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Abstract

Through the small and middle test of Dictyophora rubrovolvata, the variance analysis of the unit
yield of 11 strains and 1 control was carried out, and the high yield and stability of the unit yield
were analyzed, the strain of Dictyophora rubrovolvata, which is suitable for imitating wild culture
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under forest, was selected for cultivation and popularization.
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Table 2. Analysis of variance of yield per unit area of Dictyophora rubrovolvata
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Figure 1. Yield chart of Dictyophora rubrovolvata small test
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Table 3. Analysis of the variance of unit yield in the pilot-scale test of Dictyophora rubrovolvata
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Figure 2. Yield chart of Dictyophora rubrovolvata pilot test
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