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Effect of Different Sites on Biomass and Moisture of Root in Different Diameters of Schima superba
ZHANG Wen (Forestry Bureau of Wuyishan, Wuyishan, Fujian 354300)

Abstract
owned forest farm in Wuyishan of Long Beach as the test ground, set uphill, middle and downhill slopes, diameter root fresh biomass, dry biomass,
water content of Schima superba were determined. [ Result]The results showed that differences of fresh biomass, dry biomass, moisture in different

[ Objective ] To study the effect of different sites on biomass and moisture of root in different diameters of Schima superba. [ Method ] State-

sites was signigicant (P <0.05). Distribution of fresh biomass in different sites was the same with dry biomass, distribution between diameters as

well, different with moisture. [ Conclusion]The study can provide theoretical basis for reasonable planting Schima superba in hillside.
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Table 1 The effect of different sites on fresh biomass of root of Schima superba

R Skeleton root  #HAE Coarse root KM Big root F1#d Middle root 7V Small root R Fine root
Wef fip A SrECR SR MR SRR R BEYE MR &EYE iR BEYE R
Site ) Fresh Distri- Fresh Distri- Fresh Distri- Fresh Distri- Fresh Distri- Fresh Distri-
biomass  bution biomass  bution biomass  bution biomass  bution biomass  bution biomass bution
g rate // % g rate // % g rate // % 2 rate // % g rate // % g rate // %
-3 Uphill slope 1886.28 52.02 577.75 15.93  922.33 25.44 153.67 4.24 85.96 2.37
Fil Middle slope 2012.56 49.02 799.55 19.47  996.58  24.27 178. 88 4.36 118.34 2.88
N3 Downhill slope  2519.69 37.69 1268.85 18.98 1489.96 22.29  985.25 14.74  302.78 4.53 118.67 1.78
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Table 2 The effect of different sites on dry biomass of root in Schima superba

R Skeleton root  #HAE Coarse root KM Big root 1 Middle root /MR Small root R Fine root
e FAEYE /rlicE  TAEYE SicE TAEYRE SR TAYR Six TAwE S THEwE SR
Site Dry Distri- Dry Distri- Dry Distri- Dry Distri- Dry Distri- Dry Distri-
biomass  bution biomass  bution biomass  bution biomass  bution biomass  bution biomass bution
g rate // % g rate // % g rate // % I3 rate // % g rate // % g rate // %
3% Uphill slope 1070.55 52.59 318.86 15.66  487.75 23.96 95.88 4.71 62.79 3.08
Fili Middle slope 1126.38 49.95 420.96 18.67  520.36  23.08 102.56 4.55 84.79 3.76
T3 Downhill slope  1478.68 39.01 683.59 18.04  836.94 22.08 525.33 13.86  182.21 4.81 83.36 2.20
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Table 3 Effect of different sites on moisture of root in Schima superba %
Yehi AR HIAR KR PR /IR T
Sites Skeleton root Coarse root Big root Middle root Small root Fine root
3% Uphill slope 76.20 81.19 89.10 60.27 36.90
Hili Middle slope 78.68 89.93 91.52 74.41 39.57
3% Downhill slope 70.40 85.62 78.02 87.55 66.17 42.36
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