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Applications of different nutrient diagnosis methods in
Eucalyptus grandis plantation in Sichuan

FENG Mao-song,ZHANG Jian, YANG Wan-qin,ZHONG Yu

(Forestry and Horticulture College , Sichuan Agriculture University ,Ya an,Sichuan 625014 ,China)

Abstract; [Objective] The study was conducted to contrast three nutrient diagnosis methods and to
give appropriate nutrient diagnosis method and standard for Fucalyptus grandis plantation in Sichuan.
[Method]) Sixty standard sites were set up to diagnose foliar nutrient status by critical value approach
(CVA) ,diagnosis and recommendation integrated system (DRIS) and relative growth rate (RGR). [Re-
sult] There were no effects on K,Ca,S,Cu,Zn,Fe and Mn,no signification in biology to P,great influence
on the growth of N and B,and creditable result to Mg in diagnosis results by critical value approach. Except
that there was error diagnosis in Zn,Fe and Mn,other diagnosis results by DRIS accorded with practice. Di-
agnosis results by relative growth rate provided high reference value to nutrient management, hereby estab-
lished foliar nutrient diagnosis standard for Eucalyptus grandis plantation in Sichuan. [Conclusion) Ac-
cording to this research, results diagnosed by critical value was low in validity due to influence of forest
age,rainfall, temperature, humidity and alternation among nutrients. DRIS sampling in large number can’t
distinguish nutrient balances of high or low level, while relative growth rate requires less samples and takes
into account of trowth potential,so the diagnosis result is more practical,and diagnosis result accords with
practice.
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12.45~12.64 g/kg; P Wy e ifi {H A 0. 70 ~ 0. 87
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Table 1

0.19 g/kg; Mg W) fe i fH 4 17. 21 ~17. 30 g/kg.,
FVFER AR 21, 20 ~22. 01 g/kg Al 12. 41 ~
13.40 g/kg;B Wy iG {H N 42. 07 ~42. 35 mg/kg,
LR BR 45 950, 66~51. 24 mg/ke Fl 33. 37 ~
33.60 mg/kg, (5)N.K.Fe.Mn.B & 0EH H K
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Foliar nutrient diagnosis of E. grandis plantation in Sichuan by critical value approach

MR SR RE/ (g e ke 1)

AR R g

ffdﬁ( Tei Foliar nutrient concentration Nutrient content of hundred leaves
N P Ca Mg B N P Ca Mg B
K4 Test - 0.273* 0.411**  0.331"* - - 0.273* 0.411** 0.331"* -
HAEB L Upper limit - 1.26 4,39 19,01 - - 84 227 1319 -
Esrrlnul(’r f & Optimum value — 0.70 0.74 14, 84 — - 46.52 42.33 1029 —
T B Lower limit - 0.14  —2.25 10. 68 - - 9.41 —142 738 -
A K Test 0.275°  0.274*  0.402**  0.330 0.292*  0.275%  0.274*  0.402 ** 0.330% 0,294
Eepm 1 BR Upper limit 27.29 1.59 5.74 21.75 0.0508 1776 101 361 1173 3.37
derant 5% Optimum value 19.87 0.95 2.64 17.28 0.042 1 1292 59.19 164 943 2.79
high T B Lower limit 12.45 0.3 —0.45 12.81 0.033 4 808 17.77 —34 712 2.22
e KB Test 0.274* 0,257 0.412°* 0.329%  0.287*  0.274*  0.257* 0.412°*  0.329*  0.288"
2 1B Upper limit 27.03 1.55 5.38 21.61 0.0507 1785 110 352 2009 3.36
Average 5% Optimum value 19.84 0.87 2.23 17. 26 0.0422 1310 63 145 1580 2.80
high T Lower limit 12. 64 0.19  —0.92 12.90 0.033 6 835 15.33 —62 1151 2.23
KT b K% Test 0.281°  0.268*  0.356**  0.283*  0.277°  0.281"  0.268° 0.356°* 0.283°  0.278"
Ttz LR Upper limit 26.02 1.50 5.71 22.01 0.051 2 1769 97 391 1399 3.39
Average 5% Optimum value 18.73 0.75 2.30 17.21 0.042 4 1275 48.13 160 1095 2.81
diameter 1 ower limit .44 0 —~1.10 12.41 0.033 5 781 —0.85  —71 791 2.22
wperm 2R Test - 0.298°  0.383” "  0.300" 0.215 - 0.298*  0.385"*  0.300" -
Single F R Upper limit - 1.16 2.70 21.20 0.066 8 - 77 172 1889 -
timber 5% Optimum value - 0.61  —0.81 17.30 0.055 0 - 40 —50 1500 -
volume TR Lower limit - 0.07  —4.32 13.40 0.043 2 - 3.28 —272 1111 -
He* % .r0.01(58)=0.330, % . 79,05 (58)=0.254, “—"[RELEETHUITE,
Note: * * .79 01 (58)=0.330, % .7 05 (58)=0. 254. The symbol of “—"denote that no virtual eguation has been set up.
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Ca/N, Ca/Zn, Ca/Mn, Ca/B, Mg/N, Mg/P., Mg/K., Ca.Fe/Mg.Fe/S.Fe/Cu.Fe/Zn.Fe/B.Mn/P.Mn/
Mg/B., S/N, S/Mg. S/Zn, Cu/N, Cu/P, Cu/K, Cu/ K.B/N.B/K 4§ 39 /M Ji 7240 Wk B2 LU (B 48 45
Mg, Cu/Zn, Cu/B. Zn/Mg. Fe/N, Fe/P,Fe/K, Fe/
R2 ERAINRHKSHNTESA
Table 2 Yield groups of Eucalyptus grandis plantation

- SEHE/ AN FAE R AR FHEF/ (m® « hm™?)
4 prifi . (m? « hm—2) Average cumulation in different age
Group Standard site .
Average cumulation 1a 2 a 3a 4 a 5a 6 a

T 3~1,7~10,18~20, - ek .
High yield 22.24.26~28.33.35 103. 2 10.2 34.5 73.5 125.0 178.6 221.2
e 1~2,5~6.11~17,29,32,34.,40~41, o _ .
Middle yield 43~44,47~52.54,57,60 6.0 Tz 27 °8.9 o4 oml 168
(i 21.,23,25,30~31,36~39,42, . o y
Low yield 15~46.53.55~56.58~59 19.9 3.0 9.8 21.1 33.8 44.7 81.9

x3 ERAIMRKLSZSFAMRTEHAFFZIRERELENFZLHEREHRBER
Table 3 Test between high and low yield group on variance value of foliar nutrient consistence

and ratio in Eucalyptus grandis plantation

Tk /3 #t Denominator
Nutrient N P K Ca Mg S Cu Zn Fe Mn B
Smi[im 3.620% % 5,116 * 1,297 1.279 1.022 1.486 1.349 1,379 54.49**  1.616  2.968*
1.984 1.755 5,937 2.955%  1.626 1. 869 2.637"  2.435% 2.378  2.873"
p 5.877% 3.237*  6.156%* 4.733** 1,356 2.769*  3.642% % 3.253% 2,188  4.990* *
2.422% 1,344 0. 950 2,273 1.850 1.782 2.553*  1.104 1441 2.953"
Ca 7.320% % 5,699 2,099 1.143 1.267 1.183 3.414% 1,323 2.778*  5.725% "
Mg 8.662* % 11,913** 3,225 1,772 1.491 1.326 1.698  1.165 1.627  3.693*
e S 2,620  1.269 2,239 1.208 2.874% 2.159 2,538 1.633 1124 1.090
Numerator Cu 9.571* % 8.131** 18.079* * 1,358 3.974% % 1,035 2.893%  1.307 1.948  4.072%
Zn 1.732 1.470 1.487 2.177 2.725%  1.543 2.362" 1.228 1.310  1.089
Fe 112,357 102.7** 453, 4** 29,8~ 49.97 % 11417 % 1197 28.9%* 1.801  36.7%*
Mn 1. 694 2,967 3.829% % 1,523 1.458 1.256 1.443 1,036 2.002 1.280
B 5,067 % 3.872**  6.169* % 3,945** 2,180 1.567 1.398 1.159  1.356 1.102

Yo% % Foo1(13.19)=3.245; Fo_ o1 (19.13)=3.697; # . Fy_ 05 (13,19) =2. 285; Fy 45 (19,13) =2, 472,
Note: * #. Fo o1 (13.19)=3. 2455 F_ 01 (19,13)=3.697; + . Fo 05 (13,19) =2, 285; F,, o5 (19,13) =2.472,
2.2.3 #wArk L BRI MEME S R E CEERWO R B 8/3 bR 2 LA F o M B
Z WA (Bl (8D M 5 4/3 AR 22 LA S 3 B0V L Z ot REE (R4 MK 5.,
TR 4/3~8/3 brifE 22 Lh b oA WA B = (IR 1D B0
*4 ERAIMKOSHRAFSIRERELELHSLELSR

Table 4 Reference diagnosis value of foliar nutrient consistence and ratio in Fucalyptus grandis plantation

BT E /34 Denominator

Nutrient N P K Ca Mg S Cu Zn Fe Mn B
Sinfl[ior 16. 89 1.16 11.37 5.66 18.58 2,08 9.3 49.32 290.68  660.32 44.1
15.22 1.56 3.2 0.93 8.57 1.92 0.43 0.08 0.11 0.39
P 0.07 0.11 0.22 0.06 0.59 0.13 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.03
0.73 10. 36 2.18 0.64 5.75 1.31 0.29 0.05 0.07 0.26
Ca 0.35 5.12 0.53 0.31 2.9 0.65 0.14 0.03 0.04 0.13
Mg 1.15 16.55 1.68 3,46 9.54 2.13 0.48 0.09 0.12 0.42
e S 0.13 1.97 0.19 0.4 0.12 0.24 0.05 0.01 0.01 0.05
Numerator Cu 0.57 8.32 0.83 1.74 0.51 4.68 0.25 0.04 0.06 0.21
Zn 3.27 49. 65 4.75 9.38 2,91 23. 83 6.36 0.21 0.23 1.11
Fe 18.55  297.26 26.59 56. 42 17.96  135.82 33.23 6.57 1.27 6.68
Mn 47.89  677.21 56.71  135.67 43.03 312,05 83.61 13.52 2.32 15. 46

B 2.8 40.7 4.04 8.24 2.46 22.24

<
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Table 5 Foliar nutrient concentration scope diagnosed by DRIS in Eucalyptus grandis plantation

N
% N P K Ca Mg S Cu Zn Fe Mn B
Diagnosis scope
+ 5l
L 28. 64 1. 88 17.52 10. 45 29.23 3.44 16. 63 116. 71 810. 44 2 605.13 60. 53
Excess A
s F )
Deflective high 7 22.76 1.52 14. 45 8.05 23.90 2.76 12.97 83.02 550. 56 1632.72 52.32
¥t 16. 89 1.16 11. 37 5.66 18. 58 2.08 9.30 49. 32 290. 68 660. 32 44,10
Balance—
WMEE 11.02 0.79 8.29 3.26 13.25 1. 40 5. 63 15.62 30. 81 —312.09 35. 89
Deflective low “y
Bz 5.15 0.43 5.22 0. 87 7.93 0.72 1.97 —18.08 —229.07 —1 284.5 27.67

Deficience y

E:N.P.K.Ca.Mg.S H0i )y g/kg, LARITTH AN me/ke.

Note: Concentration unit of N, P, K, Ca, Mg and S is g/kg, other is mg/kg.

M2 5 Al 1, Zn Fe Mn 3 o0 % 0938 5 I A
B8 A AN BeAS H IE AR 25 21 Al Szt R it i
For e BE AR S RBCEOR A O G A o il
51.25%, 67. 05% F1 110. 45%, ik 7 2 4> % N
44.26%,251. 97 % F1 140. 95 % . 1 HAth o0 K28 7 &
B PR A 13,97 % ~31. 74 % . F- 123, 89 % A%
FEALTE 18,3406 ~61.58% , -1k 32. 450, B{E T
Zn.Fe Mn 3 FoCER M2 7 R 50, BR it LUSH, HoA
FROCE YA R IE# 2 WibR e . N R 5 120
o Y AT BT 45 o 1 1 1) 3% 00 75 SR B2 7% 43 4R
OB NLK.Zn,Fe B X} $t =, HAb 57 M X 72
2,
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W 45 R

A XA K i R (Relative growth rate, RGR)
SRR IS ARy B AR (B A K s AR 5 EALREE

PEAT HO B AT A5 A 2 R, ol TR S AR
A R BARCIR S T 32 1) 55 b ol o R 3R PR (e =
ol 3 i PR D BT, R X A K e % s e T R A
I LE A IREIE KN

e Ho A % 53 29 4k T B AECR A B B R SR 4 5
BRI 5 R MBS 90 %0 IS i s e L R
o O S N S S G TR ) Q25 S e [ AT = v
AR A R 3R B — 3R 3 1 — o ROy R L AT
A HARGE 7 0 W B L SR A 90 %0 H 7R R B I LS
M.

¥ #e AAEN 2004 AF g7 B DO I BAE A TARE
L5 AR 56 28 100 T ASE 7R 1 A R0 — Mg A K A A
R AR AR 22 3 Rl Sr LA R R K
TR 4 ST ARr BBURT AR AR 1 R X A K
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Table 6 Relative growth rate(RGR) of Eucalyptus grandis plantation in Sichuan

P KR | B AXPEREE | bl RCEKEE | ek AR K
Standard site RGR Standard site RGR Standard site RGR Standard site RGR
1 0.852 6 16 0.784 0 31 0.560 1 46 0.420 2
2 0.825 1 17 0.842 8 32 0.710 0 47 0.418 2
3 0.871 5 18 0.7015 33 1.126 9 48 0.717 8
4 0.810 3 19 0.771 6 34 0.405 1 49 0.785 7
5 0.644 0 20 0.369 8 35 0.944 3 50 0.569 3
6 0.701 9 21 0.437 1 36 0.400 1 51 0.422 8
7 0.462 6 22 0.817 7 37 0.136 7 52 0.485 4
8 1.2137 23 0.3207 38 0.248 7 53 0.2309
9 0.613 8 24 0.960 3 39 0.322 8 54 0.542 6
10 0.852 9 25 0.487 3 40 0.591 1 55 0.443 1
11 0.620 3 26 1.154 0 41 0.577 9 56 0.461 8
12 0.872 8 27 0.888 2 42 0.455 9 57 0.547 9
13 0.531 0 28 1.087 4 43 0.697 1 58 0.397 8
14 0.946 4 29 0.686 6 44 0.861 2 59 0.1251
15 0.700 9 30 0.518 7 45 0.296 2 60 0.629 8

O DL SR i A AR M B R ) TR

AN AR R AT AL (R ) L T I R 0 TR ik
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Table 7 Nutrient diagnosis result by relative growth rate Fucalyptus grandis plantation in Sichuan

F5 4y 6% Nutrient FE A Model r X bown X, Xup

N Y=—0.301 1X2+0.949 3X 0.913 2 1.08 1.57 2.07

P Y=—2.100 0X?+2.535 3X 0.930 5 0.41 0. 60 0.79

K Y=—0.001 779X%+0. 069 68X 0.935 0 13. 39 19. 59 25.78

IRt U Ca Y=—0.006 572X2+0.151 9X 0.733 1 7.90 11.55 15.21
Totel soil nutrient Mg Y=-0.000 313 1X?+0.032 22X 0.845 7 35. 18 51. 44 67. 71
Zn Y=—0.362 3X2+0.993 6X 0.924 1 0.94 1. 37 1. 80

Fe Y=—0.000 420 2X2+0. 034 98X 0.903 8 28. 46 41. 62 54.78

Mn Y=—2.422 41X2+2.573 3X 0.9310 0. 36 0.53 0.70

C Y=—0.002 663X2-+0.089 12X 0.918 9 11. 44 16. 73 22.02

N Y=—0.000 077 63X*+0.014 76X 0.905 6 65. 00 95. 06 125. 1

P Y=—0.039 65X>+0.427 1X 0.802 5 3.68 5.39 7.09

N o K Y=—0.000 157 7X2+0. 020 62X 0.929 7 14. 70 65. 37 86. 05
\jgffj‘iﬁﬁ“im Ca Y=—0.000 000 100 6X2 0. 000 546 9X 0.708 7 1 860 2 720 3580
nutrient Mg Y= —0.000 000 335 4X? 0. 001 022X 0.836 2 1041 1523 2 005
Cu Y=—0.117 8X2+0. 737 8X 0.838 5 2.14 3.13 4.12

Zn Y=—0.010 36X2+0.173 6X 0.865 3 5.73 8.38 11.03

Fe Y=—0.000 149X2+0. 020 49X 0.839 5 17.01 68.75 90. 49

Mn Y=—0.000 651X>+0. 043 68X 0.876 5 22.94 33.55 44.16

N Y=—0.001 929X2-40.074 14X 0.942 0 13. 14 19. 22 25. 29

P Y=—0.340 9X2+0.982 1X 0.934 1 0.99 1. 44 1. 90

K Y=—0.004 237X?+0.107 3X 0.933 9 8. 66 12. 66 16. 67

R 3R vk Ca Y=—0.018 7X2+0.227X 0.924 2 4.15 6.07 7.99
Foliar nutrient Mg Y=—0.002 21X?+0.077 14X 0.930 1 11.93 17.45 22.97
S Y=—0.097 57X2+0.514 9X 0.924 4 1. 80 2.64 3.47

Cu Y=—0.005 28X2+0. 119 8X 0.924 3 7.76 11. 35 14.93

Zn Y=—0.000 138 9X2+0. 021 43X 0.897 3 52.77 77.17 101. 6

Fe Y=—0.000 003 767X2+0. 003 68X 0.899 6 334.0 188.4 642. 8

Mn Y=—0.000 000 346 8X2+0.001 129X 0.827 7 1113 1628 2 142

B Y=—0.000 332 §X*+0.029 61X 0.932 7 30. 42 44,49 58.56

TE 70,01 (58)=0. 330 8. BRI Y Sy A A 4l A 5 1 e SR 0 A dk M 0E 5 NP K Ca Mg S R E B0 g/ke. AR me/ke.,

Note:rg. 01 (58)=0. 330 8,Y show relative growth rate;concentration unit of total soil nutrient and foliar N,P,K,Ca, Mg and Sis g/kg.oth-

ers is mg/kg.
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bk %2

3P LRSIk 4 SR A UL 8, ik 8 LU
B (DR R 2 (CVA) T2 W . 270 35 4
JEE (K.Ca,S,Cu,Zn,Fe,Mn) I 615 1 A &k 12 Wy
5L P2 S KA S M AE, N B 2 W 45
2R F AR B R AR 5 T 8K A Mg 12 B 25 SR 8K
R RRE S D R I S 1 52 A0 AR R I R K L IR
JE RSN R DA H M IR HAE R R B
M, 2% 5 iR . e ARV KBRS 55 Ik
B Z IR B AR 2 RN TR & B BOS Wi g5 i 22 5.
(2)DRIS ¥£7F Zn . Fe Mn 3 i sc R i2 Wi
WAAE, B B8 T2, HAb IR T Ri2 K 45 R A 4

i 7 R RS TR R L HAR 28 53t RN L 45
RAAXS B AT RE AT AE S WibR v . (3) MR A 1
3L (RGROFEFR 73 1912 Wr b 32 B B R i I 3 24
B REABRESEHEMEN KR, X &K Ni%Ir
I EE A B AU R AR KO R 3R
BIR A A FH 22 1) 2 P A5G 56 28 Y Sk it b, 220 A 42
TS E] AR T DRIS vk AR ™ e 4w i 4] 73 o
HOAR S AR AL g B TR S B2 W AR R K
A 2E . (D HLEUR 2 FhOTIE RS B 2R XA K
HAR S W A5 R 5 DRIS ik, x5 8 5 4l
3 9 1 7 AR A SR B — E it A A it 7 AT
] R A — B
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Table 8 Diagnosis result of foliar nutrient concentration by three methods to Eucalyptus grandis plantation in Sichuan
STE PR Lower limit % i Optimum value FBR Upper limit
Nutrient CVA DRIS RGR CVA DRIS RGR CVA DRIS RGR
N 12.55 11.02 13.14 19. 86 16. 89 19. 22 27.16 22.76 25.29
P 0.17 0.79 0.99 0.79 1.16 1. 44 1. 41 1.52 1. 90
K — 8.29 8. 66 — 11.37 12. 66 - 14. 45 16.67
Ca - 3.26 4.15 - 5. 66 6.07 — 8.05 7.99
Mg 12.91 13.25 11.93 17.26 18.58 17.45 21. 60 23.90 22.97
S - 1. 40 1. 80 — 2.08 2.64 — 2.76 3.47
Cu — 5.63 7.76 — 9. 30 11. 35 — 12.97 14. 93
Zn - 15.62 52.77 - 49.32 77.17 — 83.02 101. 6
Fe — 30. 81 334.0 — 290. 68 488. 4 - 550. 56 642. 8
Mn — —312.09 1113 — 660. 32 1628 — 1632.72 2 142
B 33.49 35. 89 30.42 42. 21 44.10 44,49 50. 95 52.32 58. 56

NP K.Ca.Mg.S RN g/ kg, AR R me/keg;* —"RELIE MWL R .

Note: Concentration unit of foliar N,P,K,Ca,Mg and S is g/kg,others is mg/kg;the symbol of “—"denote that no dianosis result be obt-

cuned.
30w

e SEL v B S A AR SE A PR 9 37 2 L 3Rk
5 A K 2 A B AR DG S 38 L HEAT 12 W i 0 25
B RE AL AL S5 70 e B 5 b ™ e W 5 A O ) 4
% o [] A o7 L R B3 9 W B A0 B AR A L 3R 3 52
ER QAR SE R AR E /S - G AP (WNITE 2
W L B 12 W B it P b A7 A SR L DR TG RE AR D H Al
TR W7 15 W2 % Wi Ah 58 s DRIS 2 Wik fE R AR
FISRRS S7 5012 W b S T R 32 s — BB A SR 2
HAE SR LA K TR AT SR (2 Wb (H i T izk
1E35 Wi 7 2R AR AS L IR A I 5 T AR iR R B
o [ I A2 PR G ST 2% 0 S e 7 B2 R O S g
O3 SRR 0 7 SRARRAE , A2 W 46 21 URE B e 5% 73 Al
X S AR 2 X e 2K SF VK P 37 23 1712 W G fE
77 s AR B S R T A — b T B A A R R ik
>R PR A1 L35 93 W 55 A [ PR 23 ARG A K sl 4 At
SE KA R AR R T B A e R B R I R R Y
B R A DRIS 3 v i w8 77 217 8 KL 5 400 A=
K ) B O AT AT 32 W 25 2R B el 5 | [a) I HE R
T AR B R R X T i B (B 32 W SR T D
(O RE A B CHE XS 3 DRIS 26 RIVA] 5 A %0 12
R AR 2 2 MY H SR Oy W AR AL B R . 25
EPIRIR 3 FRARA SR 7318 Wi 7 1 B A A — S B
LU X A R ARk e A 1T AR N AR SR 4 B
).
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