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Background Results
Oak cluster planting was introduced in central Europe as an alternative to the conventional oak Better growth and higher survival in Superior quality of oaks and higher
row planting. The goal was to reduce the planting cost, create diverse, and high-valued mixed group planting, but, not in nest proportion of crop trees in group
forests. Two most common variants of oak cluster planting were widely spaced group planting and planting plantlng
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4. Oak group planting significantly reduces initial planting cost. This technique of
stand regeneration can be opted where management goal is to create diverse
and high quality forests with low costs.

« Diavelopmer of 5. Cluster planting approach can restore wind-thrown sites in low cost.
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Carpins betaius sic) 6. Trials of group planting with other tree species should be installed in other
regions of the world.
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