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Fig. 2

Location of study plots.

Notes ; Circles show origin of each plot.
Co-ordinates are as follows ; SP-1(5.7, 10.8), SP-2(19.0, 22.5)
SP-3(12.5, 2.0), SP-4(48.0, 49.0), SP-5(20.5, 27.0), SP-6(20.0, 36.5)
SP-7(17.0, 12.5), SP-8(24.1, 2.7), SP-9(18.0, 18.5)

SP-10(5.5, 29.9), SP-11(1.2, 18.0)

Table 1. Symbols of tree species.

U Belt-B
X
T sP-3
Plot-B
"3
sP-6 SP4
SP-10
D | SP-5
o Belt-C —
NEXIGER [l
£ -7 Sp-2
X
\ £ sp-8 T
O O
X Plot-C Plot-A Y

PRHRPOLVNIVZIZZIRTOP PP
B e F0Po 8o oyp ~0 g

. Acer japonicum

. Acer mono

. Abies sachalinensis

. Acer tschonoskii

. Cornus controversa

. Fraxnus lanuginosa

. Kalopanax pictus

. Maackia amurensis var. buergeri
1 Magnolia kobus var. borealis

. Magnolia obovata

. Prunus maximowicxit

. Prunus sargentii

. Sorbus alnifolia

: Sorbus commixta

. Salix hultenii var. angustifolia

Taxus cuspidata
Tilia japonica

. Quercus mongolica var. grosseserrata
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EHIC & ) HEREL KD S & Plot. AT 27.1% L B\ E L & B,

Table 2. Summary of selection cutting in plots.

Number of felled trees Persentage of cutting (%)

Qm As T.c. Total No.of trees Basal area
Plot. A 10 12 3 25 4.0 27.1
Plot. B 1 1 2 1.1 11.7
Plot. C 1 2 3 0.5 1.6

o Qm. & Stump - pre 1987
® As. X Stump - 1987(Q.m.)
o0 Others 4 Stump - 1987(A.s.)

A Stump - 1987(T.c.)

Fig. 3 Crown projection diagram in Plot. A .
(indicating trees taller than 5m)



HREARDORRI NI RBIC 5 2 B (3 -

3.2 RREBEOKIME

Fig. 3~5 IR EHRNE T2y } DT

BN (&S5 mLELE) Th3, 2> L,
1987 £ DARIEF L THIEHBEBA L Tv» 3 D aF
b b, 2HEAR (BE 10 m ki) LT
1987 £ LLET Dt WARIR LR L, Bk
(Plot.C) mRAEEATIcEP T 2MA» 4510
%, ZHEIWENHEIC & 2K ENITFEIC +
blevy, BIEBD 3z Z0BRBAL 2@k
BRLAZbDEFZ NS, A EE 10m

UL) nmtEgeEsy 7oy PERICED 2

W (5 - ) #kH 5 &, Plot. A< 74.0%,
Plot.B 4% 83.4%, Plot.C#<77.4%T& -7z,
Plot. A Tit &R TR ZICL b b

Table 3. Number and volume of trees in each plot (1987).

®As.

KB DA - KR - BH)

=B Stump - pre 1987
X Stump - 1987(Q.m.)

a Others A Stump - 1987(A.s.)

A Stump - 1987(T.c.)

Fig. 4 Crown projection diagram in Plot. B.
(indicating trees taller than 5m)
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Plot Plot. A (50m X 50m) Plot. B (20m x 20m) Plot. C (50m X 50m)
Species Number  Volume BA Number Volume BA Number Volume BA
(m?) (%) (m®) (%) (m?) (%)
A.s. 196 26.122 48.2 30 3.618 32.1 165 30.837 43.0
Q. m. 77 22.056 47.1 16 6.940 59.8 74 18.280 28.6
A m. 91 0.670 1.5 65 0.099 1.7 110 7.828 11.3
Aj. 32 0.053 * 6 0.055 * 116 0.439 - *
K. p. 51 0.206 * 15 0.074 * 53 2.721 4.6
S. a. 65 0.101 * 8 0.010 * 34 2.469 3.7
S.c 36 0.195 * 5 0.006 * 22 0.133 *
M. o. 11 0.032 * 13 0.034 * 30 0.077 *
P.s. 18 0.552 * 9 0.389 3.9 5 0.009 *
B.e 6 0.314 * - - - 14 0.357 *
F. L 1 0.002 * 1 0.001 * — — -
M. a. 1 0.002 * 1 0.001 * - — -
T.c. 1 0.206 * - - - 1 2.613 4.6
T.]. - - - 5 0.016 * 7 1.239 1.9
C.c 4 0.006 * 1 0.018 * 7 0.139 *
P. m. 8 0.018 * - - - 3 0.013 *
P. a. 2 0.023 * 3 0.009 * 2 0.004 *
S. h. — - - 4 0.034 * - - —
At 2 0.004 * - - - - — -
M. k. — - - - - - 1 0.001
Total 602 50.561 182 11.304 660 67.157
(/ha) 2408 202.244 4550 282.600 2640  268.628

* values under 1%
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® Stump - pre 1987

®As. X Stump - 1987(Q.m.)
0O Others A Stump - 1987(As.)
4 Stump - 1987(T.c.)
= Qverturned tree

Fig. 5 Crown projection diagram in Plot. C.
(indicating trees taller than 5m)

T, Plot. COMEE ZFUI X ED VT L2 5, RIRATD Plot. A ZHBHEES I B Wika T
boletEZ bbb,

Fig. 6 IcRIREBROHEHEF B R R 2. BBHEEIRELE 7o v b L Y, TRIZVEEKED
BWLFRERL T3, BEicA2 L, F FeVidTREY L LRI, TEERICIBIL
T3y, IXFT7RTREEBICE-FE2FODTINRZEL TS, A IXHTFhENST
X+ 7 UNDILER 3R Plot. BIcBW T AL, FNDIT LA TRBICHBEL Twi-,
7, 7uy FEENNEVPlot.BicvCTha 72 ) o EEKI BB S KD L fb
2, 7ay FRTHOERIZIEV, WEESEESHIC O W T RBoEm» A L0 5 (Fig



AREARORRIMA B S - HE (FH - KB - B - 0K - R - KE) 51

B5r PLOT. A

------

9~ 4~ 6~ 8~ 10~ 12~ ld~ 16~ 18~ 20~

(L]
D
]

PLOT. B

(3]
(=)
v

Number of trees (100/ha)

2~ 4~ b6~ 8~ 10~ 12~ 14~ 16~ 18~ 20~
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PLOT. C
10

2~ 4~ 6~ 8~ 10~ 12~ 14~ 16~ 18~ 20~
Height (m)

Fig. 6 Frequency distribution of tree height (1987).

Do

Table 3.& Table 4.ic &7 v v } OfEfES, FK, WEKERELRL 2, 7 1987 Fic
BIAEERE 7Dy b b 2,400 4/ha U ETH ), HEMWIL Plot. A TH 200 m/ha,
Plot. B #%# 280 m®/ha, Plot.C»*#1 270 m3/ha ¥, #HhE#RX D Plot. A B LIEWETH -
72 3XFFICHEBLTASE, PlotAld 3 X+ 7 0Bk H - 7212 b 5 T ENER
H»Plot.C% FEI2 = LA 5, fRIFHNICIE Plot. AiZ 3 X+ FKBRNDEHKGTTH 12 & EZ
L3, Plot.Blig 7wy b4 Xavh&wih, 4 7xh L TERER (2 XF-78N) o)
BAROBRE ZHERE L > T b, 2L Plot.CTid + F= Y nERIERENHIC
BnIthb, PFeVERORRFTHE LV D, S5ERDORAE KT 2 L, LBEAR
TREESIT ha 720 130~230 BREERA L T\ 2%, EEIcOVWTid Plot.ATha %7204
45m®, Plot.BX CTH7TIm* ofme 40, 1987 FHTIR &N 70 v b b 20%BOMME R



Number of trees

16(100/118) Plot.A 40(100/ha) Plot.B ls(loo/ha) Piot.C
— . e
30 12
10 1981
8 20
6 1
4H 10
2 R
0 0
0
0 [
'-'-'.'-'-'.'l'-':r:r:r.-ll 5 ECL2) || | | o T 1
a1t (100,/ba)
14(100/ha) "
12 H 12H
10 1992 10
1992
8 8
6H 6
4 4} |
2HE 2t
0 0 5 10715 20725 30735 0100 oo B0 0 0 e L Wy e .

Note :

0715 20725 3035 40 45 50 55 60 65 70
DBH (cm)

DBH (cm)

Middle figures in plots A, B, and C indicate the diameter

of felled trees estimated from stumps.

DBH (cm)

Fig. 7 Frequency distribution of DBH (diameter at breast height).
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Table 4. Number and volume of trees in each plot (1992).

Plot Plot. A (50m X 50m) Plot. B (20m x 20m) Plot. C (50m X 50m)
Species Number Volume BA Number Volume BA Number Volume BA
(m®) (%) (m®) (%) (m?) (%)
As 243 30.929 47.8 28 3.965 31.1 170 40.950 46.8
Q. m 66 28.434 47.0 13 9.266 59.0 56 20.777 24.4
A.m 95 0.796 1.5 68 0.146 1.9 118 10.391 11.5
Aj 27 .0.060 * 8 0.071 * 115 0.477 1.0
K.p 34 0.259 * 11 0.093 1.3 31 3.412 4.6
S.a 45 0.118 * 7 0.013 * 32 3.076 3.6
S.c 23 0.238 * 4 0.007 * 18 0.162 *
- Mo 10 0.046 ® 13 0.060 * 26 0.088 *
P.s 16 0.338 * 9 0.431 4.0 3 0.007 *
B.e 6 0.336 * - - - 12 0.428 *
F.1 1 0.003 * 1 0.002 * - — —
M. a 2 0.028 * 1 0.002 * - - -
T.c 1 0.216 * - - - 16 3.340 4.7
T.j - T - 4 0.017 * 6 1.520 1.9
C.c 2 0.007 * 1 0.026 * 6 - 0.152 *
P.m 5 0.032 * - - - 2 0.019 *
P.a 1 0.001 * 2 0.013 * 1 0.001 *
S.h — - - 3 0.051 * - - -
At 1 0.001 * - - - - — -
M. k - - - - - - 1 0.001 *
Total 569 61.843 173 14.163 615 84.772
(/ha) 2276 247.370 4325 354.063 2460  339.088

* values under 1%
LTw3,

3.3 5EMOLRAOEIL

Z o 5 AR TRERIC & 0 5% L 22 EHkAT 1987 £ 4RO LBEKIC 5 2 WA 2 AR LT
3k, TR Plot. A%< 17.5%, Plot.BA<12.6%, C#*11.8%Td ", MEKEME TS5
LENZEN3.4%, 5.1%, 5.3% % >TH), 7oy FHTHERBEIZALRLV, &
NLWEAROBIEMR Y 25 & (Fig. 8), BHEKTENY¥Y, IX+7, ~"IFTHIFE
EERS C, LD b X)) bIEARSEOY 16~28% % i D, Lb L IWEKIER T
b Eey kI XFT TRIZEKE S b, DB 05 FMTHEL LEEDS < 3/1MED
[EEBThH o722, I XFIR L FovokERD 1 ~ 2&NEL Tz,

Fig. 9 1ci3 2D 5 SEMICBA, 2 VIREL THE 2m BLEE & 228K, T4 b b
AofEtkE kR L 72, Plot. AT 292 4/ha, Plot.Bit 350 4</ha, Plot.C #5132 A&/ha 7% 1,
ERARE (1992 £ LEHEEIC S 284) 12 Plot.AT12.8%, Plot.B¢8.1%, Plot.CT
135.3% &%), EBhikiRX o Plot. A Tit Plot. Clc bR T#H 2 A EDER KA LTz, T
HARIRIC 2 L% S REHBORBIC L), MERRICEIVENLZLNEEL LD, BERIC



ERE A ERH RS B51B B15

100 100
&
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2 60 = 60
\8 i’
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8 40 @ 49
£
=3
Z

20 20

0 0
Plot. A B C Plot. A B C

B s Qmn [ Kp. [] Others

Fig. 8 Species composition of disappeared trees.

400
8. 1% *
’g [
- 12. 8% *
S 300
@ .
Q X
200}
o | 5. 3% *
3
& 100 20X
|
Z 3
0
PLOT. A PLOT. B PLOT. C

* Percentage of trees which exceed 2m in height
from 1987 to 1992

Fig. 9 Number of trees which exceed 2.m in height from 1987 to 1992.
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Q.m . _AS. -
5 Plot. A
Plot. A 4t
: 3 o o b ]
3 ° 2-.... ; . ...":t
2 . * . *p o o % oo -
-1 ’ 3 o“' S, ’E 1'& .,~.-.':s“.3.o”:~ P
go & o, *Pee o 8 0 DA Sl e o
o0 20 40 60 80 2 0 10 20 30 40 50
2 E 5 Plot. B
g i Plot. B S 4} . :
~— B < 3-
£ 37 o oo.
.E 2t g 2-. e o ¢
9 ) o 1'0' L4 * v
© gk o -~ .
Q e , R S 0 o % : . N
=0 20 0 50 ) 2 0 10 20 30 40 50
£ S5
8 5 ] S e Plot. C
5 | S Plot. C (] 4t . .: .
oo R
2-"1..‘ 1--”‘3':; !!.!‘:..:;...
l’j . . * .' ° . 0 !!l!' METE 'o :.
% 20 40 60 80 0 10 2 3 40 50
DBH in 1987 (cm) DBH in 1987 (cm)

Fig. 10 Relationship between DBH and diametric growth.

12, Fiz Plott AicBW T L Fo Vvl RHSHET, Plot ADERALEKD 68.5% % dish T
3, ZHUcxtL, PlotBECTIE } F= ViR FNEEHRALTE LT, 4 2% » 27 2 EHIC,
REMOEFRHEID, 2723 XF it Plot. AT 84 /ha A% <, Plot. BRC Tiz&< &5
Nich -7,

BARERIUZ oV i Fig. 10 1R L 72, MM 1987 FR OISR, Mot BARE
B(m/5%) T, 1X+3, FFeVIROWTRLTAS, i 5L, MEATETRE
B EIFTH B, MBEENKNMNBEDL L TRARERICII ATV XALNE, JHTE
H7vy P TLEBTHY, 205 FROBREERIS L IR KERMOLEIZE
HoLENLh -7z,

UE#FeoHds, #E2 mUEOERKRICOWTIRANL ) L Z L o#BINT,

@ 1987 SE NIRRT 2B TH— Tk % {, WEHSEENE W 3 X+ 7 KEBAY EHROMK
STIREIREH27.1% (BAKE) 20, REsEPLLERLH- 2,

QD5 EHTIRENT Ty b LEERBIZEDS L T 5%, BT 1987 F£H T 20% 0%
AL TW5,
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@OEEIZ7 0y FHNERALNT, IMEEEMOMRI L,

@EHPRIRKX 7 Plot. A THEFARSE , KIRIC & 2WEHEOHEIHRFIC F Py iRk
RicALNS,

GOREAREICIZZ NS EMTIE 7oy FRNDERIZRD LN H - 72,

4. HEB O XL

4.1 HBEFEHERBEES

Belt. A, B, CHOLRAOEIEERE & 1987 F£E L 01992 £ D4 E % Fig. 11~13
2, FEFEOBEHEESA % Fig. 14 12577,

Belt. A Ti3 PRI IR EFR L 22 LIS L 2BEBIALND, £DORATIE 7 <A
FHDEFREBICKRELBO DN, STEDHE2 5 5 Q2 FNHES L BEREIC L - 128
A LI, HREeRoMBOBEI ha 25721 37,500 A4 6 40,600 A & =L 72,
ZHThH b F=vidhaB720 24,600 K55 32,600 R LML T, 87 FI2H~D LHHC
10 co KO EER LK E I L Tz, 20—7, 10 cm Ll EDBRD B A1 13 BE 4 &
fbizAa b -7, T XF 13874, '924F ¢ Licha 7: 1) 1,900 £ E T, 30 cm Rigo

1987

1992

Q.D.No. 1 2 3

F-9
o
o
~
o
©
5

oQ.m. m Stump— pre 1987
e A.s. X Stump— 1987(Q.m. )
o 0thers A Stump— 1987(A.s.)

Cover degree of Sasa spp.

Fig. 11 Crown projection diagram of Belt. A (H=5 m) and cover degree of Sasa
Spp.
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RS R % HH T2, 72 30 cm DL Eo Bk '87 HK:C I3 ha 24720 280 & - 7247, '92
FETIRITEATHERIN G - 72, FBARMELL BRIV LW 2 5ART, B HMHEEL R
LOEELLND, 4 FXH T b EEMICHAERIH B,

FOMBERENBEE L TiE, TXXF, FFA<F, ~"7F7H21F, "X %
FI0RIIEH DY, TXXF 2, "IFT7HTEHRE, 0cm UTDLDH %L, BEK
BLL% ([TERA-1~2),

Belt. B i3 B 5uiic AKIRIC & 2 BREIEE 3 5 N, 7 00 Tid Belt. A & Rk 7~
£ P DA RIEIC 7 5 T\ 72, MEBTOMBIE ha %72 1) 23,400 A2 & 11,400 A ¥ L T
Wiz, b F=idhaZ7z0 2,600 475 4,300 & & WL 7225 Belt. A & i, %F5ic 10cm %
WOBROMINZ L 250 Th D, 10 cm L EDEROBEESICIZIT & A B A LY
Dolz, I XFFidha Bz 11,400 KA 5 4,100 2@ A L, 30 cm RiGDEEI L =

1987

Q.D.No. 1 2 3 4

Fig. 12 Crown projection diagram of Belt. B (H=5 m) and cover
degree of Sasa spp.
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Fig. 13 Crown projection diagram of Belt. C (H=5 m) and cover degree of Sasa
spp.

ST T2, F 7287 BRI IT, 30cm Bl ENEE&KD ha K721 600 KB 57245, 92 FTII L H
BEINLh -T2, FOMAZXHZT, "A /XX 6@rA L, Belt AL F+
Y, TXFTIRHRBEDETH -T2 ((TRA-3~4),

Belt.C T2 thiRiz L 2 BRI A L NT, T~ Af WHOREIIE 8T HF L HTE
WIS BT & b N d - 72, MR OKEIZ ha 2572 1) 12,900 A & 38,400 4 & » 7% ) B
LTwiz, } F=iiha %7219 5,200 & &5 21,800 & &, 17,000 ARERML TV 722, '87
HETH U - 72 10 cm KiOMFEKRL K E (ML TH D, P F27B#ED 80% L EE LHH T
7o FDI2, 92 E TR LEKOBEHEESAAHIWE 2 LFE & > T 5, 10 cm Ll EofEsk
BT 8THE L "RETII LAY EILIZALN -2, I XFZidhaBizn) 1,800 %405 3,
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Fig. 14 Height distribution of seedlings in Belt-A, B, and C.
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Table 5. Stand composition in Plot. A, B, and C (1987).

Q. D. No. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Height(cm)
Belt. A H<10 12 4 0 8 12 8 0 4 36 24
' 10sH<200 360 216 280 236 176 60 60 260 212 268
H< '
Belt. B 10 0 0 0 0
10=sH <200 16 68 8 12
H< 0 0 4 0 8 4 8 4
Belt. C 10 0 0
10=H <200 36 20 8 40 24 4 44 72 36 208
Table 6. Stand composition in Plot. A, B, and C (1992).
Q. D. No. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Height(cm) L i : .
Belt. A H<10 24 40 32 12 8 64 108 380 160 252
elt.
10=H<200 336 392 264 248 112 116 108 184 220 196
H
Belt. B <10 12 8 8 72
10=H<200 16 56 4 8
H<10 256 180 224 84 176 192 212 172 128 176
Belt. C

10=H <200 20 16 4 .20 20 0 32 84 28 152

Table 7. Number of seedlings of Abies sachalinensis in each quadrat (1987).

QDNo. 1 2 8 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Height(cm)
H
Belt. A <30 8 12 4 52 8 2 8 20 20 16
30<H <200 4 8 8 4 4 0 0 0 0 0
H< '
Belt. B 30 80 208 76 68
30=H<208 4. 8 8 4
H< 2 1 12
Belt. C 30 8 12 32 20 12 12 6 12

30=H <200 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 0

Table 8. Number of seedlings of Abies sachalinensis in each quadrat (1992).

Q. D. No. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Height(cm) v
H

Belt. A <30 24 24 16 8 16 24 16 12 36
0<H<20 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0
H

Belt. B <30 88 24 8 44
0<H<20 0 0 0 0
H< . 8 4

Belt. C 30 12 24 60 36 60 56 16 16 20

30sH <200 4 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 8
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Table 9. Number of seedlings of Quercus mongolica var. grosseserrata
in each quadrat (1987).

Q. D. No. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Year

Belt. A 87 4 20 48 64 8 24 24 48 80
92 4 8 0 40 24 32 4 8 12 20

Belt. B 87 7-0 20 64 20

92 4 32 4 12 .

Belt. C 87 0 0 0 0 8 24 56 20 56 32
'92 216 140 80 12 48 88 136 20 48 52

Table 10. Number of seedlings of Quercus mongolica var. grosseserrata
in each quadrat (1992).

Q. D. No. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Year

87 72 56 60 124 124 28 28 52 52 176
Belt. A

'92 16 24 72 136 32 28 20 48 36 60
Belt. B 87 4120 132 16

. '92 8: 16 24 20

87 4 24 4 16 104 32 32 28 92 60
Belt. C

92 52 28 8 20 92 96 40 44 56 60

H TR Plot.CH% L THML T 2455 5% &KL L TR & 5EBHKE v,
% DR EREIR £ PR R OBBIE TORMDHEES TH 5130, BB LIRS LRk,
UEEINENVFTRONIEREZRET D E, ROBEEICENTESD,

Dt F=YidW TR Mz BWTH 10cm RiGOBENOMMHIEL {, ThbnE it
FEeYEETO2FI—MIaH LTz, Thbb, J-ML, YH0EFEIFFRLLE
FEBAOBE L Tz, WTFNOFAERICEWTY 5 EMICEERE D 2 ) WL 20id,
HIRIC X ZRMEALLIERZT, COMOBTAERIHEL - bNEEZ LN 5,272 10cm
U oKz oW iz EHSICER L T3, 2L EBELZa F7— MBS 2%
LTwizdiwz b,

@ X+ 73 30 cm LLEOERDT 5 £1£1 13 Belt. A, BTIHIZ L A YRR ST, Hikic k
LRME(CDHBE T WD 5, T2, 30 cm RiFOEEKIZ LEB > A LN,
4.2 #EoORELHE

Xiz, FEevBIUIXFTERLE L EROKELBRICEAL TRET 5,

LB OV TEERESI L 2 RAERX (SP-1 ~11) D EBRAED S b, =2 TR %5
fERr (SP-1, 2, 3, 9, 10) iZDoWwTi#k~R3,

HERERET A2HERX L L TSP-1 & SP-2 %2, ROBEBL2ZIT CwhniEZ bh
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Fig. 15 Height distribution of seedlings in opening plots, SP-1 and 2.
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Height Growth (cm/year)
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Fig. 17  Height growth of Abies sachlinensis seedlings in Plots. A, B, and C.

DHNFEAETH B, b F= Vi3 SP-2 TlAERAKI S, BHEEESIHL EHICBITLT
ETwn3,

BWET (SP-9, 10) TiX, I X+ JREEBBEHIFLTH 7205 bbb 5EBICIES
THEL, HLOEEBKERZRL Tz, HoBEO/NSWEKICOW T, YomEL
Bl v,

&7y ML EERICHMLLZ b KoV OW T, Bk 5 FROMER 2 HIZE L 72,
ZOFEHMER 2 BEN, 79y Pz Fig. 17 2R/ L 72 M5 BI2 25 c/SE L F &l T 54
HERRL TV B4, 1987 £0BRIRAY £ ¢ 0 Plot. AT, L ) k& WEKIZ S HERIK
¢, Plot.B, CtH#&T 3 Wb ICKENRWHEH S\, Plot.B, CCidEKD YA X
hhb b THERIVINE (, WEAL L THVWERTICE,r N TSI LWL HTh S,

DR EET 2 LHBORE L ERICOWT, BBATIIROSIEE NS,

ORBRNHBEH > T VWEEZ LN I->BALALBET TR, P Fevd, EERED
RELHERER)ELTEY, EFEAIRCBERTICH > TRERBIIAIS W,

OIRIC & ZERRI T, I XF THBNIRIRER, B0 5 SBORF MR R L
Tz, £ L TINSIIERED 5 EMIcETHMEL, BUFHLLHFLREIE TV,
FRBETIC S ¢ &b NSEBKICOWT b RS, BEREOBKIINEL, HiMks R
BTV, 2O b, BEMICEIT2 I - SHEIZENMTNA L RERUVBAY
BDELTB), BEETY, WET T, BREATIIRMEEE L CTRLEXRETH S L #
g3ns,



MREARDOBARDRTERIC S 2 2T (il - KB - PR - K - RHF - #EH) 65

@ F F=vit, HHEOBWEEDEFERIE, TNLIHEBICERHE(FHLTBY,
ﬁﬁio%%um&étmﬁiﬁkéwoT&bBPFvvu%ﬁ,&ﬁu;ofﬂﬁmm%
L7Ea2B8EL T JigEr»»H s 2LEZ N5,

5. 8b W IC

AHEZMEKREAR TIT 2 b AR RD 5 5 B L B S TORMEEL L EF0EEL
BREFLAZLNDTH B, EROEERBSMRKNEL, KR T+ FeVv#EREORE, I X+
ZEMD LT B LERBHEBOBRISROFTEE LS5, ZhLNMZERL, 4%VAX
ZHR L T E LW,

FREENERICH ), LREKRIDFBREKRE (1987 F4K) R URMKRKLY 57—
NDEBE LT IRABRORE L HFCBEL TELDBHEWLZWTWE, TR B VL
7.

%8, BREAXBEELLSHENFNRUTOL DY Th 72, EEL TEEHk L ¥ 5 L3k,
Z2LOFOWIIH LB L 72V (R - A+FI.

1987 4F : KERMK, HEHRY, )| BEE, Hik—, MMUIEBIE BREEX FRENE &
WY, GRS, KFEs, SEBRRE, HKN T3/ -xF5er, BERE, EINE—,
FE#TF BETZ, BB XBER WWRNLE FHE

1992 4 © (RS T, Fiik—, HREE, WEIEX, &HBA, FOEE, #HKIN, HFEF, B
wHFE, TV RN Y, SEEER, PRAL, BHUEL, KHESR, KRB LK
&

B, AFRO—IWICFHERMFHIBRREIM R (PR 4E), BLUTHMERFHRER
(04304003) DI|BY % ZF 722 & RMART 5,

p4 [

JGREHZE (1986) | EHRHE.

FREHRZHHER (1986) | MEKEY AEANOFMKMEICOWT. JEHHE, 38(9), 27-30.

Kékit (1987) : MKROFIRRIE, BEOREE, 22(9), 43-46.

it — - IRIE - WHEAE - KBS - KN - spitkE (1993) | MREAPIFURMHT OB —FUIRIZ L 4
B L 5 EHEnBE—, HIbXE®, 41, 232—234.

RAE - HEHE - IR — - KRB - WKL - shARL (1993) @ SIREAMIREEHR S DB —IRIL 5 £
MBoME—, BMALsEs, 41, 235—237.



66 i EAFERFBERERFTREE 518 B15

Summary

Selection cutting was carried out in the Shiretoko National Forest from April 14 to April 16,
1987. This cutting received considerable public attention through mass media. This contro-
versy implies financial problems in the Japanese National Forestry System, promotion of rural
development, conflicts between wildlife and forest management, and effects of selection cutting
on natural regeneration. Long monitoring data of stand dynamics is necessary to discuss this
type of controversy scientifically. We set up permanent plots in selection cutting stands of
Shiretoko National Forest four months after the cutting to examine stand structure. Five years
later, we investigated the same plots again to monitor stand dynamics.

As a result of this research, following was estimated for the trees taller than 2 m.

1) Cutting patches in 1987 were not uniformly distributed over all the stands, rather it concen-
trated in some stands. Cutting reached 27.1 % in basal area in the developed stand consisting of
large Quercus mongolica var. grosseserrata trees.

2) The number of trees decreased for five years in all plots, whereas volume increased by 20 %
in comparison with that in 1987.

3) Disappearance rates were not significantly different among plots. Small sized deciduous trees
disappeared in all plots.

4) Trees growing more than 2 m in five years were predominant in the plot which received
intensive cutting. Crown opening by cutting had a particularly pronounced effect on the height
growth of Abies Sachalinensis.

5) A significant difference in diameter growth was not recognized among the plots.

The results for seedlings shorter than 2 m were as follows.

1) Sproutings from stump dominated crown opening site where large Quercus mongolica var.
grosseserrata trees were cut. These sproutings disappeared for five years, and new ones sprouted
from the stump. Seedlings established in the openings in 1987 also disappeared in five years, and
new seedlings were reestablished. This indicated that both Quercus mongolica var. grosseserrata
sproutings and seedlings repeatedly appear and disappear over short periods of time.

2) In terms of Abies Sachalinensis, relatively tall seedlings growing under the crown openings
indicate a high survival rate. These seedlings grew faster than those under the crown closures.
This indicated that Abies Sachalinensis may become a gap successor which fills crown openings
in the future.
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Appendix 1. Height distribution of seedlings in Belt. A (1987).

67

Heightlcm) 0~ 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 Total
A s 82 138 13¢ 104 59 32 18 9 12 10 3 1 5 1 2 2 1 1 614
Qm 9 27 6 2 2 1 1 1 49
A m 14 29 5 5 56 1 3 2 3 2 2 2 1 1 3 1 2 1 82
T.c 3 1 4
U.1 1 1
M. o 2 1 3
P.s 1 1
P.m 4 9 2 1 2 1 1 1 21
S.a 5 4 2 1 1 3 3 3 4 3 3 2 1 2 2 1 4 44
S.c 6 8 7 4 2 2 29
Aj 15 12 3 5 1 5 1 2 3 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 2 57
K. p. 8 4 5 2 1 20
* 6 3 2 2 13
Total 147 237 168 126 69 37 31 13 15 18 10 11 10 7 9 6 4 7 3 10 938
* trees unidentified
Appendix 2. Height distribution of seedlings in Belt. A (1992).
Heightcm) 0~ 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 Total
A s 270 68 103 118 73 63 36 22 20 10 6 5 7 2 1 2 2 3 3 814
Q. m 10 32 3 1 46
A m 9 8 5 4 1 1 1 1 3 3 1 1 38
T.c 1 1 2
S.a 1 4 3 2 4 3 5 3 3 2 9 3 2 2 2 1 1 50
S.¢c 6 2 3 2 13
P.a 1 1
A j 15 12 3 3 1 1 1 3 1 1 41
K. p 1 2 2 4 9
C.c 1 1
Total 315 128 123 133 78 68 42 23 23 14 9 14 16 7 4 5 3 0 4 6 1015
Appendix 3. Height distribution of seedlings in Belt. B (1987).
Height(cm) 0~ 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 Total
A's 1 2 6 1 3 1 3 3 2 2 2 26
Q. m 12 77 19 2 1 1 1 1 114
A m 6 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 21 1 2 1 2 1 1 26
M.o 2 4 2 2 3 2 1 16
P.s. 1 3 5 1 2 1 1 14
T.j. 1 1 1 3
K. p. 2 17 9 6 1 35
Total 18 108 39 6 10 7 2 3 4 4 0 0 5 6 3 4 1 2 1 1 234
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Appendix 4. Height distribution of seedlings in Belt. B (1992).

Heightcm) 0~ 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 Total
A s 25 1 3 2 1 1 2 1 3 1 3 43
Q. m. 4 33 4 41
A . m. 2 3 2 2 1 1 1 1 13
A.j. 1 1
M. o. 2 1 1 1 2 1 8
T.j. 1 1 1 1 4
P.s. 1 1 2
C.c 2 2
Total 35 40 10 4 2 3 3 2 0 1 4 3 1 3 0 0 1 1 1 0 114
Appendix 5. Height distribution of seedlings in Belt. C (1987).
Heighttcm) 0~ 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 Total
A s 7 34 36 27 6 8 1 4 1 1 1 1 2 1 130
Q. m. 3 27 10 1 1 1 1 1 45
A . m. 4 11 4 2 1 2 1 3 2 2 3 2 3 5 3 1 49
T.c. 1 1 1 3
M. o. 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 7
P.m. 1 1 1 1 4
A j. 11 5 5 3 31 1 1 1 3 2 2 1 2 1 45
At 2 3 5
T.j. 1 1 2 1 5
K.p 11 10 4 4 1 30
Total 39 91 61 37 815 4 9 4 7 5 7 8 5 9 6 3 1 2 2 323

Appendix 6. Height distribution of seedlings in Belt. C (1992).

Heightcm) 0~ 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 Total
A s 450 12 21 30 12 6 4 3 1 2 1 1 1 544
Q. m 12 49 16 1 2 1 1 82
A.m 115 78 3 4 1 2 2 1 1 1 2 210
T.c 4 4
M. o 2 1 1 4
P.m 1 1
S.a 1 1 2
S.c 6 6
P.a 1 1
A.j 53 23 3 4 3 2 1 1 1 1 3 95
T. 2 1 3 2 1 9
C.c 1 1
Total 644 166 46 39 1512 6 4 3 5 3 3 3 3 2 1 1 0 3 0 959
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Appendix 7. Height distribution of seedlings in SP-1 (1987).

Height o0~ 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150 Total
(cm) T
A.s. 0
Q. m. % 2 10 1 13
Qm#*% 2 8§ 2 2 1 14
A m 2 1 3
T.j. 2 1 1 4
C.c 2 2 4
Total 6 22 5 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 39
* seedling * % sprouting on stump

Note : This plot (5x2m) is located at the surrounding of a Q. m. stump.

Appendix 8. Height distribution of seedlings in SP-1 (1992).

Height 0~ 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 Total
(cm) ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ o~ o~~~ o~
A s 2 2
Qm*% 6 17 13 7 10 4 2. 2 5 3 69
A m. 1 1
T.j. 1 1 1 1 4
C.c 1 1
Total 9 17 13 8 11 4 3 2 5 3 1 1 77

* % sprouting on stump

Appendix 9. Height distribution of seedlings in SP-2 (1987).

Height 0~ 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 Total
(cm) ~ o~ e e — e~
A.s. 8 13 6 4 1 1 1 34
Qm*%x 19 18 7 2 46
P.m. 3 1 4
P.s 1 1
S. a 1 1 2
S.c 2 2
A . m. 1 1 2
A.j. 1 1 2
K. p. 1 1
Total 3% 3 14 5 3 2 0 0 1 0 1 94

* % sprouting on stump
Note : This plot (5% 2m) is located at the surrounding of a Q. m. stump

where intensive cutting was carried out in 1987.

Appendix 10. Height distribution of seedlings in SP-2 (1992).

Height 0~ 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 130 Total
(cm) T
A. s 6 3 2 3 3 2 1 3 1 1 25
Q. m. % 4 6 1 11
Q. m.k % 1 1
P.s. 1 1 2
Alj. 1 1 2
Total 10 11 4 3 3 2 0 1 1 0 1 3 1 1 41

* seedling

* % sprouting on stump

69
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Appendix 11. Height distribution of seedlings in SP-3 (1987).

Height 0~ 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150 160 170 Total
(cm) B T T
A s 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 12
Qm* 9 2 . 1 1 37
M. o. 2 2 4
A m. 1 1 2 1 1 6
T.j. 1 1 1 1 1 1 6
K. p. 2 1 3
Total 6 31 1 2 2 1 o0 1 1 3 1 ¢ 1 1 3 1 2 1 68
* seedling
Note : This plot (7.5x5m) is located at the surrounding of a Q. m. stump
which had been cut before 1987.
Appendix 12. Height distribution of seedlings in SP-3 (1992).
Height 0~ 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 Total
(cm) B T e
A s 7 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 15
Q. m.x 4 14 20
M. o. 1 2 1 1 1 6
A.m. 1 2
A.j. 1 1 2
T.j. 1 1 2 4 4 1 2 1 1 2 1 21
Total 12 16 4 5 5 3 1 3 1 13 2 1 0 o0 1 1 66
* seedling

Appendix 13. Height distribution of seedlings in SP-4 (1987).

Heig!

ht 0~ 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 Total

(cm) ~ e~ e e e m o~ o~

Q. m,
P.m
S.c
P. a.

A. m.

A j.
K. p.

L% 10 10
X 2

Total

1
2
3 1 1
g n 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o0 1 22

* seed
Note :

ling
This plot (5x5m) is located at the surrounding of a A. s. stump
which had been cut before 1987.
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Appendix 14. Height distribution of seedlings in SP-4 (1992).

Height 0~ 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 Total
(cm) ~ o~ o~~~ ~ o~~~ o~ o~
A.s. 6

Q. m.* 5 1

M. o. 1 1 1 1
P. a.
A m.
A j.
C.c
Total 13 6 2 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 24

W NN A~

W DD =

* seedling

Appendix 15. Height distribution of seedlings in SP-5 (1987).

(!

Height 0~ 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 Total
(cm) ~ e e e e e e e e e e e~~~
A.s. 1 1 1 3
B.e. 1 1
Q. m. % 15 25 40
M. o. 1 1 1 3
A.m. 1 2 1 4
K. p. 1 1
Total 8 22 06 1 1 1 0 0 0 O O O O 1 o0 0 2 0 0 1 52
* seedling

Note : This plot (5X4m) is located under a standing dead Q.m. tree.

Appendix 16. Height distribution of seedlings in SP-5 (1992).

Height 0~ 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 Total
(cm) ~ o~ o~~~ e~ e~~~ o~ ~

A s 83 1 84

Q. m.* 4 6 10

S.c 1 1

A m 4 3 1 8

Aj. 3 3

Total %5 9 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

* seedling

Appendix 17. Height distribution of seedlings in SP-6 (1987).

Height
(cm)

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150 160 Total

0~

A s
Q. m.*x
P.m.
S. a.
A m
A.j.

1 1
3 3

—
—_ =Y N

Total

* seedling

Note : This plot (2X5m) is located around a fallen A. s. tree.
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Appendix 18. Height distribution of seedlings in SP-6 (1992).
Height 0~ 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 Total
(cm) ~ ~ o~~~ o~~~ e~~~ o~ o~~~
T. c. 1 1
A.s. 23 23
Q. m. % 5 1 6
S. a. 1 1
S.c 1 1
A.m. 4 1 5
A j. 1 1 2
Total 2% 5 1 0 0 1 0 o0 0 O O O O O 1 0 1 0 1 39
* seedling
Appendix 19. Height distribution of seedlings in SP-7 (1987).
Height 0~ 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 130 Total
(cm) R T
T.c. 1 1
A. s 5 1 1 7
Q. m. % 2 1 1 4
S. c. 1 1
A . m. 3 1 1 5
A j. 1 1
Total 5 6 2 1 0 0 2 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 19
* seedling

Note : This plot (5x2m) is located around many fallen A. s. trees.

Appendix 20. Height distribution of seedlings in SP-7 (1992).

Height 0 10.20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140 Total

(cm) ~ o~~~ e~ e~ m e e o~ e~ o~
A s. 19 3 1 2 25
Q. m. % 2 1 3
S.c 2 1 3
A . m. 9 17 2 1 1 1 31
A j. 2 1 3
Total 34 22 2 1 2 o0 1 0 O O O O O 3 1 65

* seedling

Appendix 21. Height distri-

Appendix 22. Height distribution of

Note : This plot (2x2m) is-

bution of seedlings in SP-8
seedlings in (1992).
SP-8 (1987). -
Height 0~ 10~ 20~ 30~ 40~ Total
Height 0~ 10~ Total (cm)

(cm) T.c 3 3
A s 4 4 A s 14 14
M. k. 2 2 Q. m.*x 3 3
S.c. 1 1 M. k. 1 1
A.m. 1 1 A m. 5 2 7
Total 5 3 8 At 1 1

Total 23 5 0 0 1 29

located at uprooting * seedling
of a A. s. tree.
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Appendix 23. Height distribution of seedlings in SP-9 (1987).
Height 0~ 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 Total
(cm) ~ o~~~ o~~~ e~~~
A s 1 1 2
Q. m. % 2 1 3
S. c 1 1 1 3
P. a. 1 1
A j. 2 2 1 2 7
Total 6 4 0 0 1 0 0 1 o0 1 1 2 16
* seedling
Note : This plot (2x2m) is located under the crown of a Q. m. tree.
Appendix 24. Height distribution of seedlings in SP-9 (1992).
Height 0~ 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150 Total
(cm) B e
A.s. 9 1 10
Q. m. % 2 1 3
S.c 2 2
A.m. 3 4 7
A.j. 2 1 1 1 5
Total 2 8 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 O 0 1 27
* seedling
Appendix 26. Height distri-
Appendix 25. Height distribution of bution of
seedlings in SP-10 seedlings in
(1987). SP-10 (1992).
Height 0~ 10~ 20~ 30~ Total Height 0~ 10~ Total
(cm) (cm)
A.s. 2 1 3 A s 25 25
Q. m.x 1 1 2 Q. m.x 2 2
S.c 1 1 S.c 1 1
A. . m. 1 1 A m. 25 7 32
Total 2 3 0 2 7 A.j. 2 2
* seedling T.c 2 2
Note : This plot (5 X 5m) is located under Total 5% 9 64
the crown of a A. s. tree. * seedling
Appendix 28. Height distribution of seedlings
Appendix 27. Height distribution of seedlings in in SP-11 (1992).
SP-11 (1987). Height 0~ 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 Total
- (cm) ~ =~~~
il :
A.s. 52 2 2 1 2 1 61
Te 1 L Qms 1 1 2
A.s. 2 3 3 2 1 1 12
P.m. 1 1
(SQ.' :1'* i 2 1 S.c 6 6
A.m. 4 3 7
Total 4 5 3 1 2 1 0 1 17 A 2 2
* seedling C.c 2 2
Note : This plot (2x5m) is located under the crown of Total 69 7 3 2 0 2 1 85

a T. c. tree.

* seedling



