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17TV IR NP IT R I, AR X A M AR
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FETC R &Iy R 2l A RROPK T E IR R M Y A
JR S BOMCRE i o 4 i 00 20 2 I B4R T A A
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NGB 3 A 3 7RG ES A I  H IX, AR
EpP SN L IRY R ) AR /A W L A N e =
Fe [ DR AF T Ok i oAy 58 6 R LB 1) Ji ek 2 AN B B R
SEMRII AT X 22—, A2 F I Y 2R G P AR A i 7
ARFAE B AT UG AR DX, R SCLA/N S22 0 fid] I 214
MR I RE D 58 5, DA AR R AR S
WEFER g, A ah i AT | SET . AR R R
A, WIRARBSAEMRER T 2 po g rad #2, gE MR
AR BEUX ] Pt £ HA AR 4y B TR A SR E B R i,
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(1) BFEEXMAL.  ABFSE AL T ROIR LA O R
T EK E KK H SRR X (47°10'507N, 128°53'20"E),
/N DL U T TR IR B SR AR B, R P B b A,
MEIRTE 280~707 m, Hbafi ik L AR e, A b IX E
KBRS, AR BRR-0.3°C, 4Rk &
676 mm. %X A PEAE B DAL S A iR B
MRASHR, DLLLAA N OUFTD, A AR 0 e it B oA 5 1
Wi(Acer tegmentosum). KWW (Fraxinus mandshuri-
ca). BRM(A. mono). EM(Tilia amurensis)FIZ4H}:
¥ (Ulmus laciniata)2; 1M WFE 242 (Abies neph-
rolepis) . %L }% =¥ (Picea koraiensis) #0185 = #2 (P.
Jjezoensis) &y WE KA A m (Acanthopanax senti-
cosus) . BI¥EF (Corylus mandshurica) . %=1t 1L 4E
(Philadelphus schrenkii) #1655 8 B (Deutzia gladata)
=3

(i) ARERIEA.  ARER AT S5 I8 A R AR LR A%
LN AE 900 4~ 10 m x 10 m BT AYEAE 1, LA S mox
5 m M/NFETT R AEAKE, FERBII A3 3600 A AHAR Y
WS . ARER A EARFIE 7L Ry BB S mx 5 m iy
RIAS Y, SRR 10 m LLE T A AN AR R e 15 TR

INT 30% 8T, DU I AS B A A R ARBR, AR Y T AR
P55 mx5mitHE, BI—PMBEHEIJL AL 5 mx 5 m
H/NEETT LR (D 1).

(iii) #EE.  ARPFFRARICHUK ER YA KRR
P1IX 9 hm? A4 RE 2T A RS A5 W T RE . R3] T
PIX B EL, MUK A B 600 m LA
P REHL P B K 900 D 10 m x 10 m ££J7. 2005 4F 7 H
PLREANRE DT B PE G R s, FERS RS 1.5 m Ab i
SEATTFRETHY 2 m x 2 m BY/NEEDT 900 NP (B T
ARBR S AEARB R T M BC AT 4], T 9 hm® BN X
REMLINGE 15 DNARBRZIHTRE T, GG pRBRZ T RE 7
271 A4, AEMRBRAIT R R 644 A~(K] 2). F 2006
TR A NFE T N Z A Te R4 (H=30 cm,
DBH < I cm), csgf# s BERALR AR, JFHEA e %

300 mEg

T

EYREY)
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AR ML, JFTF 2008, 2010 F1 2012 4E#E1T T 3 IRE
B AR SCHROB R A4S A AR BT A R
LA A, FET W RS L — U A B A O
BAEWA AR B Z .

(iv) WIETEA. N T ER A SR AR ARV
W ZREEAERE R SE A, A3 AT R EAS [R) AR BE N )
& JRy o3 A SIS AR SR, B 10 m x 10 m
IRETT R 4 1~ 5 m x 5 m/INETy, ARSI
TR . e R RUEIR . R A
T ¥ BRI B w4 ol B Bk (337.5°~22.5°,
22.5°~67.5°). KB (67.5°~112.5°, 292.5°~337.5°),
S 2 PHBE(112.5°~157.5°, 247.5°~292.5°) 1 BH 3%
(157.5°~247.5°) 5 59 Y% 7 h<6°, 6°~15°,
16°~25°, > 25°4 4 -5 A4 20 m x
20 m BEJT (R HR R, R Kriging Sfi{E A B 1 A
5 m x 5 m /NEE AR &

(V) Bllhb s, R bR ER LD BT
R (m) FHTHE 2 (r):

m =(In No—In S,)/T, 1)

r=(In N,~In S,)/T. )
A, No AN, 3 BRI 5 m x5 m /ME AR
1R FES ¢ REAE AR ALY B AAREL S, W EE ¢ R A
BHREAS 5 m x5 m /INEETT AP AR /AR EG T2 2 IR
x4 s [i] [ B

T BRI R 5 AR Y DR R 1)
MHEER, ASCES THHPHIEES S mx5m Hh
R AN ) =T TTY AN LS A TS R D& ST
PERY T SCER PR (GLM). 73041 S50 Poisson 43
3, 3 68 eR B (link="1og™) }y 3% ¥ s B, IR
Akaike’s Information Criterion (AIC)E /& 45 11 #5 7l
“PLERE R, AIC {H /MBI PN & LG i
FERHY.

2 g5R5590

2.1 RANFEL BRI L) LR M A 5

2006~2012 471 4 YR A2 rp A0 St 42 Fpah v, H
RIROR 26 B, FER 15 B, AR 1 FP, SRR 20 B 34
J&. Hodh, Y LR 38 480, R 19 R 30
J& 38 Fh(F 1). 2006~2012 4 [A] M AEAE MR B AN HE AR
BN KT 100 ¥k hm > YRR 19 Fh, HECE 2 ik
FE M B AR AAE Y 2 H AR EL R 95%. 2006 Fl 2012 4
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R A Sl e A AR P A T B B R T AR, 2006
1 2012 AEL % e 2 (R R A, S R AR
FEHD B4 BB 20%. 2006~2012 4E AR ASAE )40 1 56
T R AT B R K00 B Bk (Sorbaria sorbifolia),
2006 [AHTHE R FBET- 345351k 28.6%F1 27.5%, 2012
B R FIBET R A 5 A 23.9%F1 25.8%. 2006 Fil
2012 4E N 9 PR (2 BRME . 0 . B2, BT
MR (Aralia elata) . WWHE (Maackia amurensis) . L% =
¥ . Sl ER(Quercus mongolica) . 8742 A LIBEFH
28 (Prunus maackii))TEM R P B 5 3 % BE R FAEPRBR.
fE 2006 1 2012 AFf A, AR A 1 B R
(Sambucus coreana) %) T Y¥IBEH TEMBIN KB, 1M fa
i~ A2 . KEMI(Salix raddeana) 1Lk ZE (Prunus
maackii) 4 B A W EAEAEMRBRAIRE TN, FELLTF Y
A3 AT rp 2 AR BRI R AR B 4h 1 Y ST A,
IEASSCR A3 L BRAE AR P sl 3B AR B A 4 b

2006~2012 4[] JE R B PN 4 1 2% 5 = T AR T
ATERCE, AEMRER G BTG | AR BURAE T 4L
R T ARB N 4 AR (B 3).

BT &y S R I B A, R IR AE 4 4
WA ST A R R, AR SCHESY TR 26 AR R A A
AN AE B ARBIBET- ML 0 sh 2. & 4 23, 2008
AEFERRBR N TS O Z % O 12684 Bk hm™2, X gt
LHIAE 2010 FRYFET- S A 3959 #& hm™, 7E 2012
ERYFETS R RE My 2821 Bk hm2, Zead T 2 ANYE A R
J5i, 2008 LN H HIAFTG RN 46.4%. 2008 AEAEAERRER
T B S TR 17690 BE hm™, X 2L 4 AE
2010 4ERYFET- 2B EE My 4751 B hm™, 7E 2012 4EHY3E
T-% N 3582 #k hm™, &1 2 MEARYE,
2008 4E 41 P U AETE M 52.9%. 2010 4E7EARER N 57 184
B4 B Ry 2860 #F hm™, XELLETE 2012 4E1Y
FET-HE N 933 Mk hm% & T —MEA ARG,
2010 44 AETE %R 67.3%. 2010 AEAEAEFRER 8
HRLNTE BB R 4498 #& hm™%, XELLHETE 2012 4F
MIFET- B S 1137 #F hm™>, Zat 7 — P EEE WG,
2010 “F4 ARG N 74.7%.

2.2 BREDRE A KR

MRBEXT 11 Al ity B B e e (&
2). TEMRBENTZE(Prunus padus). WHE(Betula cos-
tata) . FEMAG . JEHEF AR . BERME . IWBEFIZL R =
BB TS 02 = THEARER, 4= . 2. e



it
F1 FARLRRAR R ER LS B MAER . FE TR R
e A Rl [ 2
- 200?;3 ™A% (ind hz:)l)z - TET (%) R (%)
E 277N S N S | 7N - S N S ¥ /N Y NG MR AN
NeHE B Deutzia gladata 5691 3940 6473 3901 0.108 0.122 0.130 0.120
BT Corylus mandshurica 3207 2451 3310 2403 0.101 0.105 0.107 0.102
Z% Lonicera spp 3006 2335 2757 1887 0.140 0.135 0.126 0.099
FIH N Acanthopanax senticosus 2757 2529 3705 2636 0.105 0.125 0.154 0.132
ARACILHFAE Philadelphus schrenkii 2101 1946 2504 1800 0.107 0.114 0.136 0.101
JaH TLF  Euonymus pauciflorus 2030 1342 3235 1673 0.068 0.069 0.146 0.106
FHREBL Acer tegmentosum 1027 807 1422 798 0.092 0.098 0.146 0.096
AR Acer mono 995 545 1189 652 0.057 0.074 0.087 0.104
ZKALZBEF Ribes mandschuricum 719 710 1130 817 0.133 0.154 0.208 0.177
JK M Fraxinus mandshurica 667 564 806 730 0.127 0.169 0.158 0.212
B¥AMF Sorbaria sorbifolia 462 710 348 642 0.286 0.275 0.239 0.258
LW Talia. amurensis 458 204 383 146 0.154 0.183 0.124 0.127
I T & Syringa reticulata var. mandshurica 407 292 833 340 0.053 0.059 0.172 0.085
W Acer. ukurunduense 403 321 446 350 0.075 0.111 0.092 0.125
B ARZIEE Viburnum burejaeticum 320 78 379 78 0.091 0.078 0.119 0.078
W25k 34 Spiraea salicifolia L. 292 195 450 214 0.145 0.100 0.217 0.116
ZUHKT Ulmus laciniata 273 486 182 331 0.133 0.161 0.066 0.097
¥ k2 Abies nephrolepis 233 272 332 360 0.015 0.040 0.074 0.087
ZIH#) Pinus koraiensis 213 126 162 117 0.082 0.081 0.036 0.068
KM-/NBE Berberis poiretii 209 126 257 78 0.132 0.312 0.166 0.231
FMi Ulmus japonica 134 185 103 78 0.136 0.166 0.092 0.022
WM Talia mandshurica 99 88 87 58 0.190 0.366 0.169 0.299
WAZ= Prunus padus 91 88 103 117 0.108 0.183 0.129 0.231
T A Aralia elata 71 88 59 78 0.183 0.251 0.153 0.231
HIFCR Rosa acicularis 67 49 79 49 0.088 0.153 0.116 0.153
WHE Betula costata 63 39 24 29 0.163 0.231 0.000 0.183
XM 5JEE  Viburnum sargenti 55 49 67 19 0.324 0.268 0.357 0.116
FH¥E Betula platyphylla 39 0 24 0 0.116 - 0.030 -
B Sorbus pohuashanensis 36 10 4 19 0.366 0.000 0.000 0.116
WWHE Maackia amurensis 28 117 32 107 0.141 0.090 0.163 0.075
TR Actinidia kolomikta 24 58 340 321 0.299 0.299 0.742 0.583
FEEREE R Sambucus coreana 12 0 8 0 0.068 - 0.000 -
L =k Picea koraiensis 12 58 16 78 0.068 0.030 0.116 0.078
W4 Populus davidiana 8 10 4 0 - - - -
FTikk Quercus mongolica 8 10 16 19 0.116 - 0.231 -
WA Salix spp 4 0 4 0 0.000 - 0.000 -
BIBEK Juglans mandshurica 4 10 4 0 0.000 - 0.000 -
FHIFf Unidentified species 4 10 194 117 - - - -
i A2 Picea jezoensis 0 10 19 - 0.000 - 0.116
TBET Schisandra chinensis 0 0 10 - - - -
WIEkFEZE Prunus maackii 0 10 0 0 - - - -
LR Alnus sibirica 0 0 71 10 - - - -
KEMI Salix raddeana 0 0 0 10 -
Mt Total 26228 20866 31544 21089  0.106 0.120 0.137 0.122
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B3 2006, 2008, 2010 11 2012 4 2 & FEARBR A JE AR B B9 H AR F BT T
BRI T 9154 2 mx 2 m DI REDT

08NGN

| 08GN

08-10GD
08-12GD

B 4

TR . BERAME AL AR LN B AYPE T 8 2 s TR
B, MRERXTEAZ . BWI(U. japonica). LK =K. 1t
Wk(Sorbus pohuashanensis)FILIFL &) 7 () i R K B
fEHEVER]. 2008 AEHTHEIFTE LUG WA h I T iy 4l
A 3LRR, Horb s Fh gl B AEARBR N B 2 m T ARRRE
2010 T HE7E 2012 4E A2 T T A 4y v AT K i
TEARBR P 2 2% 5 THEARB.

2.3 4B S DT i

WEFEXI G 31 AP EA 78 2 R E0mT DLt
e oy, S 3 FhEFTERAR . 15 A ek R A
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ARERSGEHEN RIS
GN, FRERNFS; GD, ARERNAET; NGN, JEFRBRHHS; NGD, JEFRBRIET:

13 FPEAR(F 3). & mtRERh rh R A2 G B B 57 1
e v T TR RRURITBE 32 BRI G, 5 P 35 s L AR R )
IERASE; MM TG SR ARG, S8 EH
3K L1 AZ AT S A IR

15 FhEBFIT, A5 AR R ST
Y7 M e W v AR A A O, T AEAE B (Acer ukurunduense)
T R A 5 1 147 e s D TR A A OG5 H Al R o A
41 B 5 S 28 M e U T RS A G L B 2 R Rl G 4
TR S A R A G, R AR R K Y 4 R
LS S5 B R 56 A A e o S 448 14 i R A
AR, 5 b R 4 B 1 S5 0 A oG, FEA
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F2 EHRBRKBRSEHREERK. BT, FRREHDE

Yy M ME 2006~2012 4F 1 3 A2 KB (em) ST B 2008~2012 2010~2012
BT S. reticulata [N 0.030+0.005 237+37.9 656+86.6"" 113£25.1 31x17.3
var. mandshurica HRB 0.028+0.009 203+77.4 249+83.9 92+44.9 55+31.8
RALEET JEABR 0.037+0.006" 846x101.3 1250+153.7 392+64.2 66+17.6"
R. mandschuricum PN 0.025+0.007 867+192.0 969+203.8 434+120.8 28+20.6
Bz e[ 0.007+0.004 93+27.8" 105+36.8" 50+20.17" -
P. padus M 0.006+0.004 185+74.2 212+110.5 129+62.2 -
i ik 0.005+0.002" 89+32.1 58+19.3 16£9.5 -
U. japonica B 0.014+0.008 148+54.7 46+27.6 37+26.0 -
Sl JE MR 0.122+0.012 2516+184.8 3447£237.9""  1165+98.2 171+87.7
A. senticosus AN 0.097+0.014 2426+314.2 2528+297.6 1079£162.9 166+87.1
ARAG LT e[ 0.099+0.009" 1584+125.5 1980+148.1" - 194+100.6
P. schrenkii AN 0.075+0.012 1541£219.9 1402+218.1 - 92+50.3
e JEABR 0.008+0.005 54+26.8 16+9.5" 16+9.5 -
B. costata ARBE 0.005+0.005 65+27.5 55+25.9 37£22.5 -
H AR ARk [N 0.000+0.000 23+9.5" 334%51.0 - -
A. kolomikta NG 0.000£0.000 46£20.5 295+87.8 - -
e B e[ 0.190+0.014" 4600+251.7 5369+286.7""  1677+128.5""  497+251.2
D. gladata N 0.117%0.015 3007+295.4 2970£291.0 978+127.6 185£99.8
AN &y [N 0.000£0.000""" 8+5.5 12+6.7" 4+3.9 -
P. koraiensis HRB 0.0060.003 18+12.0 37+18.4 9+9.2 -
EA /N JE MR 0.005+0.001 101272 50+14.9 19+8.7 -
P. koraiensis PN 0.004+0.003 74£31.7 65+24.1 18+12.0 -
TERE B E[FINI 0.051+0.009 241£39.6 283+47.1 82+21.4 31%19.7
A. ukurunduense PN 0.036+0.013 212+51.5 240+67.6 55£22.4 18+13.0
LMk JEABR 0.000+0.000"" 43£19.4 12+8.7 12+8.7 -
S. pohuashanensis B 0.004+0.004 18+13.0 28+20.6 18+13.0 -
XA 4 3 B[N 0.002+0.001 82+31.6 93+33.2" - 8+5.5
V. sargenti PN 0.002+0.002 46+27.6 18+13.0 - 18+13.0
AR e[ 0.004+0.002 97+38.1 85+37.9 19+10.3 -
T. mandshurica PN 0.004+0.004 120+103.1 92+66.4 46+46.1 -
7’1 [N 0.016+0.003™" 47£15.4 144+35.0 23+9.5 8+5.5
A. nephrolepis HRB 0.031+0.012 74£34.3 157£36.9 9+9.2 18+13.0
ELY i JEABR 0.020+0.005 221+35.0"™" 132+27.5"" 74+19™ -
U. laciniata AN 0.028+0.009 415+96.7 268+65.3 129+33.7 -
s ki e[ 0.092+0.008""" 1755£134.7""  2939+202.6™" 986+90.3""" 194+100.1
E. pauciflorus N 0.058+0.011 904+144.5 1218+194.7 387+74.8 166+89.0
Mt 25 £k 4 [N 0.007£0.002 474+92.3™" 629+128.6"" 2724622 70+38.0
S. salicifolia L. N 0.0060.003 203+83.8 221+78.4 83+32.9 74%52.1
e A A JEABR 0.015+0.007 97+30.6™" 85+23.7°" 50+18.5"" -
A. elata NG 0.007+0.006 203+65.5 194+67.5 138+55.6 -
EBHET E[F NI 0.138+0.013"" 2275+231.3 2376+221.9 741£101.2 194+100.0
C. mandshurica N 0.096+0.017 1928+412.1 1882+387.1 720210.3 240+127.6
BB AR 4596 3% Ak 0.013+0.004™ 229+54.1°" 287+70.3""" 85+30.9" 23+13.4
V. burejaeticum ARBE 0.002+0.002 74£36.7 74£34.3 28+15.9 37£26.0
HoAlh B[N 0.0060.003 105+39.2 474+80.8"" 167+47.0” 248+126.7
Others AN 0.001+0.001 46+27.6 240+59.5 65+30.4 50+14.9
H B E[FINI 0.061+0.009" 893+117.47  1281x139.5™"  423+68.7" 65+24.1
A. tegmentosum PN 0.041+0.011 590+138.0 581+127.5 231+89.9 37£26.0
B4 JEABR 0.106=0.012" 2450+166.3" 2205+166.2"" 660+63.7"" 217+111.2
Lonicera spp FN 0.073+0.011 1771223.7 1347+169.3 406+86.1 277+146.3
K /NBE R 0.010+0.003" 190+37.5 237+41.07 74%22.1 -
B. poiretii N 0.001=0.001 166+57.6 120+55.7 65+40.1 -
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M 7 b &

20145 8H ¥ 59% HF24H

B2
Yyl MM 2006~2012 A K B (cm) e i 2008~2012 2010~2012
I BCR JEFRB 0.003+0.001 43+17.72 54%21.2 8+5.5 -
R.acicularis FN 0.001+0.001 46+27.6 46+30.5 18+13.0 -
g [N 0.001x0.000™ 19+8.7"" 23+11.0" 4£3.9 -
M. amurensis AN 0.004+0.004 65+35.6 55+34.4 18+18. -
K i e 0.030+0.006" 555+72.8 691£92.7 179+28.0 54%29.5"
F. mandshurica N 0.019+0.006 563+121.7 720+161.0 148+49.8 148+81.1
£, A B [N 0.074£0.009""" 477+58.9” 668+79.1"" 159+27.0 109+57.5
A. mono NG 0.040+0.008 304+72.2 406+79.7 120+39.6 92+50.3
B M [N 0.009+0.003 551+94.6"™"  435+73.4™ 120+26.2°" -
S. sorbifolia N 0.011+0.004 895+159.1 839+160.2 314+69.0 -
EYit e 0.023+0.005" 346£52.2"  272+46.4™ 62£16.3 -
T. amurensis NG 0.008+0.004 166+54.5 111+33.9 37+18.4 -
a) PIYELARMEIRZE, A Bk hm™ *, 0.01<P<0.05; **, 0.005 <P<0.01; *** P<0.005
£33 EFSsmxSmBEFEUDMGENFTRSEDRET . ERE TR CRERR 2
W YT A BT i
M E WA PR iR Y B 1) L ZA
M T. amurensis + + _ _
BRI T S. reticulate var. mandshurica + — — _ _
ZAGILHEAE P. schrenkii _ + _
W2 P. padus + - - -
M U. japonica
FIFSN A. enticosus - + - _
HILZEE T R. Mandschuricum _ _ _
WAHE B. costata _ _ i
MW B D. gladata - - + _ _
T ERRBERE A, kolomikta _
EREBR A, ukurunduense - + + _ +
YL =K P. koraiensis
AEMk S. pohuashanensis +
ZLKS P. koraiensis +
WY 2K V. sargenti + - _ + _
WM T. mandshurica _ _ _
12 A. nephrolepis + + _ +
A A. elata + +
Wi 452635 S, salicifolia L. + _ + _ _ _
MMy U. laciniata + ~ .
FIFIM A.enticosus + + B _
LT C. mandshurica + — _ _
BE KR53 V. Burejaeticum _ _ _
HHEBR A. tegmentosum + B
HAth Others + + _
2.4 Lonicera spp _
BIFEHR R. acicularis
IR M. amurensis + _ +
AW A. mono + _ _ _ _
Knt/NBE B. poiretii + _
KM F. mandshurica - — + _
B S. sorbifolia — _ +

a) +, IEAE; -, BUMSC. T IS EUTE a = 0.05 f/K T T A
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Influence of forest gaps on seedling establishment
in a mixed broadleaved-Korean pine (Pinus koraiensis)
forest in Xiao Hinggan Mountains

LIU YanYan', JIN GuangZe1 & LI FengRi2

! Center for Ecological Research, Northeast Forestry University, Harbin 150040, China;
% Science and Technology Institute, Northeast Forestry University, Harbin 150040, China

The effects of disturbance and the resulting canopy gaps in mixed broadleaved species-Korean pine forest serve as an important driver
in the maintenance and development of stand structure. However, most research has centered on changes related to the early and late
establishment of seedlings in gaps, while ignoring the effects of gaps on seedlings that emerged and then died during this period. A
total of 915 quadrats (2 m x 2 m) were established to monitor the survival of perennial seedlings (H =30 cm, DBH < 1 cm) in a 9-hm?
plot located in a typical mixed broadleaved-Korean pine forest in the Xiao Hinggan Mountains, China. All seedlings in the quadrats
were tagged, measured, and identified to species. Then, the dynamics of seedling recruitment, growth rates and mortality were
analyzed based on censuses in 2006, 2008, 2010 and 2012, so the process of seedling establishment in gaps and shaded understory
could be discussed. We found 42 seedlings species in the plots. Gaps significantly promoted the establishment of seedlings of 11
species. The density of regeneration of Prunus padus, Betula costata, Ulmus laciniata, Aralia elata, Sorbaria sorbifolia, Maackia
amurensis and Picea koraiensis seedlings increased significantly in canopy gaps compared with individuals growing in shaded
understory. Meanwhile P. padus, U. laciniata, A. elata, S. sorbifolia and M. amurensis seedlings showed higher mortality in canopy
gaps than in shaded understory. Gaps also significantly promoted the growth of Abies nephrolepis, U. japonica, P. koraiensis, Sorbus
pohuashanensis and M. amurensis seedlings. There were 31 seedlings species emerged in 2008, some of which would later die in 2010
or 2012, the density of these five species changed drastically in gaps during the study. Fraxinus mandshurica was one of the species
that emerged as seedlings in 2010, then died in 2012 and was the only species whose population changed drastically in gaps.
Topography, biotic factors and canopy gaps had a combined effect on the establishment of seedlings in mixed broadleaved-Korean
pine forest.

mixed broadleaved-Korean pine forest, forest gap, seedling establishment, regeneration dynamics
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