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Assessment of Geological Environmental Adaptability for
Growing Citrus in Coastal Region of Fujian Province

YANG Jun-hua
Fujian Institute of Geological Survey Fuzhou 350011 China

Abstract Through the contrast of citrus fruits lamina and orchard soil nutrition element contents in different ge-
ological environment districts along the coastal region in Fujian Province and base on the assessment for citrus
quality and diagnosis for soil and lamina nutrition the factors of physiognomy geology and geochemistry which
affect the quality and yield of citrus are studied. The results show that the nutrition balance of crops is the major
factor which affects the quality and yield of farm products but geological and geochemical environment conditions
are the important factors which affect the nutrition balance of crops among which low pH value of the soils and
insufficiency of calcium have great influence on the quality of citrus. Accordingly the diagnostic standards for the
total nutritive elements which leading to produce high quality and high yield of citrus are put forward. And the
problems of low pH value of soil and the insufficiency of calcium in soils can be solved by soil amelioration and
adequate fertilization.
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Table 1  The relationship between citrus qualities and
outputs with physiognomy types
1 1\
/% 1.20 0.96 0.98 1.00 0.99 0.90 0.93 0.95
/% 0.34 0.33 0.32 0.32 0.31 0.35 0.31 0.31
Yi = /% 8.08 8.64 8.90 8.38 8.88 7.67 8.56 8.35
Yli + Y2i 43 52 59 51 56 46 56 54
/% 0 40 38.89 28.57 20 0 4737 0
/% 66.67 40 22.22 57.14 20 66.67 26.32 0
Yu = Ylli +40
e/ 30585 37440 38715 22830 26475 42000 42405 28335
. D 7
N /
7.0% ~14. 0% w
0.2% 1 37 0.50% ~
1.65% 0.05% 1 24 24 x37 =
888
‘ " 3
Yy Y,
Y, =30 2- X,/X,, "% 2.2
Xy Xouin
1.28 2
75
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pH

54.17%  MgO S Cl Fe,0, Se
50% ~58.33%

pH
2 Si0,
Table 2 The relationship between citrus qualities
, P 1 3 84% pH
with geological background
pH<5
a pH
pH
/% 0.89 0.74 0.96 1.06 1.10 0.92 0.83 5102
/% 0.33 0.31 0.31 0.30 0.33 0.32 0.34 Si0
/%8.57 8.18 8.84 9.35 8.31 8.64 8.76 2
52 56 57 63 48 54 55
/% 21.74 40 35.71  76.92 16.67 40 60
/%  34.78 20 21.43  7.69 54.17 20 40
" 28020 32400 46755 40260 38325 31170 46500
kg/hm
@ / x 100
/ x 100
3
3 ®
1:25 Table 3 The diagnostic standards and results of the nutritive
Mo Se S pH elements in citrus orchard soils
Ca Mg Cu B Fe, 0, Mn from different geological background regions
o pH Ca
3.1
pH 977 311 842 382 1374 122 032 42~47
Si0, 1094 113 752 166 3129 113 302 67.6~75.3
=59 32 869 320 941 436 6117 212 122 1.5~2.0
N 7106 230 3101 364 7143 131 122 0.08~0.12
p 995 212 356 355 7116 230 131 0.06~0.12
+2 +0.5 K0 1139 005 257 364 1662 311 212 1.2-2.0
€0 1292 032 653 463 8133 140 122 0.14~0.26
MO 1382 122 1211 265 11112 311 311 0.13~0.18
S 1175 230 464 463 6513 221 023 225-~329
3 3 Cl 1463 212 347 454 5712 104 230 169~238
3 Fe)03 1652 410 1310 472 4614 221 500 2.27~3.6
pH Mn 986 122 761 742 1167 212 122 218~443
Co 1085 221 329 544 8106 230 311 22.9~4
Zn 1445 203 437 832 8106 122 122 35.9~50
B 1094 500 833 454 6108 023 122 12.2~15.6
Ca0 Mgo B S (I F6203 Cu Zn Mo 6107 410 644 463 6711 320 113 1.58~2.31
Se 9113 500 842 364 11112 131 410 0.22~0.46
@ N P K,0 CaO MgO Fe,0,
1:25 /% mg/kg pH “97
7 p "
Ca0 MgO B 15% ~31% 3.2
pH N Si0,
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Table 4 The diagnostic standards and results for the
availability forms of nutritive elements in citrus orchard 5

soils from different geological background regions

@®

Table 5 The nutrition diagnostic standards and results for the

citrus lamina from different geological background regions

mg/kg
N 10112230 590 571 8142 041 140 100-200
P 3119 005 1013 1210 4416 032 005 2590
Ko4145230 293 292 6135230 050 100-300 N 0176 041 194 011201410 050 050 2.77-3.49
Ca1850 410 1040 850 13110320 050 500~2000 b 0212 050 0140 0121 051 140 050 0.10-0.17
Mg2021 500 1130 1030 1842 500 500 80~125 K 214 050 293 1102 11D 140 140 10617
Fe 21156 023 1112 292 8133 032 014 20~100 Co 1201 041 0131 0121 1194 050 032 2.14-3.74
Ma 6116 230 554 355 1257 122 122 7-15 Mg 2192 140 2120 0130 4191 041 050 0.24~0.40
Co 5513 212 428 346 8313 212 122 2-6 Fe 0230 050 0140 0130 0231 050 050 50~140
12101230 1130 670 1932 311 131 2-8 Mi 0203 041 1121 0121 022 041 050 20150
B 2030 500 1130 1210 220 320 500 0.5-1.0 S 6 T2 0311 021 0717 033 014 4-I6
Mo 2156 050 743 373 798 041 140 0.15-0.3 0230 050 0140 0130 1212 050 140 20~50
5 11102230 455 661 969 311 032 A1 B 3173 050 0131 0130 1176 032 140 20~60
C1454 212 275 1111 4812 410 023 15-5 o 1490 230 1040 940 1680 410 500 01-10
Se 5135 320 482 292 31011 (31 410 0.027~0.03 1094 221 185 391 798 131 023 27733
O  sa se ‘Mg 779 221 545 346 888 131 050 0.27-0.30
) ) 2 10112 “Gu 986 401 356 445 8610 302 230 19.1~30.7
“BOILTS 140 752 751 987 212 320 3355
“Mo 779 113 554 544 987 311 320 0.07~0.1
S 4127 221 563 364 5109 230 014 3155~3505
“0l 6116 041 284 274 1284 212 032 420~700
“S 5107 320 842 553 3138 122 3200.047~0.078
Ca Mg
@® N K Ca Mg
B 78.26% ~ 86.96% % mg/kg .
N Zn 43.48% ~52.17% ) “ 017 6" )
P Cu 82. 61%
56.52% B
91.67% Mg Zn 5
75% ~79.17% Ca Mn Cu Mo
50% ~54.17% P Cu
66.67% 54.17%
83% NKCusS SeB Mo Cl
1/3
P 10 ~40 Ca Cu Mo
Mg Zn B 1:25 Ca Mg Cu Ca
pH Mg Mo Ca
Ca Mg 7Zn B Ca Mg
Cu Ca Mg Cu Cu
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Cu 0.59 ~15. 11 mg/kg 6
50% Mo K
K
Mo
Mo 0.57 9% Ca 0.9 1.21 L.14 0.94 1.00 0.8 1.19 0.32
Mo Mo Ca 0.93 1.03 1.02 095 1.06 1.00 1.17 0.24
Ca 0.94 0.74 1.08 1.16 1.07 0.83 1.54 0.80
Ca0 0.81 1.62 1.06 1.17 0.95 0.81 1.50 0.81
Mg 1.09 1.08 1.03 0.97 1.0 1.02 0.92 0.17
pH Mg 0.99 091 098 1.03 1.06 1.16 0.99 0.25
Mg 0.98 0.56 112 1.09 1.1l 0.79 1.03 0.5
3 Ca Mg Cu B Mo MgO 0.69 0.97 1.46 1.08 1.09 0.85 0.78 0.77
5 " S 103 13 1.02 0.94 1.00 09 113 0.22
S 097 1.00 0.9 1.00 1.03 0.97 1.17 0.2
S 077 072 1.26 0.69 1.34 0.69 1.48 0.79
S 0.8 0.79 0.98 0.9 1.18 0.8 1.4 0.63
5 €l 100 0.92 0.92 0.8 1.04 1.20 1.20 0.34
a 0.9 1.23 1.09 1.14 0.87 112 1.18 0.36
¢l 060 0.76 1.90 0.82 1.39 0.34 2.55 2.21
K K 6
a 073 113 L2 095 112 L1l 077 0.49
K Fe  1.00 1.0 0.99 1.06 0.94 099 1.12 0.18
Fe  0.99 1.04 0095 1.01 1.04 1.09 0.9 0.14
K K K Fe 112 160 0.8 0.90 0.50 1.40 1.84 1.34
It Fe,0, 0.67  0.60 1.42 0.94 1.26 0.90 0.57 0.85
Mo 125 0.97 1.13 0.85 0.85 1.12 0.94 0.40
Mo 1.24 1.6 1.23 0.94 1.05 1.79 0.85 0.9
— — — Mo 1.02 0.5 0.98 1.24 1.07 2.12 1.36 1.54
K Mo 106 1.32 0.74 0.72 1.03 1.95 1.25 1.23
Cu 1.02 1.08 1.07 0.94 1.0l 0.8 1.06 0.23
Cu 0.8 071 L17 10l 14 10l 0.8 0.70
Cu 1.06 093 1.34 1.38 0.84 0.65 0.71 0.73
6 N Cu 0.8 090 1.60 1.20 0.9 0.76 0.83 0.84
K
Table 6 C , f K values for ol N Zo 103 114 1.05 0.8 0.97 0.9 1.34 0.45
able omparlsono values for element content 1n soils 7n 1.00 0.95 0.99 1.07 102 L12 0.83 0.29
citrus lamina and fruits from different geological 70 121 144 0.8 1.13 055 1.60 2.56 2.0l
background regions 7o 0.91 1.14 121 0.8 0.97 1.17 1.06 0.36
K 0.88 0.86 1.12 1.08 1.14 0.93 0.5 0.55
K 0.95 1.04 1.05 0.90 1.27 1.36 0.78 0.58
B 1.O3 0.80 1.41 1.00 0.98 1.12 0.67 0.74
099 095 100 097 1oi 09 1o o6 B 094 074 1.07 1.09 1.11 1.4 1.29 0.68
N 097 0.9 097 1.02 1.07 0.96 0.97 0.13 Mo 097 1.14 1.32 1.03 1.10 1.27 0.28 1.04
N 109 0.87 0.95 1.08 0.9 1.36 0.98 0.49 Mo 1.19 1.12 1.08 1.02 1.05 1.05 0.71 0.48
N 1.0l 0.8 0.93 1.08 0.98 1.03 1.09 0.28 Mo 1.04 1.00 0.92 L.13 111 1.26 1.09 0.34
13 L17 100 091 099 1.05 1.24 0.33 Mo 122 0.68 1.84 1.00 1.07 0.78 1.04 116
0.99 0.88 0.94 1.00 1.07 1.02 1.0l 0.19 Se  1.00 0.44 0.89 1.00 1.44 1.33 0.67 1.00
P 111 1.33 1.20 1.30 0.81 0.40 0.93 0.93 Se 1.0l 0.58 0.69 0.99 1.25 1.44 0.67 0.86
P 1.0l 112 118 1.09 0.93 0.63 1.09 0.5 Se 1.02 0.8 0.98 1.06 111 106 0.77 0.34
K Los Lo4 104 091 0.9 095 097 o.17 Se  0.84 039 070 1.17 1.30 1.04 0.5 0.91
K 09 077 098 1.06 1.17 0.8 0.82 0.40 pH 102 0.97 0.98 1.01 0.97 1.04 1.08 0.1
K 096 0.69 1.13 0.94 1.08 0.57 0.98 0.56 100 0.79 0.81 1.14 1.03 1.06 1.09 0.35
K,0 1.07 1.85 1.17 1.00 0.61 0.80 0.93 1.24 DK
K K
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6 K < <
< 1
pH
K N < pH <5.0
K Mg<Fe<S<Cu<Ca<P<Cl<Mn<Zn<B<Se 900 kg/hm’ 2~3
< Mo K N<Fe<P<S<Ca<Mg<Zn< 450 kg/hm’
Cl<K < Mo <B < Cu<Se<Mn 40%
K Mo Se < N < K 2
Mg < Cu< B < S< Ca <
P< Fe < Mn < Zn < Cl 37500 kg/hm2 N 750 ~900
K N < <Zn<Cl<P<S<B  kg/hm’ m N :m P,0; :m K,0
<Mg < Ca < Cu <Fe,0; <Se <Mo <Mn <K m CaO :m MgO =1.00:0.25:0.80:1.00:
N P 0.40 Ca Mg Zn
Mn Cu Zn B Se Mo
> 200 mg/kg
K — — 1-~3
3
NP K Fe Cu BSe K
pH
pH
K Fe CI B K —
— N P
Ca Mg
Fe Cl Se P N K pH Ca
Cl B P Se Cu Ca N Fe Cu
/n Fe Ca S N P K Ca
Mg Cu pH Mn S
Cl Se N B Fe N P K Ca
Fe Cu B Se Cl S Cu Zn
Fe Ca Mn S N P Ca Cu pH
7
1 . M .
1994 45 -100.
6 2 .
pH Ca Mg X J. 1995 1 6-9.
J . 1998 15 2 145 -149.
pH N P K Ca Mg Cu Zn 4 I
1998 3 29 -31.
pH Ca 5 . J .
2004 6 37 -40 46.
pH Ca Mg 6 .
J. 2005 25 3 340 -346.
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