FREE T3 17(2):249-262(1998) FF42E6 3 249

=R B XY M & ) B A TR

FNE BB * RAEHF

(=]

Prvt £ 82 B EEHTRE ~ BRAERT B X By B AR MR AT A ok - HARSI B 20 AR
BB~ LEE s MERRITRNERBES » DGR BT HEERE - £FBRE
B Bambusa brandisii ~ Dendrocalamus strictus & Schizostachyum humilis =
BT ETHE » U TR RS E R E R - ABRERET - 1
Mt BiEEE (o c ) BEBHEMR{EHEZ ( FP ) RIEE (SG ) [H» RBIEM
B o HEEF 5 B8 0 c=-131.48+16.85 FP K O c= 29.54+965.61 SG o M=/
th s Schizostachyum humilis RRREEEFNZHRER S _/TERKE/IN » FEHAMME
B HtE - HAREURBHEESELH » RIFHBEZRR -

PRABER @ 7 ~ MEER - EEIEE - BAMHE - ERA

Anatomical and Mechanical Properties of
Three Bamboo Species Grown in Thailand

Schuen Chao Wu* Jyh Horng Wu*

[ Abstract ]

Bamboo is mainly composed of parenchyma, fiber cell and conducting
tissue. All of its anatomical properties, such as constituent percentage of cell,
specific gravity, vascular bundle size, have influence on the mechanical prop-
erty of bamboo. This study is a test for three species of bamboo grown in Thai-
land: Bambusa brandisii ~ Dendrocalamus strictus and Schizostachyum humilis
, and for the purpose to find out the relationship between anatomical and
mechanical properties. The results reveal that, bamboo’s compressive strength
parallel to grain ( O ¢ ) is proportional to fiber cell percentage ( FP ) and
specific gravity ( SG ) . The related regression equations are O c=-131.48+
16.85FP and O c= 29.54+965.61SG respectively. Among the three bamboo
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species, Schizostachyum humilis has thinner stem wall and shorter height than
the other two species, but its SG, internal node length and mechanical strength

properties are excellent.

Keywords: bamboo, vascular bundle, anatomical properties, mechanical prop-

erty, regression equation
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Table 1. The fundamental data of bamboo sample.

s g R o @& (cm) sy
(%4) (m) 1/3H 2/3H 33 H (cm)

Bambusa fiEE  21.8 24.3 33.1 26.1

; brandisii Munro 11.0 E& 5.3 4.7 2.5 4.2

( Pai Bory Yai )

BEEE 14 0.4 0.3 0.7

Dendrocalamus

fifd&® 223 405 29.7  30.8

2 strictus Nees 10.3 HE& 5.3 55 3.5 4.8
( Pai Saang ) FEE 14 0.5 0.3 0.7
Schizostachyum HifdR 45.0 745 71.0 63.5
3 humilis 7.8 B 3.9 34 3.4 3.4

( Pai Griab )

fREEE 0.5 0.4 0.3 0.4

260 + 2°CHEFERZMEE » B KAY]
Fro(EEWUEE, 1987 484, 1992 ) o
EREERARZHE RN MIEKPREEAR
R4 CNS 453 K#f BEfE B8 1% & CNS
54 KRB RBEMEEZR T K
N BRERFRRZ BETREAM » AR
HEFEREEKEFHS 14 % o
(=) E2HEHUSCBE
Trifbe T @B ~ MM iR
4 » B A ( conducting tissue )
PR B RNEHEE ( metaxylem
vessels ) ~ B B K HE % B &
( protoxylem vessels ) LA K &) 5z &5
( phloem ) Z&F%E ( sieve tube )
RERAD o LR & HARAE Bz LBl ~ #E
ERRIREERGEZAEZELA »
R2EENEE ~ BRE (1990 ) RE
Fi (1992 ) FIALBEHBERER
BE ¥ 3 #ff % # ( image processing
system ) ZREREIPT M RESI 1 E R AE
Hem R o Hoh» ERBEMNZR

MURBEERAZ 1/3H B¥ % » g7
BEMERAS 1 ms— 8 E8 67
Mem B EA L 1/3H ~ 2/3H K 3/3H
EEEEETHE -
(=) lHE
A EABR R Smith £ K & KEE¥ >
YIBGEE KRNI ERAS » DUR
ZHEMRLEX > TUNEBHKRF (B
B 0.001g ) FRENBEKE (Wg ) ' H
BEAIB L2 CHETEREER
%o MEIEBLZE ( Wo ) » HKTY
AAFHELE
SGm =1/ ( (Wg-Wo)/Wo + 1/Gso )
AP SGm : B RKEKEHE Gso | K
#EKE (1.5 )
(PO ) 0 a2 i ol P
MRMEREGEEE AR
( Shimadzu, Model UH-10A ) o i
TERE THEEREE S 100
Kgf/cm? » ilfi BT 51 45 2K Y BE E 58
B (0c) SHBEEREY ( Ec)
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o c= P/A (Kgf/cm?) a HEE(@m) » AP I fHEEAL
Ec=( AP/A)/(AL/L (Kgf/cm?) ZHEE ( Kgf )

# P EAWE ( Kgf/cm® )
A:REEEME (cm? ) » L I &R

AL : HFIRREARIZAERE ( cm )

£EE (cm) e
AP @ HEBEBALEHEZRE M . #AF LGS
( Kgf )

AL : HBFRERATREAERE (cm )
(fL) /18 E
BREBREEEAERRE T
(ZHEEMEE) » ABREEZE
85 (span ) (MTREZI4E) » &K
AR REhiFERE TR EETH
& 4> 58 150 Kgf/em? » K THI& A

— BEEE
(— ) #H M E AR LE Bl

VA B R e WA AR AE ~ A A
i~ DRSHESS 2 ERAELE
&~ B A EENEE DAL
FrARL Ak o It » AT 43 B SR & fE AR BX
MR M R R ERAL Z A R LA R K

R E D EHEEEE (o b ) MHiE ok B (TR o

M{R%E ( Eb ) 1. fEAER

ob=@3xPXxL/2XDbXa) SEM A WA R E TR

(Kgf/cm?) NEZ&E HE 1 TUERENE

Eb = ( APX L%/(4 X ALX b X a% Y s Bambusa brandisii 81 78 £
(Kgf/cm?) PR BT A7 1 mmAY 25.87 % SRIE ENT

b P:EAME(Kgf) »L:
BEIE (cm ) *b i HAFE (cm)

B 7 I & 68.5 % » B ;< Bambusa
brandisii 1 » WEME S EREEN

Parenchyma percentage (% )

—o— Bambusa brandisii

20 ¥ —8— Dendrocalamus strictus

—a— Schizostachyum humilis
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: 7 8
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1. EiEERRLEEE S ERER
Fig. 1. The variation of parenchyma percentage from epidermal layer to inner
part of culm wall of 3 bamboo species.
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BEANAFREEARK - ARl » %
Dendrocalamus strictus F1 » JEEEH i
B F G Bambusa brandisii BH N »
HEMEGEESEETRESESR
DIE37.2 % | FAER » RELTER
Bl IG LB R K » (& EEBETT K7 10 mm
FFr HEBR S » (SMRMEKZ 65.3
% o MEE L —ERERE » R LA
N F R W o B Schizostachyum
humilis 2 % B 15, » B 8 Bambusa
brandisii KREHE » EEEMH A A
BB RN 18.5 % » BB ENEER
Y 62.0 % o

TEREHENTAR 5 TH » Bambusa bran -
disii #AEMR S BB EWE 2 A1
w0 HEFEHBERRPERL
mEZ & 8'E 71.50 % » ETEERAE
RIERS 24.17 % » HFEFEMT A IERE
BINEEBRZEXRER » FHBHKS
BERB5T %XBEZEFTEERIE -
M Dendrocalamus strictus & » # #t
MR Z 1 B BB RG] o 4T R B AT EE

Nl i S 'S5 6063 % &
2842 % > MBEMEAAEEER
Ao {BE FEBEER 10 mmbF > AR
SEA MBS 91529 % (It
TR R B R EFAER » B
FE BE 7T B2 10 nmBE * Dendrocalamus
strictus SAEMIN S B &2 » HEEHG
&% BRBMME AR R
SHEEMNE AMEE) » FHUBKS
BERE=FZH» B 452 % o R
Schizostachyum  humilis R} Bd
Bambusa brandisii B {C#BFEE > #
HERRAE LB R PT B2 2 80.25 % »
2 G P BE S R 30425 % 0 FE
PSS ER 5144 % » HERF B
SREFYBHESRYR=-2TEE
R%% o

TS EEB ERER 5 -
mMBHEBR - REE ERAEETE
E-BARRETEE UREGE =K
BeoE3SHNE=RTrANEZGY
AR RER 0 HE P TLIRE B
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Fig. 2. The variation of fiber cell percentage from epidermal layer to inner

part of culm wall of 3 bamboo species.
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HEEESERK-BEZ » UMK
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AEIBEE R K o that » £ B & AR
MRz B RERF RN §EES
EEE R g = H A HERE
FEZ BB » INE REE » BIHES
BB - HER SRR
FEERNEEFREY » REMTE
RIS RS FFFE R o
2. fermsE R '

I [E) & FE & & HE B AR B EL Al an 3R
2 B & » &R P AT F H K
Schizostachyum humilis % #i ffd %8 5%
# BN A 4L o Bambusa brandisii R
Dendrocalamus strictus TF B HIIE 5
EE BT TER1E L8R 0 7E 1/3H BE
R B EER % (555 52.8
% B 56.1 % ) » 12 3/3H pE iR HEEHE
MIEEERY (5515 42.9 % K 35.8
% ) —EEMMEERILL >

Dendrocalamus ~ strictus B X 7
Bambusa brandisii > E1EEEMIE S &
LB BB o MAEBMEMIE S »
EREFER MM BHESEUTER
B £ ERIZERE D » BBREEEE
LA Dendrocalamus strictus 8 K o &
RERXAETREE - R AREHEE
FOERE » SEBHEMRER - MRGS
eI T 1FE L8 o
FELAER  HE=-"FEEz
wEEEA R ~ REMES AR DA R B AR AR (S
EEHHZE  XE 4 +#IF > Bambusa
brandisii . Dendrocalamus strictus
EAMBRAE B L B G SRERRE R 0 £
I EEMRESE T (HEESHE
48.2 % B2 46.6 % ) > HK R BB AHE
M ( 43.6 % ~ 44.5% ) K i 4E &
( 82 % ~ 89 % ) e M
Schizostachyum humilis 2 #H B #8 5
ORI RER £ > HAR BT LA
MIEF (5144 % ) » BEEHIMEE
K(41.93 % ) » BEMAESERSH
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Fig. 3. The variation of conducting tissue percentage from epidermal layer to
inner part of culm wall of 3 bamboo species.
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Table 2. The variation of parenchyma

~ fiber cell and conducting tissue

percentage at different heights of 3 bamboo species.

Bkt (%) —
TriE HE B AR AR 30 2/30 330 F3(E
Parenchyma 52.8 49.0 42.9 48.2
Fiber cell 41.8 43.0 46.0 43.6
ey Metaxylem vessel 3.6 5.2 7.2 5.4
Protoxylem vessel 0.2 0.7 0.9 0.6
Phloem 16 21 3.0 2.2
" Parenchyma 56.1  48.0 35.8 . 46.6
Fiber cell 38.9 43.0 51.7 44.5
f_f ;’:J:“’“m“’ Metaxylem vessel 3.3 5.9 7.4 5.5
Protoxylem vessel 0.2 0.5 0.6 0.5
) ___Phloem 1.5 27 45 2.9
''''''''''' Parenchyma 4.8 415 42.5  41.9
) Fiber cell 53.4 51.0 50.0 51.4
ﬁ;’;ﬁfg‘““‘y “M Metaxylem vessel 3.1 4.7 4.7 4.2
Protoxylem vessel 0.6 1.0 0.9 0.9
Phloem 1.1 1.8 1.9 1.6
60
50
S 4
§ 30,
g 2
[~
10

sirictus

Bamboo species

Dendcamu.r

Sch izach Iyum
humilis

[ OParenchyma  gFiber cell g Conducting tissuf

4 ZPTREEHEHNE - MR - UERIEE TS ESRR
Fig. 4. The variation of parenchyma ~ fiber cell and conducting tissue percent-
age of 3 bamboo species.
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#PHEER o MMM RIS E LA
FEtRESEEEE (RIEE ~ B
4, 1990) » AT M ERERE RS
8 m E » 8 Ll Schizostachyum
humilis B £ o
(Z) ERZRA
HMERZRT—RUBARE
( radial length ) R & M@ £ E
. ( tangemtial length ) K& xR » Hh
AR mRE EREE BT K
F A SHRERHE > ERERAE
HWENBTERNALTAZBERRR
ik > B3 T R bR B R — B 3L R
R (FREERE ~ 5K E 388
#) o BILVEREGRE - RRAEEE

ERNEUBHESERER 1B
VBIERBEIHR - ERPEAER
BE > Bl 43 Bl DATR B B K8 558 S E
BB KRE  UFTRBEAE
HEECRRIEHMEREARE -
1. tEA R
ZEMMHERRN T K/AZER
BENR 3R fRFPKRBAILUE
HIMEEMTE 1 mm G > BRAE
BE(R) & EETEK2 mm » &
ARERK > BWEBEXZEREEEEE
@ o makmRE (T ) RIATEE
PrEEEIEE » R/T LLERIG AFERY
B2 mmBESEA e R/THLATARER
HERZIRE » BIHEKRPE 1 KRS

# 3. ZEERR TR EENEAR R

Table 3. Variation of vascular bundle size from epidermal layer to the inner

part of culm wall of 3 bamboo species.

BEAT B Bambusa
fiisg:3 brandisii

Dendrocalamus
strictus

Schizostachyum
humilis

(mm) R T R/T R

T R/T R T R/T

1 0.28 0.21 1.33  0.35
2 0.73 0.39 1.87 0.6l
3 0.63 0.41 154 0.47
4 045 047 096  0.41
5 036 049 073 0.40
6  0.34 054 0.63 0.8
7 0.40 050 0.80  0.44
8  0.39 056 070 0.39
9 042 057 074 0.3
10 0.42 0.65 0.65 0.43
11 0.42 0.69 0.61  0.38
12 0.40 0.70 057  0.41
13 0.45 0.66 0.68  0.38

14 0.47 070 0.67 0.35

026 1.35 036 0.35 1.03
0.33 1.85 0.70 0,53  0.32
0.39 1.21 0.63 0.60 1.0
043 0.9 056 0.79 0.71
0.49 0.82 0.46 0.87 0.53

0.52  0.73
0.54  0.81
0.48  0.81
0.59 0.73
0.55  0.78
0,51 0.75
0.51  0.80
0.43  0.88
0.42  0.83

R . @K E (Radial length) (mm)

T : ZAEKEE (Tangential length) (mm)

REE T % Vol.17,No.2
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RARERPZARE  —BRBLEE
FEPT R 1~3 mm BE * ;ERABE R
SEEBENBHEER BB IBHERD
o EHEN 1 BURTEARE
APRRARE  —RBEEFEEMTE3
mm ETERNME » WIYEMERTZ
¥ K b0 L T8 37 4 HE TR Z 7 H 3R A 5
i#d o

HR=EE— g BRP
MERRST (R/T ) BREPTGUE
H » Bambusa brandisii & Dendro -
calamus strictus ZZRET K 1M
Schizostachyum humilis B B #b L&
Bambusa brandisii ¥ Dendrocalamus
strictus KA/ o HFERFZ=ATEER
ARELEE BEEZAEESLFH »
Schizostachyum humilis §I) BH B 0 8
ERER  BMR/ITEB=EFZRK {8
WMLAF G ET EAIEF AL » B
Schizostachyum humilis £ 8 B 5 &
WAIBZTFERRSMESR °
2. MR

MR rEREEZHERR T

£ 4 HEREEGEZRT KRN

ISR 4 P » RP AT BHRMEERZ
B R E K% AR E T E R
MARMERE - RER/TELHHE *» &1
ML (3/3H) ~d (2/3H ) =&
=R K s Bambusa brandisii 5 0.78
~ 0.79 » Dendrocalamus strictus 5
072 ~ 0.73 » Schizostachyum
humilis B £ 0.81 ~ 0.85 o ] F &

1730 RImEMmEER K (#E
1) » BRHHEERZHEES M

THEREE » EffMG ~ EERIBEE

& °
(=) EEREE
HEREEMERFAREZHE

TR M AEREE » H—
B EFRARBEHEERR T RKNU
REERIBERE -HS B=1E
HEERBEZEAEBE - E AU
B RELMEAMEEREER
s HEENT R 1~2 mm B bS5
K HEERBEHEFHEX8ET
5 2~4 8 » EEERENT X 4 mm MU
" HEBRAIEHREZR (5 1-~3

Table 4. The vascular bundle size at different heights.

H#ERR T (mm) FH{E(m

1/3H 2/3H 3/3H m)

P& HE
Bambusa RERE
brandisii AR E
_ e JRTH
‘Dendrocalamus REEE
strictus ZERE

L RTE
Schizostachyum RERE

humilis

0.44 0.32 0.30 0.35
0.54 0.47 0.44 0.48
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REB

@) - HermBRELHE » HRSAIEH
WERTHEE DT LB R
HERS > HRXBHME D - MUy
MTEHEY « ER=ZEIME » #E
H P8 H LA Bambusa brandisii 5.5
(@ % » KRB Dendrocalamus stric -
tus B9 4.8 {E K Schizostachyum

humilis 77 3.5 f@& o

B4k o R B AR B EE B S R 1S
B REGOVTMRESERRERS -

MBS > EUREBAEEN K
1 mm BERF > HEEREE RS HE
Hz—» MEMKE 2 mm LAk » HR
AR R T BY38 K R HEE R 0 BUE Y38
> BMEHE LEPPIEYE 1 mm
o
(M) k&

AL EEBMEMREE TS
E—%H > R 6 A IR » =&
& L Schizostachyum humilis 2 tb &

HbEETRPRTENEFRESEHE & KB 0.703 » H KRB Dendrocala
20
16 () Bambusa brandisii
NE 1 I m Dendrocalamus strictus
E | W Schizostachyum humilis
z
4 I |
oul

2 3 3 &

7 8 9 10111213 14

Distance from epidermis layer (mm)

B 5. =P E RBE BT REMERMAZ

R

Fig. 5. The variation of vascular bundle number from epidermal layer to the

inner part of culm wall of 3 bamboo species.

£5 ZNEETEEEZMEEREHE

Table 5. The number of vascular bundle at different heights of 3 bamboo

species.
HEEREE
R[]
Lhe 1/3H 2/3H 3/3H TiE
Bambusa brandisii 2.8 6.1 Tl b
Dendrocalamus strictus 2.9 5.5 6.1 4.8
Schizostachyum humilis 3l 3.3 3.9 3.5

MREE T2 Vol.17,No.2
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Table 6. The specific gravity and fiber cell percentage of 3 bamboo species.

Trig LbE BAEGEE (%)
Bambusa brandisii 0.590 43.6
Dendrocalamus strictus 0.593 44.5
Schizostachyum humilis 0.703 51.4

mus strictus FY 0.593 i L
Bambusa brandisii £/\& 0.590 » H
FEEEAR/N ( SG ) FEMMHEM(EE %
(FP) ZIBMTEA » EE— 518
“EHETEBRS o BTEETH R
17_
SG = -0.066 + 0.015 FP

Heohr? £0.992 > F {5 130.224* »
RERHEHRBESERTEERNR -

— Bt
(=) HE 17 JB8 g o P

ARBEVEETA&SEMRSEZ
e BHEEE (oc) Rt mmBiEE
R ( Ec ) » #FIRK 7T o R
flie 1] B2 #fg 5% B » LA Schizostachyum
humilis 2 766.15 Kgf/cm? £ A » &
R F Dendrocalamus strictus =
637.67 Kgf/cm? LA fz Bambusa bran -
disii 2 552.48 Kgf/cm? o ffj 38 it (A&
( Ec ) » 8143 LA Schizostachyum
humilis §A ( 45479.65 Kgf/cm? ) »
{8 Bambusa brandisii 2 58 (85|85
K Dendrocalamus strictus » 43 5|
£% 40878.39 Kgf/cm? K 39564.82 Kgf/
cm? o

Bboh o BB ET S > ks
ATEEEE 0 HE 5 B KB 98 FE Bambusa

brandisii 81 Schizostachyum humilis
B 3/SH EERA » HRE 2/3H »
im LA 1/3H 58 555 » {85k Dendro -
calamus strictus T 5 » 5L 1/3H Z
MEm B RESHE B 55 » T840 2/3H
ZEERK /BHER - T HEME
(R EIER > RIKBIEREL
Bambusa brandisii 75 [E LA 2/3H #E
RBURK » KRE 1/3H ~ 3/3H ; i
Dendrocalamus  strictus B H
Bambusa brandisii ¥ & » T4 3/3H £
K HRE 1/3H » ML 2/3H &/ ;
E 2 Schizostachyum humilis » H it
(] BR A S M (R B /MK RS 2/3H ~ 3
/3H & 1/3H o
(=) BhEdhimE
=ESR I EthEE (ob ) X
MNEBEmBEREAER » U
Schizostachyum humilis % ¥ 5 28
o B 78 38 S 2373.83 Kgf/cm?
» HR B Dendrocalamus strictus f]
1915.13 Kgf/cm? » [fif Bambusa bran -
disii J&RF% 1421.89 Kgf/cm? (403 8
Fimm) o 8783 E (%% ( Eb )
73 E » B LA Dendrocalamus strictus
Z 439332.74 Kgf/cm? Z{EHR K » B
% B Schizostachyum humilis Z
182507.06 Kgf/cm?® » {5 L1 Bambusa
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Table 7. The compressive strength parallel to grain and compressive modulus
of elasticity at different heights of 3 bamboo species.

EE(E (Kgf/cm?) FH{E
f1iE RE 1/3H 2/3H 3/3H  (Kgf/em?)
Bambusa oc 467.41 56276  627.28 552.48
brandisii____ Ec 4058451 45521.42 36529.25 _ 40878.39
Dendrocalamus oc 53762 699.17  676.21  637.67
strictus  Be  31547.16  21437.04 65710.26 __ 39564.82
Schizostachyum oc 71713 77415 807.18  766.5
humilis Ec  36738.04 53206.90 46494.00  45479.65

% 8. SMEETFEGEE Z 8 /78 dh s B B 1 (R B
Table 8. The static bending strength and bending modulus of elasticity at differ-

ent heights of 3 bamboo species.

EEE (Kgf/cm?) 5 {E

fri RE 1/3H 2/3H 3/3H  (Kgf/cm?)
Bambusa ob 093.80  1449.23  1822.63  1421.89
brandisii Eb _ 120606.95 19283138 123754.77 _ 145731.03
Dendrocalamus ob 401,54  2144.75  2199.10  1915.13
Strictus Eb _ 423981.82 386123.42 507892.98 _439332.74
Schizostachyum  Ob  1686.74  1950.84  3483.90  2373.83
humilis Eb  201034.11 163022.41 184664.67 182907.06

brandisii [EFR » 8 /7B dhoEE RE(E mus strictus 8] L 3/3H B K
145731.03 Kgf/cm? o (507892.98 Kgf/cm?) » HERE 1/3H

EREBRE —EEZEN
A g B8 A R (R 7 B 2 R AR
HLL3/3H HEFKK 2/SHER @
LA 1/3H 8/ o REIEF 12k 58 £ R
EotmBE » B EcHlc EFRK
Z @ B . 7t Bambusa brandisii il
= LL2/3H 2@ S8 E I RBE A
(192831.38 Kgf/cm?) » & R 5 3/3H
(123754.77  Kgf/em® ~ 1/3H
(120606.95 Kgf/cm?®) » Dendrocala

( 423981.82 Kgf/cm? ) » 2/3H /I
( 386123.42 Kgf/cm® ) » T
Schizostachyum  humilis 8l B
Bambusa brandisii tH % » &8 /78 il 58

MR B A /N RE 1/3H ( 201034.11
Kgf/cm? ) ~ 3/3H ( 184664.67 Kgf/

cm? ) K 2/3H(163022.41 Kgf/cm?) o

= BRYMEREHBEEZRAR
— TS REIEEEAREE
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HEHEBURGR - LR =1 ESHEH
fEEEESZE ~ bEEL m B S
-~ B EHEEETERS T BT
FHERUMFXIFIT o

HRPATEEEES » LbEHEMA
BiEEEHREEZ (FES
11.882 ) » M#HEME(E A TS &
MrBFEEERAIBEE (FER
10.052 ) « EREF BB EEHRILE
RiBiEMRIEE e 0B HE EEE
ZER -

V. &

Tivt T E R @M ~ A
B B o AR A PR AR B > b R
SEEHBC EBEUTREREY
REEENT R B FF IS LE B R A o A
A R B AE o A B 15 S 25 BE EE A R7 BB
HERINTEY o =i » BEiEME
T & & ( FP ) LA Schizostachyum
humilis 5 % ( 51.4 %) » kKRB
Dendrocalamus strictus ( 44.5 %)
K Bambusa brandisii ( 43.6 % )
HEEE (SG ) 2HEHBREHXE SG =
-0.066 + 0.015 FP(F fE£5 130.224*) »
—ERREEE -

MEMEEREERTEESE » =

TR E R H E 7 B BE A Bambusa
brandisii f % 5 16 ~ 18 » H Kk &
Dendrocalamus strictus 12 ~ 14 s i
LA Schizostachyum humilis /5 (& 7~
9 & » (EEFEE K 4dmm LI » #EE R
HERIEBEEEZRE =198 1~3
8 - EHHY » BRI REEN BT
ERNRDEEEZR  R/IT ERY
RBERERFS 1 » EFEAT B2 3mm L%
R/T {BEI/NA1 » ZHER/T {2k
INK R B Dendrocalamus strictus
Bambusa brandisii } Schizostachyum
humilis ©

CEPBREE AT o M EEE
B (oc) BEHEE (ob) » L
Schizostachyum humilis 5 K > k&
5 Dendrocalamus strictus L. &
Bambusa brandisii o T ) BE #5584
"8 ( Ec ) » {lhLL Schizostachyum
humilis & X » {E Bambusa brandisii
Z R AI B K2 Dendrocalamus
strictus o TEF I B (RS ( Eb )
H LI Dendrocalamus strictus 5 & »
H X £ Schizostachyum humilis » {3
LA Bambusa brandisii fE5K o 44 » =
TrrEht B g R R e
KRECER - EFEMRN » HEFXS
Bl o c =-131.48 + 16.85 FP ( F

9. SPRERIE B SR MME (575 2 RS B B B R 2 E R A A

Table 9. The results of regression analysis of the mechanical properties versus
fiber cell percentage and specific gravity for 3 bamboo species.

G ER 5 FlE
oc vs. FP Oc = -131.48 + 16.85 FP 0.590 10.052"
Oc vs. SG oc = -29.54 + 965.61 SG 0.426 11.882""
Ob vs. FP Ob = -1326.74 + 69.46 FP 0.256 2.407
Ob vs. SG Ob = -292.45 + 3337.65 SG 0.197 3.931
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B /& 10.052* ) RO ¢ = 29.54 +
965.61 SG ( F{EF 11.882*%* ) o
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