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FE BT THEEREX 2

(R IR E BRI 22 01 22, 48 g 22 RR 353100 )

. SR BN EEAHILE EEATRT, TR FIRZNE, A4 #aG w74 £
Ee A, EK. ARTKEHEAREEZ 2R, SFREAMBRAGELIFZER.
A nERT K. BRFRAEMRE FHX, mERAK. BRBKAREHS G
AR FHK; HRkEHRHK. @B BRI AE LA EREHF X, H5ERFRL
RE K, M AR K BARE EARE. K453

XA, EM AL 7 £KET; Hxoh
FE DS, S795. 720. 6 YEAFRNAD: A

& 15 (Phyllostachys pubescens ) &t B84 W TR . BEAE 71l 2851 AR sUR i, 5 BAT
R BR85S M. BT R BEIT A B0 Bk, 2 d i AT i A KRS . it 2%, A7 956
PIARATHE RGBT O 52 Bl aE ' ™ (0 2 IR T A A KRR G ) B AT MR HER B 7 o
FEAR BT 3138 B T AR BT A AR e D[R] ARSI BT AR i KR B M HL
RK R RS BT R G BAT Sk = L

1 IR HU AR

BRIG ST HE 2 48 I T P MRS AR, 257 44N, 118705 E. B T i v RS
fiE, A THRIR 19.4°C, FEFHREKE 1726 6 mm, 1 A PSR 9C 7 AFHARE
28 5°C Mum i iR—6'C, MimemAIR 4G SELEY 270 d. FEbIEER 150 ~ 200
m. U E 257, HEEN g 2T, AHABJZ 10~ 15 em. RN LA AT
(Miscanthus floridulus ) 559 F., M FELAE T N T T 1995 FEHEFGE M, EH 1 ~2
SRR, BAE 4 ~6 emy AR IR, JolE B BIREAT, B R SR HEOR BE 30 eme ZSHEOR BH 40 am, B
KRB 4 ~5 B, FZIRI VEE A AGHE SRS . AR, RS AN ARG, 7= R sk,
M EHATRA NS B, FES P L 1R BREEE 1Lk U 1 IR

ek B 198-07-07; &[T H . 1998-10-21
EF S JUMEHE0963—), B, WA, TR, MFEAEFEP MR RS AR 5.



204 b A7 N 2R A= S 1+ 1999 % 6 H

2 R

BB B B 6 NER, BELIEN 2K BT REE AT, 55T
1995, 1996, 1997 4F 11 Ho )il Zor ML 42 . 81 (BRI AREHhi K ) . 22 Kk CHD B B0 ) . 4
IR IEOL . WA 0N, MEARECREEE B 3 AU A, R IME; KR 1T
AR MO A KR (ZTHDBG KR B m P EE O S A B
TaER R4 2RI A TS R IR

3 ERE4M

31 FMMBEEEEETHESS T

MR EBHTIE MR E, BTE R A KA, RAIR IUE AR . X2 B %
SRR PRAE. B S AR SR RR R0, T )25 TR KR AR A, A A AR A XRG4
WD o R . HRHEATIT 2. GPRRW] ASFEMRE R ZIE, BT HE A W R
PIHE AR . SEBCRANATHE K Sy B 38 225, &% 4R (AUHE BOSUAAE S 2 57, I A
B TERARZ CR 1), W BITEN G FIEBRIE 7T #Es T K n e ek, — it
DUT, MRS 1 R, HEBOAK, MEAREUDN 2R, ShEEECE. HERATHET KR
BEIN, HEARREA, (EJFIREXT IFE N . X 5B|ATERANE I A K.

*1 BERTHESHER

Table 1 Results of variance analysis by different factors

] A A F i858
T

1995 196 1997 ERE A [A]
W s 2%/ % 9.17 73 79 5. 67 2898 061
#i4%/ em L 47 1.92 2 0 15m"" 293
HiBLK/ m 0. 97 217 176 THu" 233
K/ em 2.9 4.35 4727 779" 304
iR 2% 217 6.67 6 67 67" 321

YL * ZREE, ¢ x BRWEECTRED; FER Foe(2 100 =410, Foq (2 10)= 7 56 EH A Fy 5 (5, 10) = 333

32 PFEEFEX S

N TP BRI AR U, X TR HEBUK. THERTI . HEBU
PAR AR EIRBEATAE G0 BT (B2 2 ). IRUER- b, $04%2 ANHE B ELHE S E T MRS AR
R AR AR . APIER FR A PR AORH SGRT OB BT MR HEELAR O SHET G i
WA PRAF AERR S 2B A G, TR DR A B 5 MR R SR 8 I YRR, $EA2 B R, T
SHEB. MEBUK UL RIS 10 B3 ARG, ISR AR ITHE R ST I, HEBCECL R
WO ZA 5 SIEMEIRC RE MG TR 5 7THER R 2 18] 1 0 B A0 2K
JE PR AR A A B2 RIS [ AN PO R 15 M 20, AR LAV BR AT IR T, BEIE AR A IR A A,
W oD N, MR TS B MEBCK DL RE AT MR AR . BT K Hid
MREEFRAR KA, FIRE B AT K ANE Al Bt (8158 fTid i .
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*2 MHEXRYEME

Table 2 The matrix of wmrelating coeffi cients

T Xy X2 X3 Xy g Va2
B HHCx ) 1
BRI (x) — 00990 1
i B (xs) — 0 1662 03964 " 1
hil K(x) 03113""  03635"" 0.386 9" " 1
HE B 00246 04182 0. 067 2 043 6" " 1
L B NGO 03250"" 01413 03298 " 0.68 1" " 0153 5 1

Vi H. FHC REIE FE A ro 5(88) = 0.207 r001(88) = 0. 268, 14 ¢s(87) = 0.209

33 [ElVEAstHh
3.31 stAr#e A= R 2 ngRE R E, K AR BRI T R HE AR AT [
. PR ] Ak 30450 Rk B3 K (33D T RER EAH SR BN R = 0. 517 901 9> Ro o1 2,
90 ) = 0.311 9, F K 36086 N 32.99=> Fqo (2,90) = 4. 85, 37 W77 FLE AR J5IE M & 7K 1. [a]
A FEN: y1 = 0.941 8+ 0. 184 3x2+0. 102 2x4.

# 3 YERZEER VIR BRI ER

Table 3 Regression wefficients and test value of thizmme di aneter

T ESEY TAH % REL ¢ K%
B = 09418

EMRAERR (x2) B(H=01&%3 0 309 646 4 300"

AT K(x) BQ2)=010R2 03363141 3.3

B, ¢ K T 1 0, (90) = 2 63

3.32 BREF AR a3 G BTARTHERE K SHE K. HE B T A
TEOUAT TER 35 FH DG, LA RS 185700 i MEDE 7 R 055 W 5 AR R AT R . DRI e L0 474
HALE TR, A0 FOR AL S SRR T 20 R PR B T R ¢ K 04SSR R .
WA 700 AR BB (] Uk B 2K, T RIA AR K- (R 4D TR E M KR BN R =
0.707>> Raoi (3, 89) = 0.343, F #5684 29. 65> Fo o1 (3, 89) = 4. 01, 3% W7 FLR Ak S5k
W /K T B AT FEA : o =— 1. 341 32+ 0. 449 89x (1, 1) 1+ 0. 055 05x3 0. 581 64x4 (24 HFRY
AW xa. 0 N 1 BERE T xaon 0 ).
F* 4 HMEKELDNRRFRKIEER

Table 4  Regression coefficients and test value of thizme length

¥ EVEES AR 5% 5L ¢ K56 A
B(O) =— 1.341 2
W RS Cxep) B (1, 1) = 0.449 89 ( #if4 Rt 02537836 247523
B(1,2 = 0  HERHH
OB H(x) B(2) = 0.055 05 02081283 2007 4~
hEl NG B(3) = 0.581 t4 0 571 656 4 65728 "

PEH: ¢ IS A 10 5(89) = 1 99 tg0, (89)= 2 64
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B EWSE, FERLTNE EERIRTR T, PTHE AR BEE PRI () 1B, B BOEOE i, ik
FE, AR R L ANIR) SR AR IR 18], BT T AU A 2 AT HE B L B AN AT HE T K SR I H
AW ZE e, B FE A B B E 2 7 L I ) bk 3 R At AT ) it % T T
AR ZE REBOK .

FARI> BT W, Bnids BATARATHE ELAS KN S5 KL 38 MR IR A7 R AR 325 A 5%, T 5 R
H B DU TR 575 TE R385 A BT I8 TR AT B G 5 T I BT B DAL W S 15 AT
FERR 535 HIOR, 9E MRAE IRIC B35 ARG A7 HE B4R ST Hi 2 TR th T B35 AR

STHE BEAE (pr ) B A J5FRE A i = 0.941 8-+0. 184 3x2-0. 102 20vg; X5 T4 i K 52
(y2) A T FE A yo =—1.341 32+0. 449 89x1. » +0. 055 05x3 0. 581 64xa ( 24 HAY AW
B xa. o S8 1 RS W xa. 0 S8 0, A58, 2 NEHETT RS AR B3 K

S Ak -

1 BRggse, (MiEZ. BTHFATEERIE ) . KA. 1992, 10(2). 46~49

2 BB, BYHHEREWIEE M T . T FRERICTL. 1988 7(3): 36~4

3 JHERE, A BEEL FHATBESARM TR AL D . T ERERICH. 1985 4). 58~63

Relation analysis on rhizome growth of newly-planted
Phyllostachys pubescens

FAN Hui-hua
(Foresty Committee of Jian ou Citys Jianou 353100 Fujian, China )

Abstract: Analysis on rthizome growth factors of newly planted Phyllostachys pubescens showed that
there were extremely significant differences in end breakage rate, diameter of rhizome, length of rhizome
but significant ones in number of rhizome slice among different ages. There were extremely significant re-
lations between diameter of rhizome and length of rhizome slice or ages but no significant ones between di-
ameler of thizome and number of rhizome slice; length of rhizome slice or end breakage. There were ex-
tremely significant relations between length of rhizome and length of rhizome slice or condition of end
breakage but no significant ones between length of rhizome and ages. There were o signidicant relations
between diameter and length of rhizome. Regression on diameter of rthizome and every year bud length of
new thizome provided direction for a deep study on rhizome growth regularity of newly-planted
phylolostachys pubescens.

Key words. Phyllostachys pubescens ; plantation; rhizome; growth factors; correlation analysis



