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Leaf production versus dendgty for seedings o Canpiatheca acumna a

WU Jia-sheng , YING Ye-qing , ZHOU Guo- no
(Schodl of Foresiry and Botechnology , Zhejiang Forestry College , lin’an 311300 , Zhejiang , China)

Abstract : A leaf-producing plantation of one-year old Canptorheca acumnaa seedings was established at five
density levels ; (A) .L.Om x 1.Om,(B)0.5m x 1.Om,(C)0.5mx 0.5m,(D)0.3mx 0.5 m,and
(E) 0.3 mx 0.3 m with three replication ,to study the effects of density on seedling height , seedling diameter ,
leaf yield per unit area ,leaf number per seeding ,and leaf biomass per seedling . The trial didin 2002 . Results of
the trial showed that (1) density produced no significant differences for average height growth. Also , (2) with
increasing density , seedliing dianeter , per-seedling leaf area , and per-seedling leal hionmss significantly decreased
(P<0.05) (yieldof A < B< C < D < E) .Inaddition ,(3) as density increased from Ato C ,leal yield per
unit area increased ( P <0.05) (leaf yield of A < B < C) , while as density further increased from Cto E ,leaf
yield decreased (leaf yield of C > D > E) . Thus ,for one-year old seedlings of C. acumnaain this trial ,the
highest leaf yield per unit area could be expected when density E (0.3 m x 0.3 m) is used. [Ch ,4fig. 1 tab.
8 ref . ]
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