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Table 3 Multiple comparisions of
the number of dormant buds

in different site classes
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Abstract: Dormant buds, regenerative materials from sprouts of Cunninghamia
lanceolata, are numerically related to regeneration success or failure. Obser-
vation for the base parts of sample trees revealed the factors influencing the
number of dormant buds of Chinese fir. The results suggested that the quan-
tity of dormant buds changed with site quality, with the better the sites,
the less the dormant buds, containing less dormant buds in trees from the
centre of their distribution areas than those from their peripheral parts, In
a same sand, more dormant buds developed in the large size-class trees than
the small ones. Dormant buds increased with the development of the sand,
and culminated in the middle-age, then decreased with the age growth. Crop
age and site quality were main factors influencung the number of dormant
buds. The authors recommended some reasonable suggestions about regener-
ation practice.
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