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ABSTRACT

For the maximum yield of the forest trees in the forest management, the growth of annual ring
area of the major forest trees was analysed in the four areas in South Korea. The time to the max-
imum productivity and the optimum cutting time for the maximum vield were estimated.

The growth curve of annual ring area showed sigmoid like that of other organisms. Only the growth
coefficient among the areas between Fraxinus rhynchophylla and Pinus koraiensis represented significance
(5% level). The growth coefficient among forest trees between Pinus densiflora and Abies holophylia,
Larix kaempferi and Carpinus laxiflora, Larix kaempferi and Quercus mongolica, Larix kaempferi and
Quercus serrata, Larix kaempferi and Pinus koraiensis, and Larix kaempferi and Abies holophylla
represented significance (5% level).

Among eight forest trees, the time to the maximum productivity (tm) of Larix kaempferi was the
earliest (21.4 year), and Abies holophylla was the latest (91.9 year). The optimum cutting time for the
maximum yield (tc) of L. kaempferi was the earliest (29.4 year) and that of A. holophylla was the latest
(122.2 year) of all communities.

The optimum cutting time for the maximum yield was 1.33 times as late as the time to the max-
imum productivity.

If the growth of annual ring area as the forest tree for wood is regarded, L. kaempferi and P. den-
siflora are thought to be more economical than A. holophylla and P. koraiensis.

€ d7E e ADY d7H Al st YA A

— 191 —



192 Korean J. Ecol. Vol 13. No. 3

A AAFez AR EEE 0%, TeElvtels FE 67%7) AX ol BE HFHEK
el A& FHel Ford Fasdh a2nz g A5 3 A dE&FH
HEEHA B A7) AWES goh(Ogawa ef al., 1961; KM, 1971; &, 1974, 1976; &
5, 1973; & %, 1982; Burdon and Harper, 1983; Rhyu and Kim, 1985; Dale, 1985; Lee
and Kim, 1987), A¥ +8& I EAE A4 BAog ¢ A5 MEERY
e g dolokstm A FI A|ZMe] Bk Kb EFE] o] FoiAet B Ao
o},

2 dFAEs 33 ARANGE 4] AF2 JFe] UGN (Pinus densiflora), A2}
(Quercus mongolica), AA}F-(Carpinus laxiflora), Z3 V5 (Quercus servata), ¥
(Pinus koraiensis), BF N3 (Fraxinus rhynchophylla), 3% (Larix kaempferi), 2
AN (Abies holophylle) %5 8M2] F8 $%9 AF WAE Fasly NGy $3F9
£ ERERES A7} 5500 vZ EAsY, o) Ao wEl A (1974) 9 duky
I HagAarE e Age HAYAIE FAFGLEN AYH AGY AAAY &9
FUE 718tz s,

e % Bk

EREM ERof 2fF BE £EHN Y BBREN HEER BT

Huxley(1932) 8] AHAAAE HL43 AY,Fe F13¢ SHds-=2 @ HER
FAAE AEs, A F (19733 F(1974a)8] FawAd g AEF FHAE o &
gt dFHA AAe Attt ol AL st dEFHA XA QL=
of ¥ MEAERI HEERRKS =& AP 4Hri AAEH7E Chang
and Yoshida(1973) 9] F Aol 43t F3te o8& AT, o AL F
43t A HagAHrg HAHAYHYE FA A,

FEMIR S BE

A G A& F8 ARTT FREMEI o1 EREES 24871 98 Fig. 1
AN B upe} ol A & 4] AF(Y, 1968) 2 vrol AIAFAAE Atat, £
A, @AY, d@=E, $AH, DMZ, si4, 24 S A5 F8 AY FEe =
Atatglen, A2AFAME HE, A7E 5, S84, HRAeR Uy AEd R,
AR FA M e AF, BFA, Jlopat, AA 5&, AAFAAE GAAG dEAE
NFe2 A4

1870 Aol A AY $F2L 2WF (Pinus densiflora, 21-307d4A), Az2u3
(Quercus mongolica, 17-12d A), A v F(Carpinus laxiflora, 31-953 A), =F Y F
(Querca serrata, 36-116134), AR5 (Pinus koraiensis, 38-206134), EFH I (Frax-
inus rhynchophyllus, 20-643 A), 3<% (Larix kaempferi, 15-50'a A), A} 5 (Abies
holophylla, 42-292\3 A1) 5ot} (Table 1),
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o 126°€ 12¢° 130° Table 1. Forest communities and study areas in Korea
Study area
forest
ABCDEFGHI JKLMNOPQR
domz P. densiflora + + o+ 4+ + o+ 4+ o+
.o E LT Q. mongorica +H+ o+ A4
Efﬁgﬁ‘yﬁ; e C. laxiflora + + +4+ 4+
=Mt Taepun Q. serrata + + + + + o+ +
P. koratensis + + o+ +++
e F. rhyncophyllus + + + o+t o+
36° —f‘x: ;::::r;g' seon L. kaempferi + + + + ++ + 4
M- e A. holophylla  + + + o+ +
M e A: Mt. Seolak G: Hongchon M: Mt. Kaya
M- Daedun B: Mt. Odae H: Kwangnung N: Mt Jili
s | C: Mt. Taepaek I : Taenung 0: Mt. Palkong
D: Mt. Sopaek J:DMZ P Jeonju
Fig. 1. Map of area studied. E: Taekwanryung K: Mt. Sokli Q: Mt. Daedun
F : Hankyeoryung L : Mt. Deokyu R: Mt. Yungchi

RIS 2FHE

A F5S HAsg APe2XE 20cm ol A2 ERE sME Eo] ol R dA
AAH oz AR Y 2FEE 3o}, MR Aol g R9E e dFo]
Het e g dif 2 du FA ol dF FAY AMRE AL o] AR AF A}
A& Az Ed oA o] (tracing paper) 2 &4 otg} A& 2o AFEE A4y
o (Fig. 2). 9% HAE 3AYE A% 4L HYd gt A} & dFdE 3-5d
A& A4, A= AAEY d4F 93-S planimeter® A} 3] 24 3¢}

20
22

Fig. 2. The photograph and figure of cross section of woody stem (P. densiflora).
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R A ER
FAMA] BREENY X BBREM| HEER

#HkS) MEAEA et o) $H BERES DB AT wsd HRE 2 ¢ 4
9 OuAE 4 M o2 Huel YyTh 2D AP WEFE Feheld YA
& 2487 #8 FH¥Rde] wa s,

HSEREC o HbS HER HE

AR FEA st A3 AEE ¢ dv AL F2IADO)H FaHEH(B)eld
Fol £271A g F WEE IAREBAA BER & ok o2t AR o) &3ty
DA LE A Ao Ao, AeFe D*HS ehiEo okato] Ay
AE H43d d23%s 4T 5 A (Ogawa ef al, 1965; #&KH, 1971),

FAEARY HERW) 4L o33 2,

B dE2F (W) FHL

WL =AL(DPH)® F& W, =AL (D" eeeierrmseniiiii (1)
kel dEF(We) o 42

We=Ap (D*H)* & We=A; (D2)P cortereenitenirnniniieniiiiciiiiiiieiiieen, (2)
e dEF(Wo e 342

Ws=Ag(DPH)® F-& W=Ag (D) ceeveeereerrenmeini, 3)
Bl dEF W) 44L&

Wr=Ag(DZH)P ZF-& Wr=Ag(D?) M rerrerermerrree e 4)
a2 Age AR dEF (W)L

W=WL+WB+WS ........................................................................... (5)

2 2% £ gloy DH T8 D& ASE9 A5 WEAERS HEERNR
7 stz B4

W:A(DzH)h _-_a‘-__‘_ci_ W:A(Dz)h ...... (6)
A dEFW) FHL 9, 7k, €7, #29 o= A4 5 o
=W, +Wpt+Ws+Wpg
WIS WHWER  errererrr s )
6)4 3} 2L o]x=
W1:A1 (DZH)h 1_5‘-__3_ WI:A'(DZ’)h ...................................................... (8)

o] 49 Ao M= h HHEAERMFKECIZ A, As As, Ar, A, A® 4738 HOHR
o}, ()-(B)A oA AdsEy ANPAAFe) JEAr7t AAF=HE D HE &A%
28 AYeEe] 2FE 2AY F gl

Z(1974b), AF A (1973)2 Dreletes FuAA HAzZtae] wHAgAlY FudA
(basal area)& H&3sle] A VEFE FHE AL A¢sHAt
Ay Ee FyAH(B)E $EFY R H&54

49 A%
L=AL(BH)® B8 W, mA Bt coovermrereeieiesnsieseiniessiss e essssees s (9)
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%7]«1 A4
AS(BH)h % Ws Ath ................................................ veeses (10)

7}11—4 7

Wg= AB(BH)h o \NB ...................................................... (11)
Hele A+

We= AR(BH)h WR ARBP creerere e 12)
A 4452 A+

W=A(BH)" ;_;1-__‘9: W =AB? crerrreciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiiitraiitsiiacoiiieisones (13)
AdEFe A4e

W1:A|(BH)h WI A = LR T P P I (14)

oldel (9)-(14)A& ol A dEHFL FAY & U EFE Al
e (D-(8) Ae AL3d AxdsAY, (9)-(14)& AE3d A4sA Wxlelrt ¢l
o 2y, A Y FAAAAEE AT (9)-(14) o H83ke Aol A,

B EREN A8 HFke WHEENS #E

AdrEe dEFY FAHL D2H£}9] AN BA A 93t AR ¢ 9ot A
g FH2 A g, olfre FAAY FAREES] AHY FAHe] oga &
227} 27] dEeltt, =3, 3-54E Zigeol ke 2ol o FaHFHoz F
3k A(1974) 9 model °]43™ (9)-(14) 258 A& SRAIEL 3% ¢
o #3 dFEEAY dARSEE H L3, A2 RE LAY ARAAYE S

dW/dt=W,,— W, =A(B.H)*—~A (B,H)"

2.8 dW/dtZWtz—Wu:A(Bw)h—A(Bm)h ............................................. (15)

(15) A& A &3t A5 YAHE Sol3HA FAHE ¢ dod, HIAL4HLS £
€ HaAAH Y A7 FAE & de Aol A

30, o o

R BemAE e BoBfRe) #EE

F(1974) o) &3 AP HFHS HBERIN £FHS FH3e 4 (9)-015A S¥H

v BEERTERC Y, € d7ddAdE olHE AddY 5o dFHAe duIdES
""—15}“] Aol A HAn gAY A3 AP AAANA A A A6 23 0]
A AAEHES W JAEY A4S FdFEe - A7) (optimum cutting time) & &
A &E modeld AE A

A A Aol deld 93 Ao EAe HaAAYHI e 2 AYed & e
FEo] dgdHde HAaAASTr) e dX sz AAhelA EA HuQae ¥ 44
A7l o9 A AE AAA FAP Al 230l HAHRQLE o] FF
AFHHe AFAge] Foho @il A7l A AF AAJ}E ol B A,
2322 AYRE HAY $59 £RAERES FHsd 2 Ald A st A A o]
v oolm] ¥A Bdd A-FTH A BAY Ha AR} HaAA H47)e Y
HA /& 428 5 U
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A FREE ERX
bk BAS ERERE A AP 22 23 Blackman(1919) 9 A Ao A 43w
kzl/r . dr/dt ..................................................................... (16)
(16) A A ke ARAFe, r& dFHA ot}
4 (16)& A &3
FITy EFF ceverereeniittimt a7
AN AANA te A2, ree t=0149 AFAA ot}

Chang and Yoshida(1973) 7} 5% ule} o] FAA G k7t A2 t ol = 71 F (,
Ed s, A 1, AF 059 8 874 299 g5 ¥ oY A(18)% d& F
d2w, o] F HEI}A A(19E 7 5 Ut

l/r . dr/dt=k(cl, s, T, 0, t) ................................................... (18)

r=r, exp[sASSSS: k(Cl, S, I, 0, t)dt do dr ds dc]] ................................. (19)

FRERS AREE
4G5 AFRAE rolFT ¥ o, AF WA 4L Robertsons] AFAE A
&3
r=R/(1+ae““) ........................................................................... (20)
(204X RS AR FTA, r& A2t td A dEHA, av A4S, kE 4
A ol Tk,
A% 94 AR = F, YAYHLE Q0O S tE v ¥y
dr/dt:Rake-kt)/(l +ae—kt)2 ............................................................ (21)
F¢ %+ 9,
aHER ty AR 4, AW FRRAE B AF WA YFEEE

ty— r1=SZRake““/(l+ae"“)’ dt= | R/(1+aev) | :

=R/ (1+ae ) —R/(1+ae 1) ereeeveecrirminmniiiiiiniin, (22)
2 TE 4 den, COA22PH A5 £l Awe £H RS £EHE T
¥ 5 o

BCRERAEE
old A3 dA A3 A, oF A FFo] B {43t
AY3 2 A71E vad F224 & 5 ok (Table 1),
Ha YT, ted A (20)E 22 €] EF %S 022 F3 AAHNE 5
dr/dt? =Rak2e " (ae *t —1) /(14 2€K) +eeereereerrerrmrirtirnnnnneieniniieenane (23)
Cotm = (LK) I @ vvverersreermrmmninerttiii e (24)

dr
¥
ot
l.:l_'
o
b
K

A

Aol A JAHES] FAAFS ARSI FHAEA 7]+ Chang and Yoshida(1973) ¢
2 AR

Y= (T/t)g: G (t)dt= (T/t) [G (t)]: ................................................ (25)
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oA QERA) AR L H4oo] F
Y=T/t[R/(1+ae ) }:=TR[1/t(1+ae““) Y % (R (26)

(26)2F R o]A & wlEIe 022 Fx, to W FD AY HAEARA t.9 e
T vk A A7) T AEHAY 4EA Rl #Ae] 4 2N AP,

Y =T/t[R/(1+ae““‘)]:=TR[1/t(1+ae“"‘) ~1/t(a+1)]

Y’ =[—{(Q—ae*) —akte }/t*(1+ae"*)2+1/t2(a+1)]=0
{1+a(—kt)e™}/(1+ae™)2=1/(a+1)
(a+1){1+a(1_kt)e—kt}:(1_+_ae—kt)2 ............................................. (27)
7)ol A x=ktZ ¥ 24,
(a+1){1+a(l—x)e*} = (1+ae ¥)?
ae ™ —(a—De*+(a+1) Xe*—1=0
ol t},
A& AFEE o188 FAHYE Jr,
x=0, x57(x@2 a2l el w2t 234 2o, x9 W= 6.324< X <8.410)
Sx=T7=kt
=2t=7/k
tc'=_7/k ....................................................................................... (28)
A1 (24) 8 tn 3 A (28) o] FA AL ol &} )
te = (7/ln a)ty
'—_:1'33tm .......................................................................................... (29)

FMEMS] ERAFO o8 FAMA REEENN X MBLENS] KT
Sebet ol AT 18 ALelA dESHT e AUFY, SPIRY, IR,

Fd5d, AT oA AT F2 2FEINE ol 43t dFRA AR P
2% $4% A= Fig 4—Fig. 11614 R upe} 2o,

15t cutling 2nd cutting 3 rd cutting 800 *
800 i
. 1
‘g 7004
o
- 600
& £ R 1
§ z : 500 .
3 400 !
1
/ ® 300 4
0 R
/ * 100 | !
0 tm tc T ° 20 40 60 80 100
year time(year)

Fig. 3. The graphical expression of cutting schedul  Fig. 4. The groth curve of anual ring of P. densiflora
for the maximum yield of the forest trees. 1, 4 area.
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Fig. 11. The growth curve of annual ring of A.

holophylla 1, 2 area.

Table 2. Growth coefficient (k), time of the mximum productivity (t,,), annual ring area at tm (Rm), op-
timum cutting time (t.) and annual ring area a tc (Rc) of the forest trees

Forest Area studied k tm (year) Rm (cm?) te (year) Rc (cm?)
0.118 415 105.3 55.2 140.0
0.245 17.2 198.8 22.9 264.4
0.441 15.3 228.9 20.3 304.4
0.206 20.8 399.3 27.7 531.1
o 1 0.251 18.7 396.9 24.9 527.9
g 0.176 30.5 62.9 40.6 83.7
g 0.274 16.1 268.4 21.4 357.0
)
S 0.298 16.7 229.3 22.2 305.0
£ 0.180 22.4 179.5 29.8 238.7
A
4 0.241 16.6 155.8 22.1 207.2
0.053 64.1 535.3 85.3 711.9
0.077 61.8 83.5 82.2 111.1
0.080 47.8 487.8 63.6 648.8
o 1 0.224 25.0 27.2 33.3 36.2
5 0.294 14.6 145.7 19.4 193.8
%" 0.104 43.7 212.7 58.1 282.9
g
g 2 0.242 24.7 329.9 32.9 438.8
§ 0.140 26.6 48.4 35.4 64.4
<
3 0.456 14.9 59.7 19.8 79.4
S 0.100 36.1 280.8 48.0 373.5
<
S 1 0.122 42.5 230.0 56.5 305.9
o«
=
] 2 0.066 58.5 166.9 77.8 222.0
kN
8 0.080 55.4 134.0 73.7 178.2
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Forest Area studied k tm (year) Rm (cm?) te (year) Rc (cm?)
8 0.074 b2.2 760.3 82.7 1011.2
S 3 0.152 30.2 1145 40.2 152.3
3 0.283 17.8 45.7 23.7 60.8
p
.§ 0.209 25.0 78.5 33.3 104.4
3 4 0.086 4.7 119.6 59.5 159.1

0.171 20.7 48.1 275 64.0
S
N 1 0.106 35.0 439.7 46.6 584.8
Y
4 2 0.118 34.2 438.8 455 583.6
~
=~
§ 4 0.215 27.6 368.9 36.7 490.6
g2 0.152 31.1 201.3 414 267.7
WV
£ 5 3 0.169 411 70.8 54.7 94.2
=2 0.084 45.3 502.3 60.2 668.1
S 1 0.069 455 191.7 60.5 255.0
3 0.138 37.0 300.1 49.2 399.1
2
=)
E 2 0.111 33.4 279.9 44.4 372.3
2
s 3 0.176 20.9 107.8 27.8 143.4
g 0.215 31.4 96.6 41.8 128.5
1 0.316 20.0 1040.3 26.6 1383.6
0.225 21.1 1098.3 28.1 1460.9
0.268 13.9 281.3 185 374.1
3 2 0.182 23.2 1055.6 30.9 1404.0
“g 0.162 27.0 1165.1 36.0 1549.6
3 0.377 13.9 912.4 18.5 1213.5
g 0.134 26.3 3185 35.0 423.6
~ 3 0.226 20.3 308.2 27.0 409.9
0.226 24.4 1618.8 325 2153.0
0.178 24.0 737.8 31.9 981.3
8
£ 1 0.098 67.5 4433 89.8 589.6
S 0.063 72.2 409.1 96.0 544.1
8 2 0.086 74.9 367.9 99.6 489.3
< 0.093 39.8 605.6 52.9 805.4
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BEEE NS #E

AY 9 AFRAY AFE e AW ¥k AN SAY 4% TAL
vepdth Ao 444 o8 AFAS k#E TH 2 FE}eE vimstdd A
A 27 F9E>2HE>ALHE S AUE> EFAUF> SR> F>A
UE $o2 yshdth dgdo] 022302 ¥ m, AUFE 00722 a5 vle 3
Wl ol4 EA ARV AR FBE $U FENIAE = I HEANE 433 2
o] & dehdth, ol RS 4ge F9 EAolzy] R F9 A & 4¥E
wrom A4 ojv|dc),

WER AR TFAGTS AFAaAR detgd, EFdAGFE 2327 (0.087) %
37 (0.196) 2ol A, FFE 12T (0.040) ¢ 32F(0.135) Tl A HAA (Y% )&
el & Aoz Bol o] £FL AA A wat yFEEI} dHAE & ¢ U+ 7E
AP WA YT o= A} T FHo AgYoty Y2t

437 ARASE G953 AR, F9e4S AdE, d9eS SRE, 3
F3 AUE, d94S AR, 2uES AR FAR(6% £2)E Hebdoh

A3z A7) e el 211402 S w3, A4Ts) 919de R sy =3
on, ade FUAL A7 9240 cm?sh 19156 cm?Ah, GAFS AFLEEE W=,
AAel =A AeAE Yonz, dA 27| o4 FAE YuAY de BHHe 27
7t aEiselol & Heoldh, HdF, Ay, AuF Feol wiad we 3 YAl
Egsz s, AUE F& Az AA4Esld 2gse Al ko, 2z HAw
A4 E 2214, 39749, 41149, 81949, 91.9de]t},

ke BoBOIRS HEE

4] (28) & |43} 315’. A A7 (L)€ T8 F, AZYAE7) (tn) ] A BAE
F3E t/tn=13301, F A3 *‘B*Vdﬂgl 1.33w =& A]71e] HASH dgHH 3
I AAFE 2L T S’lf»} SHES AN F 2049 He A7lel dAHE Han LS
718 5 dov, AvFy AvFe 10003 o 4S Aot A A WA =23
A "ok, w2t ¥, #HE, FHE REWS 234 43 A4 FES Austazt
¥ ASedde ddF, 2T F& Ae Aol AAF R ¥ + U,

S &)
ARG Slel A HuAAE A3 93 A A9 A ) ATE Uy F
8 AEeLF dF8EAE BHEd HIAALHIS ALYV E Y A dEFH
Zd,

7o dFHA AL ofE YEA vt R SAY AAFAE JeEgl,

A 7974]-1-\—: EFAGT(F. rhynchophylla) &% A5 (P. koraiensis) ol A5t X F 73 el #
g GBRFE)E BAdow FEFLAE 2T (P densiflora) 9} AT (A. holophylla),
g A $ (L. kaempferi) & A} F(C. laxiflora), %A% (L. kaempferi) 3 41235 (Q.
mongolica), LB+ (L. kaempferi) 3 ANV F(Q. serrata), A5 (L. kaempferi) 3}
Y5 (P. koraiensis), SHE (L. kaempferi) 3 AL (A. holophylla) A A §2 2(5%
F&)E el
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FAE 88 A(FFFAA HnAAHH =dEte AE dgde] 211deR
AR wes, AYFE 919902 A =9 AR dgoen, HAH Wi G4
A 294902 7R wEs, AUFAA R & 1222498 el

GG A e Hagadsyg o 1332 Fo),

o A, 3, $r1EgAEY JAag a3EA 4 EQ4 FEoEN ddF
F7 w24 L Eod, AT AUFRdE dgsd 2R A FFEoR
stedE o,

Blackman, V. H. 1919. The compound interest law and plant growth. Ann. Bot. 33: 353-360.

Burdon, J. J. and J. L. Harper. 1983. Relative growth rates of individual members of a plant
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