ZWA 6 W SR AREYIH F C. N P RR1ESD
m*l

TIYARE: =82S 7K G A N B

=J;

CEBAME R SR 5 PRS2 BE B A AL 230036)

[ B A% BEE BAGFEETHMAS TR WAL L, 94T HBHF C. N P A AR EMZ 8
FHEXER, T AR ER M B L F B HIE, BRI TN 28 ftiddpA R 2 RAE, K P C
4% 7 400. 08~519. 36mg/g, N # 5. 15~15.39mg/g, P # 0. 30~0. 97mg/g, m(C) :m(N) & B # 29.99~92.25 . m(C) :
m(P) &9 7E B H 467.01~1443.81, m(N) :m(P) #9358 B % 10.01~29.29, AN 5P, m(C) :m(N){E5 m(C) : m(P)
MERIFHEMXKEZ, mN) mP)RHEREIEHPEERE, TRAFEHA mC) mN) AKX KB EIANE
A (59. 68) >+ K (51.56) > F Ak Aajik K14y (44.50), ¥ AFeifk A H5EARZFE m(C) mN) £57 2 F; AR
m(C) :mP) AR KB NEIAER (1043.4) > Kfojk A4i40 (818.78) > 7+~ K (808.35), EARERK. Ak A
MW GEERFEF. ZHREEANC) (mN){EAm@) (mP)AH RS, HLHAERTN, POARNKERS. 3H
EARAEHmN) mPAH KT 16, HHZHEFFATHEIZ L P RE, BARMS T PRA, 2LmC) mP)A
BEES, WM EERTROLEZARNXEL LS, KRBT IFRFEE G 6 —F 3 o

[8R]) B EF S5 ETHK,C. N, P A2 it s,; o f Az E
[FE525]) :S718 [CERFREE] A [XESS ] :1000—2006 (2014) 06—0028 —05

Cv Ny P RAEWAEKE B NP LA MEFRITER, Hd N, P AR A B REEN T " o it i
BAEE m(C) @ m(N) FIBRBELE (n(C) © m(P)) MMRE AW SR MLLER R, E— R L RWEMKEFFAZER" . &9
A C 5375 70K Ny P IS5 LU RE s PR A AR A8 R G0 C IRHR AR ™ o TRt A BB EE (m(N) m(P)) T LA )
WA R T, R R A AR K 3R A R ROR LR AR ) o RE, JRRRAEYII R o Ny PSR LR 5 % Y
B
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1280 FhFEEAEMIRIBT TR I, BEAE A L A RRARAN AP 2 IR A, 7 B N ML P S R, T m(N) 2 m(P) BB Ty RIE
5t 4% 1R FEOR I 5l SRRSO R ST BB BRI A B m(C) D m(N) L m(N) ¢ m(P) FME SRR R UG . BRI %
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ARZH XA A S ST R L DU DA A A O ORI A AR AR L 7 A B R R 255

1 #5075
L. 1 RTFL XA

I T2 s A& B RLA (117° 217 23.33” E, 30° 01747.44" N), 4K 376m, J@IEHGTIRIEZRE, F PR
N 16.2°C, Fem AR 29. 3°C, BARA IR —5C, =10CHEREN 4897°C o \LFEMN S, 241 2 K& 1600~1700mm, HH
T6%IBE R B 7E 3—8 AR ZE. Huay PE LI R ORI . i2h XAE A 8 T S T #v s o 2R ) i SR ds bk, RIS 2000 200a. 22
W Fh Sy Ei A% (Castanopsis eyrei) « 75 X4k (Cyclobalanopsis glauca) « #f2 (Dendropanax dentiger) . # 2% (Symplocos
stellaris) . Bt (Sarcandra glabra). FEAYM-§UH| (Itea chinensis). ©Z4 7 (Ilex integra) %,

L. 2 FEfhcREE, ALEE
2012 4F 10 HREATEFAMA A AR, . B R A AR LRI > BESZ A Y 20mX 20m, [E]RE Y 20m FEE AL 3 SR (3R 1) o 4

FEME FEA AP SRR AR 2~3 Bk, BREREEDMAIG 6 AREEAR . REEAFIMEIM SN AR AR . V. b 4 DT 1 B o
Fro BEARIEARYIN AT, 3 Pkt R AR 28 ANFh 84 i

=1 AT EEETE0~10 cm) HiE
Table 1 Characteristics of topsoil (0 —10 cm) at the

sampling site

WA
i z ® = i 1% = =/
wa mn SRAR ZERR En o Fake
Tk aspect mgrg " ") Lmg=g ] relative o pH
: N P moisture  DBH

eanlenl
51 3E 2.37 0.129 33.9 11.10 4.5
52 SW 2.06 0. 155 32.4 12.45 4.6
53 SE 3.09 0. 1 40.3 8.61 4.7

H{E 2.51 0.129 35.5 10. 60

FrREREYIEERZA)E, BT 60CHERBEEE, ME&H. CFMNEREHAITRDII(EA3000 CNHSO Analyser) JI5E .
P & ERHAMER — S & REEE . WahiEd o dr{ (FTA Star 5000, FOSS)Wl%E .

1. 3 #dnib s

Hrdi R i SPSS16. 0 Al Excel2003 #E4T 4347 -

2 R 5H

2. 1 ARFEREYIH o Ny P RAT

BT RAE S 28 P, C & 55 2 404. 67~505. 27mg/ g, N & 56y 5. 59~14. 39mg/g, P & i 0. 32~0. 89mg/g.

RRAMFZ B TR G EERBAR (R 2), BN P TENSEY/NT2ETHAKT ((18.6£8.41) . (1.21£0.99) mg/g) "™, BLK
AERCEKE ((18.348.71) . (1.42+1.12)mg/g) .



F2 FREHHEDR CN.PEREEESTEFETERER
Table 2 Concentrations of C, N, P and their stoichiometrical ratios in foliage of the different plants

LR W spevics ([nff ) (Tffj ) r:;ff o Qs m(©: mOv:
life form C i N ;nnw.m P i m(N) m(F) m(P)
1% ( Dendropanax dentiger ) M4.36 11.99 0. 89 3760 50435 13.54

#H#E | Castanapsis eyrei) 475.60 9. 45 0. 56 50. 98 B5R. 44 16. 88

75 B ( Cyelobalanopsis glauca ) 447.06 11.87 0.87 37.83  518.76 13.77

# 3 ( Manglietia fordiana) 457.38 12.94 0.82 3613 566.97 15.69

ke STHE (Machilus thunbergii) 490.17 7. 65 0.53 65.59 981.43  15.13
gt | Castanapsis fargesii) 466.01 9.5 0. 47 48.95 1001.80 20,49

HEHAE ( Lithacarpus megalophylius) 473 82 10,25 0.38 46,28 1262.50 27.24

&1 ( Phoshe formosana) 45240 5.75 0.57 78.80 798.34  10.13

1R (Symplacos stellaris) 419.37 7.10 0.54 61.87 782.51 12.94

£T 3k bk ( Cleyera japonica) 468. 66 6. 58 0.53 J1.85  892.02  12.56
FEH ( Cinnamomum japonicum ) 495.60 8. 6l 0.54 63.46 1002.50 16.08

B3 ( Lindera aggregata) 505.27 12.29 0. 61 41.22 B51.39 20. 82

e B 5 (Camellia cuspidata) 404,67 9.27 0.53 43.67 758.84 17.36

EAR T 4R7E ( Rhadadendron ovatum) 465,69 9. 64 0. 38 48.40 1229.20 25.43
22 H (Jlex integra) 414.54 9.3 0.34 44.46 1228.30 27.55

FERIMFR# (ftea chinensis) 477.39 11. 65 0. 58 41.07  819.21  19.9

A RERE T (flex rotunda) 487.97 578 0.46 84.37 1064.19 12.61
PAMFEE R (Camellia micraphylla) 47.21 5.5 0.32 80.00 1382.56 17.28

HEH (Furva munieata) 460.15 6. 03 0. 51 76.97  913.41 11.81

B ( Vaccinium bracteatum ) 458.34 7.53 0.34 60.90 1331.80 21.88
ﬁ)ﬂiﬁfﬁ; i silbiorsma) 412,13 12.42 0.55 33.20 748.98 22,58

W (Sawandra glabra) 46880 10. 12 0.73 4646 651.61 14.14

#5 (Smilax china) 453,83 14.39 0.73 364 621.03 19.66
HEMEEGN T35 % (Likpe spicana | 419,53 6. 01 0.44 69.90 1025.50 14.57
B EEH (Osmunda cinnamamea ) 415.15 47 0. 51 44,27 811.50 18.63

10 % (Ardisia brevieanlis) 451.07 9.57 0.40 47.21 1132.00 23.97

T (Ardisia crenata) 439,60 10. 09 0.63 43.57  T01.37  16.10

8 ( Trachelospermum jasminoides ) 438.71 11.06 0. 51 39.74 B3R, 24 21.86l1

RNy P A RIFIIZMESE R (R2=0. 3233, p<<0.01) (K 1), MhH P & RpEAE N & B8 i .

12 y=0.035 940,210 2 1 800 yELGAE 124300.38 a0 y==15.4622+26.31
o A m=03233, panol B R=0.233 9, peil,] C Re-02454, penol
o - - — 30 g
. B X & =
0.8 PR & 1300 Re W 2 = T
. = ,-: 40"C == 20 L L
R IRI: S L B
b * g :.”.:.0 * e = BOO 4 a® E iy *’:‘t. i
0.4 o v‘:‘ ‘“":.i
n?_ 1 1 1 ’_‘[KJ. 1 1 {] 1 1
4 R 12 16 20 6l 100 02 07 1.2
N7 fit /g - £7) miL) miN) P Hime )
N content P content

1 EYHENSPm(C)im(N)5m(C)im(P) . m(N):m(P) 5P &R0MEE
Fig.1 Relationships between foliar N and P, m(C) :m(N) and m(C):m (P), m (N):m(P) and P

28 FAEYIH F 3 Fhot R A L E AR, m(C) @ m(N) BN 31. 64~84.37;:m(C) : m(P) KB A 504. 35~1382. 56;m(N) :
m(P) KR 10. 13~27.55, m(C) : m(N) 5 m(C) : m(P) Z [A] EFLE 2 K IEA IS R (R2=0. 2339, p<<0.01) (K 1B) .



EYHFE n®N) Do) HES P S EN2REENIHKRE 10, M5 N SEMHCIERSS, W n0) ©nP) FIER2E
WEZH P FERLIE

2. 2 ANFIRAEDH rh €0 Ny P ARSETHER S RFE

AFEIRBEY B C & R EE T F A 437, 35~462. 32mg/g, FANEAEY SR TR M EFBE, MIFEARSHE
RZIETEW 2P & BN METE L 0. 47~0. 62mg/g, AR & BEMKBVNRIUN  ToAR > EAREA> K,
HEEARSTEAR BEAMBAR Z WA REZR, WHATTARS EAMBEART P AR IRE 7 A s N & BT {5 f4E 8. 39~
10. 39mg/g, FHAMBAMY SR L HMEREE (K3,

F3 TREREYHRABFCNPERRIEFITELE
Table 3 C, N, P concentrations and stoichiometry of plant at different life forms

EmEs i ﬁ'i."[mg‘ £ Y N ﬁ'i."[mg'g P ﬁ’i."{mg *g "

m{C)im(N) m(C):m(P) m(N):m(P)

plant type C content N content P oontent
REHNEE 437.35 £20.65a 10.39 +2.39a 0.56+0.13a 44 50 £11.54a B18.78 +200. 22a 18.91 +4.07a
Eif 462,32 £32.28b §.39 £2.40h 0.47x0.12b 59.68 =17.81b I 0434 £242.30b I8. 4% £5. 34a
Frak 459 48 £22.37h 9.62 £2.53ab 0.62x0.1%a 51.56 +15.47ab BOB.35 +263. 97a 16.200 £5. 14a

ERFPFETRARTFEREEER(p<0.05). RPVEHTHE 7EEL.

BEARREYH A n(C) @ nP) MERE, HS5TFAR. EARNBAEMETEREZSR, TIPS EAR AR 2 F 75 %
ZESE I m(C) tm (N ERITERDY 44. 50~59. 68, HFEAMBEAY) SHEAR 8257 52 ARREEYH A n®) nP)
B EMKEVNRIUN  EAREAEY) > HEARSTR, H=F2ZHLREZR (GK3).

3

DIEEIM A Co Ny P&, 28 Filant fref, BARFIREAEYIN F 1 C & 2 IE K ((437. 35420, 65)mg/g), W
BAKT Elser % "W BT 4Bk 492 Bl AR C S RATAFME (464432, Dimg/g), MFRASHEARYITF C & RS54
BOPBIKPEEARR T FeAR AR F C S m TEAFBEAEY FBER BT ENRRUERER S, FIEmEERR,
XM B AT AR A BAEGE I C % e

N. P ol E iEsh I E F5 0 R . YT N JCER PRI E EORIE T 38, M EABRMAES KRG -5k N R £
R TEPI A T . — Rk, H G R R IS M N B I P g N D T AR R AR SR AR AR MR A R N T
RHEENTEETHATE ((18. 648, 41)mg/g) " AT ((18. 3+8. 7T)mg/g) s

FEHVNEYI R P S5 1P SREEZEMX™, WRKRBX TP &850, 129mg/g(R D, KTAEEPF
Py (0. 56mg/g) [ AIAERFIKCFE (2. 8mg/g) o WA B THZHL O R H SR T R AR, FE LR AR, A
W BE S, PR ER AR P & SR BB A SO A B S R ILES & B, AECIMIAT,  mT o s sor A #G P
FRAHR /D o X BT A PN T A EE KR (L 2140, 99) mg/g) FIATER /KT (1. 42+ 1. 12)mg/g)

MR Ny P g R R RIFAIZME R R (R2=0. 3233, p<<0.01), FrEAHm(N) @ m(P) KR RMZ/NT N, PAGHA R, AE
Yot A m(N) D (P) B HARE M. WIS, A 0N (o) 5P HEEREZNMAMRKCR, MHS N FEMHLKME
Bgg, WMo DnPERZRETED P SERMRE. ZARERH T P KRR R (29 45%) T N(27. 28%) Frig k. R4
AR, Y EARIN PR AE B IR R AR, AR R P RN, FEE n(N) Dm(P) IOME, PO E AR AR N
SRR " o BEURAE — e FERE B SCRE T XA A



2) EHYI M) tmP) 5 mC) mN) KEFRFALERTE, P nC) in®) 5 n) : m(N) KB CE I G R FTRE R
1 C e S, E—w R EaT LU I E R AR, IR TR R IE ¢ 2R ™ . thilEe X m(C) @ m(N)
MK ENINAFEA (59. 68) >FrA (51. 56) > AFIBEAMY) (44. 50) , EAMFEAEY) SEAZE n(C) n(N) ZREE, HElld
B T R (22, 5) U FIHFT R 20 H SR bk (42, 11) ™Y . SO G H R SRR RO N ST R AR Bom, B
FEASKE N FRIFI FH 2802 i T AR S B o

YR m(C) *m(P) WKEINAHEA (1043, 4) > FAFEEAKY) (818. 78) > 77 A (808. 35) , MEARGTFA. FHAMBEAEY
WAAEREZ S, HIE T AR (232) BT R 3 L SR AR (758) o eI BOR L X G A 3 PR 0%
B, HEEAEYIN P AR B T IR AR R A IR ARG -

3) ERAMAEKIRBITTEHIWT T, N PR BB AR AR SRS AT S AL RS 7y, XA I A KR R A EEAE A,
BAEER T, FR RPN Z BIRE], ROAESREPIEEZRE T . Koerselman % @i B45— A K RS
PREAC IR 25 RAF . S A n(N) Do (P) A >16 B, FRZ P RS G n0N) @) FE<14 1, RRZ N RS LT
PIE RIS, SRR AN SZ IR RS2 R o e A m(N) & m(P) BOELE KT 16, H A ep P& B RN T4
SEERSE N, BT A SRR R AR R PR BAAEZ P RG], EATLLEH, Hon(C) D wP) MfEEE, YA
HAERKZIRETRAM AR S S, X T AV IABEIE R ) —F] 5.
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