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Figure 1. The study area
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Table 1. The methods of calculating the quantitative characteristics of the two studied stands
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Table 2. The Methods of calculating physical characteristics of soil samples in two studied stands

& Al loadse sl T
sy SB @b p > 0 Ms (Particle Density) i J&s = PD Ms ) o _
) Ko i Do Sl s e VS on PD =—— (oSo oo  p5) > JBs
_ o gl cans 3 ST Gl)d oo VS p 5 Vs
. . M. = . =
(v5) Sl 5 I g o1 Jidl o VA =12 (oSl sto il 2 p.5) 50l JIS
. . BD (e
(V%) o 4 CB D A ol b P%=(1—ﬁ)x100 BEIC RS

Sluogad 1:Sko duslie b il )l Kon g lodls 35
SE ) g plerd (S5 Slaogad o (1) (oS5
Jopd dulie b pll e T yge5l Gl eolaiwl L
A5 sl BeSuwl g8 O’oj 51 edlazwl b u_:z.f’ L;La:uf);?
A pbol VY dasews SPSSliale 5 0 (g)lel (sl ygejl
Nidley (glas P 38 e 9 SBocsl edis 5 (VY)

(V%) Lol Casday TAL (Texture Auto Look)

&9 Jl ey 9> p (SR jlBle godie 4 a2y L
el Jlod 55 0395 93 YLl g S (oo som Jlop
el yia il YO (gylab aib & bgrye Slglh8 oyt
9 9jlesils slaanl (Slgl3 po 8l VO ) gl il )
Wgls sl Slgls s ol Y0 (Vb (s)hd Sl 5
(¥ JS8) 292 i

lpp SBp)S Vel i opSojlul jolateas
Jite (6 yu) S (Ssadly By b (njg Sl eSS
o=l g M e el ds e cud il s 0 S Cugby 5 A
(V) 15 JS Jgte i b ptalejl bl b cash,
YO (glod 53 yaumwlisSl 51 i 595 03 Ctody rdiges  yuunuw
05 ASTed w5 LA onbled o1, 5 ol 4
JLey <0 (NaOH) 30 )3 (o) (S I (30
2 Aol 4ol S ety gyl B9)4 9 (S)slae
55 Jley 19D HCL L gl i Gl 51 e gy o
o PH) ologs sy 5l oozl b ST STy (Y5) ab
sy ookl L g3l S Cagloy 5 (1Y) ((atad 35,0
(VF) 25 aslee S5
o3\ius] 3590 41581043 9 (5 5lof (g 5L

B9)S9aleS 9ejl 5l odlazul b edls g Jloy
SXed g oy (Shapiro-Wilk) by —g,0ls
Joy 4 aeg by b osomis 0g) gsesl b oy



VA 290008 YO s 13 15 gl g gilosily (slag)lS US> S g (S (oS Al

YO-
3 Yy.. L ...".. - = |yl
-:)_) \0. | . P \'.. 0000005}[&6&_1_3
b o* ” V.
o §
g \ n .o. 7/ e N\
~ - 7/ e N\
K e, N
a B n../ ..'. -
.n/ o... - e
Y4 ...'o
2 1 1 1 1 1 1
\ \O Yo Y Yo ¥
(em) o ks olib

. sile aily 5 10 25 glmodgs (gykad ik ) 5 )5 LiST o - S5
Figure 2. The curve of trees distribution in diameter classes of loblolly pine and Caucasian oak stands
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Table 3. Comparison of the mean of Quantitative variables of loblolly pine and Caucasian oak stands
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Table 4. Percent of qualitative variables of loblolly pine and Caucasian oak stands
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Table 5. Comparison of the mean of qualitative variables of loblolly pine and Caucasian oak stands
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Table 6. Soil samples mean comparison of the physical, chemical and biological variables in Loblolly pine and

Caucasian oak stands.
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Abstract

Investigating the growth and production of afforestation's is effective to improve the
management of these stands and the prosperity of the future afforestation's. Natural forests' rest
plan has attracted the attention of forest specialists and beneficiary's towards the forest
Plantatlons. The present study carried out in order to investigate the specification of 32-year-old
oblolly pine (Pinus taeda L.) and Chestnut-leaved oak (Quercus castaneifolia C. A. Mey.)
plantations in Shen-Rood Watershed No: 25 of Guilan province. In each region, 5 sample plots
with 4r area in the form of systematic method with 100x500m Network Dimensions conducted
in the study area. Then trees diameter, total height, trunk height and some qualitative
characteristics of the trees, including the crown symmetry, forking and curvature of the trunk
were recorded in each plot. Also, five soil samples were taken from four quadrants and center of
each plot from 0 to 30 cm depth, then combined and transferred to the laboratory in order to
investigate the properties of the soil. The results indicated insignificant difference between the
quantitative characteristics of two stands, such as mean height, basal area, volume and
slenderness coefficient. However, the mean length of the branchless trunk of loblolly pine stand
(11.33 m) was higher than Caucasian oak (6.6 m). Also, it was no significant differences
between two stands in terms of symmetry. However, the pine stand trees had a less curvature
(14%) and forking (16%) than it in Chestnut-leaved oak stand (35% and 37% respectivel;(?.
Investigation of soil samples showed that there is no significant difference between two stan
in about sand, particle and bulk density and carbon percentage but clay and silt (42.28% and
26.29%), Micraobial respiration (1.86 gram carbon dioxide in soil per day), pH (5.71), ﬁorosity
(21%) and Soil saturated water content (37.95%) had a significant difference with the Chestnut-
leaved oak mass (25.09, 48.70, 2/79, 29, 6.31 and 18.33). Finally, considering the similarity of
other conditions, soil texture reported as the main Iimiting factor of loblolly pine growth.
Therefore, planting of the Pinus taeda species is recommended in order to gain more volume
production in moderate, lightweight and appropriate drainage areas and planting the Quercus
castaneifolia is recommended for revitalization of damaged and ruined areas.

Keyword: Soil Texture, Crown Symmetry, Bulk Density, Volume, Basal Area, Siahkal
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