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PCT — The “Green River Study”

 Green River

> »1959-61 Gordon Baskerville

raserraper

» (Unthinned, 4°, 6°, 8’) x 6

»> Bfiand Sr; age 16,
G years post-cut

> LLen Lantergne, CES - Atlantic
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PCT — The “Green River Study”

Stems per Ha (x 1000) (> 1.3 m height)
10

Unthinned (vs. thinned, p < 0.01), 1860 sph
4’ Spacing (vs. 6’ & 8’, p <0.01, 1650 sph
6’ Spacing (vs. 8, p =0.06), 1410 sph

8’ Spacing, 1160 sph

Relative density index for
balsam fir (Penner et al. in
press).
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PCT — The “Green River Study”

Gross Total Volume (m3/ha)
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PCT — The “Green River Study”

Gross Merch. Vol. (m3/ha) (top =8 cm)
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PCT — The “Green River Study”

Gross Merch. Vol. (m3/ha) (top >15cm)

350

Unthinned (vs. thinned, p < 0.01)
300 e .
4’ Spacing (vs. 6’ & 8, p < 0.01)
6’ Spacing (vs. 8', p =0.33)
250 8’ Spacing

200

150

100

15 20 2
Years since thinning




PCT — The “Green River Study”

8’ Spacin 560 (30%) to 810 sph (71%
Pasii '\> 20 cm DBH
1140 sph

20% to 4%
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PCT — The “Green River Study”

Gross Merch. Vol. (dm3/tree) (top =8 cm)
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CT — The “Black Brook Studies”

« Black Brook
> »> 1987 Gaetan Pelletier &

Greg Adams

> Planted|Swiages
ik 191and|24






CT — The “Black Brook Studies”

Stems per ha
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CT — The “Black Brook Studies”

Gross Merch. Vol. (m3/ha) (top >8 cm)
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CT — The “Black Brook Studies”

Cumulative Gross Merch. Vol. (m3/ha) (top =8 cm)
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CT — The “Black Brook Studies”

Ouadratic mean DBH (cm)
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CT — The “Black Brook Studies”

Gross Merch. Vol. (dm3/tree) (top >8 cm)
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Take-home points

»May be significantly underestimating G&Y of
managed stands.

» Thinning may not increase total production
but DOES increase yield. Caveat:
merchantability standards must be defined?.

> Ihinning allows; extraction|ofimid-rotation
volume without:affecting|total preduction?.

> himningireduces technical’ R

~\Vust-have aicrop plan!



Take-home points

»More long-term data are needed.

»>Studies such as this will continue to support
[he “logical extrapolation™ of our existing
moaels.

> LOOKIOPAPErNS 0N tNESEIWOSTUdIES N INE.
nearniuture!






Perspective:

» Green River ; » Sl 20 Bf; 20 Sw

* Black Brook > Boreal-GLSL transition
| »> Latitude 47° 40-50°
» Annual precip. 100 cm

> Growing season (180-
190/days)

> Startefigrowing season, - late'May

A > FErostifreedays (100-120)
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Live crown ratio (%)
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Height:DBH ratio(%)
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PCT — The “Green River Study”

Quadratic mean DBH (cm)
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Take-home points

»\We may be significantly underestimating G&Y
of managed stands.




