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Abstract

studied, including the quantity, type and causal factors of gaps and the type, number, species composition and size structure of

The gap characteristics and disturbance regime in the Betula albo — sinensis forest in the Taibai Mountains were

gap makers (GM). The results indicated that the most gaps were formed by standing death. The linear gap density in the forest
was 23.5 gaps/km. The canopy gaps (CG) and expanded gaps (EG) covered 4.7% and 11.9% of the total land area, re-
spectively. The canopy gaps varied from 18.9 m’ to 289.2 m”, with their majority less than 80 m”>. The expanded gaps varied
from 45.2 m” to 398.2 m” with the most between 50 m* and 200 m®. The average number of GM per gap was 1.5 and most
gaps were formed by 1 ~3 GM. The major gap makers were B. albo — sinensis, and it was most possible to create gaps by up-
rooting or standing death of trees when they were 20 ~40 c¢m in D. B. H. The decay class of maximum gap maker was chiefly C
class (about 35 ~45 years old). The ratio of the CG diameter vs. the gap height of canopy gap and the ratio of the EG diame-
ter vs. the gap height centralized at about 0.30 ~0.45 and 0.60 ~0. 80, respectively. The seedlings in the gaps were mainly
B. albo - sinensis and Pinus armandii, and the large gap size was suitable for regeneration of B. albo — sinensis. Fig1, Tab 5,
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KT E A TE T REAIL AR , 3500 ZR I AR A 35 0 Rl 40 S A
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1 WX B RO S B 5807
1.1 SRR ERRR

KEILRZRIEEE G 3 767 m, vk 23 38 ZUR vk
Ve MIXTRE 2484 3 000 m, Ll FE B S MR A B, R
B EYMEEE MrHEYA 12581657 & 1 782 #, H%E
WA BB AY 52. 9% . Hy T b Ak R IR RN I AT PR A I
X, HAESE T &SR NESABX. XKEIA BT
T H AT BN - TR BRARR AR TR S L
MG E ).

FEFERE LT (A(E) 107°497, ¢(N)34°08") )
17, #84K 2 200 ~2 490 m, J& TLLHEMAHF , — Y BRI AR A9 48
A, 3 P 0 R IR A B A LA (Pinus armandii) | B 10 Y& A2
(Abies fargesii) 4= e #8 ( Betula utilis) 3L %Ak ( Quercus liaotun-
gensis) J& % ( Populus purdomii) . 5 %% ¥% ( Tilia laetevirens ) %.
ARTEA B 43 72 30 R LA B, T R B89 A ik 0 3 8% (Rosa
omeiensis) \BEH LMK ( Sorbus koehneana) | )I| I 45 2% 35 ( Spiraea
schneideriana var. amphidoxa) \*E¥& 1T ( Fargesia spathacea) %
AT ( Rhododendron purdomii) . ¥K )1 Z5 BE T~ ( Ribes glaciale) . #fi
W T ( Acanthopanax stenophyllus ) 41 ik . % ( Lonicera nervo-
sa) \FATF 35 ( Pertya sinensis) .53 2% (Rosa tsinglingensis) \ 75
F8/NBE( Berberis dasystachya) %&. BEA)Z 76 50 FpL) b, 5
H B8 Bk ( Pseudocystopteris spinulosa) | % 79 W WE §R ( Lunathyri-
um giraldii) B E B ( Carex capilliformis) . K AERE TR ( Phlomis
megalantha) . R ‘B F} ( Rodgersia aesulifolia) . J} ik ( Cimicifuga
Soetida) KW #EKFE ( Cardamine macrophylla) 5. %R FFTE K
XERFIGHEZMX ,FRHKRTE 1 000 mm & 47, RIS
PSR ~5 C AR 100 d. 185011 HhESHRE,
pH 5.9 ~6.7, - RRMERHE HE".
1.2 PRFERELE

AR R AR LR EAE, R TR ERR A4 & A
M7 BB BRE: A BBk 2300 m (1).239 m

(I1).2450 m (1I).2 600 m (IV) PUARFRER, B FEE IR LLEY
/T PFESH SO m T 3R IE 2L, AU OAE ) R B S8 R i —
T ZAT LA S 8 4 P R 4 o — D ASE AR
BEIMEE SBAEFE  iCBGE S M B (R824 0.6 m) , TR
4 MARIC R IR TR  FE R BRI A E R AR MBR
DR B PRBRTE BAR B RS R B AR BRI N RS RE
AAFCIR B\ SLHARAE S ARBRAFAE , 55 PR BT AR A E Rk
B B AR AGE AT A A AT, AFLHIARBRTE R 4 6

2 iR
2.1 AHRHBEHER AR

ARER AR TR =40, K L ZLHEROMRBR T B 2 32
BA 3 M BRI AR R (25— PRER A R B 7
FIE R , DABR R PR BRIE AR I TE BT O HE) . KR I 4L
HEPRARER 2Rt B ARSIAE T Y , B SR SIAG FIPRBR o 22
PRERE) 68.29% , KB 77 T8 MBI kR . EE R R4 HE
5 — LUK 5 A A ) A0 B A B R (Actinidia) | T L B0 B
( Clematoclethra) . T % T J& ( Schisandra) . B B 3 & ( Sino-

Sranchetia) FEYISEARFETIIAE  RAS B RRAELLHE 97 R T B/
ARBER AR TENE ERERSE, BT I0EAZ ML KR
By, B R VERT , IR 5 WA T b &R T T, T2 ki 4
AT B ARBE 52 17. 07% , FER A 9 [ A 1L FA T
TR s XUB AT o ) LA o 14.63% .

2.2 MEREIR/NE

PRBRE RN EARBR B EEBARAE , AT SHARBR 6 K 45
T EFRYRE AN , AR B ARER PR R 3 AR A
HWTHANAERRE  RABRET R EREZ " 18 IR
LB, I 4 FAREREERLFTHBER A1 742 m,
¥£2 300 m (I)BELR LA 455 m,2 600 m (IV) BELR E 2 225
m, AREHTE IR B AR, A B E AN 63 44 m®. BEZR F
M BAIARBR ST 41 A, PR ST 100 m, A 2.35 ARER, BIAK
BRI LR A 23. 5 A/ km. TEMRBRE AR &  RE MR
RIS B , SRR ] B A B A5 3 ) P AR AR T 2 ] 4 B 8 5 S
WAl , 55 2 2 A TR (B] A9 B S A S gl , O (R Akl &5 4
B 5 A B R K B, 43 ) R BA BT R R B AR 25 B T
B AR ERUR AR E AR A = mhe/4 HHE KA A
HARBRIERL L A A, w dadie .

St BRI E , LA 20 m® AR, R A ERHESMNE G
L I ARBE B RS B 43 b DA R & S ARSI o L )
TEFTAS ) 41 AFRBR T, 25 PR A BT AR A =2 985.5 m’,
TS B AR N 72. 82 m’. EAREE AY A AR L AN HR 2 T AR
1 4.7% ,20 ~80 m* Z [B]MIMKBR AN B & , & ST ARBR SR 1
63. 41% , HA & FBEPRBR BT AR f ZR LB S (R 1)

F1 KRELOHEKE=HEEREHE
Table 1 Canopy gap area in B. albo — sinensis forest in the Taibai Mountains
A/m? 0~20 20 ~40 40 ~60 60 ~80 80 ~100 100 ~120 120 ~140 > 140 >
A8 No. of gaps 5 10 8 8 2 2 2 4 41
P(No. )/% 12.19 24.39 19.51 19.51 4.88 4.88 4.88 9.76 100
3 A/m? 48.5 297.9 394 547.3 180 221.9 273.9 1022.1 2985.5
P(area)/% 1.62 9.98 13.20 18. 33 6.02 7.43 9.17 34.23 100
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ST RARBRI & , LA 50 m* 5], R Fl L RS L e it
A G N B ARBRZORIAR R 1 20 EE LA 2 2% SR RS AR o5 BE
1, 5 FRARBRE BTN A =7 563.3 m’ ™ RARBR I P2y ]

% 184. 47 . P B ARBRE R S AR TEAR S 11. 9% . 50
~100 m* Z A HIFRBRMARUER &, 8N PRBR B0 B 26. 83%
(&2).
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Table 2 Expanded gap area in B. albo — sinensis forest in the Taibai Mountains

A/m? 0~50 50~100 100 ~150 150 ~200 200 ~250 250 ~300 >300 Y
AN No. of gaps 1 11 9 5 6 4 5 41
P(No. )/% 2.44 26.83 21.95 12.20 14.63 9.76 12.20 100

3 A/m? 45.2 832.8 1141.1 896.7 1307 1070.5 2270.1 7563.3
P(area)/% 0. 60 11.01 15.09 11.86 17.28 14.15 30.01 100

2.3 KB WAHERMKRBEEI R EZER

1742 m FRELR RIEBANT 41 HRBR. 0 T HER A BT
YRS TP BT B A AR B B AR 1, 40 B X AR BR T A AR AR B S R B
— R A RN ERAON. ST AT 7 07, th A
KRBEARE , © B KRB AR AR & de 451 2 T
FERENMREE 70 a, RFERHAREERE 10 o, KIRGFELER
T R B 2Rl 41/1.742/(70 - 10) =0.39 km ™' a ™', NG
EGNE RIS RIS 0.39 x72.82 =28.40 m” , &
FETH B RAYT BB TN 0.39 x184.47 =71.94

m’. D EBRERY, PHEEGABAH 0.39 MRBETE .
2.4 MERERANHENERS S

RERTE A B 2H AT AR L S48 o o) 2L RS UTIAR 5. AR
HITE MO T IR =47 , PRBRTE R B b 2 2 2 (LS5 ol
BURRERD. LLHEMRE BB AL ME Ay (T i RSB SR, &2
BRI BN i KB (Acer giraldii)
(R 3). WRAPATLIE ), 2 B BRI B BT B
EERAMANE LA, LHEMRBRIE A & ) S50 66. 13% .
PR Z 12, 90% , Eo At AR b BT o B9 EL IR 2D
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Table 3 Diameter class structure of gap makers in B. albo — sinensis forest in the Taibai Mountains

22% Diameter class (d/cm)

P2 Species

Mgt T

0~10  10-20 2030 30~40 40~50 S0~60 - » P
Z#E B. albo - sinensis 1 9 10 13 7 1 41 66.13
AL 1# Pinus armandii 1 1 4 2 8 12.90

G [ Betula utilis 1 1 1.61

KE# Populus purdomii 1 2 2 5 8.06
LG Tilia laetevirens 2 1 1 4 6.45
FoiE % E Unidentified 3 3 4.84

MRERTE B AR G 5 40 R F8 T UMK BR D B R ZE A Rl 2
L BRBUEE B DL 10 om 1By — MR RN (- BRAEST
), SR EAFRNBRR NSRRGSR R 3. AR
DIEH, BRI MTEARRIR A 8BRS BE L B AH 22 1R K, (BB
7E 60 cm DATF, JAZE R B, 76 LD HEAR D3 F0R 2 1 U0 B i 1
RRZBEIE 20 em LU EATFIHENR,20 cm LIT BIARERIE SR
KRERTFHEFE T HZEFE. LRI AR P 1E
20 ~30 cm F1 30 ~40 cm, 2B 53.23% , 1M 10 ecm DL T A0
50 em A E MY 5 8.10%

2.5 MEEERARHHEERFLE

FPRBR 2 BLRRAR AR FET-T B RY , W RR A BATE AR
Bl s b P RRAR AR FE T T LAY , R L WU BB s B =R EL =
BRUA BT AT R, TR N 20 AR BRBR™ . W2 %
B, LLHEAREE A ARBR AR BRTE R B BRR D R T 3 8k, AR
TEBATE BB B B B 2 , 15 B 63. 41% ; BUE BUARRER &
26.83% , Z I ARMER S 9. 76% . JEL ) 41 AR AHTE
FA 62 4, BB A BT R 1. 51 Bk ERRARER
TR BT B 5 R AR BR A S 3 T AR A 121,99 m®, S 23 BRI
FA 48.15 m”.

2.6 HEERANELEES
TR ERBRTE AR R B AR B 70y 4 DM A AR

HEREEIAR_ERIROR B2 AR 1P 5888 5 B e R EIAR LR A 52
B ORAW 5 I C MR BIAR L 2B se @b, W
AR EFFIRIEE ;D R HERBIAC TR, OF %
B SORAMRBRTE AR BB 2 A5 AR AR R B B BT T AR BRI A
fo R RN ) AR X Y , LT REPR B R AR BRE IR A B 2
FHEINR 4 NRP A, J RS A AR L
DAAKE, LL C RIS,

R4 KALIEREKHBEEABESERSITR
Table 4 Decay class structure of maximum gap makers in
B. albo — sinensis forest in the Taibai Mountains

LAY
iy A B C D
Decay class
A
AR 7 8 16 10
No. of canopy gap
P/ % 17.07 19.51 39.02 24.39

2.7 HEMEENEENLES KR

B RATIERI, A5 B A R ZRARE RUPRBR R B 22 57 RO AR R
KNSR B A BE AR B o L ARk v L B R
/N—EE R BEAZE A PR BEE KB BB AT A
Al HALFR S R T (Aok o R B SR RE) aF £
5, bR AR P B0 A BHAE AL LA R B AN PR B B S
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il
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B SRR HE (dee/H) MY RARBR B AR5 K HE
(dye/H) A B DLER, T 1.

0.30 5
0254
0.20 4
0.15 9
0.10 7

0.05 7

|

1.35

1.05 1.20
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dyo/H

B 1 KREIDLMARE 2 B AR SRR B R L fE (deo/H, A) AR TRARER B2 SRR B 10 LB (dpe/H, B) AR A
Fig.1 Ratio distribution of do/H (A) and dyo/H (B) in B. albo — sinensis forest in the Taibai Mountains

MEHRTTLLE s B i B S R A LU (B 12 B T
L, LE(ETE 0.30 ~0.45 i i % ¥ BB I AL 5 R 1)
PO Rt 2 B RIARAL , HU{BTE 0. 60 ~0.90 F i fie 2.
2.8 MEENAMHTHERHE

KEWLLHEAR A K5I8 1 ~ 15 a TR AR F 4T S ERF

KRB A 375 TL 3R 5. LD REMRARGR T 4 1 43 820 20t
AETEMBR AR B Z 1 700, EEE P VAR (Betula) |
1R (Acer) F147J& ( Populus) . R 1 B TE MK BR A 73 A B8 1
S, CLMELIT R AE SRR A 20 A5 AN 3953, 2 T AR R B PR BR A 20 A
ZRRENE , T /VARBR AP To 4l i B 20

x5 KBAULTHHRRBRAGREFHRREE

Table 5 Number of saplings in gap of B. albo — sinensis forest in the Taibai Mountains

A/m? 0~20 20 ~40 40 ~60 60 ~80 80 ~100 100 ~120 120 ~140 > 140 Y,
WA & Betula 0 3 6 8 12 20 19 28 96
PAJE Pinus 1 8 3 2 0 1 0 1 16
g Acer 3 9 6 4 1 0 2 3 28
)8 Populus 8 5 1 2 0 3 9 1 29
B8 Abies 0 2 0 1 0 1 2 0 6
HE Others 1 3 0 0 0 1 1 0 6

4 ZRETe

4.1 FRERESIE IR IT M PRBR A R/ JER 2 E g #g s
IR H LT HERR AR DL B SR SEASTE B AR 05 R 3 , o B AR
B 68.29% . AHB R R B, EEMN R K, TWHZR
Ak, BB LRI A B AR AR, AR XD R R (KT R &R
) W BRI K, TN b 98 58 7 T AR 1 TR A AR 4 B Bk L R
LMD RN R FR TR, SR LAER AR T4 BT
AP TR AR, BB A AR R 5 R Y,
AFERFTARP IR ERWER, ML EAEY
FIVE IR B X AR ITE i R AR R A A 5 i s i)
BN TR AR BR TE A/ RBI R E AR TR i 320, e
MMM LR S RSB RS ER R ANXR. FIfE
HOZE R AR R, B AR BRI AR AT T 32 (50.5% ) Y ok
AR, EEEZ R TN E.

4.2 5t 4 KRR NEE, KA WL HEMRARER L% E N
23.5 A/km. EEBRAE A 2 985.5 m®, 5 B NbR A TR
4.7% , 52 BB E AN 72. 82 m? s P RAKBR A A
7563.3 m’, AT 11.9% , P TR AKBR K9 -F- 35 E
9 184.47 m*. 3 1. 2 BN, LU HEMR 25 BR O T ARZE 100 m”
AT R 5% 80. 48% , 3™ JEAKBR A9 B AL7E 200 m” DT A9 o5 5

63. 42% . TELLMEAR AP SERR AR B AN R AR B G 207 32 LA/ T AR
N E. LR EBVNTY R, BRI SRR
TS BRI REARBR A T AT o B EL ) L AR R F L 2T
PAPRBZR /NS ) 55 1L b B S0 v W YR SR R TE 4 3 %
WP ARE R RS PR R R SR EN
18 (dee/H) A RARBR AR5 MRBR & B /Y B AR (dpe/H) #R 4
/N, 2 HARZOR T MRBR TR B AR RO T MO . B TS
TR, A A R, LSRR, FEOLREBERT
W) e AR B AR , T RE T OB ML T e, 3 TR Wit
TR TR RS A K. IR doo/H ER/D, BRI
BT CRRIA L.

4.3 KHINIHEMMERZ i B AT R, 5 10 B R
A P B R & 8] 63. 41% , SRS A A
B9 1. 51 Bk SPRERTE SR B R B kB B P 3% T AR
H121.99 m® SEAS BRI AR 48. 15 m’. AR HR BR i T B
BN B S RATTIAR ST AT ARAR L , BT R BT 5 AR B E AR
TRBEAH. CHRENEERRBERABREEERS, UL
T RA N . IG5 = ILFRARARBRIE BR AR A £, &
BRI =R AR S .

4.4 PRERIZ A BB S 28 R 22 B0 BER B DL S50 Ph 2 4
L, EAT I AR AR A /N RO T IR 3R e 3 e
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BIFEFR. AN AR R A A 1 B R 1), L% T £ s Ao ) i AR
DALTHE R 3 B TR S AR, LA LZLHEAE A 0 B A A o, oK 5 1L
LIMERR AR R A A #E 30 em JiHSE BB 22,20 ~ 40 em [ 5 5
B 53.23% . XBEMLLHEARIRTE 50 a 247, BPZLHEAE JLT 50
a UG A TR T RE A BRI BRI & I B L 1 12 4%
AR , X SR RS IBIR AR AP R E R (X F5) 8L
.

4.5 PRI SRS GORBRER AR08 1 HWT A — B0 , (B XTHRR
WA B T R BRI , it AR A7 80 4T, R B A
BB SR BR & A 4 s X T R S 4, R IR IR R
JEH BRI, FIBE S R MR, BT LARAI N B4 Ak
fEHPR B B0 4E I8 . FELTHERR N L) 35 ~ 45 a RIBRBR A1 R S5 4%
VL C IR ZE  AELZ T BMAKIPRER, 7l —FREZ AR BRI A 1)
JERE S R AR, 3 U 2T MR T 5 R A8, ok it
XoPPRBRIEATIEFE , Wi JA PR AR 4R S 50 1 DA S TE LB K g Ak
B, 3 AT BB R A £ M S AR B S B A AL

4.6 N[ FR ST ARBR A9 RN AS [, ) — A Aot /N AS [ B P
BERBE A AR . LD HEARAR T T 4 B A D, TR BR P 40
WAL, T EEPEEARRE B AR, DA X
e LT, R IHERE & TR LA BB A ZR WA AH N 1R
BENENE, BEERM R RELR BILAE afs.
FEFRBRY , LTAEAN B 0 A AR LU 2, BRI S 50, B8 D
FRAR T BT B T B R PR B Y 3 i 3 2, TE /N BRI PR
PR LIRS T M Fa b SARBRTE AR 2 B M IEAE SR (r =
0.847,P <0.05) . £L #2458 PR AP, XL E RS, |
KRB P SRR R, A R T B R ML, 204 i
ARER, RIFE SEATEAK TS 1858, BREC T 5
IR 12, BB REBETE. LM PRI R I SRR TR
IO, B BE TR EE MR B R A ARG FE TR T BRI ARER , T
o= [ W £ 1 e 0 s 3 L N 7 e R AR 24
HAERMERAGE A RBRRRMRATE. IR LR
RIS R > SHARBR A RN A B 2, KRR BLH Re 5 & R AL
BT R AERBRN B R, B M, R
JA B T e 455 AR K B8 R R 4052 B8, A
SCHEE R BN , CLAEPRPRBR R/ T i B B A B [
ERIFRERE.
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