Frche ko ¥4 R € iharkh L3287 137 % 4 71 98-00-5-06

¥ril e o7 g0 T B5 B2 g 7R
Evaluating Thinning Effects on Thinning
Demonstration Zone of Japanese cedar

(Cryptomeria japonica D. Don) Plantation
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[ Abstract] This study aimed to evaluate thinning effects on Japanese cedar
(Cryptomeria japonica D. Don) plantation 5 years after thinned. The study area
was located in central Taiwan, at compartment no.74, Luan-Da working circle.
In 2003, for the purpose of implementing thinning operation by Taiwan
Forestry Bureau, ‘Thinning Demonstration Zone’ was built in this area, and
four treatments, i.e., 35% and 45% thinning from below, 35% thinning from
above and no thinning, were used to operate simultaneous. Our study was
investigated and analyzed the stand 5 years after thinned. The results showed
that thinning will promote growth rate (%) and crown development. It also
found that the growth rate of the lower DBH trees were promoted in the stand
with 35% of above thinning treatment, and the larger DBH trees were promoted
in the stand with 45% of below thinning treatment. Furthermore, the results can
provide foundational thinning information for Japanese cedar plantation
management.
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