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Ecological Effect Analysis of Camellia Forest Terrace Wall Interplanting Daylily as Hedgerow
LIN Zhi-hui
Abstract
parison test, taking without daylily as control (CK).Soil loss was measured by piling method , the soil bulk density, permeability and water con-

(Gaiyang Forestry Station, Mingxi County, Fujian Province ,Mingxi, Fujian 365200)
[ Objective | To study the ecological effect of Camellia forest terrace wall interplanting daylily as hedgerow.[ Method ] To design com-

tent were also measured.[ Result | From 2014 to 2017 ,the Camellia forest (YH) interplanting daylily reduced the soil loss thickness by 0.52 c¢m
compared with CK treatment ,there was a significant difference between YH treatment and CK treatment in soil loss thickness.The ground tempera-
ture of each soil layer treated with YH was lower than CK treatment.Soil bulk density of 0-20 cm soil layer, YH treatment decreased by 5.1%
compared with CK treatment.Non-capillary porosity and total porosity increased by 25.2% and 7.5%, respectively, compared with CK treatment,
soil water content increased by 18.6%.The soil layer of 20—-40 cm also had the same change rule.[ Conclusion ] There are obvious ecological bene-

fits in Camellia forest terrace wall interplanting daylily.
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Table 2 Ground temperature of different treatments C
Lb3p Hiil Ground temperature
Treatment 0 cm 10 em 20 cm
YH 24.0 222 19.0
CK 25.5 23.4 19.6
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Table 3 Physical properties of soil of different treatments
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Treatment Soil layer Soil bulk density Non-capillary Total porosity Soil water
reatmen cm g/ cm’ porosity // % % content // %
YH 0~20 1.12 6.41 55.62 21.73
20~40 1.27 423 47.25 22.25
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20~40 1.32 3.57 42.01 18.87
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