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Abstract: The regeneration trait of logging ggps in relation to sizes and ages in secondary broad-leaved forest which
was predaminated by Tilia anurensis, Acermono and Quercusmongolica in Changbai Mountain was studied The re-
sarch result showed that there were 42 8% (canopy gepsarea<20m’),23 8% (20 40m’),33 4% (40 60 m’)
in the proportion of ggp size 38 1% of gaps shgpewere otundity and 61 9% were oval 38 5% of the oval ggps lay
in N-S direction, 46 2% inW -E direction and 15 3% inN-E to SW direction These ggswere usually fomed after
3 4 trees logged which weremainly composed of Tilia amurensis, Quercusmongolica andM aackia anurensis The re-
generation layer was daminated by the shrub in non-ggp stands but arbor in the ggps Moreover, the dominancewould
riewith increasing sizesand agesof ggps The Peciesdiversity and density were obviously more in ggp's than in non-
gap stands The gynthesis diversity had a tendency © decline with increasing sizes and agesof ggps The daminance
pecieswere different in ggpsof different sizes but were mainly canposed of intlerant gecies
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