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Study on the SpeciesD iver sity atM oo Bamboo Stands of D ifferent Type
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Abstract: The eciesdiversity of differentmo banboo standswere researched at Yongan, Fujian Province, which
wasmain distribution region of mos banboa The resultswere shaved asfollovs (1) The peceis inmoo banboo
standswas abandant but lots of pecieswere endangered (2) The gecies diversity of tree layer correlated signifi-
cantly with gecies diversity of shrub layer, but poorly with ecies diversity of herbage layer The gecies diversity
index of tree layerwas lowver than those of shrub and herbage layer (3) The numerical relationship of pecies diver-
sity index at mo bamboo stands of different type were bamboo mixed stand with hardvood > bamboo mixed stand
with conifer > pure banboo stand, and extensive managament bamboo stand >mid-intensive management banhboo
stand > intensive management bamboo stand at the tree and shrub layer (4) The numerical relationship of ecies
diversity at herbage layer were banboo mixed stand with conifer > pure bamboo stand > bamboo mixed stand with
hardvood and mid-intensive mangament bamboo stand > extensive managanent bamboo stand > intensive manage-
ment bamboo stand (5) W hen banboo mixed standswith hardvood were tumed into pure banboo stands, lots of
tree pecies under canopy would be lost easily, but the anount of herbage gecies under canopy might be inceased
or decreased toa
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