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Abstract (limited to 150 
words) 

Uneven-aged forestry is an alternative forest management system where 
at least 30% of trees are always left unharvested and forest has a multi 
age and size structure. Selective cutting, a method that is used to create 
and manage uneven-aged forest, is thought to be less harmful to 
biodiversity compared to clearcut forestry that results even-aged forests. 
However, studies have conflicting results and the benefits are not clear. 
Through systematic term search and subsequent systematic literature 
search we identified 90 studies (from 3219) that compare these 
management systems. At first, we performed a qualitative review that 
highlighted the importance of landscape context. Generally, clearcuts are 
used by species preferring open habitat and partially cut forest by species 
preferring closed habitat. We saw that it is possible to also extract data 
for a quantitative analysis. Currently, we are extracting data to perform a 
meta-regression to explore the effects of these management systems 
further.  
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