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1. (XL &I

RIRAEME AR ITIREREE O F TR 5 2
CNIMHEIE D H e DT (FFHE S 2000), 1+
(2T L 7o sk O FRAR O T I B 2R R B A R D |
FEHATYCIEY BEOLERME L CoREIZH
IR E EMBAREICERL T D (RS 2006),
LovL, AR ofEhn & EEOIRAbIZ L 0 ) -
SEEENTE Y, Kbz BROELSRBLO
RELED T, WRREOHREEEHENIRD LN
TS GBS HRPEEZENE 2002), RINENR
MORBEDT=0 . BUFT 285 OIS & T
EEZHALNICTHZ LIFEETH D,

AEHEE OWE R TrE, W TIEMAZ BT 5
TENRRTHD EENDA LY HTT ORISR
s (JHiE 1987), A & Y =T bk, Bpff
B (g 1970), FUR¥E Gl 1966), £ Ly
(e 1977, PSS 1974), BEFFER (BrE -l
1982). faFi/NE (Tatewaki 1958) 72 K AtifEiE N
DEMTR G, FITHEREE LR E ORI
%39 % (Tatewaki 1958, £4)I1 1984), 1 %%
73 7 D3 B v A B DR TR & TR T
HEIEHE LT, (ke & TR — BRI R L
-2 &, JRETHD I OMFENEFT CERWE
ERENERENR TSN (FFE 1987, i
1994), A Z ¥ =T MO TFHEREITIZ & A EH
BT ZFLTVRY,

R i AE R 28X, 1 XY =T
DI H U (BRI 1984, 75 1992, FFMH
2010) ¥ 7 7 * (R 1992, LK - #kH 2000)
REBRMOLNTNWD, EEOR LB TH v
T SR O & R L7 BRI (1984) 13, M3
MERD T o DX —FICH TR LIctk, RsEL #i
FEBVIELTWEZEZHLNICL, BEALR Y
DGEFEIN IR EL D%, THRLNIZEIE & D W T E
BLIDEENERHFSOZ L THREICBWTESLSLT
B, BEFELE L CORELTH O EEMEZ B
L7z, EIRERICIBWTE 7 7 bk R4
L HHTRRA A MR L2 LN - ARE (2000) 1, #E
Wit 8B% MRS o722 LA RE LT D,
W IR, 5 2 & A TSRS #E 3E O 368 2 it
T % L S (Tto 1993). i FITRAL T 2 AR5y D BT
BREICHFEHPEETHL B DND,

WEICEBTT DA XY =T OHETHICO

Tk FH1em

WL, ABRE AL OHEBEN & B O F B D T &
TRIRAFT T, A XY HTT R EPNRZT DRAK
AUEREMICB VD TRRL DS L2 B OEIA 254 L
TEWFFE T, T5~80% DA ¥ ¥ 1 =7 MRS H L
FHEKEBZONZENMESINTND (EA
JII 1984), £7-75 8% (2000) I, AL EF R RS
BDA Z Y H =T RIS O T 2EE T O F4 &
BELTWD, ZNOLOHEFMNS, HEFEEA 2T
T =T RO MERFICITI R O B % 52 ) 7o B 2 T
NEETHDLAREENRSH Y, £ OHEHENEE & i
WHOKE ZH SN THHEND 5,
ARFZECIE, Ly B ERTIC BT DT
YA B XY DT ROSHEHRE LD, Mot
WA O L, Bl mIcER L CHEETEE L

REtL7o, S BT O#ERF & B ZF D BIfRIZ DU
TEELT,

2. SiEH EFE

L7 b ERT AL P e O
H AN LB T 5, SRR M O 52 %
=T, ALHEEN TILEIRE CTHh D, FAHIC
B ITVT ARSI (T2 @ 1971~2000
HEETOT — X LU FEAIR 9.8°C., 4FHIRE
K& 1178.9mm TH D, 4~8 HE T, 10
~3 H £ TIFALVE O ZFEJE A =k L | W7 Tl
F 1 Tl DRSS,

ABFSETIR, B BN TR S L7zl & 2
oM B N E I AT 5 UGS 2003) L
J ERTAR  FHX 0 H/b - X E T oL
20km O X[ET, ITHRD 100~500m PN % I AET
% [EE 228 B#k 0> D F £ TR G E LTz,
WFFERI GHNC BT DA XY I =T HONHi 21 5
T DT, HiZEEHE (1996 Ff, b/ [E)
e & BLHE A |2 K > CHRRAR O AR X & VERK L
77

ALY T RO HEE & RETT 2729,
RILHFIZ BT, E s (1988) I k- CRldiSh
7= E@@n 8~10m FETA X v h =7 M 5T
L0593 E1FIER U EEE oS, 15m X 15m @
a K — b % 3EE Lz (Fig. 1, Ay OR
AN 357 ~88° T, MRERICIZARB B ARSY 4
DBEEFRIZIE 100% THE L LTz (Table 1),
THRDICHIL L= 1.3m UL Eo@mAEEZ2 B
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L, MR, MEEs (DBH) #itsk L7z, &
MG TIEHRSLD LTz ERBZH A BV, BROMBIT
WITBB DGR LIDEMRRO N2 L b,
BRAZD LTz BARZHFHoRE & L (GREE 2000), ©
LA D EoRZ Hep L EZ Lo, Moo AR
AR T D70, MR EER LTz, W3FH
SRR ORI IIRR Z & AHE Lz, B o
{ER%IZ1E Forest window.2.10 (Nobori 2000) %
W, EROEHEEZHONIT 5720, Higk
OISR OMR TN S 30em L ONLE THRE
a7 AR U A R o, A A hEL
a7 REIHR WD EARIZOW T EERIC LY
Al Lz, A XY =T O LR BRER

Table 1. General description of investigated stands

27

DFEN BN T2T2, #53F EHTICB D 5 v Rtk
DOHLEHTHE (M EEm1Im A TE L) oA L
TBAEROR S ZEk LTz, AEKRSNICHELL
TR 1.3m ATl O SRR A HeRT & U, BHRE &
ZRLER LT, 2 b OFAE 2009 4 6~10 H 24T
-7,

A XX HDTTIIRT DR EDA RNV AD
WEAPRT S0, v a— FOAKREREA2B
LT, WO T, 14 A S HkE S
TR 79 KD Y4EA S 20— & 2009 4F 5 H
ICEE L, MEMET L 10 A 17 BIZER O
REva— NEOWEEIT-TZ,

Mean height

Dominant

. . 2 .
ai R Mo Swe G G O ows e e
(m") irecti eg (m)** (m*/ha) (BA%) speci vegetati
Acer 1 225 39 Northwest 38 8.3 2342 A m*3(99) 2 Au*? P.h*® p.jx°
Acer 2 225 41 South 38 10.2 3000  Am (99) 2 Ss’
Acer 3 225 64 West 36 108 3031 Am (99) 2 Au, P.h, Amox®

*1 Mean height of the highest 10% of the trees, *2Basal area at breast height, *3 Acer mono, ** Angelica ursine, Artemesia Montana.

* ®Parasenecio hastatus ssp. orientalis, * ® Sasa senanensis, * Petasitis japonucus ssp. giganteus,* 8 Artemesia Montana.

NMt. lozaﬁ_A\/

J"‘I<—Acer 3

B Stand dominated by Acer mono
Stand dominated by other tree species

Fig. 1. Distribution of coastal forest, showing locations of the investigated quadrats. Thick and
thin lines are the shoreline and the road, Route 228.
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3. #ER
FERFE T I T DM O MK % Fig. 1
R LT, A X YT BMELSET M35y F
W, WRET, MREICSEL T\, AT
T ME ST AR O mEET, AFFEx S o
FERD 48.8% % 56D TNz, ZOOKFE L LT,
Y~ 27U (Morus bombycis Koidz.) 759 %4k
0N 23.0%, A =7 3 (Juglans ailanthifolia
Carr) MBS T 20NN 4.4%% 5D, F7- HAERM
Ttk A 3 vonavF X (Populus nigra var.

italica Muenchh.), ¥ K1 (Populus alba Linn.),

7 <> (Pinus thunbergii Parlat.), =% 7 5+
7 (Robinia pseudoacacia Linn.) 73ME 59 555y
. AET 23.8%% Tz,

TS DMPLZ Table 1 (2”7, EJEe (b
EmOENHDNG 10%@J:7l<@ﬂvzi’\]$ﬁfﬂ]) % 8.3
~10.8m Th o7z, E7-MEBrEfaitid 23.42
~30.31 m%ha TH o7, ﬂif@nﬁﬁ** TCA X
YHETRMEEREAE T 99%L EA HH T
7=

Table 2 |24 X ¥ =T AR E R LIz, A4 %
Y AT DML 178~489 AK/ha T > 7z DIt
L. #52FHskepiE 888~1733 A/ha T, 4 BAIC
58D 2 # 2 RS OEIG X 64.5~84.6% Th o7z,
1 ¥k 72 ORI DY) L AR R AL 3.1
+2.0~3.3*0.8 KTH -7,

Fig. 2 I[ZHPFHEMIITE T 5 LRI &R
B SAi &2~ LTz, Acer1 & Acer 3 TlX, %
AU Tm, 8m |\ — 2 ZFfo—[LRID A% LT
7o Acer 2 TIE 9m I RHIR 2 ©— 7 BRI,
EQ R NAF v Nl hal= o= ot d S )TNV = 2 hel e ]

Table 2. Number of stems in Acer mono stands

LT3, 6m E&fiiZofmi L TWad ERDE T
BRI CTh o7, FahT & b 2~4m (2D
BOY~ 7 UNRHEL T\, £ TOFEMKS T
6m At O _EAREUT D T2 o T,

0O Acer mono sprout—origin stem
W Acer mono single stem
B Morus bombycis

12001 Acer 1

900 ¢
600
300

s

1200
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IS I L
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900 ¢t
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300 +
Om. LB |-|HII_A]I!I.II_||
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Acer 2
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o

Fig. 2. Height distribution of stems (height=1.3m).

Number of stems (/ha)

Number of stems per stumps

Number of Number of Ratio of sprout-orign
stand . sprout-orign stems stems Min. M ax. Mean £SD.
singe stems
(number of stumps) (%)
Acer 1 400 1733 (533) 81.2 2 4 3.2£0.8
Acer 2 489 888 (267) 64.5 2 4 3.3+0.8
Acer 3 178 978 (311) 84.6 2 7 3.1+2.0
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Acer 2
m Acer mono single stem
m Jcer mono stump
O Morus bombycis stem

Acer 3

Fig. 8. Crown projection diagrams.
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Fig. 4. Height distribution of seedlings (height<1.3m).

BIER % Fig. 3 12577, 2 TOFHEKSYS
DOMIEEIZIFIEFFASH L, Acer 1 & Acer 3 TIFHED M
DL & ED T,

HERS DRt =i BEBIBEEE 43 AT & Fig. 4 [T LTz,
A Z Y =T OHEBEUTHENR S TR > T
7o, 89~1422 AK/ha L 7ehro7-, fE 20cm
XV K&724 %Y =T OHeRHT Acer 1 & Acer 2
Tl 45 A/ha, Acer 3 TIIHHIET, A ¥ v h=
TIXEDOHREMNRD TH YA XD/NSWVHER AT &
IMETH-T,

Fig. 5 1A ¥ Y I =7 EROBAERKERRIHE

20007
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w
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Fig. 5. Frequency distribution of the length of
adventitious branches of Acer mono
stems.

Enfir Rt BAERENBEL WS XY
7 EAROEIGIE Acer 1 TiX 50.0%., Acer 2 Tl
32.3%. Acer 3 TiX 30.8% CTh o7, HBARLKIL
Acer 1 Tl 2444 A/ha, Acer 2 TiX 1511 A/ha,
Acer 3 Tld 489 A/ha &AM TR E S £
ST, BAEENEEL T ER 1 AbTZY
DI EBIL DL L AFHER IS Acer 1 T 2.3+£2.0
A, Acer 2 TIE 3.4+1.4 A&, Acer 3 TIE1.4+0.7
KT o7, 20em K D% AEFLD Acer 1 TlE
87.3%. Acer 2 TI% 47.1%., Acer 3 Tl 63.6%%
H 7z,
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Fig. 6 124 % ¥ =7 EAROBHBEBIBEEE 7y
fizR UT2, 728 Acer 1 Tl A3k 1 A& Acer
3 TIXBAZEHRE 4 RBEFIC L > Ta 7HE
B A I Z D 2 LR oTz, EDOFEMN
3THA XY T OB &g 3 kR T3 R
SRR B o T2, Acer 1 TIHLHEERIT 40 4=, 50
FEDQINTA LT =0ext L, #i2FEH kT 20
~T70 T T IR O Hi & LTz, Acer 2
TIHHEBEL 70 FICE—7 ZR>— [ EZ /R L, 60
~80 T 72.7%H3 5340 L | il Tl e o7z,
B 2 ORI 72 B — 2 2R &3 20~80 41
JEL A LT 2, Acer 3 CIXHLERIT 60 4, 70
DI L TN =DITHT L, B SR#IT 40
B & 60~80 FFIC/ i % LT\ -, Higk & Bi2fH
St OBEEE 3 i b O BT R T OFHEAMS TIE
IF—E LTz,

Table 3 1A % Y 7 =7 OEFEHKEHOKN
BT Dt AEZ TR LTS, BT E/NT 3
R TA3ETH T, FRNOBHIRZEDEE)IT
Acer 1 T194F, Acer 2 T 324, Acer 3 T 16 £
Tho7,

Fig. 7 \[CYHFEAE Y = — MEEROMBEE i %

ssprout-origin stem

157 i
Acer 1 osingle stem

10l n=47

Acer 2
n=31

D terenlr .
0

Acer 3
| n=22

Frequency

0 10 40 70 100
Age class (years)

Fig. 6. Frequency distribution of ages of
Acer mono stems.

R LTz, BIEE B L7= 2009 4E 5 1 20 H DAL
TA XY T IIREL Tn, BN EE LKE
Ltz 8 H FAIE Ty o — b ORIERCR T 22 9%
IR LT, 2 THOY 2— P TLAENEBREN
7o AMEREOYHIT 5.0cm T, H AT 104.9cm fif
ElLzva— My R LD, FREIT 2.3cm T
Hol,

4, EE
et Gt 4 % v b = F K. R,

WEEICHMEL W (Fig. 1), &l 2 &t
WEE B AR R U O R AR O 54 1%, i E ok
B ZIZ X VEEOEILFELADLTDEIZ WD
2RNE R SRS (Eip 1988), W Fukt Gz
BT HHERIDFES RGO % < 130D THAK
ISP & L Cfiiboit JEmE—IK FME). BIfEIX
FHA BRI~ A I BRESETLEFTE 72>
TRV, 14X IZTHOE L F -2 DONA
FEREIZR STV e,

A XY =T IEmEERE <, ME T T
FERICH#H L (Namikawa 1996), ALifEE OIS
BOWTH~TRIZZAONIBETHD (i

Table 3. Difference in stem age within a
stump of Acer mono

Differencein stem age

stand within astumps
Min. M ax. M ean+SD.
Acer 1 3 36 19.3+10.4
Acer 2 6 43 32.0£13.2
Acer 3 13 18 16.3+24
80
& 60
<
S 40
2
w 20
-

Length class (cm)

Fig. 7. Frequency distribution of the current-year
shoot length of Acer mono.
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1987), L22L, SEOHFHETIE, FHEKS ED
I~ N IEF T, M BB B A A 1 — 1 LR
W, —HEMEE 2L L7 (Fig. 2).

FEMY TR ONTA XY h =T ORERHIT A
TERPOGMNZLTEY, Wb EARKTH
HEZEZBNTME 20em LV K& A A ¥ h=T
FTOMBNIIFEAERBNT (Fig. 4), Mo 4ER%
LEFITIR#HETH D LB X BN, Komiyama et
al. (2001) 12K 5 &, A Z ¥ h=F ORI T OAa%t
SRR E 1L BUFRE TH - 7o, A DG
IF3A 2 Y =TI L > TURIEMHS L (Fig. 3). K
FEBETICHD B2 bND, £, HEMAD
DOHREIIT KRB ER E 21T 7 ~A P03 EE L
(Table 1), HMEMIONERIRIZ L VB D LEX
LTz, AEIOPFHE CIILREICOWTHIE AT
STV FAEMS DICEREEIC X - THERT D
AR EEDEEL <. BURTIZEALHNHIRS
nNTna LRI,

TR B BB 3 AR (2 B 1) D LR D /341 L Acer
1 & Acer 3 CTIER LN &FHICEF L, Acer 2 T
IFIFE— IR TH o772 Fig.6), 2D b, 4
TORENS T, BEICEATFNAREIZ /-T2
BN ®H-7-tE2 BN, EEAS TREEAN
HRFELITIRBT DX RN EARHFOE -
N ERo-tEIZOND,

BERERDITBIT DA XY I =T OFiEH K
B OEIE1L 65~85%FE T 7= (Table 2), P
DEHRIRZZRIZ B W THFEH R OB OEIA 2 i
L7z S (1997) 1, A # Y =T 1281 D3
HEDEBOEILIN 0.6% Th 722 & s LT
Do AMFZETIA U723 IO TILHE 2F Rk
DEENIEFICEm NI WR D, BFHER &
H ORI E MO — 7 X3 —H% L T
WA B 3 ORI LR (T A~ TRV SRR B 12 4y
i LT (Fig. 6), BiEF 88 & EA T OMSIX
EIZEIRFHNCHEAE Lo od, a2 AT SRR IS
BV T-EZ b, (RERBRICHAL
72 ROl E 2 A L7/ L (1989) 1,
XFT . NUXY . N VOB ETRHIL—FI
ThbhTwnwieolcxtL, A ¥ Y h=s, v F /%
X 30FLL LT BiEEE A ThIL TV &
ZHELTWD, fAEKZICEBW TS 2P
7 DR Ol 22 13 FHIET 16~32 £ TH Y

(Table 3). BT 72 F2A T8 & Rt i 70 i 25 5 8T
RV HHFHORESE LT DGR o T
LEZONT,

ZOXDRHHFEEH A ARRIC LB & LT,
BEDOBENEZ DND, FREKRSOAL XY
T =5 FROK 30~50% THAERORENRL LN
2o FTo. A Z Y I T D% AKEPERISEE 54
AV LW LR R fiER A < L (Fig.
5), B R AN RAEL TV D EBbh, A
Z Y T OBIFEILHEEN, BAERKITHEY
FAELRWE SN TEY (Namikawa 1996), FH4:
WA I T DB AR OR AT R & OFEIER) 72
ARNLVAREEL D EEZLND, AT
. BEHE O Y 2 — OREIT R ST, R
REDOA RN LVRIZKLTHMER S D LB X BT,
WAEAY 2 — MIEEDO L 5.0em Th o7,
RHICBW A XY I =T OV a— MEERS
HIE L7z3km (1993) 1Tk B L& YiEA T o — MM
REE2B0OYYHE)IE 20.4cm THoTz, £7-. BXHICE
WCA LY I=T D 3 FMDOY 22— MR EZH
7€ L7 Sakai(1990) 12X 5 &, 3FEMOMEED
WL 90em FRE Th oo HEDO A X T
DY a— MIERITNSVETHD EWVZ D, &
2— FOMEEIT o7 b DD, A ML RIZE -
THREMBIIH SN TV B IREERHY . Z0
TN BAERAERND 1 oTHD LI,
7k (2000) 1FRRT/NG DA Z ¥ I = FHRIZB D
T. B OMERSCRIEIC L o TR N E N L
EROoTWVAERTZBIE LT, BAEELH S
Z LTk o T, BTG IE R EDVE U T2,
HONICHEFARETHD EEX LD, HELED
BAEROBEENZ OV TUIS BT L T < LB
Hb,

LLEo X Hic, Bl ogRtta 2 v =
TR R BT, VRIS N EARE O MR B L
—FRHDIFNITE VKR EZ R LT, B
BHIRHERE T, MR U FAFH & IFIER
IRFLZ A2 U DRFER 70 B 3 BT K o TR D3 fE
RanctzeEx N,

HiEE
AU ZBED DT> TiL, b LD
L EIKHELZK, EHE—XKIZICOITRO
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FRITDEED I EE T, T ZICR LT
HOBEEERT D, ACHEE R &/ NBAF R NS
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O A, HETES, W EE, R, fx KKK,
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Summary

We investigated the distribution, structure and regeneration process of coastal Acer mono forests
in Kaminokuni, Hiyama District, Hokkaido. In the study area, stands of Acer mono accounted for
48.8% of the total forest area. In three stands selected for intensive study, the height of dominant trees
was 8.3 to 10.8m, and the total basal area was 23.42 to 30.31 m2/ha. Acer mono accounted for more
than 99% of the total basal area in each stand. All stands had unimodal height distribution. The ratio
of Acer mono stems that originated from sprouts ranged from 64.5 to 84.6%. Few seedlings were
observed on the forest floor of each stand. The age distribution of Acer mono of single stems was
unimodal. Peaks in the age distribution of stems of sprout-origin coincided with those of single stems.
The difference in age of Acer mono of single stems was small in comparison to that of sprouts. We
concluded that trees were regenerated from seeds and vegetative regeneration following a disturbance,
and that Acer mono stands are assumed to be maintained by the continuous occurrence of

adventitious shoots.

Keywords: Acer mono, natural coastal forest, regeneration, pure stand, sea wind



