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Table 1. Number of thinnings in optimal management
regimes for Norway spruce and Scots pine site indices,

H(I)
Norway spruce Scots pine

r 21 24 27 30 33 15 18 21 24 27 30
05 2 2 2 3 2 1 2 3 4 6 6
1.0 2 2 2 £ 2 2 2 3 3 ¥ 3
15 2 2. 2 2 2 2 2 2 F 4 A4
20 2 2 £ = 2 3 22 2 F N
25 2 s 4 2 1 4 ¥ 2 T ¥ 3
o 2 2 2 2 I 1 1 2 2 2 3
35 2 2 X 2 % B X F L3 2
40 1 x 2 2 2 % 1 1 2 2 2
45 1 2 2 2 1 0 0 1 1 2 2
50 1 2 2 2 2 0 O 1 1 2 2
55 1 1 1. 2 2 o0 o0 o0 1 1 2
60 1 1 1 2 2 0 0 0 1 1 2
65 1 | 1 2 2 0 0 0 o0 1 1
70 0 1P 1 2 2 0 0 0o o0 1 1

Roman; positive bare-land value; bold: negative bare-land
value,

Source: Hyytiainen & Tahvonen (2002)
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B LR A XS B DL m B E N PR S0 5T = TR AR AR N AL L
(Vanclay and Henry, 1988) .

B R FH A A% B o W T ARG R o A e S DR A v~ 33 2 7 [
VAR RS PP ST HBAE 77 7, B SR VR AS PRI 25 R4 AN B () i (
Huang and Titus, 1994) .,
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(Wang, 1998) .
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