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Table 1 Site items and categories
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1 2 3
ETES: 2 9:4 A, BEWEH AR#W, BERE A, BEH®RE
L7 : 9:9: 3 >80cm 40~80cm <40cm
%33 % [ % . 4 i ik} i
x 3 T ¥ % i 7.3
xs AR >20em 10~20cm <10cm
xs¥ T 3 B o A I
E7% 2 B >35° -26~35°
xg % B R L7 # B S i} #
X ABER <20% 20%~50% >50%
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Table 2 Quantitative site index table for M. of ficinalis ssp.
in Jingning County

% WM 25 BH 44845 K (m MR
5 H % H AYB
. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 SE
A,BEl3git12.19 7.34 5.92 5.43 5.13 5.06 5.06 4.87 4.99 5.18
1% 0.7973
- A#BE 9.45 4.78 3.69 3.42 3.08 3.07 3.06 3.22 3.25 3.24 381
ABE¥WE 6.49 2.50 1.2 1.42 1.20 1.22 1.21 1.31 1.38 1.37 )
>80em 4.93 3.94 3.77 3.65 3.47 3.45 3.52 3.44  3.30
2.3 0.5520
gy 40~80cm 3.82 3.65 3.67 3.27 3.04 3.01 3.03 2.98 2.64 21
<40cm 1.68 1.08 0.95 0.85 0.84 0.83 0.93 0.95  0.87 )
M3 2.68 2.91 2.56 2.57 2.58 2.48 2.65 2.70
3.BE H K 2.44 261 228 226 226 219 2.3 25 3:581
o3 0.73 0.76 0.60 0.2 0.62 0.65 . 0.73  0.71 )
T #% p.82 0.41 0.33 0.32  0.02 0.04 0.60
4.5fr b B 0.14 -0.03 -0.05 -0.06 -0.10 -0.07 0.03 3T
£ % 0.24 0.14 0.12 0.12 0.05 0.04 0.21 )
5.AF >20cm 0.85 0.99 0.99 1.25 1.21 0.11 ,
BB 10~20cm 1.22  1.36 1.38 1.66 1.54  0.58 %
<10cm ‘ 0.28 0.33 0.33  0.43  0.42  0.15 ’
¥ -0.06 -0.06 -0.03 -0.07 0.15
6.0 g oy 0.25 0.25 0.30 0.32  0.46 3'367
e 2 1 4 0.10 ¢.10 0.12 0.16  0.12 ’
. >35 0.05 0.27  0.20 0.28 0.1196
. 26~35° 0.01 ~0.07 0.05 0.08 0.20
®” B -0.43 -0.33 -0.17
8.8F # M : -0.54 ~-0.45 . -0.16 _8‘2’-%
) I} 0.30 0.28  0.12 )
9./ <20% 0.16  0.11
&R 20%~50% » 0.08  0.07 %:”
>50% o 0.10  0.03 '
10.2% B MK -0.83 0.542 0
xE - # - 0.46 1.28
HIEEN 0.80140.8562 0.9168 0.9225 0.9305 0.9320 0.9320 0.9361 0.9367 0.9508
E P i 1.41141.2338 0.9652 0.9442 0.9062 0.5094 0.9200 0.9063 0.9151 0.8249
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Table 3 The #-value of multiple correlation coefficients and partial ceofficients

t 10 9 8 7 6 5 1 3 2 1
tr 17.80 15.83 15.97 15.64 15.85 15.86 15.12 14.70  10.72  8.79
4 7.70 6.86 7.02 7.71 7.99 8.32 7.91 9.07 8.21  8.79
ty 3.86 3.32 3.57 3.57 3.77 4.08 3.95 3.95 3.85

t5 5.70 5.06 5.32 5.57 5.71 5.82 6.11 5.57

1, 1.53 0.37 0.50 1.00 1.02 1.18 1.74

15 1.66 2.21 2.71 2.31 2.40 2.22

te 1.17 1.12 0.97 0.89 0.94

ts 0.70 0.40 0.58 0.11

tg 0.53 1.38 1.72

te 0.18 0.61

t10 3.76
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F . EBRT 1, HAXBEFNEMERE —ERER,
2,2,3 MeFELE

§E( -1)* (Y -7)*

“n-m—1

S/, MBEAER. RTEEAREABAEERBRIREZEBD, HHEZRE

BREEE,
2.2,4 AERHFESAH BEE = (y:~¥:)/y; X100 45N M4 ARL0, 9, 6, 3T
BE S RHARER, HREHNMEETIE.
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Table 4 The distribution of residual error percentage for sample plots

34 7 i ¥ 1
H OB ¥
<2.5% <7.4% <12.4% <17.4% >17.4%
10 31.1 66.7 93.4 93.4 - 6.6
9 20.0 64.4 86.6 93.6 ' 6.6
6 22.2 66.6 86.6 91.0 © 9.0

3 20.0 66.7 77.8 91.1 8.9
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SLMRE R AR — R R R A BRI R BAR R ER R T A~ RN EA,
RMSBR GRS, HERTERIVENEREZRHESE T, 2B KENEMNERE
BARMIER, —BREESHREREE, 525K1.2865, HFHELH11.2%, 3 HEERE
RRPERERFREXBNEMERZFHEERE, H2EHRWEHER, HEEREN
FEAMERIFRENEGE, RN AR, mEl, EFShREEEN, €
BB R EFIR MR, RRE. BERKREEABIENIEE ARERERLEEE N
TH 5317

M#E 2R, HBEW., HEEFRBRNESSPAESTEMTE, 4505 58 48
33.3%, 21.2%M17.4%, BB, BAMCHEERAGENFTRER. LRI/ BHE
B, B FESEY., HEEERNEEAIESETFHEEABMAERE, RIE345E 9
AEHEAA K 5 FFIM27FL R, HBHE 3 10 H WBUGRA SRS & HRRHA SN
HIBBDUEEBEANE 5, BHAHAGHBIEE™ T,

#5 JRTEEupRBEENRAESR
Table 5 Predicted productivity for site type of M. officinalis ssp.
stands in Jingning County

T MEY AB R ¥ 5 # ARBEB RE®# AB 2 ¥ R
HRRE >80 40~80 <40 >80 40~80 <40 >80  40~80 <40
B [ 3% 3 12.54 12.25 9.68 10.31 10.02 7.45 8.24 7.97 5.38
=923 12.30 12.01 9.44 10.07 9.78 7.21 8.00 7.71 5.14
% I 10.59 10.30 7.73 8.36 8.07 5.50 6.29 6.00 3.43
Y BRERNI8a

BB R TR A TEANR S E S EABRL, RIVANETERITEELMKE
LB BUD T O MR WAL E AL, WENSHE, AENBERRGR, LE
BRENT 40cm, MBRSTMASREREEN LEREAT 40 cm, SHBERKITIH
AR T & v B AN
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Abstract: With the method of quantitative theroy I model, this paper gives
a regression equation which relates to the site index of officinal -magnolia
and some site factors. The results show that’the factors which play a leading
role are soil structure, soil thickness and slope shape. This paper establishs
a quantitative site index table, too. The table has a high precision and is
a practical table in the management of officinal magnolia.

Key words: officinal magnolia (Magnolia officinalis Rehd, et Wils,); site-type;
quantitative theory; locality class; evaluations; forests; mathematical table



