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Study on Understory Economic Model of Interplanting Ficus hirta in
Carbon Sink Forest —Taking Ficus hirta Characteristic Economic Forest in

Jilianshan Forest Farm of Guangdong Province as an Example
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Abstract In this paper, Ficus hirta was studied as an understory economic model, which was in Jiulianshan
forest farm of Guangdong Province. By using the two-way analysis of variance, through the three effects of slope
position, density and the interaction of slope position and density to study its effects on ground diameter, seedling
height, crown width, root length and root weight. The results showed that different slope positions had significant
effects on ground diameter, crown width, root length and root weight of F. hirta. Different densities had significant
effect on the ground diameter, crown width, root length and root weight of F. Airta. The interaction of different
slope positions and density had a very significant effect on the ground diameter, seedling height, crown width,

root length and root weight of F. hirta. The best ground diameter and seedling height of F. hirta were located on
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the middle slope with density of 6 255 plants / hm® and 3 120 plants / hm®. The best crown width of F. hirta were
located on the upper and middle slopes with density of 3 120 plants / hm’. The best underground growth of F. hirta

were located on the upper slope with density of 2 760 plants / hm’.
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Fig. 1 Effect of slope position and density on ground diameter and seedling height of Ficus hirta
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Fig. 3 Effect of slope position and density on root length and weight of Ficus hirta
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