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Fig. 1 Connotations and their associations for red soil fertility and ecological functions
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Fig. 2 Rehabilitation technologies and models for red soil degradation
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Exploiting Resource Advantage and Innovating Research and Deve-
lopment Potential for Social and Economic Development in Red Soil
Region of Southern China

In Celebration of the 30th Anniversary of the Establishment

of Ecological Experiment Station of Red Soil, Chineses Academy
of Sciences

ZHAO Qi-guo
(Institute of Soil Science, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Nanjing 210008, China)

Abstract: The advantages of red soil resources, the characteristics and development potential of red soil region were
described firstly. Then the main achievements in research and demonstration were reviewed in three stages during the past 30
years for Yingtan Red Soil Ecological Experiment Station. Finally the future research planning and development strategies for red
soils were put forwards.
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