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Abstract;: Near-nature forest management is regarded as the possible alternative to optimize stand structure

and hence to realize the multiple forest functions. We transformed the pure Pinus massoniana plantations

into near-nature forests with four silvicultural treatments varying with the underplanted tree species. The

transformation effects in terms of stand minlings and spatial distribution pattern were analyzed. The result

indicated that the stand mingling of transformed stands were significantly improved and the spatial distri-

bution had shifted from even distribution to random or clustered distribution. We concluded that near-na-

ture transformation which optimized the stand structure could provide the basic precondition to realize the

multiple forest functions.
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