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Abstract :In this paper, gap characteristics of middle-aged Pinus armandii community are analyzed prelimi-
narily. The results are as follows: (1)The gap area of P. armandii community is between 25~160 m?; ar-
tiffcial cutting ,which occupied 63. 5% ,is a familiar gap methods; The root diameter of gap maker is be-
tween 10~20 cm ,which occupied 50% of the tatal. (2) There are more seedings in the gap than under the
forest ,so the gap generation is better than that of under the forest.
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12~20 m Z [6], FBE# T 4 1A, A (Pinus
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Table 1 Brief natural condition of investigated area

HES HK ¥R /m W WE/, BE JERR REY BE
1~3 ®H 1070 NW20 30 KM 2 1 1]
4~6 %M 1 300 NW35 10 KR 3 5 b

7 ®H 1330 WS5 35 R 3 5 bl
8~12 =P8 1150 N 10 ANTITAH 2 4 Fig

12~17 BE 1350 NW30 20 KR 3 2 g

17~22 TR 1920 WS35 40 R 6 3 i

22~24 Fhk 1950 WS5 5 RERM 5 2 g

PRET R KN B B EAFE, RUK R T Ak
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m?®, TR ARE AT R/ DT R, #
HEAR 25~160 m?, HA 30~50 m? & 12%,50
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Table 2 Gap chacracteristics of Pinus armandit community
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Table 3 A comparison of young seedling number between

gap and under forest
#*  E#/a 1~2  2~5 5~10 10~15 @it
T8 /H% - hm=2 756 589 12 193 1550
W F#/a 1~2  2~5 5~10 10~15 it
BYEE/ bk - hm=2 772 570 460 386 2188
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Table 4 Number of young seedling of different
heights in forest gap
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