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(>50%),
) . 20 mx30 m,
, 15 1x1 m? ,
, (Shannon-Wiener index).
( ) () . 2003 5
[2526] 'Baruah 21 s 0~10 cm ,
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101°08'~102°15’, 26°05'~27°21", 4 ,
’ ’ ( 80 48 h,
) , 1900 m,
) , 2
R 5
, 20~30 .5 (
, , )-
> ’ 1 . R 7 d
’ : ; ( ),
(Machilus pingii) ( )
(Cyclobalanopsis plaucoides) (Lithocarpus ,
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0~10 cm. 25 s
, (2 mm), . pH 50
s 1 2.5 ); ,72h Biolog
; N
,NO3-N NH;-N 2.0 mol/L KCI ( 1 () Biolog 10 g
4) , ( SANplus, , 100 mL
Skalar ) P HCIO,4 H,S0, , (200  /min) 10 min, 5 mL,
(10 1, ) - , 45 mL , (200 /min)
P Olsen : K - K10 min, 2, 1000
- ; K ImolL 10 min(1500 r/min, 15 ),
) 3 3 min, BIOLOG EcoPlate™
) , 150 pL(BIOLOG EcoPlate™
20037, 2 () , BIOLOG Inc., USA). ,
15 ( , ,
0~10 cm) , ’
800 g, 200 g, ’ (
) b,
200 g(
) (2 mm) ’ 25 , 24 h 590
100 ¢, 5 nm (Multiskan MK3 LABSYSTEMS Finland),
100 g ’ ’ 24,48,72,96,120 144 h
200 g 1 ’ s Biolog s
3, 4 72 h
, Biolog ’
, , =1 100( ) , ()
24 h, ,
) , 100%, C
10% 1% , (SPSS 10.0)
100 g,
5 , 3 500¢g
( 3 ), Shannon-Wiener
3 4 ( 3 ),
100%, .10% 1% H’:—iPilnPi;
5 i=1
12 20 cmXx20 cm s H’: Shannon-Wiener ;S ; Py
100 , 10 1 “i”
, 100 mL/500 g , Biolog
50 , , SPSS 10.0.

1) http://www.biolog.com
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2
2.1
113 /m?
16%, 52.2 cm;
59.8  /m’% 84%,
13.3 cm. S
192 /m? 60%,
120 cm; 13.9  /m?
38%,
77%, 8.9 cm,
33%. ,
2.2
) pH,
N, P K
: NH4-N, NO3-N
P, K ,
(P<0.001  0.01) (
1).
2.3
Biolog
(AWCD )

(1). Fisher’s LSD

, Pyruvic
Acid Methyl Ester, D-Cellobiose, N-Acetyl-D-Glu-
cosamine, 2-Hydroxy-Benzoic Acid, a-Ketobutyric-
Acid, L-Threonine, Putrescin

a-D-Lactose, B-Methyl-D- Glucoside,
D-Xylose, i-Erythritol

@ PCI, PC2
67%, PCl
44%)( 2).
« 3,

; Fisher’s LSD
, 100
Glycogen, D-Cellobiose, N-Acetyl-D-Glucosa-
mine, Glucose-1-Phosphat, y-Hydroxybutyric Acid, a-
Ketobutyric-Acid, L-Threonine, Putrescin, a-D-Lactose,
B-Methyl-D-Glucoside, D-Xylose, i-Erythritol

« b,

(100%)
@2 PC1, PC2
63%, PCl
41%).
(100%)
C 5.
2.4

(Fa,n = 9.158, P<0.001);

a)

1
df F

pH 6.14 £ 0.0794 5.926 + 0.0547 1,29 1.923"
Clg-kg™ 65.869 + 3.8658 71.099 +3.2185 1,29 0.881NS

N/g-kg™' 5.061 +0.2288 5.776 + 0.2963 1,27 3.114
NO3N/mg-kg™! 11.369 + 1.4180 43.907 + 4.2194 1,29 56.532""
NH;N/mg - kg™ 17.329 = 2.0899 26.822 +2.5729 1,28 8.413"
P/g-kg! 0.847 + 0.0371 0.704 + 0.0305 1,27 9.480"
P/mg-kg™! 1.770 + 0.2588 5.953 +0.3829 1,25 75.635™"
K/g-kg™ 4.608 + 0.3688 3.807 £ 0.2691 1,29 0.999™
K/mgkg™ 25.038+1.7834 47.057 + 3.2685 1,27 32.047"

a) #SE. *  P<0.05,** P<0.01, *** P<0.001,NS  P>0.05
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