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Abstract:[Objective]The multiple characteristics of 39 Fucalyptus clones were comprehensively

evaluated in order to select excellent clones with

W58 B 58 : 2015-09-09 fast growth and best timber characteristics and
BN ZEETRA985—) , &, Wi, TEMFMMAES M., provide scientific reference for superior species
* EF ARPF RS E (31460121.31360458,31460115). 1@ selection and breeding of Eucalyptus planta-
WA EHE T E (2014M552286) ., AR ERBELZBEESTH
(2015YT97). /" P8 9 4R B2 2 4 T B (2011GXNSFB018053) , IE
WHERNEN G RGP SHAEXESSREAGTEN W _ . o
M B4 5 T B (K & (2010)30 2 1% BY sis combined with the principal component anal-
¥ WIRMER . Mords (1978 —), B BT R, Ty s ysis (PCA). [Results]The results of variance a-

tions. [ Methods] We compared the quality of

these clones and ranked them by variance analy-

ZSEHS , E-mail . wenfeng_guo@126. com; E 6 (1957—), 8, nalysis showed that there were significant differ-
Wt B M S ERNERMESMAMREENNE ences in height (H), diameter at breast height

mail wenyg@263. net. (DBH) , individual volume (SV), live branches
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height (LBH) ,and stem form (SF) among 39 clones. Based on comprehensive comparisons u-
sing PCA method,the top five clones were 567-4,629-3,631-2,600-5 and 645-4,respectively;
While the clones 649-9,623-3,664-2 and 628-3 owned single excellent trait (the highest SV or

the best SF). [Conclusion]The 5 clones with comprehensive excellent quality can be popularized

widely because of their faster growth and high form quality,and the 4 clones superior in single

trait have important values in future breeding and target properties improvement of

Eucalypius.

Key words: Eucalyptus, clone,quality,principal component analysis
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Table 1 Sources of Eucalyptus clones used in the trial

RAFE

T REX | g8 zer axxk 7%
Number Clone Parents o Number Clone Parents Survival rate( %)
rate( %)
N BE# E. urophylla X _ LR X g ot ik
! 82-26 E. grandis 100 21 634-2 E. pellita X E. tereticornis 87.5
R X ) X kb RO
2 562-2  (E.uwophylla X E. tereticornis) X 87.5 22 645-4 ? AR X BHIEL E. urophylla X 87.5
. . lereticornis
E. camaldulensis
CROH i X 40 ) X 4 £ _—
3 563-1  ( E.wrophylla X E. tereticornis) X 87.5 23 646-2 ?fﬁiﬁ)}fiﬁhxua X 87.5
E. tereticornis w ’ )
R X 4T X 4RO 1
4 5643 CE.wophylla X E. tereticornis) X 87.5 24 6482 §gm§;_ urophylla X 75
h . . tereticornis
E. tereticornis
(R X B4 X Frkk 4 _
5 565-3  (E.urophylla X E. grandis) X 87.5 25 649-9 ?'H”ﬁ.ﬁ wrophylla X 87.5
. . tereticornis
E. camaldulensis
CR I X ) X AR -
6 567-4  CE.urophylla X E. grandis) X 100 26 650-5 ?Eﬁ ,fo- L;;?f”ly”a X 75
E. tereticornis : acornis
(IR X B4R X FARR A 2 4
7 569-2 C E. tereticornis X E. grandis) X 87.5 27 651-3 ?ﬂgii;:’riogph'y”a X 100
E. camaldulensis : ;
CR M HE X 240 0t 4%) X Fhkk 4 ]
8 5771 CE.wophylla X E. tereticornis) X 25 28 652-2 ?;ffﬁiir’;rgf’hy”a X 100
E. camaldulensis . ’
CELE X o) X b -
_ CE. grandis X _ Mtk E. urophylla X
9 5912 E. camaldulensis) X & 29 654-1 E. tereticornis 75
E. camaldulensis
(R X B X A1 P
10 6005 CE.uwophylla X E. grandis) X 100 30 658-1 ?P%E_- urophylla X 87.5
E. tereticornis - terelicornis
CRPH B X B B X A0 B -
11 6042 (E.urophylia X E. grandis) X 100 31 659-2 ’ffﬁf'rflf’i”w”a X 50
E. tereticornis - feretzcornts
G X ) X B i .
12 612-3 (E. grandis X E.tereticornis) X 37.5 32 660-2 ?'Erﬁi .E.rur?flzy[la X 87.5
E. grandis . tereticornis
B X A 1) X A0 4
13 613-1 CE. grandis X E. tereticornis) X 75 33 663-1 ?%’H%E urophylla X 100
E. tereticornis . tereticornis
R X ok
14 6182 (E. grandis X E. wophylla) X 50 34 664-2 ?%H”%E urophylla X 37.5
E. camaldulensis - leretrcorts
5 B #e X 4tk Bt ik X (R ik X ot 5
15 622-3  ( E. grandis X E. urophylla) X 100 35 667-1 E.urophylla X (E. urophylla X 37.5
E. tereticornis E. tereticornis )
_ M X Rk R B E. urophylla X
16 623-3 E. pellita X E. camaldulensis 25 36 673-1 E. tereticornis 100
. #H B B X AR AR R R E. urophylla X
17 6264 E. pellita X E. tereticornis 87.5 37 6753 E. tereticornis 12.5
_ HH B % X AR AR _ Bk E. wophylla X
18 628-3 E. pellita X E. tereticornis 87.5 38 6763 E. tereticornis 87.5
_ HELBE #% X 40 v Ak B FEME E. wrophylla X
19 629-3 E. pellita X E. tereticornis 100 39 677-1 E. wereticornis 5
4 o .
20 631-2 A A X 2w A 90. 6

E. pellita X E. tereticornis

H , ® & RS WETH R 649-9, FHR & A
11. 4 m; H KRR 650-5,654-1,600-5,663-1, W H &
F 9.5 m, MEHKIERZ 628-3 F 622-3, K m &
F 6.5 m, M@ E& KAYRE 600-5 F 577-1, 5 {H & 5
12.8 cm, H IR & 646-2,629-3,569-2; i & 1K &Y 2
612-3,623-3, H#ZE 4 4R 7.5 cm M 8. 4 cm
(£ 3),
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Table 2 Variance analysis results of growth traits among 39 Fucalyptus clones

Mean value

- B 4 CETE Iy
£ i R Height(H) Dlamgler at breast Individual I,lye bram):hes Stem form
LR Degree of height(DBH) volume(SV) height (LBH) (SF)
Variance source fr(—éc:ic}())m % ‘ ¥ ] % ] 5 B
Mean k Mean F Mean F Mean F Mean F
square square square square square
Be\?vae‘%nilrﬂups 38 10.259 4.514*"* 8.536 4.781*"* 0,001 4.521*** 26.384 3.25"** 1,442 1.634*
chﬁ?%:m ‘ 934 2.273 1.785 0. 271 8.117 0. 882
ithin groups
Bt Total 971
T Fllx o = P SHFRIRAE P <C0.05 Fl P<C0. 001 KF L EFRE.
Note: ¥ fil * * » indicared significant differences at the P <C0. 05 and P <C0. 001 level, respectively.
®3 HEHTUHREKERSELEER
Table 3 Multiple comparisons of growth traits among Eucalyptus clones
o o - ) 2 M BT BB BE R T
memzer 3&%55 ﬁe'iﬁjghl(l-l ) I)igmeter at breast Live branches Individual volume Slezn form
’ height(DBH,cm) height(LLBH.m) (SV,m?) (SF
1 32-26 9. 340, 240 12,240, 4740 5. 340, 874« 0. 0411240, 003ubede 3.6£0.37"
2 562-2 7.340, 48¢bed 11. 940, 37 6. 41, 1620 0.02640. 0042bed 2.6%0. 36
3 563-1 6.5%0.93%® 8.7£0. 86 2.3£1. 31 0.0185%0. 0062 3.740. 28
4 564-3 8.0 0, 277 9,240, 592bed 2,31, 299 0.0238=0. 0022 3.040. 53%
5 565-3 9. 340, 38ebede 10. 420, G2bedef 5. 241, 042bd 0.035920, 004 7bede 3.640. 42"
6 567-4 7,840, 320 11. 90, 429 8.3+0.56¢ 0.0293-0. 0027 4.040.001"
7 569-2 9, 70, 09abede 12,230, 154 6. 241, 092b«d 0. 043720, 001 de 3.640. 42"
8 577-1 7.540. 112 12.8£0. 44f 5,20, 732bcd 0.028940. 0017bed 3.74£0, 33%
9 591-2 7. 940, 312bed 10. 60, 52bcdel 1. 640, 342 0.026740. 003abed 2.740. 424
10 600-5 10, 10, 27k 12.8+0. 33f 8. 00, 63 0. 049540, 0024 3.8%0. 25b¢
11 604-2 8. 140, p1abed 10. 4720, 55hedef 3,441, 04¢2bed 0.0288=0. 0067bd 3.340. 49"
12 612-3 7.04173. 82 7.5+1.26° 4,242, 26 0.018940.011% 4.0£0. 001"
13 613-1 8. 920, 7] nbete 11. 540, 50¢dd 5. 240, 793 0. 03670, 00Gebede 4.04£0,001"
14 618-2 8. 60, 5]abele 11, 040, 8ghede 4,4+2 03 0. 032640, 005 4.040. 001
15 622-3 6.340.712 10. 80, §3hede 3,141, 21ebd 0.0207 0. 0042be 4.040. 001"
16 623-3 6.5+0. 25* 8.440.46% 0.94£0. 41" 0.014840.001* 4.0-+0, 001k
17 626-4 9. 500, go7bede 10. 60, 23bedef 7.6%£0. 370 0. 037840, 004+bede 2.4%0.52
18 628-3 6.240. 31 9. 90, 34abedef 6. 111, 028bed 0.016540. 002 3.340. 35
19 629-3 9, 640, 39ebede 12.540. 40¢ 8. 140, 74 0. 045540, 005¢de 4,0£0.001%
20 631-2 9. 0z£0, G4ebele 12,240, 41%f 6. 640, 57abed 0.040140, 0062bede 4,040, 001%
21 634-2 8. 240, 52¢bcde 10, 20, 0bedef 4, 241, 20 0.0278=40. 0042>d 3.3240.66%
22 645-4 6. 80, 85%h° 11, 140, 9ghedel 5. 4% 1, 708 0.024740. 006¢bed 4,.040.001b
23 646-2 8. 540, 57ubede 12. 740, 42¢ 7.3 1. 428 0. 037040, 0052bde 3.340.42%
24 648-2 7.44£0. 532 10. 80, 3]bedd 3.8£1. 320 0. 02500, 0042 2.7£0. 42
25 649-9 11.4740.58° 12.120. 30! 5.7£1. 29 0.0596£0. 006° 4.0£0.001%
26 650-5 10,50, 424 11. 820, 284f 6. 940, 277bed 0.049540, 005% 4,040, 0010
27 651-3 8. 520, 74ebede 10. 6220, 60%f 6.5+ 1, 26 0.033040. 0052 3.80. 25
28 652-2 8. 50, 33abede 11. 620, 169 4,271, 2126 0. 033520, 0032b«d 3.540. 33%
29 634-1 10,570, 49% 9. 740, 5hedt 3,941, 3]s 0.04130. 004ahede 3.0%0. 63
30 658-1 6,80, 78" 9. 30, 71 1.340. 37% 0. 02040, 005 3.740. 28
31 659-2  8.9=0, 29acte 12. 140, 134 4. 41, gobed 0. 03770, 02ebece 3.520. 50
32 660-2  7.30. 54 10. 740, 38belst 6. 80, 877 0. 024240, 00474 2.940.59%
33 663-1  9.80, 77hle 11. 740, 35%f 5,641, 317 0. 0456 0. 006 3.540.37%
34 664-2 - 8. 8L 1, 3zebce 10. 741, 170bde 0.8+0.17 0. 035520, 0127hude 4.00. 001"
35 667-1 8. 141, 319be 9. 30, 932bed 0.940.78 0.026640. 0092bed 3.0%1.00%
36 673-1 9. 040, 313bcde 11. 540, 13! 7.940. 55¢ 0. 03680, 002abede 2.9+0. 542
37 675-3 9, 2£0, 292bede 11. 840, 344 5.411, 707 0.0388+0, 003abede 4,070, 001b
38 676-3 8. 60, 44rbcde 11. 90, 54%f 4.34+1. 70 0. 035130, 004204 3.94£0. 14"
39 677-1 9. 341, 021bede 10. 840, 33bede! 7.241. 700 0. 038740, 008hede 3.540. 504
BRI 8.51+0.1025 11.08+0. 1082 5.20+0. 21 0.033740. 0009 3.5140. 063

EF—FHEFERRE P<0.05 (YKTFERAEE.

Note: Values with the same letter were not significantly different at the P <C0. 05 level.

;T E A

2015 % 12 A

22 K% 6H

589






R6 I9IERBERRBERSE(PCY)

Table 6 Principal component value (PCV) of 39 Eucalyptus clones
5 TR %1 ERE B2 FHAE %3 EHAME S EHSE SZaH4
Number Clones PCVI PCV2 PCV3 PCV Rank
1 32-26 0.79 0.08 —0.18 0.69 17
2 562-2 —0.24 —2.08 1.31 —1.01 29
3 563-1 —1.72 0.68 —0.08 —1.12 30
4 564-3 —1.18 —0.78 —1.15 —3.11 37
5 565-3 0.21 0.11 —0.64 —0.33 23
6 567-4 0. 39 0. 56 2.12 3.08 1
7 5692 1. 08 —0.02 —0.18 0.87 16
8 577-1 0.10 0.28 1. 44 1. 82 6
9 591-2 —0.92 —1.33 —1.07 —3.32 38
10 600-5 1.73 0.18 0.29 2.21 4
11 604-2 —0.56 —0. 30 —0.48 —1.34 33
12 612-3 —1.60 1. 10 —0.01 —0.51 25
13 613-1 0.44 0.91 0.07 1.43 9
14 618-2 0.03 1. 00 —0.06 0.98 15
15 622-3 —1.10 1.17 1.07 1.14 12
16 623-3 —2.03 1. 44 —0.40 —0.99 28
17 626-4 0.47 —2.60 —0.40 —2.53 35
18 628-3 —1.21 —0.58 1.72 —0.07 22
19 629-3 1.46 0.59 0.71 2.75 2
20 631-2 0.90 0.75 0. 61 2.26 3
21 634-2 —0.52 —0.39 —0.29 —1.2¢ 31
22 645-4 —0.51 0.91 1.55 1.54 5
23 646-2 0.77 —0.76 1.13 1.14 11
24 648-2 —0. 80 —1.57 0.08 —2.25 34
25 649-9 1.97 0. 87 —1.73 1.11 13
26 650-5 1. 50 0.73 —0.57 1. 66 7
27 651-3 0.15 0.38 0.47 1.00 14
28 652-2 0.08 0.00 —0.09 —0.02 21
29 654-1 0.28 —0.97 —2.39 —3.08 36
30 658-1 —1.57 0.78 —0.43 —1.23 32
31 659-2 0.45 —0.03 —0.22 0.20 19
32 660-2 —0.49 —1.49% 1.22 —0.76 27
33 663-1 0.97 —0.14 —0.72 0.10 20
34 664-2 —0.31 1.41 —1.61 —0.51 26
35 667-1 —1.21 —0.62 —1.75 —3.57 39
36 673-1 0.63 —1.63 0.51 —0.49 24
37 675-3 0. 67 0. 88 0.01 1.57 8
38 676-3 0.29 0. 80 0.09 1.18 10
39 677-1 0.61 —0.31 0.03 0. 32 18
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