201743 A ﬁil& HLT& %ffﬁ 5548 % 55 3

doi:10.6041/j. issn. 1000-1298.2017. 03. 025

T LiDAR B3l #is )02 2 BR AR B X 40 4% BB i s A 40 A

x| ®E oW X o4 RILF

(P Al BB R 2 LA B, (< ) 410004)

FE : DLW g I R A AR O X 5, R 2 i AR AL 3500k B 35 (Light detection and ranging, LIDAR ) 1 8T 4 i8] £
B X AR S A AT W, 3T LU AR T X A 8 B o A R s AR AR S e . 25 R R B AR MR B
X I % BE 43 A7 HR A S 35 W, G AR Al A S A A /NPT A G X RO B s X, E R B %
K (647 kk/hm® ) it 5 B b Sl B 35 B 42 P e MR OSB8I, 76 R S8 BRBT FP % 3 B K (941 BR/hm®) o ARE R/ KT &)
AR 1 A2 AR 3 R R, O AR R R B AR A 4 R S i A R R g R e SRR B e R R AR K R A R (69,3 em/a
57.7 em/a) , B IEHEFR G REAE rp o IR AR i A Kt B R R T LA B TR A R S0 AR B R A K A A 2
SRR LIRS BT I AR /N R AR HE SRR AR K e R B R A R R A AR AR R [ AR A
ERGEM NAIW S KA BT 50 ~ 150 m® B 4058 A I 1E MU ARG VR AR M B U TR

KB WA BOBES; I BE; WEAK

HE4S %S, S718.5; TN9SS X EKARIRED: A T E A4S 1000-1298 (2017)03-0198-07

Effect of Canopy Gap on Subtropical Secondary Forest
Sapling Regeneration Based on LiDAR

LIU Feng TAN Chang WANG Hong LONG Jiangping
(College of Science, Central South University of Forestry and Technology, Changsha 410004, China)

Abstract. Canopy gaps are small-scale openings in forest canopies which offer suitable micro-climatic
conditions for tree regeneration. The subtropical secondary forest in Hunan Province was focused, and
multi-temporal light detection and ranging ( LiDAR) and survey data were adopted to analyze effects of
different canopy gaps on sapling density and height growth. The results showed that both size of gap and
position within gap significantly affected sapling density distribution. Shade intolerant sapling was mainly
distributed in central zones of small-sized gap and transition zones of large-sized gap, in which the density
got the maximum (647 trees/hm”). Shade tolerant sapling was usually appeared in edge zones of gaps,
and the maximum density (941 trees/hm’) was occurred in medium-sized gap. The size of gap
significantly affected sapling height growth, shade intolerant and shade tolerant sapling had the greatest
growth rate of 69.3 c¢cm/a and 57.7 cm/a in large-sized and medium-sized gaps, respectively. Height
growth of shade intolerant sapling in central zones was significantly higher than those in other zones, while
shade tolerant sapling height growth was irrespective of their position within the gap. Results of mixed
linear model suggested that size of gap had the main effect on sapling height growth, which exhibited
aggregation among different levels of gaps. The higher density and more rapid height growth rate were got
in the gap with size of 50 ~ 150 m®, which could be the optimal gap size for facilitating community
succession of subtropical secondary forest.
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BT WATT 08 bk 7 43 24 5tk J22 Ak 7 ( Canopy
gap) MY JE M7 (Expanded gap) P2, A% 3CHT 45 bR
SR RO SN P N o DO N 54 I ) R P
IS P BF 9, PR B R AR O bk BT R B8 R R
PE T BT A 2 R S MR g 2
B OMRE RS R LB Ay T R
e

e N T i 7 VAL AEAE H RS b BB A5 15 21 f 1fE
NG RIS RN N EPSWY RT3 N DN
T390 71, HLKs 98 A 25 3R S 2 SO0 I AR I A
] FE. ot 7 ik ( Light detection and ranging,
LiDAR ) 3 Fift 56 37 14 32 J2 B AR 76 AR bRAE 25 2 48 1R
R 1025 77 T O A 8 i s 1 RE bR BT T
P K 5 Jy T F 5 ) AE X S o 4% LiDAR R
IO P 1) IV R U AR BRCRE 7 VR O THT, N g R R R 4
RS I 0 A 252 )L, A A A PR R LS R
AR S T T 5 0 1L T T R A AR RO BE SRS
S, R Z A LiDAR FEF &b 18 A £ 408 X5 A 6] b
Hh Ay A 28 R VRS g AR A R AT LI N LG A B, R
PR 52 552 516 4% b R A AR A &0y A% 5B 1) bk 7 A
T B EARF YA AR ST A0 2 R AL AR

1 HRREHARFTIE

1.1 #HRE#HR

WFFE AL T 151 1 48 2 1 [l AR bR el (26°25" ~
27°00'N . 110°22" ~ 113°3'E) , #s 4b F5 AP B X, 1§
PR ZAE 550 ~ 850 m Z i), T FR 1, R ALK
HE T AR H A SR T P52 i, A= ¢ i i bk R 23
e R R AR A bR . I BRI AR O AL
S 1L M SRR B AR, DX O R B K SR AR
P 16°C, AE K 72 1400 mm 1y _F AR X
MR K, TERE LY 250 d, T AR IR A AR TR AR 2 LA
L Fr ( Pinus massoniana ) i L %, 75 A £ K
Jik R
acutissima) \Afaf ( Schima superba) EH A ( Castanopsis
eyrei) i #E OK )2 F WA M ¥k ( Viburnum
fordiae) 11155 ( Camellia japonica) B ;T ( Lespedeza
bicolor) %% ; i A EHAH ¥R ( Pteridium aquilinum ) F
T3 ( Dicranopteris dichotoma ) %%, 78 0¥ S BB #y F1
T2 AR ZE Ry B G, v A s B A8 A7 L SRR AR 40 il At
S5 A A TS RS Aol
L2 {IGHE

LiDAR ¥4 K Bt 18] 43 1] /& 2006 4£ 9 J 43 A0
2011 4F 6 Ay (3R 1), R R BOLH AL & 28 — (3] P
B e B ) AR B AR | e BE A L5 B2 (H %5 (5 2L . LiDAR
HooBAEHR T LAS 4% X, 2 r A UTM, &%

( Cunninghamia lanceolata ) . (' Quercus

WhER 5 WGS84 . b FR# 4y Terrasolid

% 1 LiDAR ¥R iR
Tab.1 Specifications of two LiDAR instruments

used for data acquisition

EYEI TR U 2006 4¢ 2011 4%

LiDAR &% ALTM2050 LMS — Q560
KA /m 1 000 800
AU )/ mrad 0.3 0.5
HiME/ () 15 22.5

Jok 451 %/ kHz 50 200
HEFER N/ em 25 50
ST/ m ) 1~3 4-~6

WSO IX PN AR PR 5 15 3 0 T AT ] A A B AR
I B S LR AT [ 400 BB A0 ) A 9 A ORGSR B
P 20 m £ 100 ~ 400 m 55 1 8 A5 R b, AR R b
WNICE 10 m x 10 m #£75 . 5R 55 A1 16 151 73 9E 8 )
SRR A KN, o B AT AR RS R DGPS
o QU Nl AR WA= W& NN ol VA N VA=
A1 45 2K 00 5 8 0 S CHD) o S TR T
W RLFIAE B 00, 8 1 m < H<5 m XI5 N 2h B, 78 i
JEGEVT 0 A X R A 49 B0 4% 1 B R B T, S B R
FEREARG PR B 312 BRI, L AR B LR R A
Tiif T8 A5 T &l A5 43 ) Sk 102 (139 #k AR T gh B 71
1.3 #MRFAE
1.3.1 LiDAR %4 i 4b 38

SRy U/ AN T LA ] R RE H 30 0 v AR AR R i A% %
22, R L B8 X 22 KR T ¥, 4 AR OE 2006
2011 4F LiDAR 3 A B , ol 45 SUY A0t () S 2 oo o 22
fHAE -2 ~2 em Z[A], FH] Terrasolid {4 73 Jj1] X
2 1 LiDAR B4 #7218 5 5 o O TC o, R OE K
FAE BRI IE LA B 0.5 m 253 B3
() QuickBird 42 (1, i BUE GEAR o

TEMRHEIE BN, e 4658 2 1Y 5 2 B D L N 4 Bl
WA R LR i 6 J2 5 B #E R ( Canopy height
model , CHM ) i) A3 25 £ A A & 1o >R T B 3 B TIN
AR TR 3 3 7 s (2 I 3k g ek kR ) T f I A
LiDAR 52 43 K 35 il = AU Bl R =, 1) A i
yi HLA% 3% ((Ordinary Kriging, OK) 1 iz B 4 A% B i%
(Inverse distance weighted , IDW ) E47 /25 %5 & N 4 4k
0.5 m 43 BF K0 80 # 1 AR &Y ( Digital surface
model, DSM) 5 % 7 &) F2 45 5 ( Digital height model ,
DEM), DSM 5 DEM (A2 {5 B CHM,
1.3.2 4l

H5E, R CHM 35 E& AL AN QuickBird 52
BN SS & T 20, LR T 51 5% 1 E AT AR LU
DFE CHM )it () Z J0 8 1 FATE 4 ~ 1000 m* 2Z ],
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QN IEH I SRR EZEAESm UL, @
WIE AN WX 10 m DLy R . e CHM _E AR s
VUSCESUBI A NN N R NIRRT =S =0 R B 2N
g1
HWR,E CHM |2k F A 30 4 il 43 7K 0 B3 3k F
1 A% B AR 1, MR 45 i Py P A e W E A, o B
7R 6 18 % (293 m) WIRJE 4 BUZ AT Js i Al K
(B SR IR T2 TR A M ARIC . X T AR ET Y
A FIRST AR ZS 1 B A, % 05 2% 1 U RIOR A
Xt 5k 2 B A R R MR L & g R
ST G0 5 2 o B AR 7 I
[, R eCognition 34 78 38 I8¢ 15 L E 47 506 #
Fofr TR B A% 43 2, I 30 S G 25 () 7 o R 9
SOV X DA S, AR S LA S B T A S A 5 IE
LiDAR S0 4 B 437 B, 560 UE 4% 14 2 S o7 8 5 B R
LiDAR 5 = 3 B A5 o0 8 2 () ) B4 BE B /N T
I m,
L.3.3 ZfkeEd Kk
FE A R P, b T A AT RE A AR Bk 55 R
RS AR 98 I T A5 2 ROV I X G2 N — 3, Wi 5 L 2006
4 LiDAR U1 09 4l B g BEfilh, 55 2011 48X i 1Y
FRGEATI S 22 (i 5, Bl 5 a N4 BB 5
2o N - Tl o = e i 7 NI - A R 1
LiDAR /5 2 Al B /b, [ i fy F 9% 76 2h i 5 J2 100356
() LIDAR si = 8¢/, #5 0 CHM | 38 BUAR =y ml ML
LiDAR #5 2 F 82 71 55 4 A o #1023 3 8™ 2 i 1K
520 o B R A A DR L R — T T 4
2 W] LiDAR (4% , s s 6 i = % % iR S b R m AR
W B 5 95— 7 TH i 2 3 o M0k 21 10 JEL B X 4l B 1
LiDAR mi = #% i B H,. 77, % H B 4 47 {8
Ho. vereens 5 AN SR 25 H O3 57 0] 05 7
Hyy =y H i peeenos + B (1)
Hys = o6 H a6 percens + Bos (2)
X H, H,,—2011 2006 4E 4 &
Heoii pereenss—2011 SR 2R 5 B b DU 2337 {H
H.,. o6 percenas——2006 44 =5 BE | DU 4340
0y Qo By Boe— AL R AL
e TR R AR G B AE 2006—2011 4F ] 44 =5 B R A K
iw Hy —Hyo
1.3.4 FEseit 5504
ZEATHT N BRIE F 10 RRE 3 bR BT 4 A oF bR
RN R 4 AR R T (5 ~50 m?) & Ak
# 11 (50 ~150 m*) B KA E M (150 ~300 m*) kK
MBIV (300 ~500 m”) . BRET AL E S R 3 A K-
R 0 X (A) G X (B) A2 X (C)
K FH SPSS B 4T B4R e v, B R Oy 22 43 #r

(Two-way ANOVA ) i 56 A 7 R/ F 37 B J HE A2 1.
VE TR 2% 585 B2 A AR 2R RS20 o 4 XU 3R
ACHAE L, WX B D] 2R 9 AT 1R B 322800 (Simple
main effects) 43 87 ; 45 3¢ TAE FIAS W 25, 0] 2647 B4 K]
E 2L & (Least significant difference, LSD) 43
B, R 36 A ) AP DR3P DT 2l g B ) 22 e W 3
o

H T AR A [, PR P &l R A AR 0 B A 58
AT, R AR G AR (Linear mixed model ) %5
TEA [ P 78 v 4 g A g A I 78 Al i SR AR A, 2 A 2y
Brdk s /N AL B A R 2 L K 2006 4
AR A RS a N4l R BUR AR KB e Y
SRR EE . RVEIR GBS IR AR B 5 R Y
A8 2H R TR R B O B R R R AT AR o IR
St

2 HRE5SMW

2.1 #HES5%# LiDAR 3Ll

X3 Py 2011 ,2006 4F M % B 47 5l o 12,76,
12,13 A~/hm’ (38 2) MR KN B 5 AR, #6652
FeBO A (B 1a) BIE 5504 97.5 m” Fil 86.2 m”, 4P
LA/INARE Ay 32, Foef /N F 150 m (i AR 7 A4S 502 o
HH) 64% o 2011 MR IX O JZ B R E A ) B R
Pa 733 73 531 B 2006 AR MG T 29 6% (9% Fl 12%
(P 1b) Sy 1 F A2 A4l B e B2 B 13 O

2 2006 F£F02011 EHRBFEBEST

Tab.2 Descriptive statistics for canopy gaps
in 2006 and 2011

LR 24 2006 4 2011 4
MRE A% 2184 2296
BT T B/ m? 215103.6 238 864.3
MREEBEBE/ (4 +hm ) 12.13 12.76
S B 55 2 B/ m 10.6 11.2
e/ INE 2 1R B /m 1.3 1.4
KR EE/m 24.5 25.3
- 249 bk 7 T AL/ m® 97.5 86.2
e /bR 7 TR AR/ m® 5.0 4.1
o RO TR/ m? 1003. 4 892.2

PUSEF AR 45 O FE il 35 0F LiDAR SR PR
AR T LA AR U R O 81.7% (£ 3) , I " T
AR U2, HLARET 9 A0 U0 28 08 T bR B 0 4 i R
AR MR S R LiDAR Ak 25 21 15 B 51 9 £
SRR VERIDG, R332 0. 84 (177 il % RMSE
7 1.19m)H10.86( RMSE 4 1. 17 m) o il 5 #4 F i
A BE RO RT 5 G F , BR T P9 10 o 40 T
R RF W DERMT

AR R/ X A ) W b ) 0 B 4 E A L 35 R TR
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Tab.3 Single tree recognition and tree height estimation by using LiDAR

LiDAR B AH 51

2006 43 i A K5 2 2011 4R g A RS 2

L 4 8
S/ A P/ Bk P2/ % R? RMSE/m R? RMSE/m
N M N 57 50 87.7 0.83 1.19 0.83 1. 11
G o
Mt h % 45 33 73.3 0.81 1.28 0. 82 1.23
A M 49 43 87.8 0.89 0.98 0.88 0.99
ifi g
Tk VINGEUE 90 71 78.9 0.82 1.12 0.84 1.07
{ Vv EA:| 241 197 81.7 0.84 1.19 0. 86 1.17
JE¥iN
HF 71 46 64.8 0. 69 1.49 0. 69 1.49

(£ 4. 2a, o VERRMT, TR, #RE N LR
W R T (MR p =0. 041, i 13 44 oft
p=0.046, 8 2a) o Tif B4 B ) 5 B2 G IR K T B
WA (p <0.05, 18] 2a) o Bl AR 1AL 3 0, 5 A
TR PAY A R o 4y B 50 o I, A KM T
B K (647 £33 ) #k/hm” ) 5 T B9 % il 4Jy 485 2 182 000 76
AR RRET PR R (941 £42) HR/hm®) o R TR B Fi
LA AR RO R AR A B R
R4 HRENARRMLGHEEMKSERKZMH
WEEFESH
Tab.4 p-values from two-way ANOVA model analysis

for saplings density, height by species class of saplings

LA IRg A Lo W pH RiE R p (E
S NAN 0.032" 0. 008 *

BOGRIFR AR A B 0.028 " 0.017*
RN x BN ALE 0,038 ¢ 0.035"
St NAN 0.039 " 0. 041"

[ENER S R AR 0.212 0.596
MBS x BB NALE 0.043 " 0. 105

T WX p <0.05 KK, FIH.

AR PN A7 B X B 6 B bl 4y B A R R
X TS B of ) 5 W DU 2 (4 B 2b) o fE T
I AR o B Bl 2 B v FE AR PO X FE T IV
AR HR Ik 5 DRI 5 DX A G0 DR W 384 o i 1
b AR TR AR P % X, ORI X T AL
DX A 2 BEAR /DN, i LR P 7 1 AR A 39 R ke T

2.2 HEX LR EI

AR R/ INFISL A2 SCAE WS AS [) A% ol 0§ ) 22
JEHRA B (£ 4) o 8B ERORIE RS, =
SR R A T VI IVARET A R AL B AP 7E B
25 (p=0.033.p=0.006.p=0.039), FEEJIE
ANPRTE 1 PR DB AR A 3 I IX o T 19 8 o 25
FE LTIV AR 09 AN R AL & A7 A 3% 22 5% (p =
0.030.p=0.027.p=0.041) ,;HZ X E & FH L0
XA P X, 7E T ARE X i 22 5 AW R (& 3a)
2.3 MEX DR EERKBF M

ARET RIS AN [R] B Fob 4y B 78 2006—2011 45 [i]
)RR AR R B R (3R 4) , AR &) B
AR R T AR (BEOER A p = 0. 018, iiif B
WP p =0.026) , 35 G B 1< B 247 T 1 15 % Ao
(p=0.003, & 4a) . BEH HRE HAIE I, 56 R
B A K W om, 7 IV A B &R
((346.52 +43.24) cm) ,SEHEEH K 69.3 cm, I
BRF I I MAE(p =0.011,p =0.020,p =
0.022) ; T B A% A 22 BB g AR 4 it 2 gk, 78 I
MR Bk ((288.56 £36.38) em) , EH4 FRAEE K
57.7em, 5 1 I IVARE 22 55 2 35 o A5 i B AT
(p=0.034 p=0.048 .p=0.041) ,

MR AL X B DGR R A K R R
W], XF TS A8 Aol 14552 I 20 5 (3R 3) , B O A AE
AR rh O DX AR g 2F A B B W T 3 O DX 3 % X
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(p=0.025 p=0.032) , fiif B 44 Fft 1 o A 4 £
O X G X 2R AW (K 4b) .

AR /N AT 5 58 A P X 4l A iy 2 4 5
WA (K 4) o LSD 730 #r T, B OL A v g A=

1200
O =R
it AR
900

600

3004

SR JE /(B - hm )

0-

K DREmAFMCEFEREZER(p =
0.028) , H.t DX 4y A g A I BT AR O LA A
FE 1T VI IV AR v a2 S AN WD T 1 A i A g
AR B AR AN R A2 R 22 S AT (8] 3b) .

0 X mEEX B %X

10—7 7

N

SHNE===\

R B 5/ %
= IN
=N
=T

=
]

=TI

§=-III
= =

2 2006 4EBRE A 4B 2 B 0 A

Fig.2 Saplings density distributions in 2006
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Fig.4 Saplings cumulative height growth between 2006 and 2011

LR S BB 7 B bR 25 R X 4 S a
MR m AR, LLAIC #E U (Akaike” s
information criterion ) 5 /ME X} B 45 Y Sk & PRAG B4 AY
BRI [ 5 RN TR FIAG 30 45 2R s (K 5) 0
PRI A% 4 W Y i A 1A L TR W) AR T R S AR
KN 2006 A iy ARET RN 5B S AR AT
0 A R TP A R R &) R g A K DU 41 o)
YER o DA B B g 2 BROKSF-, Al UL DG ) Ao £ 43
A R EOR P e i 0. 251 1.

B BIL SO0 1 AR B AT 8 32 05 S0, U B 4 A

AR AR AR BEAE AR B KO B AR TR R, B 7E
T TR I BT T )RR R A A R G T At AR
B o FR2E B AT SR B S, UL W FE AR R AR 1 R 45
LA = AR K AR AE AR 22 5 0 2006 4F 43 R 5 i Bl
1% QAT I DG I RN IR = S G R 2 2
1F 5 a (AR K LR AR AR Y AR B AT RN ). A
ol 1) AN [v] 6T 3 4 AR 8 A G i Y 8 S L A S K
PR 5k 25 2006 AFE LR KA RS 4 S B0 R
RS 5 B A BE PL AN 5 22 1Y 59.1% . 35.8%
4.0% 1.1%
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Tab.S5 Linear mixed model analysis for saplings height growth

by i i BIL 355 7
RIS EX7 R LR 2 RE p1E
HiE 0.324 0. 504 R 0. 104 0.003 *
NEPNAN 1. 046 5k 2% 0.063 <0.001*
MBI AT E 0.035 2006 4E 4l BB 1/ m 0.007 0.039"
NN A 0.244 T i 0. 002 0.005 *
2 -0. 105
2006 4E L 1 0.635
[ = e A ] 0.251
[ A = T 95 44 i ] 0
NN A LA, Rl T g AR A
3 iTig

3.1 HBHAR SRS &

FIIF LiDAR Fi 55 43 ¥ 22 38 I8 5 R B Ak da vp
LB Ak I R, BRI ARGk 81.7% (£ 2),
1 NN U 7 (=2 A 2 i g X
A W7 T DA BN RE R W4l 1 5 2 g
AR LG RO /D T HL A0 A ey 45 B BER TR A R, L 4)
B g AR 25 () 43 A B A B AR, 5 5
W RE AR R IR, R R S IR, O R
90 5 BE MR BT R, Al AR R g T2 A M e — L
AT KRG, LIDAR 45 4 M 1% 1 Sl 151
RO B — B I X T R T Y 4 A
PR P A e T DA T A A 3 5
I 262 Fty X 5 AT {81, 2006 , 2011 4F 4y 4 125 LiDAR At il
G YAE AN A 45 R SRR R AR e
3.2 WEX 4R E ST AR

M R AN ] A ) 2 R 1 A R P R BT R AL T A%
P, B UMK o 2y 4 5 97K 00 i AR . R 4
R A ) T T AR A SR, ORORR R I S O
A0 1) T (1 2a)

S T R, B O B 4 A T A P e N b
1) HR s DB RO AT 1 3k VR IXC, T 5 A R 4 A 2 AR
HTE AR I R X o AR G A R A R T
BRET /N CHE L R R (R 5) , 9 i i

KL R BT A T B R A A R
Lo AT AE SRy, AT 52 W0 S04 45 1) A 25 TR R0 A 25 A6, TR
Wb, 5 73 A7 PR 7 0T 0y B I B 2 TR el 1Y
APyl SRS B N A R IR B I T R G
SR o MR HR 4l B B R A A A T
RESE I, JIr LIV 2% 38 R T S 1) I (i) 85 2 A0 %5 B2, A 4
25 2 AR o A A PR AT 2 P M N [ R 52 &
I R ) B A0 R A LD K bR B B DR T 0 8l A )
B, AT RE IR A BB AT 40 5 AR AR 25 R 4T
BREOC AR TR ARG Hh 4 BB B R o

4 g

(1) A F LiDAR 1 0037 By O A= ARAR BT o B9 &)y
S BT A 0 T AT A, A B v A A U R R
22 I} AH 128 AU JEEHR Ak T 5 R K

(2) DX P AR b 2 LA /0N T AR O T RO S L Y
A AR AR 81. 7% W R LiDAR A& 5
S I A O A AR R A S

(3) B /N FIAR R P57 8 X 4l B 25 T2 2 i
E= 5 R UE LR AN (N - RO RN RS N N
8 3t 98 DX, TR B 0 o 2 B 0 A AEAR B I R X

(4) %l 1 o 2B 1 A8 AR TE AN [R) b 77 2 SR 4
P ARE R/ E S S R o A K B R E0t
ARl PR AR 5 A K 3l R AR A, 50 ~ 150 m® Ak

AT TTRR 2 v RS PR A R MR N R, O A B U A B I AR T v 1Y
B, B R FE K WAL T AR A K TR R
£ % X W
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