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Figure 4.5 Typical diameter distribution for an even­
aged stand of upland hardwoods. (After Gingrich, 1978.) 

This section presents several examples of methods for predicting currerr yiel 
the prediction of future yields is considered in Section 4.3. The distinction I 

tween the two cases is more complex than a casual comparison of the wo 
"current" and "future" would suggest. The basic difference is that current yiel 
predictions do not involve a projection of stand density, while predictions 
future yield do involve such a projection, either explicitly or implicitly.' 
illustrate this point, consider the following situations. 
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4.2 PREDICTING CURRENT YIELD 

and stand density. (As noted in Chapter 2, site quality will, in some cases,al 
be subject to managerial modifications.) Information from appropriate yiel 
models is a necessary input for the selection of rotation ages, initial planti 
densities, and thinning schedules. 


