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Fig. 89 Total Volume Growth Curve and Total Weight Growth Curve in Stand
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Fig. 90 Comparison of Volume Increment Curve with Weight Increment Curve in Stand
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Fig.98 Comparison of Mean Volume Increment with
Mean Calory Increment in Total Yield
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Fig. 99 Total Weight Growth Curve and Total Calory
Growth Curve in Main Tree-crop
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Fig. 100 Comparison of Mean Weight Increment Curve
with Mean Calory Increment Curve in Main
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Fig. 101 Total Weight Growth Curve and Total
Calory Growth Curve in Stand
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Fig. 103 Weight Yield Curve and Calory Yield Curve
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Fig. 104 Comparison of Mean Weight Increment Curve with Mean Calory Increment
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