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Leaf Characteristics of Six Broadleaved Stands
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Abstract: A study was carried out on the leaf treats within six broadleaved stands, namely, Cinnamomum
camphora, Ligustrum lucidum, Tsoongiodendron odorum, Elaeocarpus sylvestris, Manglietia
yuyuanensis , and Michelia chapensis. The results showed that the significant and very significant correla-
tion between leaf length and leaf width existed in C. camphora stand and other stands, respectively, and
the order of correlation coefficient was T. odorum™>E. sylvestris>>L. lucidum>>M. yuyuanensis>C.
camphora>Michelia chapensis. There was a very significant correlation between leaf length and leaf area
with a correlation coefficient order of Michelia chapensis >T. odorum™E. sylvestris>> M. yuyuanensis
> L. lucidum™> C. camphora™>Michelia chapensis. The strong significant correlation between leaf width
and leal area was also apparent with a correlation coefficient order of T. odorum > M. yuyuanensis > C.
camphora > Michelia chapensis > L. lucidum >> E. sylvestris. The significant correlation was found be-
tween leaf area and leaf dry weight with a correlation coefficient order of T. odorum™>>E. sylvestris>>L.
lucidum™>M. yuyuanensis>C. camphora>M. chapensis.

Key words: young broadleaved stand; leaf trait; correlation
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Fig. 2 Relationship between leaf length and leaf area
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Fig.5 Arborescence of leaf traits for different tree species
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