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The paper reports the results of the illumination measurements in oak plantations established by 

line and strip-group planting. It has been found that more sunlight is allowed to pass through single-row 

plantations, while crowns of double-row plantations intercept most of the light, suggesting that the dis-

tribution of light in the latter ones is more profitable. A comparison of the results obtained shows that 

preference is given to the double-row oak plantations established by strip-group planting. 
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  1 843 2 459 9,3 12,6 

  1,3  2 458 3 604 12,4 18,2 

 0,5  6 862 8 600 34,6 43,4 

  5 224 7 086 26,3 35,7 

   19 833 100 100 

  

  1 760 12 473 3,1 21,7 

  1,3  3 058 17 177 5,3 29,9 

 0,5  13 000 36 000 22,6 62,7 

  16 260 51 820 28,3 90,2 

   57 429 100 100 
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