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Stand dynamics and prediction of regenerated broad-leaved
forests — An empirical study at Mt. Karasawa in Tochigi
prefecture, Japan —
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LGSR L T BBk E 5T 2 2L, INEBHARTZ ST 27-00BHPLE LD
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FERACEER ORGP HEEIZAF -/ FONTHICH SN D X9 2 6 e HA— AR BRI
BT, FRICHMETH 5o 2 AUIBIHERE BRI AT 2 B TR B O BRI N 2 & 9%
FRERTHS )0 TOL)ITHHELMMZ 29 5 R Z 3R L 72058 R BYRE D IEAT,
B TV X B RETM AT - 28I, MSEREE B2 B 2 72 & OEREMIEICH H % B <
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Mt. Karasawa
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Fig. 1. Location of field plots (solid circle) in the study site, Mt. Karasawa (solid triangle), Tochigi
Prefecture, Japan.
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bOEMDT, BAITONTETWS (121X, NAKASHIZUKA, 1982 fitF, 1989a, 1989b,
1990 ; 1A, 1990 : MASAKI ef al., 1992), L2°L 29 L7ZE TR Rizvhbw 5 [1Hi
AL ATEVIREN D % L D ) BEISEA TV LI REMENG L L2 D%, —F, B
bk & M B IR FER FHAEMR D Z I3 [HAH] 2 25 2132 2 LLET O Th 0 BB O T D
W13 7% <, BAED TR ORIRLEFEMEDP HHEE L T BEDPH Do L72h > T, LR
FAROMSBESCEHE LB T 212H 720 TE, TEROREMEIG & LgEl Rig, #o
THEOKRIZOWTOERE L)L CPUELBIT T 2 080D 5o £72, INHEBFER (TUAMK,
[HFF A &) 2R E L, ROHESE R AR 2 AT L 22T R B EZ RN b oo (il
W, OKR - BE, 1982 5 EER S, 1986 VEAT S, 1990 5 WIS, 1991 ; /4R, 1993) , ZOfER
BRI ETHZEIT) L) BREHEA ZZIFTEIZ A 20
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Fig. 2. Relationship between stand BA and mean annual net growth of stand.
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T A) R, Al iR, WG EOBREENAMET LI EICLY, EEGASIREE Y RT
Zl BARBEELS L CVLEMEIE IS5 (Quercus serrata) 7 TR EOEIEILTER TH
52, FHEHHIC X > THRG T BOELEB ORARESE L), BEO KSR 5 H
MAENZ L, REREMLTEA (WL - 46 2000 1Lk, 2004) o 22T, ARFFETIE,
Z OIS HERE DR & R R R AR OB T BRI IRTEE AR O B REAT 24T\, £ ORER
PREETVIICHL, IWESHEROREEZ TN L2 HIE L7z,

I % #

1. REHROBE

ARWFZE DA RIS (IHLEREERT) (ZALE 3 2 RO RS R b 1A 384
W7 4 =V B A LY ZEEMREL 5 — - 74—V FIa—=I7 2FR0 (UF, iRk
T2) NOILEBHAENRTH L (K-1). FIULILHEFE 161.73 ha, BEHE 90 ~290 m OB HILBE
DBHCPEICE M L7 B TS 5o FEEDORE D IFCH - HAEFIZEL, 7y — b Eiba,
—HEEPO %D, TELEHE—HICBFTH L0, —HEZELRTVWIELALND, 1997 ~
2002FE DT — 12 & B EAEPIRNIE 13.8C, FHFEAKEIX 1,377 mm TH S UMIS, 2003),
FRRILOIRFEB AL, b & &7 H~ Y (Pinus densiflora) #T&H - 72755, BEHI 50 FHAH» 5
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Fig. 3. Relationship between stand BA and mean annual gross growth of stand.
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FIZVRNPERTT A YPERL, EEHPELT L L)k o72 bl TWwa, i
o) a7 (Clethra barvinervis) , 7 X ¥ 3 > (Sorbus alnifokia) , BEiHEDO ATV 4
(Castanopsis sieboldii), 7 7 ¥ 1773 (Quercus salicina), 7 7 %13 (Quercus glauca) 7% 78
KON D (R ITRS RS E AR, 1994) .

2. HEARR

BRILOZEHNEOTET— 5 (A, 1995) & FHWTC, [EEBHAEMROMM G (EES
i) RENSOMNET ARMAMEZEL, 4 MlE &L L) 1S % 13 7FEDS, 2h
ZNOMFIZ20m X 20 m OREREH (DT, 70y FEFESR) a~mzikE L2 (R-1), 7
Oy MIZO AL TFTRIEBBLRAEEMIED LOIFEKELZ. F1RHEOFAETIE, 19974
I270y fa~h, 19984EI27 0y Mi~miZBWT, WE (12m) D EOBEL O3 To
AR (LUF, [EAR] EIESR) 2 RICKEER L BEosHl, BEOREETY 17572, 2003 4F12
E2MBOREL L CUWEEZZHFHIL. 70 v b dIZEZEROREMIT O 720 1993 412
MR EFEIR L 725 TdH 1) (TANAKA and ISHIBASHI, 1995), 1997 4E D FH AR 2 13 My m B 2% 5
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Fig. 4. Relationship between stand BA and mean annual mortality of stand.
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3. FRXTAVAEOES

AWZEClt, WE (12m) DEoBEtzEoLlARE, F2MEISEL TWARWAREER AR
e AMBEM T FOBAR (LU, [RFHER] &P L I2aTTRREH-720 E512, FR%
JE a2 FEHEI L T O OBEEMRIIT T TR « BMEXGOBBIIHRICLI-TEEIETH
LA (FIHES, 1988 : fiftkk, 1988), AMZETIL, B@FORFIRILDLEHFEROIMT %3RS
L7:-ffze (e - A8, 1996) #Z2E 2L, WIFEd RO 13 7uy F o) LEEEEOREL T
Wwz57uvy b (a, b, f,g k) OMEERELEELOBEZRNDZOREELIEL. WEERE10
~ 15 cm (BETIE 10 m BIZICHIE) & W /MEOMRKORFUIZ W AZNU LD 1 X% b D
MARIZZ L 2V ERS, 2emEHIOEERETI0ecm LT % FEA, 12cmBE%E FEAE
L7,

WIZ, BIEIZOWTTH A2, ILEBHAEREBE T 28MIZL <, TXRTOMOREEL*EE
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0.06
S . 0.05 ®
© c
< ©
~ -+
S0 0.04 | ®.
€ o
];H < ® i [ P
i - | j
& 2 0.03 ®e .
o o
f
f = 002
- ©
g
1) g 'g ® K [ X
K = 0.01 ®m
4 c ®c
© @b
o 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ]
=

R BA (m?*/ha)
Stand BA

M-5 EARBA & BRSO & DB
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R YW F (Prunus jamasakura) 7% & OBAREEILER, ) a v 7% EO/NSAREELEL
R, v~ VY (Rhododendron obtusum) 7% & DIEKRMEEREILERS, 700 Th Y
(Quercus mysinaefolia) 7z & OEARWERILLER, v 7Y% (Camellia japonica) <t 71 ¥
(Eurya japonica) 7z & D/NEARMEERRILEER, T4 F (Aucuba japonica) 7 & DKM FRIL
R, TAY YR EOSERIIG T CTlo 7z, ABROSHIIBTE L IC I N RABEY
FadkdEl L, KRB CTHW A EHRIXS (LEARLE TREA) IS SE2 L, AR L AR
OBFEIZ LEARIZZR ) ) 2HETH D), AR EERIZE R 2WETH L EEZE R TV,

m & & @& W

INFER P AEROBRELZ NS 22T 5720, £, EAREEROREREZILET 5. KIZ, LOK
BEmdERNE, FHEAR, TREA, GREHEE (FREANOERAR) ORERIZHTTREL, &
BRMOZNS OEETIRFEEE (LT, BA £ 32) REREROSIEZATI o BIILOLZER
FAMTIE, SR - DEAREERIEESOROZ I X o C, JLn S FEISET 25 & 2
NLSOMG ORfE & BREOTAEOE AR SN TE Y (L, 2004), HEDEZR > T
HEZERONDLZ DS, FARN - ADNEAWERILER 200 & 5EFROENIEH L 7%
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1. LEXR2E0EH

HWEDOFABA L &BEREOEBRE LA, FEEEITRTTIAEZRL (W-2), 7
Oy bh, j, mOMEEESKE -7 (HIZ1.42, 1.49, 1.78 m%/(hayr). ZhH37ay b
FHEERE D AE C, WHO EARBAZHREE (15~35m%ha) THY, T i) BAWDHw
BAELLVEAON T & BBEEREME oTw (M-3)s 2%, FEARBA ICKT AHEK
Ei L ERO FRIGE IO i &2 R LTz, Fif (1990) (& F RSt 8 ik
DRI O [ 52 Bt % 5 A L 72 iR OMGETIC BT, Mo & MR & o ICE
R TIEZR , EBRETERIZDLNLI L, HLEMIIBWTHGREED LIRS Y -2 %
BLZNI)EERCTOREBTOMDRERD FIRIZEL 25 2 & 2466 L T b, Rtk
IZBWTH, BA TS EORFE LMEEE L OBICIE LRE TFTRAREDON L, L
L, RRABHILEARLEROBE LT 2HNER L T CRPFHICH L LE 25N, L)BAD
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Fig. 7. Relationship between stand BA and mean annual gross growth of upper layer trees.
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FIER S, 1997). Mls, FEBRFEICALE T 2 HEUR T REEAREE IR 64 4£4: O )L BT 2
em Bh MK Z M L7512 28.18 ~ 39.12 m2/ha (HIBF S, 1984), ESiRALE =B ko
S6LEERI A D TERE L TR RAMRIC B\ T5 em PLEORA % 52 L 7245 13 19954:1220.5~58.6
m2ha T Y, 20004E121323.6 ~ 513 mYha Th o722 & (FHS, 2000), I TEFHEH
KD 73 SR D AR FEM RT3 em MILEOMAZBEIE L 72453, 10.7 ~46.4 m2/ha THh - 7=
& (FRRES, 1998) HENLHHERLT, 70y FbRfOBADHEITHRL TEL R L, £B5
BEVI BT b RS, Lo T, KRB TR S 2 BA34 mYhad 7 ) ORLEE
REORKEEFG (1990) OHT 2MHBERO LROY -2 b 252 EHTEL ),

MHEEII EARBADYKREL 223 EFOLRPEAL (K4), EANOEREIE, MOKE
BT Z 0813 0.003 ~ 0.05 m¥(hayr) & bF0Th LA, TS HEINERLTV (K
-5)

2. LEROREICHTZEBA - TEAOHE

W2, EREFOEES LEARE TRAROREIZH T TR 21T 720 EAROHMBE S & Mk
FEmOREo770y Mh, j, mTIEEEBAROMKER EHEERD KELo72 (H-6, 7).
I, HELLHEELTCOLIHKR (BEHEAR) ofERIE 70y bjEhTRREL RV OD
(K-8) HEES¥uTHH 2L (M-9), FTRROEEIKE { LBARNERT 2 BA MO 7
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Oy hERTENTE (K-10), PRETH D, RAEEO LRKBAXE>7 0y b, e, g i
TiE, EEAE TEAOHEERIIME LD 70y M h, j, mIZERXTMSL, FIZTEAOHM
FEEIIRE LS TE> TV (-7, 1), &512, TERAOHEREIZZOY h, j, mibF
DEDZVY (K-12), EEAOHBEREEIZAS3 7oy MIkNTREVwLDIZ (K-9), k
AOMBEERINS L hoTwD (M-2)s 70y X EABADWNSWHGTHS (133 m%/
ha)o MO 7 1 v b & AT ERBAROHBERA50.68 m2/(hayr) L/ < (0-7), BE R
70y bh, j, mEFRBICTEATIEO0.30 m%/(hayr) BEREL TV (M-12), HEESZ
0.41 m¥(hayr) T7H v Fh, j, miZERE LW (U-11)o HMHHIZ LA L FREADBES
INEWZ L ETBAOHENZWZ 3Ty M o EREFOMBEEELZ/NE LTS (F
-2) o FABADKEWZFT vy ba b f k TETREAOHBEER (IHIZ 0.34, 0.087, 0.38,
0.54 m%/(ha-yr)) 12620 THY (K-11), THEHAHEEEOKEV T Y F kT EREAN
DR HEN L M3 T ay T/ S (-10), AFROBERIZ 7T Y b bTH
12K &< (1.4 m?%/(hayr)) aTd 0.85m?/(hayr) & LA E WA (M-8), Zhbd47ay +o
313 0.41 ~ 0.93 m2/(hayr) TH W i 70 v MZHRTEHWZ E25 (M-9), FAREED
MR EEAVNE L o T (M-2),
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RlIZFSETHY) EREROHMEEREORE VT Oy bh, j, mIZBWTLTLIKRELEE
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WRTHL2ICKE L (1-10, 11) EAREROBEERICHEEL TSI L, EEAORKERIE
TRERAOMBEICHNTTO Y MHTOEPIKE L EREEOMBEE~NORZEIKEVI L
(K9, 12), "bholze T ERNOHERRKOBAIIKSIZESNS L) I2&kEar/Ns {,
FAREEROREE T AEEIINE WV, UEOZ E0s, EROMBERIZBITA 70y th,
j m&ZzofoTay bEDORELER TRREEOKD, FBARIBEEDO /IR E w2
LTwaEEZLNL,

3. EBRR - EFELERR, £FENOKRSME

HEI T T REAROEESR LBAROHIEDS EREROREIZRE CEEL TV L REIRS
72DT, RETIEENS ORNMIEL L ERZ B2 F NG T 5, LEARRL TREARICBI
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50T 5,
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(1) EERX
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9, EBAREKIZOWTTH A7, LEABA & ZOREESR & ORMIZIZFEICRRIEA SN
Lotz (M-13)e —F, EEARBADHMT 51200, TEAY S OMHEZ Bk ERE
(FEARDOEFROBEREIZE L) R8T 2 @ArALN2Z Ehs (K-14), MR
B EPEE CE Lo EFIZTERY2 L OEHREICHELEEZONSL, FERBAD
KEWTHy MIEHERENZ (K-15), HEERREASALNLE NI LML, ZOETH
LSRR FEARBA OBV IRA T 2 @a a4 H iz (K-16).
O%XBWRIOKRRE
WIZEBENOBAIZOWTATAL E, FRD L)1, EEARIFICEARMELE LR T
HHENTWS (F5E, 2004), 70 hck mUto 7oy b T80%LLE (BA) ASEAME%LE
REMTH D (F-1)o 709 e TRTHIYDEDBLENEDHEME L 32%TH DA, B
MHEELEBOEEIRDEL 60% THbH, 70y bmTRESIZTHYYDEDLEEHT0
% LD 1o EARMEEIREHOEEIZ30% THo720 702 Mb, ¢, g h i, 1 TII/EK
PEHEIEILTER, Tuy be, f kK CIEHEAMEERLESRLHFET 2. 20X ICEAREEELSE
BHE LEARICED 2 EEPE Wz (E-1), FBARESEROMENE 1ZIF—FHL T, AEAl
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Oy AL VA, EEMICIEHEOABTENOBAOKE VWO Y MIEZFOMBEED KA
W DS B A2,
FBRIIBWTHEEOKE 5 720IEBAOKEWTOy ba, k, b, fTHY, FEABA
O/hEVTE Y M, h 1T EBAEEES O TH 72 (M-15), BAOKE W4 7Ty b
HEEEEI EBROTTH/NEVY A XTHo72 (M-17) Zehs, EBRNTREDMEKIZ
Lo THESNAZZ EDFREREHERE SN L, 270y MIBWL TEAEERILSESL LA TR
HLTBEY, 70y bkEmTT A YPHIRL TW7oABlE, T _TEARMEE L)L S OHGE
Tholz,

(2) TBX
OtrNRESR

TRAREEOHEERIZOWTIE, MEOLBRBAOKEWT Ty MILEDT 2EHIDH
D (KH-18), TERARBAOKZWTuy MIERIWHEARASN (K-19), b &b & BEER
BAOKEWT Ty MIETEABAD LR THT LEMNEZRLTHL0T (M-20), LEA
BA & TREASEOHBEER L OBRIZ TRABAICNT 2 Z0MBE SO ZRL TV 5,
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Fig. 13. Relationship between BA of upper layer trees and mean annual gross growth of upper layer
trees.
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HIEREB ORBEEZ S FAMEIC 7T Y bh, j, mTKRKE < (0.25~0.28 m%/(ha-yr)), EEAKBA
DOREVWTTO Y ha, b, f kTIEAEH-72 (0.0022 ~0.057 m?/(ha-yr) (M-22C)o —J7, H
AR IC OV TIREE 2RI AL N o7 (22 B, D). HIELIER, kL EEH O
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Ly BEIMD A S (K24 A), HEEILIER BA L&A EBARBAOKE WOy MIE/N
S BEABALNT: (F-25A). THEAEZEDBA LHBEEEOKE o770y bh, j,
m (X-19) TIEHEZELZER BA & B ARMEELEH BA bl 70y MIHRTRE» 72 (E
24 A, BI-25A). /INEARUEERELEH BAICOWTIE, &FMIIZ EEABA & OBICEEE %
EAEASN VLD, FEEO 3 7y FofEiEho 7oy b EELTREVWSTHo 72
(-24C)o 7H Y bR g TINEABEELER S RENS W 0ILX, 20070y b3k
ERHENCAIE L, BAM - MEAREOFRILEHISA D IZ Wiz (HH1, 2004) oEFEO
BEDPEFE LR TVIRIRICH 209 b La v, TOXIICEZDLE, ERIITEARMEEIEL
EH L NEAREEELERN IR L) RENIHLEE L2 L ). —F, LBARBAOKRNEF
KRB &R0 BA & ORI (K-25B), EAM - MEREFRLEESOTEABA b
FREARBAG LEmIER N o7 (M-24B,D)s 72, TEAZADHKEEOKZ N
Z7a vy bh, j, m 23l L2 EARL SRR 2 OB T EAR BA TIEAS N D572,
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Fig. 15. Relationship between BA of upper layer trees and mean annual mortality in upper layer.

bDEEZBNS,

Dbz kb, BAMERELIES - HRLTERO BA IIMOEBTRIC TN o7 (F-
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—18) 121, HELES, FICEARMEELEROBEmI TR ENTVL EEZLNL, TEA
2B B ERILER ORI L TS E RS, EEARBA IR 28N & v o 72 H)
HHLNT, 7y M h, j, mOEEREBTHASNS LD % 10 m%/(hayr) WiEOKRE LEE%
LTz, TEARESEORTEEANDOEEI NSV, 20X % FEARBAIHT 5 TE
KO VELE |52 & AR A R O M OEM OB VI EEE L THREOENPEN TS EE 2
bMd, &1 EIEHMARIC, FEABAOKEN/NSWT Oy MITERIZBWTEREEZEL
WAL (M-25), T2, wTFho7oy b Th EBARBAICET 5 ZOMOEEAE D 5 H
AlEEv (F-Do THEIEARMFERELESPMOLETE, FIHRILER X ) RESKE o
cZ ok, F20F, EHRHSE2 o228, B LIEEOMANERTHSH. 512, HAM
HRLEM O T DV NEARMEFEELEH L) REPEETH - 727D ICHE LB E SO T &
EzHN5H (FfG - HEbR, 1988 5 /M, 1993), £ D 7u vy MIBW TEARBEELER D
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#F-1 LREARICBISEFEIBA L Z0EE
Table 1. BA and percentage of each tree group in upper layer.

71 h 4 plot a b c e f g h i ] k 1 m

DC T 315 397 93 119 357 231 72 175 24 262 79 62
DC SC*2 00 08 1.3 00 00 14 02 07 00 00 03 00

gﬁ%a) EG T3 00 00 00 24 61 00 00 00 00 45 00 00
CF*4 00 00 50 00 00 1.6 00 00 00 21 00 142

Total 31,5 405 155 142 418 261 7.4 182 24 327 82 204
DC_T'!  100% 98% 60% 83% 85% 88% 97% 96% 100% 80% 96% 30%

o DC SC2 0% 2% 8% 0% 0% 6% 3% 4% 0% 0% 4% 0%

EG T* 0% 0% 0% 17% 15% 0% 0% 0% 0% 14% 0% 0%
CF* 0% 0% 32% 0% 0% 6% 0% 0% 0% 6% 0% 70%

*1
*3.

A 5 B2 58, tall deciduous tree; *2:/NEARMESHEL 34T, sub-canopy deciduous tree;
EE AR RN TEHE, tall evergreen tree: 4181358, conifer tree

UK B R HR I MRS, 122, 65-127 (2010)
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Bt O EE 2 EF AN T 2 &, BN - NEAEEELIERLIER IR < (K
27), TBAZ 5 ANDEFZ LB > T DT, e LTTFRBARIZBIT S EAN - N AMEE
EIRFEBLHD LTl 20X ) RBEEROZILIZthokGTE AL (BIZIX, B - HE
R, 1987 5 FEAT 5, 1990 ;5 3 - KR, 1992 ; BEF - v, 1993), ERILIZBWTIEZ 0ERIC
9 EEABA OINE TRAOELS, LEBABAO/NSWTO Yy M CTREBARIZBI L EAM-
INEARMEHEIEILIEB O BA 2SI R E {, FEABAOKEZ VT O Y M TENL VNS W
(24 A, C, I-25A) IZENRTWAbDEEZENL, Z LT, dbmEFHIIMET 2 70y

FOSETIE, TREARICEAE - AREAREFERILEHOE AN L Tw < (-28), b & &
D7y hTIE, BB ICEAREOBEN DD, EARMEOMIZS <, SRR EIEHES o
INA F R ADNSE DD S (K-28)

BRHEBHZ B CEARME - NEAEFEELES OEES L2 wold, HEEIERW 2 & 25F A
THH) o —H, FRRILTEBHIEIELIER TR TR 720, BEHERC TRAIZB Y
TEBABADKNIPPDOOTHEETLIENTELLDEEZOND, Lk 7Oy hdT
13, 561 | B FHIEE SR % 55 2 [0l H BRI O 2L T O LB HIAR KL 11 ~48% 12984 L T

FORK S BB MR, 122, 65-127 (2010)



84 [l o
-
~
g Aj
— ° A
> - " An
> « 08F
. o
©
< <
o +
~ z o
~ o
£ S 006
=
5o
W o
R ow 04T | A
® 3 A L.
K2 Ai A
B < o2f
IL < Ac
b Ao
E 0 1 1 1 ]
0 5 10 15 20

TEARKBA (m°/ha)
BA of lower layer trees

B-19 THEARBA L TREAMEER L DR
Fig. 19. Relationship between BA of lower layer trees and mean annual gross growth of lower layer
trees.

WA, ERRREEBHIOWTIZ 123~ 170% L ¥ L TB Y, TNIEHE DM@ L S
LD LHEREING,

0 &9, BRILOEFEBFEKOIL & FHELALO 70 v MIBWT, B F L)L 28
O LJEABA AN L TEA BA AN 5 & R T AR SIS BV CEARME - AEA
HEARL TR OB HEDH L T L Vo e —BOBROKFIENL TV W 5, b E#}
HOTH Y MIOWTIE, BADRwzoftlls 200 KNEETIEd 5705, FRAIC D BIRHERHC
BOTOEAEOES D RN ERS, IS OMSHHER SN B I KB AL (P - 1l
K, 1987) % S AEAEOEHBLEL DN S LIk,

OLBARDTEARICHT 2RE

FEARBAOKNIEROEITEG L TBNOBEDEASNE V) ZODMHEZRL TV L
EZbNb, TZET, BEROMEITLE V) BEA,S FEARBA & TRAOKHKER (Fik - %3
IRZER R, EBEIMRER) & OMRTEML &/ DWTTIE, FEABAOKNDOTEA
DEEENOZE, BARWIZIE, FBARBA DKM T 2 TEAROMER, TEARNOMEMLE,
TRERARAEGROEZRKERDOZLIZO VTR 1T

¥, MEETHD7, FEABAOKEZWTO Y MIETEBAOHIBEAVNES { 7 2 EH
BETHo72 (M-29), MK, &EMICTEABAOKREWT Oy MIEZOMIEEIKE W
MBS ASNZZ ERS (K-30), LEABA & TRAMESR L OBRIZTEABA & Z0HE
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EEDBBROILEL THELHEZONL, MEHOTREAOEDHEZRLZ2OIZTEABA®
MR 2 JH L EEARBA L L7225 (M-31), 7y MRl THEMEEENEV (5
~6%) MMBDOTT Y FTED TN EN R 2UTETH o722 EHh s, TRAOHEIIHT S
FREABADEBIERIIIRELS AVWEEZEZONL, T2, Wik - HELESY, EFENO
MifEE D EEAKBA L IZEBRASA LN Lo 72, MEEONREARL ETuy b L kDAt T
0y b CIRERRIAERS &) EELEB LSS CELTB ) (M-32), MiEEETxTo7ay b
THELES L) L EELER OS2 -7z WHEOABTENTEBABAOKENTTO Y b
FAE R L RKE WA SNz (K-33),

FEHRHERS 2> © T RBARNOER R IIMAEE (M 29) PHILESR (M -18) IZHXTHTHTH
%o ACHRE OEEIRAHIZ B CTHEFER I35 BA RERE R & & ORIRD A SN h - 726b
HHH (EE, 2001), FRINTIZ EEABAD/MS WOy b ClEFEAIKE (., EEABA®D
KaEwroy M TIIEREIVNE o7z (M-34), HFEILEBOEFTENTIE, EBABA D/
Ew7ay b, h 1 TEREOKREVIEENE 02720 T, HEELESSEOEREITZE OB
MR HTWD (K-35A) o —F, ERIAEBHIAEBENTL 2K T O FRICEmIZA S N
ol (M-35B). LA L, HgER (K-21) eiiEE (M-33) &EBIAEBTENTEABA
DOREVT T Y s DFHZ DT EARNDHERAREAL NMEAI DA S 72,

FREADOTREAEFRDERKRENDFZE L PRD 12010, R FIATER - BTN TR
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TENRE D LT EHEZHITESWTHESN/FSD (EEERHEL /-7 14— Ny
Bl#k5 K E Y I 2L —3 3 ¥ E7 ) Feedback type Stand growth simulation model using
Diameter transition probability) % i\ CIZZEBHAMROBEETR AT Z LI12T 5,

(1) FSD OHIE
FSD I Z B TR AL HEE 1 E AR O KIRIR % 5 SRR & 7R € 7V T % . FSD O
DML TO3IHIZTED6N5,



JE SR PR DR T RERRAT & i Tl 91

£-2 TEAICBIT2AEFENBAL ZOHEEG
Table 2. BA and percentage of each species group trees in lower layer.

a4 plot a b ¢ e f g h i j k 1 m
DC:F*1 0.77 0.65 3.19 1.65 027 1.09 4.12 2,60 6.60 0.57 174 6091
DCiSC’x<2 0.80 2.68 231 038 0.05 548 485 0.72 3.82 038 0.75 3.23
DC78*3 0.70 036 035 0.24 030 094 0.70 0.33 0.78 047 223 0.55
BA EG:F*4 1.54 0 1.81 6.37 0.88 0 246 0.58 386 7.86 0 0.02
(m¥ha) EG SC*S 396 0 241 234 3.60 047 538 092 025 096 0.08 3.16
EGiS*6 0.03 0.01 0.00 0.03 025 0.04 O 0.01 0 0.01 030 O
CF*7 0 0.01 001 O 0.01 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.09
Total 78 37 101 110 54 80 175 51 153 102 5.1 14.0
DC_T*1 10% 17% 32% 15% 5% 14% 24% 50% 43% 6% 34% 49%
DC SC*2 10% 73% 23% 3% 1% 68% 28% 14% 25% 4% 15% 23%
DC_S™3 9% 10% 3% 2% 6% 12% 4% 6% 5% 5% 44% 4%
% EG T™ 20% 0% 18% 58% 16% 0% 14% 11% 25% 77% 0% 0%
EGﬁSC’x<5 51% 0% 24% 21% 67% 6% 31% 18% 2% 9% 1% 23%
EG S 0% 0% 0% 0% 5% 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 6% 0%
CF*7 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1%
LU AR R ZE L 3ER, tall deciduous tree; "2 /NEARTE 5 3 A ZEH, sub-canopy deciduous tree:
3RV SIS 35, short deciduous tree: ™4 AR H RIS M, tall evergreen tree:

S UNE AR HRIL 34, sub-canopy evergreen tree; O {EATEF HRIL S, short evergreen tree:
*7: 4+ 258, conifer tree

OHE OBEES A (oL 20 EEERMR MalE) 2 FllL, ZoBEEBRMER
M) \C& o THZRERSA oS 2FHTL2ETVTHY, HoHEEIZS L
WA EEZTFHT A EDPTE b,

QBERGHOZENEFHNT LETIVAOT, EEBNONARRE LMD Z EATE, HERY]
DR R Z OB T T 5 LA TE D,

O REESEORFEL HE L, ZOHFNTHROHREE & R0 KR & O I8 72 TR R %
MELTHESINLETVTHALOT, WPERCEFERE, HAROREREZ EI2OoWTOF
WD AATWITIE, XVEMAREHSICET T2 2 EAMRETH 5, 72, Mo &M
R E DBRIZOWT OIS EDIE, LV EEEOEVTFIEFVHIMERTE 5,

FSD®7u—Fv— b (M-38) IZL7:A5C, MEOBERSHFL» L EEEBERLEEL
MROBERESA AT T 2 HELHRICHIT 5. FHMITAE (1989a) 2B I,

OERENEH, EERNEREB L UORSERORE B0 & —ZEHEX D 57181 5,
BRI R (5), PER (m), KEH 1) O33R THY, MMERIZE T L RDEER
FZEBOTHITIE6ecm E > TW5,

O ERIE UM ERED EIRB L T IROEE © BUF % H W 72@c X ) o
i (v) EMHEER (2) LOMICKA40ITREINE L9 % B (zy) LT (z) OFEL
eI cBh (A, 1990), N6 REKOMG R EEEORFEI FSDISHART TV
o MM ERD LRARAKNE 2 5M5ERE Vp, €0 L XORAKMGHEERE Zp L L,
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tall deciduous tree sub-canopy deciduous tree short deciduous tree
W AR L A [BUNEE NN ) OB AR e L S A
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ERREHRICIEAS (Vp, Zp) 2RIAL T2 BTF 02 RHFRAAHG STV S,

= —_---v2+——-—v (1)

722U, Zpl3HITIC X o TikE L DD LT Lo MEMITORE, HOoBEOREIHGHED
FOERENT b b WM OREE T2 L) AR S CB Y (A1, 1990), #ifiic X -
TRLDEEZONDLEBIIOVTIE, FSD TIEHIZ [ L > THIRFBNTXA—%] L)
ECHMOEREELRHTEL LI >TnD,
W2, MOEEPEL b M HEREEDO LIRIISF DV EDL L b LEZ, ZOBERD
WorERE Vg &35, Vgl LOMGERICBV CIMGTHBEERED FR% Zp2 £ 35 &,
ZP

ZU=7 (2)

(1) k& (2) K&y
Vg = (1+1/42)V,
BROLND, bz F s & ERRIHIL
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O AR 1 A [ NEY S RE N ) [=[ NERE ]
tall deciduous tree sub-canopy deciduous tree short deciduous tree
WS R R SR ANESARME AR T MR kI )
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-Z 2Z
—2Pv2+7pv (0<v<Vp)
zy = VP P
Zp
5 (Vg=v)
LERIND,

— %, FREIIEARDI IR R Chnb b T —E (Zy) LT 2%, WaZss vp b
TOUEI IS B R o SRR S LTHET, Lo T, TR

-Z 27
—2Rv2+—Rv (0<v<Vp)
Zp = Vp VP
Zy (Vp<v)
EREIND,

ISR EHNT, HEOMDERD S LOMKEEOWY HLHPHZFET LI EHNTE
%o
QEAMBIER IS U7z E SRR R O RSB X OTROBE + 58 & Sk
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EDZALT B EEZ B,
Ly = AV (3)
2EL, gy BRI EREO R (k=s, m, 1), v, @&BBER k=s, m, 1), a;:#
MIZEoTCRTEBLINFTA—% (k=s, m, 1) THb, ZEROHEEEDEFDV@ TR LM
SHEERED LR (zy) & TR (zp) OMIZA> TW A, (3) Rk > TR 72
i
M EEDO LR Z0F FHW5, LaL, szuiﬁzu LR 2Y6, £70dz 2 TH 256
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!
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Zru

T

zku
k=s
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BA).
A: plot j, B: plot h, C: plot a, D: plotk

it

Total
------ FARME - NS AR T 2 I T A

Tall and sub-canopy deciduous trees
— e — AR - N RS B

Tall and sub-canopy evergreen trees



JE SR PR DR T RERRAT & i Tl 119

ABRAR R k1 A Dy s =24

7z72L, demEFHEO 70y b TOBARE - NEARMEFRRE S X EARNOERARL A 7%
Mo 12T L H AR E ARG & [F U ny o =24 & L7,

(b) 4.5 cm BEOUEREREFITIITAARE 1) ¥ FIVEF L TP REARDER L NEADOA
BOBIEMRBREGE L, HRERERED SPMEREE (n,) RHEL, n, 2/ MEROEER
Bk L CERREBIEE ARG A R, 20252/ MERO—DHIOBEERE (D) O AREK
ELTWh, ZL T, D'ONARREINEROEEBMERCHEH SELI LT, EREOFE
EiToCT0be ZOHEHFECANY, BARME - DAEAREEERER IOV T LBABA L/ME
AR L OBICERBEREREL (-5 n, 25585 T 52 L1 L7, —F, OEFRIZONT
FEEABAICEDLLF—EL LT, EREOHEEICHVZ (M-51),

AN - ANEAYEE ST g =-35.152 b+ 17155 (R?2=0.62)

MGG 4 2 et e g =50
3500 45
C z 3000 40
— S 2500 /—(; 35
© o %
f o 2000 \ 25 .
o ~ 7/
~ 1500 g L .
“ N "“ V4
;ﬁ © 000 » a
o o
.H_ € <C 10 s N
S s m sp.—-"
= P P L A SR R
0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300 330 360 390 0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300 330 360 390
B (%) B (%)
Years Years
D 3500 45
s MW\MJ\MpJ/Mny\fM
[
[ ~ 3
o~ © 2500 © .
o - c 7
- -
- 2000 N, e
Y . - o~
\\/ O 1500 RN g “ /’/
. ~ 15 >
1000 -
ﬁ g < 0 b -
¥ E b @
T R R Rt PP
> ol Troeree..... . ..
0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300 330 360 390 0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300 330 360 390
B (%) B (%)
Years Years

H-52 PREFVICL B FHER M~ EphE (A% A :BA) (&)
A:7avbj, B: 7By bh, C: 7By ba D: 7By hk
Fig. 52. Prediction of plots facing south and west by the modified model (Left: number of trees, right:
BA). (Continued)
A: plot j, B: plot h, C: plot a, D: plot k

it
Total
—————— BN - NER A TE SIS
Tall and sub-canopy deciduous trees
— - —— EAME - R E RIS A

Tall and sub-canopy evergreen trees

FORK S BB MR, 122, 65-127 (2010)



120
A
—~ 4
@ ©
<
N 0 o
~ QO o
=S
&>
=
Dy
B
—~ %
@ ©
<  »
N 0 o
~ QO o
£ -
®qo"
=z
*
C
—~ 4
@ ©
<  »
N o o
~— Qa9 o
£ -
®os”
=
*

3500

3000 [

2500

2000

1500

1000

500

3500

3000 [

2500

2000

1500

1000

500

3500

3000 [

2500

2000

1500

1000

500

0

0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300 330 360 390

FrfE ()

Years

N,

0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300 330 360 390

i fEl (£F)

Years

0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300 330 360 390

i fE ()

Years

pis

BA (m?2/ha)

BA (m?/ha)

BA (m?/ha)

45

40

35

30

25

20

45

40

35

30

25

45

40

35

30

25

20

0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300 330 360 390

FrfE ()

Years

0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300 330 360 390

i fEl (£F)

Years

0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300 330 360 390

W fEl ()

Years

M-53 SRETIC L2 PR dem st (2 - A% 6 BA)
A:7avy M, B: 7avy g C:7avtb
Fig. 53. Prediction of plots facing north by the modified model (Left: number of trees, right: BA).
A: plot 1, B: plot g, C: plot b

a5t
Total

PR - /N AR P B2 A

Tall and sub-canopy deciduous trees
FARTE - AN AR R SE A

Tall and sub-canopy evergreen trees



JE SR PR DR T RERRAT & i Tl

BAPE - NEAPERARIE I a = 579

AEAR A A S B ‘n

=23

s es

7L, LR ERHEOTH Y MIBWTlta =24 & L7z

(2) FHRFER

HIHTRLZ237 A=F 2 v, ¥, RETIVIZE > T4004F5% T TORIRILO IR S8 7
AEMROZALZTFH L 720 & 2 TOTHRRISEHEE S cm DLEDOERIZOWTURT, KIZ, fiE
ROFETEFEEROWEE S 5T VT VETVTTFHZITY, WERETIVIZL L THIRERE

L7z,

AE (/ha)

Number of trees

AE (/ha)

Number of trees

HHRORS R

3500
3000

2500

100 b L. e —

500 [~

2000
1500 "+

0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300 330 360

B i (§)

Years

3500
3000
2500 )
2000 f
1500

1000

390

0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300 330 360

B fEl (§)

Years

X-54 F V)V FIVEFIIC X BTk

390

e

BA (m?/ha)

BA (m?/ha)

121

0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300 330 360 390

B (F)

Years

0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300 330 360 390

B ()

Years

R m~WmEFE (£ A% A BA)

A7y kj, B:7ay bh C: 70y bta D:7Hv b

Fig. 54. Prediction of plots facing south and west by the original model (Left: number of trees, right:
BA).
A: plot j, B: plot h, C: plot a, D: plot k

it
Total

EARYE - AN AR v S T

Tall and sub-canopy deciduous trees
AR - N AR H kI SE

Tall and sub-canopy evergreen trees

TREE RS, 122, 65-127 (2010)



pis

122 il

OBA &£ EXHDOZEAE

M~ EFICAEEST S 70y b (@, ¢, e f h i j, k m Tk 7oy befoR
BB BAOERICKE CEELTWDDE, BEARME - INEAREEELIES E SRl - hE
REERILEH CTh o7z (K-52)0 mAM - MEARUEEELEROTEABAOKEVTO Y |
h, j, mTiE (EIZ9.4m¥ha 103 m2ha, 9.7 m¥ha), ZOAKILE T CE, 5204
BICE—27 2R LB, WA LT (I-52AB), 2o 7oy s TIEBEINEES, s
LEDHRTH-72 BIZIEH-52C)o FFRIZ, FTRARIZBIT2EARE - DNEAREREKILSES BA O
K&w7a vy ke, h kTb (HIZ7.9m%ha, 7.8 m%/ha, 8.6 m%/ha), %DAEA40-55F 12
=27 2R T L) EH 572 (M-52BD), o 70y bTEEFD L) RE— 7 IIRET,
BAZHML T (BIZIER-52 A C)o B - INEAREEIEL TR S HAILER S, H o

C 3500 45
2] 40
o 3000
—~
—~ ° SN
~ 2500 © .
T w o Wty
< G- 2000 ~ 25 .
N o ~ ——
~— - .—_——
N 1500 W E 20 .. o~
<
ﬂ ° ~ s LT
3 1000 N e _— TN e e ‘
Qo - .- .
€ i << w0 -
'H' 500 | Tereame et e m L~
=] - 5 -
z 0 0
0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300 330 360 390 0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300 330 360 390
B (F) B (F)
Years Years
3500 45
D @ 40
5 \/\W\,
() — 35
—~
© “ 2500 ©
- < %
f G 2000 ~ 25
~ ° ~ - —_—— T N
1500 1= 20 -, —_——
- N N Ty e
o 15 e
ﬁ o 1000 RS —— - < -7
10 [
E 500 [ - - -
'H' 5 e e m 5
=z 0 0
0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300 330 360 390 0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300 330 360 390
BEfE () BrfE (5F)
Years Years

M-54 4V FVETVICL B TR M~TERESFE (7 A% 4 BA) (H&)
A:7uavkj, B:7avy th C:7uovba D:7ovh
Fig. 54. Prediction of plots facing south and west by the original model (Left: number of trees, right:
BA). (Continued)
A: plot j, B: plot h, C: plot a, D: plotk

&t

Total
______ FARME - NS AR T T I A

Tall and sub-canopy deciduous trees
— e — AR - N RS B

Tall and sub-canopy evergreen trees



JE SR PR DR T RERRAT & i Tl 123

Hid S 33N S ), FRELEBIIEF IS WARETHER L (20 A& /ha ifk), #ikiA
TR PRI T X 0 134 < 1E1Z 1,000 A /ha B2 I IUH L T 7z,

BA IZ2oWT b, EWELEM A L, WAL AN L T AR S 7z (1-52),
FABADOKEWTT Y ha, f k (IHIZ35.6m%/ha, 44.1 m?/ha, 37.5 m2/ha) TIITEFEL M
BA HIFIZHA LTy, 2070y M TEWw o2 AHIML Th 5L L TWw/-0T BA

1800
1600
1400
1200
1000
800
600
400
200

A# (/ha)

Number of trees

1800
1600
1400
1200
1000
800
600
400
200

A# (/ha)

Number of trees

_ A 1800 B
1600
(2]
o 1400
o
51200
%1000
800
600
400
200

PSS s 0 1ll_ﬁ‘jx

AE (/ha)

Number

DT* DS* ET* ES* DT* DS* ET* ES*

EE® B

Tree groups Tree groups

1800
1600 [
1400
1200
1000
800 [
600 [
400 [

AE (/ha)

Number of trees

r 200 [
ﬁl-—ﬁl 1 J o N . 1 J
DT* DS* ET* ES*

DT Ds" ET" ES”
EER EEBF
Tree groups Tree groups

M—55 RETFIVE L) TFIVETIVIC K B/INERRET RS B o i

A:7uv ki, B: 70y kh C:78vha D: 70y kk
W S, Y TFVETI, O BETIV

Fig. 55. Observed and predicted number of trees with a DBH from 5 to 12 cm.
A: plot j, B: plot h, C: plot a, D: plot k

M : observed, 71 : predicted by the original model, [] : predicted by the modified model

*DT @ @AM - /IERMEFIELZES, tall and sub-canopy deciduous tree ; DS © A5 5 14 FE4,
short deciduous tree : ET : miAREE - /NEGAMEE #RIAZEH,  tall and sub-canopy evergreen tree !
ES AR #KIL TR, short evergreen tree

TR B R

B, 122, 65-127 (2010)



124 [z S

OB =7 DH LNz TXTOT Ty MIBWT, HAHEOEIELIER BA (3 LIS X

DR E VD, BEEAEED IO THARL I8 BA AVAEILTEB BA % 1IN, & M912134k5 BA
DIFEAERERILTEBNED D L)% b HIRHILTER BAPHEELENBA % LEL FTo
8L, 7Oy MIEoTEZLZ->THEY, FTABAWKESEREEHOD LD EL VT Ty b
k CTldmdH< 95-105 £ TH Y (M-52D), WIEICEARBA AVNS S HRRLHEB L DT
0y bjemTIiE195-205 /8 L HEE SNz (BIZIER-52 A),

JermEpHEICHEST A2 70y bbb, g 1TH, 70y F&EO BA RKREOZEIZH L TEA
Pk - INEAREEE LAY 2 B ENR G, NS 3 7Oy P TIERESAKE R LR,
TIN5 &) FHREERSE SN (K-53), ZHUIHHEIC & 2 EEAKBA ORI
HEFADHINL, PMMERRESLBA DHINT 2T R ENLHDOTH S,

PDED X2, RERLBADHRHD /N =370y ML TEWERONELDD, B~
FEMA S BAICAE T 2 70y MZOWTOEENRMEAE LTid, BEISEDICONTHEIELSE
BOSHA L, EAUAEBAEINL T E W EME T2 2 &5 CE, & FhmicBnT
E ERBARDFEIEE ) ERROEINE £ 2 AT E 720 BAORRILOLESFEROEET
H (HA - AfE, 1996) TiX, BATUEHLRCERN—ATHSL T &, BHEROITITHR/ST A —
Y OPDHFTE, WL OO ERESRIOT AL B o TWAH, KFgE L HikIC, BEoLE
ADHHE L 7214, BB L L T e ) BROBRBI T S Tw i,
OAVTFILVETFINERRET VDO FRKERD LS

WEETFTVIZEATFHREREFT ) DFIVEFNVICE L THRERE O D RKEZEVNE EAR
P NEARMEEELEBRORY TH D (M-54) LERETNMIIBVWTHL Y VFLVETVICEW
TOMPVEERIZA SN DD, KEHZIE %R —FEDMIZPEEL TWwoTwd w9 Fi
LTV DD, WRETNVTIE, BALE - DNEAREEIELES OMAERITKIEICHD L, 300
~4004E121213 16 ~ 32 AR /hafeE LELEL vy L L, ) VFIVETF IV TIE, 425~467
KMaBEPHFEL TV D, ZOEVHPBADOHEHRICOHEL TS (H-54). —FH, &R
M - INERARVEFFRETER O WTUE, BEEFIVTIZ990 ~ 1,069 4 /ha, + V) TV FIVEF LTI
988 ~ 1,047 K /ha & K& NI o7z,

FNZENOETFNVEHNT, SEHRDODBHS ~ 1l cm DWAOAREZZEH L, E20H 7 1 —
VREHIFE ROM E B L 728 2 A, MBET IV L AHEEEROHEY 7 4 — v FHllFs 5
AHBL TGRS o7 (-55). 414, SHIIT—2 2 IUEL, EMIMZTHlkER &5
AR OIBAVETIEH 575, HER CIEERRKREOMEL VI TI2BWT, +1) V5N
EFNVEYETELEEZLL ),

SHRTFUMOKEE L LI TWL 20121, UTORIZOWTEIT 21TV, 7 VIS MAA TV
S ED D %o

T, WRAEBSOREEICMEOLLIENEZMHT LI L TH L, SHOMKER» LI, HEED
BREARIA BRI R SEA R L TR ), FRAROBEOREIEASN o, LEL, A
ERDANZANIIEDNTHEEZ L TWEIETHDOT, T2ORNROZER L 22T 5
7o, RV NV TORBEZER S &0 T, K, Wil T20ESH L7259, 72, 4RO L
JBARDFEIRL IR DT — 7 BEEICARR L TW2DT, L VBEOEVEETZ4T) 72012
WBELOBEET—F ZIEL T ZEDLETH S,

WIS, WBEICHEDLIERZHLNICTEIETH L. FEARICBWT, HIELEN L ik



JE SR PR DR T RERRAT & i Tl 125

EBoOMmEE b, TOMBREIZLEBARABA EBEBREALN D57 HFELTWAEELALN
HZENOBIEREIC L AHEOEY, T2 HEEEFABICEELNVOREERDOEZEL T
WS BEDRHBES D,

Vv & b U I

AWFETIE, IREBFERE WO A X0 DRTOBREREIZH 27 2 5RIZ, TEAR
TRARHERS &\ o 724 4 XD/ SR 2 &0 72 BRI O BRI 217\, R Tl 2 A
72o ZTORER, EIRINDILEBHAEMDZZ BARKR G EORTIRA L ZENTE O LFE
K2, BROFAEEZRT I EANTEL, 612, ZOBRBEIEREIEICLIZEEETVER
WHZEIZLY, EROETNVEVERBEREZHEL CHEET LI EDWRRICAD, T2, %
EIREB OB T 2070 5 FRIAEB OB ST M ~OEL 2 Ry 2 LA TS,

v B

KEFFEEATI DTN, ZL D% DTN %720 Ha R TIWE L 28 o 72K
KB Bt e R 2R R 2 O BHEM et~ ¥ — OO REIEIZ 2 160 & T 55487 L%
HEOFHIK, HRILORETBHEEEIC R > AT, RIGFHEIK, MY OMEZHEORE, X
ST — Y ORMEBLUHMFEEZ LTS o HEBRTRFEFROFHEAFIZ, 2612, #
- WigE - S ERICIE L CTBIERI E LE KA S x wic2nwiz ez, X0 E L
HLETF2,

= g

RIfgeid, MBS NABLRICRESND L9 ZIAEHBAEROETHEY SHEHICE X, WiREE
Tl % RITER % LOBET 21TV, TOBREEZEICLEZEREETVICL B FllZRAAD
DTHbo MABEIZOWTHN LAz 25, (1) Maoefkoime LT, WEWmEas
(BA) OREVWTOy FOFHFKEICHEL, HEERIZIE ERE TRAEET LWL 5
2k, (2) MapefEoZibicix, TREROBER L FEROMBEI W EELTCWLI L,
(3) TRAOHEELERTIZ, EBAROLVPREICEBRL TV AIRELNS 2725, it
LT EEBAROEEIIM N2 L, (4) TRROFRLEROKERHBIZOVWTE, FEARD
BORBIIHENAON LW L, (5) HELZEM L) L ERILES O 2B R, MiER)s
B, LW E, (6) BELEWOREZDO KNP TEARR LEBREFEOREEDOMHE
BB L TWE 2L, BREPHLPIIR o720 LEOMHE%Z b & IO KM ETH
E7)NV (FSD) 2R L, LEHBAEKORELTFHULZL A, EROFEEZHVEET VO
FUHR LV BEOEREL FECFULTBY, EREOFWIISROET VAN TH S
EDTRIEEN, WRETVPILEBEEAROREFIEIT) S LB THHRTHL LRSI
720

F—T— K RFEREAM - LA - TREA - AFE - mEETV

FORK S BB MR, 122, 65-127 (2010)



126 (LN
51 B X ®

MY, MIRFR, EEEARE FfEI (1984) JLBIRIZ BT 2 JLin & #H T O F AR S I8 I
MO FRR TR R E MRS 20 ¢ 1-15.

Y5 E, REEARE, EARE—EE, FrobEde, MR (1983) JuBIIZBT 5 IRFF M OMHEE. W
HUR TR R HE M 19 © 9-20.

B AT (2000) FEThHA 287K, 396pp, fFikfEHHHH, K.

BUONGIGIORNO, J and MICHIE, B.R. (1980) A matrix model of uneven-aged forest management. Forest
Science 26: 609-625.

BRES - ALRBEM (2001) THIL] DFER & ZDREAJIR. M3ERE 54(8) © 10-17.

R KUUEE (1992) #HSBURICBU 2MET 7~ VKO “RER L T A< Y O—FRIZL S
. HAREREE42 ¢ 81-93.

AL =R (1998) Y&3EIA SRR O IR HEE D 2L — B & MR . LR 45 ¢ 187-212.

WK (1981) IAZEMMROARE. (R L 2 OfEsE. KAARINFRS, 262pp, HERAE, W) 1 59-70.

ABTORGIE - AR — - ek - SR - AT - ROAIME (1997) JL75 3R RO O M55 H G —
REGAEHZ BT B 0 ikkal—. HARGR 108 : 89 — 90.

ARG (1989b) KAMOBETH (I) ¥ I 2L —2aryEF ML REBFH. BHRETL : 356-362.

OREET (19892) RAKOBEETH (1) YIab—3Ya Y EFVOMER. BHEETL : 309-316.

AREEETE(1990) ¥ 3 2 b — ¥ 3 Y BT WIIEED RO MRS OBYRE I B § 2 WF7E. HOK#H#R 82: 11-101.

AR (1993) a9 7 RO BRFE. AR 24 ¢ 1-10.

ANEA (1986) #EHATBEILOBERHICE T 2 —F %, HARBEIGR3T : 7-10.

B - HAPEEKAD - LS - BTTESC - MRS (1986) FIHOLTEEFRIZ BT 2 ZRMROBEIZOWT
(1) —FEEEEROMI & RO SR — . FORRAEEE M 58 1 12-24.

MasaAkl, T., Suzuki, W., NItYAMA, K., IIDA, S., TANAKA, H. and NAKASHIZUKA, T. (1992) Community
structure of a species-rich temperate forest, Ogawa Forest Reserve, central Japan. Vegetatio 98: 97-111.

A - GHIRY - (ERREER - BF EETAR (1998) RAREIRFEM "KM OFMAE ISR ITT IR T OBE.
HHFILINSCR 51 59-60.

MOSER Jr, J.W. and HALL, O.F. (1969) Deriving growth and yield functions for uneven-aged forest stand.
Forest Science 15: 183-188.

I ZEFURAR (1981) RIAMIESEITE 736 — WRURAILHEE T E #1510 2 Mo s . R bifge 2:25-35.

HIITES (2001) HiLzE 2 2 — #2510 % BIILIGE) . #0707 @ 21 ~ 25.

NAKASHIZUKA, T. and NUMATA, M. (1982) Regeneration process of climax beech forests 1. Structure of a
beech forest with the undergrowth of Sasa. Jap. J. Ecol. 32: 57-67.

- IIARE— (1987) BARIEEL &L MEEE O EN. HAERSE3T 1 19-30.

Pl % ABER (2000) LRI BT B IR FERFAE AR ORI — BRRRRERT & PO IC L 7o ARIRZE M 0 45
Mr—. HARBEETE AL 38 1 107 ~ 121

ik % (2004) ALBATRIZ BT 2 LB FHAEMR O, HMETHE 5380 1~9.

FER 2 - AR — - T3EE = (1990) SRS > I Mold L 8fE (1) —Mokds a7 oEfE
M-, HARALILEE16 : 8-17.

BPRURE - ARAE - PREES— (1998) “IRMIREOHSIESR . R KEVIHR63 1 11 ~23.

AIMES: - FI B - I I - WHRK - BEE 78 - FHIBA (2003) REBEBLR¥Y 74—V FIa—3Y
T DA BT D IR O AR BIMFLER (1997 ~2002) . 7 4 — )V FH A T R 3:37~47.

PACALA, S.W., CANHAM, C.D., and SILANDER Jr., J.A., (1993) Forest models defined by measurements: 1.
The design of a northeastern forest simulator. Can. J. For. Res. 23: 1980-1988.

B EZE: (2001) SHARIKMOBIREIZBI T 2 EBEMIIZE. HAKEDIIH 380 : 1-33.

BEPE] g HE (1993) BV LB, =SHILZ 545 7 - 4 X 7 HHROEH. HAERSRE43:13-19.

HAREAM (1997) MEAMOMALA LB S . S 21 0 31 ~35.

EAGAR - HEARERIE (1987) ALBERUREMMOMDME (1) 2 I MEEBEOAEFFE 39 [l HARBIH
Xt 15-16.



JE SR PR DR T RERRAT & i Tl 127

FAGFIBL - HEARPRIE (1988) =97 MRS BT 2 EEMAE O & RFFE. 99 Il HHGR - 141-142.

I - B - ALY - BVEERR - AR (1991) AIERILEE RIS BT 5 Z RO BEEIZ DWW T
(1) —FEEEERIZBT 2 5 DAEDQHAIZONT -, FUKMEFEEE AR 22 © 91-102.

PrHER (1995) /NBIBLE BRI BT 2 TESERH IR TR B3 2 Bl 98 — BRARIESRE R S 2 7 2 % . it
R TR EHEFR L. 306pp

Hp % - AfGEEE] (1996) IRFEMFIAEME TG & LMD EETIVFSD /857 2 — & OFE Tk, ik
BRETR IR 34 1 9~ 23

TANAKA, K. and ISHIBASHI, S. (1995) Reconstructing Past Stand Structures using Tree Ring Data. Journal of
Forest Planning 1, 55-61.

TR R LR A M BB AR (1994) TSR LR A M B EE MEEE . 1pp, HR R LR R
JETHE AR, BT

SEHAHE - RRFEE - IITZH - HritseiE (2000) BARKZ:=HUEERIZ B 5 E L T2 RO M1
B L O D 5 EH DAL, BRI EIERE TR S - 59-65.

FHRE KA TR (1991) IRTEBMIEDF W & FHBZEICB$ 2158, 68pp.

K - FBAEFT (1994) HAibko B LMk, HAGE 105 : 271-274.

AHEE - Ards - IR 3% - M - ILHZE= (1988) RO BEEICE T 20178 (1) duifEdEE ik
DRI DT ZUKIEFR 60 © 91-110.

AT — (1990) REMMIEFE D> 2 7 2ALICE S BIFZE . JREH:83: 31-142.

FHZEA - EE (1968) EAEBMERIC L 2 REMAKOAEETI. HAILHE1T @ 46-49.

RARERR - BEZETE (1992) JUMILHLIC 50T 2 38 IR 3208 IR D F6E 2B 3 2 F 98 — WS T i & iRl — .
JURIHEH 66 : 1~ 18.

(20094 9 A 3 H3ZA)
(2009 4F 11 A 9 H523)

Summary

The objective of this study is to analyze stand dynamics and predict stand growth of
regenerated broad-leaved forests in Mt. Karasawa for forest planning. Regenerated broad-leaved
forests cover extensive areas of unmanaged countryside forests in Japan. Analysis of stand
growth results show: (1) some field plots with large stand basal area (BA) have larger amount of
mortality than the small stand BA plots do and the relationship between BA and gross growth for
all field plots have upper and lower limits. (2) Growth in lower layer trees and mortality in upper
layer trees affect stand growth more than mortality and ingrowth in lower layer trees and growth
in upper layer trees. (3) The growth of deciduous trees in the lower layer is probably affected by
BA in the upper layer but its mortality is not. (4) Evergreen trees’ growth and mortality in the
lower layer are not related to BA in the upper layer. (5) Also evergreen trees have smaller amount
of mortality and a lower mortality rate than deciduous trees and (6) the growth of deciduous trees
strongly affects both the upper and lower layer growth trend of all trees. Based on these results,
the existent stand growth model FSD (Feedback type Stand growth simulation model using
Diameter transition probability) developed for mixed forest was modified to predict regenerated
broad-leaved forests. The modified model predicts growth better than the existent one, thus this
model is useful for the management of regenerated broad-leaved forests.

Key words: Regenerated broad-leaved forests, upper layer trees, lower layer trees, tree
groups, growth model
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