296) €0.005) (0.013) (0.006) (0.018)
Eyﬁm Rhododendron ovatum 1.413 (), 457 0, 162 ().522 (. 073 (), 046 0. 038 (). 038
(0.555) €0.283) (0.155) (0.096) (0,007) (0,007 (0.012) (0. 009)
V4 Mean 1679 1,009  0.530 0,711 0,087  0.062  0.053 0,048
(0,354) (0.260) (0.256) (0.325) (0.016) (0,016) €0.010) (0.010)
& M4 F Deciduous species
= ## Acer buergerianum 2,624 1,221 0.617  0.734  0.186  0.124  0.082 0,059
- (0,091) (0.348) (0.312) (0.253)  (0.023) (0,087) (0.048) (0, 005)
L . 2,010 1,298 0.665  0.724  0.092  0.080  0.058 0,109
BN EM Carpinus viminea .
(0.586) (0.105) (0.162) (0.093) (0.027) (0.015) (0.006) (0.116)
$% Liquidambar formosana 1868 0.648 0,620  0.488  0.096  0.070 0,069  0.049
(0.085)  €0.232) (0. 131) €0.292)  €0.015) €0.011) €0,002) (0. 008)
WA Litsea cubeba 3.254 1,336 1,048  1.253  0.145 0,060 0,048  0.055
(0.210) (0.461) (0.543) (0,011) (0,021 (0.018) €0.003) (0. 004)
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N P
WA H il B £ s Gl B E icd

2.292 0. 835 0. 685 0.475 0,118 . (64 (4, (155 0, 040
(0,071) (0,675 (0.127) (0.346) (0.013) (0, 008) (0, 000) (0, 007)
W Mean 2.410 1. 068 0,727 0.735 0,127 0.079 0,062 0,062
(0.554) (0.308) (0.182) (0,315 (0,039) (0,027) (0.013) (0.027)

WA Sassafrastzumu

RPN Coni ferous species

1.874 0,703 0. 483 0. 688 0.078 0. 070 0. 057 0. 054

e \P' 5 §8 :
SRAE Pinus massoniana (0.126) (0.234) (0481 (0.096)  €0.007) (0,008) (0.017) (0. 009)

2.2 ARAFEMEYERERIER
Eid ANOVA i REW(R ) NM PEAEABREYHHEREERBE (P
0. 05) , Bl 7 I ] i A b > S It R > SR R LTT N F P ERL AR N S BER
HARBEP>0.05).
F£2 TEAERVENAERENMPERERHESN
Tab, 2 Differences of N and P in different life forms

TR HYBE 2R R R HEEH A & o)y F P

4 2.328 2 1,164 7.995 0. 001 %
- H A 5, 241 36 0,146

BAER 7.57 38

4 A 0. 111 2 0, 055 0,783 0, 465
L5 MO 2, 548 36 0,071

N spAER 2, 659 38

4 0. 304 2 0,152 2. 464 0. 099
k3 4 A 2,223 36 0. 062

SER 2,528 38

4 0. 003 2 0. 002 0,015 0. 985
i} HOA 3,774 36 0. 105

HER 3,777 38

[ 0. 007 2 0, 004 9, 399 0,001+
m HOW 0.014 36 0

RER 0. 021 38

H 0. 001 2 0. 001 2.211 0.124
# A W 0,011 36 0

BER 0,012 38

F 4 (A 0 2 0 1.803 0.179

-3 HOH 0, 004 36 0

BER 0. 004 38

[ 0. 001 2 0,000 - 2. 804 0.074
i HOW 0, 006 36 0

BAER 0. 007 <38

"P<0.05, 28 8%,
2.3 HYEHRENHMPTRFREMLHE

BEMEY I ARZE REMNEFTHEN N M P EMLTTE 1~ ERRW. A
FIREFHONMPSRYERNEMEXR ERRABEWHRFARE,N M P &BEASRF
BPRHXEERNA H>E 1.
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03r 0.18p oo ,
P%=0.0429N%+0,0179 P%=0.0342 N%+0.0372
n=101, r=0701, P<0.01 0.16F n=95, r=0.624, P<0.01
0.14
n
02} . o2t
* " ® 010
& . e . o 008
Ty
0.1+ LI 0.06
Lo
nam ll 0'04
- 0.02
0.0 " " 1 " L " Y 000 L 1 1 L L 1 L i
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B1 MA NYHPYRIER B2 ZEHhNUMPUEAER
Fig.1 Relationship beteen N% and P% in leaves  Fig.2 Relationship between N% and P% in stems
03r 037 o .
P%=0.0224 N %+0.0404 n P%=0.0163 N%+0,0379
n=98, r=0401, P<0,01 n=96, r=0245, P<0.05
n
02} 02+
= N
e T
o o

N/ %
B3 HFNY% fIPHMRE
Fig.3 Relationship betwwen N% and P% in branches
2.4 FRBHTRSSROMER
ACEFA 39 AP AR TRIE N AP AHRSTRA B THFPZENRF P
ERAFEMXE, HEABERE N A P WEELEMRXRGNRE 3 FR).

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
N/ %
B4 WBBENUFMPUHXE

Fig. 4 Relationship between N% and P% in roots

®3 ENTRAREREFRSMEXSHT

Tab,3 The correlation of nutrient content in different organs

By i N (P) & N (P) %= N(P) BN /P
i N (P) (1)
BN (P) 0.582% " (0,643 *) 11
ENDP 0,424** (0. 468* ")  0,445° " (0, 705**) 1(1)
N (P) 0,381 (0, 231) 0, 482 * (0, 356" ) 0. 480" * (0, 316*) (1)

% %% P<20.01, % P<0.05

2.5 EHREMTRMAREERGHERERSITENER

AR T 4 W A B R B0 AR T B W 33 R SR RT3 R IR R MR R MR,

re——


http://www.cqvip.com

.0 0 0 http://www.cqvip.com]

F2H FER A & R TT R B X A 40 25 5 09 BB 3% A4 1 127

ESAILUES NHMPAERPRAMNEAEBREFRNESEERAIKRP>0.05); 7/ FARE
HHMEFUNEBETERFHUN §B(P<0.05), ETREEBARARE(P>0.05); 7
MHFED, FNFATH P SRS TFTEARP<0.05), EEVREERRBE(P>0.05).

350 0147
300 012}
25t 010}
% 20} © 008} %jg
z 15} %!_ Z 006} %h
10} 0.04 |
05} %i; 002}
00l - - - 0.00 L— - - -
AR £ nt 53 it * nf: 53
CORfFA WA EREK CIfrAR  ER/ARR ERELR

B S5 TRAEHERERANHHOHEIRENMP R

Fig.5 N and P contents in different life forms of evergreen broad-leaved saplings

2.6 B AR IR LA A B IR 2 2 R T

M Aertst RIEH Y570 & B TR I EE S HOR R AR R P/ 19 MY LIS
MUV 3FRB(E 6) . “Fr i RE 7R, A1 KB MW AARR, “REKRE, G5 SRM®.
WE A G AR A B R, e R R L SR BRI K,
BT CERE BUILLAEZLIBR PCA HEF A REAFMRAEIIHT—ZL

100.000 75.000 50.000 25.000 0.000
' + + + + + + I + + +

Eurya rubigino'sa —-—-"_‘
Symploco heishanensis

Symploco stellaris —,
Symplocos lauring  ——————==y
Dapphniphyllu macropodum —

Camelli fraterna
Rhododendron ovatum ————‘_,—

Symplocos tia

Loropetalum chinense —j__l
Symplocos lancifolia

Lithocarpu glabber —--—————J
Castanopsis sclerophylla

Myrica rubra ———:_
Liquidambar formosana

Pinus massoniana :}——
Sassafras tzumu
Castanopsis fargesii

Castanopsi carlesii :'-_-I

Schim superbg =~ ————1

B 6 R B B LA AR 34 L 3R 40 R 26D R

Fig. 6 Cluster analyses of nutrient utilization of common or dominant species in succession series
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3o #

31 HYHNRARSERSTRER

HMYEHEAERSRIMATE ARG, B ARAREXNFONEFRLRFEE
RAHREZA EOEATARERSIIREREE EYTPH NN PHESHETR TH
EREHUCOUBGESITH 33 FE g md s T N E PRGBS 5 R EM
BEG 17,310 2.3 65, PFHFESANRE 1. 4,1.6 F 1.8 655 MEHRLH N LT+ F
HEREN ENRM2.2,3.4 M3 2. PFYEFER 15,2, L f 2.1 oS S Bl
R et i A MM N f P & B8R, Krieger 5 AP AR R0 RIB O HFHEB
FIEFELIAL WY A BB R AR Z R AR H R BRRN RS’ R ERN
WIEET X — & HOH A REYAESHENN IR Y EERIBTERBHEFRY
FigdsEM A UL EYERNTE.

DRI RN AREBLEY RS S RECHERZR METRIHFISBEETHE
SRR RS & B OCE R T A R R R AR X 42 MAEYH A N
P FEFELIHANBR A SRR 56 NP &8 BT &R, A5
Fop  HEMFRGRI A N AP S BB TE R R AR s (P<C0. 05) X 78 53 B 4
SRR LB R ARG EAER RO FARR EIHFEES R BURE B & 2 M
FARE N F P & BEAREBELEDOH FERAEE(P>0.05), XTS5 8% E L1
AR MY B HNERTEARUMNSE ME—REHEFRANED RG], —REF
TESRSUBK ROFSTRLEESR BB FERIGHER, — MR 40E B LK. T4
REAEKMREEES . ENFITRLSLER, B TARARMRSE A EDHH, ARERD,
BERARMARD T, HHRK NF P S REZIEBHY N AP FR.

3.2 HEWFL TR

MHIX 4R AR T A AR R K A 1 L R L R R R R R P 4
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