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This could be a very long list and discussion.  In addition to questions of the model’s accuracy and biological defendability as considered in question 5-7, some starting points to consider are the following

1. Species
Is the model for the same species genetic stock or species mix as the

subject stand?

2. Geographic

     similarity
Was the data base for the model collected from similar soils, climates, latitude, and longitude?

3. Past stand

    history
Did the subject stand have a similar history of culture, diseases, site

preparation, etc. as the stands of the yield model?

4. Alternatives
Is there an alternative growth model that better meets the criteria?

5. Stand future
Will the subject stand be managed the same as the stands used in the

yield model? i.e., a “normal” model isn’t too helpful for stands that

will be heavily thinned.

6. Merchantability

    and utilization

   standards
Are the same standards for the subject used in the yield model or are

conversions needed?

7. Available

    data for the

    subject stand
Inventory? Tree lists? Increment? The data variables currently exist-

ing or financially available for the subject stand must be the same as 

required to enter the yield model.

Given that the match between yield models and subjects stand typically shows deficiencies on some or all of these counts, the question resolves to which is the best of the available models.  In truth we do not have much quantitative information to evaluate the aggregate significance of these problems, so the model user must decide which issue is the most important to minimize.

