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Table 1 Management costs of Chinese fir planted forest
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Table 2 The ecwnomical maturity age by maximum land expectation value
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Growth model and cutting age of Chinese

fir planted forest in Zhejiang Province

ZHOU Guo-mo, GUO Ren-jian WEI Xin-liang, WANG Xue-jun
(Forest Management Research Institute, Zhijiang Forestry College, Lin an 311300 Zhejiangs China)

Abstract; Chinese fir planted forest is the main part of timber forest resource in Zhejiang Province, China. By the
model statistical analysis method, the authors researched and decided the growth model, then calculated the

quantitative maturity age, and decided the economical maturity age by maximum land expectation value and

maximum internal rate of return, finally decided the cutting age of Chinese fie planted forest. The result is that the

quantitative maturity age of Chinese fir is 24 ~29, the economical maturity age is 17 ~27, the cutting age is 19 ~

26, and they are different among forests on different sites.

Key words: Chinese fir ( Cunninghamia lanceolata) ; timber forest; growth model; quantitative maturity age;

economical maturity age; cutting age



