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ABSTRACT

The evaluation techniques for suitable planting site growing stock and role of carbon
storage in teak plantation project include examining the relationship between site productivity
and environmental factors at teak plantation. In addition, it was also to estimate biomass
and carbon stock in teak plantation by methods that can be applied by general teak
plantation owners. The evaluation and estimation teak stand growing stock using remote
sensing focus on assessing the standing teak growing stock in large scale plantation. The
study was carried in private and Forest Industry Organization of teak plantations.

The results showed that the environmental factors that can be used to determine
the site quality of are Slope, Ca, Azimuth and Na, respectively. The aspects of South, South-
east, east and North-east are the simple factors that teak owners can use to select areas
for teak plantations. The simple equation for biomass estimation and carbon capture in teak
plantation was created from this study that the general teak plantation owners or people
can self-assess only measure the diameter at breast height of the teak tree. While studies
had also shown that remote sensing techniques can be used to evaluate the teak growing
stock in large areas by categorizing the canopy and estimating the stand volume. This

approach has the advantage of reducing costs and time for fieldwork in large areas.

Keywords: suitable planting site growing stock carbon storage teak plantation
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A13MTI9TUEaUEaAaIFU [T AR siuaa [F5un19Wmuied19a3999lael® airborne w38
space-borne optical sensors TRAITNAZLBAFY (Leckie, et. al., 2005; Pouliot, King, &
Pitt, 2005) TumseymuiiayaBeusansediulilaalinindremaiienfidaanuazden
gunniudaifadsdnauinge: i Handsdnu o Senseaiiuginssndnedaalne
(Culvenor, 2003; Gougeon, 1995)
3.3) maUszsnadlnaliiioyanaugs

yaa A

m’mg@%mﬁﬂuﬁm AULDALAN (Dominant tree height, DTH) LATDIYIE
gt tilusUiuunnsasduiugunneasiuiiuazndnnmansiui Tadnsa3
AINanARTean unAnzduesnifsaniiraslsamanalnanens uazao (2554)
Fauaaindnaziinadulsduiuanimiesiniuaznisdanig aangeensdnlinidEen
samtuiudaulsiifdmiinisaszfinnsdulniasenbiguiuaamuwiuaemy
Tivdananszedintunisdnnigansiudl (shiboshi, et. dl.., 2010) Faganaugandy
T8 sansAafsensmngeresdousan Binududniaduiid A unisssnumes
Fanmuaziauimsraamlii (Asner, et. al, 2012; Drake, et. al, 2002) iiiafinnazuy
nsdg99zeinan Eamsunisdssduaan uiufiawa gl fsiaauninndadn

watlAN819999:0: Inaarannsn [FUszduanngenediu({ lH
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fnsiameiiannsdiseeszerinannlilunisdnaangananeds e i
(Sirmacek, et.al., 2012) THuA 1) n153As1zilaan1ald Optical stereo (FEn1ngrang
BINVFLATAINTIYANUAYNANALLDEAF) 2) A151% Interferometric SAR (Synthetic
Aperture Rader) baz 3) LIDAR (Light Detection and Ranging) ’?!dﬂﬂ‘jsf% Optical stereo v
ABnnsiinenlituluiuiianatng dednunisdinanugeansainis sslsdapa
gNABIgINIn (RMSE = 0.6-1.3 1um3) (Abduelmula, et. al., 2015) Bgn9lafiniunng
v lEdmsunisnaangernafinlEed

Sl

AN B AR AN T Y TR UAIATIANITUSTHIRHANINENY A3BNTS
dngraazezlinaiuliifsousigninanlilunisUssfinnianazerseesiuiindsanniu
i udalauiuRia Tl saavisnunaiui vae A SR Fivindu wilnidaq

pA

Tidnnslinnsdnanaszes inafedsufiniioyaifeduaunsanmy Fidsanniu e
sAdeAgafunsfasuUssfiunaninengtn ilae nisdiaaeszesinanudalu
naneid Tuazmatnedanamenemifneddaiemuielszgnifisnisinain
deliTunsazfiniuiiiiesine TneinnizadnsBemmuun[ian W nsinunfilinns
daeszerlnafieUssiuiitaasEdntugusindngn (Prasong and Siripun, 2004)

Uszmamaiae ¥ LIDAR uaznmdnga1adiaananuazi@angs (high resolution
satellite imagery) #agisfisnAngauaznsdiniesisligeannsin s0amiernanineniAues
Usznatnslpsiamnzlugaruranuinsfiguasanluniali optical sensor Ssdunmliianie
AuRa n13 ¥ L-band SAR @aifin Microwave radar unn iy naninanae sauds
aunannzgiuEausaneasduliiniEnmndnyoraadffuinandunidends
amsunsUszduliunasdiuldlussmalng

anlasanisdasEnnsgn Birmugieiniianufiugnaswamidnifinantu
Turneilutlaqiindsannszuuvdngibiayadmiunisinas dasfuninenns guaed
Lazg NI (Mahannop, 2004) FHif 8981911 NITUIALARUNSNEINTYAARLAS
sudszsnadmiuniafuieyaluniaauin nsfaaisuazlazs@uninainstufiui
aa ey lnelinisdnsnassesinadenasriuntd

mafnunffidpgUsrssdiiaAnendnanmaesnislEnmeianafianaom
audengelunissudunnguazanaBausaaifiorsn Elunnsfianuuazsnin

Yaunmsraeantdnluiuiisuning
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[ [ > I'4 [ [
3. unuwzasnsiiuinatsuanluaulan
(% g ¢ o/ [ = A a ~ A
fraansuoulnaan lamiuiiivinsSounszanfifiusunamnniigaluussenniemile
Wisy WeuluussanfnniEeunszandooiu Tuilaqiufiuszanns 345-360 ppm uazs
wHaliufleziinduetinesiaiilas Oechel and Vourlitis (1994) szuvilen(s fuszuuad
NNIRZANANSUDUNINTGATN 75% Wevanasdlsznaudaulngsasfisdsnisuamn
(47%) Tnanagedufineasuenlneenofuazi Aeuanmiisg iugessuaadanineig
nszuaunIsdaAIIzAuas wasm dudazefiafusz@nsainlunisgadufing
ASUainaan(El 1EaN19RIATIZALESTILANANIAY WHavanndaninasanaasilaqad

=3 o/ o

Ag9899e1 U H TR AR AHLANANNAY LAaXUH NIy EnHidufeaiu 8m91n19

9
o/

Fuasnsiuasfdasinnnaiuuls falusaudn ualuusazggnia vedauegduilade
WIARDNAN 9 123 WAI FoUngH UBn oA T3 AYTHEANENYIOI2BIAN UTNM
Arapnuanlaaantsd arwadulumn safiy aaonanlsn uazunas Seiladuuandanmant
AnliiAnAuAuLsfIng1d9fn pauan nRIuInSanaasR Wil (Kozowski and
Pallardy, 1997) TnawanandugavinefildarnnisdansiziuasensdinifAaniafagn
vagnaadanmaadulinii feaunauesnnsdauassiug uaznsnsleazuansiind
UBanannsuaniframnan lilunadulsdadiunaennnsgadufnsansuenlnoanied
Tusziuidonsanliiiue
matszguasimnniAeydtyarindiasniailanuasanimgRannae Conference
of the Parties to the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change %1%® COP) ﬂ%ﬂ
751 w. /. 2540 o0 ngsladen (usulunseuaydyanifidaansnaningedn Tag
THsznaldnsansifealn(kyoto Protocol) nalfiRFansiiuala nguuszme Annex 18
Wusnsdifiazdiasinnisanfnndaunszandanan 6 oila fa freasuaulaeon (s A
finu fnglunsaeanles fralalaseungaalsansuen fnsneingaslsaiuen waz
FadaimadisnagenladBisninseuas 5 anszduiiudeslagsisesnguiiet w,
71.2533 nelud w. 7.2551-2555 Laginnalnsnegtunisanfnmidennsyansnly Hud
(1) nalnn19AIAuN1399u Joint Implementation, JI) (2) nalAn1sdaansLAaaniLdas
fina (Emission Trading, ET) hay (3) 0 alnnisWmunfiazenn (Clean Development
Mechanism, CDM) Tneaasnalnusniudndaliitaniznguuseme Annex 1 A1fiunis

winti douna infianunnalni@esiuaaWifinnisanfinnissendnanguszme

8 | e atuanysed Inssniswafianistss@uamnumsnzasensitniilgn Uaunsuay

UNUINSAUTnASUssas RN [HAn



Annex 1 LAEAGHUFZA Non-Annex 1 Liladaiadnnnaimunfidsduanlssmennds
wadagnisdiemanmaluladiiazenn nadeusinudsinig nsBeusdininisidy
LAZHA AADATUINTLANI A Tay i aaR AfiunH NS AL aesnaIn
gRannamelinalnnisiamniiazans
Tasennsnneliinalnaaimmiiazeiafismnsnannisiinfinsidennssanis
Faenaw WeanesiuannsaagUld 2 A8ndn Ae (1) nandnidssnisUassfingdan
nazan iu naiulqeaansamnnslindssuuazmaiuiaeulddamasiiazann
g uaz (2) nagaduAnEeunszaniiflioguusasnnie W nsignin uaznnsuAN
AnEIHNTaunagadufinmEaunsranasin i wasndninomilasenisfismmen
Fuiinnnaniali COM indawinBifedeunszananasntnoiugtsssnuazainnsndn
T daetiussqaienaimmnatnsdodulnlssmamdntion uazazdoaiulasenisfiannis
Udpafnridaunsranuanmialiainiidnisanagudalulassnisdug deniadnin
Tasennannald COM adesiinisdnszuniianmnsainfuiafnsdennszanidas
APNHNINTNIANFIHWEBIIATE198 (baseline scenario) udaWFeUTBLT UM
mstlsaendsaniilasinis COM sigfazdmmaautssine iuszazinandnegs A 1in
asuiaziiivaslagenis Meilifiazdmundaulaiieg tuszazinandnsdeiio dnasmm
uazidnaeslassnts oM Tnal¥suidenasnnsdnfifiimnisifiveanresnniznssnnis
1139115 CDM nns1lgntia COM mwlagants COM FstEdviantstgninanadn uaz
wunlngy Tnslassnisugninanimandnlasenisiifinnsgadufing co, THlkan
16,000 §% CO, Aot surnrasiuiitusazlnssnisasnsadgniduuas ¢ uazin
U3nsunnagady CO, unaanriulé usidioaldifin 16,000 dusia CO, siatl uazusiazula
Aduniilgninezdisfiszazvinetiliiniu 1 Alawns douniadgninswnalngjfAeyianis
Ugniiniansnsagadufing co, Tininnda 16,000 #u CO, satl (1auga, 2551)
nnaUszinmnaatanineasdiulfivazuaznisfuinaifuenainlaanis
WAWNENN5UBA AN AENTEMdsIaEan nansdansneg fudaulsansaunnafulil
g Anngs uazannln Rendndseniadmitansdull wazdsmansalszinoluiu
aunn e TH#ag (Brown, 1997; Chave, et.al., 2005) An1sANENRABRMUIEHNITUEA
Tawp3ndmsunisuszanoinaaganineesaannanumatadszme (Kroenzel, et.al.,

2003; Pérez Cordero and Kanninen, 2003; Hase and Foelster, 1983; Nwoboshi, 1983;
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Ola-Adams, 1993; Buvaneswaran, et.al., 2006; Neqi, et.al., 1995; Singh, et.al., 1980;
Jha, et.al., 2015; Purwanto and Shiba, 2005) au@etulszmelng wsitulszmalnanis
Uszanainaaganneesdn aautdumajasinlunamilauaznianzuan @etouas

[

AURNWA, 2546; NANT LazAtdy, 2548; Hiratsukad et.al, 2005; Meunpong, et.al., 2010)
a9 N FNIN AN N AN anT1TR U naasan LL@t@Zﬁﬂi:@"lﬂ’ﬂ@:THﬂﬂﬂﬁu’[ 1174
(Kaosa-ard, 1989) LﬁmmmmLLﬂ‘jr;Tmm"ﬁmj@LL@:TﬁﬂumiﬁmwgﬂﬁmLuim-j"wmﬂ‘f?m
AENANNITRANIZLARZN I LwiLﬁﬂmwmmmmﬁﬁqmﬁﬁf ANNTTa TN NS
%@mmmﬁﬂm'ﬁv'ifmfl‘iLﬁu%mjﬂmﬂcﬁmmmﬁmmﬂm@mﬁﬁuﬁmﬁuﬁmemwmmﬂ
WASHI RSN aNN157 L s
v = dl o/ = =} dy a 4 =

WS auinITANEIAYINUNIATINNIATARUANTIUIUNIN UARNITANEINAR
FanliAud Gisnnsdn Wesannisfiviisyainlfiaiuin (Niyamas et.al, 2010: Ziegler
W et.al, 2012) w19 9189 UNITANHINIETININ W AN DINN U SU I AB MR LAY
ALNAININATY (Kraenzel, et.al., 2003; Negi, et.al., 1995; Prasad and Mishra, 1984) way
Uszmeng (Hiratsuka, et.al., 2005, Meungpong, et.al., 2010, Takahashi, et.al., 2011) u#

svdy a o @ o A A

TRNTUHIRTIN N E AU RN AT iR eswe

TAs9n1934eilsenausiag N1aNMU I ARARaUS IR UNaNAR tag i iTaae
Fuandenfiinuasnsannsain (U A lnedeyaiidanaf nsdszduldnnsuasaou
Ul dntuiuizun gy lael¥nnsdisneszeclng waznisussfuususansueniuaa
Y {5idn FeaziinUlUsenauni9osununIsaanIaaaudn Han e danAumARATWANS
Wsnananaasaaudn [Han Hud nsdmaeniiug n1sUsudgeingedin n1sdnnisaam
U1 10 N1IFRRIEETEYT MERNTRURHELLLLANYLS B9y NANAN BRI (HAN
fAfnnnntn Senenengusznaunisrseinyasnsas (fsunalsslomianuandnuas
1 dl

HARTIANNINTUULET NAIINNITANEUADNIUSHINITREANANS DY LAZIATA HNIS

U

a

Annny3unaslHdn uiufiauia e feainsasinluuseneunisdindanlasenis COM

Frunlituenandndias wgiviasldyariis Usingss Figure 1
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Site Productivity Estimation >

Monitoring and Assessment
of Stand Volume

Assessment of Carbon
Sequestration

Figure 1 Value chain of Evaluation techniques for suitable planting site, growing stock and

role of carbon storage of teak plantation Project
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ad
A8N1SANEA

o/

AN9AnEInIN laTINITAseialun1sdnsrasiaan 5 T BuENN19I9Y Al 1
ARTAN 2554 AUFANITITY 30 fugIeu 2559 (Tudsraad 2555-2559) Trsusay

o

a Aad o a dy
19N199H HITATNUUNTTANU

¥ [ [
1. AsNmRnadalunisUs i vnandnaasiuiiganiidnanilasafsuaadas
e & 4
ATRNRN
1) fuiirnunte 3 Smdn [Hun Smdaas dmdaueionng uasdmingassil
(Figure 2) B9finain1sAnuiadaviuHuiRNidanumEnraudunisiulnuesdnlunim
“Auaandeaionda nneld lATINI9a9 NI UINITTANTTULLNENHETHETHINS 715

wasnHieaiumpanensnafidnsannslgnad e Enafleidu s Tomd

100°0'0"E 105°0'0"E

20°0'0"N+ [20°0'0"N

15°0'0"N+

F15°0'0"N

10°0'0" N F10°0'0"N

e ¢
,' South
Kilometers
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% S

590'0"N L520'0"N
100°0'0"E 105°0'0"E

Figure 2 Study area of the Improvement techniques for site productivity evaluation by

environment factors Project
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2) ABn1afnEN
2.1) 99U9IHINBNF1TTIA LI TDIUNE AN WIAITHANAUTTLATINAN Y UEUD
dy dl o = a o/ a ¥ o dl o/ =
Anfiuarauaniinenianimuaznsiafiassiuiunisdiulaeecldn edmaen
nnzsulsifinasanisiulnuaznandna e H&n
o & [ v Y a v o/ v
2.2) agaauaztfivdagaluniasuin un Jayanisidulneeclian days
AnedzaIRUsTmALazgRAans 19 ANEY UBHI0sHL uazaoanTRiaasin
Fin 3909N13TANAAN NYR ARV BINUNTIUIUU TN 100 AT TAgn19919uU A
Faaeieaum 20x40 m (800 w.2) udufiudioys Al
- Jayan1sifivlnresdinudn lnanisdananugs wandurngudnansi
izﬁuquqLﬁm@ﬂﬂméﬁuﬁﬂmﬁuﬁLLﬂmﬂmm 40 1NH19 X 40 LHAT
- gusinadefinlfisuinsineg Tﬁﬂ‘jmmmm%’mmmLﬁum@rm—jﬂmq
(DBH) 229ulE uutas
- foyann lnan1sansnauazantiufinanymenienenmdiusing (s
WAL UFIRE WANATLAUANAN 0-20 [URINAST AT 40-60 1 HHFNAT e N AR
v =
GRIGES VNG
- 193 aN19NBATNIBINUA 181 AINGS 9RBINIA UTH1udInu 910
) & v Aﬂy Ail
nsansaauaziiudeyaluiing
- sausandieyadng (Hun Uszdfnnsdannsaandafan W nnsld
Uszlaminuiinaunisugnadreaandilddn waznisdnnisaandafdn a1nnns
ANNTEOINEATNT
2.3) Anzdnmantianiond Hun pH USanodudedng Usumlulasian
(N) Waanasa (P) Tusmdewn (K) loRen (Na) waaldes (Ca) unnflided (Mg) haznigi
T3 (electric conductivity: EC) ﬂfJ’mmN’]’iﬂGfuﬂ”l‘iLLﬂﬂLﬂfﬁﬂuﬂ‘i:@qufm (cation exchange
capacity: CEC) WATAITNBNFI289L U (base saturation : BS) WATVNNAEATNIBIAUIN
HosdfiRnaslaansnimuniifn ieiinmiaudniussendnsguaniiann
HasUfiRnsuazAtannsUssdurEdane [F i
2.4) Wnilaquiannaf (Fisausann1vinn19dnssidayauasimuidsnis
UszifiuAnlaa ¥ multivariate analysis iieniaanndnsiusszninstiadauandonsnge fiu

nsfvlneeedn Tnelisaudsfie duagmnIniiud (Site index : SI) 7ilHenaNN137 L
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dmfudnlunianziusenidoanile GeAnssudniuiledniiony 30 O ve9

Vacharangkura (2012)

31.75501562%1—0.772111113xp(—0.027606608t)}

DTHL= SI'31.755015621{1—o.772111113exp(—o.02760660&30)}
g
DTHt = Angeaes (HiFonaansy fiang t 11 (m)
AnanARALsLEATAgeigadaan 100 Fuianuss
S rﬁh%y’u@mmmmﬁuﬁ (m)

Faflunsanuanslu Figure 3

35 4
30

30 26

25 1 22

20 4

DTH(m)

15 A

10 A

0 10 20 30 40
Age(year)

Figure 3 Site index curve (Vacharangkura, 2012)

2.5) BAT1AAITNANIUE (correlation analysis) WiBnGaulsARAHF Y
dmFunisaseguuun Sefaulsiaszunedafaonnduinsii 1 lhdads (non-linear
relation) fuAfvlnuesdn wu Arwasdimuann (Azimuth) axfAannanius BilEBadu
Audunoun niud dauanslunisfnuiees Teraoka, et al.. (1991) @vuamsdadion

South-West, West uaz North-West azfinadiuuansanisifiulnaesfin Sugi waz Hinoki
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11NNT1#4 North-East waz East U5eaned 10 Wi wananniiaiaanaudunss-sng (oH) 9

sz 6.5 aviinasanisifiuleuesan

¥
! 1o

2.6) YinsAlaTziiauLsneUaUsILULIATE AL s T Hasa AT NN
Nuft ilaE19annisuLLdtanslazunnmanan lnalinisiinaziasdadwinlulas
TUsunsuneadi® JMP 9.0

2.7) A3rasBUAIAIHG NI HAATN THLA Az T IR TR

2.8) FvigUuuNsUstuNanARaasdnaniiadeuanden iinunans

a19041 U TE e

2. nrswamnaRatunsBanuua sz An3anns Haasaantindn uRuizun
ey laenisdrsaeszeclng
1) AofiAAEN
AadnnfuigoulHantuiud 3 dmdaluninnsduaanidoanila tHun
FINTALRY vueedaang Largass1il (Figure 2) Falafinsfnunfiedariaunndinas

o o o & A | & Ao & A
L“VTN"IZZNNN'T‘VﬁUﬂ’]‘jﬂQﬂ’Nﬂ Wuwmuﬂwmm@ﬂwwmmﬂmLmsm‘m‘j LASWHYTYRTIA

o |
=1

ajindiumslaeasdnisgaamnssan(d (8.0.1.) Anigaulidnaznszataegsouiy
Noudiinuns 1w wiling Tafuduends das SraTnaReednd s HuaslHay
Fugfiad 1w 8190191 uazgAAURE aaulndnassnunanadiulnajugnidet we.
2537 fiaussazlgnuaL 1 2x2 IHAT 2x3 AT LAY 2x4 1T (Hasiziiaantauin
Tvajoes 0.9.1. Ugniaaszazign 4x4 wms undn gaulzes 9.0.1. axfinissinens
szezuazny anninunsdizessalenunsns
2) AAn5ANEN

2.1) Wawdreanafienanuazidengs Pléiades Fuifiuasdazmansaea §
ANAsBER 0.5 1nms Tidneidaduil 14 norannen 2555 TunnsAiasne

2.2) N1399993AN1AENTH A8l a9fanen9aHIA 40%40 195 (0.16 L8N
um$ vide 173) dmau 67 was Fnannaduinugndnansiiiesen (DBH) zasdinliiasn
Tuutlas uazdmdansnlishasiofiovinnisinaugeansmnliiuazanunivensden
4andain 4 F1u ArngerasinliinndulinisUssifineinnsamacings (Naslund's

function) ea3nstuluusdazulamaans iudagatsznaudug W angny [ dnwog
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sz Rawgaouiini sanviontadueAidarasiiui sauisanmiiall wu dezifinng
Aaiavian vida il ugin Auamidnsuinsseemliluulaslneannsdmsy
matsnisamsdntunianzuesnideamiafiiamnlag ishibashi et.al (2002) fie

v =0.000100712 x dbh1.89445042 x hO.763796917 (1)

Tng v An USnms91fiuensdn (m?), abh As aunmdunIuguinany
WNe9an (cm)
h #® AINEGY (m)

2.3) NFAATITANNENY

(1 n1sUszil@uaangs e Ennsdszanmlagnisdnlunandng
AIaTlanfag stereoscopic (Figure 4) @9l¥iadasdlaTauuua uff (Stereo analyst
(Hexagon Geospatial, 2010) of ERDAS Imagine image processing software (Hexagon
Geospatial)) AnAARHgerBsALLLgRTns Uil iufidsauaaundn Tindnnig
suanmasnlnaliindosfoadrsnuudnaasfiufa Tnimips GIS analysis software
(Microlmages, Inc.) uuudaesgavazmagnadtsiulngUuuniifinouazdnndeiui
0.5 11M3 ANHGILBIFUIHLARANTLgNATHINIINAIHUANAINTENI AU

dnunganuugAUszme uaziiAIrNgaNIANgses [Hisiuasusasulassia
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Surface measurement of
surrounding points

Tree top measurement

A

Terrain modeling

A

Tree height estimation

Dominant tree height
estimation

Figure 4 Flowchart of dominant tree estimation

(2) nsUszindanineny [HarnnsularuinresSengen laenisld
amenaaflenananBange Sdunaudouanidu Figure 5 SumpnusnAenisliioya
91NNMF1999NIATUIHH R W AH TRANE IugULUUaNN1TuDALaNARN 931979
PUIAAIINNTNVBIEDULDAUALAUNTHANTN AN EIBN NAIIINTHWIINITATITFB
= ) % v 1 % 1 o/ 1 o/ dl v Y A
FEongpnvasdiulfusazdiuainameaisuazdugiuuuy (template) Ais3alifinansaun
(Figure 6) tHasuunGEeusansandnzwiasiieg hsnlfUsafinauaduimgudnan

\WWENDNUAZLUENINT2BIANIINFNNITANNANINS AT ST AUUE N R TR a iy s Ty
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’ Step1. Image preparation (High resolution imagery) ‘

’ Step2. Creation of individual crown model ‘

’ Step3. Automatic crown detection using template matching ‘

’ Step4. Individual tree model (crown diameter — dbh and volume) ‘

’ Step5. Estimation of tree size (dbh, volume) ‘

pu

’ Step6. Stand volume estimation ‘

Figure 5 Flowchart of Teak stand volume estimation

Procedure

1. Create crown templates based on crown samples from the imagery

2. Calculate similarity values at each pixel within the imagery

3. Set threshold to decide appropriate candidates of crowns

4. Summarize the result of multiple crown candidates based on the rules

Crown t lat o 5
O AR ‘_Selectlon of crown candidate on
the similarity images

Depicted position of
center of crowns

Figure 6 Procedure of crown template matching
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< [ %3 I'd 1 [ Y
3. UNUMIABINISIAURNATSUE K IRaININEn
1) WIAFNE
mﬁﬁﬂmm%’qﬁﬁﬂmmﬁu%’mquﬂ 14 @931)7 4 6 F919n 1918521919 5-
33 9 s uaunanua @ in19if et A uAaann3Inssde 299096019
@qmmmﬂ‘iiuﬂﬁﬁ BUNBNBININT TINTANITYIUYST 91994 4 FU4B1E (Figure 7) §AN
dy dlzﬁ ) v dy = =] =3 o/ = $%
mmmmwuwﬂﬂmfag"fumm@um m]c;]Nusful,mquwmmummmw IRETITK
= = P A o a ¥ Pt ' o GE '
INABUAFIANTINEIEY U RRAY 27 °C USianinusedunnsnaiuluusaznim
U A1ARLIUAN NENBNBINIH T9nTanTtyauyd dannmsdusansneduszunn
1,650 AaAun3 (Marod et.al, 2002) Aidsndnaueg Fud anys grafnd nueeiaang

LAZIAUULAN TUSHINNHNTINT 18T USE N4 1,200 RaANGT 1RARUIWAWARNYIE 7

#IRAINNITIUNNLBY USDA soil texonomy (Vijarnsorn and Jongpakdee, 1979) Tuaaut

Figure 7 Location of biomass and carbon storage study sites in Thailand
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(1) neapsadwann1suaslawedn Il awimdurdiugudnanafies
an (DBH) wazAugs (H) iiudaulsdass aannanisfnuafidiusnanudn aunis
Powerform (y=a*b Tae y s Wansinudieaesusazdan x Aof12WIA o was b As
coefficients) L‘fju;j‘uLLUUNNﬂW‘Jﬁ\‘i’mLLazLﬂummggﬁu (Ogawa et.al., 1961; Buvaneswaran
et.al., 2006) TunnaAnE1ASata AN Power—form I@MIINANTAIATINITUSTHA™

AU Iasusasdan lnalEsaulsdass 3 A1 (Hun DBH (cm), H (M) way DBHXH

£4
=]

(cm2.m) darminuisuAEesn W) Biduinnegudinansitasdunusiu o) Fae

(2) InN19NAEaY onw-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) Lﬁﬂ
WRsUgUAELANANeTBIA LN aiie B Tuusasiuiivinn1sAnen Tnels
Turkey’s HSD test (p<0.05) A ua@ifzausarannisuaalamasnnasaulanal the
coefficient of determination (R?) N15NAFBUNINFNH 5@‘1}134&1?%‘[%&?1‘534@?%%@ JMP
(version 9.0; SAS)
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wamatingaan uazarnsoiinnElunisaanlfias 2) nguisyaunudnansu

. g & o/ { o o o 1% @ o o
(ordinal) %@ﬂ’?@LL“N@IQW\‘ITHLL‘LIUWQLNﬂﬁuﬂrﬁTﬁT‘Hﬂqﬁﬂﬁuqm\fﬂLNEI WIBMINDNFIE NI

o/

gninBasandunemirulElunsfman 3) nguiiddaszandu (nomind) Seuamslugl

ANYOIZIN

v 2
AaA o

FiautstuntsAnenlivianas 19 fauus wiveandiu nAnnwaasfiud (site productivity)

a

AMANTAN AR 209U Jadgd uAiul uaziladed1uni1s9anis AauussneT

Usznaudiag Fuansn niNud (site index: SI) Wuansunuandnninaesinfiaoungn

faulsnguuuy ordinal Uszneudag n1statls n1sldNuiinewlgndninelgndy

o/ 1 v

alenasaadnalnmagsdnd (dlede 1 waylldfa 0) daulsnandananuy nominal

9 U
¥V

1% A v 1 @ ' £% 1 a ¥ { o a
TﬂLLﬂ iFmIUana (WUNeantti 9 A1 T@ILLﬂ 8 Vit LL@ZﬁuﬁﬁqU) UASEUAITHANYDIAN

(W9EBNLEIN 0-20 WEUANAT LAz 40-60 HuFLNAT) (Table 1)

Table 1 List of variable on data set

Site productivity Sail chemical factor Terrain factor Management factor
Variable Remarks Variable Remarks Variable Remarks Variable Remarks
S/ (Site index) meter Depth class ~ 0-20cm, 40-60cm Slope deg. Fertiizer 1(yes), 0(no)
PpH Elevation meter Cassava 1(yes), 0(no)
oM % AzimuthCD Flat,N, NE, E, SE, S, Maize 1(yes), 0(no)
N TotalN % SW, W, NW
P ppm.
K ppm.
Na ppm.
Ca ppm.
Mg ppm.
CEC meq/100g
EC EC 1:5
BS %
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1) WANITUATIRANNANANS
1.1) AR ERUE I AR NI TLTa s
poHAN S anARA e Ina THrndugoun maasiiudl (SN) fu
@mﬂuﬁﬁmqLﬂﬁ"umﬁuﬁgmmqmmﬂu YBIFUTUL (0-20 LEUFINAT) UATANTHA

(40-60 LHURLNAT) HANITANEILAASINAIENFNAUFVE9 Mg, Ca, CEC, OM uaz Na 11

a o/ P=u o/ [ 4

AUTULUHATAITHANAUTYINAY 0.318 (p<0.01), 0.301 (p<0.01), 0.260 (p=0.069), 0.206
(p=0.152) U@z ~0.209 (p=0.146) ANNARU tngl Na waAIAIAINNFNAUE M vauidntios
dougiausiug asfiaemdniugumnsuanidniias Tufududng Arandningaes co,

Na, N, and OM 11 17U 0.243 (p=0.092), ~0.241 (p=-0.100), 0.233 (p=0.112) WAz 0.223

o A

(p=0.127) BIMINFNA U UFAIMT aUTUANTULN (Figure 8) annn1sAnE Inudn{aidan

[ -3

AosEnTTREDIRANsANLS AR AN AN BENINND ST uazifinsennen Ca, OM uaz Na

¥ YV
1% [ 4 !

FLUFAIATANTHNANAUETY S| THANTUUHLASTUET (W teTAI N AN AWEa21979 CEC

uaz Mg U S agnumnziuiniuun uaasingnaNTin AR RuEWUNARasaHER

AMNUDINUTLANTAN T AT A

BS xSl
ECxSI
CECxSI
Mg x S|
CaxSl *
Na x S|
Kx Sl
P xSl
N xSl
OMx S|

pHxSI

-0.4 -0.2 0 0.2 0.4

W Depth 0-20cm  ® Depth 40-60cm

Figure 8 Correlations of soil chemical properties with Sl by soil depth class (*: p <0.05)
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fouls Aanandu uaznislatly axilAnmanudNAuEiy Sl winfu 0.259
(p=0.07) uaz 0.223 (p=0.12) mnawy Tusuedidaudsang [Hud Aawgs Anfisnu s
TnniinewnsUgnan uddimaa@etinalne BilFuansrpmdinsodnefideddny

NeaEdFfu Sl usiesala (Figure 9)

Elevation x S|

Flat x SI

Slope x Sl

Maize x S|

Cassava x Sl

Fertilizer x Sl

Figure 9 Correlations of terrain and management factors with SI (*: p <0.05)

AN YBIAIUUTANTAL S| ANNITOUAPN (AT

Sl Mg(+:topsoil), Ca(+), CEC(+:topsail) , OM(+), Na(-), N(-: subsoil), Slope(+), Fertilizing(+)

Tog

++++ or ————: extremely strong correlation  +++ or ——-: strong correlation,
++ or ——:correlation, + or —:weak correlation,

+ LAY ATHANNUSIBILAN — LAY ATTHAHNUSIBIAL

topsoil : WuAIMNANANS RN IUANTULN  subsoil | WUATHANIUSIRNIY
RuTEN

THLEAY : WLAMNANAUETII A UTHU WL AL TR
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1.2) AN HANANTIEN IR SUANTIN AT 2B 9FN
HANMTANEIAHANTWEEDIA DTN TRV aLATYasFin uanall Figure 10
Fawudn An CEC TuAnduun fannduiugadonnndu Ca (0.824, p<0.01) uay Mg
(0.716, p<0.01) AW IUAUA 1T ATAIINTNTUE VAL 0.586 (p<0.05) uas 0.364
(p<0.05) AMTHAIAL UALEIRAIMHNANNUEIU N Fagiduin 0.614 (p<0.01) uaz 0.642
(p<0.01) TUANFULHUALAUFUA AN AIFY ArnduRuFuaedauTsingg (U CEC
ATERIEeNCT St

CEC: Ca(+++:topsoil), Mg(+++:topsoil), OM(++), N(++), Ca(++:subsoil), Mg(++:subsail).

A1 OM WLANFIAN AR TNARANETTL N TRt uusuasduans windu 0.9995
(p<0.01) uaz 0.9975 (p<0.01) ATHAINL WENAMNHEIRAHFNAWETY CEC uay Ca Tu
Aueaesii TnafiAnwindy 0.620 (p<0.01) Az 0.491 (p<0.01) TuAnduLL uaz 0.654
(p<0.01) uaz 0.585 (p<0.01) TuAnduasm Ny ATHANAUTVBIFIULTFT U OM
MNP

OM: N(++++), CEC(++), Cal++), Mg(++:topsoil).

Lﬁﬂﬁ@ﬁ’iﬂmﬁdﬁ’lﬂﬁ’iﬁfﬁﬂﬂ WU91 Mg, CEC, Na uay EC Tufinduumnsian
AN FNANS [Hnnntin TaefeAwindu 0.416 (p<0.05), 0.317 (p<0.05), ~0.307 (p<0.05),
AT -0.292 (p<0.05) AMHAIRL WAz IHARTWANE AR FNRWEWINTY 0.321 (p<0.1), -

0.281 (p<0.1), -0.267 (p<0.1) WAz -0.260 (p<0.1) (Figure 11) HEIATHANRUETZUFAY

¥ (%
o/

FALau AN UUNIN AT ANT U ﬂ”]’iéf%‘ﬁuﬁL‘ﬁﬂﬂ@uﬂﬁuﬁ’mziﬁﬁﬁﬁ@uﬂﬁﬁ’m'}uifﬂﬁ
WAASANAI TN NS BILANEWTN (0.729, p<0.05) TunnemseiudanunisTinuiiie
UgninaTnadesdndazuansnanduinusi3ean (-0.336, p<0.05) (Figure 12)
AN YBIAIULUT6 U Fertilizer ANNTOUERS H IR

Fertilizer: Mg(++:topsoail), CEC(+:topsoil), Na(-:topsoil), EC(-:topsoil), Cassava(+++),

Maize(-).
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Mg x Ca
CECxCa
BS x Ca
BS x CEC
Px EC
OM x EC
N x EC
Na x EC
Mg x EC
Kx EC
CECx EC
CaxEC
BS x EC
Na x K
Mg x K
CECx K
CaxK
BS x K
CECx Mg
BS x Mg
Mg x Na
CEC x Na
CaxNa
BS x Na
PxN
Nax N
Mg x N
Kx N
CECxN
CaxN
BSx N
P x OM
N x OM
Na x OM
Mg x OM
Kx OM
CECx OM
CaxOM
BS x OM
NaxP
Mg x P
KxP
CECx P
CaxP
BSxP
P x pH
OM x pH
N x pH
Na x pH
Mg x pH
K x pH
EC x pH "
CEC x pH
CaxpH
BS x pH .

T T

-0.5 -0.3 -0.1 0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.9

m Depth 0-20cm  m Depth 40-60cm

Figure 10 Correlation coefficients among soil chemical factors by soil depth class
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BS x Fertilizer
EC x Fertilizer | *
CEC x Fertilizer *
Mg x Fertilizer
Ca x Fertilizer
Na x Fertilizer | *
K x Fertilizer

P x Fertilizer

N x Fertilizer
OM x Fertilizer

pH x Fertilizer

-0.4 -0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6

M Depth 0-20cm W Depth 40-60cm

Figure 11 Correlations of soil chemical properties with Fertilizer by soil depth class

(*: p <0.05)

Maize x Slope
Cassava x Slope
Elevation x Slope
Fertilizer x Slope
Elevation x Maize
Fertilizer x Maize *
Maize x Flat
Cassava x Flat
Elevation x Flat
Fertilizer x Flat
Elevation x Fertilizer
Elevation x Cassava

Fertilizer x Cassava *

Maize x Cassava *

T T T T

-06 -04 -02 0 02 04 06 08

Figure 12 Correlation coefficients among Terrain and Management factors (*: p <0.05)
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2) gUuULENNITFWEINNTUsEUNERN NS ALTAF SN sUgnAn
NNTAATISTiANHANTE AR AT RresRuiuuesfinasde SI Faaundiluiu
Fuang Faiulunisadeasnisdmiunislsndunannmeesiuiidmiunisugnaniy
pisiaadenianizandnsluiinuinug Tinnstnsisilnalunadadulaeiorialy
(Generalized Linear Model :GLM) Taa¥sinuus@iulfiun anuaiatu Ca Mg OM Na nnsld
] soaiasiauLlafie pH uay Airdnuatn Besvaanfgidiainasandnninuasiui by
suuunlitBaidu (non-linear) W ludiae uazsausnnde i Taelien Chi-square &9
Lﬂuﬂﬁﬁﬁmm:@mLmz;iﬂl,mmzﬁmﬁm AIC (Akaike’s Information Criterion) ﬁﬂﬂﬁ@;m N
n153A31294 Chi-square Tnemaansasegiuuuln 6 nael (Cont-Coné) Tnenissinga
u1J57fiAn Chi-square fipsfiganen guUlLY Coné Befidauaiites 3 da THud Aawann
4 Aediuana uaz Ca axlie AIC dnflga annnanistiasizinudn naalails Mg OM
pH uaz Na (sflnada Sl usA1AINanatl AFfIuana uay Ca dnasiarn SI (Table 2)
91INNN9ALAI=EAE Prediction Profiler AdufiULERINAIBIA1IDIRILLS AR AB UL
A uazANANEes Sanay 95 Auanslugtidulssnsdiioyauuusieifios uay error

bar Tuﬂﬁﬂ%’mjmmu'%’mﬂ@jm Figure 13 LLNmTﬁLﬁudmﬂm UBANIN AHAATU TAGFI

' o = = 9 o A )
A7 LAY Ca AMNTITNIHRIYTLUAAINDUILLTWAUATINULAK Y $38AT S| ULLBY

Table 2 Results of GLMs

Case Slope  AzimthCD Ca Na pH OM Mg  Fertilizer AlC R? RMS

Conl  Chi-square 3.993 10.193 6.825 0152 0.164 0.070 0070  0.041 28223 0485 2.65
p 0.046 0.252 0.009  0.697 0.686 0791 0792  0.839

Con2  Chi-square 4.244 10.262 6.785 0.116 0.170 0.066 0.051 27742 0485 2.65
p 0.039 0.247 0.009 0.733  0.680 0.798  0.821

Con3  Chi-square 4.982 11.036 9.575 0454 0.119 0.032 280.83 0494 2.63
p 0.026 0.200 0.002  0.500 0.730 0.858

Cond  Chi-square 5.243 11.306 16.908 0423 0.144 276.74 0494 2.64
p 0.022 0.185 <.0001 0515 0.705

Con5  Chi-square 5.149 11.355 21.311  1.038 273.00 0.493 2.64
p 0.023 0.182 <.0001 0.308

Con6  Chi-square 7.445 11.739 20.276 270.36  0.482 2.67
p 0.006 0.163 <.0001

p: probability of chi-square, R? determination coefficient adjusted for the degrees of freedom
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Prediction Profiler
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+2.622139
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5
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38:

2.6454 12.042 17045 2.906
OMd1 Nad1 Mgd1 Slop

Fertilize AzimthC

Figure 13 Profile traces of the GLM Con1

911 Toble 2 Tuynguuvuaziisn R? AN 0.5 ﬁum@Lﬁmmmﬂ%mﬁﬁﬁﬂmmm
AnunflunsAuansinsanaund Tasanizatnsdonaianiiininfinesiune iz
UNFiesannHare99Innnyiin1sne s g ieanmuRnuUnfivesAnssiFusy
Andiauadiuis 6 Areanifiugag W Avasuanndi gndmiiu < 2%, < 5%, < 12%, <
20%, < 35% WAY < 35% AINNITTATHAINAIATHIBIN1TTARWYBINTHR BT A
danduatue fgndmoanidiu 4-5 Fufnuiuiiu (Table 3)

dlevinnasinanzin GLM Taeutseanid 5 suUuuy TAun Cat1-Cats Tnanissinsious
fifiFin Chi-square ﬁ@ﬁﬁqm@ﬂﬂﬁﬂummqﬁu Anfilaziinn R? gendanistiansilas
T T8vinnasusuAnTutas uazyinlsid Prediction Profiler LAAYATLANAINAINNTS
AATITARLLLINFa8EUT (Table 4 a2 Figure 13) 9INKNANITIATIYH Cats 93 19ipn R
49 (0.805) uazfl AIC fiagfign (270.5) WAZUAAIFIFUAINATIATIBIRIULIT 4 Fautls
A SlopeCD > CaCD > AzimuthCD > NaCD Anfisfnuatafisananisuanse S/ Hud S,
SW, E and NE a819(5fnndasiinisifiusaegnefininiuiieaniadefuininseny

A ©o a v o a £
L‘W@T‘iﬂwﬂ"ﬂ@\?‘ﬂﬂ@]’?%ﬂ’]@ﬁﬂwuﬂ’lﬂﬂ\‘mu
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Table 3 Categorized variables from continuous type

Soil chemical factor

Variable

Remarks

Variable

Terrain factor

Remarks

pHCD

5-55
55-6
6-65
6.5-7
7-

OMCD

0-1%
1-2
2-3
3-

SlopeCD

A (5 2%, 1.2 deg.)

B (< 5%, 2.9 deg.)

C (= 12%, 6.8 deg.)
D (= 20%, 11.3 deg.)
E (< 35%, 19.3 deg.)
F (> 35%, 19.3 deg.)

NaCD

0 - 7.5ppm.
75-125
125-175
175-225
22.5 -

CaCDh

0 - 500ppm.
500 - 1000
1000 - 1500
1500 - 2000
2000 -

MgCD

0 - 100ppm.
100 - 200
200 - 300
300 -

Table 4 Results of GLMs using categorized explanatory variables

Case SlopeCD AzimthCD CaCD NaCD OMCD MgCD Fertilizer pHCD AIC R* RMS

Catl Chi-square  39.966 32.642 16.768  26.825  4.357 5.937 2250 5146 39285 0.698 2.03
p <.0001 <.0001 0.002 <0001 0.225 0.115 0134  0.273

Cat2 Chi-square  37.977 31583 28603 24.887  8.445 4.423 1.026 326.37 0.840 148
p <.0001 0.000 <0001 <.0001 0.038 0.219 0.311

Cat3 Chi-square  37.498 30.667 28155 26.404  7.567 4.254 31421 0.837 149
p <.0001 0.000 <0001 <.0001 0.056 0.235

Cat4 Chi-square  39.238 33173 35793 24180  4.612 288.57 0.822 1.56
p <.0001 <0001 <0001 <.0001 0.203

Cat5 Chi-square  40.012 31391  37.700 22.158 270.50 0.805 1.63
p <.0001 0.000 <.0001  0.000

p: probability of chi-square, R? : determination coefficient adjusted for the degrees of freedom
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Figure 14 Profile traces of the GLM Cat1
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Figure 15 Relationship between the S/ and the estimated S/ (Sr) by the Eqg. 1
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Table 5 Parameters of site productivity estimation model

Variable Category Bi
SlopeCD A0-2% -0.14998
B:2-5% -0.01189
C5-12% -0.09420
D:12-20% -0.18006
E:20-35% 0.43613
F:35%- -
AzimuthCD NW -0.20104
N 0.03013
NE 0.09660
E 0.11203
SE -0.21793
S 0.07219
SW 0.15425
W -0.08809
Flat 0.04187
CaCDh 0-500ppm -0.21125
500-1000 0.04139
1000-1500 -0.04704
1500-2000 0.09464
2000- 0.12226
NaCD ~7.5ppm 0.04172
7.5-12.5 0.00863
12.5-17.5 -0.02771
17.5-22.5 -0.14763
22.5- 0.12500
0.6 0.2
o3 E 0.1
0 T T T - T 0
54 01 -
2 o A & S -0.3
<< o o - ~
& G NW N NE E SE S SW W Flat
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Figure 16 Bar graph of parameter values of the prediction model
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Figure 20 Relationship between crown diameter and volume
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Figure 21 Individual teak crown detection using multiple size crown template matching
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Figure 22 Stand volume estimated by the developed method (left) and the error (right)
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Table 6 Stand age, site index value, planted spacing, initial and present tree density,

sample numbers for above-ground and below-ground biomass, mean diameter

at breast height (DBH), and tree height in each plot.

Research Site

Age Site

Planted

Initial

Present
spacing tree density tree density

Mean DBH Mean Height

[year] Index (M [reesha’] [reesha’] AGB BGB [em] [m]
West Thailand
Kanchanaburi Province
Dan Makham Tia District (NP) 13°49'N, 99°26'E 20 21 2x4 1250 825 5 5 149+37 149+ 19
Thong Pha Phum District (KKV1) 14°52'N, 98°40E 27 28 4x4 625 513 5 240+ 65 215+ 4.0
Thong Pha Phum District (KKV2) 14°52'N, 98°40'E 21 22  4x4 625 431 6 6 208+ 65 158 + 34
Thong Pha Phum District (KKV3) 14°50'N, 98°40'E 10 25 4x4 625 481 5 5 103+ 45 101 + 44
Thong Pha Phum District (KKV4) 14°50'N, 98°40'E 14 32 4x4 625 506 5 5 198+ 40 195+ 35
Thong Pha Phum District (TPP) 14°38'N, 98°36'E 33 24 4x4 625 256 5 5 313+52 26+ 21
North-east Thailand
Khon Kaen Province
Ban Had District (BH) 16°15'N, 102°47E 6 12 4x4 625 275 7 7 63+24 43+ 18
Loei Province
Na Duang District (ND) 17°35'N, 102°01'E 31 23 2x8 600 163 5 5 347+52 215+ 27
Nong Bua Lam Phu Province
Muang Nong Bua Lam Phu District (NE17°12'N, 102°17E 21 10 25x25 1600 950 5 5 83+ 2 65=% 20
Suwannakhuha District (SK) 17°33N, 102°16E 15 27 2x3 1650 306 8 158+ 4 168 + 28
Central Thailand
Lop Buri Province
Chai Badan District (CB) 15°19'N, 101°10E 11 27  3x3 1089 594 5 3 172+22 162+ 11
Khok Charoen District (KC) 15°26'N, 100°52E 19 27  3x3 1089 688 5 190+ 35 193 + 20
North Thailand
Uttaradit Province
Muang Uttaradit District (DD) 17°41'N, 100°17E 10 25 4 x4 625 613 5 5 152+ 26 143+ 12
Muang Uttaradit District (UT) 17°38'N, 100°5'E 5 28 2x4 1250 1106 5 5 102+ 19 116+ 15
Thong Sean Khan District (DKT) 17°35'N, 100°13E 12 21  2x4 1250 606 5 5 116+ 16 117+ 11
Thong Sean Khan District (NM) 17°32'N, 100°27E 33 14 2x3 1650 575 5 5 151+31 129+ 15
Thong Sean Khan District (TSK) 17°32'N, 100°16E 19 22 2x4 1250 756 10 5 1568+ 43 150+ 27
Total % 71

2) ﬂNﬂ’]fiLLﬂﬂTﬂLN fan

namsfne e inyaniatanneesdIuseT snadNaNnIsuealamA3n

fufawUsnaannsa (Hun DBH H uaz DBH2H Tirm1eadid p<0.01 wazifiaiSauifisy

fuudanudn mslEsiaugs DBH axldrrauaniug (R?) geiigauazanindifasiunisté

fiauils DBHXH dauannisfitddaus H daulsifenasidnsiign

AN9USZHIUNIATINTINIAT D AUAN FNN1TUEALANASNAINS UL TZH4 L

(W,) 928181 R? #ngn (R?=0.33-0.55) aNN197 15vn10s@auangiss (We, R?=0.90—

0.98) uazfi (Wy, R2=0.71-0.94) ANN197 HUTENuaI BT aAUAWIIMNA fe 508891

Piinly adiuuazfic (W) ATEsaulsv9mnfifiAn R? geiduii naafe DBH, DBHH
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waz H J8A1 R? winfiu 0.99, 0.98 uay 0.85 AnuaAy  (Figure 22) @1%9UN19U9eN1DH
aaBanTHRAN (Wryp) uanarn R2 geiigaideliifauls DBH danannislaelidndaus
Do, DBH2H waz H ffnsnndn (R2 = 0.69-0.73) (Tdble 7)

fnanenisAnunfitdan DBH2H Wiusiaustuannns (Hase and Foelster,
1983; BaFauariuAiuy, 2546) Tuoouzdl Watanabe et.al. (2009) 518979971158 0
snsnfinasioangILaTiaa i inieRuAueasdnvinlidndnfanugeunnsineiv
widnezdanaranlawiniufann agnalsfinuannnanisinenuassinuednednamn

1 o/
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waneineniu un1sAne1auAin1591899978auLs DBH Sauduiusfunaatianan
WHaAUANIBINNIEUAY (Negi et.al,, 1995; Ola-Adams, 1993; Pérez Cordero and
Kanninen, 2003) wana1nfidsfinissnaeiunisineusinldbuasiensingng bueds

¥

medunanidasld (Basuki, 2009: Kenzo et.al., 2009a, Kenzo et.al., 2009b) 15U
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04 o/
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Figure 23 Relationship between DBH, DBH2 x H, H, and above-ground biomass
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Table 7 Equation to estimate above- and below-ground biomass, used species, study

site, mean annual precipitation (MAP, mm y~"), and mean annual temperature

(MAT, °C)
Species Study Site Equation MAP (mmy?)  MAT(°C)
Present Study Tectona grandis  Thailand AGB = 0.0649 x DBH **™ 1200-1650 27
(7 Provinces) BGB = 0.0461 x DBH 2%
Viriyabunch and Peawsa-ad (2003) ~ Tectona grandis ~ Thailand AGB =0.0346 x D°H **"
(4 Provinces)
Negi, et. al (1995) Tectona grandis  India AGB = 0.0982 x DBH %" 1300-1650
(Uttar Pradesh)) ~ BGB = 0.0241 x DBH ***#
Buvaneswaran, et. al (2006) Tectona grandis  India <Southern Tamil Nadu> 1100 31-38
(Tamil nasu) AGB =0.0904x DBH 2!
BGB = 0.097 x DBH 2%
<Western Tamil Nadu >
AGB =0.0785 x DBH 2*®
BGB = 0.185x DBH? - 3.747x DBH + 51.498
Kraenzel et. al. (2003) Tectona grandis ~ Panama Log (AGB) = -1.042 + 2.575 Log (DBH) 2300 - 3000 23-30
(Panama Province) Log (BGB) =-1.671 +2.399 Log (DBH)
Purwanto and Shiba (2005) Tectona grandis  Indonesia Dg = 0.9258 x DBH %% 1900 28.8
(East Java) W, =0.0660 x (Dg9°5™° (1)
Wp=0.0058 x D?H'®® ()
Ws=0.0287 x D?H %% (3)
AGB=(1)+(2)+(3)
Perez Cordero and Kanninen (2003) ~ Tectona grandis ~ Costa Rica Logso (AGB) = -0.815 + 2.382 Log;o (DBH) 1659 - 4107 259-271

(4 States)
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Table 8 Estimated above-ground biomass in each research plot using equations from the

present study and other studies

Above-ground Biomass [ton.hcfw]

NP KKV1 KKV2 KKV3Z KKv4 TPP BH ND NBL SK CB KC DD UT DKT NM TSK
Present Study 62.6 135.3 81.0 17.2 76.7 1227 2.6 100.9 16.6 27.4 59.7 32.8 456 30.0 225 43.8 68.5
Viriydbuncha and Peawsa-ad (2003) 69.0 155.2 76.2 18.3 92.3 124.6 1.8 90.2 13.0 32.9 66.1 112.0 48.4 34.0 23.7 420 72.9
Perez Cordero and Kanninen (2003) 56.6 163.6 104.6 24.8 101.4 129.7 4.1 120.6 25.6 37.5 817 123.8 63.6 45.0 33.1 60.8 93.5
Buvaneswaran, et. al. (2006) (west) 77.1 167.2 100.0 21.2 94.7 151.8 3.2 1249 20.4 33.8 73.6 1145 56.1 36.9 27.7 539 84.5
Buvaneswaran, et. al. (2006) (south) 82.2 176.1 105.7 22.8 100.4 159.1 3.5 130.6 22.1 36.0 8.5 121.6 60.0 39.8 29.8 57.6 89.9
Kraenzel et. al. (2003) 88.4 1915 114.6 24.3 108.5 173.7 3.6 142.9 235 38.8 84.4 131.2 64.4 42.3 31.8 61.6 96.8
Purwanto and Shiba (2005) 90.0 207.4 101.1 239 1217 168.2 2.4 122.3 17.3 43.1 86.4 147.1 63.1 44.0 30.7 55.0 955
Negi et. al. (1995) 99.0 215.8 128.9 27.2 121.9 196.2 4.0 161.6 26.1 435 94.6 147.3 72.1 47.2 354 69.3 108.5

Table 9 Estimated below-ground biomass in each research plot using equations from the

present study and other studies

Below-ground Biomass [tonAhaq]

NP KKV1 KKV2 KKV3 KKvV4 TPP  BH ND NBL SK CB KC DD UT DKT NM TSK
Present Study 15.3 274 172 46 16.7 231 08 183 49 6.6 1430 211 114 87 6.1 108 16.3
Buvaneswaran, et. al. (2006) (west) 32.4 38.9 26.3 17.4 26.7 30.8 10.0 24.3 324 128 253 340 235 36.7 203 224 317
Buvaneswaran, et. al. (2006) (south) 20.1 33.2 212 6.2 215 270 13 211 73 85 185 26.7 150 122 8.6 142 211
Kroenzel et. al. (2003) 127 251 154 36 149 221 06 179 37 55 120 182 93 65 48 89 137
Negi et. al. (1995) 16.7 34.0 206 4.7 19.8 30.1 08 245 47 72 158 241 122 84 6.2 1.7 18.1
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Table 10 Estimated above and below ground biomass [ton.ha™"] and above and below

ground carbon stock [ton ha™"] of teak plantation in various sites in Thailand.

Above  Below Above Below
Stand
. . Mean Mean ground  ground ground C ground C
Research Site Age densny_l DBH [cm] Height [m] Biomass Biomass  stock stock Sources
[trees ha'] [tonha™] [tonha®] [tonha™] [tonha™]
West Thailand
Kanchanaburi Province
Dan Makham Tia District (NP) 20 825 14.9 14.9 62.6 15.3 313 7.7 present study
Thong Pha Phum District (KKV1) = 27 513 24.6 221 135.3 274 67.7 13.7  present study
Thong Pha Phum District (KKV2) 21 431 20.8 16.1 810 17.2 40.5 8.6  present study
Thong Pha Phum District (KKV3) - 10 481 10.3 10.3 17.2 4.6 8.6 2.3 present study
Thong Pha Phum District (KKV4) = 14 506 19.8 195 76.7 16.7 38.4 8.4  present study
Thong Pha Phum District (TPP) 3 256 313 226 122.7 231 61.4 116  present study
Prachuap Khiri Khan Province
Kui Buri District 15 11.8 134 929 30.2 437 138 Muengpong et al. (2010)
North-east Thailand
Khon Kaen Province
Ban Had District (BH) 6 275 51 43 26 0.8 13 0.4 present study
Loei Province
Na Duang District (ND) S 31 163 34.8 215 100.9 18.3 50.5 9.2 present study
Nong Bua Lamphu Province
Muang Nong Bua Lam Phu District (NBL) - 21 950 8.3 6.5 16.6 49 8.3 25  present study
Suwannakhuha District (SK) - 15 306 16.0 16.4 274 6.6 13.7 3.3 present study
Central Thailand
Lopburi Province
Chai Badan District (CB) 11 594 17.2 16.2 59.7 14.3 29.9 7.2 present study
Khok Charoen District (KC) - 19 688 19.0 19.3 92.8 211 46.4 10.6  present study
North Thailand
Uttaradit Province
Muang Uttaradit District (DD) 10 613 15.2 14.3 45.6 114 228 5.7  present study
Muang Uttaradit District (UT) 5 1106 108 10.6 30.0 87 15.0 4.4 present study
Thong Sean Khan District (DKT) = 12 606 116 117 225 6.1 11.3 3.1  present study
Thong Sean Khan District (NM) - 33 575 15.1 12.9 43.8 10.8 219 5.4  present study
Thong Sean Khan District (TSK) - 19 756 158 15.0 68.5 16.3 343 8.2  present study
Lampang Province
Mae Mo District 17 844 14.4 711 18.2 355 9.1  Hiratsuka et al. (2005)
Mae Mo District 2 544 184 82.4 16.4 412 8.2  Hiratsuka et al. (2005)
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