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| nvestigation on Cinnamon Resource, Growth
and Yield of Oil in Guangxi and Yunnan

XU Yong!, CHENG Bi-giang?, DING Jing-kai,?, YU Zhen?, CHEN Zhu-hong?, ZENG Ji-ning*
(1.Xishaungbanna Tropical Arboretum, CAS, Mengla 666303, China; 2.Kunming Botanic Research Institute,
CAS, Kunming 650204, China; 3.Forestry and Chemistry Industry Research Institute, Guangxi Forestry Science
Academe, Nanning 530001, China; 4.Fangcheng Port Forestry Office, Fangcheng Port 538021, China)
Abstract: Theinvestigation of cinnamon resourece, producing area,varieties,age,growth and yield of oil in Guangxi
and Yunnan show that the wet-hot area of 100~500m altitude isfit to devel op planting cinnamon because the growth is
the best, the yield of oil and the content of cinnamaldehyde are stable . The yield and content of trees from 4 year to 10
year increase year by yearThe oil yield of trees from 11 year to 19 year reduces year after year, the content ishigher. The
trees are scattered felling after 4 or 5 years. The cassia bark are harvested after 8~10 years.The trees from 10 to 15 year
are ideal to harvest the cassia bark.
Key words: cinnamon; variety; yield of ail; Guangxi; Yunnan



