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Research on Ecological Recovering of Erosive Degraded Pinus massonian
Woodland in Red Soil Region of Southern China

MA Zhi-yang ,ZHA Xuan
(Institute of Geography, Fujian Normal University, Fuzhou 350007, China)

Abgtract :In the red soil area of southern China,because of eroson and degeneration of Pinus massonian woodand ,extremely
leanness of soil and large degeneration area it is difficult to recover ecology of degenerated Pinus massonian woodland. How to
recover the eroded and degenerated Pinus massonina woodland has been an arduous and insistent misson. S ,it is sgnificant for
driving zoological construction of red il to expedite correlative research and disposal ,probe into mechanism of its degeneration
and resolve critical technique problem of recovering resuming ecology. In this thesis,we expatiate on degenerating mechani sm of
Pinus massoni an woodland in light of il degeneration ,man-made factors and biological characteristics of Pinus massonian ,and
then summarize approaches and modesfor recovering ecology of degenerated Pinus massonian woodland. In the end ,we provide
a view of further research on how to recover eroded and degenerated Pinus massonian woodland ,in order to provide reference
for future research on how to recover ecology of degenerated Pinus massonian woodland.
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