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Effects of Light Condition on the Vegetation Restoration by
Clear Cutting in a Larch Plantation
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Canopy openness (%)

rPPFD (%)  Number of species Leaf biomass (g) Biomass (g)

tPPFD (%)
Number of species
Leaf biomass (g)
Biomass (g)
Coverage (%)

0.976%*
-0.755*

0.882**

0.863**

0.561

-0.790*
0.726*
0.742%
0.616

-0.669**
-0.457 0.809**
-0.733%* 0.561 0.370
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