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RHESSys Comparison of Streamflow by Treatment Type
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Streamflow is described by Q_max, or annual peak daily flow, and Q_min, or annual
minimum daily flow, across 15 years of post-thinning RHESSys simulations for different
treatment types

RHESSys Comparison of LAl by Treatment Type
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Maximum annual Leaf Area Index (LAI) is shown for upslope and riparian old-growth trees
(remaining trees after thinning), across 15 years of post-thinning RHESSys simulations for
different treatment types

Conclusions

e Impacts of treatment on minimum annual streamflow
are minimal for all treatment types; minor increase in
peak flow only if riparian trees are treated

e Substantial benefit of upslope thinning to productivity
of remaining trees, including trees in downslope
riparian area

e Riparian thinning shows more modest gains in
productivity of remaining trees
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