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Selection of Excellent Geographical Provenances and Test of Geography Provenances

of Landscape Taxus chinensis var. mairei
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Abstract:In order to examine geographical variations, saplings of 2-year-old Taxus chinensis var. mairei
from 25 geographical provenances were collected from 10 provinces in Southern China to select those that
are suitable for landscape purposes. The experiment was carried out in Mingxi County, Fujian, China by
the measurement of tree height, ground diameter,crown breadth,number of lateral branch, the fresh weight
of crown breadth biomass and the fresh weight of root biomass. The results showed there existed signifi-
cant differences among the sampling saplings from different locations in tree height, ground diameter,
crown breadth,number of lateral branch, the fresh weight of crown breadth biomass and the fresh weight of
root biomass. Two superior geography provenances of landscape T. chinensis var. mairei were selected
out by the method of multiple objective desion,i. e. ,one from Mingxi of Fujian and the other form Fanjing
Montain of Guizhou.
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Table 1 Taxus chinensis var. mairei geographical provenances and their numberings
9 P AL BER R /m 9 T A BER AR /m EiR T A BER IR/ m

1 it ARG 1 000 10 g 750 19 e B 650
z LWL 840 11 B0 1 3 3 760 20 Wy 660
3 i HE A 2R 860 12 FM AL 750 21 R 650
4 W FE S Al 790 13 o 730 29 e 640
5 BN B 780 14 -1k Uit 760 23 wE L 560
6 FM AR 770 15 WiiT e 5 720 24 VP e 600
! AP r 780 16 L 700 25 A B 600
8 R 760 17 3B g 355 94 700

9 g )1 i Ji Lh 780 18 YLV 5 1 690

B B oy ) /N DXTE SR MR A B R SRR
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Table 2 Trait indicators of Taxus samplings from different provenances
PR I8
P Firig ViR Ve« VW V.t Vs e B Vo sl
Y/ g Y/ g /em /em /cm e/ %
1 AR 77. 90 332.10 99. 43 1.38 64.83 25.10
2 B 73.71 304. 29 100. 40 1.28 62.73 25. 00
3 e A o 68. 40 291. 60 86. 10 1.22 52.13 25.33
4 i e 68. 40 311. 60 97.03 1.17 52.70 25.07
5 BN B 74.19 326. 81 98.17 1.27 57.11 27.93
6 S ER ) 58. 90 251.10 90. 50 1.26 54.03 24,73
7 TLPE 3 4 1 50. 16 213. 84 85. 40 1.16 49. 67 24,10
8 =“EASE 73.26 322. 74 87.33 1.39 52.27 26. 50
9 PO 1] i JE 1L 73.00 289. 90 100. 83 1. 34 59. 20 24,07
10 R F 59. 40 270. 60 94. 93 1.29 59. 90 23. 30
11 W i A 3 74,94 330. 06 97.70 1.23 51.27 27. 00
12 BN ARG L 82. 80 377.20 109. 93 1.28 61.93 32. 40
13 e e k7 76.19 324. 81 91.10 1.16 54. 30 21. 47
14 b Bt 78. 20 312. 80 85. 70 1.43 44. 10 28. 27
15 Wi e IR 69. 30 315. 70 91.47 1. 36 48.97 24.23
16 JUHE =T 57.38 244. 62 86. 60 1.22 51.77 26.93
17 T8 7 355 66.50 274.50 90. 40 1.28 53. 90 23.70
18 YL 1L 39. 90 170. 10 79. 23 1.13 44. 90 21.97
19 BN 5 R 53.55 261. 45 91.13 1.33 49. 97 23. 40
20 W T 64. 80 295. 20 93. 63 1.35 57.83 23. 83
21 PN N v 34. 80 189. 30 89.03 1.16 48.70 22.73
22 e L B R 75.78 345,22 98. 20 1.37 61.73 29. 40
23 tEE T 39.78 181. 22 80.57 1.13 48.27 23.73
24 VLVG R FE 73. 44 334.56 104. 50 1.37 59.43 25. 20
25 tE AT 53.28 242,72 86. 47 1.19 56. 67 25. 67
3 HESWER Jiti s HE 24 55 T o A B AR R OG AR R UL
Table 3 Analysis of variance AR N LS N NN
PR 35 b F Fooias) T FL2 00 25 5 0 3 s HE I Ji 5 00 J2 VI 7 7 1L A
RaREmL - o L 22 SRR B . R ER T T 5 4
aRiE o . AR A s 8 A L HE R (0T
fpe 36. 47 1.75 .- PO G AL Rt . H 2 Rl 22 AR . — R %K
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Table 4  Multiple comparisons (Duncan method)
; =] 50 %Rk . 5t I 5% % Sk . —% 5% 22 Rk
R 7 /em s FiR Jem 441 FiR MR % o
b 2t 1.43 A Ak 64. 83 A BN AR L 32. 40 A
Pl 1.39 B L 62.73 B e R 29. 40 B
fEd B ARG 1.38 B BN FE B 61.93 C b S it 28.27 C
TR 1.37 B prg il A 61.73 C i aa 27.93 D
VLV Je rg 1.37 B wWHREL 59.9 D 1t 7 38 27.00 E
W e R 1.36 B YLVG R 59. 43 D I = 26.93 E
iR 1.35 B P 1] e JE L 59. 2 D =B 26. 50 E
DU i gk JiE 1.34 B W %7 57.83 DE g eialg=s 25.67 F
BN B 1.33 B BN B 57.11 E A 25. 33 FG
Rl 1.29 C tE A B 56. 67 E VLV o 7 25. 20 FG
LR 1.28 CD i P 54. 30 F W AR R 25.10 FG
BN AR L 1.28 CD BN 54,03 F ) 7 S Al 25.07 FG
5 7 o N 1.28 CD ) 7 v M 53. 90 F gl 25.00 FG
Bt M B 1.27 CD 17 S A 52.70 FG piga ki) 24.73 FGH
SN 1.26 CDE =“EADE 52,27 FG WivT I SR 24. 23 GHI
1t 73 3 1.23 DEF 8 A o 52.13 FG TLVE I 1 24. 10 GHI
A A 1.22 EF IO =T 51.77 GH DU I gk JE 24.07 GHI
PP =T 1.22 EF W) e 3 1 51. 27 GHI ey 23.83 HIJ
fE v B 1.19 FG pigk:i 49.97 HIJ fE Ak 23.73 HIJ
7 S AH 1.17 G TV B 1l 49, 67 1J T 7l 3 N 23.70 HIJ
VLG It i 1 1.16 G Wit e R 48.97 1J M B 23. 40 1IJ
R 1.16 G AN v 48.70 1J maRgl 23. 30 1]
VLV T 1.16 G Eioy 48. 27 ] LR T 22.73 JK
YLPE A 1L 1.13 H YLV L 44, 90 K YLV L 21.97 KL
& Tk 1.13 H W b 1Bt 44.10 K et il 21.47 L
. & 5% 2 Sk N 5 W 5% Sk N SR 5% 22 Stk
FiR R /e s FilR R /g o FiiR Jem s
B ARG 82.80 A S AR 377. 20 A SN AR 109. 93 A
16 Bt 78. 20 B bR i A 345. 22 B .75 b B 104. 50 B
w4k 77.90 B YLV Jo 334. 56 C I 1] i J L 100. 83 C
Pt g A 76.19 BC tEE AR 332.10 C TR L 100. 40 C
e £ I IR 75.78 BC 9 14 3 330. 06 C AR 99. 43 C
W 3 74,94 CDE BN RS 326. 81 CD EiRelIREA 98. 20 C
Lk B 74.19 DE R 324,81 CD M AT 98.17 C
RN 73.71 DE = A B 322. 74 CD 1 T 3 97.70 C
VLV A 1 73. 44 E Wi g R 315. 70 D e 97.03 C
HHEAG 73.26 E 516 1B it 312. 80 D R L 94. 93 D
P 1] i J L 73.00 E ) 7 S Al 311. 60 DE 1 P T 93.63 DE
i RAN 69. 30 F G 304. 29 E WL e 4R 91. 47 EF
fyiv S 68. 40 FG W% T 295. 20 F e 91.13 EF
7 S AR 68. 40 FG R 291. 60 F e 91.10 EF
1 73 345 66. 50 GH DY 1] i JE 1L 289. 90 F SN 90. 50 EF
e 2% 7 64. 80 H ) 5 5 M 274.50 G ) 7 5 M 90. 40 EF
Rl 59. 40 1 R R 270. 60 G TN vy 89.03 FG
SRS 58. 90 I Gk 261. 45 H = A B 87.33 FG
S =L 57.38 1 k] 251.10 1 JUPE =T 86. 60 G
BN B 53.55 J STV = 244, 62 I e v B 86.47 G
ik aln-" 53.28 J Ay B 242,72 I A 86. 10 G
TLPE I L 50. 16 K TLPE I L 213. 84 J 16 B ite 85.70 G
VLG L 39. 90 L TLF R T 189. 30 K VLG 3 i 1 85. 40 G
tE Tk 39.78 L wET A 181. 22 K tEad T 80. 57 H
TLVE R T 34. 80 M YLV L 170. 10 L YLV L 79.23 H
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Table 5 Effective values
U; M8
7 U
Ua U, Uss U U Us
1 F AKX 0.908 1 0.804 0 0.692 2 0. 850 0 1.000 0 0.398 9
2 il 0.829 6 0.683 2 0.720 6 0.550 0 0.908 8 0.390 7
3 [P 0.617 5 0.628 0 0.301 4 0.370 0 0.448 6 0.417 8
4 Fil 0.617 5 0.714 9 0.621 8 0.220 0 0.473 4 0.396 4
5 R 0.838 6 0.781 0 0. 655 2 0.520 0 0.664 8 0.6319
6 Fes) 0.551 9 0.452 0 0.430 3 0.490 0 0.5311 0.368 4
7 J B 1l 0.388 0 0.290 1 0.280 9 0.190 0 0.341 8 0.316 6
8 g 0.821 1 0.762 3 0.3375 0.880 0 0.454 7 0.514 2
9 U JE 1 0.816 3 0.620 6 0.733 2 0.730 0 0.755 6 0.314 1
10 R 0.561 3 0.536 7 0.560 3 0.580 0 0.786 0 0.250 7
11 BRI 0.852 6 0.795 1 0.6415 0. 400 0 0.411 3 0.555 4
12 el 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 0.550 0 0.874 1 1.000 0
13 ®P 0.123 9 0.772 3 0.448 0 0.190 0 0.542 8 0.100 0
14 Bt 0.913 8 0.722 1 0.289 7 1.000 0 0.100 0 0.659 9
15 A 0.746 9 0.730 7 0.458 8 0.790 0 0.311 4 0.327 3
16 =9 0.523 4 0.423 8 0.316 1 0.370 0 0.4330 0.549 6
17 s 0.694 4 0.5537 0.427 5 0.550 0 0.5255 0.283 6
18 Jaain 0.195 6 0.100 0 0.100 0 0.100 0 0.134 7 0.141 2
19 5 0.451 6 0.497 0 0.448 9 0. 700 0 0.354 8 0.258 9
20 g7 0.662 5 0.643 7 0.522 1 0.760 0 0.696 1 0.294 3
21 v 0.100 0 0.188 9 0.387 3 0.190 0 0.299 7 0.203 8
22 % 0. 868 4 0.8610 0.656 1 0. 820 0 0. 865 4 0.7530
23 T 0.193 4 0.148 3 0.139 3 0.100 0 0.281 0 0.286 1
24 JeFE 0.824 5 0.814 7 0.840 8 0.820 0 0.765 6 0.407 1
25 = 0.446 5 0.415 6 0.312 2 0.280 0 0.645 7 0.445 8
To6 HREMNERY
Table 6 Trait index weight coefficient
PR — &
s 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 i AH
Vi 0.45 0.55 0.6 0.5 0.45 2.55 0.17
V. 0.55 0.6 0.65 0.6 0.5 2.9 0.19
Vs 0. 45 0.4 0.5 0.5 0.4 2.25 0.15
v, 0.4 0.35 0.5 0.45 0.4 2.1 0.14
Vs 0.5 0.4 0.5 0.55 0.45 2.4  0.16
Vs 0.55 0.5 0.6 0.6 0.55 2.8 0.19
2it 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 15 1
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Table 7 Comprehensive evaluation value
e i Vi % Vs \& Vs Vs LR E 4
1 AR 0.154 4 0.155 2 0.103 8 0.119 0 0.160 0 0.074 6 0.767 0 3
2 1l 0.141 0 0.1319 0.108 1 0.077 0 0.145 4 0.073 1 0.676 5 6
3 AR 0.105 0 0.121 2 0.045 2 0.0518 0.071 8 0.078 1 0.473 1 16
4 A 0.105 0 0.138 0 0.093 3 0.030 8 0.075 7 0.074 1 0.516 9 14
5 B 0.142 6 0.150 7 0.098 3 0.072 8 0.106 4 0.118 2 0.689 0 5
6 #A] 0.093 8 0.087 2 0.064 5 0.068 6 0.085 0 0.068 9 0.468 0 17
7 JEi 1l 0.066 0 0.056 0 0.042 1 0.026 6 0.054 7 0.059 2 0.404 6 21
8 I 0.139 6 0.147 1 0.050 6 0.123 2 0.072 8 0.096 2 0.629 5 8
9 % JE 1L 0.138 8 0.119 8 0.110 0 0.102 2 0.120 9 0.058 7 0.650 4 7
10 v A1 0.095 4 0.103 6 0.084 1 0.081 2 0.125 8 0.046 9 0.537 0 13
11 38 i 0.144 9 0.153 5 0.096 2 0.056 0 0.065 8 0.103 9 0.616 7 11
12 el 0.170 0 0.1930 0.150 0 0.077 0 0.139 9 0.187 0 0.916 9 1
13 w2 0.021 1 0.149 1 0.067 2 0.026 6 0.086 8 0.018 7 0.369 5 22
14 5850 0.155 3 0.139 0 0.043 5 0.140 0 0.016 0 0.123 4 0.617 2 10
15 T 0.127 0 0.141 4 0.068 8 0.110 6 0.049 8 0.061 2 0.558 8 12
16 =T 0.089 0 0.081 8 0.047 4 0.0518 0.069 3 0.102 8 0.442 1 19
17 375 0.118 0 0.106 9 0.064 1 0.077 0 0.084 1 0.0530 0.503 1 15
18 FEl 0.032 7 0.019 3 0.0150 0.014 0 0.0216 0.026 4 0.129 0 25
19 3 0.076 8 0.095 9 0.067 3 0.098 0 0.056 8 0.048 4 0.443 2 18
20 @2 0.112 6 0.124 2 0.078 3 0.106 4 0.111 4 0.086 6 0.619 5 9
21 _T 0.017 0 0.0355 0.058 1 0.026 6 0.048 0 0.038 1 0.223 3 23
22 & 0.147 6 0.166 2 0.098 4 0.114 8 0.138 5 0.140 8 0.806 3 2
23 T 0.032 9 0.028 6 0.020 9 0.014 0 0.045 0 0.0535 0.194 5 24
24 A 0.140 2 0.157 2 0.126 1 0.114 8 0.122 5 0.076 1 0.736 9 4
25 R 0.075 9 0.080 2 0.046 8 0.039 2 0.103 3 0.083 4 0.428 8 20
2.3 FEMRUFEFATIELHERIEREILHE () HE P & ASHH R Y
MR 3K Z B AR 5 ik #E AT L F RU g 7 41 A2
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Table 8

Landscape character effects of Taxus chinensis

var. mairei

[ERTN epie f R " ) 35
_ - 2 TAE
b AT /%
R4 Y it 79. 29 64.72 22.51
5o 1 A= ) it 361. 21 284. 56 26. 94
W 25 104. 07 92. 63 12. 34
Ho At 1.33 1.27 4.72
5 W 61.83 54. 33 13. 80
i A e £ 30. 90 25. 24 22.42
3 w5t
3.1 &g

1) AN [t B V58 11 U0 5% 24 B 7 20 S AZ (0 PR A
ARFE AR B0 W 2 25 5, L[] — iy 3 5 7 AN [
PER AL F BAF AR AR

2) WL B B g 7 41 KA B AP R L X T 6 AN WL
PR TG bR I FE AR 3 22 5 PR 78 25 Motk 4w

o TR Fop PRV HE 24 T AL B9 B M AL v LA
BN, AT DL b e s ELTE 25 S WL B¢ MR B AT 2 S5 R il 2
3 4
3.2 itig
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T J5 21 SLAZ 4l B IE A P R A8 s 47 3t B 90 ) 3
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