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A Preliminary Study on Biomass of Eucalyptus uro-
phylla X E. grandis Plantation in Nanning Qipo Forest
Farm
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TEE [H YR 0T RS2 2 F R (Eucalyptus) A TR LA R AT H ke B N T ARFE DX S8 415 38 b i) b Az L 1
FHFIA: 25280 25 SR A O KR . U757 35 YR T 3496 AR vk ROk 0 6 w77 L k3 19 B B A% ( Eucaly ptus
urophylla X E. grandis ) S M TG A Yt 7004, [(ERVEREMHAN TP, & Z XA Y 2T
RB>HEARB ST, o R E A Y2 5K AT £ A7 B R 45 5 A W1 19 K /NIBUF S T (64.
3860 > (24. 29 %) > BL (5. 97 %6) > E (2. 25 %) > WAL (1. 56 26) > &M (1. 32 %) > (0. 20%0) , [
BIBEMW AR FEETENT L, wiERld,

kR BEMKR AT MHRTHE AW

HESES . S718.55 NEARIRE A XEHES1002-7378(2014)04-0233-05

Abstract :[Objective]ln order to provide effective reference for the management of Eucalyptus
plantations sustainably and scientifically, and evaluate their roles, functions and ecological
benefits in the regional carbon cycle. [Methods]Mean tree method and harvest method were
used to study the biomass of Eucalyptus urophylla X E. grandis plantations and their under-
story vegetations in Nanning Qipo forest farm. [Results}In the plantations,the proportion of
biomass in various layers was tree layer >shrub layer >>herb layer, and the largest biomass
was produced by FEucalyptus wurophylla X E. grandis. This indicated that FEucalyptus
urophylla X E. grandis tree is a dominant plant. The biomass of various organs of
Eucalyptus urophylla X E. grandis were trunk(64, 38 %) >>root(24. 29 %) >bark(5. 97 %) >
old branch (2. 25%) > tender branch (1. 56%) > old leaf (1. 32%) > tender leaf (0. 20%).
[ Conclusion ] The biomass of FEucalyptus

s B #3:2014-10-10 urophylla X E. grandis was mainly produced by
EEB N RET 989 Lo M EMR A, FENFAYWAES  trunk and litte by the leaf.
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A7 602 it , LA IERP 455 A AR 24 4> B R 24 4,
ZeFP 115 A MR B TR M M 2
BHES . FRET 1890 AR FF IR 5| R ), 32 2 A Al 18
FRt T FRCHT 1 DX, H e DT P4 A el b T AR A K
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1.1 AREXEER

WEFE DAL T PU M T T LRI N, i X
UL BB Ry 3 R T B B 2R KU K
F1 EFMEERAIMRHFERLL

massoniana) .

AL BHOE R R LR R, AR RR 22, 0°C L 4R
BB K ik 1304, 2mm, F IR E R 79% ., %
KR ZEAT BRI 5 Bk A B TR,

F 5% B M B 7B AR 5 4R 2R i R B AR N T AR
LR N TR R JE A AR A K AR AT A TR .
1.2 ®HRFE
1.2.1 HBEILHHEFAS

fE 5 AEAE R B A N TR, 38 4 e B AR
T B B, 50 ALB.C Fl D(FE
D, BAREHEEE 14 20m X 20m IR, ERETT
WEIXF ALk FIE 2 4 2m X 2m IIRE AR Z/INEETT
HERETTH 4 NP O ESEE 1A ImX 1m B
B JZ/INKE T 3 SR A R T A5 R 2 UK Rl 2 A A
e AR OGBS A
1.2.2 BEAHFTonE

TR A A 4 1 0 o R R Y AR AR R
FEVEATBETR “F R AE 8 2 5, AR 4l AR b S 25 i 428 35 B
P A 0 HL A v AR I e S 0 R AE L RS AR
AT R AN . R Monsic 432 ZER 1Y
1.3m,3. 6m AL FIFEJE LA 2m AE B — 4> X 43 BE W IT-
REASER 43 AN 2 Tm BIVERS Sk AR 3, 53 B3 S PR L T
MEETR 1. 3m 4k 2% B AAE Sk Ak 43 B 88 Sem A2 A R
FEORE T I0 i T M DR R BT R
BRI B B A S BR s bR AR A R 4
20, W R, KR JE R R AR 2 R IR
TR X A AN T 2 A R R AT 0 L v o R e R
R a1 o1 U = T D (O Nt 13 S
it RE T (] S RS 7 85°C S R iE ATt
TR JE H EL204 HLF Rl T8, AT
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Table 1 Environmental conditions of Eucalyptus urophylla X E. grandis plantations in different plots

R i i) s X7 W 15 e

R LU

K MM 35 B[
Plot No. Coordinate Altitude Orientation Slope ‘Sli)il ‘ Soil type (}if(‘ji(;;;}?ic Jﬁ?(r)iw A&T)’;sggon
(m) ) thickness type species time(a)
(cm)
o P e ik
22"40'48. 44N - GiNAR: % Eucalyptus
A q0g11'35.38E 170 M South 30 100 Latored soil Hill  wophyila x 2009
E. grandis
o’ Fam B B
22"40'48. 03N o UINARE! 73 Eucalyptus
B 10" 11'36.00E 187 # South 30 100 Latored soil Hill wophyila x 2009
E. grandis
- s , R
< 22740°46. 67N - UINAR: % Eucalyptus
€ 18" 11'36.47E 216 R South 30 100 Latored soil Hill wophylla X 2009
E. grandis
L " 6 RE
22"40'46. 58N . . UiNAR: 4 I3 Eucalyptus
D 108" 11'36. 60E 187 # South 30 100 Latored soil Hill urophylla X 2009

E. grandis
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1.2.3 HKELE

Jir s A5 AR 1 B R 1R 1 il A SR ] Microsoft
Excel #FACEE, YiFh ZFE 48 BOR T T 30HE A
vy [

F &R S=HTT NN T,

Shannon-Wiener $5%t. H = — EP,ln P;,P;
i=1

=n;/N,
Simpson ¥8%: D=1 — EP,Z,
i=1

Pielou ¥ 5] 5%, ] =H /In S,
Kb, S HUFECH . N NIrA YR AR i,
n: N DFRAE R R

2 HRE5SMH

i 2 20 B

ERE M N T AR I AR Z A B B Ak B 2
L, Feh 5 AR AR R B R S R E 18. 35m, P A2
13. 15m, AR 67. 5% (£ 2), #EARRBMAK
AR F B K EF (Litsea pungens ). & K
( Rhus chinensis ) %2 B ( Eurya ciliata ) %¥
H F+ ( Melastoma candidum ), 81 ¥ ( Lindera
F2 AEAHHMEERMNERRKRL

2.1

sp. ) PEW C Aidia cochinchinensis )5, BEARZE M
2 BB 2 FE BT MR A B ( Preris wittata ) 5 JE
2 i ( Preris
semipinnata ) K&HBEC Polygonum chinense ), T
T (Miscanthus  floridulus ). . i A
( Polygonum perfoliatum ) %, WY 2 # 4k
FH,.H 3R 3 AT LIS, Shannon-Wiener 3§ %% |, Simp-
son 88 Pielou ¥ 2] IR B N HE R Z R T HEAR
2 ULWIHER Z Y R S5 M 8 £ B A M AR
. A FEHLEE K )Z Shannon-Wiener #8480 Fll Simp-
son $8 B F/NIRF & A=>C>B>D, B A K i 3
ARIZ DY) Fhds R £ 5D FEHLE R 2R R A
I B FEHL B A Z Shannon-Wiener 35 801 Simpson
FEB R/ NUF S C>D>B> AL /I C R b A
PR £ 5. & HHE R )Z B Pielou ¥4)
FEEKNIT S A>B>C>D, Bl A FE 39 A2
o) BB s A FE LR OR 2 1Y Pielou 35 2] BE 55 50
KANIRF S C>D=>B> A, B C # b A 23 4 i
B, HAR A RE L A HE R 2R C A Y BA
BN Z R i HAS R A LR AT

( Digitaria sanguinalis ) .

Table 2 Growth status of Eucalyptus urophylla X E. grandis in different plots

. . . N T bk 9% i
Bob AR b THRE  THRG PHER 15 B ik
o o= . N Afforestation
Gt = Tree Forest Average Average Average basal Coverage densit
Plot No. species age(a) height(m) DBH(cm) diameter(cm) % Sty
(per plant » hm™2)
FEE & Eucalyptus Y _
A urophylla X E. grandis 5 19. 13.2 15.6 & 950
B E ¥ Eucalyptus
B wrophylla X E. grandis ° 19. 12.9 14.9 65 1100
“ FEE & Eucalyptus " _
¢ urophylla X E. grandis 0 17. 13.1 15.2 65 1125
B E ¥ Eucalyptus -
D wophylla X E. grandis 5 17. 13.3 15. 3 65 1100
3 FAEAHMEERBENYSHEHE
Table 3 Species diversity of Eucalyptus urophylla X E. grandis community in different plots
o N Shannon-Wiener f % . v K Piclou © K
FE b G 5 RETE 2 LIRS - it : Simpson & %1 5] BE AR AL
. . . Shannon- Wiener in- < . : .
Plot No. Community layer Number of species dex Simpson index Pielou evenness in-
dex
A {# K2 Shrub layer 8 2.020 0. 860 0.971
A2 Herb layer 7 0.775 0.319 0. 398
B #EAKJZ Shrub layer 5 1. 494 0.750 0.928
HAJZ Herb layer 7 0. 945 0.425 0.486
C #EARJZ Shrub layer 6 1.661 0.792 0.927
A2 Herb layer 6 1.132 0.536 0. 632
D #EAKJZ Shrub layer 5 1.378 0.698 0. 856
HAJZ Herb layer 7 1.097 0.512 0. 564
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2.2 BHELEYE
H % 4 AT DL L 45 B 0 R i AR i KM
WH D>C>B>A, Hih, EEMRTEA A4 Y
AR S HlE AR — 3L B C>B=D>A, LIk
C REMMAEY &RK, HEARZMAY) & K/IMKIR
JD>C>A>B R D M KRZAEY R R =
ARJZ Y KM A>D>B>CL b A 1
FARZAYERK, BE 1 AT B A
HARNAEY R THERZI, RBEER N TN A
HOKRLERAFTKRZSHERZESTEARRE, Hip,
& R ) A W N A R L B X R RO R B
— A AR WK T R i A b TR B E
i HA AR T L3 WA Ak 2% ) JoT 2 40 bR T A B
My A B Ak, R B R N TR s bR S 6 AR A
T8 B 2 S R MR T R B R 2 A g N Y
2.3 EERMNEYVERHESE
M5 ATLLE L R B R 45 4 B AR 9 1 K
JWF A #4164, 38%) > R (24. 29%) > #f &

F4 FEARBEERBEENMEARBELENE(t- hm )

(5.97%) > 4% (3. 81%) >M (1. 52%), H &k
(2.25%) > Bk (1.56 %), & 0 (1. 32%) > i it
(0.20%) » BIVRS T 19 25 1y o 0 de K WO 1 SR/, A
RBE AR . RO EERSRERMER
PEALE SR A MRS 3 AE Y R R E A
FERE T b Al 8 R A A A N D B
N I 11 A 4 o K BRORE FD B 2 ol TR
G F S A OEL RO 3116

LIPS i | % & B Liee lave
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Fig. 1 Biomass of Eucalyptus urophylla X E. grandis

community in differen plots

Table 4 Species composition and biomass of Eucalyptus urophylla X E. grandis community in different plots(t «+ hm™?)

JZIK Layer fh 2 Species A B C D
Tr KJZ Tree layer e B #: ( Eucalyptus urophylla X E. grandis ) 56. 947 65.938 67.438 65. 938
#EAJZ Shrub layer ARFF (Litsea pungens) 0. 768 0.927 0.710 1.426
KA CRhus chinensis ) 0.173 0.537 0.069 0.520
68 BA ( Eurya ciliata ) 0.562 0.117 0. 250
PP Melastoma candidum ) 0.251 0.318 0.738 0.715
PIME( Lindera sp.) 0.088 — 0.412 0. 257
LLHE( Castanopsis hystriz ) — 0.270
PR C Aidia cochinchinensis ) — 0.066 1. 183 —
LA ¢ Macaranga tanarius ) 0.013 — — —
/It Sub-total 1. 855 1.782 2.046 3.168
BLAJZ Herb layer WRUATE( Preris vittata ) 2.188 0.946 0. 460 0. 892
I JE ( Digitaria sanguinalis ) 0.639 0. 365 0. 231 0.539
N T Preris semipinnata ) 0.045 0. 351 0.099 0.161
FBR ( Histiopteris incisa ) 0.275 — — —
B Bk ( Nephrolepis auriculata ) — — 0.093 0.435
TS ( Miscanthus floridulus ) 0.001 0.003 — —
K% BEC Polygonum chinense ) 0.010 0.009 0.002
BIEIZE C Solanum photeinocarpum ) — 0.010 — 0. 006
YR Bidens pilosa ) 0.007 — —
FEH B ( Ageratum conyzoides ) 0.005 — — —
FTARIA C Polygonum perfoliatum ) — — 0.002 0. 003
/It Sub-total 3.163 1.682 0. 892 2.035
BT Total 61.965 69.402 70. 376 71.141
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Table 5 Biomass and its allocation of Eucalyptus urophylla XE. grandis(t « hm™?)
. " #% Branch I Leaf
FE Hb 2 5 i R 1 - A
Plot No. Root Trunk Mk 4 ot ot BB Bark 3 Total
Tender branch ~ Old branch Tender leaf Old leaf
A 13. 833 36. 665 0. 888 1. 280 0.117 0. 749 3.415 56.947
B 16.017 42. 454 1.028 1.483 0.135 0. 867 3.954 65.938
C 16. 381 43.419 1.052 1.517 0.138 0. 887 4,044 67.438
D 16. 017 42,454 1.028 1.483 0.135 0. 867 3.954 65.938
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