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Table 1 Statistics analysis of nutrition of bamboo under intensive management
/ (gkg™ D / (gkg ™D / (goke™D) / (mgekg )/ (mgke™) /7 (mgekg™)  / (mgkg D
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Table 2 Comelation coefficients between banhoo nutritions under intensive management
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3 , Table 3 Canparison of shoot nutrition between non-mulaching
sands and mul dhing stands
12 / (gkg D) / (g kg™ D) / (g kg™ D
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’ 2 Tabl 4 Comparison of soil nutrients under
° sands with different management
23 / / / /
(mgkg™H  (mgkg ) (mgokg™ D (gokg D)
5 ’ 219 52A 436 67A 426. 14A 23 2
. , 125.67B 101 70B 288. 00B 22 56
(P<<Q 0D
[
o o b
. 5 ,
’ °
5

Table 5 Correltion wfficients between bamboo-shoot nutrition and corresponding soil nutrients under intensive management
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> Table 6 Corrtlation coefficients between bamboo-shoot nutri tion
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Relationship between bamboo-shoot nutrition and soil nutrients
XU Qiu-fang's YIE Zheng-gian’s JIANG Pei-kun', YU Yi-wu'

(1. Institute of Ecology and Environment, Zhejiang Foresty College, Linan 311300 Zhejiang China; 2.
College of Envionment and Resources, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310029 Zhejiang, China)

Abstract: Intensive management of Phyllostadiys praewx siands is very popular parctice in Linan. To check the
effect of this practice on bamboo-shoot mutrition, shoots and soils from both traditional and intensive management,
Phyllostachys praecox stands are collected for analysis shoot nutrition and soil nutrients. It is found that nutrition
content of bamboo-shoot, such as total N, P, K, Ca, Mg, Fe and Mn are respective (4.30=0. 40) ¢ °kg71,
0.70+0.10) g°kg '» (29840.66) g°kg ', (2876 £25.71) mg°kg ', (99. 14+37.79) mg kg
(5.101+2. 80) mg "kgﬂ, (4. 642 11) mg "k,gi1 under intensive management stands. Nutrition amount of total
N, P and K in bamboo shoot under traditional management stands are significantly higher (P<Z0. 05) than those
under intensive management stands, they are respective 1. 32, 1. 77 and 1. 50 times. Nutrition content of Ca and
Mg awre closely related to soil exchangeable Ca and Mg under intensive management stands. Nutrition content of Ca
and Fe are negatively related to soil avaiable P (correlation coefficients are —0. 559 2 “and —0.4853 ). [Ch,
6 tab. 11 ref.]

Key words: Phyllostadiy praecox; bamboo sprout; nutrition constituents; soil corstituents



