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. able 2.1. Descriptions of decay clas:

sites (NRCan 2006)
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Table 2.2. Snag density

ym® by sec

s and ¢ ay class (Moroni 200¢

species iecay Class

1 2 3
Abies balsamea ) 271 202
Picea mariana 410 341 272
Picea glauca 350 281 212
Betula papyrifera 506 424 342
Pinus strobus 3AR0 291 2
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habitat availability = secondary « ity :sting species.
























