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Figure 1 Effect of grazing and fencing on numbers of oak seedlings and saplings. Labels indicate
results of one-way ANOVA tests, *P < 0.05, ns= not significant. Bar represents standard error of
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Figure 2 Effect of grazing and fencing on height growth of oak recruits. Labels indicate results
of one-way ANOVA tests, **P < 0.001. Bar represents standard error of the mean.
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Figure 3 Effect of grazing and fencing on collar diameter of oak seedlings and saplings. Labels
indicate results of one-way ANOVA tests, ns= not significant. Bar represents standard error of the

mean.
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Figure 4 Diameter- height relationship showed a depression in the height growth of grazed oak

recruits.
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Figure 5 Effect of grazing on shrub composition . Labels indicate results of one-way ANOVA tests, **P < 0.001, *P < 0.05, ns = not significant, Bar represents standard error of the mean.
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