LZHRMFRIEE, J. Anhui Agric. Sci. 2019,47(9) :75-78

E T Meta 53 i R M IS HT S RACEH R EFRTRFHE

1,2,3 123 5 12,3 42101.2,3

(L. SN, Rl A LS 7 4 o SR 2, S 5B 55000152, [/

FMOL S5y VU R TR LU A= ) 2R B R SR %, ST P 55000153, SEJN I A , A= 24 B, SEMI SR 550001)

HE [ B8] 200 ENE AR Y TR B R TR, A B AR I Ao B B E R RAE I IRIE, [ F k] VLA Lk
I RIR Meta 047 77 Sk oA o MG A AF AL vt R ERAF S ERHIE, [BR]IETMNEHFHAD P, THTHEH LM Cu
(0.018 g/kg) 3] Ca(28.28 g/keg) , h & G R LA THM AU NK 2E5TLZE LA L A A TS TS Ca KA FTEES
T, R s T A NKSZFRERTREARFALR AL, REKFHEDTRG P SFTREZ T RAEWK, [ER]TMNE
MR AWM TR ERATEZTAES R AR T EE T EMRFHRET SEFEMRNEE FEEFERAMERT
HRETR

KEER EAE BARAL  HREE  Meta AT A B R %
hESES S7I18.5 XHEIFRIREG A

MEHS 0517-6611(2019)09-0075-04

doi: 10. 3969/]. issn. 0517-6611. 2019. 09. 022

FFREREE (RIRARSS) #7345 (OSID)

Characteristics of Nutrient Elements in Plant Leaves at Karst Forest of Guizhou Province Based on Meta-analysis
ZHANG Xi-min'?? SU Zhi-meng'** TANG Ming'** et al
Guizhou Normal University , Guiyang, Guizhou 550001 ;2. Key Laboratory of State Forestry Administration on Biodiversity Conservation in Karst
Area of Southwest, Guiyang, Guizhou 550001 ;3. School of Life Science, Guizhou Normal University , Guiyang, Guizhou 550001 )

Abstract
retical basis for vegetation restoration and rocky desertification management in Karst habitat. [ Method ] The contents of nutrient elements in

(1. Key Laboratory of Plant Physiology and Development Regulation,

[ Objective ] The characteristics of nutrient elements in plant leaves at Karst forest were comprehensively analyzed to provide theo-

plant leaves at karst forest were analyzed by Meta-analysis based on the published articles with Karst forest. [ Result | The contents of nutrients
ranged from copper(0.018 g/kg) to calcium(28.28 g/kg) ,and contents of nitrogen and potassium in plants leaves grown in yellow lime soil
were significantly higher than those grown in black lime soil. The contents of calcium and potassium in plants leaves grown lower slopes were
significantly higher than that grown higher slopes,and the contents of nitrogen and potassium in plants leaves grown in old-forests were signifi-
cantly lower than that grown in secondary-forests and plantations. In contrast, the contents of phosphorus in plants leaves grown in primary-for-
ests were significantly higher than that grown in secondary-forests. [ Conclusion ] The contents of nutrient elements in the leaves at Guizhou
Karst area were variation. Most research mainly focused on the tree functional groups. In the future,more research should be conducted on the

mosses , ferns and herbs.
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nutrient elements in leaves of different functional groups
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