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ABSTRACT

The objectives of the intensive tending techniques for enhancing stand yield and tree wood quality
of teak plantations project were to study the effects of the intensive tending techniques; thinning and
pruning to tree growth, stand yield, stem form and wood quality, as well as to develop the equations of
variable-top merchantable volume which can be used to estimate merchantable both standing and falling

trees.

The thinning and pruning effects were conducted in teak plantation belong to the private company
at Uttaradit Province. The results of the effect of thinning to tree growth, stand yield, stem form and wood
quality in both late thinning and in time thinning showed better than control. The six meter height pruning
showed the more suitable pruning than others. This study also developed the four equations for estimating
the variable-top merchantable volume. However, the longer period of study is needed for clear results.
The intensive tending techniques take cost; the teak plantation owners should consider the worth of the

investments.

The expected result from this research is the teak plantation owners can use the techniques
including the equations for estimating variable-top merchantable volume for producing cost-effective
production. The suitable techniques can be used to promote the teak planting and management. The

consequent result can be supported for increasing the economy tree plantation of Thailand.

Keywords : teak thinning pruning variable-top merchantable volume
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Table WHT
1 Description of T. grandis plantations and theirs sample trees used to develop 17
model.
2 Description of T. grandis plantations and theirs sample trees used for model 20
validation
3 Stand characteristics of Thong San Khan plantation at the time before, just 23

after and 3-year after thinning

4 Stand characteristics of Den Dan plantation at the time before, just after 29
and3-year after thinning

5 Numbers of epicormic branches of teak after pruning at Nong Kham Hoi 37
Plantation, Uttaradit Province

6 Total volume Heartwood and Sapwood volume and bark thickness of 3- 38
year sample teak trees after pruning at Nong Kham Hoi Plantation, Uttaradit
Province

7 The ratio of heartwood (H), sapwood (S) and Volume of inner bark (Vib) of 38
3-year sample teak trees after pruning at Nong Kham Hoi Plantation,

Uttaradit Province

8 Parameter estimates and fit statistics for total volume equations 39
9 Parameter estimates and fit statistics for volume ratio equations 40
10 Statistical values of the model validation in this in this study to estimate total 43

stem volume for T. grandis in Thailand
11 Statistical Values of the model validation in this in this study to estimate 46

total stem volume for T. grandis
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Figure Wi

1 Mean basal area and mean stem volume of Thong San Khan plantation 24
before, just after and since 3-year after thinning.

2 Mean stand volume increment and total stand volume production of Thong 26
San Khan plantation

3 Live crown ratio and Slenderness ratio of Thong San Khan plantation 27

4 Mean basal area and mean stem volume of Den Dan plantation before, just 30
after and since 3-year after thinning.

5 Mean stand volume increment and total stand volume production of Den 31
Dan plantation

6 Live crown ratio and Slenderness ratio of Den Dan plantation 32

7 Growth (DBH and Height) of teak before and after pruning at Nong Kham 34
Hoi Plantation, Uttaradit Province (thinning was conducted in 1-year after
pruning)

8 Stem volume and stand volume of teak before and after pruning at Nong 35
Kham Hoi Plantation, Uttaradit Province (thinning was conducted in 1-year
after pruning)

9 Shapes of teak before and after pruning at Nong Kham Hoi Plantation, 36
Uttaradit Province (thinning was conducted in 1-year after pruning)

10 The best regression model for estimating total stem volume 40

11 Volume-ratio model(Rd) for T. grandis in Thailand developed from Burkhart 41
(1977) (model 5)

12 Volume-ratio model(Rd) for T. grandis in Thailand developed from Van 41
Deusen et.al.(1981) (model 6)

13 Volume-ratio model(Rh) for T. grandis in Thailand developed from Cao and 42
Burkhart (1980) (model 7)

14 Volume-ratio model(Rh) for T.grandis in Thailand developed from Van 42
Deusen et al.(1981) (model 8)
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Figure Wi
15 Predicted vs. measured total stem volume (a) and predicted vs. residuals (b) 45
for the model tested to predicted total stem volume outside bark from DBH

and total height(EQ.1) for Tectona grandis

16 Predicted vs. measured variable-top merchantable volume (a) and 47
predicted vs. residuals (b) for the model tested to predicted variable-top
merchantable volume outside bark (EQ.1) for Tectona grandis

17 Predicted vs. measured variable-top merchantable volume (a) and 48
predicted vs. residuals (b) for the model tested to predicted variable-top
merchantable volume outside bark (EQ.2) for Tectona grandis

18 Predicted vs. measured variable-top merchantable volume (a) and 49
predicted vs. residuals (b) for the model tested to predicted variable-top

merchantable volume outside bark (EQ.3) for Tectona grandis
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waznisiiulnaasdaniiiuand Tne Curtin (1970) Krajicek et.al. (1961) wae Kendall and
Brown (1978) %ﬁﬁmﬂflfﬁlmﬁﬁ eucalyptus, ook WAZ conifers ANNAIAL (F WifiaLanauy
41 nareguresnasd f SaainduiuiiiuediegeiuunimeeslunazyinTis
A FUE TURUAd9 s (Hdneg v3e szaziign (spacing) revdiuliTuaauindnsas
Tuanuzinnsnundumliidn Tng Vincent (1964) waz Ramnarine (1994) (Hnafindnunis
i wonaninantsAnun s Hanfilssmereanian g Morataya et. al. (1999)
way Pérez (1998) Tadudunanisfnuanewniing wanslFifuindoniidunssfiunna
Fan s luresinl uardmdunssituanamnudamy Huaznisdnnng
PNITRWANGT (NMIFAYLILTTLTUAZNNTAATS) HAIHENAE T

Langstrom and Helgvist (1991) T8vinnns1szifiunarasnisanfis iusziuaaumin
wwineg i sianmainTnuesil WefivasdmiifunssiuazanninensHgsiaues
g THimszgaan (conifer species) Wudn NsUANAENADENIGIstannIATes [Haegy
(saw timper) finlulhAednqUazasdlag fanu adnslsfinuacuuanssanisuan
Asrnsdu il FinMiAn A nuans iU urngsaie ianel nani19iduans

Makeld (1997) Ul Scots Pine waAS I Lfingn Usnoinasunuldd A nauiusiunis

'
¥ A o/ [l

Fannsaamuuinesny [ Tnefidunniigaluduliidnog o lEAdaaumuusis

59 uazilatiafigalugiulifiag ninBeusansiu (dominant tree) Aupgnie lums (75

U

1 s § ¥ ! { = g ¥ v oa 2 v o a
ATTHARTULHUAT Lﬁﬂd@"lﬂﬂ’]‘jﬂ‘i"lﬁﬂquﬁLﬂuﬂ‘.iZﬁ“f.lﬂ\ﬁ@HTNLﬂﬂgﬂguW‘i'ﬂNﬂuﬂUﬂq‘iLG]‘LITG]

gpaanilinEengenueedinll duiy nsvi ildunaeesdauiiiunssieg uszdui
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winzaN fRsavinifideaniaadedauiiduuniueeaids [l nsaddauiniduuiuees
defidunalnifeduninsssnenfinie Twsinll iearuanUaanoeesnssi Al 398
arrdinulUlffiezaupunisadedaiduuiuld Taenisdanisaaammiuiseany (3

(Bamber, 1976).

2. FuN1TUsEHIRUSNIRS (HINBN15A1 (Merchantable volume equation)

|
o

ATUsERIMUFHR T (growing stock) i nAes nilnTun1sdmnastn (e 1edadu
A o (% ' = = A A [ a 1 "y ! = o !
WHesandeyasinaiinasesiefiazdasunisUsafiugadame [ wuReadugas
o T [~ A a o [y A A =
N1FIIUHHNTIALLIRUA AL AU anan@n (nN1591(3) aenanfiudivn Tunsdl
YDINANAR [Fie9 (timber production) N1sUszanmLExRs (8 sTnvinTugUUses [Hivia e
Famnrsnlszrnmlfannnisindfisine saedulil 38n19nlenlEtunniigaionis
Uszanadlpe ¥ aunisusranni3unslil (volume equations) FIUAAIAIINFNRNE T
USHIATUATAIULTFNN 191 UIALEUHIUANINANAEN UWATAITHEY
Avery and Burkhart (1994) 1819497 axn19U5ex0sU3uns (3 I TunnsUsvane

g

UnmaimAn e fiueessiulfinfauwnuazelaiugs e aouididatiozasnisdssun

9

UBaaa i BuadiuAfde uaznianazansresioyanaslifadnfideguazanniaiu &
prnnzasdniuldnefiuieysreslsaetnmial

mwLLsiuf-J’f]Tumﬁmmmmﬁ%mmmwsﬁ:ﬁﬁu@gﬁummgﬂﬁmLL@Juﬁwm
ANN137 W UTT NS N95 [H998 8% (individua—tree volume equations) 95 UANNNS
UszrnouBanas Bidnanesini iinsfnun iuussmaeifiodazanos 16 T Akmsn Tns
AnATen T Aouzanand aAvendenunsrand Wi iumsladunanas
s Fdnasesdnegaamngaain i hissfinnamile uasiiesiidminnigaun3
i BilisamanniBidniiugnTnanmenuuazmiassmansigaug uanduannis
AaznnouBansliidnanedu Admuannadrdamiigrosadusautsesindmuiidn
Al 30 Wrnfwne winsh (gudidatilil, 2559)

NANT uazAMY (2553) [AaE1anniglazinan3ninsionunaed (fidnanedu
Tnasqusaninyaanaonndaneesnsnn(d asdnsgeamnsssn (il uazaaudnaes
wnmluiasfiniamile nAnane enizfmdnnigensd) uaznianziusanidaamiie
LaTdANIA1919U3 895 [HH10 95379 (standard volume table) apvaanut (Han wel (T4
AEANNTUTZN LR T WANAN A

Tutlaqiiud delifiaunsazanonfunnsisefunnsHanililaznnnnanng

Tminduawin B nszdureswmedrinangn anaahiidnta ¢ sanalne

7 : e uatuanysol walansingeinunamulBeassdafefisnandnuaznmninile Hossaoud Hdn



atiauing Milszmevdoginintiug Aflsngemdninisaieaunisssngnn fa u
Usznadulailide 1’71' Karnataka, Madhya Pradesh, West Bengal LL@Z@‘EWT an 9 %/g i
UsyieABuLAe (Chakrbarti and Gaharwar, 1995) 1 Mata Ayer #11a1@ % (Hamzah and
Moharwar, 1994) 17; Northern Ghahad4gtvan1k (Nunifu and Murchinson, 1999) ﬁ Kerala
West Bengal Madhya Pradesh uag %ﬁﬁluj #n 6 53 TwUszmeBuie (Singh, 1981)
LULSNA8Y 3aNN15T WUz 0B nnns EAvRuE Ffanann Wuasnsd
uANFnafiv wnalaznanilife wnaddngegrasaduiiugHsnata# (DBH) 1a9ll

1
o/ 1 =9

P9e T HEE WEHN13RAINUANANSIW ANNMTUNENNIS [Ty aa1n (et

P

A1 DBH> 30 L udiums (Chakrbarti and Gaharwar, 1995) LEIANNISAIUNINNEII9A
foyaneslfifantedl DBH< 30 1oufiuns
ABnsUazHmlaNaa WA IuRRA BUsenauday ABn15laRTY WaYABNIS

ad

Tnadan A5n1slnemssAianisdnaniadurugudnaeandiufissiianens (Aug)

D_

) 4 o/ 1

PBIRFUTTEAVAINGIAT 91NSTUATHIUUTNIRTIBIUARLEIU (ViEN) 9uTisaunn
AHEE B ALENN R naa e U TEUs lamd grenisAmaaiunms

vioufitanl¥iunan Ae Smalian’s formula #9138 n15laadandi ldtuniluafnands

(1) n9E319ann1TUszNIUENRS EAY T uRRA ATRIAsT AN A HAIN
avERIWIRianIFEH Rt nansanduiazsi (U sy Tond
(2) Tnennsa31e@nn13AINIEYT (faper equation) AitianzanTUTAARLE (Huas

[
A A o

ﬂmwmmﬁﬂmmﬁuwwwuﬁfﬁﬁﬁmﬁ?uﬁuﬂg WainaNnns [WUsyRomnLEnnns 7L
AU

(3) N13E5NTNNTUTEHN BN ST TNARAN ndndauiulsuins 5
fiamun (total volume) Tpsnnstiamnpidusnguinandfiuw@o anetansdnfniiay
it Ul s lomsiidngaulsBassansannis Bonannisian volume—ratio equations B9
NS AHNTAITN B LA ENNNT A FIHYB9UENIRT STUdNTuAEn9A W unanana Ty
aqifi dmsunisuszinmtiunnssnediveesHanudszmaing Tnanisimmiuas
aE9ENNNTUTEHN TR BT nauAN [Reenanams wiuTsnnsAnetulszmene
A8 HNARNNSANEINSTRAWILAYEE9 NS AN BN sy aE A5 AN T
thaawiiaresdaamatng Fufudayaenauiessesdnisanamnssutn i $aamn

8 ML 189endng 10-46 T (Warner et.al., 2016)
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3. NNSANARIBSTEE (thinning)

o = o @A [ "y & =
NMTOAUETEHS NHTENN m‘jmmﬁufuwni:mmﬁ‘fuwgﬁ 132 L’Jﬂ"lTﬂﬂW‘lN'ﬂﬂﬂ

U

|
a ¥

szndwnmafiniuzemy [l Aun1sdusiudniluianisd@uiug (regenerdtion cutting) %138

o . 3 [ Qldl o My @ a o L= o o w.d'
n1afianue (clear feling) Fediuldndnaanainny (fduelaiugidaaiuiudulin
$aan15wan s (Society of American Foresters, 1971)

Aqn® (2539) Tharumnnauasiaglsrasdoasnisdnvanasyazdniunisdaiu
fingeyinlung [HASSlduifiad Weseniaiulneesdiulfimdssguazitefiunig
NN UNAN AR NALD9UT KaRARInNARuenaInazidannlfifidnaanainnissin
genegzey SeannuassfislBlungld fezfegnliuunudsansdesnnylUudadslfann
Tmdenmde B FEulnegrsuusaiinlivajedwsanda daludnguszasdndnans
masimpenaszazasiniinisfulaeesdnliifvde Fnsrensegsaianaudnsgogn
wazfiunnstidsslenilinensiarfermmnsaumyuidawrasnissiniiy

o/ 1 a . . . . @) ° a ~

NI9AAUENYT2EERENIIUS2 UM (intensive thinning) A35LUKRNT9ATILHRNTIGLANS

WANLAEINTuAuE RSy Han Tnan1ssnunseiuiuiinidisinueamy [Haandn

k4 1
a v o

25-30 wnaZhanund Geluntadnasnnsrazudazaie azyiniRuindindnuaamylidn
anag 15-20 WATZAENLAS (Keogh, 1979, Lowe, 1976)

nnafnrenesrerinadenisifivlnesduliivaznandnsoalinazesnissn
gengszezannIsfulan s durugudnaafuesduliionafaaudus Hann
nnsfimeneszayad1Ln (light intensity) 814 i lFgae1sen1sAulanadurwgRdnang
FuRe e warlurnizifieaii n19fnreesseLat19anin (heavy intensity) it (6
mungpmdtain i EifmRelpduinansvinagnslafinueiaazaianarasnisdin
gengsrezifidndninmennszey Hasnedramunzanazinins iulantediuduniu
grdnansresduEAmAnAngy 20%

NANT (2540) FnInarasnIsinagIeszesuaznIsuandazasaauddneig
20 T fiflazziignidunan 4 wes X 4 e fiasiidaninaine Tagvinnnsdnansszes
WULFALAALIULAA (thinning with dlternate row) WALARNETIETLHLUUUARNDILATUADS
L9 (thinning with alternate two row) Waguisuiu{Hin9fnaeieszes wudn nenas
snnadaengszezdineg 3 U pemifinyndndisnadnansdifuresudasd
yinnsdinengszeziidgenduasilfdnaseazey nanafe uasdnansuoaiuaes
uonfnaE I nAIEUANTY 3.5 infes Tiuoefulasdauoaiuuafisd

3.1 URIHAT ARl W IS fmaang9ea NI WNes 2.6 1EURINGT We EaeiIan
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FananamaRaRR BTN AR NS nAsEdun s asTidATseer s SRR
wangineTuag 9 ARy eadh wasliuansdnanulasii il lEfneeszezfian B
gradumazdntuudseiivinnissimesnsszesiuiinie fiulniwaneezseduli luuned
gndiaseen(l vinbiAansuivusasifindastnendsniadaengszesiumiafiaa
Turnbianme

FINNIFANE YU UNAUDIATNITAAVYIYTEH WAL AITNINNILIYDITE NS
fineneszezenaneInsiulnuarnisuanrinsasaann g addsia Aunagauds
g 6 T AiflazezilgniBanan 1 W x 2 AT NANG WATAD (2540) LAAITNALIHAY
LU SUBINAUBIANHMINLILNYBIN1TAAIEeTEzianiT AU lnasduliiannnisfnun
MINE17 WUd1 Anenadn1Tinretgszezidungn 4 1 nnadineaneszasfaeds low
thinning YinliiAaausmadsensFunasaauiidnadulul adifiaauminuivie
dnannasineneszer 70% Hunilingendndnsnisfnaeneszes 50% uaz 30% uaz
Tiifnensszaraudndiu widlawisuiisussndnedninisfnrengszes 30% uway
50% 1ng9n Funaliinliunnsneiu daulunissinuenasyazdanis selection thinning
NANTSANEILIINNI1 ANNTINILINEEERTINN1TARENETEYE 70% FAINd1 50%, 30%
wazAn1sfmeene e mNaTsL

Kanninen et.al. 2004 3197497 fantHdnTulssmaraan1dng nendansdn
venesrazniadiulnresiuiidn il s fidnagaszey wansarnulaeii i dnoens
svaz lnaflauinans DBH Tmmmﬁﬁmmmw:qmdﬂmeﬁfﬂﬁé]’mmm:m 5
UANAT (§9N971 30%) LL@%WJ’]NQG%@MN@QGﬂd’] 2 1T (g9ndn 12%) ieaninliidn
Hee 8 1

Adegbeihn (1982) Wu41 Aendsni1sfngnesreraaulnddn uulamasaay
svazgnansfiantuazmalngds sunpaaln (DBH) sasullasfidaensszazunneing
Fnulaefi ldlidnrengszerasdia @Ay neaan udaugaadsyasny il
uANA19T FemTuayuAEiiniidn nnaneuanasagielnsdulifiddastezing
(spacing) LﬁmﬁumoﬁmﬂmmLé’mmuguﬂ‘ﬂmwmﬁﬁéﬁu

Lowe (1976) innnanaaassinaengszes aaudifdnTuussmaudie Taaly
wasfismaenaszayaenamsin (heavy thinning) %qﬁuﬁmﬁqﬁmmmﬁﬁmm 911 32
WAAEnund wae 13 waaianued 1 Binaiduiidmels Tineadunisdiulnge
FuvdnnaiulnnemyEfan uasfuusindnlunsdaensszesudaznss aadnld

AANIAANNGT 20 AT ASNUAS

10 : e uatuanysol: wallanistngesnunaa@esedlaieinnandnuasaoniwiie Hoesaad [Hdn



Ola — Adams (1990) [Huszifiunanimasauszazlgnaassou(fian Hasig
18 U AivsemaludFoagudn avsugnamnldnfissAuaaamuuingsiding 1,189 uaz

1,680 fiwignuas nsfiulasaduaranas WasssiuanumwinaewyHgond uaz

1
[ J

Ananniafivlaeso il GifssiugegaifiaamamuuaesfHsnd

k1)

¥ '
a ¥

Tusememeanan s Eand (W (Avinissnaenescesffuinindngefign
winfiyu 28 wmsiEnuad fatiu dannsTnnisaannidaguszaeAiiasindniaule
109fnHlaun (size) gogn Auintidinaasaaufdan iaosfidngs 28 was?ianuns

A Y AL Ay o |\E9/ ! 3z e ' 1 GE PEw
PRENTINATNNRYIHIAATBINH LHHNTNNTT 20 LNAT/LHANLAT NThANLENATE HNY LN

1
a

Wngn warn1sdulantsemaduiiugudnansandiu (DBH) azanaslagianiziiie

¥ |
A A

Nufintindampony [HfA1INN9T 25 wWas?ianuas nan1sAinunaw ieiansuuzdige
Angeesiuiindindneesaau AN 9:199 15 uay 32 LRIAZnusS (Lowe,

1976; Keogh, 1979)

4. A15AANY

v 1 =%

nsfntaiunsufiineaiasaneiidndudmiunandn dgwiannoning

9 q

1 |
v A aAa o a

1 a v a v @) P ¥ = & [~ (9 AL
NANIAD Tu@mmwmmLﬂufwm‘uqumu@ﬁLmemmL@mmzmufmmmu (27
v v 74 3 =Y o v 9~ = v =i [P=§
TH99a T&nans Arnudonseen @i anduiiannidanannn) deanin wae Hiiag n1s
WGN‘LA'W]Q’W%;WQ'TNL%’]T‘\?Lﬁﬁflﬁ/‘l_lﬂ'ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂf@ﬁ:ﬂﬁ@’]ﬂﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁ/@@%ﬂ 2819 (9fmH N15AR
Apnafdaunndad a0 1 ANISINWUNTeINITARTN e AN Lay/MEanin1sA AR
Fufinludeinlinsdefisbifinasenissudgenann(i wievinnis@nfenniinllty
AW VA U o VA 1 =Y %4 U dl
°am:wmufnuﬂﬁqu@ﬂ@uWﬁTMNw@ﬂizwumfﬂmiLmuTmmmuTN HBI9IANIRTININY DY
Fulfianag mfiﬁmﬁqﬁufﬁmmﬁﬁﬂmﬂﬂwﬁﬂéfﬁmﬁLﬁuTmmqﬁfluLﬁuquuﬁﬂmq
5191 wiesnsnisiivinaranpdulifignde lUndsannnisdnfsez lAnauan

N1 (O’ Hara, 1991)

' !
a A

NAN1934982D9 Pérez and Kanninan (2003) B fiudn n1sRnfe? menzaning
yinligaudaniadulnesiu uaznisdulnaeeny 36 Tunasanfshilddiieds
AN TEnInnaaBan naasTufunsiuTneesandiu n1sanfsennanndulii
Usinasanidusungidnanmniasdiassiuaeasdmiidudoieenaosdulianas
yinivila nafinnusndeyintifuintidnanmyliinendsnisanis 3 9 anae THd
28% ﬂﬂﬁ‘ﬁuﬁ‘iﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂ‘ﬂﬂﬁ‘l/‘mﬁﬁﬁﬂuﬂ’l‘iﬁﬂﬁﬁ waztFnnsreay [fanas(ifle 43% n1s

1
[ a _a

A9un19dnfiseasaulnnssfivnniAdsemeannaids (ang 1.5-4 1) Winan1539a9
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ARNEARINN NANIFAD MHIENARBINHTLAUYBINITRATTIULANGNNY (AAfegs 2.5 AT
9 6 wes ernfuin) inlnadulanisemmduinuguinasaifiuanas n1sanas
o ' a £ ' v ! A & = A v A _a 1

Aanatanfin@uninndn ddauiidudeusangniafeniy (Anfv) eenlUuinngd
40% (Mdajid and Paudyal, 1992) a1nn13ANYIAUWWE (H5ldndu anieu Eucalyptus

nitens ®1¢) 3 T wudn aenaensdnfe 2 3 uazdefislaenisdndaniiduEeusensen

1 1
¥ o a L

fiaendn 40% wavsngdn ansusnsnsdiiuntsiulaseninoniivinnisanfediy
T:ifin19@nfis (Gerrand et.al., 1997)
Zobel (1992) THaqUnan19Adefisaunaresn1saniveesing [Haszgaanluan

augusiannanTRvaain{ (391 nsdnfiinasenmantifusailald Tnsmninideyin

] %

nsanfivlgniesEeanisunifinll n1sdefissinedtnisfibigndeciuliinsznasu a2

v 1 1
o

yinTiAnREWauLazIfAn resin pockets &4 resin pocket HifiuaninanandivintAdulEivin

% % a

AnsanfsEagAsnIs (Hondeuianisidenaninaaaniiald lngUnfinda n1sanivay

U

1 1
1 =

o a 1% 1 o ¥ AA 1 o w a QI a
AAnnNIsiudauIasafiuAifiidnnfige (viouwusnaesandin) uaznisdnfegaiiniy
(muANgerediufianiumn) axldifianansuuunsirsegiia fullinosvinnisdnis
4w . oy - d A o0y X ve 4
Hadurugudnansanfiuiaunntsznnm 12 wufiues efianiniide (§ fiaguen
T 1 A & A = A o TSI Aa (% 1
U9 uA17Ldu clean wood HUFHIMNIAIREINEAa LN IALAAAIINANATNNY
waEgia aNUn@Ls nsfnieliacsdinninnds rdewilieaadeusen (ve crown) 90
WANNTANEATIHINNNT WHTiNTN N19RARNUTENNM 40% snasfindn uamsannsasfiad
anfivininsa3naile [iluszezusn (uvenile wood) linnMsoInduli wananiiss
WU ANENSNNIZes [H a1 Pinus radiate B19WANTN 910 0.48 ({1 0.59 Taenis@m
Lal tiyd a o Aﬂl a Ail 1 9jl a Azl o £ % 1 d’lj v Lal Ai?/ U
fis wonaniiAdeang anfiveddn nsdnfewinliacammnudueeile HiRsEn s
' & p=y av o o MY A = o APy [ ' = a_a '
agnalsfimn fnannsideiuiug HefaReaiuiiinanseiuiian nanafe nsdafiell
o v ] dy ¥ QI ;42/ 1 & ;i' a Q' [ % Y a . .
yinlmanamuudueaaiie Hidsdu Usanssfinnsdnfdunisnszdulfifia epicormic

branch FaifiuasiiandugmsuElunivgafeatunissnuenasesy
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ad P=
IEAITANWT

1. NRUBINTISAAVLLSTLLABNISLAL LAV DIGEW IS N@Nﬁmmmﬁﬁgﬂwswm

- L lﬂa‘l L
fulfiuvazamninaailald

NN9AATETYTE e aIULT UTenaufiag 2 STUNARed (Hu

A o

INUNARDIT 1 NARDINITAAVYIETZELASILINAANRBNITATNATARALIRN

(On time —first thinning)

1
o =N

JIUVIARBNT 2 NARBINITARIEIETE YA LINTIATHNN19EINIININUA
(Late-First thinning)

LARZITUNARDIINNUNUNTTVIARDILUL completely randomized block design
Ugenaufng 3 nuHIeaAaay (treatment) § 3 41 (replication) A8 WHIgNARBY A9 AN
WANFINI2BI AN IUNNSFPTEE9E (thinning intensity) AaF

nHEnAaas? 1 AnvggTrasagNUIunay (Moderate thinning)

1 dl o/ [ o/ . .
NHILNARDIT 2 ARYYNETEELaENNHN (Heavy thinning)
wiaeneassd 3 [finsdneneszay (No thinning) 38 ulasnauAx
fnua usazniaenaaeefiiies 1,600 wme?
Audnen Ruiaaudneesudsmena (Hud

1) sondnneswaniuasuladaoaiuiwdadedulgn 200 fwls ssazlgn 2
AT X 4 1159 29uUR9IUNR 1 13 (40 e X 40 was) Wudaunueesnsfnaeng s
Waaauhdeguinifinll viie vinniesdinoenassezandn Tmmqmmﬁufﬁ“fumuﬂwmz

o = o/ =} =\ %
ANANNTARBIFRTNeTreciieny 18 T unuN1snAasIlssnaudae 3 treatment AINH

v o/

AaminIUNgeInIsinensszey TnsAniusosazuafiniintindnuesmyHdennis
VARSI (FLA

- AP2YNYTEELLUULINNAN ViRafneen 5888y 35

- ARYYIETTELLLLMIN WaRdnaan Sauay 55

- BlAvinnsdimaenaszes wie uwlaspaunw

2) gandnisiusin SacnunuiubuiiaiEudgn 100 fuldszazgn 4 wms x 4

NS 29UUAIUAA 1 13 (40 AT X 40 wms) Winsaunieesaiaiivinnisdanens
FLUTAINAUA ﬁﬂﬁﬁm'mmmﬁmmmzﬂm‘j@mq 10 T wwun1svaaeslsenaudagy

U o/

3 treatment ATHAITHWINLUN2AINITARLL9Ess IngAnTiusasazaastuintndn

po9y 11 Toiun
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—ARYYYTEELLUULINNAN ViRafnean Sa8ay 40

—ARYNETTELUULYN WaRdnaan 3auay 60

- BilAvinnsdimaenaszer wee ulasnauns
mafiudaya

1) FnaundiulEuudawmndu Tufinauindurdingudnatafiasen Aangs

¥
o =

yianne Aougeiiogusengen wazlfazuuunmnneesEeueensaefiuldiuulas
foat dsAm SR Uzt dneey [Hide Andenfiuldifiasd1idunis
FiRTeNYTTEY

2) AAUNISFAPYNYSEEZUUL low thinning [HAIIEMTINILNI89N1SARTEeTEay

= v ¥ Aa 3 & ¥ A 1 L4 1
AHURLNITNARDY Tneidansdadufiizwmdn sonediuiiGauasnllianysel Hauna
o A o g A ! !

wisinisgnyinaenseianingsuuasaniay

3) SnvwadnlilngTauunaduinugudnanaiasen (DBH) Aaugiansa (H)
wazANgeiaguEeuann (Hb) lnedandsnissinaneszezyiud uazndsnisdnynd
e 3 1

N159LAS1ZAIDNA

k1)

¥ i Y v
Pt v

1) AruanAuinindaLasU3ninaivanaduuasiony [ n1sdszanailannns

5788 (tree volume estimation) I#ANN1T3LNTRTRTH B LALAzAaE19TuInH e N0

kTl

UsN1m9978 8189 AN HLUAIAI9879 A1SUNTI9MIUEHIRSS18FUNausa NaIsn

o/

WU uasndedin 19 (sasdan) Hann15289 Vacharangkula (2010)

V. =0.00009734 DBH'9%8% H004095
e Vo = BNl (m?)

DBH = 2u1aldun N ugnaaiiessan (cm)

H = quaﬁgwm (m)

2) Lﬁmmﬂmﬁﬁmmm:m%ﬁm&iﬂgﬂmwmc%]’ufa’i F9FDINNITNIFNNIG
ASULaTHENRS lagnsinsnadneduliluusas treatment Taa ¥ aunna nonlinear
model (A

v = a (DBHZH)°
4 “ A
LNB a Uae b ABAIANN

3) ATHADMNATHIRRY W8T 2897190 TN 2 29y (F (Total volume production)

WaT318HY (Stand volume) AuaudiufiTiZansanisi (Dominant tree height : DTH) Tag T

Fufifinaalagegn 919w 16 fiusials (100 Fusiaianuns)

14 : evmetiuanysol: malianstiigednesaudedsydinieiinaninuazasnnie Hassaaun [{an



4) \aAnEnaraIn1TinNsTaingUNTInnsdulil vinnnsdaodn 3 e
Toun
4.1) Live-crown ratio (§A91874189ANNEYEZ D1 BALAZATHGIVIIVEA)
4.2) Slenderness ratio (8RFIEIHIBIANNFIABUALEUNIUAUTNAINENEN)
4.3) Breast height form foctor(ﬁmiﬂ@iqu“ﬂmﬁ%mﬂm’iéﬁufﬁﬁiﬂﬂ%u'W]‘ig‘u
nsInszUaniiAnAninindaanaaduiugLdnanfiesen)
5) Alpsnziafififielliouifieunaaesninuniniuisesnisinenssrese

nafulauargunssresiudnlas ¥ lusunsudniagy

a _a a 2 2 & va
2. N@’Zlﬂ\?ﬂ']i@ﬂﬂ\‘]ﬁl@ﬂqilﬁlUTﬁlﬂﬂﬁﬁluTN LLﬂzqmﬂ’IW’dﬂx‘lLWﬂTﬂ

vinnsAnenfiaudnruesAdes SmingasAnd sarUgn 2 WA x 4 AT 81
4 A A A a :
LHENINISNARDIRANNAS 7 U 3M9LARNITVIARDILUL completely randomized block

design 2UUAITUIA 16 LNAT X 32 LNAT UIeNaUAle 4 UHIAaeY (treatment) # 3 %1

¥
a A

(replication) ¥HaEMARDY A AEN1TAATNTITLALAIINGIZBINITRATIINNAUGANT LAY
' o [
AN U UL
1 dl [P a AI
widagvaaeedl 1 [Winn98afs (Waspauaw)

2

! Ail a Azl P=3 o/ A a
NHILVIARBIN 2 AATNIUTNTEAUAITNEGN 5 HAT 91NNRAN

Do

a

WHIENARDIT 3 AATNIUTITZAUANINGS 6 AT IINAUAY

e

miEnAReT 4 AnfeaniTEAuAINGS 7 AT 9Ny

Avmnliusazminavnaaasiifies 800 wre? fezavrinenasunafiey (buffer)
FDUWURIMNARBIVINTL 8 INAT

nnaifiudoyalasdaaunnduriugudnansdndiufissdu 1.30 1wes (DBH) uaz
Aangeanaarasdulinninluulamaans (Mdasnaan) doudiiunisanfouas
nisaNAAT

N199LAT1ZAT BN

U

14 1 ¥ 2
= ¥

1) ArusAuinindaLazU3niaaissngduuasyiony ({ n1sdazanailannns
570894 (tree volume estimation) Tann1sanTasRAaE et u sl s 0B NARTI 8 f
a9 ldanundasdaagelnanisdnsaadreduliiluusas treatment Taal%annng
nonlinear model (#iuA
% = a (DBH2.H)P

A A A
bHE a AL b ARAIANY

15 : e uatuanysol walanisingednunamliBeassdafefisnandnuaznmninile Hossaoud Hdn



2) afnymaraInIsRnivsegUnssnesdiuld vinnisamandn 3 @1 [Hud
2.1) Live-crown ratio (8A918IH2BIAINNGIZDITEULDAUALAITN G
USET)
2.2) Slenderness ratio (8A518IUVBIATHEIADIUIALTUNINANLNAN
=
\eren)
2.3) Breast height form factor (é’m‘mmmmﬂ‘%mqmﬁﬁufﬁﬁi@ﬁ‘%uqmﬁgﬂ

dl o dy dl v o/ YV 1 4 =Y
‘VI‘Nﬂ‘iZ‘LI@ﬂ‘V]ﬂ"luqmwuﬂﬂuqﬁlﬂﬂqﬂﬂu"lﬂLﬂquu@uﬂﬂ@’]\‘]LWEN’ﬂﬂ)

1% '
a K

3) ATIANDUITDLUNRVAINITAATY LAZA15999 1IN AITILAAT HH IAHaINA 7T
1 1 % ] 4 Q' [ = [ 1 Aa

Bl TmﬂLmemmmLﬂumu@uﬂﬂmwmm@@mﬂu 2 UM AD UBYNIN 2 LEURLNAS
LAY NINNTMRIBWINALY 2 LEURLHAS

4) Anwnaresnisdnfivsannnineeaile [ T Amden(fisaag1swinsneg
MNIUILNARNDY AHILVIARDNAE 4 AU Lmzé’uﬁﬁﬂmmLé’mpimquﬁ‘ﬂmqLﬂﬁmmﬂuﬁmmu
ANFIULWINIHA 5 FH SIHANA 21 Fid LNaTANIUEHNIRSRANA1EE Smalion formula

dl o Y o/ 1 ° a < . a 2 ! dl @)

waviNeHn [fifaasn9N1YiIn193uAsIEiee (stem analysis) UseifiunnUiunsaaedaudidy
wAnlfl (heartwood content) Waeiasinee Adwansldinvinonasdiasnziaannulstson

! ! . ! 1 ° @
(ANOVA) LRLAITHLANAWNUBIA RAYVB LLW@%WHQﬁW@@@QT@ETﬁﬂCJLLﬂ‘jNN'] Lﬁ@gﬂ

S g 1 i &, o a { o o
3. ANNI5USENTRUSTNIASNINHAYDIRINTI L URIARLALUSHIRSAVINANA (Total

stem volume and merchantable stem volume equation)

nafiudeys

HayalHanitiunisasuasnaaauuudaaslisnaamiidnaasasdnig
aeamnssntlfinazaaudnony dedsagluiiosfidendnsiasg sosdazmaling
ATDUARHANINAUTALAZAN N RDInTATiLAns1aiy dndaotneilElunisasig
uuUdandiadaznniinnsaasdaniiidudduiamuannaingantngman 15 aou
duliighatng 196 §u (Table 1) Tuudazauindevinniadnidentisnatnelingzans
mnsUALEHgUINaeanfin (DBH) vas(iituaauuda vinnnsdnlanlfidand1etiing
sydLBaRuanniige daraaenadiueesdiuliiomn Tasdnaanagensmadia

1
=

NUUTAVU AN AN NAWNAFIUTTTALTARN 30 IURNATHENWAN 1.30

Q

A dy a L A A a o/ 2 i G4
LHATAHANKRAN 31N92AU 1.30 LHATLHBNUAN ANDUIALAUNTHARLNAINYINT ATTHETT

11wng dnl) auileqafinnuemeesdaulaisadiumantiosndt 1wms
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Table 1 Description of T. grandis plantations and theirs sample trees used to develop model.

Gl 191284 21y Srezign Sl
7 Foaanin Bl Foeaant @) (HATXIHAT)  FIDEN (Fi)
30—
1 WHNE 291, 250D 9.84700 39 4x4, 2x4 40
2 WHANR 291, 2.589N979 9.UNT 33 4x4 15
3 Ko an1l. 8,598 9.UuN3 38 4x4 20
4 FITIUANN RAFNT 2.4795504AN @,mu@qﬂ’qﬁqg 15 2x3 8
5 WANFH N 8889 9.90500¢ 10 2x4 5
6 WA an1l. AUIAN 7.LA8 33 2x8 13
7 ANATH NEATNT  B.ATNY 9.28UuAN 9 4x4 7
8 \BENVIDY 291, B.LNVIDY 9.970 33 2x4 7
9 ATTHNN NEAINT  B.AHBY 9.NUWNINTS 22 2x4 9
10 UHLNNE a9l BUNINTY 9.871079 34 4x4 11
11 Fggeiin ap1l. 2.8144N 9.97i57H 38 4x4 6
12 ANMLN 291, 2.8798717 9.UATNITIA 34 4x4 12
13 UHHNE 291, 2.1H89 9.8711U79 44 4x4 11
14 INHATNT NEAINT 8.0 9.ATUNIINYS 24 2x3 15
15 winan-uafia 28L. a4 9.dmu 35 2%4 17
nTAATNvidiaya

Aaoilann s [Hdaniidusduianunlae Smalion’s formula Uaxnasynyiay
dwldunasnilawden (sasdaen) Tnavieulaufiviousssgaineauaaniingy
nenazuen daviaulatgdinoniugnges arniudiuoaninsresanfuianan
(total stem volume) TpsinnssanAsnnsaasnviewainladalansvien Turnsivsunns
daniifuaudnli (merchantable volume) AruaniANImsanlAndvsEdl 0.50 Wne 1.30
AT UAZAINTEAL 150 AT ANUIBIEHIATYNY AITNENT 2 1R Tuialanevionid
ArmgnawiiuvEatinandn 2 wes axgndniiell Falugadoyarasaansdaniidn
Anfnazanpeslfisoetnudarfiuazisznousisatdnnsainlandiuiessiu 1.30 wns

o/

3.30 A9 6.30 AT ....aulisviaugating (Faviaudanafifinanugnatieendinaawiniy

2 eI 88N)
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ANTWFNHILL LIS
1. ANNITUTEHIUINIATBIRNANTINNNA (total volume equation)

LUUANABS TN T FE N ENN1TUT NI UUB HIR YDA UTIINNA AALASNNA

A va

FINN1999991 8N E19A A RN U e IS NI AT AU Do N UNTNaNY LazIRWand

U

[

ANNINHIZENTITz N I TUNSANENE Usenaufiag 4 uuudnans A9

Vt = B11(DBH? H)#2 + ¢; (1)
Vt = B;,DBHP22 HPsz + ¢, (2)
Vt = B3 + B3(DBH?H) + ¢; (3)
Vet = Pia+Bast(DBH)" +e; (4)
Ta vVt = UBsesdaniidudnfuionma (gnuidniums)
DBH = dwinugndnansanduitasl 130 inms milafiud
H = avwgeviavaanasdinlil (ams)

Biy o Boa = ANGHUSTANDIBINTUSE N
e, = ANATNARIALARDHIBINITUTZNDS

uuUA1a8s (1) A allometric relation FsfignTdiunnnTuasniatn i aglugy
289 Power model %138138n8nN081997 allometric relation (Gould, 1979) WLUA1a89 (2) Ap
Schumacher and Hall volume equation (Schumacher and Hall, 1993)) LuvUa1a8Y (3) AD
combined variable volume equation (Spurr, 1952) WAL LUUATaBY (4) Aa local volume
equation

2. auNTUsTHEHRs ETvidiuauA (s (Merchantable volume equations)

WUUS 18897 TE N1 saE 19N nTsU TN s UBNna [ T uRuE TE 1w
LLsanfia1EulneARs nandaneeEuns (volume ratio) uazLiBIaINIHIRSATTA
vasddres [ifiintUliseloml smnsasamdinasnn duinugndnansddiudonns
819 (AANEN) 2a9afiud [Figduiu Foinuuusnassiiavinn Wadteannisaaiiin
LUUAaesfi s AEHIUgUIN ANA W WEaANEaTesdadu udaulsAses T

AafnuilFuuusnasefivin (U319 volume ratio equations4 WULA1ABY A3

Rd =1+ Bys (Dgi—jfss) +e (5)
Rd = exp[—Pi6 (%)] + e (6)
Rh =1+ 317[%] e; 7)
Rh = exp{—Pis [%}} +e; (8)
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Tae Rd = dm9aaue9U3umaiiuauAl# (to top diameter limit, d)

[
v o/

fusnesdaniduanduionun (Vd/Vt)

Rh = fn9ndueesdiuns EAviududusn i (to tree top height limit,
h) fuUBnmssauiiiuaduionen (VR/VE)

d = maddmeeaduigugnansa e iU ez Tem
(top diameter limit, cm)

h = Anwen9 (Anag) vasdndinfies [H T T eslaend (top height
limit, h)

DBH = nswgusinansfissiu 1.50 wins wiilafiuiu
H = a2ug12a9anfiu

Bis ... fag = ANUTEAVBREINTUTENID
e; = ANAIHARTALARBHYBINITUTZHIDL
LwUsnaes (5) Asuuusnassiiinausalag Burkhart (1977) wuusnass (7)
sinanslag Cao and Burkhart (1980) uazuuus1aas (6) uaz (8) iuuuusiassiiinawe

Tﬂﬁ Van Deusen wazAte (Van Deusen et.al., 1981)

3. MIATIeEaReENMTUsT NSRS G

annTUszInoBrnassndidnanduionae (total volume equations) a3
Taguwuudnaad (1) ALA1e9n19adR@ laead non—linear regression WULS1a8Y (2) taeAs
multiple linear regression WWLS1a89 (3) WAL (4) agAs Simple linear regression

ﬂumfmﬁzmmﬂ%mmmﬁLﬂuﬁuﬁwfﬁﬁﬂuﬂm@hﬁ’m?m (varidble-top
merchantable volume equations) Aia3slauuusIany (5)-(7) BiAs1einNaaRlanas
non-linear regression mﬁﬁ’mLfﬁ@ﬂLmuf{w’fmmﬁﬁﬁqm?umﬁﬂ%wﬂumaﬂazmmﬂ%mm
Tigaudiiduanguiennn W33Ra19047A7 RMSE (root mean square error) WA Z AN

o/ = A( o/ o H o/ % £ . . . . .
NNUTEANTERRINIAUATIUSUUALAY (adjusted coefficient of determination, Rczl)

4. N1ESNANEUUSLAVIENINTDILULIIaeY (Model validation)

d'd ° v

MINATBULULIIRDS (FHN15) 7 TFsEomS s duddiniome
uazannTazinamnUENes EvinuauAnla Taanisliyadoyafidnasazanys
Hayafiliunsasasuundnans (biduioyagaaady uanfiufetisanuasaaui
Ahiluasifuioyaiassouuudiany) gaiiayafiliunmaaausausaneanaauin

14 59% 97U (HFesing 82 Fu (Table 2)
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Table 2 Description of T. grandis plantations and theirs sample trees used for model

validation
Gl 191284 818 SrezUgn Tl
1‘?} B aut fAdamanin @) (wwmaxms) e (fi)
1 (NIt R wnrd vesuauii e.9ashng 23 2x4 10
2 VBauAHT wnrd avesuauii e.9ashng 23 2x4 9
((SINT (o PR R
3 \inan3 NEAINT  B.48UIANR 9.4aWY3 18 2.5x2.5 8
4 GBI NEAINT  B.4HBY 9.015YauY3 20 2x4 5
5 WA 281, 81179 9.1A8 31 2x8 3
6 NBINIH a1, DINDINIYH .NYIUYT 33 4x4 4
7 \NF9INTEAY LM DIBINION 9.N0YIUYT 26 4x4 6
8 ADIITIONNT NEAINT  B.48UIANR 9.4aWY3 19 3x3 4
9 \inan3 NEAINT  B.48UIANR 9.4aWY3 11 3x3 5
10 Wl WNEd  BvBsuEuiU 9.9nsRnd 33 2x3 4
1 IN39NTL s a1, DIBDINIOH 9.N0YIUYT 27 4x4 3
12 AN NEATNT  BAHBY 9.AUNINYS 24 2x3 15
13 LN TUINEN  B.AHDI . AUNINYT 23 3x3 3
14 Tnslan apl.  8.nslem a.ngens 35 4x4 3

VINNITVIAFEUATATHLNNEN (accuracy) WAZAIHNITILNASY (precision) BBNNTT

ARz 1ae i AARE U E RN AU ANAH LN HE LA ANTNITI SR SIBILS 10

ADILULIIREY A9
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MRES

MRES%

RMSE

RMSE%

AMRES
AMRES%

i-31)
Z n

Lyi-y)/n
100 S5./n

VEWi-$)?/n

31902
100 /Z—yz;/n/n

21yi-9ul
n

Llyi-yul/n
100 S5n



e MRES
AMRES
RMSE root mean square error

MRES%, RMSE% ua:AMRES% = finduiugfiniuaoniinienas

(1Wa51Eu) 299ARRsIIAAZILAINATD

mean residuals

absolute mean residuals

n FIUIUATRILARN

AN (AfdaFassennafiuioys) uazA1annis

Vi uazy,
ATAAZL FTHATAL

o Ad o a r'd % a o '
THﬂ’]‘iV]G"I’N@ULLUU‘VW@@\?WNW’WHQHW’W’]NL@Iﬂ‘i (P8 a52) ﬂﬂGLL‘U‘U@W’Z\]@ﬂTN

'
@

winrin azT#An AIC (Akaike Information Criterion) 1iusnafiffitdiduussingiulunis

WaguWiey (Burnham et. al., 2002; Sharma, 2009)

AIC =n.In(RMSE) + 2p (15)
Ln = natural logarithm
p = no. of parameter

LULSNRBITIAT AIC Hpafign Ae WWUSIaDITiNIZaN

T‘Hﬂ’ﬁ‘ﬂﬂﬂﬂ‘u AMNITILNATIVBILLLTIAEY 95 RIITUIATIAITH ARIALARDULIANE

v |
o Ao =

2B9NITANAMATI (Mmean square error, MS) Builiufgsanasifissnszasuuusiassiias
(Zharg, 1977)
MS = (MRES)? +v (16)
Vo= AeaudIU9auIe9A NARIALARENAINNTTATAALLY
variance of the prediction errors)
AmSunsUsuiuBenmninessuunsianstas graphical method Tagnisuans
WunsWiseuifigusendnamiannnisataazLy (predicted values) TUATAITH
AATALARBHAINNITAIAAZI (residuals) WaZNTTWLLAELELSEAINANAINNITATARTL

o/ 1 4' o/ v =Y
AUATTAFa39 (measured values)
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HANTSANEA

1. AISANEINA2BINTISAREIEsEaEAantsiulnaassiulil (tree growth) NAKAR
2291y (4 (stand yield) $Uv592@9876% (stem form) LL@ZQWﬂ’IW?IﬂGL%@Yﬁ (wood
quality)

Fanraulneesdulituulamaassiidmuanisdnaeessasdagnanuminiun
Tunnsdmagneszey (thinning intensity) A9 flaHaw 2 LAMARDY T ufiaondnees
viEenyu (Hun

1) FIUANYIBILANTY

HANITANEINUANARIINNNTRAYe189 s 8T wasfisinagieszesd

Fuanfiuliiananinldaraaunniuivesomy HuanspauuanssdnedlsfadAmymig
aaRanuUaed BilEvian1ssimaensszes Tuaaedidinisadiule THud DBH WRZAIINGS
209Ul (HFReeszezasiiAadeiidedd e adfennul asiivinnissaoeie
svay doudnfAunasraamyluuai W iiianiadnaseszesfidgendiutasiiviinns
FrveneTzesaneessay Wasannsuaiuiluul adisneensssesiianasatiemin

waINsinYeeszey 3 U wudnAnsdulaniediuaangeiuulasdn

1
=

ggngsrazuuunin Hangendntuulasdug uazuansaanuansneedneilia g daynag
w65 Tuanusdi DBH LLﬂmﬁflqaﬂﬂwﬁﬁfﬂﬁﬂﬁtymmﬁﬁﬁuLLﬂmﬁTﬁTﬁéfmﬂmﬁ:m AU
wasiidnensszazuuuliunany Sangendntuunasiitllddnasnsszaziduiouily
LAAIATTNULANAIIBE IR T A ATYNNETF fevfmm'ﬁﬁqmmﬁuﬁmﬁqﬁmmmﬁﬁLL@:
Usnmgaaany Binudn luudasdnasnsazszuuuninazidisndnluud aedug il
dasarnsmaninluudsditiesndn wiluussdnoengszezunansudidnaziisauan
fuldisionndluuuaeilailidnasiasre rududninsaaenylifdgeiig
(Vacharangkuraet al., 2017) (Table 3)

IINNNTATHI AR AL LI TN TR Funudan Tuud aefisnaeng
srzuUUTindAngefiqa sevasnn lfun wasinasnsazaziiunauazuasi (W lHdn
genggzey WowBsuifleussndeulaii Hanegszestuul asiidnaenesyaziidaans
PN ABI UL BHE AN Aas el A ea B Rvaesinene sz sTand
NAIN1TFRTENeTres 3 U ueldnuauuanssetefiie dAyneatifsendnaulasdin
28185 LAZILULLANNAT A9RANRAE28LUENIRT9 8 Fuaerdnauasdi (Hsin
2885 UATILLU AT AR E T LUUAININ AN UAN A e sl AR e A AR VAT

frrenggyay 3 T (Figure 1)
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Table 3 Stand characteristics of Thong San Khan plantation at the time before, just after and
3-year after thinning

Treatment

Unthinned Moderate Heavy
Before thinning
Stand density (treerait) 153 + 929 a 155 + 1102 a 153 + 1305 a
Mean DBH (cm) 1370 + 129 a 1426 + 041 a 1462 + 046 a
Mean Height (m) 1271 + 139 a 1428 + 024 a 1484 + 052 a
Stand BA (m? rait) 238 + 035 a 256 + 010 a 266 + 011 a
Stand Volume (m*rai!) 1596 + 412 a 1701 + 079 a 1813 + 094 a
Just after thinning
Stand density (treerait) 153 + 929 ¢ 82 + 361 b 52 + 458 a
Mean DBH (cm) 1370 + 129 a 1547 + 1.08 ab 17.07 + 072 b
Mean Height (m) 1271 + 139 a 1472 + 051 b 1569 + 056 b
Stand BA (m? rai?) 238 + 035 b 168 + 008 a 120 + 004 a
Stand Volume (m®rai') 1596 + 412 b 1123 + 057 ab 821 + 032 a
3-year after thinning
Stand density (tree ha?) 142 + 1159 ¢ 81 + 300 b 52 + 473 a
Mean DBH (cm) 1476 + 149 a 1613 + 218 ab 1880 + 059 b
Mean Height (m) 1368 + 177 a 1470 + 233 a 1664 + 032 b
Stand BA? (m rai ) 254 + 034 ¢ 19 + 005 b 146 + 005 a
Stand Volume (m®rai?!) 1001 + 200 a 1637 + 026 ¢ 1239 + 036 b
Thinning ratio
No. of tree (%) 0.00 47.1 65.9
Basal area (%) 0.00 34.4 54.8

Remarks: BA = Basal area

In all case p< 0.05
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Mean Basal Area (m? tree™!)

OUnthinned Moderate thinning EHeavy thinning
0.035

b
0.030

0.025
0.020
0.015 —
0.010

0.005

Ry &

___—_—_—,,“S..e

L

R

0.000
Before thinning  Just after

—

.
[
v
=
(3]

1

-
[
o
L]

'

1
=
(]
o0
=4

Volume (m3 tree!)

OUnthinned Moderate thinning B Heavy thinning

0.100

0.050

AR

T e

7z
/_/‘
Z
%
/
/’,

0.000 e B
Before thinning  Just after

—

<
@
Jo*]
=

2-year 3-year

Remark:Letters signify individual statistical differences among treatments in each measurement
time, based on the ANOVA test. The treatments marked with the different letters are
significantly different.

Figure 1 Mean basal area and mean stem volume of Thong San Khan plantation before, just after
and since 3-year after thinning.
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nnafinWaETresUEneny [Enuannfiga i asdnasns srazuuy
UIHNAN T8989HTAD W aeFATEneTEasuUIUATn uaulasf s Einn1sdnaenasees
anansy TaeTuuasfivinnissnesnasyasieansseiuiinnnuansnefiuo e Tus
Sy eada dannnafinyueessunssneemy Enugeigaiuulasdnaens
SrezuUUATIn Ta9aINAlE LA LAIiINTSSATenesTas UL UNNNANS wazulaeii (u i
ARUENETEEE AMNARU LANUAITHUANFANTUBE WHTE R A NafRTendINul aan
geneszpei UL e i TEfnenesrasying Weamnendslituu etk lEvnnisanuans
sraviin1asngnnn AT es3unTanas (Figure 2)

sUnTsnsadindiianasfnua THud An Live crown ratio wa g A
Slenderness ratio #auansdaLaTiesnm (stability) 18383 A Slenderness g4 MHTEIAYH
ddlisanalatiosusifinnugonnn fednunieiinannesiniiiAnaadsstenislen
Guvdagniinanalidng Tnsanizlundnaidnig e luTulituway wanau &
msAnEML9IMInAI Slendermess guifiundn oeaz 100 Fuliiasfidnaannadasgs Ty
AndalifinnsAnunAT Slenderness AHNZaHN UANTHATAT Slenderness Saua 100 %38
unndrazdanadasgelunislaudaiduiuraLive crown ratio iurnfiuansdednuo
apadnlil Tneviall Bousemuasiuliluuauesiailuninin Soaay 40 ielrau i Gean
apaTiuduseuazannsananesuaiiuln Efnd

NANTSANYINUIT NRIN1TFAVILTEYL AT Live crown ratio THuLaIAm
PEN8TTH VIR LR AN IHUAnAN9anNuL e N (Ffnaeeszay uaznudndaRisds
agaATA T 3 nasnsdnvenesrey TmnsReniunudnan Slenderness Tuutagsn
sgnaszezuas il asii BilEsnaegsrazariatndiAoein uasfiAnanashds 3 nas
MMFAYENESYEY AINNNTAABINAINTRATENYT ey il aefivinnnssinaengsayane
nalEdNnNssimpEnesTazin AN Slendermess anay BENIlsAAMNNNSRATENYTT LAY

Hesulfifangunenasenaannissineenessesii lidmaunintin (Figure 3)
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Remark:Letters signify individual statistical differences among treatments in each measurement
time, based on the ANOVA test. The treatments marked with the different letters are
significantly different.

Figure 2 Mean stand volume increment and total stand volume production of Thong San Khan
plantation
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Figure 3 Live crown ratio and Slenderness ratio of Thong San Khan plantation
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IINNITATRIRATNRALADINUT NIRRT FRLATLFTHNIRTINYFUNLITNN
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UIUNAN TOIAINIAD LU AIFATENET 8L UUNIIN LAzl as?l H (Fvinnsfinasnassey
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Table 4 Stand characteristics of Den Dan plantation at the time before, just after and3-year after

thinning
Treatment

Before thinning Unthinned Moderate Heavy
Stand density (tree rai) 98 + 153 a 94 + 321 a 93 + 551 a
Mean DBH (cm) 1494 + 054 a 1614 + 101 a 1563 + 0.70 a
Mean Height (m) 1478 + 066 a 1585 + 059 a 1532 + 0.73 a
Stand BA (m? rai?) 177 + 009 a 197 + 020 a 183 + 027 a
Stand Volume (m®rai) 13.81 + 097 a 1633 + 218 a 1478 + 278 a
Just after thinning
Stand density (tree rai) 98 + 153 ¢ 50 + 404 b 32 + 416 a
Mean DBH (cm) 1545 + 048 a 1777 + 119 a 1750 + 121 a
Mean Height (m) 1504 + 083 a 1658 + 075 a 1619 + 059 a
Stand BA (m? rai?) 189 + 008 ¢ 125 + 012 b 077 + 014 a
Stand Volume (m®rai) 14.87 + 098 ¢ 1061 + 130 b 643 + 134 a
3-year after thinning
Stand density (tree hat) 70 + 1193 ¢ 45 + 458 b 28 + 551 a
Mean DBH (cm) 1708 + 059 a 1961 + 158 a 1975 + 117 a
Mean Height (m) 1631 + 054 a 1790 + 121 a 1714 + 027 a
Stand BA? (m rai?) 165 + 032 b 139 + 028 ab 087 + 021 a
Stand Volume (m®rait) 1344 + 219 b 1269 + 317 b 756 + 196 a
Thinning ratio
No.of tree (%) 0.00 47.0 65.8
Basal area (%) 0.00 36.6 57.9

Remarks: BA = Basal area
In all case p< 0.05
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Remark:Letters signify individual statistical differences among treatments in each measurement
time, based on the ANOVA test. The treatments marked with the different letters are
significantly different.

Figure 4 Mean basal area and mean stem volume of Den Dan plantation before, just after and since
3-year after thinning.
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Remark:Letters signify individual statistical differences among treatments in each measurement
time, based on the ANOVA test. The treatments marked with the different letters are
significantly different.

Figure 5 Mean stand volume increment and total stand volume production of Den Dan plantation
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NANTSANEINUGT NRIN1TFAVLIETEYE AT Live crown ratio THuLaIAm
PeNeTr I IDINUURA1 HusnAsannuU e i IEsmuensgzay waznudn Tuudae(ila
farpnasverdatanassud v 1 adrafulEdnen innsanasonasaninuieuss
LazNINARBIMNTaRul uAag1elsfninAndsliAndnseaay 40 TuameiRaafiu
WUd1An Slenderness Tuuassimuansszezua uulasi HlEgnenesyazasfdingiAes
i uasiA1anas R 3 NAINTRATENETYEY AINNNTAARIVAINTAAYLN T EIZTTT T
wlasivinmasinengseezanana 1 [Fd1nnssinreneszezyin AN Slenderness anaInEingls
fAmnnannisfnenassiengrdsniadeensszezdalinmaminyini denasinnadn

YRz (NEAEWRNnIn (Figure 6)
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—8—Moderate thinning 62.96 60.00 60.34 60.52 59.07
Heavy thinning 61.84 57.59 58.26 58.67 60.22
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Slenderness ratio (%)

Before Just after 1-year 2-year 3-year

—a—Unthinned 100.53 98.46 99.55 107.73 98.33
—&—Moderate thinning 99.77 94.36 98.26 100.57 92.17
Heavy thinning 99.63 93.34 95.20 98.87 87.61

Figure 6 Live crown ratio and Slenderness ratio of Den Dan plantation
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Figure 7 Growth (DBH and Height) of teak before and after pruning at Nong Kham Hoi
Plantation, Uttaradit Province (thinning was conducted in 1-year after pruning)
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Figure 8 Stem volume and stand volume of teak before and after pruning at Nong Kham Hoi
Plantation, Uttaradit Province (thinning was conducted in 1-year after pruning)
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Figure 9 Shapes of teak before and after pruning at Nong Kham Hoi Plantation, Uttaradit
Province (thinning was conducted in 1-year after pruning)
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Table 5 Numbers of epicormic branches of teak after pruning at Nong Kham Hoi Plantation,
Uttaradit Province

Treatment Average number of Epicormic Branches
(m) 2-year after pruning 3-year after pruning
<2 .cm >2 cm <2 cm >2 cm
5m 4.21 1.31 4.07 2.21
6 m 6.81 1.28 5.31 3.13
7m 7.71 1.84 5.14 3.54
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Table 6 Total volume Heartwood and Sapwood volume and bark thickness of 3-year sample
teak trees after pruning at Nong Kham Hoi Plantation, Uttaradit Province

Treatment
Control 5m 6 m 7m

Total volume Over bark 0.237 0.240 0.263 0.201
(m?® tree?) Inner bark 0.173 0.172 0.183 0.137
Volume Heartwood 0.040 0.039 0.055 0.039
(m3tree?) Sapwood 0.133 0.134 0.129 0.098
Volume at 6 mlog  Inner bark 0.100 0.100 0.105 0.086
(m3tree?) Heartwood 0.030 0.028 0.042 0.024

Sapwood 0.069 0.072 0.063 0.062
Bark thickness 0.790 0.868 0.866 0.873

(cm)

Table 7 The ratio of heartwood (H), sapwood (S) and Volume of inner bark (Vib) of 3-year
sample teak trees after pruning at Nong Kham Hoi Plantation, Uttaradit Province

Treatment
Control 5m 6m 7m
H/S ratio by area at1.3m 0.593 0.398 0.549 0.745
H/S ratio by Volume Total 0.314 0.276 0.422 0.409
atém 0.472 0.382 0.651 0.644
at7m 0.436 0.366 0.630 0.601
H/Vib ratio Total 0.228 0.214 0.297 0.207
atém 0.301 0.273 0.394 0.380
at7m 0.285 0.263 0.383 0.363
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3. prsAnERBENATsUsT s3SI A asEaRTL T wA dunas US A ST
NIAWAN

ANNTUTZRN TN daiiuanduianus (total volume equations)

Table 8 WAANATNIINTLADS (ANUILANT) 2RFIAIAALLE WaTNI9WET1lH
sednegntiayaiuEEngadiu (it statistic) 1a9aNNNTUTEHD AR T dTudndu

PANAVIHE1NIALLUITADS (1)-(4)

Table 8 Parameter estimates and fit statistics for total volume equations

Model  Parameter Estimate SE RMSE RZ p Value

1 Bu1 0.000063 0.022437 0.032711 0.992898  <0.001
P21 0.940060 0.005693

2 Bi2 0.00006248 0.031069 0.032863 0.992863  <0.001
B2 1.874410 0.027270
B3 0.949990 0.043534

3 B1s 0.027732 0.004627 0.039497 0.983300  <0.001
Bos 0.000033 0.000001

4 Bua -0.051971 0.011393 0.084155 0.924500  <0.001
B 0.000823 0.000017

Remark SE = standard error of estimate

NANITALATIEIN AR UAAS A Ud 1 aNN19Aa51991N LU LI 1a8S (1)=(4)

o 1 a o o o

(n=196) AadAmyoeBe (p<0.001) wazdpmanuoeAnamsuin U Eunisussann

a ! { & ° v & 1 o |
USH1ATRIRM T URIARTIIANA AN RMSE Lay Ré"ll’ﬂﬂLLUU@’]@@\?VJﬂLLUUﬁﬂW’NQ
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= ) o o ~ @) a a . . . 1%
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0 1l DBH?H = Q) wuUS1aa9 (4) 8 DBH winuuilifiuasAlsznavaasdaulsdase i
o ALULIIaed (1) (2) uay (3) § DBH way H ifiuasfiUsenauaassianlsdasy wams s
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Total stem volume equation

1.8

1.6 .
v = 6E-05(DBH2.H)0.9401

14 R2=0.9929 n =196 =

V(m?)

0 5000 10000 15000 20000 25000 30000 35000 40000 45000 50000
DBIH2.H (cm)

Figure 10 The best regression model for estimating total stem volume

ANNTUTZH TN BTTRNEN (Volume ratio equations)

aun19omadaneestsues (Rduaz Rh) a31991nuuuenasd (5)-(8) Table 9
LAPNATWITIRS (ANUTANT) 28980AIRAZLY waznadinfulfissndnsgaiioyaniuidu
2ingadn (fit statistic) 2DIANNNTAENINNUDUSIEDI (5)-(8) uansly Figures 11-14

4191 n 2evgadiaya 1,092 gadiayaain(fidaating 196 Fu

Table 9 Parameter estimates and fit statistics for volume ratio equations

Model ~ Parameter  Estimate SE RMSE RZ p Value
5 Bis -0.5571 0.0164 0.051937 0.9627 <0.001
Bas 3.1976 0.0224
Bas 3.0745 0.0238
6 Bis 0.8322 0.3849 0.048018 0.9681 <0.001
Bs 4.6870 0.0362
Bas 4.4833 0.0375
7 B17 -1.0024 0.0253 0.029697 0.9878 <0.001
B 2.3645 0.0102
Bz 2.3813 0.0135
8 Bis 1.9143 0.09484 0.034565 0.9838 <0.001
Bas 3.2880 0.0190
Bas 3.3003 0.0255
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Model: Rd=1-0.55706(d” "*">"/DBH>""*")
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Figure 11 Volume-ratio model(Rd) for T. grandis in Thailand developed from Burkhart

(1977) (model 5)
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Figure 12 Volume-ratio model(Rd) for T. grandis in Thailand developed from Van Deusen

et.al.(1981) (model 6)
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Figure 13 Volume-ratio model(Rh) for T. grandis in Thailand developed from Cao and Burkhart
(1980) (model 7)

Model: Rh=Exp (-1.9143 ((H-h) 3 28795 /3. 30033))
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Figure 14 Volume-ratio model(Rh) for T.grandis in Thailand developed from Van Deusen et
al.(1981) (model 8)
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HeuRsuieuszndnuundians (7) uag (8) dadunuudnanslunisadeannig volume
ratio to top height limits Na151N791AT RMSE 289UUU41884 (7) HagNduuU41ass (8)
uazAn RZ9m9uuud1ans (7) snnndiuuudnaas (8) uaasliifiudiuuudaans (7) finda
WULSR89 (8) Tn191n U3 19sHng volume ratio to top height limits a¢nslsfinsile
WasUWeUA RMSE uazd1 RZ ssndnonuudiany (5) AU (6) warazndns (7) fu (8)
ﬂiﬁﬂgdﬁLLmﬂGiWQﬁ’uL&‘ﬂﬁﬂﬂLﬁﬁfuLLﬂquﬁLﬁudﬁLLUUfﬁmm (5) (6) (7) uaz (8) NINI9N

PN U FE9aNNTT volume ratioRduaz Rh) THifuasined

NSRS ULLIIRDY

uundaassTnnERRs i dudduinn

HanMaLiuFaageenaaun 14 qaw (15 ulasdgn) amauldidaete 82 fiu fim
fiu Fouaz 41.8 apsdmanlifhatnefi i luniaimuuuudaas Saanyatiayaiitily
AINAFBUYINAY 752 4AdD3a NANITNAFBULUILRNTAIWIBIUTHI2BIULLSNSRDY (1)
(2) (3) war (4) ezl luntsadsannisUsznandues Bideuiidudsinioun

LLﬂmTu Table 10

Table 10 Statistical values of the model validation in this in this study to estimate total stem
volume for T. grandis in Thailand

Model MRES MRES% RMSE RMSE% AMRES AMRES% AIC MS
(1) 0.003853 1.143608 0.026330 4.536162 0.017676 5.246703 -246.96 0.026344
2 0.002808 0.830818 0.026467 4.552797 0.017533 5.188073 -244.60 0.026475
(3) 0.002262 0.668239 0.027120 4.661264 0.019526 5.768411 -244.92  0.027125
4) 0.001465 0.431756 0.038767 6.655461 0.027601 8.134829 -220.26 0.038770
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WULATR89 (1) AN THUHHE AL EIRTI2BINITANAALILATIFR Fadunuudnaae?iun Ul
AENENNITU e LS NIRRT AN E N A NS ANEN A5 ueatnelafinan AN
AATIEFNNNER NI AFIULUUAIEDY (1) LAY (2) LANFINAMANTHaYNIN F9Til
uuuanaed (2) Sannigoun U e vannigUsennosunns Haauiiduanduionna (Ha
i TunnsAnendBiinianaseunuusianBnnnInensuLLaaes (1) fae Geaz
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diameter (or height) limits fananannuda TunnsAnund ElFannis volume-ratio (Rduaz
Rh) fia319annuuusiandsia 4 wuu iiei/3eudta s Usuins v uaudn i
Vdwia Vh) s naguuvesiladinansannis (Rdvia Rh) fuannisdszuios
Usrnas Hiaaniiiiuanduiomeiiadrsenuunsian (1) HANTITALATILINNFTR NS
NaFeUaNN1IUTTHIMUEH AT AL uANEA (Variable-top merchantable volume

equations) WP i Table 11
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Figure 15 Predicted vs. measured total stem volume (a) and predicted vs. residuals (b) for the
model tested to predicted total stem volume outside bark from DBH and total
height(EQ.1) for Tectona grandis
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Table 11 Statistical Values of the model validation in this in this study to estimate total stem

volume for T. grandis

Model MRES MRES% RMSE RMSE% AMRES AMRES% AlIC MS
(5) 0.001903  0.673400 0.034478 6.485001 0.022491 7.956798 -2,721.62 0.034482
(6) -0.000150 -0.052768 0.032819 6.150589 0.021009 7.379101 -2,761.57 0.032819
(7) 0.039410  1.404381 0.021016 3.967328 0.013897 4.952341 -3,122.58 0.021032
(8) 0.001764  0.623608  0.022809 4.289092 0.015343 5.425494 -3,056.29 0.022812

a ¢ Aaa o & ~ = a ] °
W@ﬂ"ﬁQLﬂiq:ﬁMWﬁl\ﬂﬂﬂmLLN@\?TWLCM“Q'] SIS TN TR NITS TN ol iata ] (5) way
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' =4 !
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LALANHITIEATI2BINITANAALIULBHIATHINNGIENNITTINIAINLLLSAD (5) THYdy
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Auuudnan (7) Winadnszasnisiinssinaifynditissndiuuudnand (8) us
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LUUSI8D9 HaR9MTan IHNINT T B ULILS 18D WIRHALEA AT NI LU 1889 (7)
WAz (8) ﬁﬁqua (variable-top height limits) tHudquls8ass WiAranuduguay
ANHTIENASIIBINITANAALNINNIULLSNEBY (5) Ua (6) ﬁﬁﬂmmﬁumu@ruﬂ’ﬂmq
#1#u (varidble-top diameter limits) tudauilsBase
NNINAFBULLUSIABIBIAMNTNIBILUUII1ABY (5)-(8) uamslu Figures 16-18
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= a o A £ oA 9 vaa ™4
ﬂ@’]ﬂLﬂ@ﬂuﬂﬂ\‘iﬂ’]‘iﬂ"lﬂﬂuu@iﬁNLL%"JTHNLWNN’W?.I% LN@WHTNN?J%’]@T%QJ?M
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Figure 16 Predicted vs. measured variable-top merchantable volume (a) and predicted vs.
residuals (b) for the model tested to predicted variable-top merchantable volume
outside bark (EQ.1) for Tectona grandis

47 : euatuaNysol: walansthgednunaau el srdlmieinnandnuasanniniiie Hesssaun [Han



e )
@) Variable-top merchantable volume (Vd, model 2)
3
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 12 14 1.6
Measured (m?)
\, Z
4 N
Variable-top merchantable volume (Vd, model 2)
(b)
2 o /
3 °
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 12 1.4 1.6
Predicted (m3)
. J

Figure 17 Predicted vs. measured variable-top merchantable volume (a) and predicted vs.
residuals (b) for the model tested to predicted variable-top merchantable volume
outside bark (EQ.2) for Tectona grandis
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Figure 18 Predicted vs. measured variable-top merchantable volume (a) and predicted vs.
residuals (b) for the model tested to predicted variable-top merchantable volume
outside bark (EQ.3) for Tectona grandis
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Vt = 0.000632(DBH? H)"9006

Vt = 0.000632x(38.12 x 23.9)0-94006

Vt= 1.171716m3

2. AUIIANUB NS ETAVIN T WA WA

A5ea7 1 Muuusans (5)

d3.19759
Vd = [1-055706 (——)]x Vit
3.19759
Vd = [1 - 0.55706 <—38_13_07451 )]x1.171716

Vd = 1.157534 m3

Wunusnand (6)

Vd = exp[-0.832198 (s )| ave

4.68695

Vd = exp [—0.832198 < )l x1.171716

38_14.48335

Vd = 1.1678487 m3
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