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Abstract

This research project aimed to study the effects of the effective silvicutural practices
to enhancing the teak plantation productivity and value including study the methodology to
estimate productivity of teak plantation namely merchantable stem volume and growing
stock by using the Unmanned Aerial Vehicle (UAV). The results from this study will the
information for teak plantation promotion and decision making for teak plantation business
investment, including transfer the knowledge and techniques of enhancing teak yield to the
interested people.

The research project was conducted in teak plantations of private farmers, company
and Forest Industry Organization in various area in Thailand. The data covered the various
site, spacing and management. The results showed that the effective silvicutural practices
such as thinning, pruning and coppiced management were the method to enhance the teak
productivity both quantity and quality. Moreover, the yield estimation by using UAV is the
suitable and convenient methodology for the large area. This study also developed the
taper equation for teak merchantable volume of each log from the standing tree which use
for further value estimation. It is the method to estimate the value before cutting.

The results are only the recommendation for the teak plantation owners to make
decisions due to silvicultural practices as mentioned above. There will be additional costs
involved, while the investment return in production met the purposes and has a worth

value. Teak plantation owners who need to decide and select appropriate measure.

Keywords : Silvicultural practices, thinning, pruning, coppice, productivity, teak plantation
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voaylifAnu waglduusihilunisinvensssosusazads msdaldoonlsimnii 20 gnurdnins/
LBnuns

Ola - Adams (1990) lsUszifiunanismaasuszezgnuesauleidn leeny 18 U fivszina
udiBeasuin msugnauthlidniissduanumuiuiusening 1,189 waz 1,680 fu/isnuns n1s

a a

WSyiulnseduazanas Weszdumamuuiuemyligandt uazdnenmmsaigdulave sl
lifssziugeanilonnumunusivvesléifiinda

Tudsemanoaniing autlddnildldvinnisdavensssesiiuiinidageiigamiafu 28
psans/ienuas fafu fnsdanisautiiiagussasdiiaginlinsasyiviavesiuliiionn
(size) gean Mufiniidinvesautlsidnlinisiiaga 28 maauasisnues desnddfudiviign
vownylsnnnin 20 gnuadniumsenuas n1sudugsaelumyliasintu uasnisasyiulams
YA augnatsEdy (DBH) azanasiasianzdlofiuiivindnvemylddawinnit 25 aas
was/enund nanisinwidun Witeiausuuzingaingruesiiuiiniidavesaiutlidnduusey
Y9 15 Uag 32 ANS10URSANLAS (Lowe, 1976; Keogh, 1979)

nAms (2540) Anwinavesnisiaveesyaziaznsuanvevesaiutliidney 20 U fflszey
Ugni3uusn 4 1ng x 4 1ns vieaiidamiad e Tasvinsdnvensszozuuuiauaaiuun (thinning
with alternate row) Laz@AnU818 T oZUUUANEDILAILIUABILAT (thinning with alternate two row)
WisuiisuAvlifinnsdavenessey wui1 anendainnisiaveiesseziduna 3 U sy
masnuduRguinasdfurelasiviimsinveteszesiidganinvasililddnveessey
nanfe wlasiaassuniiuaosumdvinaduhauinarsdduiniu 3.5 wufwes Turagiuas
Fauoafunoniuty 3.1 wufaes duwdasdilaldfavesssonfutuios 2.6 wufuns wiluds
nafnanmsiiyuedsvessunnduingudnansdiuresulasiifauesszerianisuanding
fustaluififoddymeadd wagliunneanulasildlidavensszoedae Ssoradunsiedinly
wasivhnisdaneessegiuiivionsydulatunnmevesiuldluumniigndeseenty vilfiAnnis
usudaaslifmdoagmevdinmsdauesszesfumisfiAntunliainae

INNTANYUUTIULTIBURATDIITNTARVENETEEsIaEANUETNIUIYRITISNSinvee S uLse
navosnsiaiyiulnuaznsuanmovesatutligadusa amagauda o1y 6 U Aiflszezign
BUUSA 1 A5 x 2 AT NIANS LazAM (2540) LAAITIANALLUIIBIHATEIAAMTNLUIYBNTS
AnveeszuzRenIsasgAulavesiulll :nnsAinwiReng wuln MeraInsRnveessezidunan
4 Y mM3avenesEeze s low thinning YilvmnuifinyuiedsvesTunasdiuidudduluuasi
fANuniinuImsednsINsinveyszez Sovay 70 Tuudliugindngnsnsinvee s Iagas 50
uaz¥ewar 30 waghismueneszozamddu uidoiSsuiisusenindninsdnvee sz enas 30
wazIaaz 50 Usngdn duwilinlduwanneiu drulunisdnvensssesaiels selection thinning Na
N3ANYIUTING I ANUNENUIMSEERTINMSAAvENYTEeyTosar 70 And1seuas 50, 30 uazliing
ANV TEYEMUAIAY
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nansAnyidosiuresnsinyinisnaaesinueeszerluaintidnagldununuidonis
Fannsauirdnegredsduiieinynsns wuitnsvaassinveteszezvilrdnluamulifivuiadu
USmsnedu SnsinmaifisturesiiuiiniidavesaiutiganilusUaseavauitlildduiunisde
venszer Turnziinisfavesssesdidanuningsnd Gosazvesiiuiinihdnsulifiauihiignsa
oonunnIn) azdnualiunsngg gendtluulasiviinsdinveneszeyidanumiinginia

amuthdnlulsemalnefinnzauiivesesdinsgaamnssdlifduiunisdaveoszey
Tuvnigfiauiveanwasnsdalifanuden awvgvisdeawliiiladwadiiAinannsdaveie
syog \lasnnnisugnlugunuuvennwaanstudvlififeyaddaau aseuanu saumadsldfuyag
fegdliuninumansladnuizoud luvaginsfnululssmalnediflegesadinuaziinanisfinu
dedluszogdu Tatamsfinuanelinigliwunuidonisianisauidnegadduiionunansdy
fsvornanisfnuiiios 5 9 Adldenadilidaau uarauthsidudesdimadnuenesesaiafiaos
Tagianzegsdsluntasivinsdaveneszeziifiannuviniinit Samsinisdnvseideaiolils
foyafitaiauimuinaruminiuifimsdniunisuasdsnailumsduiunig uazausatiludu
Foyafilalulddmsunsduaiumsdamsaindnlilsnandnveslsidnduddenisamu

msAnfe

nsdanadunsufifmnuiauinefisududmiunmanldgaiounanimd nande 1
aanmidonduliffiyunidosuazdvuiadnuanduliifidmi (efivu 1Wue 1d@na Ay
udauseen @udn driuiianuiSeinn) desunn wiskifiias egrslsAmuiosanmsiauinug
anudlafeatunisaaisldannisufiiess ey msdafsenaiifounnses enft W avamin
wwesmsanastiesiiuly wag/vievinnisanfsiiAulugailinisanidsiinadenisusulssnanmn
13 videvimsandannifululuasidulifogdesauiliinansenudonisiaiyfvlnvesiuls
lesnnuadanimvesduliianas n1sdansduldegamiinuinerariiliniswsaiuinniediu
uraudnansel vidednnmaaiyiiulnazanvesiulifigydslundsanmsanfsegldldndudu
11 (O’ Hara, 1991)

NAN"T138%89 Pérez and Kanninan (2003) Fliifiudn n1sdadsitldmngandinariligade
nsseAulnIIedu warn1sasyRulavamylila Tunsdansldlgmdedamuduiusseninwaa
Frnmvesluiumseigidulavesddiu msdefseenanduliluviinasnnduaivelifnenmnis
HupszsinaswesdniiiuFouseavosiuliianasiuiviila naflnusferhliiudiv wnvesls
mendsnsania 3 T anas 1ifedosay 28 vesiufinidavemyldifounsania uasTunnsvaany
Iifanasldfedanas 43 Msidonsaniwesauiinssiummitussmannade (e1g 1.5-4 Y) 1
nanTIdefindendsiu nanfomiennassifisefuvesnsanfsiunnsistu (Bafsgs 2.5 weg B
6 i3 NTUAL) ilAinsiasyulamnaduhgudnarsdruanas msanastanaasinty
11NN 5ﬂdauﬁlﬂuﬁauaamgﬂLﬂ?ﬂ'aué’ha (@nn) penluuinnindesas 40 (Majid and Paudyal,
1992) annsAnuiuiugliutndu oy Fucalyptus nitens 91g 3 U wud1 Aeudanisanis
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2 U wardandlasnsandiuiifuBeusonseniiosnii esay 40 nausingin lifiamuandnasiu
miLﬁ@@ﬂﬁi%%’jwmﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂmiaﬂﬁlx‘iﬁjﬁmﬁmﬁaﬂﬁﬂ (Gerrand et.al, 1997)

Zobel (1992) dagunanisisoifsafunaveanisanisvesiuglinszgaauluwneugusie
anautivonioldl 1111 nsdnfsdinadenmaudivendel Inslawzidlevhnsdeidligniesviodn
AanniAuly madnfafieinsitligndeduliinszgaau awvlfAndeuaunasiiin resin pockets
34 resin pocket HduannamaniivilisuliifiviinisaafsdeiBnslignioauinnindenanines
ol Tnsunfuds msdafsaduiunsfudiuvesdduiifidunniian (leuws nuesddu) uagns
Anfsgaifuly (Muanugevesiulinniiuiu) arliiRananeuwnumaasugia fulimsvimsanis
Sadurhaudnansdduiivuintszann 12 wufiuns Weflagiliideld fegusnleuvestumiiiu
clean wood fiUSmnanniitsswediasshlifiAnauduAaasugia suUnfuds msdanslinisan
wnni Amisesieusan (live crown) nHan1sAnwITd LG n1snfsUszanmsen
oz 40 WazAnt vedimsdafauavgiivinlinisasaidelilussesusn (juvenile wood) Lin
n3enduld uenanidanudn arudsdumgedliau Pinus radiata o1adiutu 910 0.48 18y
0.59 Tngnnsanis uenanifileisedug 8nitvedin msaeiwilfaumunudureadeldifudu us
og4lsfinny duansidedviuglivdaderfuilinanseiutiu nanfe nisdansldinliaiiy
mwureuieliifiutu vesedsiimsdniadunanszduliAn epicormic branch faduaiisidu
dwsuldlunadudeiiunisinveneseey

nsuthlsl Tnsdinddeuagimmnnistilil 1ifilassmsiseiienfunsaansluaiutidn aneld
Tassmsidewmaiiansthgsdnunautiognesedn ileiunandouasaunielivesaudilidn
fasnfiuntsseninedeutszana wa. 2556-2560 Fsluiiufidandnasiinisiuioyaogiseiies
sufimsdaulifeiaiothuinssinuanivendeld Tnsawzniniaduiane uay
SasduvenukaznIEil %qmamiﬁﬂmé’mﬁn%Li“]usi’fau“aﬁﬂﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂm&ﬁmgaﬁiwmiﬁﬁaué’ﬂ
Tngiamzagiebsliviouusn Famaasfiuuntumumuiaaulauazauin auenivesiey 1ans
aunmideliuarnamemnuliFnanduladefihuldfinsandemandeld

mydusiefuglnenisuanmie
fudnidusuliififsnvasiveeiianunsaazavomnsiilusnuiauladumimiiouriiu uay
fnd<lunsdeddudnuldogsnn miﬁ%dqﬁﬂé’uﬁqqLﬂaaimsﬁua&Jﬁuﬂ%mmmmﬂumﬁqﬁazam
13 Faldinslivsslomianndnuneilumsdadanenniuisnsusuuseudn wanadidadanesinu
nmsfiaudngnlnludunsdin madulabiatuae msfigduansensiusnnlia sy dauly
nsUsuURsmudndeiiiesindane (geainfulssanaliiiundsdv) dusuau ggniaiinisda
Aonaudsneunuan Welyisudninieusdsdduruivldsunuusn dsdumadnstiliveniuimly
1 FudniiuenTuanisnsildaduiivanswanasyivlnegsings (s, 2535)
nsuwanuieveslddnazauinudsmsaaiiuwuuisnsanun og1elsiniy ANEnsalung
wanvlendanndnveeszesfmsinisdnwneasauiudiioliiassuunsianisliifousen 2
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uluanuiilignluouan Wesnlidndulsifiunnmie Coppice) lfnamdnisiaily Ao ansa
wanuielvdle Sepas 100 (Yayaed wazmne, 2535) wazniadulugsgiulalaisounn wislidn
019 10 U Mladaiign axiidusingudnansis 6.8 iwufiuns wazgefianis 6.5 was lagiinainnedi
Gurnausnanafiesen 27.5 wuuns (@udnd wagany, 2518) sdmsdalidnliuanielnl Foq
Junrsdanualinegeiniiufuliiiu 60 wuhwns wasdudnildszuudaiuuuud aasd
Gurhaudnanafiesenyszann 30 lwufns (VieUszanm 20 U) saidaiiuliasaSeusosroudy
gy waznendinsinfivazdeslasiuluUlilinasg19a3edaie

[ Y =

nsAnwIn1swanudevedlidnluaiusiulaau (Clone bank) ldnAdaninaies il vas

]

Thueksathit (2006) wui191n 71 Taawldfdn 5 Suduusnifdnenwlunisunnmiodfigalaun Taau
ey fandauns (V100) 11 wazwaivan Samind1une (v34) ase Smiaung (V126) thuds
Jandnezal (VA9) uazass Jmiauns (V118) lnsvuinvawmelifauduiusiudnaninuaanisunn
I REONI ARG AL dauiuﬁmmsm%mLauimsuaamalﬁﬁﬂwudw alafiszsulaugu (D) aulad
seduAugaitesen (DBH) uazaugs (H) 1de Weeny 1 U wiiu 6.40 wufiting 4.60 wufiuns
LAy 5.33 WRT Muawy LazlovhnsisuiisussninsduiiAnainnisuanmieuazndiiinain
msdnt (ramet) lulpawieniunudl darAnugawanssiuegeiidedAyneada (P<0.01) uiinly
flvanesiiamsdansuuulusnmionsdnafludesmsvilvseudaituduiuvielinanamiunnduf
1 urannsneldlidnnuindefionguntumauuensdumsidydulassrinsuiiinen
mMsusnialazanndildainnsinddaanag

TumsAnwiwes Thaiutsa et.al (2001) Fesnrwanunsalunisunnnievesliidnety 17 U nds
nsfinveneszezluaiudmenngll Samdaniyauys vesesanisanamnssulilldl wui13snsen
veresverlidsmadenumuiuiuveslidnuddmasromnulauazannugaveme Weneliidni
919 1 U luulameassifinsfanunainalauazaiugsveamuslsidnasiagsiian sesaanlaun
A5n19FAV18I¥ETULUU 2:2 mechanical thinning 1:1 mechanical thinning Lag low thinning
auadsu ag9lsRnIunIsRRvUENETEEERUU 2:2 mechanical thinning Wwignsfiamsiuldmnly
fufidsnanlianasaldisnsdavmels

luuszinaludise 1ag Verinumbe and Okali (1985) dAnung1eufagyiin1sugnitvinens

a

wnsnluautldidn TnensmnaesugnimlnadesdnineléZeuseavedlidnfiinanmaunnmie
uitesainnnsAnwiinisugnlidnlussezugniiuauiAuly (1.8 was X 1.8 wn3) virliiAans
usugauasaiwihlivananvesdninadssdn iivsuanas daunsudsdiuludiun lidmaagng
fifeddmneadd egndlsinudsdesinnisfnussesgniimunzaudely welwldnananiaiol
dNuATHANARNYNYAT

19N53A wazANE (2555) wui1 madulmvedlidniunnmiodidnsidulnunninlsidnivgn
Tmfluufiieafusauslidndony 9 wou aunseifsds 5 U ediitoddgmeada Insawizetads
Turaiilifdndony 9 ieu ieteiliiEnSuinsdulidy WoAnduesifudmuunndroudals
andiunnujediandurigudnansiissdiuaesin (D0) anandlsiEndiugalusiie 90 Wosifud Tuvaed
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o w a

ANNgaiAuNnIIFesar 58 wasUSunshidniuen 2 vieawdenunnitegredideddgymieainndy

o
[ I

IidnAuanmisisamisifion msdanisliidnlaelrinisunnvlendnisdaiiuassgavinetu (Ju
Bansiynaunuiiaztisandldiigluiausn Wethaunnsgualiaelunsugnadarudali
dnvesesdnisgramnssutiliels idiaszsianldarefianaaiosannsunnndeununisgneie
naldlngd wualdaeselsluds 1 auunfiviaidu 3,960 vin/ls Wednsdamsuuuliunnrie
aldanelunsafilddnaunsounnuisldfovay 50 azausnanacls 2,028 UM (51.20 Wesidus)
mnldd@nanunsawnnndelauinisdesar 70 agaunsaand1ldinelauinis 2,203 um (Sewas
55.62) MnAlddreludniiisaiumseioniud n1sugn masidatedii nsldds uazandald
Tuvariteyailsannsasuamaldaelunisinnsauinlsdnuuudnliunnmie a arudusl
n9ei danind1uns delifdndamanansalunsusnmiondamsinunuszan s 70 Wesldudues
udt wuinAlddeludusnanadann 2,500 U Wwidewies 1,600 Un vsealisnsianasuseana
Sovaz 36 Tun35@nw1999 Noda and Himmapan (2012) wuimninnisuuulnlidnuanuieluseu
71 2 wdsnmsdanuadleauinliidneny 15 Y avannsoanalidieluszozisuduasliogniesn
$ovay 50 WawSsuiiteutumsdgnll feilunsiieseilideyansasapdviaedlidnanndls
vhludalailafimsuiulseius

uamsAnwdosfunelfununuidunisianisauihdnededsdudenunsnavuilidnday
sortuslngIsnsumnmisfimaiiulagsninlifdniiugnlysiannndnlsl Tasaudniidanislidnnsduiug
wuukenreaanvzdinaivinganiluamudniinaussritnisUgnuazuaniie wagmie 1 vie
idulafindt 2 mie AsiinisAnwufiniAinAsafunsinnis 1wy Msfnvenesyey wagnsvaaoy
Anunniolsl

aumsUszinaiinestififientsd

lunstlveawandnldes (timber production) nMsUszanailsunnslil dnvinlusudsunslivieu
%9 FaanansaUsznaldainnsinddeineg vesdiuls 15nnsidesldtunnigafenisuszinalasld
aun1sUsEIUIasle (volume equations) euansminuduiussenine3uinsuasiudsmneg
WU YUIALFUNIAUINAEY kARG

Avery and Burkhart (1994) na1731 aun1suszanau3unsiildlunisuszuna Ysunsiade
sefuvesiuliiifouauazsiiniusingg aruniidefioveamsuszanauiunsld Tusgiudfide
uazmansznevesteyavedliiediifleguarauniaiiu Sarumnzaudisuldwerifudoyavesld
fregrevdold anuusudiluniseansiuliinasvesyliidusgfunugniosusiusvosaunisilly
Uszunuliumsldsedu (individual-tree volume equations) d1msuaunisuszuiulsunslddn
seduildinsdnuilulszmalvedledszana 16 Yikuun Tnegudisevnld auziumans
uTinegndenensmant Wuaunsililunsussdiunandnvesaullidnuesesdmsgramnssanale
Tuvesiinawniie wazfesiidminngauys widu lildsuauilidnivgnlneniaenvuuas
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' '
o A

mhsuvesdgdu wasluaumsivszinauineslidnsedu Admussuiadiiamiigaveduse
VavessduiuauAls 30 wuRwns Wi (AUl 2539)

Tuilagiiudl SiluifaunisussanuuBnasldneduvedlsifnildussunaumesliiinduaus
lﬂuwﬂsvé’wawmﬂﬁﬁmﬁwam ngudliidnle 9 luuseinelney ”Lé’as'mujua‘h Tuuszwnanse
RRRGEDE Vlii,JﬂEN’]‘L!’N&Jﬂ’]iﬁi’]\iﬁuﬂ’]imﬂan Ao TuUsemeduladide 7 Kamnataka, Madhya
Pradesh, West Bengal tae ’eju"] an 9 33 1uﬂiymﬂaum8 (Chakrbarti and Gaharwar, 1995) 9
Mata Ayer 1488 (Hamzah and Moharwar, 1994) 1/1 Northern Ghaha Usgtnaniun (Nunifu and
Murchinson, 1999) i Kerala West Bengal Madhya Pradesh &g %fgﬁ'us] dn 6 %Jg Tulsginaduifey
(Singh, 1981)

wuudiaes vieaunsilduszanaUiinaslifivindudnlddnan Tnadnsaunnsneiu wana

U

Usensnilsie vuindrfinggauosduringudnatsddiu (DBH) vedliifedsiithunaisaunsd
ANuANA1aAY aun1suIsannsliteyannnliifiegnedislidn DBH> 30 Wwuflums (Chakrbarti and
Gaharwar, 1995) wiaunsarusnnaiaandeyavedlifogisil DBH< 30 wufiuns

yeans uazany (2553) Idaaumsussanuuinasimuaveslidnmed lnesusudoya
e lifdnvesnsunlyl esdnnsgaamnssuinlyl uazarudnvesenvuluvieaiiniamile ana
nae Gamedaiminnigauys) uaznanzivesnidsunile wazdnviinisedsuinslduinsgiu
(standard volume table) vasautiliidn wilsilfasisaunisuszanausnaslimduaudls ddu
nsfnwafadagiauiaunawasdavinlidumssUimeslfduiduauilddmsulruigign
assautdnldlumsyssidusdwiiesiely

msfangluuunsUssiiuidwdnvesauthdnlagldinaiinnsdrsasseslng
nsUszanaU3unslsl (erowing stock) WA ululunsdansuliiegnedadiu Lﬁmmﬂ%’au“a
fananuduedosilefinsrislumsusuidiuyadvomylsl Wuderdutaslunmuumsiausiud
Tunafuifeamanan (n13vlsh senanituiii
MsUsznaUnmsulsl SnsUszendliBnsliteyadisasverlnaiieussidiuruiunmsmy
11 Tnensuszdiuaiaunainanuduiussenindadelassahangliiudviannsdrinaseeslng
doasauvuaesiosimaiudeyaluiiufithiivainians dwildannaes fe
1) nMsUszanailagldorgmylil
HomnuTuamylitutuiladedueguesiuldl Feogsuliidudeyaiuguiiazan
fiap IumiammmmﬂwmmmaqLasmauaauqmmamwamamimmLmuimsuamu"l,:u WU AN AY
YoINUN waga1smandnviesdu ladnsfnwasernudululdlunisnaunaivengvemyldivdivi
Mndoyanisdraszerlnaiiiednviumuiiinadaniw ( Zheng et al, 2007)
2) msUszanadlaglddoyaruinvessousen
Tashluruaveazeusenduliiaziinmuduiusivrundurigquinaisiissfuenues
fulsl rufaUTunnsvessiuliing vuinveaieusonannsansiainlimenisldnmaisaniiionis
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mmaziBenvaaninganin lunseyuiudeyaieuseavesiulilaslinmaisaiiesdiia
aslﬁamqmmﬁ?mzlﬁ?’luﬂﬂﬁau%qé’ﬂwmm%wamLﬂugﬂmmﬁw%ﬁﬂwm (Culvenor, 2003;
Gougeon, 1995)
3) myUszanadlaglideyaninug
iesananugeesiliiusas funienylifimnuduiusganniuiunasvessilsl doya
A1 vertical 1aa1nn1514 1. airborne LIDAR and 2. DSM (Digital Surface Model) Feadreleann
stereo paired images LU ATNAILNIIBINA LLasmwdwm'gLﬁamﬁﬁmmazLﬁawaaquwm
(Hirata, et al, 2008; Hyyppa, et al., 2008)
amuimmthesaiesddyyiauavaiansUssinaaninee viensdsasserlnaty
lifsudgninanldlunsussifiunisnssansvesituiiniovuiniiud iwu vinaladuiudiiils
satsruaiiud vielildiduiudivlivindu uslutiuldtnnsldnsdmasseglnaifioseidi
foyaeafuuiinnsvomyiifumniy wedoidaietunsianuussdiuaninenstiliiag
T¥nsdrsaszeglnauudilunatsiiud luusemalnedauneisuiifinuitodiotmumio
Uszn@isnsdanarifieldlunisussiliuiiuiitvedine Tneaneesndeenulidn wu n1sinw
ﬁiﬁﬁmsﬁﬁa%zazlﬂaLﬁa‘dizLﬁuﬁuﬁmuﬂwlﬁé’ﬂiuduﬁwﬂwﬁﬂ (Prasong and Siripun, 2004)
ATsaeliusunATonsdamsmuiidnegediduiiioinunsng nuivuiniEeuseniu
YuAEURUgUENANsTisEAU 1.30 wns danuduiusiusgrsmnndsanansaihauinizeusenildan
s szilaemaiianisdsiaszerlnaunldludsedivusuesld (Furuya, 2015) wailesanly
aunsamAnuglavilinansussanaUumsliidadianugnaeslduindn Tudagduldinigi
walulaforniaeulsaudu (Drone) anlsifusgnann Tasmeluladdannsoinflunsussidiuana
adlaeldnmsznieduliiily weeldfluundsediuwuuiiaesiiufiinfeusonuaraningivszne
(Zarco-Tejada, et al, 2018) uonandninarsvasiidulindalu (LWiily) Fausalddsydiu
A NAULY iwﬁgﬁ%miﬁé’qmmmﬂszLﬁuﬁulﬁﬁgﬂumﬁ’ﬂ (suppressed trees) lavinlnnsusziiiu
Uineslifiaugniosnndsty
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B/nsandunisive

NSNAADIRNVLILSTSYY
Wunrsefiuniseatidesannulamaassntasidunisnaassuinallul asenisidenald

uwkuun1ssan1satulidnegedBuiionunsns @ wa. 2555-2559) lnadndunsinvenesees
LUU low thinning Aenisidendaduliifiddeusensesuaiteananulas Tnefvusaudundeld
ANUNTINLUIVBINTAAVE TEELAULKUNTNARDY N1sARERNAUldlANTandsdn vz sUNTILaL
arunmesdulsl Tnedivdninasised

Funmunwd 1 fulilifidnunglid viodedmiudedadla

Funauani 2 fuliiidesmiuisusznns 1iua

uan i 2a fieusonuualvg 2 Feusentuly

uﬂmmwﬁ 2b Hvurenulavesadudnun

GUW’]ZUJW‘WVI 2¢ UFpuyenllauysaivselidnualiaung

%uﬂmmww 2d faduuanidu 2 une viselidnuarlaaudes

Funmunnd 2e fanwarnsgninanevizeiilsauias

(%

[ -'-NI Y aa a v J £ 4 &J d‘ A M v 9 ¥ A
FuUAMAINT 3 Aundnsiuladt wandeanamsinvessuldluiun lneildldedlavsegn

Ree Ree Ree Ree

Qe

Qe

uptslaeslifBuogistaiau

Funmnmil 4 fuitogneliideusensudu viegnuatiilaefudussnadaian

Funnunndl 5 dulifiddnunesoune

nsfiasundadenduliasfiansuanugeesdudousenniugluiudnums sunsuas
aunmuaaiulsl Tastunmnnil 5 asgnidensendeududidunsn aulduimasuliifazdnuey
szegeananulivangy

1) wasmnany
Junsandunismaaes luilufvesaiudvesusenenyuy Smingnsang dnnaiiias

Fmingnsaingd ulasugnd na. 2547 szevUgnileludufe 2 Was X 4 wWAs yn1smaaesinueny
svoy lednflony 7 U ununisvaansdsznause 3 minenaaes muanududuresnisdnvene
Jeey Laln

- favgnpszazuuuunas (Moderate thinning, favag 30 vasiuiivthinsmmasmyld

- ANYLNYITYZUUUNTIN (Heavy thinning, $98ay 50 maﬁuﬁwﬁwﬁmumawyﬂﬁ)

- llavihmsdinvenessee (Rauaw)

Muvasfiudoyauuin 40 wns x 40 WNT Mheveaeday 3 91 TINVAY 9 uUag

nFsnmsvaaesinveeszevasuan Wunan 8 9 dlodnileny 15 T ymsiaveeszeyate
fiaos Yovay 20 vasiufinthinsuvesmlilulfivhmafaueisszey iwmnglusasivinnisdnuens
sppuuuULna (Gosay 30 vasiufinthiasiuveaml) Tuafausn
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2) maiudoya
fagulimnsiu Tufinauiadusinaudnarafiesen arugaiamunvesiuld uagaugeds
sefugIudousenlunasiiesns neunasvdinisdavensszes viin1sindnd audugneng
58981398 N151AA1ANgeveeRuldly Vertex IV ultrasound distance measurer (Haglsf Inc.)
druAnugataseAugusousentdliinauaduld SK (SENSHIN) ju AT Type 15 m
3) NMTIATINTRYA
3.1) leAnwinavesmsinveneszaziemiulavesdiulsl Mmisadunmeadevuin
urigudnaiaifieson (DBH) uazaugs Auimmandsluzuresuinms 1un Nufinddnmed
Ay (Mamn/s) Hufinidnvemyls (sauns/ls) Uhnnsnmeduiede (@nuiaduns/su)
Unmssmweanylsl (@nunerdians/ls) deunazundansiavensses Ussanudanudiismuadesied
(mean annual increment, MAI) LLazmwmﬁmwuuiw?J (current annual increment, CAI) vasa@3uU LA
AvsEAUMIAnvENESEIENTUTTANAIUTIRTIBRY (tree volume estimation) THaunisSinsaduiiaina
Pulvaivszanauiumsneduredlidnluutasiogiauday treatment Tngldaunis nonlinear
model leun
v = a (DBH”.H)°

o a uaz b AarAs
3.2) WieAnwinaveIsFnveeszozaogUnswosulil imsduamasunsavessulsl
Lo
- Live-crown ratio (§nsnduvesaugevasiouseniaya g
- Slenderness ratio (8751dUVBIAINNEWBVUIAEUNUAUSNALTEDN)
- Artificial form factor (§a51druvesusunsduliineusuinsgunsnszueni
Sunaiuiinihdaanuuaduriugusnanadisson)
theseq Armaldunvihnsiesziamuuususiu (ANOVA) uagaaumneing
yesAnadsvasazmhennasdlaglilusunsuduiagy

mMneaesAnna

Junsdufumsdeiiesannuiamaassitlddidunimaasaudalulasansisenield
uHLuMIdansauidnensdsduiiionunsng @ w.e. 2555-2559)

1) wlaannaey

sdumsluiufiautidnvesdsnensuluiiesiidmingnsfing Ugniled wa. 2550 szoz

Ugn 2 1ms x 4 1R 19UUAmMARBITLIN 32 1WRT x 48 ng Afiunsannuilelidnileny 7 9 4
wﬁummgwfmzﬁuﬁuau 5 1WA 6 A5 7 w3 uazlidnfe S1unnedisey 4 uUag TaveA 16
was ledneny 9 B Idvinsiavenessezeanioray 50 vesiuiivindnvavll

2) maiuwazdinsgidoya
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2.1) YINN19AANIRINLEUNITNAAEY UTENaUAl8 4 ®8Mnasd (treatment) I 3 @1
(replication) nulgMAass Ao I5N15AANTNTLAUAIINAIVDINITAANIRINAUAUTEAUAIIY (U
lawn

ITLAUVAIINGY 5 LUAT NTUFY

e

J3¢ vUﬂ’J’]ZLIQ\‘I 6 LHAT IINWUAU

e

a = [ a

- amﬁwumwm‘ummqq 7 \Wns nNUAY
sunliudazmisennassiiied 800 wWas (32 wWAs x 48 wWAs) fiszesiweuun
furu (buffer) 5oUWUAIMNAABIYNAY 8 LUAT
2.2) nsivdeyalaeinauiaduniugudnaisiiiesen (DBH) mmqqﬁgwmﬂa«é’fulﬂuaz
ANNZIReTEAUF IS UERAYRIYNAUlULUAIMARDY (MIENAaD3) AouRiunsaniuanasan
anfa dnsiadeyadinnd aufuanenysresianids n1sinainnugeesiuldly Vertex IV
ultrasound distance measurer (Haglof Inc.) dduadugfisseaugusousanldldinaiuaduls
SK (SENSHIN) §u AT Type 15 m
2.3) funmaiuiivindauasUTinastimedusasionylél nUssanuUinsnedu (tree
volume estimation) Tdaunnsatnsatuiiadrstulmivssanaudiinnsseduveslidnlunasiedsus
av treatment laglda@unis nonlinear model oA

v = a (DBHAH)®
dle a wag b AarALd

2.4) Lﬁaﬁﬂmmamaqmiamﬁmagﬂmwmﬁﬂﬁ $MNISAILIUAT 2 AT LALA

- Live-crown ratio (§n51duva9mugeueaiousenuas A g
- Slenderness ratio (831dUYBIMNUGBVUIAHURUAUE NN DN)

2.5) As1vABUILLNAVINTAARY wardsasuauiaiiAntuunlndeainaniitueg Taous
muvadurugudnarsvesisoonidy 2 vunn fie Younin 2 lwufiums waz wnnimFewiniu 2
LURLUAT

2.6) Anwnavesnisdnfsienmuninveielsl Inednidenliifetnafiodusunuainus
amievaaed vienaassay 4 fu wazduiivuiadukiugudnaraiissenidufunuvesaiuii
Fanun 4 fu sauiemun 20 fu o TanUTnsdRufe35 Smalian formula uazUszidium
Fndruvosdruiidunniuliuaznszilsl (heartwood/softwood ratio) Wae1sna Ak1uaaslduisi
1531A31ALLYTUTIU (ANOVA) azaulanansuasAladsveusazniionaasalaely
Tsunsudnsagy
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maAulavesdnuanmie
dunsdndunisdeidesnuuamaassildduiunimaassnudlulasainsidennsld
uHuuIdansauidnegnsdsduilioinunsng @ we. 2555-2559)
1) waannaey
aulhdnvesnuasns segiistnotuuay Swiamesysal Ugnided wa. 2538 szazdgn
2 wns X 3 w03 Wvesaruthlavinisdanualul we. 2556 uazUdegliduseiuglaenisuanmie
Tulifeaiu mawlameaedud we. 2557 lnsuvsibenaasseandu 3 wihenaass 9INN159ANIS
mialvinuvdesdeny Ussnaume
(1) 1 wie
(2) 2 mio
(3) 2 wie uawiileony 2 U vimsdalyivde 1 ne
Tneidonmisfiudsussuarauysaiinniian suiadumiofiAnanuinaleudu (miefida
Uinaveuvemeiinudssdonislauduliing) 1aUaimeassvuin 40 WAs x 40 LA 12w
neResay 3 41 TINThAY 9 was insdandefiAetulnleennn® el ffudnasdisiuumieny
yhenanosindl
2) Msiudeya
2.1) naifuteyalngiavuaduriugudnaisifioson (DBH) uazaugeiavanvosiuls
yndluidameass mstararugewesulsidesudasivuman 1l ¥annugaslsl SK (SENSHIN)
i;u AT Type 15 m LLazLﬁ@ﬁuiﬁﬁm’mquﬁmmmﬁuw Vertex IV ultrasound distance measurer
(Haglof Inc.)
2.2) #uiidl 2 e Wvinsnawaduinugudnaafissenuazaugeis 2 e nglud
wsnlvviefiflunamailananindumied 1 wagduidnnindumion 2
2.3) luvthenaaesiinde 2 niswazdalvivdeiios 1 wie @ondanisfifvuiaidnnii
oonuavmdoniefiinuln ufsuse uavawysalnnndnely wedulifeny 2
2.49) ‘v‘hmii’m%ﬁqﬂ%uéuqmmqiwmaﬁ%’a
3) NFIATINTRYA
yhmaUsuifisuruaduinugudnaniuasanugeuesiudnluudazmitennans s
Funndnvazuazgunswesiulilunsdazmiionnass MulamiuuAni1swesAadsveLdaz
mihenaasdlaglilusunsuduiagy iedinszvsuuvunsinnisuedniilieinmaivlauas
sUnsafiafian ieldusznounsduaiunsinnisautdnudnisdnituafsaainelngldnisd
AefuglagnIsuanvye
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nsadaunImaGeioadwaunsUssnaUnasiiviidud
nsadsaunsuszinausuasaivindududild Buannisadisaunisainudes (taper
equations) flew Tneidumeunissiiuns sl
1) nsifiudeya
1.1) dmFendulinanaiuleng 4 vaveanunsng nialenvu uazesdnisanamngsul
T dadounnsnetu Tudesnmaimuosiiudl (site index) 919 ALVUILLUUMEeTzEzUgN Tu
nsFnuassiiushegsdnanadilumamie mensTusenidoanie mmAnasuazaAnzTunn
Mnauthiifiszezugneng o A leln 4 1wng x 4 1wes, 2 WAs x 4 Weg, 2 RS x 3 WA, 3 WAT X
3 LUAT, 2 LWAT X 2 LIRS
1.2) FudnfivinisAnunisiuausieau 450 du fudivinisinsiuau 118 éfu ¥nsIAY
mamammawwm YR uguUinaTImIUEeNTIsEAU 0.3 1ns 1.3 a5 uaz mmummaa
MR 1 wasauiseen wasAunuvenldeni 4 duresdidunssuiaieatuitinaue
Laumuquaﬂma 1nuld bark gauge (Haglof Inc., Langsele, Sweden) Tuvauefidudnsiua 332 fu
nin1sianvulinesinauld Taeld Vertex IV ultrasound distance measurer (Haglédf Inc.) and
Criterion RD1000 electronic dendrometer (Laser Technology Inc., Colorado, USA) Au1aLEUNIY
@uﬁﬂawﬁigé’ummqmw q ¥insdn 2 Aamaiadiseiufsatunsiawuudaduliiasn dwuie
WUNIUALINA1TINIY 5,710 Arandudndtuiu 450 sutnanlddmsunisasisaunisninuied

2) MIRAUILUUTIDDIAINULTE?

THuuudiassfiannnisasiaienarsnuitanuisathunldiudnls $1uau 8 wuudiaes
Taun

LLUU?S’laaﬂﬁ' 1 Goodwin’s cubic polynomial (Goodwin, 2009) kWa¥ 2 variable-
exponent taper model (Kozak, 2004) latnlUldlun1s@nw1aes Warner et al (2016) launa
mMsfnwaguiuuudiasd 1 iuuuudrassiiffigndmivaruiidnlunamilevesszmalng
wuusaesdl 2 aﬁqmﬁm% Kozak’s taper functions.

wuusaesii 3 variable-form taper function (Perez et al,, 1990) lisun1susziiuing
ﬁqwlumuﬂ’]ﬁﬂiu Tanzania (Van Zyl, 2005)
WuUsIaeadl 4 (da uag 4b) waz 5 (5a 5b waz 5c) IgArdnUsmuvesduruaugnans
ULaumumuaﬂanuﬁm Laumuﬂuaﬂmawumuasmmmemamaummﬂmduﬁw

v W

UN

uymeu uavegisziuaiugsithinlfiusouifisuiiient stem form (Osumi, 1959) 1

ns
d
’J‘LJ‘VI

D W

fiseiu 0.9 wng ydefiszduaugeszdiven wuudians da waz db egluzuues polynomial diu
LUUT1a8e 5a 5b uar 5c agluguves cubic polynomial
wuud1aeeva 8 uanslu Table 1
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Table 1 Taper functions used in this study

Model form Model number
dyy, = (H—=h)[S+ B3(h—hy) + Dy /(H — hy)] 1
where S = .31.322(h1 —h)/[ (14 Bh)(1 + B2hy) (1 + BoH)]

By = a1H, B, = az,and B3 = as/H + a4(Dy; /10) + as(Dy, /10)?
dy, = agD,, 1 H2 X1 (h/H) by (1/ePob M) thaXO1tby(1/Dop ) +bsH +beX] 2

where X = [1— (h/H)'*]/[1 - (1.3/H)'*] ,and Q = 1 — (h/H)'/?
d,p = boD,p blM[bz(h/H)Z+b31n§@.001+(h/H))+b4(Dob /H)] 3

where M = [1 — (h/H)"/*]/[1 = 1'/2] , and | = location of the inflection point

dub /dubO.B = blL + b2L2 + b3L3 + b4L5 + b5L8 + b6L13 + b7L21 + b8L34 48.
where L =1 — (h/H)
dub /dub0.9 = blL + szZ + b3L3 + b4L5 + b5L8 + b6L13 + b7L21 + b8L34 4b

dub /dub0.9 = (a1 + azH + a3Dub)L3 + (bl + sz + b3Dub)L2 + (Cl + CzH + C3Dub)L 5a
dub /dubO.S = (a1 + azH + a3Dub)L3 + (bl + sz + b3Dub)L2 + (Cl + C2H + C3Dub)L 5b
dyp/Dup = (a1 + ayH + agDyy, ) L3 + (by + byH + b3Dyy )L? + (¢1 + ¢, H + c3Dy)L 5¢c

where d), is the diameter underbark (cm) measured at height A (m) above ground;
H'is the total tree height (m);
D,»and D,y is the diameter underbark (cm) and overbark (cm) at breast height (A, 1.3
m), respectively;
Auooand dpps are diameters underbark at 90% and 80% relative stem length from
tree top to ground (1), respectively.
Coefficients are ay, ay, as, as, and as in Model 1;
Ao, a1, Ay, by, by, bs, ba, bs, and bg in Model 2;
bo, b1, by, b3, and bs in Model 3;
by, by, bs, ba, bs, be, b7, and bg in Model 4,

ai, ay, as, by, by, bs, ¢y, ¢y, and c3 in Model 5.

3) wuudiaesruuUden Muuusaseniidaniudl Wamer et.al. (2016) donld

4) M5IASIERNeEER wuusIaeie 7 19 Goodness-of-fit (GOF) Usyneusie adjusted
coefficient of determination (R2’), root mean square error (RMSE) and BIC W& ¥ lack-of-fit
(LOF) leiun percentage error (PE, %) and relative root mean square error (RRMSE, %) N 15
SJLﬂi’l%ﬁGli’Jﬂﬁ]ﬁ@Uﬁﬂwmz“UaﬂLL‘U‘URT’laE]ﬂ%ﬂWi@i?ﬁ]ﬂaUﬂ’JﬁmgﬂG’faﬂﬂ%ﬂLaEJ’J (Maindonald and
Braun, 2003) lumsvingvuamduruaudnandldiudenannanues viunganues ngldawuin
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uruaudgnaslaien uwagvineusunsliadenvewiulifmegemennugsnuaisagiuuy
vasliioulagy Usunsliveuduialagld Smalian’s formula (Avery and Burkhart 2002). A1
duiiildanadia LOF Avfuruaiiiornugniesyesnmsviiuneuuudians snamdumsmesiads
At (Goodwin, 2009)

5) N193LATIERNadAlglUsLATN R (Version 4.0.0) Tun1siasizsilaeldfingis R scrip
UNEIUVBY Warner (2016)
mafasmMsssiiumdmdavesulrdnlagldinalianisldonnimenl faudu

1) maiudeya
1.1) dnidenaruthdniaveanusning Aalenuy uazesAnisgnainnssutilyl Afidade
unaneiu luides aruninwesiiudl (site index) 01y ATMUILILMTasTEEUgN ioTaulamaaes
1.2) ivdeyalunipauin fewiinisiulasedetaeauin 0.25 15 (0.04 @nuns) iy
foyavuimdusihugudnansiiszdu 1.30 wns (DBH) Augeisnun wagaunisweaiousentos
suliluudawmaaes ilethdeyauussnanimnasvomy éidevsiui
1.3) Tdomimeuliaudu (Drone: DJI Inspirel pro with X5 RGB camera (12-mega pixel))
nsdusardienmulamaasmieinialagld autopilot mode lildnmdidinsdowiuiiiome
dmiun1stheyi 3-d model tngld Litchi app. Insudsghanmansiifidudniluludeungadnioy
2560 wagdrafidndisluluiounuaiius 2561 19 Agisoft Metashape tn1wdnga1a$19 ortho-
photograph 1-2 cm resolution wag Digital surface model (DSM) 2-4 cm resolution Wn1sud
FEAUAINAS 30 LIAT kAT 60 LWAT INTEAUVDLTOULDARUEN
2) MATIENYoya
2.1) ludumeunsnimsinsgimuiumsnylilagldvuasiulisefuildanannis
ANNFINUSSEn USRS TUvINAS aULOn
2.2) wazthanugevesdulsidilaannisly drone uldlunisussaayiumsvosiuld
sefudieliinauazBeafiunniy
2.3) Yfuufuuudraenduildainnisdnuilunauauideseesi 1 Aldamaienig
9INMALUUANGY 1 Landsat Tnenisthdeyaninugadianfsldie
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NaN15398

NSRBIV TLE
1. HaveIMIAnveNesEevdanisiulnvesulil

ANunuIwiuresiudnlukUasaznisiivlansunasndinisnnassdnveessee taun du
sihuguinansiiiiiesan (DBH) mugevianua (H) fufiviada (BA) wag U3u1ms (Vol) veanylsl
Usngdadl

Mnnsdnveeszerlunlasdn aledl 1 dedniony 7 U lnednveneszezuvuiiunans (Gos
av 30 vasiuiintinTuemyld) davensszezuuumin Gavay 50 vesiiufiviindnsmmanmyl)
nazlsifnveneszey (control) namsAnwImUIY ndwihmsinveneszeyviuf uasiidaueneszezas
f9uuiuliaeasiliaianuuisiuvemylduansauuanasegelidedAgyvnaian annudas
flailsvinsdavenesszes Tuvngiisnaauls ldud DBH uazawgedslinansananuumneisiy
55134 3 Wnumsnnaes daumUSimsvesvylilundasilifldvinnsdnvenessesiidgeniuyasi
yhmsdinvenesrsan sy

waansAnvenesree 2 U uag 4 U wudienisiiulanisenuaiygsluslasdaveneseezuuy
wifn fAngeniluntasdu fashiazliuansinnnuunndnetusgraidodifynieaia Ty
DBH wansAgeninulasduegeiidodfameadia diuuvasiidinvensszezuuuuiunans fangen
Tuwdasibilddnversszoziuiu esainduudulilundasdnveroszosdtaendn vinls
fuividavesyliluwasiidavensszesiidsinitlusadailédnuensszes uasulasiidnuene
srazuvuninazdamnitluulasidavetsszozuuuUiunansing daudiunsvesvylinuiilu
uwasinvensszezuuuvinusiinagiinsdulaiganinluuvasdu widuuduiivdetesninilis
Arsniluslasdug Tuvaeiivlasdnuenessoriiunanausidneisruudulidosnitluuuasd
Lilddnvensszozuiiunsvemyliifidgeian wazuansduanssegreidodfyneadaduly
uasiifinveneszzuuniin

Tud w..2558-2559 flanmorinaiiuiandssniuny vilidulsilundameassmoasdiuiy
10 devhnsnsindeyaluli 6 ndsnsfnvereszeznuin luuvasililivinnsdnvenesyesdl
Sunusuliinegeaiignde 57 dusels Tuvurwasinuensszozuuuiiunanaazuuuntingdiuau
sulsifimeiadelufiui 113 iy 33 uar 10 #u sruddu anmsnevesiulilundasitlilévh
nsRnveneszes dedulnaiuduiidvuinidnuazdouws vildanisiivlnesdudnlun ag
nA@eITa 3 wrunsnaassfialdunnenstuesnadivedfyn1eads snifuan DBH finuinluwlas
finveeTughUURtngInsdal DBH qqndﬂuuﬂmmaaﬁuﬂ pydldpdAY19Ena A1 Usung
vovyliflundasinvensszozuuuunanddlvidigefianeg wiialdldiansanaunnsnsegnad
HodAneatinnniu (Table 2)
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Table 2 Stand characteristics of Den Dan plantation before, just after, 4-year and 6-year after
1% thinning (mean + S.D.)

Treatment
Before 17 thinning Unthinned Moderate Heavy
Stand density (tree rai™") 196 + 058 b 195 + 100 ab 193 + 100 a
Mean DBH (cm) 999 + 100 a 1015 + 106 a 1033 + 081 a
Mean Height (m) 1044 + 144 a 1094 + 131 a 1101 + 100 a
Stand Basal Area (m” rai") 160 + 030 a 163 + 030 a 168 =+ 023 a
Stand Volume (m” rai) 925 + 235 a 964 + 238 a 994 + 179 a
Just after 1% thinning
Stand density (tree rai’) 196 + 058 ¢ 123 + 898 b 81 + 404 a
Mean DBH (cm) 1082 + 087 a 1158 + 058 a 1217 + 034 a
Mean Height (m) 1117 + 132 a 1245 + 048 a 1254 + 024 a
Stand Basal Area (m” rai™) 18 + 028 b 133 + 021 a 093 =+ 012 a
Stand Volume (m” rai™") 1130 + 240 b 840 + 149 ab 595 + 078 a
2-year after 1™ thinning
Stand density (tree ha™) 181 + 289 < 121 + 987 b 79 + 611 a
Mean DBH (cm) 1183 + 044 a 1280 + 062 ab 1391 + 020 b
Mean Height (m) 1246 + 094 a 1322 + 081 a 1357 + 023 a
Stand Basal Area (m” rai") 206 + 011 b 159 + 028 ab 122 + 012 a
Stand Volume (m” rai) 1048 + 343 ab 1353 + 326 b 1060 + 119 a
d-year after 1™ thinning
Stand density (tree ha™) 160 + 1300 c 115 + 737 b 78 + 513 a
Mean DBH (cm) 1249 + 045 a 1317 + 070 a 1450 + 018 b
Mean Height (m) 1283 + 037 a 1345 + 093 a 1395 + 011 a
Stand Basal Area (m” rai") 202 + 018 b 161 + 026 ab 131 + 011 a
Stand Volume (m” rai™) 1015 + 101 ab 1411 + 331 b 891 + 072 a
6-year after 1% thinning
Stand density (tree ha™) 103 + 2205 a 82 + 2100 a 68 + 458 a
Mean DBH (cm) 1434 + 022 a 1501 + 029 b 1611 + 013 c
Mean Height (m) 1427 + 032 a 1468 + 091 a 1518 + 022 a
Stand Basal Area (m” rai™) 172 + 042 a 149 + 040 a 142 + 011 a
Stand Volume (m’ rai™) 912 + 197 a 1199 + 372 a 979 + 070 a
Thinning ratio (1* thinning)
No. of tree (%) 0.00 36.91 58.20
Basal area (%) 0.00 30.32 51.73

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 (p < 0.05).
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dovhmasinveneszeraieil 2 Tl 6 udsmsdinveneszoraiausn viewleduliifony 14 9
yhmsiaenesyerienay 20 vosiuiiviidavesylsl wngluulasildhnmsdnueessozadsi
1 $ovay 30 vosiiufintihdnvosmylsl nansAnwinudmdinisinueisssesiud inliaraay
yunuwiuveylivesuUasiinsdnveneszoedadenitegsfifoddynisad Aarnuuasdilals
daveneszey Tuvusimunaduinuguinarsiissenluntasiidinvetssezuvumingsiidigeian
wilduanensfusgnafiieddynisadffuwlasiidnensssozuuuuiunans 2 as druensu ‘
wihuvasilddnveneszezazdidnosiian uililfuansAauunnsnsegaiidod Aynsadaty
wasiidaveneszeziaeaudas Inendansdnveneszozassil 2 lWuda 2 9 Asing 9 Sensusang
dufiriuvdainuenessezadedt 2 fud (Table 3)

Table 3 Stand characteristics of Den Dan plantation before, just after, 1-year and 2-year after

2" thinning (mean + S.D.)

Treatment
Before 2™ thinning Unthinned Moderate Heavy
Stand density (tree rai") 103+ 2205 a 82 + 2100 a 68 + 458 a
Mean DBH (cm) 1434 + 022 a 1501 + 029 b 1611 4+ 013 <
Mean Height (m) 1427 + 032 a 1468 + 091 a 1518 + 022 a
Stand Basal Area (m” rai") 172 &+ 042 a 149 + 040 a 142 + 011 a
Stand Volume (m” rai™") 912 '+ 197 a 1199 + 372 a 979 + 070 a
Just after 2" thinning
Stand density (tree rai") 99 + 2021 b 59 + 1562 a 68 + 513 ab
Mean DBH (cm) 1512 + 032 a 1699 + 027 b 1706 + 005 b
Mean Height (m) 1481 + 049 a 1545 + 105 a 1539 + 004 a
Stand Basal Area (m” rai") 185 + 045 a 133 1+ 033 a 15 + 012 a
Stand Volume (m” rai™) 996 + 192 a 1101 + 333 a 1105 + 078 a
2-year after 2" thinning
Stand density (tree ha™) 97 + 1833 b 58 + 1629 a 68 + 503 ab
Mean DBH (cm) 1597 + 028 a 1824 + 052 b 1807 + 007 b
Mean Height (m) 1580 + 037 a 1647 + 099 a 1676 + 034 a
Stand Basal Area (m” rai") 202 + 045 b 153 + 033 a 178 + 012 a
Stand Volume (m’ rai™) 1140 + 232 a 1309 + 343 a 1220 + 271 a
Thinning ratio (2" thinning)
No. of tree (%) 0.00 30.00 0.00
Basal area (%) 0.00 20.00 0.00

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 (p < 0.05).
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Andsvesiiuiivindaesy wuiluulasinuenesyogvinasdangiiandud 1 U udsns
Fruene5zee wazuania1wand19eg1aditod1fynieadn nwafivhnisdnuenessezwuuyiy
nansuarliidnveneszeludil 6 ndinisinvenesres wandendwhnisdnveneszeradsi 2 lu
wasfisnuenesveruuuiunats (A7 7) wuiwlasiidavensssesii 2 wuu dalndidowayll
wansA1ALLANAseEeiied A n1eadn uarsinglddaauiudasiilivinsdavenesyeyasd
Anadsvesiuiinihfnsedusnineddiluddumeatn (Figure 1)

Mean basal area (m? tree!)

0.032

@ Unthinned Moderate thinning B Heavy thinning
0.028
0.024
% 0.020
2
E 0.016
5
& 0.012
=
ki 0.008
=
[+~]
g 0.004
0.000 .
Before Just after 2-year 6-year 7-year 9-year
B Unthinned 0.0082 0.0096 0.0114 0.0166 0.0186 0.0207
B Moderate thinning 0.0084 0.0108 0.0132 0.0181 0.0230 0.0265
@ Heavy thinning 0.0087 0.0119 0.0155 0.0209 0.0235 0.0263

Figure 1 Mean basal area of Den Dan plantation before, just after, 6-year, 7-year and 9-year

after thinning
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.
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duAnadsUsunssedu nulmdadavenesees 2 U luwUasiilild dnvenessozazdiane
fign dlunvameassdnversszozUiunarsuazuuunindailndidsstuuaglinanadiaiiy
wanenafuegefitudAynisada aedalf 6 wiiflevnisinueneszozaded 2 luudasiidavens
szozuuviunans nuitluudasivhnsdnveiessezuuutiunansianyinmsiads sesugen
Tuulasdnveneszasuuunin (Fisure 2) winlud 9 Aagldlduansmnuwnnsnegeifadfy
msadffinny mnuan1sAnwvlasdldinnisiavesssesiilidulifvuiaauladiumndy
AsfRvEnesEezRenuminUINNa1T wazsEavenestey 2 ASe avduasuliiuldieuns
anlanarUSinsseduiiuannduse

Mean stem volume (m?® tree?!)

0.28 @ Unthinned B Moderate thinning B Heavy thinning
b
0.24
0.20
TC)
2 0.16
=
Y 0.12
£
g 0.08
&
2
% 0.04
= |
0.00 :
Before Just after 2-year 6-year 7-year 9-year
B Unthinned 0.0472 0.0575 0.0566 0.0888 0.1004 0.1173
B Moderate thinning|  0.0495 0.0681 0.1112 0.1450 0.1868 0.2251
= Heavy thinning 0.0516 0.0754 0.1025 0.1440 0.1633 0.1793

Figure 2 Mean stem volume of Den Dan plantation before, just after and after thinning

MNMIAUINANLTINYUSEYi I DBH avsosurpsudnmualuiiufindwinve ey
9 ¥ nuirdnlunlasiidinvenessozuuutunansiinnuifinyugeiian sesasnleun uasinves
szorUiunane wavulaafililddavenssses udlinuauwanasegadveddyniads wasde
firsanamnufismuneiadeves DBH winglufuiiituZousemluiiug wuiluuasinues
svozuuuniindailrngeiiagn sesasnliun wasinvereszezuvuliunans wazulasdildldiavene
gy puay uazlinuranuuansseesidoddymeadAduiieaiuanuiiuyusetluguls

ee

5
PIUUA WNANITANYINWENIINNITHAVLNYTLULLALAIUNTNUNYVDINSARVessardslilaiinase
AaniiuyuseUlusiu DBH aghadaiau (Figure 3)
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DBH Increment of All Trees (9-year after thinning) DBH Increment of Dominant Trees*
(9-year after thinning)
0.9 a 2.0

DBH increment (em yr'}
:; b
DBH increment (em yr')
pd

Unthinned Moderate thinning Heavy thinning Unthinned Moderate thinning Heavy thinning

* Dominant trees calculated from 200 tree ha'! (32 trees rai'!)
A AN S

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 3 Mean annual DBH increment of all trees and dominant trees of Den Dan plantation

FofarsananuifiuyunedduanuguaisdesulududnimualuiufinudluuUadise
yeesreziangaiign sesaanliun wasiavenessezuvuviin uazulaswinveteszazLuLUILNaN
gy Tusaisfidlefinsaniameduiiidudousensunuhmuiuyunedindedunugadia
unnilunlasinvenessozuuuniin wadhidnuenesyor uarudasiifnveneszozuuuUiunalg
puddu egulsfinunnuifismuselindevednimunuaziomylufuiifidudousonsulusuas
ynnesisany laiwuraauans e alioddnyyeedR wihamudiiuyuseTViadiu DBH wavaage
TusufifiduSousensiluwasiavensszosuuuminiuliinnasdiugenitluslasdufio (Figure 4)
uansAnwiassiuandliifiuiinisfavensszesuarssduamuninuigeansinuene syl
wansznUTdauR eI U TinReM i1y DBH uavaaigeuasmyls]

s N ™
Height Increment of Dominant Trees*
Height Increment of All Trees (9-year after thinning) g .
(9-year after thinning)
07 6.0
a a a

= 0.6 =
k. a a 5 5.0
E 0.5 E a
E g 1.0
£ 0.4 £
5 5
5 3 3.0
B 0.3 b
2 0 2 20

0.1 1.0

0.0

Unthinned Moderate thinning Heavy thinning 0.0 . L L
Unthinned Moderate thinning Heavy thinning
* Dominant trees calculated from 100 tree ha'! (16 trees rai)
A AN vy

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 annual height increment of all trees and dominant trees of Den Dan plantation
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2. HAURANIANVENETEEEsRHANANYD Y 3]

nandnduUTinnsvesdnteualuulas Usznaudie Usinasvasdnfigndneieszereonain
fiufl Vsnasvesiudniinne uazTunsiifleglutiagtu Tu Table 4 uanswandaduliunsvesdn
NRINSARvENeTTEY 9 U Wudwﬂ%mmﬁ”’wumﬁﬁhgaﬁqﬂmmméfmmEJizazLLUUmuﬂaN 5998937
loun wlasinvereszezuuuniinuazuUasiilidaveneszes muddu luteszeznanssninedi 4-5
fanmermafiuiaudeguusaasiiszoznatsnun ivdduliluuamaassmediuumn lag
Sruuduliiimneunnfigamuluntasiililddinveteses fe 97 fu 1osnainnisuiugseenaguuss
Famserutuiulundasinuensszozuuumindsdidausuliiaedosiian Ae 12 du Juduaungd
ibivsuesnlusvasinvensssezuuunindawanaiainulasinvenessezUiunaindntioy
uazilasinueneszeyiaosuuivinssnnniulasithifnveeszey asuldinisiauene
sromfunisostumameesiuliinnnisuiudadonyliforganty uwiinssauduliaed
Fruautiosnitanmsiigndnesnly uiuTinassndsdigininmnn

Table 4 Stand volume production (m?) in stands with different thinning intensities of Den Dan

plantation
Treatment Volume of thinned Volume  Current Total No. of
trees of dead  volume volume dead
Ist 2nd  Total trees  production production trees (tree)
Unthinned 0.00  0.00 0.00 4.20 11.40 15.60 97
Moderate thinning  3.41  2.50 591 3.00 13.09 27.91 40
Heavy thinning 6.43  0.00 6.43 0.79 12.20 25.85 12

miLﬁ'mmuiwEJ‘TJGU@@U%MmmﬂﬂwumnﬁqﬂiuLL‘tJm@fmﬁumaizaszUﬂm NANY S09A9UIAD
wlassnueneszazuunin wazwlasdildldinisdavenesses audsu Tngluwlasiivhnisdauens
svezansszRuiinuwansstuegdhifideddymeedn wuanuwanseeiTed fynieadn
sswihaulasinvenesezuuuiunansiusUasiilaldfnvenassesvindu (Figure 5) ﬁaumﬁmﬁ'mmu
ﬁuaaﬂ%mm'ﬁamaquyj’lﬁwugqﬁqﬂuuﬂmﬁmmsmsjzLLUUUmﬂaN sosmanldun wlasdivihinisdn
Pe18srruuUntn uwasulasfililddnuenssees auddu wuauuaneegsdivedfynnaa
sewiaulasimveneszozuuuUiunansiuulasitlildsinueanessezwindu (Figure 6) annranisine
Tundall nsfmvenesvezuuuUunansiasldnanninnsinvenessezsuuuniin uimsyhnsdavens
svazatadl 2 Wisannsunsudsvesduliluulas audiuldimdsnisdinvenessesadeil 2 wasiavene
srezuuvunaniimandngannIluwlasdinvengsseiuuntin
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Stand Volume Increment
(9-year after thinning)
— 24 b
; 2.2
920
B 18 ab
mE 1.6
o 14
g 12
E 1.0 a
5 08
E 06
‘E‘ 0.4
E 02
S 00
Unthinned Moderate thinning Heavy thinning
o /

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 of Den Dan plantation

Total Stand Volume Increment
(9-year after thinning)

20.0 b
18.0
16.0
14.0
12.0
10.0
8.0
6.0
4.0
2.0
0.0

Volume increment (m? rai?)

Unthinned Moderate thinning Heavy thinning

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 6 Total stand volume production of Den Dan plantation
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AnuiamuseYvesUTiasuylilutdasdnuenessozuarutadlidauensssozluna 9 9
vianmsineneszerlignAuialagldguvesnuiinyusielveinasvesliluudasiilalssn
venesvey Tasanimnuduyunedasiidanasileauminiuesnisiavess sogfiatu fawa
UsnngidensFeuiisuiuanuiiuyusetuessTmasmlilunvasililédaveeszozuda nsde
Ye1eszezLUUntn MafauenesrezuuuUuna ezl ismuseTuesUTinnvylifanasos
ag 9.04 uaz¥evay 27.43 muddu uaznshifinvereszeziasazyilvimnufiuyusedueaiung
myjlifanas¥esay 74.63 MadiaveneszeruuUUIUNa1 Lagy 2 afa Waarudfinyusedues
Uinnsveanyliianasiesdign (Table 5)

Table 5 Decrease of annual stand volume increment of Den Dan plantation

Annual stand volume increment (m°rai'year™)

Treatment Just after thinning ~ 9-year after thinning  Volume of increment (%)
Unthinned 1.88 0.48 -74.63
Moderate thinning 1.97 1.79 -9.04
Heavy thinning 2.06 1.50 -27.43

dufivensusulurnistilfiiinsdnveneszerasdunsfinvuinanulavesdiuliivazan
mMsanenyliiinde MnnsAneeselidunsinuenesseruuudendafudnvieseussanie
(Low thinning) naanAshandliliinin nsdnvenesyesilnanonisiiulauaznananvesaiuldn
Wulieafunsfnwiiesnisdnveieszegluussmadu Tnsvuiaduruaudnalavesdudniien
Lﬁ'uéﬁummszwmqﬁ'l,ﬂ'umﬂmawuu'"l,ﬁwﬁqmﬂmiﬁ’ﬂsumaszw (Ola-Adams, 1990, Kanninen
et.al, 2004) WHULABIAUNITANYINATDINITAATETZUERDRAULazN1TAUlnTeId nTuaul1999
Zhang et.al. (2021) Wui1 mLa?{aﬁuawmmﬁumu@uéﬂmqLﬂaqaﬂuazﬂ%mmmaéfmﬂm%’umm
AUMINLUNYDINITARNVY 18 T2 Y ﬁuﬁwﬁwﬁmLLazﬂ%mmﬁuaqmﬂﬁmmaaéfmmaiwzﬁmqmdﬁ
Tuwvaspunu nsdnveneszozuvuninaufinnusedazanigauaziiniuuansisogisd
WudAyneadanuulasauay wazlaiauauwuginnisanveessegluaiudneny 15 Y anunidniuun
Awnzauiianfo¥osas 40-45 Turnuedl Zuhaidi et.al (2011) wuimalusyezusnvensinveny
szoglviinde 200 duselenuns azviliiAausinasaavneiivazauiian

nuanisAnwealilanansanuLanaseg1sidedAgluuien Hetloraiiesainmny
winulunisinueeszezenataiiuly 3’;3117’13@m3mwmﬁuvl,ﬂuﬁthﬁﬁq@ué’qmamu Mnlving
Y99n13fnveesrezaenIsiivlalaznandndilduaninnuunnansiuesgrednieu ognelsiniunis
anevasduliluuvasiilildinisdnueeszesiisruaunnegiadiulddaauniiuasdivhnisda
ERREERE
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2. HAUDINIANVENETTEEARTUNTIVRAUll

sUNsavRIdAuTiviinsAnw THuA @1 Live crown ratio wag A1 Slenderness ratio Fauanadia
adtosnm (stability) vesiulsl Ardnsduszniteanugeuesdousentunugeiomavosiuls
(Live crown ratio) \usnfiuansisdnuazvesiulsl lnovluBeusenveswinlilluuauaziimlsisiingy
Sovaz 40 isliuliiZeuseniiudsusauazannsandnemsuasdulalaifud A1 Slenderess g
vnemuulifianulndesudfiniugenn dsdnvaedinanazyilnAseaudssionislaudy
viegninanelding Tnstawizluvinaiinglaeilululfluuay wanau fnsAnwinuimine
Slenderness gaiiunit $esaz 100 dulsazildnmnimidssgs ludndslidns@nwid Slenderness
fmanzay winsdlfiflen Slenderess ¥opag 100 wioannninaziinudesgslunislauduiduiy
LazASnIIEILTEINUTIRsIWaSwesruliu Ui nasvesgUnsInsrueniitidurugudnanves
fufiviindauvhtuduiuguinarmosdduiissfunnugaiisen vidofiseduaiugs 130 wmsves
Auldl (Artificial form factor)

NSANINUTMEINTAAYEIETEEE A1 Live crown ratio lukdasinvengsyesuuuntiniiaigs
ninlundasinvensszezuunanaazutasililddaveneszos wagnuindangenitegrasudaludi
2 v&amsinvenesrey uwlasildlidavenssevuanidign Jaazinadenniulnvosduls Tudi 3
uwar I 5 ndsnsdnvengszeenuAULANAeE T TudFyn1ead Alannzseninudasinuene

[V
v

sypzuuuninduulasiildsnuenesses Tudf 7 ndimsinveneszezadad 1 way 1 Y wdw@innsdn
YeE5TITASIT 2 WU A Live crown ratio TuuUasiidaveneszezaded 2 fienduunniy osann
vimsfaduiislvunidneon Tuvngiiluasmuauiduldnme uazddanadludi 9 dsluudasdn
veneszaziuuninndusnmgsianudiu uslinannnuuanansegiifuddyseda (Figure 7)
Tunanduiursnuind Slenderess luntassinvenesvezuuuninazdasninlunlasdug
oehafiulddndausivdanmadnuenssrey uarluaslildfnuenessozasdaganilunadug
dosnlundasilifnsdnnisduliifduiuegrmunduaziiauaunsalunsivianisduanny
Tnlevovas Tudfl 2 wdansdnveiesze: Tunlasfidnuenesses wuuninyhlie Slendermess SiAn
snin¥esas 100 lusasiiulasiigavensssezuuuiiunauaziidavensssesiay danindosas
100 Tl 6 ndasdnveeszes Wemnildulivuadnaelusisninisalurudiogieeniuy
nMsfnvenssTazasen 2 vilrulasiidavensssosuuuliunansdlen Slendemess snirdosay 100
Tulgavhevesmsanwinuimnulamaaesiin Slendemess Anit esaz 100 Tnglunuasmun

o w

fapadiAngenan udliuansrnuunneseg1alitedfyiseEinlunnununsvaaes (Figure 8)
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Live crown ratio (%)
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Figure 7 Live-crown ratio before and after thinning of Den Dan plantation

Slenderness ratio (%)

—&— Unthinned = @ = Moderate thinning —@=—Heavy thinning

Slenderness ratio (%)
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Figure 8 Slenderness ratio before and after thinning of Den Dan plantation
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NATBINSHATENESEBERBAN Artificial form factor wuitluuvasiililifnueneszerasiinanas
uazfiAniuUasiidaveteszezensldoddgmeaia uasluulasiidavetsszeruiunansdinigean
wazganiuvasiidnveneszezuuuninogredifedrfynieaia Tudaavineveanisdnuinuiig
Artificial form factor luutasfavensszazuuuniniidanaunlndifsstunlailifavesssey
idesanduliifirugsreutraunndsiuanmsiiingeauisinliannugauesunsdiuiidanas 910
ToyauandliiinisAnveneszesiarANUniuIveINsRnvee seiinason Artificial form factor

B Unthinned B Moderate thinning mHeavy thinning

(Figure 9)
a
— | a

Before Just after
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7
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%
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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 9 Artificial form factor before and after thinning of Den Dan plantation
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A1 Live Crown Ratio : LCR fie 8n31d1usenineanuenivassousaniuniugeuenulil feen
duanatsrnuudausweduldl ludnldiimsdnuiludesd urlulsl Douglas-fir Srfldndesnindesay
30 uansnaulifinnuudsados d@ululifau (Southern pines) wuii LCR fAunnnindevay 33 ay
wanzaan1siiule (Zhao etal, 2012) Harrington (2000) way Smith (1988) WUI1ANULT4USIUD
suliiuazmsAvlpmevunadusinuguinansazinu Blfidedn LCR wihiudesay 40 vieunnnin
LCR Saduaildimunanisdmiunisdnvensszey Inenisdnvensssezasiudunisnouideusen
agdlauadaniuly Tuldluniravaeaiafensudi LCR azanasiufsiosas 30-40 uazdwsuldau
msTnsAnvenesresnoudl LCR aglaAforay 40-50 (Evan, 1992) Fwnuan1sdnuimindedeain
wasnATevedliflunirefiiiumn wudmamievaassdaialisininfesay 30-40 viedslidaivua
srEEABINMIRAvEesyey agnslsAmuazianuulivanisanadesariles malidsulsinely
AusTINR) TnglanizeguddluniasmiunuuazuUasiiinsinuengssozuuuiunans Fofuluns
msdansauthdnudsimsinmudmsussesnafaseshnisiavessseyinade

Penner et.al. (2001) wat Harja etal. (2012) 51891uddulsdlunglififaiunuiuuud
wnlifufiazilan Slenderness geninluvylsififianuvuiuiiudingt Wesainnisunsugauasszning
sulsifunnndlunylidvuinuuanin Maguruder etal. (2012) fadodainninlunyldiiiaay
‘vm'lLLu'uqqmiLau‘lmmqé’mmmqwzLﬁmm1ﬂs‘§uﬂ’jﬂﬂawmim Fadunauinandesiinvesdesing
dansuninivle fufindidnvesiulivriauduiuslunisauiuan Slendemess fatuman
fufimifaveerulsimAniy ﬁ’mdausuaﬂéfuiﬁﬁLﬁaammﬂﬁua”mmﬂ‘wwq%aﬂaa Rudnicki et al,,
(2004) nainluautmndian Slenderess gaiiundt 80 axiiuunliufiazldiuanaudssainnisgn
auiauazduliinlau lurmed James (2010) uag Seber ef al (2013) nd1vindrAniunda 100
Tneilduliasiinnuiiunsiuazilonatniedminveduliidues dulilutriidasini 8o
Juiradesamiiaden (Smudla, 2004: Slodicak and Novak, 2006: Kontogianni et al,, 2011)
ﬁm%’uéfulmmﬁaamaﬁﬁmgjﬁ 50 (Mattheck etal, 2003) Tuuszmalneiinisine luides
Slenderness futfosannlasanizesnedilulidn FeldanunsasmunefinasseSanslauduvosduls
16 uilunwsiuveansAnwaziiulsimamisenaasdalian Slenderness 11 100 Msdinvene
SrEEIIMTINIIEIINANNsTINYIRluLUaIAIUAN YN lAY Slenderness anas uadaungslad
iafosnmiiaiBen Jsoradimnudssiemslauduegiduiu

{99971 Artificial form factor uAEms@sENINUTINRsIWRS wesulsiu U umsvsgy
ysanszueniifiduruaudnansasiiufivindahtuduihugudnansesdiduiissauaugafissen
mnilAgananadnUTinsvesiuliliuandainusuinsvesgunsenssuen ldnunsAnw Artificial
form factor lutszneve Tnswnmgesaddulidn nsfnwilussussmaasnunsnuudauddy
¥94A form factor winutiossniaguanimatissyinaivngauiiandumiils usen form factor 7
awniluutasiivhmsdauessvey Wunstdhdudndarulmnnnifuwasmuen wasmssinues
spTlUUUILNENS Wivhnsdnuenesses 2 asa arlianaralnvesiudngsnimadinvensssosuuy
miinaSasies

31 | euatuanysal : WiRISeiuNanGnka TSN sUTIUNANER vt uUIdN



MImaassdana
1. HavesmsaniwionsAulnvessudn
msBnfauaznisinveneszsilisuliTinmaiuinfiunntu Insemngedibeulfiaemas
msfnveeszayenay 50 vesfiufivindavemyls wuihdnsdulafiusnn Tt uaadud
gunanaifissenuazaugs MnwanIsAnwmuihnsaeidlfdmadeniaifvlnvesfudnisung
durugugnaIsissenuaraNgs Jekiuansmnuwandaivegsliteddynisadatuseninmis
Annefisedusinen fu wisluualdudinisdanefisesu 6 wns mﬂﬁuauaﬂﬁﬁwmmLé’umu@uéﬂmq
Finsengsiian sesasundunisilailéviinnstnis Inefinnsdefefisedu 7 wns aniuiu a2l
yuadusuguinarafissoniiign wuisaiuAaugeuesiulsl nsaaAsfiszdu 7 was aan
fupulimugeininisaafsiisedudu (Figure 10) fisfiliiosanunannsaniadunsaniiui
msdaneinawosiull e1vdwasensidulavesdulsl lunsfinwinisanises Pinus elliottiilu
UsziwrAus@anuriniinisanisensiiiiudesay 40 v83A10geveiulyl (Schneider et.al, 1999)
33elu Europe war North America navinnisaniaiunda 1 lu 3 vedeusenazannisiuls
masudusiugudnans Tuunginisdinwves Uotila and Mustonen (1994) Tu Scots pine (Pinus
syslvestris L) wuinmaiiulavesiuldavanategaitedidgvneads (dunuaudnaiszanas Sog
av 33 \lewFeuiivuiu control) Weviimsanisfesas 40 vidomnniweuFeusen felulngvialy
msanfsluaiutiazuusiliiflussduiefesay 50 vosmugavesiulimdsannisinveieszey
ﬂ%’jﬂLL'ﬁﬂ (Keogh, 1987; Chaves and Fonseca, 1991)
Mnmsnwafianuguaisvesiudnluulamaassiounmneassiiniiugs 12.72 g
n15aafa 7 was udewinfu Sesay 5503 vesanugainunvewiulyl Faufundnfesay 50 filu
Auuzi1resnsAne1du 9 e1ananldinisdnisfissduaiugs 7 was enalidanududu
esnladlfilirnsifvlnvesdnunndnaanssduaugadu o waziunltnhliainsaulnm
Ny uagnavesnsanfsiennAulnvesdnetananliin msdandilddmaienniulnvesdn
Hvesmuthenadesinsfinsaniesannsaniadunisquaiidesdialddne wazdeddusenud
fanutiuggs sisiosninedosdiogunsalfives wndendniugAidfsiutos wied Asun
n Alidndusenihnisdnis
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Figure 10 DBH and Height of teak before and after pruning (thinning was conducted before

2-year) in Teak plantation at Uttaradit Province
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2. naveInsARRsenanAnvesiuliagmylsdn
FefiansuuIuinsefunoutazndanismaassania ldwuirsiauunndisiueded
‘fIEJé’wﬁ’mmaaﬁmuiwdNmiﬁmﬁ'qﬁszﬁummgwha 9 i Imw%mmiﬁaﬁu%ﬁmnﬁmmﬁunﬂﬂ
Tnoazifiunnvdsnisdnveisssey (Fosas 50 vasiiuiintdavenyld) ogralsfnuainds
msfnw 7 T nuhSuesneduresdnluslameansdefafissdu 6 wes aniuAu Suwldudiey
aviian TuvgfinisBefafisedu 7 wes nnfufuiidgn duuiuinsvomylfasiidanamdns
dnveneszes Wendiulifigninoonly vililisuuanasnitneuinisfinvenssses wazainwa
mMsfnmuI Wevhmsdaveneszezluud 5 3 Uinesveayliifidndunmiduiinasve sl
rounsinveesyey (Figure 11) 9nsasananotananlaeasulénn nisanfsiisedusing 4 lidawa
nsznusanandnvidluf TN efuLas Ui ue syl
nMsAnwIAdIeAdItuNaveInIsanfsienananuesdnluaiudd Costa Rica (Viquez and
Pérez, 2005) ﬁwuiwﬂ%mms%aﬂmglmu%ﬁ 3.2 YEINNTNINADIAANITLLAAIAILLANATIDE 195
Tfodfynsafiniszining control fu Aadsil 4 wasuas 5 wRg uiiilovhmsdaveteszegluudifoya
Tud7 7.3 U ldwuAanauandnawesuiinasvemylifluynnismaaes uddadiuanuunnsnoglu
$¥139 2 ngu Ao ngu Control AU Anfd 3 WAT LagnguAnR 4 WA wag 5 ng aglungundsay
fiAmninlunduusn uansinnisaniaisziugazdsmasonisiiulauazrandnvesdniguiy

3. navesMsARNIsagUNs sl

Tududnuarsunsaveswrulyl Tnguansluai Live crown ratio (LCR) uag Slenderess ratio
lag LCR fio 805187152 1I19A11819%09150Ug oA UL g asiulyl fernduansiennuudous
vouulsl Tudnlafinsanunludod urlulsl Douglas-fir Srilndosnindevas 30 wanainduldd
ANLLdaLsatlas Lﬁuﬁulﬁﬁﬁmagiu%uﬁawa@ intermediate %38 suppress M%@Lauimiuwgiﬁﬁ
Wiy s?iamsﬁwuwaqswmm%hjﬁﬁﬂLLazéfulﬁmﬂIﬁué’aJMﬂwwqiﬁ (Uoan, 2021) uananniitsdl
ununddglunisinnsendnsinveneseezwas nseudiun1sou o luaiul wu n1slade @
Slenderness ratio AodnsdnszmivaTmgaLafiusud i uguSnaafissendualdidy
Fdfmenutunsviionisiuniusenssau Rudnicki etal (2008) ndnireiigenitasuansingiuld
geninuaznonndn Navratil (1996) naminenfishuniszuansiniFeuseniiniugann gagudnanise
wsaldfudisveslandn wazszuusinazimunldfiniiA1figs Omo Forest Reserve lu Nigeria
nsAnw Ay slenderness vasdnliesuin FaldvinisAnunldan slenderness saufurInEy
m'm@us‘iﬂmqLﬁmaﬂLﬁamsﬁwmmmmﬁuﬁmmL‘%auaaﬂ (Ezenwenyi and Chukwu, 2017)
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Figure 11 Tree volume and stand volume of teak before and after pruning (thinning was

conducted before 2-year) in Teak plantation at Uttaradit Province
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nnsane wudn Tl 1 wdennsdefwandiidiuin LCR Tuwdasiivihnisnaasaiien
anasegiltfud AgynsadfilewIeuiisuiuulasmueuilalsvinisanfsas uinsaanmnsesu
AugInfiuAudslial LCR Agendn $ovaz 45 wagndaninnisdnuenessey (Souay 50 U0
fuinthiavemyls) vied 2 U wiimvaassdafsduriilie LR vosmnusunisvasodliunns
fuBnass lunsfnunfiiiunindndnduldiiien LR ganinngldfunasainsedafisamomnns
FUlSTAT LCR #1 (Oliver and Larson, 1996) Tnafidulsiiislen LCR ¥osay 100 2difuiifaly (@wsy
MsduATiginas) wazanadanmuniigalurniedl LCR nlng 0 astadifinmsdudsnsifulnues
sulshidesaniifuiiinlusiie lulddnldfinns@nuludecd daululfiau (Southem pines) nuin
LCR fiAunnnindesas 33 aginunzaen1si@ula (Zhao etal, 2012) Harrington (2000) wag Smith
(1988) wuinanuudaussvesiuliitaznsiiulamsvunduriugudnansssnuvililfiden LCR
wifuesag 40 wieunnin uazdewhnisdnvenesyesdeaaieves LCR anawiinindesay 50
Tunsfnwiadeiiudinanaaesdnie 7 T a1 LCR vesnnismaaesdidnszwing fesay 49.07-23.52
Tngluntasiivaassdnisiisesu 7 Lumimﬂﬁuaﬂﬁmﬁ'}q@ wag control fA1gegn ag1alsfinuyn
sefunsaniauag control ldlduansauuanensiuegnadifoddnymneadd (Figure 12)

dausn Slenderness ratio Wi mds1IMaaednRcllLgs 1 U Anindudnios snviudais
finugs 6 wms windsnisdnvensszes (Fevaz 50 maﬁuﬁwﬁwﬁmamyﬂﬁ) vl Slenderness
ratio 1Tl 2 anasmnnsvaaes sauvi control fae wiefimuvaneiulifiaudsstenisiay
Zuanas winsanAslussduauganiiufusinetu lallddsuaredn Slenderness ratio ustagsla
W§IN1INAaesaaia 7 U A1 Slendemess ratio fiA1nInFesaz 100 wazliuanimiauuaneneiy
ogsiitddynsaifszrinsnsanfafissfunugarinsiusaznslailédnfs (Fisure 12)

Tuusemalnednisfinwiludes Slendemess futfeeun sldanunsafvuasiiiassyTanns
lauduvasruldls Ingianiglulddn Rudnicki et al, (2004) na13d1mndiAgaiuni 80 il
mnliufegldfuamdssainnisgnasiauassulsvinlau luvagi James (2010) uaz Seben et al.
(2013) namirEAniun 100 Tnetluduliasinmuiunsiuarilenainaednnveduls
Tues duliluthiifidniinis 80 tuindiadesamdiddey (Smudla, 2004; Slodicak and Novak,
2006; Kontogianni et al., 2011) éi’m%’uéfuhﬂmﬁaqmsﬁmagiﬁ 50 (Mattheck et.al, 2003) fatiu
n13finve1esrezrinliian Slenderness ratio anasuwsniniU3suifisufuafiiinisAnwifuly
psUszna é’ué’ﬂiumué’ﬂLLmﬁvsﬁ’ﬁmmmL?iswiamﬂﬁué’ma&j FOINITUIINUHUNITANYEY
syogiiivanmnuvuiuvewliderdmalirugaesiulifivtosnitele

36 | Teuatuanysal : WIRISeINaNEnka TSN TUSHIUNANER Vs uUNdN



Control ——5m ——06m —a—7m
70.0

o
=
o

;I'hinning 50% I I

Live crown ratio (%)
— =) 9%} = h
O = =
< (=] (=] (=] (=]

b
o

Before I-year 2-year 3-year S-year 7-year
Year after pruning

e CONETO] === 5 11 ==(m Tm

120.0

100.0

Thinning 50%

Slenderness ratio (%)
(] (=) 2]
= < <
(=] (=] <

<
o

Before l-year 2-year 3-year S-year 7-year
Year after pruning

Figure 12 Tree live crown ratio and slenderness ratio of teak before and after pruning

(thinning was conducted before 2-year) in Teak plantation at Uttaradit Province

37 | euaduanysal : WiRISieiuNandnka TSN 1sUsIluranERvesauUndn



Epicormic branch (luunsienansld Epicormic sprout) fiefafiuanaanainaiiiuey uaz

dulnduideldsuuasaiafiuinndy fafudevnisaafauasyhnisdaveneseesdeilisuliilas
wasEd I fingndy Sufadfiunntuunlnl Epicormic branch \udfidosddeiaufuiime
desninansenulnenssiuaunmueniols (Harmer, 1991) minAsiiiAnduivunnlngdu 49
uenanisiasmevauatlnensstuuasainuds Sadunavesaumannvansvesaeiugidluduls
yinReINULaZA1anBNeE

MnnImTaeudIuRaiiAatulv wuimdansaeAdudil 1 AdvaifiAstuasdivun
dn (Furinugudnansilaundliiviu 2 wufiues) (Figure 13) Tnglumsannafissfunugs 7 wms &
AefiAntulmiinnfigauasdanuuandsegnafideddgmnaadftunisinfafissduaugs 5 wns
ImﬂuLm'az?Jwé’amﬂmiLﬁU%gaﬁwmuﬁaL.Lﬁ::%ﬁwﬂ’]iﬁm?ﬁﬁy’wmaaﬂnﬂﬁq NA9INNSARVENE
seprluiiufidosay 50 vesiuiivindnruvesld viondwinnisaefedi 2 lWeufmdninnisan
a7 Srunuresiwadniiistulmimuludasiidafsiissduaugs 5 wes deeflgn daunns
Annafisziiuaugs 6 wes waz 7 was duwdliilndidsstu sgralsfaulaildiansnnuunnsing
aEJ'N:ﬁﬁf&ﬁwﬁzwNaﬁaswdwmiﬁ@ﬁ'mﬂizé’ummga Tuvagfidiuiufuialng (Eduriu
Audnansilaufninnd 2 wudiung) wuirddnaudesideTeuiisuiuisundn uazainnns
Fananuiisruelugasddiuunniiantundsnsdaveneszey 2 U 3T 3 vesn1svaasy)
uagnulunlasiidanafiszduainugs 7 wesgeninlunisanfsisefuninugs 6 Was uag 5 WA
adriu Tudd 5 vesnsmaassmuitdniuisuialng Buddiuiuanas uazanasnlagianis
ogaddlundasidnfafiszfuainugs 7 was egrdlsinalailduansnnuuandnsegrafidoddgma
afifvesmnIziunsanna (Table 6) nansAnuuualduivufiedrfunisfnyives Ker and Harmer
(2001) Awuinlsifindngruifissweiiaz LLammmﬁaﬂmLUumsaﬂmimmammumﬁmﬂmim
sauivesnisanidldlddmasonainidmiduiu daufindninisdaiees oak ilnauiies
svevdusesuauresisiiintulvduazarliusingAsiintulniaelusse zinan 7 9 du lunns
yanonsaiiludi 7 fanudnuisvuadnegduduiuann

MnNsAnwASsiuansinsinuenessezdmariliin Epicormic branch Fu winnsanna
fisgfuaugeaniiufuunazdmwaliiin Epicormic branch wndaetuiu uwiiaglailduansd
muuanssegsldedfynieadn egrclsinufdiRauazidulntuanlnd Wutilifsszacd
wdediarwauladuiiay Wesnmnasieylifsdvuelnguassiliaunmusad olifanas
FeuFsensinsanisegeseasiniae
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Figure 13 Epicormic branches after pruning and thinning

Table 6 Number of epicormic branches of teak before and after pruning (thinning was

conducted before 2-year) in Teak plantation at Uttaradit Province.

Treatment EB size 1-year 2-year 3-year 5-year T-year
Control <2cm
>2 cm
5m <2cm 295 a 4.21 4.07 6.72 7.40
>2.cm 1.31 2.21 1.33 1.54
6m <2.cm 5.96 ab 6.81 5.31 8.99 10.32
>2.cm 1.28 3.13 1.47 1.79
m <2cm 6.90 b 7.71 5.14 8.59 11.01
>2.cm 1.84 3.54 1.94 1.00

Nnsdadendudniiodis iiledusunuanusaziievaaes mhevaassay 4 fu waz
sufifimuaduiugudnaaiisse nindsveuragminennassin 4 fu Taviavan 20 fu ilefnw
navesmsanistenmunmvesslimuimdinimanesdais 7 8 wuinSunsvesiliiruden
wazlisddenvesdndnfsisziuainugs 5 was flrgsiian wazuvasdildlsvihnisanfsdasige
desndufiiiisfuunn dedldomslundeidssavariu luvasinsdnfafisefugenniu (6
wins way 7 wng) Sunlifiesdiviinasiias feilideswnmsaatannidumsaniuiinisdansei
uasanas agslsilduansmanuunnasegsiteddynisaniseuindumiennaes (Figure 14)
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Figure 14 Outer bark and inner bark volumes of teak trees in each pruning level in Teak
plantation at Uttaradit Province

dofinnsunfsduiiduuniu (Heartwood) wisdufiddyflanveaielsidn Inetnanmen
Snsnduszainaunuiunsei (Heartwood/Sapwood ratio: H/S) wazurufuUSImsHanun (s
\Waen) (Heartwood/total ratio: H/Total wuirAadslududndivinn1sdansiisziu 6 wns Iridn
dadusineg geian luvasifendudsfafisziunimgs 7 was sgilalndlAssiusuililldinnsaa
At wingnslsfmulinuanuwnnssegditodfymsadaseninanisinfsluseiusiag (Table 7)
Faonnamliiinsanidlifnadonuninvendelilutimdimsdnis 7 T uifiuulduiinisaadsd
52U 6 s wndussduivneauseamniwideld

Table 7 Values of heartwood and sapwood of teak trees in each pruning level in Teak

plantation at Uttaradit Province

Values Pruning level
5m 6m 7m Control
Volume of heartwood (m?) 0.126 0.129 0.117 0.117
Volume of sapwood (m?) 0.175 0.171 0.170 0.174
Heartwood vol./Sapwood vol. ratio 73.279 74.731 68.350 66.557
Heartwood vol./Total vol. ratio 42.166 42.326 39.044 39.479
Height of heartwood (m) 15.32 12.51 12.10 12.10
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1. madafslasrluagdiiunisvatsads auergvesiuld F8n1saaiednlu Costa Rica &
Suusiritlivinmsaana 3 afa ditusuamamitud Tngluiufigounmi uusiliihnsaansesuen
aufle 2-3 was Wodnfaugasening 4-5 wes (FeengUsvana 2 ) Anfsadsiiass Anfge 4-5
wns dufunsiledniainugs 9-10 wns (MFeoguszanal 3 ) uazAnnandafian dnnegaldda 7
wns sdumsiledniinnugs 12 wes (MEeengUszanas 4 ) (Pérez et.al, 2003)

2. Togsssund dnidulififinisdnfaosmusssund meduiunsdatadansitlunsdiis
i wauunn uazilvunslg) %QMWﬂUdaal”iasﬁﬂﬁLﬁalﬁamammwaqmﬂﬂmﬁﬂmmmm‘lmﬂj
$ruaunn mndudnaneiusifiidnuusianss Aswiadn Adlugjdanntudsiu enalifes
fuflunsannauazudesliangaleanusssueia
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muAulaveslidnuanve

fnflanuanansalunisuenuide nsusnisazdieanAlidigluFesndlsl uagnisnTouiiud
nsAnsnisivinvesdnuanniefidunesuney Smiamesysal dsdianmiuiideudissugy
omelasiluresimiamesysafofionasousudniluggiou guugiiadedd 27 esmisadea
oumpiigsaauazigaadewiniu 335 ssmwailauay 22.3 ssmwaldea audiiu Tlunnegly
naiiey s1nevuLay Wuufineunatsvesswmta ﬁﬂ%mmﬂuqm?a 1,200-1,300 {adLuns

nsiiulpvesdnlunvamaassfiinisdanislvivie 1 vie wazdanislvivde 2 vie Tnovin
maiudeyansifulnduusieny 1 Y audiseny 8 T wud dnfifimsdnnisliinde 1 vie aedidins
Fulstamuaduiuguinanauiissonuasanugafiganindniidnisdanislivde 2 wie faded 1
(miefiiulnfinin) uazvtedl 2 (usfidulnfing1) Yuindurugudnatafivien AwEs waz Al
AnuiamuseYiade (Mean Annual Increment, MAI) v8avunadusiugudnaaiosenuazana
guiileeny 8 U uanslu Table 8

Table 8 Diameter at breast height (DBH), Height and Mean Annual Increment (MAI) of

coppiced teaks in Teak plantation at Phetchaboon Province.

Treatment Age of coppiced teak MAI at
l-year  2-year  3-year 4-year 5-year  6-year T-year  8-year  8-year
DBH (cm)
1 sprout 3.027 4.330 5.140 7.137 9.195 9.526 9.590 9.82 1.23

1% sprout of 2 sprouts 3.259 4.520 4.906 6.469 8.299 8.280 8.286 8.29 1.04
2" sprout of 2 sprouts 2.948 3.384 3.790 4.844 6.327 6.212 6.141 6.69 0.84

Height (m)

1 sprout 2.696 3.548 4.849 6.454 8.337 9.825 9.847 10.51 1.31
1%t sprout of 2 sprouts 2.822 3.688 4.793 5.946 7.665 8.764 8.831 8.83 1.10
2" sprout of 2 sprouts 2.623 2.926 4.076 5.120 6.611 7.449 8.126 8.31 1.04

wameaeseginiuyuy uasiiuinuns @udends) sgaunds Fallefinnsdanisiui
neuvaniiwinunsiagldln vaeaselnazadunluiuiulameasdlagianizilenulifiony 1-2 U
denadansiiulaiazgunsevesdn A1 MAI 9933uALdURIUAUENA1LNEI0NLALAIINEIVBIANT
Janslimdaiiies 1 vue Weeny 8 U Gy 1.23 wudiwens/U wag 1.31 wes/d anuadu e

= = Y ' Y | Ao w v o =i a1 o A A o

Wiguiiguiiu A MAI gesdnuanviendminnuesiians 181y 8 Twiniu Feilen MAI ¥eauunaLEy
1 L3 = 1 U a | | o U V1
H1uAugnaaiiesanuaraINgs Wity 1.38 wudwues/d uag 1.60 was/U a1udwu wdinanin
Hunkazganmenelnafesiy 1anantainnsialnlvdfavananiiuiinuesdmasenisivle
YaadnfunnianlgLguiu
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iU HUIE UV UIALE U UALE N1 TEIRNIAZAINAIVDIFNUANYUBUARZ LI UNITNAREDY
loun nsdnnsliude 1 wile n1sdnnishiiude 2 wie (milel 1 finsiFulauazudusannnimie
= v | = Yy A A 1 A = = i o 9
11 2) wagn1saavidei 2 oan Welividewies 1 vue ety 2 U nansAnwinudn uln 2 ndanis
Ian1svdedn vwadurIugUgnaLiistennuANUwAnA1weg e TTEd Ay Mied 2 Yasiuning
Inslamde 2 wie Imsuladindindmuedn 1 wazidanisiiwdeiiismueinsy ndwinlin 2
Wievinissianien 2 ean Mimdemismioies A msadfazliusingindanuunnsiseened
WedAyneada uirnaduiugudnaiieenveswunianisiiiindeiieiudusnasiansAgeiign
wagne? 1 fignidentininduiiu 2 wie sslianulasosan wagnie 2 vewuiidnnislinge
2 e Fapsdlamnagnaudaln 8 ludiuvesainugazianiadnuuana1seg 1 aiidud Ay nieaia
v Al v aya I a ISP ° 1 N o o w aa | Al v
Wa9INTN 4 vean133nn1s leeluli 6 wied 2 daaneg1eilidudAyneads wavmlelasums
Janslvivae 1 vidssnausisuRulAanansgsiidedAyneanfiubeiu uidedsln 8 wuin

[

MANLgesusazmhennansiansAlsiunnssiusesiidoddymieada udeeslsfinamied 2
yowjafidnnslfinde 2 misazdiargn (Figure 15)

mMsdanisnde 2 e uaziloniodniieny 2 U udwihnsdalivde 1 o wuit mied 14
wdslidewSeuiieusunied 1 vesduiimdsld 2 wie wiinnghivnndstuegaditeddymnsadn
uANSAALAAGD 1 Wil %ﬁmilﬁu‘lmﬁ%ﬁum@Lé’umu@uﬁﬂmuﬁmaﬂLLazmmqqmnﬂdw (Figure 16)

nsdanislivde 2 mie Wufideuveunsnsns iesnifieanaudsmniinislaudy d
msdnnsTivde 2 wile dnvazaeddidniisnnsTvnde 1 wie waz 2 wie Taevhluwansss Figure
17 wnnuuedniinlununsstiuduiuuene ﬁ’]é’fuma]%ﬁgﬂwNﬁﬁﬁgqamvﬁia uelunanensiiay
wuinnande 2 wde aeiideidaseu wu Indomieiifivuindnnindnvie nisududauasiuves
Beusenvilviddusioseusonainiu videiFeusemndatumnawiliddudesunss Ssenadwa
Trifinslauasluounan viensiulafianasiaaesie (Figure 18) 9nnisdunauasfudayarili
N Mnneasnsdeinsanaudedunisiauduve e onaiunmieiudausaly 2 mie wazi
mMsfamefidnoeniulil 2 ilelvneivdeannsadulalduagiisunseia
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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 15 DBH and Height of coppiced teak in Teak plantation at Phetchaboon Province
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Figure 16 DBH and Height of the first sprout of coppiced teak in Teak plantation at
Phetchaboon Province
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Figure 17 Shapes of 2 sprouts of coppiced teak.
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Figure 18 Disadvantages of 2 sprouts of coppiced teak

47 | euaduanysal : WiRISeiuNaNGaka TSN sUTHIURANERvasEIuUNdN



MnmsEnmTiun suhmsdvlevesdnuanmisfiimaiuleiadurnadudiuaugnans
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misanaefivhnisinnuaviednaiagaiineasdininiulnigenimevesnisdinvenssses (Woraphun
etal. 2017)

Tudesalddns mauwnnmissndunisandilddrsluniainiouiiui mavgn andliiuagede
Tnglomglutinsn uazmsidulaidniniliasaildarelunsidnfuiivsne nsumamdeanusaan
Altarelunsduiunslasuidmenyuaslifisiosar 87 Jadunumadenvisdmiuinuasnslu
msanlddnglunisuan snsse uazane, 2560)
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v A v a o v
ATATNAUMIAMINFEINEATNaUN1TU TSNS URsIYIn R U
Poyadnaudnaiegeiadu 450 au luatudnluniawmile nengiusenileanile n1Anas
warniAnzTuanvesUsemalng (Table 9 way Figure 19)

Table 9 Summary for the 450 teak sample trees by province and plantation

Province Plantation Number Age DBH Total Height
(tree) (year) (cm) (m)
Chiang Mai SRS, RFD 11 11 15.35 14.15
Kanchanaburi Private 5 20 15.00 13.40
Kham Phang Phet  Private 10 22 16.25 16.10
Khon Kaen NESC, RFD 2 6 16.25 16.10
Loei Na Duang, FIO 38 12-31 27.10 19.60
Loei Private 89 15-23 25.10 20.10
Lopburi Private 16 9-11 19.50 16.25
Nong Bua Lam Phu  Private 10 15-21 15.05 13.20
Uttaradit Private 182 6-13 22.40 17.45
Uttaradit Private 29 13 23.50 19.75
Uttaradit Private 20 23 18.95 16.05
Uttaradit Private 10 10-12 12.50 12.35
Uttaradit Private 10 33 16.15 12.05
Uttaradit Private 18 5-10 13.70 14.00
Total 450 5-33 18.34 15.75

Remark : SRS : Silvicultural Research Station, NESC : Northeast Tree Seed Center,
RFD : The Royal Forest Department, FIO : Forest Industry Organization
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Figure 19 Sample tree height and diameter at breast height overbark by plantation
(n=450 trees)

1. yuudassanuvulien

msfnwafsilideyaiiivanninausuasinnuuusiassmumunudenluguresaunis
onds Al Warner ef al. (2016) and Choochuen et al. (2021) léins@nundniudnlu
Uszinalngld laun

BT2 = a - (dyp)?

lpg BT2 fodeuvitvesnnununldenvesuuiaduriuaudnatsueniuden (dob).

[
Y

ATIATIEMRUUTIAIYIUIEAMNUNUUFDN T UIUNIEY 1,059 A18879 910 99 AU
AR Al

a = 0.328697309040 (p < 0.001),
b = 0.328697309040 (p < 0.001)
(R* = 0.789, RMSE=0.347 cm)

NNIAIUAT BT2 Zaldannisaunisilaainnis@nwasell wazaunisannnisineien
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TnaanzogneBiludnifivuiadn wieiifliwmduniugudnasuenidandszuna 10 wufiunes
(Figure 20)

3

BT2 (cm)
2

0 10 20 30 40
Diameter overbark (cm)

Figure 20 Plot of double bark thickness versus diameter overbark
BT2 is double bark thickness. A soild curve shows the fitted power model of
double bark thickness, based on 1059 bark thickness sample data. A dashed and
a long dashed curves show the predicted BT2 values by different BT2 models for
FIO-teakl (Warner et al,, 2016) and TPP2 (Choochuen et al, 2021), respectively.

2. LUUTI80IAINULTYY

a v

ANNITUATIZFAIN AR FaeAn GOF uay LOF maufuanslu Tables 10-12 uag Figure

21 WU LUUINEBIALNEANdNSUNISUSEEINANUSBURIdntuaIuT1AD kuUINae9n 1 tnedian

a

é’uﬂﬁzawé lauA al = 0.9138, a2 = 0.5244, a3 = 1.3162, ad = -0.0091, a5 = 0.0018
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Table 10 Summary of goodness-of-fit statistics for models based on overbark diameter at

breast Height overbark input data

Model Coeffs. R? RMSE BIC ABIC
Goodwin X3A 5 0.978 0.752 12997 386
Kozak02 9 0.979 0.744 12910 299
CPM1 9 0.959 1.033 14952 2340
CPM2 9 0.959 1.03 15680 3068
CPM3 9 0.967 0.923 15381 2769
PMF1 8 0.977 0.766 13207 595
PMF2 8 0.978 0.762 12612 0

Remark : number of coefficient, R2' : adjusted coefficient of determination

Table 11 Index values from scaled test statistics for three separate and for overall lack-of-fit

statistics for models based on overbark diameter at breast height input data

Model dub given h h given dyp V given dyp Overall
Goodwin X3A 0.499 0.545 0.442 0.495
Kozak02 0.586 0.920 0.439 0.648
CPM1 1.504 1.712 2.018 1.754
CPM2 1.533 1.724 2.012 1.756
CPM3 1.637 1.007 0.737 1.127
PMF1 0.650 0.566 0.700 0.638
PMF2 0.591 0.526 0.653 0.590
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Table 12 Percentage error and root mean square error of diameter estimated by two models

R1 n Goodwin X3A in this study FIO-teak 1
PE (%) RMSE PE (%) RMSE
<04 1114 2.04 0.796 -2.81 0.904
<0.5 739 -0.65 0.712 -7.34 1.124
<0.6 752 -1.04 0.74 -8.54 1.325
< 0.7 739 -0.12 0.708 -7.67 1.286
<0.8 737 0.49 0.767 -6.50 1.259
<09 746 -0.28 0.732 -4.80 1.067
> 0.9 883 0.02 0.776 243 1.051
all 5710 0.040 0.752 -4.190 1.137

Remark : relative length from tree top to ground
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g 3 =
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Figure 21 Residual analysis for Goodwin X3A model: (A) histogram of standard residuals,
(B) standard residuals versus fitted diameter underbark (d, ), and (C) d, versus
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riuguenanssirngafiu (overestimated) Wo3suifisuiunislduuudaesil 1 uagenduysyansi
laarnn1sAne LLaz"Lﬁﬂ'f]mmgﬂé’mﬁaaﬂdﬂmwmﬁamﬁu 9 (R”= 0.950, RMSE = 1.137 cm)
HomnfermoinsinumedsiiidgnluamudiiifinisugnlussesuaunitsvesUgnluanindnues
asfmsgnamnssuiily Fafunuudaeuazadudsyanivensinunadsdenandnlihamnsold
Tunsusadiuliunsdniifududildvesdnluaulivennensnsuazaiaensudu q Aldldldsees
UgnihAuvesesdmsgramnssuinlallssne egndlsfinnu Jedududesdnmsidofindunionmun
aun1sSeafivanzaudvsuldidnanusinge Tuanniesiivieanmituiifiuansieiu Wuieafuay
wuUFen §an15AnwIves Choochuen ef al. (2021) n@1237 fudnlunianzJunniiuudliduesd
Waenvunitluniamie esndnluniane Juanldsunansenuananmuwindeuiidanudu
nszduliAnmImetuasmsfieeiuanihliudeniamumuimnnni edrlsinilunisfinw
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al (2016) Ae dry tropical savanna (Aw) Imaﬁﬁmmfwmim%giwdw 1,000 - 1,500 HaaLung
siol FauanumuUdenueniinazuandnafuidesainanineniauda ssenafiunaresiugnasa
vsatladedu q fuduSmsiinsfnudiadiy

3. mahlUlduselod

wuudraswideaunisanuBersihlulflunsuszunadiuesdwidududld dens
AUINUIIIRSTRAaEiow wazi1s1A1vesliviau (W sIAveesAnIsRnamnssuUall) uld
AwIYaAIvseTIAveslivieusaly

idesanaunismnuiFadosnsteyavuiniduriugudnanaifissensundeniazaugs
fanua wilaediiluinumsnsviouszaisuialuartaninugelden nisAnuwiads dldimun
ANUFUNUSTEIIANgRazvLIALd U UANENa1aieten (H-DBH curve) wazlaaunisuseiiiu
ANUGINVUIALEURUAUENAES0N (Figure 22)
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Figure 22 H-DBH curves (n=450 trees)
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Figure 23 Tree height estimation using digital surface model and terrain model
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Figure 25 Result of estimation of terrain using leaf-off UAV observation
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Figure 26 Comparison of terrain model (leaf : interpolated based on leaf-on image, right :

modeled based on leaf-on image)
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Figure 27 Comparison of tree height measurement by UAV and field measurment
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Figure 29 Relationship between field-measured individual tree volume and drone-observed
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60 | euatuanysel : JuiauIBiaiunandauasIsn1sUsellunananvesauUidn



3) FMsUszaUTInsYo vl

mmsﬂﬁﬂeﬁmﬂszmmmﬂﬂ'%aﬁ'ammqwmﬁauaaﬂ (mean canopy height)
MATevaenuiilausinatinmannsadszanaldananuduiudvesiatanmve sl
USas fuenugeresiousenviodnuaizvedasiaineesiniiliain airbone lidar Ssuanisinun
wiantuannsatanyszgndlditunisld UAV wasfinuiluanuildde

Figure 30 uansnwguadvessousen lasnmiundsdeluinaniugweudousenis
ATUIUINNAANTDY digital surface model AU estimated terrain model Tngdv1iuansdasou
panTiRA1ANgNINLar AT Tuuansfeiinnssadudaieuinadiduresina Aadenny
gwesFeusenaunsdwalfndiadsvesmiugaesiiousonluusiastes luiidvuindesie 20
AT x 20 AT (EudLng)

NnMIAnwANLEIRUS ST RAALges suyeniiUszanannsly Drone
fusunsmylidnluiuiiutas auia 20 wes x 20 was Faduruaulasiianusariinisdsald
TneluluautdnvesUsemelnglutagu uasshnsfinuilumuhdndidnsdauesszosuay
Lilevinnisdnvenesvey wudndanuduiusiugs (Figure 31) A18819N15UWAAINIINTEINEVDY
Usumsvyliidndiuszanaandedsniugeessousen Tnafiavdmdewuanifeiuszanmes
Usunsvomylifluusagninuuin 20 wns x 20 wns (Figure 32) agslsfiniunisinuadsiliidoya
Uumsvesmyliflugis 120-230 gnuidnunsdetenunsiioset dsnniideyalutisdanarnifiuann
Juandumsrisyiulssaunislifianugndesnntu

Figure 30 Calculation mean canopy height
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