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Abstract The litter of Casuarina equisitiforia plantation in Hui'an County, Fujian was regularly collected, and its retum a-
mount and caloric valuewere studied Result showed that the return amount of litterwas14 17 ttm % a’*, with leaf acoount-
ing for 72 19% and the others for 27. 81%. The litter ash contents of leaf, branch and cone ranged betveen 4 39%

5 65%, 352% 5 65% and?2 63% 4 23%, regectively The litter gross caloric values of leaf, branch and cone were
20 51 21 68 kJ/g, 19 63 20 21 kJ/gand 18 27 20 63 kJ/g, and the ash free caloric values of them were 21 48
22 69 kJ/g, 21 48 22 69 kJ/gand 18 91 21 49 k/g, repectively Fig1l, Tab 8, Ref 26
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Table1l Regression equation of litter (Y) o time (X, month)
/(1- ). , in C_equisetifolia plantation
Itan Regression equation Coefficient
134 Leff Y=-0037x2+0 537 X-0Q 623 093"
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2 (2002-11 2003-10,6/ )
Table 2 W eather data of experimental sites in Hui'an inNov._ 2002 Oct 2003 ©/ )
5an 10 an 15 an 20 an
Time Temp. Highest teamp. Lovest tamp. Surface temp. TU 5 an TU 10an TU 15an TU 20an
Nov 2002 19 02 20. 76 15 18 19 68 19 26 19 36 19 40 19 57
Dec 2002 15 58 17. 75 12 15 16 30 16 21 16 28 16 37 16. 52
Jan 2003 12 44 14 94 7. 46 13 06 12 76 12 97 13 11 13 25
Feh 2003 13 86 15 63 9 97 14. 14 13 79 13 87 13 84 13 85
Mar 2003 15 25 17. 70 10. 65 15 62 14. 79 14. 77 14. 74 14. 73
Apr 2003 20 17 22 69 15 90 20 24 18 61 18 04 18 22 18 06
M ay 2003 23 92 25 28 19 78 23 85 22 74 22 17 21 85 21 59
Jun 2003 26. 28 27. 81 22 00 26. 33 25 09 24. 63 24. 49 24. 28
Jul 2003 30 21 31 98 25 94 30 57 28 54 27. 91 27. 66 27. 29
Aug 2003 29 19 31 16 25 00 29 65 28 21 27. 51 27. 35 27. 12
Sep. 2003 28 42 30 62 23 78 28 48 26. 96 26. 47 26. 32 26. 29
Oct 2003 24. 65 26. 77 20 60 25 15 23 91 23 61 23 57 23 90
21 58 23 59 17. 37 21 92 20 91 20 63 20 59 20 54
Annual average
TU: Temperature under ground The sane belov
3 (R)
Table 3 Coefficient of correlation betveen litter and weather faciors (R)
5an 10 an 15 an 20 an
Itam Temp. Highest temp. Lowest tamp. Ground temp. TU 5 an TU 10 an TU 15 an TU 20 an
Lesf Q745" ° Q757" Q754" 0 760 0 703" " Q771" 0779 " 0784 "
B ranch -0 300 -0 276 -0 304 - 0 307 -0 332 -0 343 -0 337 - 0 346
Cone -0 119 -0 127 - Q 077 - 0 096 - 0 057 -0 04 -0 034 - 0 025
Flover Q 155 Q0 125 Q0 159 Q 137 0 139 Q 127 Q0 113 Q0 10
Total Q 596" Q611° Q 613" Q611° 0 613" 0 618" 0 628" 0 631"
22
' Table 4 Monthly changes in ash contents (w /%) of litter
in C_ equisetifolia plantation
) . L itter
4 , 4 39% 5 65% Time L eaf B ranch Cone Flover
4 90% 10 (5 65%) > 7 (5 53%) Dec 2002 439+004 464+£003 2 79x0 02
’ : Jan 2003 4 47+002 483x002 340x0 02
>8 (545%) >11 (513%) >9 (507%) > 6 Feh 2003 4 51+002 484+004 2 27+001
(499%) >5 (498%) >4 (489%) >3 (4 72%) Mar 2003 4 72+005 4 28+0 03 3 04+0 02
> 2 (4 51%) >1 (447%) > 12 (4'39%). 7 Apr 2003 489+003 493+004 335+0 03
May2003 498+004 565004 300+002 5 19*0 03
8 10 , Jun 2003 499002 419+0 03 3 28+Q 02
Jul 2003 553009 502+004 370003 545+0 04
Aug 2003 545+006 5 26+0 03 3 27+0 02
20 an Sep. 2003 507+004 458+004 4 23+0 03
' Oct 2003 565+004 352003 263+001
J 5 ' Total 490+041 470+0 72 320+054 5 32+0 13
Q 05 ,
5 (§%]
Table 5 Camputing model for ash content (Y) of leaf litter
Model V ariable Equation R
1 Temperature (X) Y=0 05X +3 80 0 83"
2 Ground temperature (X) Y=0 056X +3 75 084"
3 20 an Tamperature underground 20 an (X) Y =0 067X +3 598 085"
4 Time (X) Y= -0 005x3 +0. 079X? - Q. 185X +4 624 089"
5 Time (X4), Temperature (X,) Y =0 011X, +0 052X, +3 786 084"
352% 5 65% , 10 (3 52%), 5 (5 65%) , 4 69%.
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5 (565%) >8 (526%) >7 (502%) >4

(4 93%) >2 (484%) >1 (4 8%) > 11
(4 72%) > 12 (4 64%) > 9 (4 58%) > 3
(428%) >6 (4 19%) >10 (3 52%). 5 ,

, 4 60%

5 00% , . )

) , 5
6 8 , .
2 63% 4 23% , 2

(2 63%), 9 (4 23%), 3 20%,

9 (565%) >7 (526%) >11 (502%) >1

(4 93%) >4 (4 84%) >6 (4 83%) > 8
(472%) > 3 (4 64%) > 5 (4 58%) > 12
(4 28%) >2 (419%) > 10 (3 52%).

5 5 19%, 7 5 45%,
5 32%. ,
23
[23]
[24]
o1
(21 68 KJ/g), 2 (20 51 kd/g) ,
7, 5 6 ,
(4 6 ),
3 , 2002 12
12 15 , 2003 1 7 46
459 , 2003 2 997
1 2 o1
1 ,
2 ,
6 Q/Kgh)

Table6 Monthly changes in gross caloric values (Q /kJ g *)
of litter in C_ equisetifolia plantation
L itter
L eaf B ranch Cone
20 85+0 06 20 14 +0 07 19 55+0 05
20 96 +0 01 20 19+0 01 20 630 13
21 68+0 05 19 63 +0 12 18 27 £0 02
20 51+0 05 19 64 +0 03 19 06 =0 07
21 38+0 03 19 65+0 04 19 95+0 14
21 40 +0 15 20 08 +0 16 19 98 =0 06
21 52+0 10 19 79+0 04 20 56 £0 01 20 89 +0 04
21 48 +0 14 19 86 +0 07 20 40 =0 03
20 89+0 06 20 21 +0 16 20 19+0 11 21 13+0 05
20 77 £0 07 19 91+0 10 20 56 £0Q 12
Sep. 2003 20 72+0. 07 19 75+0 09 20 28 +0. 05
Oct 2003 20 870 13 19 77+0 07 19 530 04
Average 21 11+0 42 19 89+0 22 19 91+0 70 20 96 +0 14

Time
Flover

Nov 2002
Dec 2002
Jan 2003
Feh 2003
Mar 2003
Apr 2003
May 2003
Jun 2003
Jul 2003
Aug 2003

15 3a ,

7 (R)
Table 7 Correlation coefficient of gross caloric value
0 weather factors (R)

Litter
Itan
L eaf B ranch Cone
Temp. -0 237 0 287 0 671"
Highest temp. -0 237 0 284 0 667"
Lowest tanp. -0 233 0 323 0 694°
Surface temp. -0 268 0 302 0 667"
5an TU 5 an -Q 251 0. 306 0 672"
10 an TU 10 an -0 270 0 308 0 666°
15 an TU 15 an -0 283 0 316 0 664°
20 an TU 20 an -0.284 0313 Q 659”
19 63 20 21 kd/g, 1 )
7 ,
, ,5 9
, 7
: 18 27
20 63 ki/g , 1 (18 27 ki/g), 12
(20 63 ki/g). 12 (20063 klJ/g) >5 (2056

KJ/g =8 (2056 kl/g) > 6 (20 40 kJ/g) > 9
(20 28KI/g >7 (2019kl/g >4 (19 98 kl/g) > 3
(19 95kJ/g) > 11 (19 55kJ/g) > 10 (19 53 kJ/q9)

>2 (1906kl/g >1 (18 27 kJ/qg).
Pearon , 7
'[251 ’
5 2089kl/g 7 21 13 kJ/
g, 20 96 kJ/g
24
, 8
21 48 22 69 kd/g , 1 (22 69 kJ/
g, 2 (21 48 kJ/g), 22 19 kKJ/g
1 (2269kl/g >5 (2265kl/lg) >6 (2261
kl/lg) >4 (2240Kl)g) >3 (22 44Kl/lg) > 10

(22 12KIlg >7 (2211kl/g > 11
8 (2L 97kl/g >12 (2L 92ki/g > 9
>2 (2148Kl/g).

(21 98 ki/g) >
(21 83 ki/g)

20049 21 28kllg 7
(20 49 KI/g),
(21 28 KI/g) > 12
(21 12Ki/g) >
(20 73 kJ/Q)

(21 28 KJ/g), 10
20 87 ki/g 7
(2117 K)/g > 11 (21 14kl/g > 4
7 (21 02K)/g >5 (20 98kl/g > 6



27

>

9

9 (2070Kl/g >2 (20864ki/g >1
>3 (2052kl/g) > 10 (20 49 kJ/g).

(20 63 K3/

8
Q/Kg")
Table 8 Monthly changes in ash free caloric value of litter
in C_equisetifolia plantation (Q/kJ g *)

L itter
Cone

Time
L eaf

Branch Flove

Nov
Dec
Jan
Feh
Mar
Apt
May 2003
Jun 2003
Jul 2003
Aug 2003
Sep. 2003
Oct 2003

2002
2002
2003
2003
2003
2003

21 98 +Q 07
21 92 0 13
22 69 =0 09
21 48 £Q 07
22 44 +0 06
22 50 £0 04
22 650 12
22 61 +0 02
22 11+0 08
21 97 =0 07
21 83+0 05
22 12+0 09
22 19+0 38

21 14+0 06
21 17 +0 08
20. 63 £0. 02
20. 64 +£0 04
20. 52 £0. 06
21 12+0 08
20. 98 £0. 09
20. 730 05
21 28 +0. 13
21 020 05
20. 70 £0. 06
20. 49 0. 08
20 87 +0 28

20 26 +Q 06
21 22+0 08
18 91 +£0 06
1950 +0 08
20 58 =0 07
20 67 0 05
21 20+0Q 12
21 09 £Q 06
2097 +Q 05
21 26 £Q 07
21 49 +0Q 06
20 45+0 08
20 63+0 77 22 18 +0 24

22 01+0Q 08

22 35+0 09

Total

20 63 ki/g : 9
(21 26 KI/g) > 12

18 91 21 49 kl/g
(18 91 kJ/qg),
(21 49 KJ/g) > 8
(21 22kl/g) >5 (21L20ki/g > 6
(20 98 ki/g) > 4 (20 67 KJ/g) >

, 9
(21 49 KJ/g), 1

(2L 09 KIIg > 7

3 (20 58kl/g > (20 45 kJ/g) > 11 (20 26 kd/qQ)
>2 (1950kJ/g) >1 (18 91KkJ/g).
3
14 17 thm'? a't,
1023thm?at, 3Rtm?a’, Q 64t
m?a’, Q75tm?a’
5 9 |

55 69%, ) )

4 90%, 5 8

4 69%,

21 11 kd/g,
, 5 6 ,
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