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Differences of Photosynthetic rate and chlorophyll contents of Three
Broad-leaved Species between Light Environment
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Table. 1. Major environmental factors of the study sites.

. Relative .
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Growing site . . ldepth| . ) . depth of Location
(m) {direction intensity | moisture
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Table 2. Mean values of chlorophyll contents of three species Broad-leaved

Seedlings by the growing sites.

) ) Chlorophyll contents (SPAD)
Growing site Kal Froc C
(relative light intensity) a.opanax raxinus ornus
pictum rhynchophylla controversa
Nursery in the forest(100%) 21.77 35.79 33.09
Thinned L. kaemfert
42.05 42.01 4.95
forest(20-40%) 3
Total Mean 34.91 38.90 34.02
F-values 71.47" 11.90™ 1.88"

** and * indidcate significances at 1% and 5% significant, respectively
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Table 3. Mean values of photosynthetic rates of three species Broad-leaved

Seedlings by the growing sites.

) ) Photosynthetic rate (mol COz m “sec )
Growing site .
(relative light intensity) |gaiopanax pictum Fraxinus Cornus
rhynchophylia controversa
Nursery in the forest(100%%) 11.14 12.46 12.34
Thinned L. kaemferi
9.29 9.41 752
forest(20-409)
Total Mean 10.21 10.93 9.93
F-values 291" 659" 24077

*x and * indidcate significances at 1% and 5% significant, respectively
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