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Abstract ; Afforestation contrast tests of 15 poplar clones were carried out in Shahe Town of Chuzhou City,

which was one of Jianghuai hilly regions in Anhui. Through survey and data analysis, the results showed

that 189 had the greatest growth advantage, 9-year-old DBH, height and stem volume were 31.98 cm,
22.33 m, and 0. 58578 m’, respectively, increased by 28.5% ,11.7% and 77.7% as compared with

control (A2). These experiments provided the clone selection basis for poplar plantations in Jianghuai

hilly regions of Anhui.
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Tab. 1 DBH variance analysis of 15 poplar clones in the
ninth year
ARKHE  FHFM HRE B P BEKFE
KbFR[E] 766.5347 14 54.7525  8.201 0. 0000
Qb 200.293 30 6. 6764

BAER 966.8277 44
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Tab. 2 DBH multiple comparison of 15 poplar clones in

the ninth year

4 MaA25{E (em) 5% WENKFE 1% W R EKFE
189 31.97778 a A
107 27.80445 ab AB
303 27.06222 ab ABC

97002 25.87778 abe ABC
592 25.48611 abe ABC
73 25.25333 abe ABC
704 25.15833 abe ABC
A2 24.88111 abe ABC
725 23.93222 be ABC
351 23.46111 be ABC
Bl 22.97889 be ABC
w2 21.94444 be BCD
1 21.34611 be BCD
3 18.23333 ed CD
76 13.37778 d D
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Tab. 3 Height variance analysis of 15 poplar clones in the

ninth year
ARSI SFITM A Yo7 FIE  BEKF
b 3 ] 152.2031 14 10.8717  2.456 0.0199
Ab TPy 128.3536 29 4.426
BARS 280.5567 43




32 o Ak

W BB 37 %

R4 ISARUEREMESELER
Tab. 4 Height multiple comparison of 15 poplar clones in
the ninth year

SRR R IE (m) 5% BEKFE 1% W REKF
189 22.33333 a A
303 21.99333 a A
Bl 20.5 ab AB

97002 20.5 ab AB

592 20.33333 ab AB
725 20 ab AB
A2 20 ab AB
107 19. 83333 ab AB
704 19. 66667 ab AB
Z3 19.6 ab AB
351 19. 16667 ab AB
w1 18. 66667 ab AB
) 18 ab AB
w3 17. 56667 ab AB
76 14.33333 b B

2.2.3 #H#

15 MR 9 a MM BUERK T 20 S
ZHEIEERIFES MFE6, NEPATEL, 189 Ay
FRRA A KRR K, M 0. 58578 m’ & iR 1 S Ay
1.777 f%. &5 303,107 97002 .592 .73 704 A2 A
EREAEE 5725351 AREER, S Bl K
1 -3.76 WA 255

5 15 MTMR 9a EHHMBHEHITR

Tab. 5 Variance analysis of individual volume of 15 pop-

lar clones in the ninth year

ARFRIE SEIT M A Yo7 FE  BEKF
Jb 3 i) 0.5667 14 0. 0405 5.547  0.0000
A FE Y 0.2189 30 0.0073

AR 0.7857 44
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Tab. 6

Multiple comparison of individual volume of 15

poplar clones in the ninth year

HFE BRMBBME(mY) 5% BEKT 1% R E KT
189 0.58578 a A
303 0.42017 ab AB
107 0.40356 ab AB

97002 0.36525 ab ABC

592 0.35959 ab ABC
73 0.33295 abe ABC
704 0.33078 abe ABC
A2 0.32965 abe ABC
725 0.30569 be ABC
351 0.28602 be ABC
w2 0.24755 be BC
5l 0.23924 be BC
Bl 0.21293 be BC
w3 0.1728 be BC
76 0.0922 c C
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