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The Development of Studies on Stand Growth Models
Tang Shouzheng Li Xifei Meng Zhaohe

Abstract In this paper, the classification and research of stand growth

models are stated from the view of the history of stand growth models, The
relationship and application range of various types ‘of {stand growth ‘models
are evaluated, The principles of compactness and completeness of a model
system are emphasized, Some problems which we should pay atiention to in
the establishment of stand growth models are pointed out,
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