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The Hfect o Coppice Number on Its Growth and Productivity
in Second Rotation of Eucalyptus urophylla

YANG Zengrjiang", XU Daping’, JIANG Song-yuan®, WEN Ji-xian
(1. The Research Inditute of Tropica Foredry, CAF, Quangzhou 510520, Quangdong, China;
2. Huadu Foregry Bureau of Quangdong Province, Huadu 510000, Quangdong, China)

Abgract : The inpact of gem number |t for each trunk on tree groath and productivity in a seoond roter
tion coppice of Eucalyptus urophylla was gudied by cutting 5. 5 years old plantation in previous rotation.

The results showed that the surviva rate of coppice was lower in one gem It than 2 5 gem |t per
trunk. The coppice with less gemor semswould have a higher increment of height , dianmter and volume
of indiviva sem. At year 3.5, the sand volume was the highest (45.49 n?- ha™ %) in the treatment with
3 gems €t per tree, followed by the treatments with 4 and 2 sems per tree are the seoond (44. 21 nt*

ha ') and third (42. 25 n*- ha™ ) regectively. They were 131.7 %, 128.0 % and 123.0% of the
gand wolume in the control trestment (no thinning for the second rotation coppice) , regecively. The
pole production for congruction were 174.3 %, 148. 6 % and 155.4 % of the control treatment , regpec-
tively. Therefore, it is suggested that 3 sems per tree should be It on the middle fertility Ste at the
planting acing2 mx3mand 2 4 gemsper tree sould be €t to second rotetion coppicedf E. ruo
phylla in outh China.

Key wrods: Eucalyptus urophylla; coppice regeneration; coppice numbers; productivity



