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Annual Variation and Diagnosis of Iron and Zinc Nutrition in Leaves of
Seedless Wampee (Clausena Lansium )
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(1.Guangdong Institute of Eco-environmental and Soil Sciences Guangzhou Guangdong 510650 Chinag 2. College of Natural Resources and

Environment, South China Agrcultural University, Guangzhou Guangdong 510642, China)
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Abstract; Based on the results of iron and zinc nutrient analysis in leaf of each phenophase and the yields of seedless

wampee of Yunan the change law and nutrition diagnosis of iron and znc foliar content was investigated in this study.

The results were as follows: the difference of iron and zinc foliar content betw een low-yield and high-yield was signifi-

cant, but the law of nutrition content fluctuation was constant during the period of growth. Critical value method and

sufficiency ranges method were compared for nutrition diagnosis of seedless wampee, and the range of iron and zinc were
determined by sufficiency ranges method w hich the moderate range of iron was 60.46 ~75. 66 mg/ kg, znc 33.07 ~40.78
mg/ kg. And the diagnostic time of iron and zinc were in january.

Key words: Seedless Wampee (Clausena Lansium ); Iron; Zinc; Nutrient diagnosis of leaf
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