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Abstract: [Objective ] Spatial structure characteristics and differences of moso bamboo (Phyllostachys edulis)
forests in different regions of Zhejiang Province were studied. [Method] The close-to-nature moso bamboo
forests in different regions of Zhejiang Province were taken as the research objects, 54 sample plots were set
up, and spatial structure indices (aggregation index, competition index and age mingling) were used to analyze
spatial structure characteristics and differences of moso bamboo forests in different regions of Zhejiang
Province. [Result] The mean competition index of moso bamboo forest in different regions of Zhejiang Province
is 2.88-8.81, among which Yuyao is the largest and Qingyuan is the smallest. The mean age mingling is 0.30-
0.84, the largest in Huangyan and the smallest in Wuyi. The mean aggregation index is 0.73-1.24, the largest
in Ninghai area and the smallest in Yuyao area. There was no significant difference in age mingling and aggre-
gation index among different regions in Zhejiang Province, whereas there was significant difference in competi-
tion index among different regions in Zhejiang Province (P<<0.05). [Conclusion] The spatial distribution pat-
tern of moso bamboo forests in Zhejiang Province was mainly aggregated distribution. The spatial structure in-
dex has a certain regional variation trend, and the competition index decreases gradually from north to south.
[Ch, 7 fig. 2 tab. 16 ref.]
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Table 1 Descriptive statistical characteristics of spatial structure index of moso bamboo forest in Zhejiang Province
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Table 2 Analysis of variance of spatial structure index of moso bamboo forest in different regions
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