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Comprehensive Selection on Growth, Stem Form of Eucalyptus urophylla
Clones and Resistance to Leptocybe invasa

WANG Wei, XU Jian-min", LI Guang-you, DU Zhi-hu, HAN Chao, LU Zhao-hua, WU Shi-jun

(Research Instutute of Tropical Forestry, Chinese Academy of Forestry, Guangzhou 510520, China)

Abstract: The growth and sensitivity to Leptocy be invasa of 60 clones of Eucalyptus urophylla at 5- or 7-year-
old were investigated in Xinhui County, Guangdong Province. The results showed that the growth traits had
significant relations among the individuals of clones, and there were no significant correlations between damage
index and growth traits. The estimation of genetic parameters showed that E. urophylla clones had high
repeatability for resistance to Leptocy be invasa, which could screen rapid growing and resistance to bees clones of
E. urophylla. In finally, 6 excellent clones were screened out by independent culling method.

Key words: Eucalyptus urophylla, Leptocy be invasa, Clone; Growth trait
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ASSCH 5 4R 7 4R B 2R ik
b, X R RS2 R BB /I e ) 1 T 4 DL 5
21, R R R VARG DR B /) i
TR PR ARG, S 0 e AT e Dbk EL A, TR R
W R IR BB A S

1 AR5k
1.1 R8N
B AL TS AREVLT TR & XA (220
33’N 113°02'E), ¥4k 45 m, JE 1 WA v T
SR IX, AEBAHE R 22.3°C,10°C R L 4EA %
%”{%%17653 0C, &% H BRI R 6.7°C, i

TR 29°C , WAETGRE . AN LA 17504 mm,
AR AR L i, IR AR R A R B O 20 3,

#1 BHPEMHRLER
Table 1 E. urophylla clones used

MHL K A2 A (Cunninghaia lanceolata). & BB AR (Pinus
massoniana) % % i M, AR T FH Bk A W JE
(Echinochloa hainanensis)- i ¥ (Baeckea frutescens)-
Wt F (M elastoma candidum) k4 W3 (Rhodomy rtus
tomentosa) T (Disranopteris dichotomay% .

1.2 #R R

60 A~ B M ¥ (Eucaly ptus urophy lla) Jo 1 & (3%
1), 2k A v AR BE R R 58 BT T 1995 4
4 J gy i B AR IR/ R R A o A R 5 1 A 3 A
REBLRR, TR AR RCHE R

RER HBEHLX AL B3], SR/ X 20 IRE K,
NLFESCEH, 7% 60 cm X 50 cm x40 cm, 1T
i3 mx2 m, #MEREICHEMRW L HEN:P:
K =8 :15:8) 0.75 kg #EFENE,2003 4£4 H 5EBEE M

FTHERGS S TRHL HgE® f2EE #Rm

Clones No. Provencance No. Locality Latitude  Longitude  Altitude
15 12897 Mt Mandiri 8°33' 122°35’ 830
6,31,53,60 14531 Mt Egon, Flores 8°38' 122°27' 515
5,16,3543 4551 14532 Mt Lewotobi, Flores 8°31' 122°45' 398
11 14533 Flores Island 8°31' 122°45' 398
1,49.27284147,5759 14534 Mt Egon, Flores 8°38' 122°27’ 340
2,8,12,13,18,20,24,32 33 34,52 17565 Mt Lewotobi, Flores 8°32' 122°48’ 375
2648 17566 Wukoh Flores 8°35' 122°35' 600
23,3042,49,55,56 17567 Mt Egon, Flores 8°38' 122°27’ 450
29 17571 Mt Egon, Flores. 8°38' 122°27' 525
19,28,50 17572 Mt Egon, Flores 8°37' 122°27’ 600
14,17 17574 Mt Egon, Flores 8°36' 122°28’ 550

7,1021,22 25,36 40 46,54 58 JRAFhE Mixed provenance

1.3 @&

2008 AEA | R AR O 2R IR (m) A2
(cm) TIE MBI MR . 2010 4E 3 H A0 Ak
PR (m) B 48 (om) 45 4 K 4R 52009 47 10 H XHR
AR 5 AN EE YR IR P ;2010 479
H A R e G R W 2 4% B2 B I /NI S
OL, o HFY o T 4 ANFY: M AFBER K 0
G0 CER B — R G F AR, (R B OBh 1
G5 HUBEL <5 AN 5 S B0 RO A , A2
Mk 2 4 23 E, JHBORT 5 AN, WAK
FEHHE , B BIE T I DA R FEE AR 3 o

FIRAR N 4 MY, 190 E T b,
40 Mg 2T AR, 83 40 Mg £F
RAAT A5 AT, 75 2 55 IV % ETATBAYL L
L1145

SRR N 3 AN, T G SPREAI/ HLEY
59,493 40 T4 S0P 2, TR, 74 2 43
I 48 A7 W1 8K LR T2, 158 1 307
1.4 HiRstE

MR o) ARR v = L HEOD Y

T A LMK A THLI 2008 AR5/ X
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AERSWINAE S, y, A BT BEHME,
AR H S ARME MG , R J5 Hie PR BRAR ik A T AN AR
B IR, HE S AMABER 2 AE

N F Excel 2007 #4465 WM B 4281 7 %A A%
X, i SASS.0 B BnHEA T AT

HEBY T IREIE B AR IT 2 BUEAE 045 T
ORI, HEA T RO SR E B B AR
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K :0 R ROEFLEHAE , p RT3 E8E
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R | VR KRN, B, AR j BAEBNE, n N
BT, e, R IR2E

PR AR B e R ERE A E T
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1502, of SRR AR YR ANy 250, b A E
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Table 2 Variance analysis of growth traits

s, o0 FomsE i MERINEAT 5,00, B j
AR IR B 250

Jlt 37 ¥ Ik s (independent culling method)' ™ J&:
15 A B— Hhr R — A R BebR v, ik
BEMMBAEAT AT — AN PR 1 AR T L 18 b 7
i, BTV R0 — R 2R B IR ik

2 GERMITHT

2.1 EN#BEHRERKERTEST

R G R IR 5 4727 45 AR N
BA T 25000 (3R 2)0 HiRKW], 60 NTHER
B R HARAE TGP R B R B E KT, 5 4R
TIRAGEAEHAR, TR /ME RS 3.14, 4
BiPP43 2226 , 32 B B8 Rl 3 A1 0 3 2L I G 3 B
B,

2010 419 JXF B J0 1 Rl 2 S AR kA ik
PRI /NI i PR A, AT 18 AN M R R BAT /D
WAk, Hoh 1 AN PR (S5 92 EKE, I
HH B MO AR A AR PR 2 9 R 17 A
Tt R F AR SR , 2RI EE 21, T
B—E N 3 42, AU AR TE I L, AR 0 R 40 4
FfEER 1 %o

XF 60 MY R AR UL THETY , 45 2R 2,
BUEKEHEA AT 10 M GHERAG 5 Ak B A
17565, e R L R 35 5, k3
0.1466 m’ ind.™ ; T 1 LR W J3E 4 PR 27 5,
553 371, 3 AR 17534 3 3B MARHE S 5 i 10 2
3295, sr B Al H 514 2.86, 2k H Fi i
17565 ; £+ LR R IR, 2 /N1 F B R P TR KK 55
SR, R AR 17567 3),

5 44 5-year-old 7 442 7-year-old
I + AriEE I + AriERE

Mean £ SD & Mean + SD F &
Hi 7 Height (m) 1656 £1.78 145" 9.03 17.34 £1074 203" 8.82
}fi%2 DBH (cm) 14.16 £1.61 217" 1136 1642 £106 345" 1136
BB Volume (m®) 0.1114 £0.037 176" 28.12 0.123 £0.014 239" 38.19
T Stem form 3.14£036 1.72* 1146 / / /
43#{ Branch 226 £038 0.8ns 169 / / /
f&H %4 Damage index / / / 032 £0.0454 0.46ns 7145

* . P<001



422 B R ) 23 198
®3 EEMREEN 10 MR
Table 3 The top 10 clones of main growth traits
HERA B Volume T Stem form 4% Branch £ 24 Damage index
TR P TR P KR P Fe R E21
Clones No. Mean (m®) Clones No. Mean Clones No. Mean Clones No. Degree
1 35 0.1466 27 372 32 2.86 55 2
2 2 0.1354 46 3.66 13 2.78 1 1
3 20 0.1273 34 3.625 46 2.77 3 1
4 29 0.1257 11 3.615 54 2.76 25 1
5 32 0.1249 35 3612 10 2.754 31 1
6 11 0.1260 14 3.6 22 271 33 1
7 10 0.1214 8 356 41 2.67 37 1
8 12 0.1201 44 35 19 2.65 39 1
9 27 0.1171 10 348 20 2.57 46 1
10 8 0.1146 28 347 2.55 55 1
S-1494E Mean 0.1114 3.14 226 032
2.2 BB HEE Y/ IR IR R TR RGP R

ToHER TR S RIE 128 KR 1 3k R 2 A
SRR P AR LR IR e o, FUAN BB R/
S BEPE IR . 7 AT AR BRI M AR DA &
FRRMBUR B0 R AR ER TR RER S
WK 4, M4 0L, W R sk TR R J1(0.2351)iE
RTHM R TR 1(0.8152), DLl MR AL oM B
) BB RS R 223K 5 AR R AR AA BUR SRR TR I 1 43
Kk 04543 F104224 LG REH J135%5 0.6212
F10.7267 , ZETCHER WA RN R et

R BB /N e S R, G R B
F1BEF(0.845) , 22 W ATl BRI 1K) BB 4 TGk 2R
) , FEALEDTRE A ALY /N 06 1) 5 PR Y, HL BB A% A6
SRR R Rk TR PR T RS B TR AL
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Table 4 Variance, repeatability of growth traits of E. urophylla clones

2.3 MR E AR ST

HIZ 5 WTLAE ), B R GYER  e  44
BB R AERZ ] 230 H MK B8 2 5 AR
ISR 2R , T 25 PR AR A A B /) I 1 3 4 0 ) 1
TR AR, R WL IR TGk R GURAR BB/
S 1R BB AT RN PR S e, FEREA S0 B GV R 2
EE R (B SLIbLE LAy BN dRNINE St wiip v
RAARAH )™ HLOTR BB /I e 1 418 B i
PR

2.4 AREMELMHERERE
RSB /I 3 X 2 IR TGP 2R A8 5 Y 1
SFYACTONE R AR MEREER , 52 H L R IK BB

PR TR 2 75y F ] KA HRELH  IHREESN
Traits Variance of clones Variance of environment Variance of phenotype R? R}
5 Height 031204 0.11861 0.42907 02351 0.8152
J#i% DBH 0.324049 0.50269 0.87138 0.4543 0.6212
HRA B Volume 0.00031 0.000015 0.000325 04224 0.7267
16 B 44 Damage index 0.0239 0.01446 0.0383 0.4872 0.845
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Table 5 Phenotypic coefficients of E. urophy lla growth traits

HR W iz
Traits Height DBH

HH

Volume

T

Stem form

M

Branch

fEHER
Damage index

P Height

fi%2 DBH

HiRt B Volume

FJ Stem form

43#% Branch

6B 2:4% Damage index

0.7104™*
04915 0.9302*
0.7698"* 0.6451"
02862° 0.3670"

02007 -02627

03597"

03245" 0.5920"

-0.1481 -0.0835 0.0189

*:P<005;": P<001

PEFR 1K) 30% , ) Ik DR A iR R e 1 gl 7
P, AEEA TR R OCH: BR GO Bu PR vf DA JRO 5y Be
FRUL  XRE B0 T A BR H 2 MR B P, 1 R
FHA 7 9 Ik 3 (independent culling method)JT J& 1 $E
3B o R

Hmth R B ot Rk, A K HARRUE Bt
PR ) BB A AR, A2 e PR 2 SR LA SR A4 B
PR R KRR TR R IE B AR 32 5 R o g
/NI e R A G AR — R I S Y RIS A TR

#6 EMNZATERBRENSFREREREER

e o LA O 20 SR FH M bR B4 I o 25 4 S A
i TSRS CHE R B PR BE /N F (S 1 e %,
HCEEYOS AT OE I f, Yakp BUR T )% fE
BRAE . KPR LA DUAR B /N e — 2 K B
—TETRYAR, LR R 6, 21Xt 3 AR
FFIR S e B, A AL I B G R ILA 6
A, 43S 20.24.29.34.42 1 47 5, A #R
H10% .

Table 6 Selected standard and result of E. urophy lla clones by independent culling method

i1 #8% Pest insistant index ## Volume (m*) FJE Stem form
P-HH Average value 032 0.123 3.14
#r¥iiZ: Standard deviation 0.04544 0014 036
Yot brHt Seleted standard <02745 >0.137 >35
FhS7 P45 Independent selected result (No.) 12 9

HEEPELSE Continuous selection result (No.)

6

3 4k

60 NEBMAICYER 5 AR 7 45 i A Kk
ARG T AT 45 SR U - 7R 57 L I A2 Rk b1 B
R B R, PR B K B
H S B R JGH: R0 35.2.20.29 A1 32 55 JE
SRRy 2500 2 : otk R W) T 25 Rk B B
IR, IS Pk AR 19 25 S A TGk R W) 25 e A i
T 57 R BB /N I AS R B R I Gk R LA
18 AN, Hovh 55 St R 2 HE I E,

Tot: RUAR AL /T 2 0 < A K MR A o P
RE A BRRWERL S, RUAFDRE G B+

PR BRI B 1 W, B GPE R
M BB/ M AR TR B T BN, RYIHER I
RETCHEZR DR Y BB /) 3 Y 2 D R BB A A 1l
W XN AN I FE S IR B T R A8k, T LA i 2t
PRI RPUIAL RV R AT — PG Z
DR

I PEAR T BRI SC VAT , A2 RHRARAE TGP R
TR AT i A S A, i R KD TR A B A /)
WA IR BB 1 AT HIXS il 7. ¥, DN B, 30 a2 28
P Sy TR X T L R AR 1R R MM T AR R4 O
B, BTG T 6 MER R, ALHR 10% .
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I A P/ ) e g U2 7, B A ASe Sl o
FRITTRS by BN T A, R G R A
Bk RS MEALE KT RS2 o EAMIES 2,
W B A ¥ R M (E. camdldulensis). 41 W #¢ (E.
tereticomis) i HGH(E. botry oides) WEFE(E. gobulus)-
FLHHE. grandis) KHHE. robusta) HIRE(E. sdligna).
¥kl (E. bridgesiana). Xl J& ¥ (E. gunii) % B ¥ (E.
viminnalis ST 75 R NN S % O EL A4
¥t DH201 \BGHHE. exserta)RIE R, 1%
RFBOEROR  HAGHF B H N X AR, H
WK BRI B EAEHE R A2 BIA R
fEFIEH KRB T i, 2008 47, Phan 3HL [ 18 4
R SRR PG 3 SRR R)IEA T T R
S /N0 1 R K AR e e, 500 3 A
SRIAI R rh 2 DNEFBER 1 A HADUE 43
T x R GV R /N A H I OO AR
Wi, B R Jo Pk R v A2 R HUR A B /0N 36 1)
FRo KRHEFER RHUR M B DOl o i — 2
A B AR , SR R LD OB B, Sy i R A
B/ N ) Bl 6 SR SR A6 S B AR, Tl B, 26 7 1
IR DT 2R AT AR D SR AR BB EA T D AR 3
e, B BA S DU AR U R EHE R .
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