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Coppice Perfoom ance of Eucalyp tus urophylla clone U6
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Abstract Eucalyptus urophylla clone U6 was one of the most cammon eucalypt cbne planted n Souhem Chna
The resulis showed that the number of sprout spot copp ice number and he ght at the age of 2months fellwed the
W ebull distrbuton, the kurtosis was over 3 higher than nomal sdhool the skewvness over 0 as an anisamerous
distrbution. The number of sprout spotw as related w ih bplogical features but not related w ih height and d ian eter
of stumps as it changed w ith randan ity Copp ice number affected by heght and dianeter of simps The b ger
the dian eter the more the coppice nunber it showed a lnearity relatbnship The coppice number ncreased w ith
the he ght of simpswhen he heightwas under 16 an, itwould decrease when the he ghtwas over 16 an, it followed
a thrice parabola The copp te heightwas affected by he height of stmps it ncreased when stump he gh twas under
12 an, then decreased while over 12 anx The coppice height was negatwely related by stump dian eter
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