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Study on Water Capacity of Litter in Different
Forest Distribution of Sanlizhuang Reservoir
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Taian, Shand ong 271018; 2. Zhucheng Water Resources and Aquatic Bureau, Zhucheng, Shandong 262200, China)

Abstract: The litter biomass and its water capacity are studied on the main forest types, Robinia pseudoacacia Linn forest,
Quercus acutissima Carr forest, Pinus tabulaef ormis Garr forest, Robinia pseudoacacia Linn and Quercus acutissima Carr forest
etc in Sanlizhuang reservoir of Zhucheng City, the biomass max water capacity and decomposition rate are sorted on different
forest types. The study result shows that litter amount is Robinia pseudoacacia Linn > Robinia pseud oacacia Linn and Quercus
acutissima Carr > Quercus acutissima Carr > Pinus tabulaef ormis Garr, the largest water-holding is Robinia pseudoacacia
Linn > Robiniap seudoacacia Linn and Quercus acutissima Carr > Quercus acutissima Carr > Pinustabulaef ormis Garr, the
water effective intercept capacity of the litter is Robinia pseudoacacia Linn > Robiniapseudoacacia Linn and Quercus acutissi—
ma Carr > Quercus acutissima Carr > Pinus tabulaef ormis Garr, so the result shows that the more litter surface roughness is,

the larger the water capacityis.
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