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2100 6 g/(m’* a), 1592 4 g/(m’* a), % ~ 131. 91 %,
73 2%, ,
, ( 106 68% ~ 112 92% )
( 110 93% ~
( ) <3936 g/(m”* 119. 08% ) ,
a), 16 476 ~ 24 7%, ( )
( 2),
( ) 25 ( ) .
: 1400 01~ 1755 13 g/ 21651 9g/(m’* a),
(m’* a), 64 38% ~ 80 71%; 103 74% ~ 110 2% ;
Q 104~ Q 159, ( )

<1495 5 g/(m’*
77 74% ~ 93 91%:;

14 1% ~ 21 5%% ,

a),

2200l 7g/(m’* a),

( )
125 70

1

( )
1504 0~ 1647

94 45% ~ 103 47

7 g/(mz' a),
% 9

2

Tabk 1 Grading indices and weights of evalating factors of forestry soil quality
. 130
100 80 60 40 20 0
g/kg > 40 30~ 40 20~ 30 10~ 20 10~ 6 <6 . 140
100 90 70 50 30 10
pH H(H,0) 65~75 65~60 60~5375~80 55~4580~85 45~40 <40 >85 0. 110
100 90 70 50 30 10
CEC  anol(+)/kg >20 20~ 15 15~ 10 10~ 5 <5 . 090
100 80 60 40 20
o/ke S10  10-07 0.7-05 05-03 <03 . 075
100 80 60 40 20
o/kg > 25 25~ 20 20~ 15 15~ 10 <10 . 075
100 80 60 40 20
m > 100 100~ 70 70~ 50 50~ 30 30~ 10 < 10 . 150
100 80 60 40 20 0
m 5100 100~ 70 70~ 50 50~ 30 < 30 . 070
100 80 60 40 20
m >100 100~ 70 70~ 50 50~ 30 <30 . 060
100 80 60 40 20
. 100
100 90 60 30 5 0
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(1672 9 g/(m’* a))> ( 3),
(1650 6¢g/(m”* a))> (1637 8g/(m’* 18 073 97 hn’,
a)) > (1615 3g/(m’* a)) > (1606 7 Q 20%, 262 00~
g/(m’* a)) > (1599 4 g/(m”* a)) > 916. 00 g/(m’* a), 608 93 g/(m’* a),

(1599. 4 g/(m’* a))> (153L0¢g/(m’* a))

> (1434 9 ¢/(m’* a)) 10 ( )
e 2 , 13 259 51
( hm”, 73 36%
Q691 Q 678), , 2099 612 25 hm’,
: 3 23 54 %, 917 00~
( 1500 00g/(m’* a), 1365 54 g/(m’*
Q 793 Q 761 Q 752), , a),
,
22 19 ( ),
2
Table2 Caleuhtion of ¢clinate-soil productwity of regional forestry land
(g/(m>*_a)) (g/(m?* a)) (g/(m?* a))

451. 3 1912 0 1773 8 393 6 1720 3 15361 651 5 20330 1694. 7
443, 17 1 918 2 1652 8 434 1 1915 0 1 665 0 1113 4 18952 1607. 6
435. 0 1959.5 1618 0 449 4 1992 7 15862 724 4 1909 5 15921
16520 1 898. 2 1804 8 440 4 1964 8 16392 866 2 19310 1631. 9
1196 6 1 900. 7 1656 2 1298 6 1958 2 17293 981 2 1962 1 1698 9
627. 0 1 796. 6 1599 0 1 008. 2 1809 7 15396 890 5 1944 5 1672 5
967. 7 1 874. 2 1644 1 359 3 1966 5 15330 880 8 19451 1695 7
914. 0 1 81. 1 1571 9 984 3 1975 2 1 5561 1155 2 19635 1655. 6
1 087 8 1 903. 2 1681 4 922 8 2001 7 1488 6 463 4 1929 4 1570. 3
442. 6 1 933. 3 1635 1 847 1 1811 8 14051 674 9 17920 1526. 0
423. 0 1 909. 8 1632 5 462 2 2038 1 1 568 0 2725 1958 1 1444. 3
865. 1 1 U2 9 1379 4 810 4 1863 2 14895 711 4 18316 1504. 0
706. 0 1914. 8 1642 2 529 4 2036 8 15772 853 2 1670 8 1301. 7
17312 1 764. 3 1755 6 461 5 2036 0 16551 587 3 18585 14955
12327 1 87.7 1468 6 371 0 2014 7 15268 860 8 1777 6 1437.2
679. 4 2 006. 5 1639 4 300 3 2086 9 15871 816 6 17205 1397. 1
12395 1 876. 2 1556 5 366 1 1871 7 14256 784 5 1728 1 1237.9
13300 1 84. 7 1577 6 947 9 1857 7 1479 8 861 5 18359 1509. 2
511. 9 2 38 6 1684 5 1037. 3 1905 9 14927 874 9 1868 1 1543.2
11763 1979. 9 1624 7 452 4 1969 3 16519 481 3 1981 4 1609. 3
10413 1878 4 1652 0 1046. 5 1935 8 1524 4 865 8 19123 16229
841. 8 1 856. 7 1580 3 479 5 2088 0 16477 103L 5 1 898 7 1601. 5
10377 1 905. 6 1641 4 476 4 2077 1 16592 345 6 19525 1642 9
1 064 3 1920.5 1643 6 479 2 1982 9 17419 1110 3 1 888 9 1 600. 7
913. 9 1 904 3 1611 3 684 3 2100 6 16717 836 8 1878 9 1541. 8
297. 1 1 932 4 1646 9 1209. 0 2006 1 16945 290 8 20136 1700. 9
946. 5 1 H0.5 1646 0 479 6 1978 9 17427 890 1 1894 7 1460. 6
513. 6 1 93. 4 1610 6 1094. 0 2085 2 17149 262 2 2 100 6 1592 4
262 2 1 784. 2 1461 4 379 2 2049 6 16578
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1340 617. 28 hm’,
63 85%

6 802 714 94 hn’, 76 26 %, 27 | )
1501 00~ 2100 00 g/(m’ * a), , 4 8647 09 42 hm’,
166215 g/(m”°* a), 71 51% ,
)
99 80%
3
Tabk 3 Dwbbn areas of climate soil productivity of regnal forestry hnd
(m?) (hm?) (hm?)
2202 48 077 19 52 96210. 14 48 576.55 218 51 67733 33 676653 287 40
2897 9 4155 54 7 81 23963336 1190676 608 34 218329 18 3621453 - -
S6 415 24 10271 25 286 42 24261120 44 130.27 26 98 190 020 29 29 267. 37 6 23
457 0 - - - - 2373, 74 301 41 32 88 201226 83 25 ®1. 95 57 25
4044 39 230083 - - 66. 62 171. 51 - - 200425 08 11 179.25 - -
5025 54 443 92 67 28 4017.42 187645 - - 209635 98 8 &7.06 45 18
6773 85 6427 02 - - 49116.2 125 691. 87 801 69 165082 18 3 768. 97 9 51
61 663 77 15137 58 313 82567.74 359267 - - 227296 79 21104 72 - -
74148 27718 - - 65791. 21 106 605. 28  — - 85773 23 3281268 131 24
113 095 72 23332 37 63 92 3501556 125518 30 80 43 62282 27 36 978 98 9 40
90492 79 18595 89 164 17 203895 181910 - - 74841 38 100 4527 1533 65
1686 04 6396 81 4472 6080.69 8 78.23 86 19 51664 30 342424 977 63
165 113 19 18281 00 46 37 511879 314886 24 85 9654 23 10096 64 123 85
52 27 - - - - 1423. 96 202 33 147 86 64254 74 50 192 34 487 29
288 85 55249 - - 1387591 11700 18 185 20 31295 54 63 39319 121 61
7246 87 2944 61 21 45 70 119,37 38 2. 30 1107 21 8624 22 34 664 53 192 46
285 65 43 35 - - 264287 885177 112 08 4192 87 81500.52 764 72
1265 18 219 64 - - 748, 35 789. 16 - - 117709 12 72 430.93 31 60
£921 35 8464 84 33386 3829594 622M.17 - - 189368 14 8418231 19 56
6708 %6 102309 - - 5429028 831561 25 44 287953 79 56 070.96 351 30
168 242 26 12080 85 - - 3948 25 27951 - - 229251 85 46 539. 18 19 45
152 052 29 44016 74 27 09 73976.88  93%.37 2 73 192647 47 40 91.10 - -
27725 8 2007 81 - - 4744022 868448 34 69 146 415 28 16 469. 21 1514 50
132 586 42 15424 62— — 3568 68 138.50 6 85 68877 24 15419.59 - -
146 512 34 33621 96 175 138964 13 6 793. 44 274 55 165979 09 69 436.48 72 57
129 157 12 25227 65 1 844 85 15648160 531506 - - 206323 73 9 816.56 1893 48
61 960 9 6653 67 - - 12534, 19 330.99 14 57 65081 99 81200.70 15 67
132594 9 12743 32 680 77 46847.22 321840 - - 6 802714 942099 612 25 18 073 97
61 331 14562111 35 2 510 30 70759. 98 15 335.53 383 14
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, ( ) 202 02 kg/hm’,
6L 60% ~ 69 60, 65 78 kg/hm’, ,
[ 10]
717 83 g/(m’* a)'", ) 28% ,
(1592 4 ¢/(m’* 6% ! ,
a)) 45 08%, , )
31 ,
, 33
(1)
, 2 90%, , ,
77. 0% 5 (2) , , )
92%: 3o ; (3) , )
10 4%%, 89 5% ' P, , ,
, (1) ,
9 R} 9 (2) 9
, , : (3)
, ; , ; (4) ,
: , 34
: Q 4 133 40 % 10" hm’,
i 49 30%,
56 10m’ /lm”> 4 32m’/
32 " )
, (1)
2000 4 3 (2) ,
7 472 80 km’, , : (3) )
56. 200 , 5 000 ,

~6500X]04 t“l] , 23 a (4) ,
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Abstract Based on GBS ntegrated w ih mathem aticmodels 125m X 125m gril data of annual averages of tem pera-
ture, rainfall and actual evaporation capacity in Fujian were calculated by w eather observing materials the grid data
of regonal forestry land productivity were then calculated by mod ified net prin ary productivity model revised w ith
soil quality coefficient and the productivity d ivisionsw ere evaluated by dynam ic cluster analysismodel The results
showed that the productwvity of forestry land in Fujian ranged fran 262 2 g/(mz' a)to2100Q 6 g/(mz' a). The
productwity n nmne Prefectures of Fujan showed follow ng tendency Zhangzhou > Longyan > Fuzhou > Xiamen
> Shanming > Putan > Nanping > Quanzhou > N ingde The areas of high med im productwity of forestry
land i Fujbn were superbr which were 76 26% and 23 54% of the total respectvely The areas of high produe-
tvity distributed n North W est and M dd le Fu jian and those of med um productwity distributed n North M iddle
and E ast Fu jan
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