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Selection cutting sytem has been expected as one of the way
of giving full play to the multiple function of forest. A resarch
of the check method of forest management has been implem-
ented in the Oketo Experimental Forest since 1955, to
investigate management options for natural forest in eastern
Hokkaido, Japan. For the promotion of effective resarch, it is
indispensable to construct a simulation model. This study
suggests that we investigate the ingrowth models and obtain a

guideline to construct those models.
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EE a b c d R*2  ANOVA
SIEH 94020 —0.659 0.005 ns
JLEEM 39.824 - 0459 0.026 ns
OHtER ; Ingi = a—bB + cNi

i a b c d R*2  ANOVA
#HE 68291 —2801  0.281 0.187 *
[REEM 37.001  —0924  0.074 0.104
@HEER ; Ingi = a— bBi—cBj + dNi

T a b c d R*2  ANOVA
SHEEM 65083 —4.868 —2.022  0.367 0.200 *
B 40850 —1.184 —0.016  0.023 0.126
@HEE S ; Ing = aexp (—bB/N)

b a b c d R"2  ANOVA
SIS 325.412  —30.497 0.132 *
JEEE 19348 5.359 0.005 ns
GOHEFE; Ing = aexp (~bB + cN)

ita a b c d R"2  ANOVA
FHEEMR 70175 —0.052  0.004 0.242 *
TRZERH 39567  —0.041  0.003 0.101 ’
@HtEFER ; [ng = aexp (—bS/N)

fif 00 a b c d R*2  ANOVA
SHIEME  2488.590 —0.153 0.129 *
TREE 13.264 0.028 0.005 ns
@HEE ; Ing = aexp (—bB)

ik a b ¢ d R*2  ANOVA
3 103.845  —0.019 0.021 ns
[RIEMf 43884 —0.023 0.037 ns

ns; non -significant *; PAE (A EHER ) < 0.05
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#-3 HERFIOEREHERSR

i HER a b c R*"2

(cm) ANOVA
e 20 47.424 —2370 0296  0.198 *
25 40.349 —2.129 0283 0292 *
30 20424 —1797 0306  0.290 *
35 17.144 —1.157 0.324  0.181 *
40 11.966 —0.969 0.340  0.146 *
45 7.588 —0.579 0295  0.076 *
50 3283  0.007 0.069  0.015 ns
55 0.980 0.111 0068  0.077 *
LEER 20 31.992 —0.946 0.094  0.131 *
25 23.668 —0.887 0.130  0.192 *
30 15284 —0821 0.194  0.247 *
35 8.114 —0.642 0230 0241 *
40 4734 —0.4838 0.194  0.181 .
45 2,613 —-0438 0178  0.136 *
50 1.508 —0.257 0.124  0.044 ns
55 0.934 —0.157 0.094  0.026 ns

ns; non-significant * PIE (BEHER) <0.05
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