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Timber harvest scheduling simulations oriented toward

SFM (Sustainable Forest Management) in plantation forests

Akira YosHKOU*, Masami SHIBA®, Tomoaki ISHIKAWA™*

BHERRCKLREBEOMIFEINE LRI AN SN2 A THEREREEO TR ICOWT, GIS%E
M LR - Bl e 7 VR B L ORI L7z, SEROEMAHBEEMA 2 FiEM 2 52, 0FmMKMNEE%
BELALY I2ab—Ya VOME, WERMKKER, ROGFAREE, BHEEARX M ORISR ERAR &M
IS L 7 RBRERTASERE I S s 2 &, P TEICEREE 75 RRERAHR & o D RREH 55768 O BIE/L A
LB E, REGMICBCTELAHROEIHHET 5 2 L EIMRSIN. —F, ERENGEHEER LK
TRF DG A =5 2l AHAL 2 ET, RIREODEEDNEREAR SN, BRO LB R LRI/ Y 78 5O
EPORNEETELRRESDNY FHRP LR BERLFRERMEIBRSINL ZLOBD LN KV AT 41T,
ATHOFMERED F L — FA 72137 Y 2§ 5 BEHOBMERELEO—EETH L LMUBHITOIS.
F—TU— R IHRURLENER, Ial—Yary, WEHE - BSEFV, FHREMEY—= 7, Sy 554

In this paper we discussed the development of Spatial Decision Support System (SDSS) in combination with a
raster GIS which offers image processing capabilities (IDRISI32) and a harvest schedule/allocation model which
allows simulation of landscape perspective concerned (HARVEST). Application potential was illustrated through
examples of predicting changes in landscape patterns with spatial attributes resulting from the initial landscape

conditions and potential timber harvest activities combined with technical opportunities, constrains, and their trade-
off. Using the proposed approach, resource managers could have the flexibility to design and demonstrate the long-
term conservation outlook of forest resources under alternative management strategies geared to multiple economic,

environmental, and social objectives.

Key words: harvest scheduling/allocation model, patch analysis, simulation, SFM (Sustainable Forest Management),
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1. BUBHIC

19924F D EE R 5% (UNCED) PARE, HiBRBR
RREICS T A EBEN 2B -BEE-TBY, &
Mo MRESBFITB W TH [ FEke] e & A MAE ESFM ¢
Sustainable Forest Management JIZ[@i}7- 3 F &%
Y MAVBERAEINTE TS, O L) itz 2l
T, BEMAEZ FEICEER - EESNTEATHK
oW TH, EROIERRRORANIMZ, FARAERE
FRK ARG IR L7 HRN TR - REER
INHE - BHHEMATRD SN TETWSE (Z, 2000).
KRB R HEHR AR & L CTHRMAD S O REIGER
RWET HRAME, FHRBREOBEESTFIZB TR 2

LATbNTERD, HBHFAERL T Ea -y DB RIE
Wy, FOREREIIEBRICIAE L2 19804E8I2 1L, #IER
EEE WA 2 [WHEREE V] 2585 sh,
T [FORPLAN| & <HIOLNIZETFTNTHE. D
FORPLANIZ, #EEHEIEICHEHMED 5 VIR
L BHI &G MARAL, SAMONHER %L %28
LINEEARAICT A REMTEHTZ I LD HRETH
D, RKEEAKRICBNTERICEASNTE L, L2L,
0%, OBEME L TOARBENERDZREIAT
DTHoTZ L BHAVNIBATLIEFTE R P>
72), @EBM SN REMY ZRMCRT TR VIE
AW ET N THo722 8 GHEERD D0 BER
BRIEMAR DN o 7o) SR L LTI,
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CHOLDMBEREZRRTXER LI-OP, SNAPR
HARVESTD & 9 B ZMER2> UWET L &
AU RELGISE A L-EEHREE 7 IIVSDSS (Spatial
Decision Support System) T&» 5. TN b, FMBE
By A T7RBBERE, #E bk - 138 - k30, BA
EWAE R E Vo o —EO BRI &G E L EEL
w5, KXOBERRE SN RENERELZH#EET S
ZENTETH S, ¥, HARVESTIX, [RESI L/
HMEME AN E W B X, BEEREE,
DT, BEREXHOBRBERIEL T XA -5
E LT, IR R ORI - BFRNELE & &
DB % 7%y FHAL (GISOGEREICHIG LY 7 b
HEOEETERINSHR) TRETLETFTVTHS.
B L XV COFKROWH I (fragmentation) HED
RN, BAAWOLEBE (habitat) OFE, EBE
B A b —TEMO Vo v T, FICRE RN
RT —< MR E LTEAShODH S (E5,2001).
L#4L, HARVESTIIA R, Rk L7z & 95 ITHRFE
OMEG, ERREE L RIREOBRBEERE EhE L2
HRAEETF IV TH L0, REBRLRTIRE O L FE
& KIEBRBES, WL HEOR HEE OIHEESE
WD EARRRE I FcER ST v, 22 TR
BF3e T, HARVESTO Z N L OREZ# D ~NL, I
FEVESEITRE D NG - MEZERIRESME % ZRMICRE - 18
BEX L, IUHE - FUHEIE & ResE% ) v 7 S8/ &
DBREMNLZYIAL—Ya YEFLVORELBRL.

Control parameters

Management area/ unit ID

Forest Type Value

Output

FOR. RES., KYOTO 74 2002

2. HARVESTIC& 3> 32— 3>

HARVEST’C“@:‘/ I2lb—3 3 rTid, GISBHTH®
4FEFHOT Y ¥V~ T (Forest Age Map : Rk,
Forest Type Map : ###k % 4 7, Management Area
Map : BH XM, Stand ID Map : #4IDH) & k3%
FHeBETENRTA—F (B-1) OREVLELR
5.

EERE (LT, RSy FL3Y) OB EEBMLE
DPREEZ - 20T VT XL TRY., Thbb,
F [Select celll DAF v 7T, BEICX > THEHLE Y
NV H<Forest Age Map>FTREIRENA. KELL
BREHD/$T A -5 21T, (1) HENRBBAO
MHTHLE0E»?, (2) BRAFEEYBIULETSH S
PED?, (3) BET LNy F5h 0 0L FREH Gk
BEE) 2ARATOWROREIN?, BF v s Sh
5, ETOEMEZHELZLTVRE, ROAFy P THA
[Select size] WZBITL, WTFhhOF&EMhrH/zL T
P, BEAOME 7 LV 2 BIRT A 257 v SR 5.
[Select size] Tit, BIDAF v FTEIRENE I &
WERBLIZ, ThERUSGHEZHTHELZEYZ 2
PHRE SR, BEER Y FICEA SWERI RS
5. TOLE, HoOPLOEBELLHFELKE Y FOHF
A X (ZAfE, &ME) LofithE (ERMMmEEEL
T LR R ) 2B L CRR Sy S
ENBD, LEROBEHMNOTEL AT HEFE Ny F
B Sh, @HNOF 2Ly FHARNEIND

v

[Input Parameters |

Select cell

Harvest Size targeted

Dispersion Methods

Minimum Age allowed for Harvest

Amount to Harvest targeted

B Time-step Stand Age Map

O Potential Harvest Zones

®Cell-based harvest allocation
®Size distribution
®Total harvest Area

N

I} Amount of Forest Interior
and Edge Habitat

Adjacency Constraints

Provide Buffer to MA/ FT

Suitable?
Y

v

IAllocate harvesﬂ

N
Done?

Y

-1 HARVESTTHWAIFG A—F EZDH)

Fig. 1 Parameters used by HARVEST simulation and the output from the

model.

-2 HARVESTOHR Yy FEGT VT X b
Fig. 2 Flow chart outlining the algorithm used
by HARVEST.
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Forest area (ha)

North to South (m)

West to East (m)

Stand Age
0
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Fig. 3 Overview topography of the study area (top) and stand age
distribution of sugi plantations (bottom).
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Fig. 4 Stand age distributions within the study area.
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(' Allocate harvest] ®AFv 7)., Zo7atx
PO EICEEKFEBEE CRIESINS
(GUSTAFSON & Crow, 1999).

3. BiTdRt

3. 1. BT ROBE

FRMTR S, R R B A AR BRAE HLIX D
OhifER AL HE R (554.45ha) DA FiEMH
(531.8%9ha) TH5H (K- 3). BATHRMICET
LAXORMMHERIE, M-420HO2R L1
3~ THRICERL TR, BIEPCETRELE S
BLELAEHOPITIEAETHD, B, U
I, BIBRMHIIEEL TBHTHEIIOW
TORF TRV, =), ZoHRIE»>TH
BRAHADIREIFHEAE & LTl < 2 S R MR E
DEEL TW DI R DS, B HEER
Ao BRAERIZO W TIREER OmRFEE45780% %
HHTVES.

3. 2. BT — 2 RUGISTF— 2 N—XDIwEK

HHET— e, EEORMREARE
R 1 1/5000) &#HKE, UbilahIttoRk
WREER MR 1/5000) BLOHEKALE,
DTM@HHE & L CE B REOH MK (50m
Ay a), WH - BE - KRHFEHELTH
I—HEEE (HR : 1/8000, 1/20000) %*H
Wi, B, GISY 7 M, Clark University2®
BA% L72IDRISI 32K TV ¥ WVERET— ¥ DA
H 71 #88E % o Cartalinx 1.2% 72, IDRISI
R2OAMTHEFT— 5%, XV F—F—%, TR
F—F— 5 ORFOETHEARK L2, T
OMEEFT.

N7 F—=F=F IOV TiE, A%y F—THIE
L THAR - 2HFMEARN 2, Cartalinxl.2 b
WKLY SAA TR, WFERMOBERBRETV YA X
L, TR T 2 BMEDT— 2 AT LT —
FR—-ZfL L7z F72, BERICOWTE, /%
FERBERE LS T —MEEEEEKIIZD
MNBLEREEZ2FVSFAALTHALL.

—J, TR —=F—=FIIDonTiX, X
(K% HR - BEE) OWT — & 5 O3 R
WY T2E5%W D L, Golden Softwarefh:
#oSurfer 7% AW TIOMODTMEER L (A
ik | kriging#:), IDRISI 3212HL Y AA7Z.
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4. NESAEOY I 2 L— 3 BN

4, 1. Y32 -3 ORTEERGEBTHZE
4. 1. 1. ZMREREOZEER T —=> 7

ARAFFECIlE, FNREHE - MEEETENICEE 3 5 BITEEH
OB, EWMSHER KR ORE, FAMEEOB
AP, TRAT N SR 2 [ORE R s ], [UREIRR X
), TIVHETTRERIR ] @ 3 KIRICHERER 4 L7z, & X
DOBBEX S OREEREIIUTOBE) TH 5.

T3, MR XD HEAERICHE S 2 HIRA
Hy, AR ORAMR, RIS TR, BA AR
i, BEEBRHEASHBEL, BEMICERRKRIENR
BFah, EAHSEEINLXE e LT [N
WX XA T 5. 5B, ThOORBIIARMEED
oMM B WD SBIVT BHY, oM, Bk
HEEDODORMBEOEMIRATHIDE L.

Kz, TINFERIRRK I (2 1L R KRBT % 258
2, SHEIESL, HREENFT, RS ESFA—F LY
—Z Y T RS o 7o FHEESHIE L TIIERIX 5 & D,
FRBEFTICE L CIEBEF O BB O BRI IS U 7o PR
FEORRE, BRI L CIEKEHAEIC L 5RIBE
Bl ZORDBICRERTEERETAIEICLD, £
FGA—F TEICHIRXEE B L7z, 2o [PUHERIRX
B T, LERNBROBE L AFEET, EHEIC
b EOHIBZERTTHH XikE Lz, b, @EFXS
tk, BB IRTIROREB IR L CiE, B0
FET — & RHEFEHR (F, 1998 ; SmiBa, 1998) %%
F A B 72 FE IR R EL RIS ORRBE I LT, 20
TERHIREEE L TRET L7,

INHO [INHEREEXE |, [HERRXIE] DAOX
B TR & LCARMAEREZBNE LAFIH
Kigiicy—=>27 L% (B-5).

DT, ek ooy — = v Z ko
EIRY.

(MESHX 512 & B T X I D) — = ¥ 7]
FEEFNE, RBEFRBROBELZRTOOEDTH
D, BARLEREZ IEKRIZVE—X M) 7T, 288
W2 &2 A - TSN & D RAREES O H%12100%
LENTWAS (KR, 1991). YKk TIIHER, Z44
BB RN AFEE LTS TED, Tht
P, UHETTBE X 38 O R AT OB % 100% 125
L7z, beT, FEEFOBMEE90%, 80%LikEL
T AOINHENBEXIMOZLORBORET L. &b
BRI 5 E, ABRODTM% 7 — % & L CIDRISI 320
"SLOPE"#fE % B\ CTHT - 72.

FOR. RES., KYOTO 74 2002

(R & R OB L B/ —= v 7]

B E B & HERRERE AV HmoBE, @
Frar RPN IE KNG D T748FF, AFH31.1hao B
WAFFE LTz, FYMAEIL0.42ha (BEHE(R =
056ha) T o72A%, 1habl ko piigish 8 i TafiiE
WD46.3% % O T (&/NEHME :0.0lha, &AXMH
f& : 2.68ha). HEOKZVEEMHIZL, RLRTOH
B DK EREDOMRMANDOBER R EEIRKE VD
DEMEEL, lha2REBFIRLRET H7-OOMMA
Y L7, $hbb, 1hall bR 8 BT
DWTIE, FRUTOREBICHN LT 2 E0E%E FOR
EBRRE L. &b, REBTIRIE, "BUFFER"H
BEx HWT, 10mBEA TlomA 550mFE T5EMRE L.

R & R ER T OREILL A —= v 7]

R T AV - Y JIEUTOFIETIT - 72,
¥, "RUNOFF'BEEEZ IV T, DTM# S it Ak 2 4
EFL, —EDEKERK (1ha, 4ha, 25ha, 50ha) #
MEL T 2MBRBEERE2ER L. (K-6). XRIZ, H
TR RATO 1/25,0000 IR Z H T, KitRE
DR 2R L, EEODTMIZE BBEI L Ot
BB L L7, ZOME, KEXED 1K, 2X,
3ROKIY — ERAKEBEEBMEE LTHELL

INEEERE | AE
il PR #k h L@
ORRH OX 2
O 5+ O 4 4 4 Bith
OEZAE OESEKMEESGH
OB HE
I FE4I PR X 15 RE-FFDIELRZ S
OAERH
O AR S AT
OiEFi
INFEATEX 18 FIAE
MnFEmEE X, TUNFERIBRXE 1<
552 UL VR FRi

-5 BRENBREHO V) —=> 7 HR
Fig. 5 Classification of forest management unit into functionary
categories.
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a) HAKMFE : lha
Watershed area: 1ha

b) £/KEFE : 25ha
Watershed area: 25ha

-6 R 2 BEICHL L 73R R o 151
Fig. 6 Runoff maps estimated by "RUNOFF" function.

ha, 4ha, 5ha?DiBFEEED, ZhFN L T
BT EMbhots, THICLY, EXKEEEBEE LT
YIialb—3a v LIRSS — 9%, HIE-DS
HFENDRTREOWEE LWL, REBHTHIROFER
WO E S ATWAZ EAEIES N,

S ZTCld, ki L721ha, 4ha, 25ha, 50ha? &%
KIS % B & 5 % W A& ICi - T, 10m7* 5100m
FT, 10mT & ORER & e L.

FROFIRTHRE L ZEHORME [EHRX I L
HUVHETREX I & 3), (B3 & AR © 5), (i
R AR L 40)] TE 0V = v ZEREIZ6001E D
TH-o7z.
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4. 1. 2. NEEEH,DIIaL—Y3>

SOFEEMKIIIC L AAF N TIHMFEEL BRI, &9 H
(54F) O BELRRERZ25han¥y%E L, 165 WM
YIialb—=YarvEEFTLEL B, TITRYFHHMIE
TORRIT DTz B R 2 I & O R IKHER %2 2T,
EIRD80%LL L OTHAE AN RER IR & L TR Hh A3
HWE&IcoWTHRE L.

BB L7289 XA =5 O L/ L 48404
ELA, YIab—Ya YHFEBICRERTOER
EOEIFZ BT 572012, ¥YI2Lb—Y 3y DHETIC
M, RSN EEREER L. 2B, HmR <y
FORSIIHE D S OFERRIIZ RS, KRBT
CICEHFHEINA DL L. K, BAER Sy FOmH
2oV TiE, BEORAEMEIRER (Z, 1997 ; [,
1999) #ZB#I\Z, FIEK 1 ha, E#¥FE05ha, &/
m#%0.01ha, AW 2hak L7,

Rz, YURET] B XIS ERE (203 A AR ER TR O A B B4R
ERETAE L BT, ERNCES ENKR Sy FO
Zibm (A% - W) z8E L. B Sy FoOR,
HEOEH HFEIUTOE) TH 5.

B8y FOMBMIE, Il —a yHMPICESS
SRRy FEETHAALZEIZEINIT) . &B,
FAY =<y FITBIT By FEBEEORE, £
TOHEMEFE—/\y FERET 5D, LEVWAT2O0
M BFENEET L. 22T, B—rL—7DELo
—ATEE S L AIKFEHENZE L T IUE—2 08y
FLHEFTI L, FOFHTOEMIIE— Sy FL
B LW EE L. ZOMBKEIX, HARVEST
DR Ny FORGTNVITY) A n b bIBETHY, TR
12 & YIDRISI 324 HARVEST M TOMI I 058 (3
AU, FHERE Sy FEEEL, YIa2b—v 3 VB
B3RS F R S MR & Sy F TR
LCTEHLA.

4. 1. 3. FHERIBED /Ny FEEF

BIE, AHEEMNO R TR, IR EROE R
2RI, HREEICE > TG Sh s KoK
&Rty F (KEfE/Sy F) PMESELHEEZELTY
5. HARVESTIC kA I ab—2aryz2EiTT5E,
INSDOKEE Sy FORFIZS TETRE EOEKR
RNy FHREGEN, RECKWHR LS Z L FRESN
5. ZOL) RBHLIZFORMAND Z2[] 7 11 & A T,
A& & (Perforation), 4+#l (Dissection) IZIX7r3h
THY (FormAN, 1995), ¥ Iab—¥ a VHEIERTH
MEFROE D LR VARFETIE, Sy F Ry VR
ML, FEoSy FEBRBRITAEEZLNE, ¥
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Ialb—Ya VEiBROFKREMBEEDO IR Y17 ) I2dh 7
5T, ITNLLEEROEM/ Y —I8E Sy F8, FH
Ny FEE, Ty VR WWMR, Ty URE, 7974
VRIS HbETHRE L W F, 1997 ; Suiga, 2001).
Ny FROBHIE, BTN RINICFEET 22 TON
vFERAAIEIZEDITH. BBy FHRR, V-
ST K o THIH SN2 U T RE DO EAR 2 488 v 7
BCHRLTEELE. Ty VR, BEEL Ny 7258
ThHE ETYy VEERL, TORERZEM L. &
DTy VEER, Tv VERIETEXIBERETRLT
Kbz, Ty VEEIE, BAEELY/-VOo Yy VREER
BRL, Tv YEEOHEME, HWEEREOMHNKZZHL
R (BrE, 1997). 797 # VREIZOWTIE, ¥
e VHEAAORS M LTBIRTH B EFEERAT T2
FVRHE (=10) &L, B Y7 ELrvomfE (100m)
Ty Uk (A0m) 2EHELT, TRICL-THEHL
7z (F 1k, 1997).

D = 2-1og(P/4) / log(4)
D: 797 %VE¥, P.TyVE, A%y FHik

D155 20MOEREY, Ny FORKPIEFEIC
ED AT E TISGEBIL, 7Sy FORIRI M X 231
DNT2ITEDINTWL ., RIS, 7T 7 ¥ VREII R
vy FHEBORMI L > THEEINL I EPEH I T
5. $hbb, BROBMRKERE Sy F0ELT 55
BFRIBWEEZRL, SICRRSEM R/ NERE Y F 2%
BT A4 HMEVEZRIEmAH 5 (K |, 1997).
ZFIT, TONMERETALOICEREICEE TS
VERBOMEFHEME7 S 7 ¥ VEREEL, FOBH
PRANC Lo TIro 72,

FOR. RES., KYOTO 74 2002

DWZZ(DlAz) /EA,
Dw: IME 75275 VEKRE, D, 23y FiDT 57
FIVRE, A%y FIOHE

Yialb—varEToENETRKRIZONT,
FaR L7482 VTS y STk o TR S NS HbkzE
MfEEZ BIRE LR L 7.

4. 2. #ER
4, 2. 1. V= Ul & BINEMRERIEEBEOHET

X 12 & B BfEA100%, 90%, 80% &% b5 %
o T, NETREXBEEOS G2 £199.8%,
98.3%, 90.3% & WA L7z,

A & SRR IS O WC OB & TIE, R
I8A%10m, 20m, 30m, 40m, 50mé& LT 520N T,
U T B X I R O 1 613291.2%, 86.0%, 79.9%,
76.9%, 686% &L 7.

B SR ER IOV T oM &t TIE, M- 712
AT LD, P R O E R O F A 13 EKETE O BE
WX Y RELSEALE. E£RERD 1 hanBa, W
MR IRERE G OB RO K E {, REBRTTIE20m
T80.3%, 100mT226% % T L7z, HKIEEA 4 ha
T, 40mT81%1Z, 100mT52.6%ZiA L7z, 25hak
50haD EAKEREDOEE, ZOWPE XN D% L,
100m D PR EB IR % 3252 L CH ENEN803%, 89.4%
DIFET] REIX IR FE AR IR X 7z,

BRI S 2 A G bEEFT600 (= 3 X 5 x40)
YD WT, I R X g S 2%80% (=
42551ha) #2547 — 2136280 T, FOHFTHI0%
AWMEALBDIFI1r—RADAKRTHo7 (FE-1).

Percentage of Productive
Management Zone area (%)

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Buffer width about mountainous rivers (m)

B -7 RIS IR I3 B DUE T R Xk AR A
Fig. 7 The relationship between buffer width about mountainous rivers and
percentage of Productive Management Zone area.
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E-1 BREEMENO PRI EES &
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Table 1 Percentage of Productive Management Zone after classification of forest management space

MmE  FRRi SRR IRFEETHERR I MmE ARk SR R FE o] e X it
R RBHWIE EKEEAEHEIE ETEINE (Ef REHEIE £KEHE REAEE RIS
(%) (m) (ha) (m) (%) (%) - (m) (ha) (m) (%)
100 10 1 10 80.8 90 10 4 10 84.8
4 10 86.2 20 816
20 829 25 10 87.8
25 10 89.2 20 86.5
20 879 30 84.9
30 86.2 40 83.5
40 84.8 50 816
50 829 60 80.2
60 81.3 50 10 88.8
50 10 90.1 20 88.1
20 89.4 30 87.2
30 88.6 40 86.4
40 87.8 50 854
50 86.7 60 845
60 85.8 70 83.7
70 84.9 80 826
80 83.8 90 815
90 82.7 100 80.3
100 81.5 20 4 10 80.3
20 4 10 81.6 25 10 829
25 10 84.2 20 81.7
20 83.0 30 80.3
30 81.6 50 10 83.7
40 80.3 20 83.1
50 10 85.0 30 82.3
20 84.4 40 81.6
30 83.6 50 80.6
40 82.9 80 10 25 10 80.8
50 81.9 : 50 10 818
60 81.1 20 81.1
70 80.2 30 80.3

4, 2. 2. [NEEEREHDII1L—YaRER
K-8, YIalb—Tarz2iTomL62@0H 12D
TOI6H RO mBEEL R, 15 168KICDOW
T, ZnEhogihic R/ a2 723405
HEU Loy F2%E SN BEERRERE (25ha) LU
FHEREN TV RW2D, 1Y T360ha , 098had kiR
HELMEoNhLh o/, 7~138#kix, HIEEL L
BhaDRREBIFERINTWBED, 6#HRIUTIZD
VTR A IR HBEIBRL T 5L 2B, 205D
ENRRELL o, ZHIZ, YI2b—Ta VEFICE
v, IR REXIRASET AL - MAT A Z L ICERT A D
DEEZ LNz 15, 16MHKTHEEZ KE  TEH KR
HRELPHERIN TR o212 0b 5T, P
RIREfEIE315halE L (K- 2). Zofix, £16
S O BEEIRERE Td - 72400han78.7% MY L,
HEIER 2 BIRELOEEICHEE Lood 5 L HiES .
YHETT REIX IR IR & AR IRTEAE (r=0.34, p<005), ¥
28y FHE L RRERE (r=0.40, p<0.05) DOBIZIE,
ENENEELMHEBSR SN, LaL, FHEREANY
FHEEITEEE L2 1halliZELTE ST, 0.74had
IR THoT (F-2).

—7, MMty FRO (M- 9) 12iE, MRILOILFEES,
HrOLERE L ORRERIS, fRER Sy TR O R WK
EETH R SN TV VXA S hiz, Foty
FHEFHEEIEL 2do o ERERIE, Ry F
APNHEBICH AL L 2B SN0 TH L EE X
bhiz. TOREOVGEDELT, ¥YIalb—va i

MoEEHIFHNS (GUSTAFSON, 1999).

4. 2. 3. FNTENBED /¥y FREFER
YIal—Ta VRO 2EEE (BUR, S04ER) T,
628 Oy FREEHIX, 2185 51,0611E &
38T%IWM LTz (K- 3). FHEF Sy FEH426M0 T
HotzZl b, KRy FORSIEVIENSILD
Wy FIZOWT ORI EIT LA EEZ o Ry
FROBEMM» S, ¥y FHEEIE80%MA L, 211ha
M 50.42hak oz, Ty VEIZ, 155.16kmd 5
336.15km & 117% ML, Th2ZF Ty VEED
34855m/ha?* 5754.90m/hat %> 72, 757 ¥ VRE
122w TiE, BRD1L0712>504%8A L1.066& 72 1,
ME7 527 7 VREE, 11122 51.1421226%3Em L 72,
CORRPS, YIal—TarEF@EL, Sy FOBIR
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FOR. RES., KYOTO 74 2002

100
I w918
T siME-BAME
75 [ EEESTEER
~~
<
=
A
S
g 50
b
7]
ot
S 25
=
i3 5 7 9 11 13 15 17 19 21 23 2%
Stand age classes
-8 NHERBESY I 2L—Ya rBOFEHEREE
Fig. 8 Stand age distributions after harvest scheduling/allocation simulation.
E -2 VMR
Table 2 Results of harvest scheduling/allocation simulation
BE B I EERE =D A THEH
INERTRERIIETE  ha 44554 1471 42635 47924  0.033
fRIEmE ha 315.02 23.11 288.77 34541 0.073
REFENNVFH & 426 23.11 390 512 0.054
HE\vFETE ha 0.74
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Fig. 9 An example of forest patch map after harvest
scheduling/allocation simulation.
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Table 3 Descriptive statistics for present and after simulation (80 years)

#_'é#?: H {1 1K aE Yy S RE =/ BX  THEK
INyF & Bk 218 40.68 165 341 0.187
804 % 1,061 67.91 906 1,306 0.064
INYTFERE ha E=RrN 211
80 & 0.42
vk km BiK 155.16 10.28 139.18 182.58 0.066
80 £ 336.15 9.97 316.92  360.06 0.030
IVvCEE m/ha Bk 348.55
804 1% 754.90
TS50V Bk 1.071
804 1.066
ME ISR B 1.112
804t 1.142
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