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Research progress on aluminum toxicity and its control in forest soil-plant system. XU
Xiao-li', ZHANG Jin-biao'** ('College of Resource and Environmental Science, Fujian Agricul-
ture and Forestry University, Fuzhou 350002, China; >College of Life Sciences, Fujian Agriculture
and Forestry University, Fuzhou 350002, China).

Abstract; Aluminum is the most abundant metal in the crust. More and more aluminum originally
fixed in the forest soils has been transferred into active forms due to the environmental problems
such as soil acidification, which led to the increase in its potential toxicity in forest plants. The
potential toxicity of active aluminum in terrestrial ecosystems was a major factor leading to the for-
est degradation overspreading along Central Europe in the 1970s. This problem aroused concern
in various countries. Studies on aluminum toxicity in forest soil-plant system are very important for
the protection of forest resource, the evaluation of aluminum toxicity in forest ecosystems and its
control. This paper summarized researches on the chemical forms and distribution of aluminum in
forest soils, the accumulation and chemical forms of aluminum in forest plants, the effects of alu-
minum on the growth, physiological processes and genetic factors of forest plants. Furthermore,
the alleviation measures, including the control of soil acidity, addition of base cations, control of
organic acid in rhizosphere soil, inoculation of mycorrhizal fungi, selection of suitable plants and
mixed plantation, were also described. Accordingly, some suggestions for further research in this
field were proposed: the threshold value of aluminum toxicity and risk assessment of aluminum
toxicity, the subcellular distribution and chemical forms of aluminum and their relationship with

aluminum phytotoxicity, and new alleviation measures.

Key words: aluminum; chemical form; soil; forest plant; toxicity.
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bt Toll b & e AN & R sl 19 3 22, s Bk
A SIREL H 2504k BRI ST R S5 e H
C Oy 1 A BRAL [F] 5C T2 9 — 30 B A RS R) A (K
PR 4E,2014) o BRUTKEANE T T3 pR ALk AR fliA
e [ AE TP B BRI RO TR PR AR (R A S 3
g A5 AR I BT U R (AT ARG 5 2011) .
Pttt A O K2 40% ~ 50% 1) T 7 Bk b T
TR M + 32 (Kochian et al.,2015) , HH, 60% %3
A TERAHT S R L IX 4 i 5 8k obR 4 S T AR
35x10° hm*(FAO, 1997) , VF £ bkl X E R L (Tto
et al.,2011) , FEM FHHFEFL 2.85%10° hm*, 7§
AT 1.75%10° hm? (& G0l Joy bR 5% A8 34
A],2005) , B 4E e 75 R AR 7> ARah R A i L E AR
JEE TN ARER R ARAR I 15K 99.019% , f8 R
fel -4 pH {HAE 4.5 LR A4S 7 86.9% , 2 pH
EAR T 4.0 (9™ 5 MR Ak 2% bl o5 28% ( = 18 # 5%,
2013) . TIERACIEAE SMBEAHEM A, L3P
PR B3 N BE ™ FE 4 AR 4 09 4 4K (Nguyen et al.,
2005 ; 45,2011 ; 5K 85,2013 ) o AR PE 1M
T PR i b A 2 R G T TE R A2 20 4D 70 4R
AR S R AR MR A 1Y 2 B R Z — (Ulrich et
al.,1980) , 4k Ulrich Z J5, Godbld %% ( 1988) |
Markewitz 5% (1998 ) | Lapenis %5 ( 2004 ) A1 lo 4
(2011) 53 SR 28 R L 1 X () £0 AR 35 56 [
R BRGAIN K IEAS T A S v G e X0 R
AR RN H A ST ER X B AR 1S R R AR DL A T
P E—2DAIE S T I S5 R AR T IR Ak A i
DA e P o S 500 975 P A 0 X AR AR R 8 1 O )
M, AR PR S B 1L Y2 42 (Abies fabri) 3T,
TR LS B AR ( Pinus massoniana) 5% 3 UL K Py )1
FEIL A2 R ( Cunninghamia lanceolata ) N T M5
B 2N 2 — (FEBEI A 1996 5 ARIEIALAF 1997
Liu et al.,2014) , A XM T IE-HY) RE R FH K
HPRatE, C AR ZH0E , A SCER R X Iy T i aFse
S50 DRI — U i iR iS5

1 HZHEEREHUERSSH

ot SRR EE NG EIOUR, 25 R
WY 7% AT (FLEFSE2000) . R RW], 5T
(1 5 2 U AR Ay sl BR A R A 2 [ 5 R B 577
TEo e B 25 0 B8 XA W) A 7 F AR (%
iR A B BRI 2 X AL 7 AN R R B B R0 (TQBAL,
2012) , FREYEYIA RO R EAR R IO T

HAE R AR S S A
1.1 PRI AR 2
PR SR B 2%, KA s
—( Alvarez et al.,2002; Zhou et al.,2011; Wang et
al.,2015) , FEHEEIN A (9 7 0k 43, bRl £ 58 4R
MAELETE AT O W 38340 A MR RS
BR PR ER AR AN A4 ( F/K R 4,2010a) , 1H
WA NHbRH A 0 58 2 ] SR A PLEE A
BB AL AR O R AR R SR AR A (Alvarez et
al.,2002) , AN, AR A BER
PRFRILAN | R VA TG AL AR R JEE 3 R 25 40 45 DR Rl 43 1Y
(Zhou et al.,2011) ., #IEFRIALA IR R 73, TRAK
TIEP R IE SN AT AL(OH)> (AL(OH); |
AL(OH), Al-OH E& Y1 AL-F 4 A1-SO, % &
Y ABAEAL Y AR EERR AL BRIRADEY BERR AN IR A
MU A 85 A5 A ML A 55 55 ( Parker et al.,1992; L
BHZE 20005 F K K%, 2010a; (E 48545, 2011)
IR TRIE SRS, X b A 0 16 B RS A
A, —Mih g, A AL(OH) > AL(OH); X 48 4 1)
FEPESE 5% IR 9 (Ryan et al.,2009) , $EFR K “ 0% P
B b AT R LAl S 4 T R R R (A
A 1995)
1.2 3SR e FORHE 1 A F IR S i 52 )
- TN - e U AR S
HE, HHERRUAE, XA 0 [ E BE AR TR, XF
VG IS Pl - 3R PR AR A 4 A IR SR 25 AR
NI T A 48 v 0 05 1 R 1 R B R S A
SEEES 1 (R ESF,2015) 5 LIS W
BRIE S EWHET b A 6> B e > b+,
AHUBCA AR & B B > (gl | B b+
(HEZ4,2009), 7 H8EvE T, A5 e 2 10 2
TR T BRI RS A A R, S 4 e
FRALFRE B UIAHOG . A 38R F 1 fin ] i i7F 438 v i
PEER BT (045 B S R I R o L Y
JN( Wang et al.,2015) , {E4EM5%5 (2011) X 4E R AN
VG R ARAR/ NG 000 45 SR e B, + e ik i
TRIEARRE 2255 LRSI, 75+
ekt B T A AR A B R I S
B pH (H 2 W E ARG, ZERREE I L AP &
TCHUER I EEIRA  AERR AR 58 rh  EHLER LIFR
BEEGMNTE, AVSESRRTCE BIRERRER D Y
Pyt 3 pH (E REAR T W3 T B, S K PR
M EEZERIG , TEBCIE ) 28 3Pk 40 R i 28 2 5640
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36 Ha4l

i 5 ac e SRR 5 3 EAE G T A HILTC B A B
53 R S M 3 SR OG (M R 44, 2009) o
AL AE A 2 52 M - SRR 28 O A i
5 BV B A PRSI TR B A R IEAR G
W ABARRIEE IR 5 A VLB Z 8 1Y & R A T 22 5
ARG B DL R R8s i, 22
Pk 5 s D (R 4R 20095 7 B 2 AE,
2015) , Mg F 45 (1999) BB FE R W, 2k bl 41
SCAGASEE B 1 R R BE G A LTS 5 4 3G g 5
. PHES 7 sc i & AE— & pH {H N AL 5 A+
SRR ORI A P B B 1 B, IS B P BB
SRR BRI RE B, TSR], LR
BEHE TSRS HMESSREEMCKR, 5
PR AR IRV TOALAE & B A 3 IEAH G
(22 ,2011) , JREE T BT IR SE R B4R AL 5 4
TE LS B B, BT LA -3 v BT 5 A R sl B T
PR 235 T AR TR S 1Y 434, WA B2 1) 5 77 TR
AT LA & MR S SR & i (B TR
TAYIGIN, X & FOE R8RS & A MRIAE T (O
@55 ,2014) o MeAh, 13 ABE S I7 0 | LA LAk
B RN 4 R AR A R - R IE S
A AR R B B 2 (202 2011 5 B9 18 , 2012 B
HEmAE,2015)
1.3 P AR RN LA F D5 2R R S 52

S PP AR AR FR A 7 At 2 s 40
A EEF AT S H A S E0 IR AR A
A4 %, GIERAT ( Phyllostachys praecox) FiAE J5 , 1
SRR AL ™ i G MOAEAE BRI 1S 0 , 1248 pH [EZ
TR, RS S S 4 G AR 1 R D 2
W (ZEFEAE,2014) o %25 bl R B (1 i A
W R W] A 1 SR TR US| DA AR
AR B SRR ( Camellia sineasis) T 4F FR
FOSER T S G A a3, DF Sk 2 B, ZE B bRAE
PN R PRI PSR CERAZER A R TR
R, 2R R 2 (EJEIESE,2000) , TEFRSTHA (Pi-
nus radiata) i) T3EF K EE SRS B A6 & AR
FEAR B ( Quercus denlata ) FNFEH ( Eucalyptus ) 1) =2
(Alvarez et al.,2002) ABAEFA G IT , KA
B ARG (Shao et al.,2012)
1.4 ZE0 R IE A B

WAL, TSI AR B A8 X il 5 A AR
5#H K (Tejnecky et al.,2010) . B & FH R T
Tl e HLEAZ AR 2R LU R , T AR | 2 2= A

(E3EW45,2000) . Umemura 55 (2003 ) H9HF 57 25 5
WA Z A0 B 1 1Y & iR, X5 I R
Y B E BR A K. 7E 5 42 (Picea abies) F1 111 E
(Fagus sylvatica) B T3 IEPESEN SR BWER
Ko, HER A (Bradova et al.,2015)

2 SBRERMENFHRRENSH

Al 3 P ) 5 T LA B MR ) B s, Wi
et Bl A v R v RE A RS T RS I, 3h e g R
BT, 3 25 X 40 A W R AR AR S B (Zeng et al.
2011) , 1R ( Dimocarpus longan ) X} 55 (1 W KRR PE
BT P AR A RE | TR BE AR I, JB T 323
WA, 7 e e B A I DU A AR o AR i B sh B . AN
[ B, o SR IR IR R BE ) 22 AR K . R (224K
54t P} ( Melastoma affine) M 2% ( Camellia oleifera)
SFHAESOE A RN . TR AR AR h gt
48 & TE 6000 ~ 7000 mg - kg™ (FMEZE | 2009) ,
PR A 1 mtrp E 0T DL R AR K 13000 mg -
kg™ 155 (Chen et al.,2008) , T £E AR AH L H
(Acacia formosa ) SFEAHEF ALY, o 5 80 = AN
i 200 mg - kg™ (I IE 14, 2002 BR SR T 45,
2015) . WHIEHTSE (2002) 36 & B, PR 28 AL A A )
PR W HIL i BH AN ) 40 AR R A AR R Y pH
TEARMR, AT LA - Rl HY, (AR By 1= 58 pH {ER%
I, T2 b S Z R R sam A s PR At Al
Py o SRR BE 22 055 5 T ER HE RS A AR ) pHL
R R H BT MR PR - AR & il
HRPR 3 pH (B4R 7, DT80 40 A W i, SR AR 2R
RAKE) 53 ik BAT — 4> R 13z Fn L) - AR &R
M AT R R B T LA 3ok AR P i, v a5 ) B
s, AT E %), HARTEH B3R 88 B Y S8
A WARTR G, PRIUE T 55 AR FR 3 3 F 3 A0 K e i
1 e (BRZRIFAE,2015) o R — M EE R BAER
W, 22T M AR B die D AR WA ) R A 7S 3
b bR 0 L BE A 55 T RE A AR R T e (A
A7 ,2005 ; B/NVESE 2010) o SR, TEAR A R ARAHE
Yrrb X FP oA B AN eSS oh  BR A o0 A
SR SIS 2R (2RI A 55,2007 ), 40 A A I R 4R
i LB 0 R (B A R, 28R BRI A A S
> AR > HELAS > AT (B2 ,2012) o £ HASHIES
( Cryptomeria japonica ) ™, 5 3 2L P B 7 3% B2 41 g
Wi TE BN (Pinas thunbergii) W, 55 0 32 2 A R AE AR
RFZJZ | 4B E A0 40 B S A (Hirano et al.,2012)
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F R A 45 (2005 ) X6 B 8 i IR I IV 240 P 23 A1 1Y
W5 R, B K 2 DORRTE 20 i B vp ) LT o e 9 7
85% VA |, BHAE MU AIMLT -G AK ZoRiiA, 78
%S LU UE 2N

BRI Y e B e T H BRI R
N B RERAE R MAE ) h AL = TE S A TR 0
Borer %5 (2004) #8121 75 2 ( Picea rubens) W H A5 43
BUK AT RIS | SR T $R BGS AR IR n] 42 US| T4
MBI AFIE S A RE 2 A F, 5
TR I AR S RNV DA OG . SR, AR
SRIX T8 A P R D SRR S 10 D7 ik T LA 25 R A )
HERA TS KB 8, (B AN REAR A U0 i S et 45
FERI R SERRTEAS . BT DL, A 22 A0 B A
ARG (NMR ) F AR B H R AL TER Y 1K A7
TERSERRIE RS . 2808 AR A 2 AW, HAR N i 1k o
ERRZ N, WG R TR, ZWM e L 2
PR A HLECTCHLAS & SIE TR B 46 Al-JLS
2R ALFRER ALFFBIR  AL-SERIR | AL-BEFR FIAL-F
2 AW (Nagata et al., 1992 ; Morita et al., 2004 ; #)
B55,2009) o URFEZRAN B op KR II B T AL R
(1: D)EAY A-RR(L : 2) 50K Al-BRE
BWEAS AR b B8 0 = 2 DL AR - R R S AR AE
( Morita et al.,2008) , 7EHABAAAE Yy H A 2L
KR UNER TE 45 BRAE ( Hgdrangea macrophylla ) "
AP IR F 2N AFFER 4 S (Ma et
al.,1997) , I A S 4L R b U] SE 2R AL B R 45
EWHIE R AEAE ( Watanabe et al.,1998) ., BIK,7E
R A BLIR 5 58 19X R4 54 T, AT e i e 1
XA A BB H Y, XA H
i 45 55 ) BB B AL Z — ( Morita et al. , 2008 ; [% 2% )i
& 2015) , WA AR R IE S BT SR 45 R Wow | R
TERER AR AR 2L AL TR B2 & W S 1
(Tkka et al.,2013) , iX 5 HAE AR A B 77 AR 25
ANE] AT & TR HE R Y, 5 & R TR R A
Y1, AN, Tahara 45 (2013 ) I 7E A AR F 40 B 15 3|
— MR RO AL, M A WLEER B I E BE ] Sk
BRIPLERTEA G, FMNEAE(2009) KB, 28 A 40
AME T DL 5 I A TR, 38 7T DL AL 2 AR
[ Al0,Al,(OH) ,,(H,0) , 1™ BRI Al B SAEAE, HHE
Ay BE 5 SR AR Z2AE YT SR LA G, BZ 5
TEARPI AR P AR 25 5 HUAR I K Bt R AL i 25 1)
FAG, EATZ B B R R AT A Rt — 2B IR AW

3 SAXMHZMNENHEE

3.1 BRRERARAE ) AR A A

SRR AR AN, TS A | 2
TREEA ML F BB, L i BTN S s 22 s
W0 T AR R R A R A R E U A
T (Tepper et al.,1989; Prabagar et al.,2011) , £3X}
AR A A B e 1 S R BLAEAR &R, Hh AR 2R A
A2 AR HE AR RITAR = el 2D 4 8 1 A AR
(T %&J755,2001 ; 5K E A5 A5, 2013) o X ELBH BT
Ao 3 AR Y = ( Camptotheca acuminate ) Fif
TR SRR FLS 3 AR BRI TG
JIFEEHS 2 T B IRAR AR O AR JR 4R Ak (R4
2011) , 75 ( Ginkgo biloba) 324575 F i H PR
TR W I R A5 A AR (56 AR A7 55, 2000) , A
W, 2 FH R RER AR, XS RRY] AR
EMBEZ AP =1.39 mmol - L' ( HHEWE W )
(Liu et al.,2014) ,Ml4Z2 ( Cryptomeria fortunei ) it 55 5
{HTE 1.5~2.0 mmol - L' Z [0] (R4 2015) , 5
MR EM B AN 4.0 mg - L' (WI#L4%,
1995) . WFFELE AR R, 500 BRAMAR Y 1918 3, A
{55 55 % A O, T L 3 s ] 698 8 i )
FE 38 AR SR SR T BE R AR 19 A2 A8 AR I e
A B (A HERRAE: 2010 5 BRAT S5 ,2011) .
3.2 BRRERMAE Y AR B AR R S

BROOT ARARAE ) 00 55 IO A BLTE AR e AR IR
W& R EBAE LSRR e B (1), FR T A
T, BRONS ARAAE A 15 PR A DS PE A
W5 E TR A A5 A A Ak i B R AN [ R 1 5
Wi o AB T T A QA o v A 25 Fh BR 5 P 38 T 1
REr AR TR A AL, TN (MDA) S b
fEHlE (SOD) | i S AL Yy g (POD) | i %A 1k = il
(CAT) FIHTIR L AR 1 S8 AL WU B ( APX) 45 J2 b S
Y3 1k A Y F 2L R (Fridovich, 19785 Naik et
al.,2009) , XECFEHRXT FRAR A AR A TETE HL R BUR,
EATESEE T WS A B AR B | T A S 1 i A )
32 H B U e 0 AR TR AR e R R AR,
ARMAE ) ] 38 3k 1 0 AT Tl 05 1, 4 v LT
KRR A B F 5 5 (R A7 55, 2009; Naik e
al.,2009 ; BRAAE, 2011 ) , {HAE & Wk B2 SR W38 T, AH
RREIE PR, 4 TR BR TS RS RE ) T B, B0
Mo 32 2] T 475 % ( Nguyen et al.,2005; %= 47 7 %5,
2009 ; Naik et al.,2009 ; MEAL A 20105 3 1E R4
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Table 1 Effect of aluminum on physiology and biochemistry of some forest plants
Rt =R ES W R A AR A e AR 275 R
T A A FeW Eucalyptus camaldulensis PR IR & & WA PUIR MR S5 Pk MR & 2 09 LBl & fb B4 Neuyen et al.,2005
JOEH R S I O 2 i L)
LB HS Pinus massoniana SOD JEPEA POD i1 1 | MDA &4 RATE 2009
FENLAG Populus tremuloides CAD 75 VERT APX 7G4 1 Naik et al.,2009
A Cunninghamia lanceolata SOD %M | R R &5 ,2010
EAT Phyllostachys pubescens SOD %~ ,POD #&PEH MDA & &t 1 BiEm %2010
B Camptotheca acuminate SOD %4 T | ,POD & :H1 MDA & & 1 PAAAE 2011
Bl (! WIZEAERATY) Camellia MR A RRGOE AR T | B £1 4, 2006
M2 Camellia oleifera MRERE a f b AR RILSBE RO G R T | R a s BRI, 2010
MR b I LLME |
ek A AEARATATI LIP3 UKD B0 M 2012
A A Theobroma cacao HeEVER R SIS EMZERE R | Ribeiro et al.,2013
¥t LA MR ZE R R | Yang et al.,2015
KB Robinia pseudoacacia MR a MR D RS EMEHE PREE T MK a g RIS 2015
MR b LA |
AT 21 K2 Picea rubens T8 W 5 B ROk 2 R I SR il 5 1 1 Minocha et al.,1996
) AR A R Basso et al.,2003
JEHR Dimocarpus longan HABREME T, At EA R | H A 5, 2006
(2N TR I T/ A, 2008
) IR BtaE 2011
BRI asis FEFIEE | Thornton et al.,1987
W Clausena lansium s T [ VB 55, 2005

W Camellia sinensis
AR F Lespedeza bicolor
)

A AT A

BT B ESFNEE ~

BEFIEE | W Ak SRR~
W B RN TS BERIEE |
A SR |

24,2007
HIREHEAE 2009
BoIMESE 2010
Ribeiro et al.,2013

TARFEN N L ARERRRAR, T | ARSRBAEVR BRI S RN AR, ~ FRFB AR,

2010; BRAIZE 2011) , X% RARAE Y C S 1EFH R 58
R SEM AT U TE BRI B AR E AT, 2
Zab WA SIS ERE A ERECEIER
febnde i , M SR B RVERT M OOL A E TR R
DU AR ( #2145, 2006 ; AR A4 | 2010; Ribeiro et
al.,2013;Yang et al.,2015) , {HASFE A2, 50 5%
MRAEIT 23 a b B RE AR [R] — M
LR a 5SS b I HCAE G N (AR FIAE 20105 X
ST 2015) , (HA AH I A Bl ( B IR ER 45, 2012)
AR ER SRS, AR E T EE
(AR B 40 AR AT AZ A &y 1 R A D g 0 12
BTG ARE i T I 2R 1 o B R 2L A2 2 R e K
S, IR 2 R I R I 1 7 21 ( Minocha et al., 1996
F/NE A ,2008) o AIERA TR, JRHR Ly ot AR B
B BTG S I i A R R AR A
SRR E B (R TR, (RS IR B A S
R BRI R 2 55 R 1 i T BE -5 AR MAE )
AIBLIE AT G (1 #F A 45, 20065 #1555, 2011 ) . 4R
38 TP T ARARFE X BRI b A s

RACHI AR, SR A T ZRMAE P 4 P & A Z A
PRIAS A, N0 B R PP L R i 2E &
PRI, SRR BRARME I 1 5 3 10 R BUAE T IAE R &
FER 43 ) WU E ( Thornton et al., 1987 ; Ribeiro et
al.,2013) , WFFEAEREM] A8 T, ARARAE ) XS
A TC R WM R S e A BE I K/ MITT R TR )
A LG DA SR 38 2 B R [ A T A TR
(Thornton et al., 1987 ; B 7 7 45, 2005 ; 229 A4 45
2007 # 156 35 45 2009 Bt /N6 %2010 Ribeiro et
al.,2013) o X FHIY) A9 A AR UL, S0 B BB
B BE LR RSB FROLR BB, & A TE
TR T 3R A VR T SR IEE R R B R
O3 2 B L ] 2 A5 0 K- O ) 11 25 4 RS 2
AREIEH AT, A i A K 1 S 3
3.3 EXTARARAE P A% A5
WoFAEYFFETR XY R G0 fa % b
FIAE X ALY T DNA A1 RNA B SR 1 Y
5200 [ (Meriga et al.,2004; Achary et al.,2008) , #f
AL R BR AT 5 DNA B R 53 6 45 4, 385
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DNA BUSZTiE R RIFA: | B AR Al 9 15 M, fff DNA it
A2 R M, B AIG DNA B4 BB | 35 R 2 38 1 ik
A% ( Matsumoto , 1988 ; 7 i & 4, 2000 ; Grisel et al. ,
2010) . P FEASE(2006) BORFSE & B0, FEAR A T,
JeHRI R DNA 1 RNA (%% & T [%, RNase i 14 1
DNase T 14 WUAH B B T, 2F 1 456 2 1 575 A 2 3] 41
il IR PR XA W ) st A ) B HL A s AL B T
B, 2 R EGRAE W, 7 AR (BB 2000) , 7E
AR BE YRR IR E T, S R AN A T AR AR A i 2 &5 it
BB IS e A Y R I 2 S A K IS
Yete i, Y AR W RTE T e R TR AN B fL
¥, FLBHER R BE A 12 5, 200 Jf ) R R 320 8 b T (=
A E,2009)

S, HE TR P AR T A Y
e 5T R BT B T (AR R ) AR A K
O FEEA RN S 20 R A 25 4, L T 4k e
B RN R 2 A A AL AR, e 5 M R A 1Y
NN SYRE R o v ER 7/ TiVE 20 S 12X

4 HINESENREEMAREE

4.1 il IR

WA, BT R AR A S 3R %
YIMSE . SRR EE T, 45 W38 XA 9 1) e R TR
hRFAE TR W40 M B30 N, B S pH H B9 T BE,
MDA & BB i8I, SOD §iF M T [, 2 48 % 5 R
AR R G0 B pH B 1Y T B2 N ; BiE pH
{H I TR, A0 A o 6 Tt ZR B BR T 2 EAS A st
e FE A BE pH (B A9 T R332 W7 IR (R 4575 5%,
2009) . L, FEd - HERR AL HE AR, w] R KU D 4R Y
BEE MR LKA ) IR R —, A
TR A, Bt b RN - 3RO R B | 1 T (s 48050
T, TR PERRAR (FRMEEE,2002) , A7 R0 R AR 1 SR
(RIA 15t | XoF £ SRR AL RN AR 754 B I Bl VA SR
PEARIE (SR 2013) I A KA BB R
15000 kg - hm AR A I, &1 DRAR L PR AR Ak £
B b — WM BRI KA R, S IR A
HBAE I AR 8 pH A (BEER%,2011) , 7E WA
I L X 2T K (12 48 5E i FH i HE A A
HLAE B UF B 27 BE 45 = 48 pH (A, 42 /=1 W % nl 3k 1.
56 BN, Horb ) it A ATLIE 7E 20 B 213 R
AR AR RO A, 2 R B A 23t (/N
T8 2011) o BZ A K AP e e A L ) 5
MR A A0 BRI BE IA I 3 pH [, BRI+

B AR T AR P R A I L IE
A (PR AR, 1996)
4.2 WINERAEET

TFF 5% 22 B, B0 TN 00 X AR A 4 805 6 PR 5 19 5 i)
K, FEUEY) = S8 2 %, 75—, B
HHR B A LA B XA ZE BRMAE B v A I SR R
FRURBOMAMEI N, FF LA, 1% 26 55 5L B8 1 (1 it A mJ
DASII AR RAR 2060 40 A IR S0 5 R R 2 i B 2 0
FEMIFZ A (van Scholl et al. 2004 ; F/K B 45 2010a) ,
FREEIA T RES 5 8 PH B 7 28 3 S N, 38 0 1 1
ORI FEARAE IS T T 38 BN 28 AR ( Zeng et al.
2005) . Afaf ( Schima superba ) % Us N , 5E 0% 2%
g e IR RDEE AR S EADEAEIEHSECT
ks ( T4, 2014) . HIEHEATRESE T AL AT
L5 PO, TE AN M RS FR AR DTVE , AR FR AL 1)
T REAG, T FE AR T 488 2 % (Mugwira et al.,
1993), Si0,> A UMM 5T, 7T LL 5 488 it
T, VHMEFEE(2005) 7E IR 4y sk Bl | U
i MgSO0, ,CaCl, \KH, PO, A Hd /b T 4 3836 P45 1
Vs RER L B I S, TG PR AR S o B T R
T 18.0% ~25.1% AR | ZE R B 45 & B # A A A R
FER R W, M 42 45 (1995 ) Y 45 55 30F B, Jit hn
CaClL, RGP D BAN A K Ml e, A, i
P R BE R VR FE LR BN BRI 5 A% DL B AT RERRIE AR 1Y
RIVER A, 48 it 45 6 0 A sk R 26 25 34 T AE
—E R R B A PR R Y B R R AR (2
A 2011; F/MEZE 2011) , Mz, ol LAE 3+
B B RN K- 1 it ol T A A A A S o 7k
RS A A DR R B RS
4.3 RPrA PR

MAHYIIR R 2 TS T, — Lok ki
ISR BR H AR A J& Bl pH (B BT, il
PR R AT R SRR AT A6 TR S5 A MLIR S 1 1k
BT, X LR T 5T R A ML A,
TE R TCHE A A MLASES  DURTE BT sl i v, o 1
T 4H L RE S 4 LSS | AT 6 AR AR B TR ol — A B
B OR3P A W e 2 s D AR I (B K RS,
2010b; Hirano et al.,2012) , 33X & A8 4 i 47 ) B8 B AL
iil, BAT,EBAT AR D RN ER R A AR
B TAPLER (AR5 A 20065 £ K B 45, 2010b; X1
P 2011) . HEAEYAFE M Z, KARHY)H
Jolp 30 T — BB A W —Fh A B A AT ALER , 6045 S
R FPEETR R B AR 1 25 R AL &, AR A K )
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TEHUAR W30 7 T, 52 A L3 (R8T 5F, 2015)
Z FIRERTHEHLE A, ANATTRT DA R B Ao ok ok
G e . OIREERLY A HLIR Y 53 10 Fiz i | B2 4
FEHIA LR A W32 i %) AH G 25 P 32 A B AE )
o LIS IAA ILER 5 BRI A3 . HL AT, R SN FE
A A BILIR 530 32 iy 5 PR D7 T 19 I S8 AR BR
R TERE TV 2 M G B, e 18 37 SR R 1 1]
T 3E TE R A R M (ALMT) FVFYy A5 R % iz 3 1
KRR (MATE ) (ARIE5245,2015) , 3% 265k
RTELAEY) EeiE 5 2 (AR ARAE ) b H A
IR @ EHEA AN A HLIR . A ESF (2005 ) A
5 TAPIEIR HLR | LR AN A R ST 4 FivA HLIR X I
T FRYERRAR 45 pH (H SRR A 52 I, 45
W AP S, RN FEDE SRR EA A
LSRR S XA RRAR T 3 1
RIS AR TR R e, Bk
55 (2012 ) 112 46 5 SR ) 2 B 4% m x5 4 T
M2 AERR AR PR SE 4 FhAMNE R , REfE 4R
JEIRE R A AR I % 30 A LR A A B el XA B
TR R — e BN, b,
RTINS & 86 BT T S iR A PLUIE S
KA RWIRZE R B FEF (IR AR, 20035 E/N T,
2011)
4.4 HRPER AR ELH

HME R A b — R E R A, e
55 70% ~75% W AR TP UM A AR . R g AF
FEARH, AP B L A T D I B 40 1 0 T B A
&E PR (Heim et al., 2003; 12 B %, 2007,
Dudhane et al.,2012) , JERIME R AR 254 & AR A AE
Yyt 55 0 — Fh 2 A0 R HE e BL A CBR RO 4
2015) , AT ARG AR F AT RE ML RS2 . O fm
TS 53 (W MAT 165 B3R 1) 53 s LA SR A ) A=
1, AT BESRTEAE P 1A T (9 B2 s HE ST B0 R 41
B LA BHL LI ) A ) AR AR 32 i 5 Q3 A HILR sl
AT AL BT 114 53 10 LA A 2 X0 0 28 1 1 28 6 IR 4
BEARES T RYIRREE 145 (32 4 4¥4F,2005) o R4
(2007 ) B , FFh B AR ( Cinnamomum cam-
phora) 4l P TEAE R D 1 7R 43 FIHh T #Rr HOIE S A=
Py FAS [ 5 B A B 25 o S5 AR A3 FR A T LU AN 42
MRERRSS, BoR T — € PR R R e . X B A2
PR A B ( Hebeloma crustuliniforme) J5 , Hidb I
FRAE RN AR R 0 = A2 B AR ) B
T F%(Heim et al.,2003) . A, FERRY: 3P AHTE

G LEE TR A UE ) X SE R Y i T A B
PEXT—E AR RERE - AR Bt P2 5 T IR 3 5
At R, ATTIRE T 40 B X A B 52 ) ( BR TS 5,
2007) o HITVFZ MM TR BRAR B A4 K A A A=
WAAREE , 5REYA L, SRR 3% IR
AP, 2 BRMIRE ) 1 T T AR L o 55 A ) i 2
A R TS PR i —
4.5 PRSI AP SR AR R A X

AN [ Ll ) A 2 A ) 2 PR R R B e A
], 200 H ASHIRZ FR AN KR 0 R Rt R AS A ]
PATEARHERE 7 0.5 mmol - L™ Ik 830 405 35 F i
i B AW AZ AR A5 B R 1.0 mmol - L7 F JEAEfL
(Hirano et al.,2012) , 5 HAWAYAR L, 2B X 47
AR SR AT 75 5 50 2 i 00 5 R 1 1 4 P L g
KR4 (HIERSE,2002) , 7RG HMNE T, BRW] R 5
F5E A 3 A5 A B AR 1 A 1 AR 52 B — 2 i
il AEA [] Ao P58 55 ) b 5 & 28 52 5 el 1) AR AN [
(RS ,2011) . PR, TERRVE AR AR 1348 | Wi i
L T R v 1 R B 00 8 R, A A R R
FHAEL, AT TR, © A TR 25045 AH G 10 56 K 9k
R IR T R | (o453 Ao PR TR R A58 I T AR AR
SN T RE . T O T IE ST R EAR TR R AR
Yy b TS R R A DR P e 7% B R |
AIRZ TAEEAN

WA AN R AP o] 7E— e B E b ok
B EEE , MRS ARG BAT K (Alnus cre-
mastogyne ) . #& K ( Sassafras tzumu ) . ¥ 9 I
( Machilus grijsii) 7% ( Cinnamomum bodinieri ) %R
SRR, DT HE i A pH AE, S 1T A - A TR
(AL B i FIER 1 B 3 (ZR0 555, 2014 B ISR,
2014) , FITLL SR TIE 35 (IR ASRAE TR | o2 8 2%
REEARNEZ —.

5 B 2

T R A SRR A i 5 S 4 R 7 ), AT
EAERIMEYSE I T 205, (B4 SR Y
BEH TGO AR D A AT, ARAR R
B EURAMGR AL B 2 A8 V)R 2 DR sl e i 1 1)
R, BRI 7RIS U L B ) R RS R A 7
OBIEFE T 1], 4 3 L LSRR B OB W A
BEUSE A I PRERIF A —EX A E R
AP AT PEAS A BRI B — e W EE I A TH AR 16 AR
YA KO T T EARAS BRI, 33wl A7 7
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—RREH B E A R, SR, H AT OR 245 B AR K
ke [ TEAMOR SE B I i B iR A (Liu et al.
2014) , 068 BRAAR Py 10 B0 2 KU AL F BT IR 2 A
F BRI, B ke I 43 3106 4% H1 B AROR 4 e 5 1Y) 1
THHATHET [R] s 3 BT B A 11 b, A 18 v 3% PR ER 1Y
oA AT A AT X T O R,
7 RE B G b %) AR P 40 B AU A8 IE R DA
QR 20 M 3 A AL R 28 5 AR 3 G R . OF
FERU], FRTEAEY) P AR S o HESE SR 1Y)
FEYIEEE (Borer et al.,2004) ., H AT, B IRTEFRAE
PIXTEE B W SRR 2R LA R RN AR i A | AR AR AR
SR SE T T A B GE , (B A SCERTE R ) I
R ) A AR S K S AEAE R T R 2
MBEPEM R INIRIAIE A Z . 4 J5 A LB fNRX T
T FRFSE , LM AR 7 LA TR AR B
TSGR TE B I < ER AR TR VH R B0k 92 1R 0 X
PP RS E WA T — L0 X i, 13 45
T 75 R AT R Ry B o 308 5 0 S A B e P
TR T B ARARAR ) B8t o 0 3 A2, 17 S R L
BABMIRRIT %, BT, EX T ARS8 2 12
INAE FOK KRR FRAE AR AEY) (Tian et al.,
2013) , M5 MARMAE Y B30 | 30 Ff 4 B
R G AERIR A ST, I AR T B iR
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