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Abstract ; Dendrocalamus farinosus is one of the native bamboos in Sichuan. In this study, the influence
of bamboo age, even degree, uniform degree and density on bamboo yield were estimated by setting 125
sample plots which were managed in similar measures. The result showed that there were significant influ-
ence of age, uniform degree and density on bamboo yield, but the influence of the even degree was insig-
nificant on the yield. As a consequence, it was found that the age structure(1 a ~2 a prevailed) , 10 val-
ues uniform degree and 10000 plants per hectare were most optimized forest structure ,able to obtain the
highest yield.
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Fig. 1 Fitting curve of D-weight
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Tab. 1 Fitting result of D-weight
Mottt - EAFERA Mgiz - S A
S8 a 0.042 0.098
28 b 2.670 2.438
RMSE 9.161 12.903
R’ 0.693 0.629
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Tab. 2 Analysis of bamboo yield in different age struc-

tures

it gt B 2+ ¥IfE (kg) e
HRRTE I 62 10. 89 a
I 21 9.12 b
1 42 8.38 b
AT bk I 62 11.30 a
il 21 9.14 b
1 42 8.60 b
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Tab. 3 Analysis of bamboo yield in different even degrees

Y5 (E) B Hffi(kg)  WEM
HRRTE 3 39 9.90 a
4 41 9.59 a
2 45 8.92 a
HTHR T 3 39 10. 68 a
4 41 9.35 a
2 45 9.00 a
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Tab. 4  Analysis of bamboo yield in different uniform de-

grees
BFFE(U) e Mfti(kg)  mEE

HRRTE 10 26 12. 12 a

8 25 10.53 a

6 33 9.07 b

4 41 8.01 b

BT R E 10 26 11.97 a

8 25 10.49 a

6 33 9.79 b

4 41 8.16 b
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Tab. 5 Analysis of bamboo yield in different density

LAY

o ¥IfE )
(b -hm-2)  THUHC (ke) M
AR 10 000 13 11.71 a
12 000 15 9.25 b
18 000 22 9.03 b
14 000 23 8.66 b
16 000 29 8.53 b
8 000 13 8.42 b
AT AR 10 000 13 11.87 a
12 000 15 9.15 b
14 000 23 9.06 b
18 000 22 8.77 b
8 000 13 8.63 b
16 000 29 8.38 b
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