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Table 1 Sample plot overview
Ff H Il T e BE MR -1 M 2 - B
Sample plot Slope Slope/’ Altitude/m Mean DBH/em  Average height/m

KL EF MH Pinus tabulae formis without tending PH 3% 18 1290 16.5 12,8

EH M Pinus tabulae formis with tending [H 4 18 1290 165 12.6
KB MM Pinus tabulae formis without tending FH B 20 1250 15.8 121

HH MM Pinus tabulae formis with tending [ 3% 20 1250 15.8 12.1
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Fig.1 Growth status of average DBH in different

slope directions
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Effects of Tending and Thinning on the Growth of
Pinus tabulae formis Forest in Different Slopes

ZHANG He
(Beigou Branch of Mulan Weichang State Owned Forest Farm in Hebei Province, Weichang 068450, China)

Abstract: In order to explore the influence of tending and thinning on the growth of Pinus tabulae formis forest
in different slopes,the Pinus tabulae formis forest in Mulan paddock area was selected as the research object,
and the growth status of Pinus tabulae formis forest on sunny and shady slopes was investigated and meas-
ured. The results showed that,the average DBH growth of Pinus tabulae formis stands on the sunny slope was
higher than that on the shady slope. The difference between the average DBH growth on the sunny slope and
the shady slope of the Pinus tabulae formis forest without tending and tending was almost the same,while that
of the Pinus tabulae formis with tending and management measures was 1., 33 times higher than that on the
shady slope. The Pinus tabulae formis forest with tending and thinning measures on the sunny slope was not
managed. The results showed that the growth of DBH of Pinus tabulae formis forest with tending and thinning
measures on shady slope was 1. 83 times as much as that of Pinus tabulae formis forest without management
measures,and the increase was also more obvious,adopting tending measures was very beneficial to the growth
of DBH of stands, while that of Pinus tabulae formis forest on sunny slope was more obvious,
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