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Study on the Plantation Spacing of E. grandis X E. urophlla
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BE EREEBREARTOEN, EMERKRGTEK, SAUERKYMEE (1665 Bk/hm?), RREFHHITRE
BEHRTRX, EREZFEFHD, HOHE ImxXem @y, EHEIFESIA, FHRE 13. 72 m, FHHEE 10. 14 om,

ERE 68.76 m*/bm?, KEZFIETE,
x@iE EERE&K HKITRE
Abstract

E. grandis X E. urophlla is the most quickly-growth and highest yield in Eucalyptus. Under

the same condition and the equal number of trees in a unit area (1665 N/hm?). There were significent

differences in growth among the four treatments of plantation spacing. The trees with the space of

1 mX6 m 3.5 years after plantation had an average height of 13. 72 m and average diameter at breast

height of 10. 14 cm, growing stores was 68. 76 m*/hm?. The growth is in the first place.
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* “BiE B E A E R 2L BT 1990 F3 A 12 H
it F (1990) 53 X HAETHE, EF BRLEEE L AE
(666. Thm?), 1990~1992 4F 3 FELSERLIEAK, 1993 £ 12 AL E
AALRPNHRUEH, HEIECRR. LERXA. 53H
HEMERA 1 000 BA (KO, H. /70, MR B
# 100 FT& (66 667 hm?) LI b, HA{ A “RITEHK" HBHEK
FE 10 BHAE (6667 % hm?), FITEKREBERNFTRREISE
2EBERET—E 19928). £+ E (1994 F) 2REH&LE
ETHRARE. R30H LR HOTM KR BE.
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HEABRRE, MEHE, LHERAK, pHIES. 0, F
LR 0.59%, &% 0.0676%, 48 0.0263%, &4
1.3008% . WA LR THIRLLE, HIB VFEE, FHE
8°,
1.2 BHAR

SEMA 2 AN 2R, BE 25~30cm, &
BEEHEAFHE O, BESHSRIE S Im
0y
1.3 HEEH

FAKMNORE KB ERNERKNBR RER
HEEH, BEMAREE, BT 8L, &
Wo2~3 A4, BE 15em, 1990 4E 5 H 20 H EH.
1.4 MiEE

EIEFESERIEEH 150g (BB 14%). BE
BHMAEGE00g (ERA .. #&£10%), B
B300g (BR17%), b EH - MRGEHREE S
fE 200 g, BR¥E100g; B _F 4 ABHBEESE
300 g, BR#k 200 g,
1.5 RIgit

4T, SAEE, 12 MMK, B4
/ANK 667 m?, 3L 0.8 hm?®, FHLEKAHT. /N
XEE 10 %, SEME. £2—K. ¢ MbER.

1. BT 2 mX3 m, 501 ¥, 1665 #k/hm?,
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2. BFTEE 3mX4 m, §/PXKEHNG6 4, FIN
H 2 B, JCHAREE 30 cm, 1665 #k/hm?,

3. BRITEE 3mX 6 m, H/NKEMIT 37 4, X
3 8k, RN=MAEHFISEE 30 cm, 1665 tk/hm?,

4 . BRFTEE 1 mX 6 m, & VH 1 B, 1665 Bk/hm’,

2 KBER

2.1 $EBRER

ERMERAFHREIESPAL, HEMKEZ
HERBEEZR: AmX6m) > (3mX4m) >
BmX6m)>2mX3m) (FERED.ZEIHESA
%1 FH4ERREHES

Table 1 Comparision of the mean growth increment

AE, 1mX6miFHME 13.72 m, FHRE
10. 14 cm. 3 mX4 m {9 FHRE 11. 88 m, FHMWE -
8.67cm,2mX3mM3ImX6m@EKBRHAERK,
B8 A ERTHE R T
2.2 HESWH

ER##% 34 5 A%, WEH R Z52 %k
BE. AEMEZLQRRK: 1 mxX6m HSH1h 3 Btk
FTENEERBBE:3mX4mUR3ImX6m K5
2mX3m RFQRETERBEE. HhQRE
EZRABE (GERF 2~3).

EI 14F 1 year 24 348 2 years 3 month 34 54 H 3 years 5 month _
Treatment GE] e wE e B [ E3 . # Comparision
thod Tree heigh Diameter Tree heigh Diameter Tree heigh Diameter e W2
me (m) (cm) (m) (cm) (m) (cm) Tree heigh Diameter
1mX6ém 6.70 5. 87 12.58 1 9.26 13.72 10. 14 135.57 123. 36
3mX4m 5. 04 4. 83 10. 62 8.18 11. 88 8. 67 117. 39 105. 47
3mX6m 4. 35 4.07 9.78 7.22 10. 67 8.17 105. 43 99. 39
2mX3m 4. 32 4. 50 8.90 7.73 10.12 8.22 100 100
%2 HELSH
Table 2 Variance analysis
ERFEE B & Tree heigh M 4% Diameter
o REFAA  BEE &5 F@ mEFAR  ABE &% F@
o Deviation sum Degree of Mean F valua Deviation sum  Degree of Mean F valua
variation square (ss) freedom squara square -(ss) freedom squara
4b 3 [&] Treatments 76. 48 3 25.492 87.722°"° ' 25.42 3 8.473 11.95°°*
H % 8] Replications 10. 46 36 0. 291 25.53 36 . 0. 709
8.2/ Total varition 86. 94 39 50. 95 39
Fo,ol (3.36) =4.38
%3 Qik
Table 3 Q—Test
EZR*XR B B Tree heigh 7 8 %& Diameter
Sources of -
variation X x;—10.12 x,—10. 67 x;—11. 88 x; x;,—8.17 X, —8. 22 X, —8. 67
1mX6m 13.22 3.60°° 3.05""" 1. 84 10. 14 1.97° 1.92” 1.47°
3mX4m 11. 88 1.76* " 1.21°*° 8. 67 0. 50 0.45
3mX6m 10. 67 0. 55 8.22 0. 05
Z2mX3m 10.12 8.17

Do.oy=0. 7518 Dq.os=0. 5907

Do_o]=1- 1744 Do_05=0' 9227

SRR 19954F2H B2BBIH
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2.3 BR4S%
ER#IESNMHE, I mX6m AR 12 m LU
FiK100%, M2 10 cm YL Eik 60%; 3 mX4 miy
WM& 12m bk B 55.17%, MR 10 cm U b5
13.3%; 3mX6m BWE 12 m DL b 23. 3%, %
10em B EE 10%; 2mX3m@AREHRER 12
m, WAL 10 cm, AR 1 mX6 m #JH FALH .
B BIRR
2.4 EREBHE
ERMIESNTALE . IlmXemWEHRE
68.76 m*/hm?, £ FHHE K& 20. 11 m*/hm?; 3 mX
AmBERE45.22 m*/hm?, EFEHEKE
13.34 m3/hm?; 3 mXxX6 m fJEME 37. 86 m’/hm?,
EPHEKER 1107 m*/hm’; 2 mX3 m M ERE
36. 63 m*/hm?, FEEHAEKE 10. 71 m*/hm?,

3 itig
B R AR AT 7 A A AUR IR R A BR A7 S

BEAA, AEARMERSEE MNSEER.1m
X6 m ALE FRUERR BITRR”, TAEETRE
SR MRHZS ], AR S lE A, PR E, E4E
AR BB, R B SRR E Y, IRRE
BRE, A TR, SR TR, HRE
YERE R, oA B R R R R, MBid 5~10 mg
CO,/ (100 cm? + h), “TEATHEK” BERZS THKY
Yoo, QIR T ARAHE A A /NIREE, B GBS hN T AR
SE BN E. XREEARAER, HRTFHR
R, FIBHEF M FEM IR IR 2 E , wE TR
ERMEEEHE, SERAMEAERIMEEF
B, ARB N EHA A EENEETR, T4E
WA TR BET R, mx6m MRERER
AR RE TR, NERTF I —RRBRE. HE
K, PR HRATERALE R 5 000 8 hm?
R, Ef. ERK. TEHSHES T BIFRE.

(RAEHRE: ZWH. R

(_F#:45 41 T Continue from page 41)

Bk, S, BREE, RETHRRAEZBRRE
WrmEF. EitE,. B 2050, RESTE LA
0.5 m, [ PO N TREHBIAL, K50 F—HAK
A K 5 FE—il, 100 F—BHMER 10—, BT,
XEHEBENLFRBEZEEMW.
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Bl & KRR I 1. 76 %, BURRISBESHZER
£ 1992 FHMEBW, THLhH, 2RBRKFTT
B L2~1.7C. H#EH, Bee & RNEMEEFE
1. 2~2 5, I mEEFEERRE 5~7
K ERZEEW, Hik, #30GEREEFE EAAT
HEFIAE (W) RIBMERRTR, X8 D
AT IMEME R, N AR TR AR
RKAORBEELRH, BB BEOKE.

S 3K

v EPH. BRI =AW TERNETFRELSREEE L
FATRERTRERA. . BRIT = A0 555 22 ) L e B
7 dLE: B iRk, 1988.

2 FFH. JTREFIEE SARFEN LI R
. W AR ERCEMETR . LR Bt
1990 i

3 Strategies for Adapion to Sea Level Rise. Intergovern-
mental Panel. On Clinate Change Response Strategies
Working Group November, 1990.

4 Eastern Hemisphere Workshop on the Vulnerability Assess-
ment of Sea Level Rise and Coast Zone Management Au-

gust 3—6, 1993 Tsukuba, Japan.

(RERE: BRH. ERE. ME#H)

Guangxi Sciences, Vol. 2 No. 1,February 1995



