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CORRELATION BETWEEN GIRTH GROWTH BEFORE TAPPING AND RUBBER YIELD
DERIVED FROM DIFFERENT TAPPING METHODS IN “JVP” RUBBER TREES
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Abstract

Raw data of traits such as girth erowth before tapping, after tapping and rubber yields
from 134 “JVP80” rubber trees after 6 treatments of tapping and puncturing according to the
Completely Randomized Design were analyzed. It was found that the treatment of tapping or
puncturing with every other day with Ethephon application gave the highest latex yield. The average
gain of girth growth before and after tapping in each treatment showed statistically significant
difference with range 5.7-7.95. The correlation between girth growth before tapping and after
tapping were 0.92-0.97. Accordingly, the correlation between girth growth before tapping and
latex yields were 0.07-0.61.
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