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Table 1. Effect of the different planting date on sprouting days of the cat-tail willow. (day)

Jan. 30

Feb. 9

Feb. 19

1993

2la

16ab

17b

1994

2la

15b

12b

1995

22a

17b

15b

average

**21.3a

**16b

**14b

*

60



14:123 129

The way of the calculation used at the rate of total sprouting days of cuttings to the sprouting

plants on the fields.
**Mean in the same column followed by the same letter is not significantly differentat 5  level.

Table 2. Effect of the planting date on sprouting percentage of the cat-tail willow. ()

1993|1994 |1995 average

Jan. 30 |75.7 |83.0 |84.0 | *80.9a
Feb.9 |84.7 |80.0 |85.6 |*83.4a

Feb. 19/86.3 |86.6 |86.0 | *86.3a

*Mean in the same column followed by the same letter is not significantly differentat 5  level.
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Fig. 1., Effect of the different planting date on height of the Cat—tail
willow.
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Fig. 2. Effect of the different planting date on branches of the Cat—tail

willow.
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Table 3. Investigation of horticultural character of cat-tail willow as affected by planting date.

Density of | Weight of ,
. Shedding
Planting date flower buds |hundred buds ()
(buds  m) (9)
Jan. 30 32.5a 26.0a 12.4a
Feb. 9 28.6a 28.4a 8.5a
Feb. 19 32.1a 26.7a 11.1a

*Mean in the same column followed by the same letter is not significantly differentat 5  level.
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Fig. 3. Ratio of branch length after harvesting of cat-tail willow as

affected by planting date.

Table 4. Investigation on yield of the cat-tail willow as effected by planting date. (branches/plant)
Jan. 30 |Feb. 9|Feb. 19
1993 | 9.3a* |10.5a| 10.8a

1994 | 5.2a | 5.1a | 4.7a
1995 | 6.2c | 7.0b | 7.4a

average| 6.9a | 7.5a | 7.6a

*Mean in the same column followed by the same letter is not significantly differentat 5  level.
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