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/ /'m /'m
WL =32.339 94 x DG-01075 x 022909 ( 9836 29 0.64 9.10 0.50 4.12
WB =7.711 003 x DG 1247 x H{O1%800 (. 981 1 29 0.64 9.10 0.50 4.12
WS =11.191 23 x DGH5% 84 x 135270 0 998 0 29 0.64 9.10 0.50 4.12
WBK =4.104 651 x DG+ 7088 x H0-29®65 0 992 3 29 0.64 9.10 0.50 4.12
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BLoBMo 6. 74ab 3.88a 3.13a 2.06ab 902ab 5558 985ab 176ab 2 617ab
BL 1BMo 6.51b 3.68a 2.%a 1.92b 835h 509 876b 162b 2383b
BL ,BMo 6. 66ab 3.92a 3.14a 2.01ab 881ab 538ab 963ab 171ab 2 553ab
BL 3BMo 7.30a 4.43a 3.40a 2.15a 1 040a 665a 1 246a 207a 3157a
BL ,BM; 6. 78ab 3.90a 3.11a 2. 00ab 904ab 557ab 979ab 176ab 2 616ab
© =0.05)
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/cm /cm /'m /'m I )
BL BMo 9.58a 6.35a 4.36a 2.63a 1 706a 1233a 2 534a 360a 5 833a
BL 1BMo 9.70a 6.23a 4.08a 2.55a 1 706a 1257a 2 423a 362a 5 747a
BL -BMo 9.8la 6.36a 4.28a 2.64a 1 757a 1288a 2 571a 373a 5 98%
BL3BMo 10.54a 6.98a 4.56a 2.7% 2 000a 1522a 3 127a 432a 7 08la
BL BM; 9.%a 6.50a 4.32a 2.65a 1 802a 1325a 2 635a 383a 6 144a
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/cm /cm /cm
0 10 10 20 20 40 0 10 10 20 20 40 0 10 10 20 20 40
| % 5.35 4.27 2.97 - - - 5.90 3.75 2.64
pH (H0) 5.07 4.91 4.88 - - - 5.12 4.9 4,88
/(gem® 0.9 1.00 1.08 0.85 1.01 1.09 0.91 1.03 1.12
7 3a
I (g-cm 9 pH (H0) ! %
/cm /cm /cm
0 10 10 20 20 40 0 10 10 20 20 40 0 10 10 20 20 40
BL BMo 0.900 1.006 1.130 4.90 4.86 4.81 6.01 3.8 2.85
BL 1BM, 0.89%5 1.019 1.131 5.00 4.90 4.88 5.97 3.9% 2.73
BL -BMo 0.905 1.020 1.120 5.13 4.94 4.85 5.61 3.64 2.68
BL 3BMo 0.89% 0.9%4 1.093 5.24 4,97 4,94 6.23 3.70 2.53
BL -BM; 0.948 1.084 1.142 5.25 5.01 4.93 5.68 3.62 2.43
pH 4 pH
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A Sudy on the Influence o Site Management Measures
on the Gcowth o Four-year-od Chinese Fir
Pantation of Second-generation

FAN Shao-hui', LIAO Zu-hui?, YINGJin-hua®, YANG Xu-jingz, HE Zong-mings, LIN Guang-yao3
(1. Reseaarch Ingitute of Foredry , CAF, Bejing 100091 ,China;
2. Narping Foresry Gommittee, Fujian Povince, Nanping 353000, Fujian, China;
3. Resources and Environment Department , Fujian Agricultura and Forestry University , Namping 353001, Fujian, China)

Abdtract : Aimed at gudying the irfluence of various patterns of ste management on the productivity of
Chinese fir ( Cunninghamia lancedata) plantation for generations, the second-generation C. lancedata
plantation was egablished with 5 kinds of Ste preparation patterns on the cleared area of firg-generation
C. lancedlata. The results showed that : (1) The pattern IV (Double dash) had the nogt bendfits to the
gonth of 4year-old C. lancedata of second generation , and had the nog dfects on reducing il bulk
ecific gravity and raisng il pH vaue. Thisisthe bes dte management pattern. (2) The pattern |1
(Whole-tree harves) was the worst. (3) The pattern | (No dash) had postive dfect on the growth of
C. lancedlatain 1 2 years dter planting, but it had negative dfect on il fertility maintenance. (4)
The pattern V (Sem and bark harves + burning) was better than the pattern 11l (Sem + bark har-
ved) , but the difference is not dgnificant. (5) It is edimated that it will take about 90 nonths for the
harves resdud to be deconmposed to the 5 % of the weight remains.
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