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Seedling Raising of Four Bio-energy Tree Species of Cornaceae with Light Medium Containers

DU Kun, YANG Ya-ping.SHA Hong,MA Jian-wei”

(Xiaolongshan Research Institute of Foresty, Tianshui, Gansu 741022, China)

Abstract; Container nursery with 9 different proportions of light media was adopted to raise seedlings of 4
bio-energy tree species. Characteristics of seedling height, ground diameter, number of the first lateral
second lateral roots, and single plant biomass were examined. The results showed that there were very
significant differences among the growth indices of the 4 tree species growing on 9 media. Optimal medium
for each tree species were selected by multi-object decision method: namely, peat soil ¢ pearlite : vermicu-
lite = 8 : 1 : 1 for Bothrocaryum controversum , pure carbonized rice husk medium for Cornus hemsleyi
and pure peat soil medium for Cornus macrophylla and Cornus walteri. Through the optimization analysis
by Douglas equation model on the container seedling biomass and medium physicochemical properties,
physico-chemical indices of suitable media were as follows: pH 6. 12~6. 90, available K 665~667 mg *
kg ', available P 73 mg « kg ', available nitrogen 123 mg * kg ', content of organic matter== 214 g
kg ', total N 19.27 g+ kg ', total P 2.1 g+ kg™ ', conductivity 0. 11 m + s~ ', bulk density 0.29~0.3 g
« cm?, moisture capacity 201% —212% , and porosity 71% —75%.

Key words: medium; container seedling; Douglas-model
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1 #MH 57
1.1 iR+

KT G # (B. controversum) F ¥ H VI 7G JL T AR B
Frieft, TR & 88.3 g, ZLEL T (C. hemsleyi) .
AR (C. walteri) .BEAR (C. macrophylla) ff 7 F
HHM /N INARIX, Z0A8 5 TRLE 61.5 g5 BARA
TRIE 75. 8 g BRATRIHE 82.1 g
12 R XER

50 b BT H R A N B L BRI B 2 A 5T BT B
Py 33 4 B 105°54"37"E,34°28'50" N, 4k 1 160

AR 10,7 CL =10 CRUR 3 359 C 1 i 5y T
39°C MMl —19.2°C, IEWEM 4—9 AR KH
RGBS A 13~ 14 h, B 2= H Fe G R 2 500
pmol » m™* « s, JEFEM 190 d,
1.3 REHZ*E

FEJB 0 DL R A R R AL R 5 ek b B Bk
I JEURE SR B R TR] A R B G B EC K 9
FhE M (R 1), 25 4% 18 W R i 19 T 25 A )
A5, MRS 45 mm (d) X 100 mm (h) 7E o [E bR R B #
i BIF 5 i A 7 0 B R BT ) 48 2 AR A A 7 R LAY L B
U R 5 B e 1 B 100 mm W), B 7 HEAE B W 4
WL BIHE WIS 2T R IK B #HiH 0.5%
F14) o il T 80V AR o R AR TR T i TV KMV S R R

DI 7] e b 6 o ohy A 3, ok 58 2 BEAILIX 41, 3
W B/ AR 20 45, 350 T 45 B HORE I o 2

m, AFFEW & 600~800 mm, 7&K & 1 290 mm, M (% 2),
k1 WMERFEHERGL
Table 1 Proportions of the ingredients of light medium with mesh bagcontainer seedling raising %

Hm M, M, M; M, M; Mg M; Mg My

et 30 50 80 100 50

wACKEE 50 80 100 30 50

B 60 40 10 40 10 60
[opay 10 10 10 10 10 10
z2 IMERELLHELER
Table 2 Physico-chemical properties of 9 media
@4 pH B/ BB/ AR 2L/ HHLBT/ R/ W/ G R/ wE/ Rk FLBLEE/

(mg+ kg™ (mge+kg ™) (mg-kg™') (g+kg ") (g+kg ™) (g+kg™) (me+s ) (g+cm?) % %
M, 5.41 265 14.4 128.0 214 9.25 2.14 0. 15 0.21 175 80. 0
M, 5.57 265 17.3 228.0 234 15. 00 1. 85 0.17 0.24 271 74.4
M; 5.33 516 16.5 193.0 287 33.90 1.78 0. 24 0.28 133 82.6
M, 7.12 566 36. 3 29.1 272 4. 46 2.13 0.19 0. 30 295 79.5
M;  5.01 265 13.4 170.0 312 16. 80 2.11 0.16 0.24 147 84.0
Mg 7.13 742 98.7 24.5 287 5. 23 1.93 0.31 0.18 141 74. 2
M;  6.79 1069 132.4 22.0 298 8. 90 1.98 0.50 0.19 108 65.0
Mg 6.89 466 31.2 16.6 235 5.73 2.78 0. 26 0. 20 190 71.0
M, 5.74 667 24.3 85.3 272 12. 30 1. 96 0.12 0.19 292 78.0
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Table 3 LSD multiple comparison and comprehensive evaluation values of seedling characteristics under 9 media
B gk PR FE PR LSD £ & 4K PERAE b U E (5 255 T P e
FhOE X X X; X, X5 X X X3 X, X;
M, 6. 3bc 1. 8cd 16. 4ab 26. 5ab 0.22cd 0.55 0. 80 0.92 0. 96 0.43 0.72 5
M, 7.4b 2. 2a 17. 2a 27. lab 0. 30b 0.63 1. 00 0. 96 0.99 0. 60 0. 83 3
M; 11. 6a 2. 2a 17.9a 27, 5a 0. 50a 1. 00 0.98 1. 00 1. 00 1. 00 1. 00 1
¥ M, 5. 0c 1. 7cd 14. 0b 19. 6¢ 0. 23bed 0.43 0.76 0.78 0.71 0. 46 0.62 8
g M;s 6. 8b 1. 6cd 15. 8ab 20. 6bc 0.21cd 0.58 0.74 0. 88 0.75 0.42 0. 66 6
& M 6. 6bc 2. 0ab 14. 9ab 27. 4a 0. 28bc 0.57 0.91 0. 83 1. 00 0. 55 0.76 4
M; 6. Obc 1. 6d 15. 4ab 14. 5¢ 0. 18d 0.52 0.71 0. 86 0.53 0. 36 0.59 9
M;s 5. 9bc 1. 8bc 14. 0b 20. 7he 0.22cd 0.51 0. 82 0.78 0.75 0. 45 0. 65 7
M, 11.4a 2. la 16. 0ab 27. 4a 0. 50a 0.98 0.97 0. 89 1. 00 0.98 0.97 2
M, 9.3b 1. 9a 21.1b 27. 8ab 0.31b 0. 56 1. 00 0. 87 0. 86 0.75 0. 80 ’
M, 6. 7cd 1.7b 19. 5be 21.4bc 0. 22cd 0. 40 0. 89 0. 81 0. 66 0.52 0.65 4
M; 9.5b 1. 8ab 20. 4b 31.9a 0. 30bc 0.57 0. 94 0. 84 0.99 0.72 0. 81 2
o M, 4.7e 1. 1d 16. 7cd 8. 9ef 0. 10ef 0.28 0.59 0. 69 0.28 0.23 0. 40 8
. Ms 7.5¢ 1. 5¢ 14. 5d 16. 5¢d 0. 18de 0. 45 0.76 0. 60 0.51 0.43 0. 54 5
i M 5. 2de 1.2d 16. 9cd 14. 1de 0. 13def 0.31 0.62 0. 70 0. 44 0.32 0. 47 7
M; 16. 7a 1. 6bc 24. 1a 32. 3a 0.41a 1. 00 0. 85 1. 00 1. 00 1. 00 0.97 1
Mg 4. 3e 1. 1d 11. 1le 5.23f 0.07f 0. 26 0.58 0. 46 0.16 0.16 0.32 9
My 6. 4cd 1.4c 14.7d 17. 4cd 0. 16de 0. 38 0.74 0.61 0. 54 0. 39 0.53 6
M, 4. 8e 1. 2cd 14. 8¢ 14. 2de 0. 08¢ 0. 27 0. 46 0.62 0. 30 0.10 0. 34 5
M, 9.9c 1.9b 18. 8b 36. 4bc 0.49b 0.56 0.74 0.79 0.77 0. 65 0.70 3
M; 7.1d 1.7b 17. 9be 31. 8c 0.40b 0. 39 0. 65 0.75 0.67 0. 54 0. 60 4
£ M, 4.7e 1.0d 13. 3¢ 16. 6de 0.07¢c 0. 26 0. 40 0. 56 0. 35 0.10 0. 32 6
;ﬁé M; 17. 9a 2. 6a 23.9a 47. 2a 0. 75a 1. 00 1. 00 1. 00 1. 00 1. 00 1. 00 1
¥ M 4. 6e 1. 3cd 13. 5e 11. Oe 0.09¢ 0. 26 0.49 0. 56 0.23 0.12 0.32 6
M; 4. 5e 1. lcd 14. 5¢ 18. 1d 0. 08¢ 0. 25 0.41 0.61 0. 38 0.10 0. 34 5
Mg 4.7e 1. 3¢ 14. 2¢ 14. 6de 0. 08¢ 0. 26 0.51 0.59 0. 31 0.10 0. 34 5
M, 14. 1b 2.6a 20. 6b 39.1b 0. 70a 0.79 1. 00 0. 86 0. 83 0.94 0. 88 2
M, 6.5d 1.7d 16. 5be 17.3d 0.12d 0. 35 0.59 0. 56 0. 34 0.14 0. 38 5
M, 13. 6b 2.7b 24. 4a 51. 3a 0.74b 0.73 0. 93 0.83 1. 00 0. 88 0. 88 2
M; 5. 8de 1. 9¢ 14. 8¢ 16. 4d 0.12d 0.31 0. 66 0. 50 0.32 0.14 0. 37 6
e M, 5. 3de 1. 6d 16. Obe 25.4c¢ 0.15d 0. 28 0.57 0. 55 0.49 0.18 0. 40 4
M;s 18.7a 2.9a 29. 3a 41. 6b 0. 84a 1. 00 1. 00 1. 00 0. 81 1. 00 0. 96 1
A Mg 4. 8e 1. 6d 13. 2¢ 15.9d 0.12d 0. 25 0.55 0.45 0. 31 0.14 0.33 8
M; 5.9de 1.7d 14. 1c 9. 8e 0.09d 0.31 0.58 0.48 0.19 0.11 0. 32 9
Mg 5. 3de 1. 6d 16. 4bc 16. 3d 0.13d 0. 29 0. 55 0. 56 0.32 0.16 0. 36 7
M, 12. 0c 2.6b 23.0ab 38.5b 0. 64c 0. 64 0. 90 0.78 0.75 0.77 0.77 3
F: X =8/ om \Xo =42/ mm, Xy =—FAMRE/ A Xy = ZGMARE/ D X =0T AYE ¢ P=551FNE.
HIZE 3 AT M 9 Rl LI B A AF B e BT AR 3 DRI IR UL M, JE B AL, B
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JE 9 FhIEJR (0. 304 @) B 2. 47 5, R IR
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BRA 9 FPC bE kBT 19 25 % o R B s AR — 2
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555 7 RO 22 5N B E . AR ELL M, B
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a9 FPC Hb A BT (R AR R R R, M BT [ A i
9 Fh LT 1 7 (8. 64 cm) Y 2. 16 4%, SR B 2% LR
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FhEL T OF- 44 (0. 326 @) 1Y 2. 56 fiF, J& e 2= L T M,
(0.091 @iy 9. 19 £, [AIWF Ry My BTid T AR A
FEA O AR VIR T A R A KRR M,
FEFURPEA A A B AR R AE RS FE T,

22 4WMEEEKNREERITIE
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PP W7 2

PAAS IR Bn P B e RAE N U » 2 U = 1
VAL M 2% 5 Jo 75 A v MR A B0 R B 0 R Y 5
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Table 4 Correlation coefficients between the biomass of 4 tree species and medium physicochemical index

L7 pH gl AL W 8 1% 4 AL 42N £ P G R KE ek & fLp g
JIR=X —0.367 0.014 —0.348 0.371 0.104 0. 656 —0.472  —0.348 0.463 —0.427 0.519
2k —0.328 0. 300 0. 334 0. 269 0.117 0. 385 —0.500 0. 469 0. 144 0.45 0.514
FEBEAR  —0.735 —0.351 —0.505 0.638 0. 329 0.523 —0.351  —0.536 0.851 0.194 0.567
BeA —0.603 —0.460 —0.458 0.586 0.142 0. 194 —0.215  —0.546 0. 650 0.486 0.286

MG 4 SLRYAR 5 73 A Al KT 6 B A Y AR
Prig 54 N fLBRE A B B A O IEM S 54 P
K pH R LT RO A OG5 S A
APURARSCAERAL . L0248 i 10 R W B 5 FL B
JE R SR KRR 4 N BUSORE HUCE B A
BRI 54 PopH I 0AHSE . 5A PR A FAH L
PR s BPRA A4S B 0 A= W) 5 A T O L AL
B 4 NOAHLBOYIERISC . 5 pH V&R AL
N G UNE R S iR PSR E S/ ¥ i P é 2 1
PRAZE A% W A M A S A B AL K A L AL
JERIEM . 5 pH (i SR SO B 2 P
AR, 54 NAPLUEAHCHEHRAR,

T WU A i AR W i R T AL AR AR A G R B =

0.2 B << —0. 2 (¥ B Ak 48 A5 IE 47 ] A7 — 38 5 $r B
(Douglas) FREA . ST AWM EER pH(X,) 3
O (X)) IR A (X)) 42 N(X) .4 P(X) %
(X)) FHXD) FrKE X)) FLBE (X9 M8
B L0k T 28 B0 pH (X)) 3 ACE (X, ), 30
(X)) A (X ). 2 N(X;) 4 P(X) B 5%
(X7) FEK R (X LB (X9 N8R s BARA I
HCpH (X)L 3280 (X, 8RR (X)) . B it A&
(XD VAW (X)) 4 N(X;) .42 P(X,) H g%
(X)) VA (X)) ALBREE (X300 10 A48 bR 5 B A 16 B
pH(X ) SR (X)L 8B (X)) LBl il /(X)) .
4 P(X5) B FHR (X)) (X)) FEKE (X L
BEE (X9 NEAR, L AR (R 5)
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Table 5 Douglas equation of the biomass of 4 tree species and medium physicochemical property
B Douglas Ji 2 = *ﬂgﬁﬁ 5
J:T ﬁ.*ﬂ— y:1. 936E*51‘| 70.267120.7081370.3%110.033130.5051672. 052170. 1)621.80. 1171“1. 195 0. 852 5.130 0.015 5
AR E y=d. 8TE— 18z, 0610 7,3.705 5, —1.973 10 2,781 5. =3.499 7. 2.129 . 3,498 1. 0.768 4. 538 0. 951 36. 366 0.000 1
EHA y=2. OTE — 7y 3308 3, ~2.748 7, 3.530 1 —0.700 . 2237 1. 5,085 ., 4,332 o —5.401 7 —1.49 7 = 5.149 0. 964 43. 895 0.000 1
f%/f\ :5 699E 721] 11. >RJ 5 2. 17] l_S{»SI’i 0. 57\:%\1,32_917167I_U8l172_2sl183_2131971_293 O. 973 69 2/11 0. 000 1
Z X RUR IT A F=5. 13, B F /K P= KA e REL R = 0. 974, R U4 56 KR BB AR 4f
0.015 5,35 B KV g RELR® =0. 852; 2L B 1 Hi UL S o R 2 8
F=19.778, ¥ % /KF P=0.000 1,35 i & KF, ¥ 2 S0 AR AT O AR 3 B i B b oR AR (R
REREUR=0.898; BMRA F=43.895, BEIRF  FFE AW &) b i R I FEAE N A9 A 22 B (AL 48

P=0.000 1,3k 8 & K, B g R R =0. 964;
AR F=69. 241, g /K P=0.000 1,k 5 &

) (3R 6),

k6 REHEVELERENEMEENHERELIERE
Table 6 Relevant medium physicochemical index as the biomass of container seedling reaches the maximum value
W Fh X X3 X; X, X5 X X7 Xs Xy X0
JAR=x ] 6.12 73.12 123.37 19. 27 2.09 0.11 0.29 212.59 74.72
ARy 6.15 667.67 73.12 123. 44 19. 24 2.12 0.53 201.15 74.56
ESY7 N 6.43 665.03 73.12 122.98 291.58 19. 35 2.45 0.11 0. 29 74. 66
BEA 6. 90 667.53 73.00 122.98 2.15 0.11 0.30 211. 82 71.99
R I o AT AT Y 4 A R 2 AR P O E POFE BT [ 0 25 0 v AR B A L — AR B, —

F%) B ot PR A P B A AR EL
KT EM N pH=6. 12 A =73. 12 mg « kg ',

AR =123.37 mg « kg7 & N=19.27 g - kg ' . &
P=2.09ge* kg ' BEX=0.11m+s ' FHE=0.29

com P HRKE=212.59% SLEREE =74, 722 % ;

RF N pH=6. 15, B H = 667. 67 mg -
kg ' AL BE =73. 17 mg + kg ' B # E = 123. 44
mg+kg '.&N=19.24g+kg '. & P=2.12¢g-
kg ' BSEE=0.53m-s " FFKE=20115%,
LR ="74.56%;

BN pH=6. 43 AL H = 665. 03 mg
ke ' HUBE=73.12 mg « kg ' B A = 122. 293
LUAEMHLBE=291.58 g+ kg .4 N =19.35
g kg ' &P =245g kg ' BEHHE=0.11m -
VAE=0.29 g« cm ° FLEREE 74.66%;

BEAR S pH=16. 90, M A #f = 667. 53 mg *
kg ' HURBE =73. 00 mg + kg LBk # A = 122. 98
' P=215gkg ' HBEREFE=0.11m
es LAHE=0.29 g om P fFKE=211.82% 1L
B 74.66%,

3 & hitik
KT 6 LT B BOR B 4 AR 9 FR

mg * kg

s

mg * kg~

AR K Bk T 2R W 5 A PR 48 B 45 6 5 1H) 22 5%
R . 2 A bR SR 25 5 1T 0 08 1 0 E_E’J%

B AT W AR L « BERE - A =811/
Eﬂth%lﬁ;élﬁ?ﬂﬂé%ifz%%“ﬁ%%%}ﬁ;%T%?k‘ﬂé

ARBEPe e EEERT, IR R T EY RS
5t AL PE BT (Y Douglas J7#E (R 5)
XPRERLPEAL 5B KT & B VLLAR LB BRR AR A
A SRR AE 52 B A5 2% B 0 AR R o0k 2 Jo B Ak
TSR Y A5 25 5 N K L AR 3 ALY R Jo B Ak o
9 :pH 6.12~6. 90 AL 665~667 mg » kg ' ik
s 73 mg « kg VB A 123 mg ¢ kg ' A HLE
GE>=214g kg ' A& NI9.27g kg ' .2 P2 1g
ckg ' VHER 0. 1lmes VAT 0.29~0.3 g -
m ' R KER 201 % ~212% LB 7T1% ~75% .,
S E Wk
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