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50 7 . .
ha Larix Kaempferi Carr
36 8 ha o . . —
L. gmelinii var. japonica ex kurile Pilger
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1m 5cm
2 3
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Tab e 1 The outline of sample trees
HHRAES T M KA e REE B
4 Sample Species combination
tree B X s (28 F5) D.B.H. Height
number Female Male (Seed tree number) (cm) (m)
1 13.5 13.3
2 (738 X 74 16.3 14.6
3 9.8 12.0
L X L
5 6 10 13.0 14.5
11 (74 X 13 16.0 15.3
12 9.7 14.2
4 1.9 | 13.9
5 (78 X 92) 14.5 14.6
6 8.7 12.1
= L X GX et
7 12,8 12.8
8 (73 X 93) 16.6 14.4
9 8.4 11.6
13 10.8 12.0
14 (92 X 173) 15.4 13.7
15 7.0 8.8
—— GK X L —
19 13.1 12.3
20 (93 X 73 15.6 18.7
31 21 8.2 10.4
16 5.4 6.9
56 4 17 GK X GK (92 X 93 6.8 7.9
18 5.1 6.2
L Larix kaempferi Carr.
GK L. gmelinii var. japonica ex kurile Pilger.
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