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A Study on Direct Sawing Plantation of Pirus khasya mixed with Seeds of Crops

YANG Qing', YI Gue-nan’, SU Guang rong”, ZHANG Yong®, ZENG You-ping’, WEN Bing'
(1. Xishuangbanna Tropical Botanical Garden of the Chinese academy of science;2. Forestry Bureau of Jinghong City of Yunan;
3. Dongfeng Forestry Centre of Forestry Bureau of Jinghong City; 4. Longshan Foresty Centre of Forestry Bureau of Xishuangbanna Prefecture )

Abstract: The gemination percentage of Pinus khasya var Lanbianensis reaches to 75.70% though spread semi nation sawing
(after 2 morths) that is mixed with seeds of crops. The data shows there is no significant difference compared to the direct sem+
nation. Though the survival rate (0.5a) and the survival percent of seedling (1. 5a) are lower than direct sem+ nation signifi cant-
ly, the difference becomes insignificant as time goes by. Its survival percent of seedling is 3. 82% in young tree stage that is only
0.29% less than direct sem+ nation at the same time. After 3a, both the survival rate is almost same to each other. On the other

hand, the gemination percentage of Pinus khasya mixed with four different crops seeds has no difference, and they all have great

influence on survival rate and survival percent of seedling at young

2005 OF 14 2“005_ 03_ 10 tree stage. Among four crops seeds, the survival percent of Pinus
( 2000k~ .7): khasya mixed with upland rice and com is significantly higher
(1969-), than it mixed with soybean and peanut.  Pinus

khasya can benefit from spread semi — nation sawing mixed with
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crops seeds, and is increment of both tree height and basic diameter are higher than direct semination. Among them, Pinus

khasya grows fast mixed with upland rice through spread sem+ nation sawing. Other data also shows the survival rate and ncrement

of young tree in plantation by tending management are significantly higher than that without tending. Especially at 2. 5a, the differ-

ence becomes mare significant. Moreover, not only can spread semi-nation sawing of Pinus khasya mixed wih crops promote

young tree growth and survival rate, but also i can bring high economic efficiency.

Key words: Pinus khasya; Spread semtnaton sawing; Forestation; Gemnination percentage of seeds; Suwival percent of

seedling; Growth
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