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I. [ZC®IZ

JEENZ K0 BRARTITERA 22 E A T A
DRHET L2 b D, ELICAFELZITRT
WEFEERT N TAR TIIXIR 2SR K Td 5 (Chiba,
2000 ; Wilson and Oliver, 2000) ., JE\E DI AT,
R[RG, HE, T, MR 8L < OBER N EET
% (Savill, 1983 ; Ruel, 1995) »3. A&MIZES
WA FTREZR BRI T 0 | FEEH 2 E 0
REMEHEICE Y, MERAEICRS ZET LI/EL
it <= % (Kilpatrick et al, 1981 ; Cremer et al.,
1982 ; Rollinson, 1988 ; Mason, 2002 ; Kamimura
and Shiraishi, 2007),

AT (B 5. 2011) T, 2004 FICJAE O
& o 7= ALWEE S Z I E L O EHEER AN AR T, A
PeE 22T ooy & EEGCE S TIRFEETRAR L
EERERRIZEND D | BERRE OFRE LY
WIEHAR BN S 5 Z L2 @wiE Lo, R
X, b R~y e T s, #EKS I
70 LLETH Y | EHERIIT 70 KifiCTh -7,
TR R T b i E RSy & BEE AR 1T S UE
BROBIL, N FvY TiE 0.55 BRI MG EK S
TREL, T~V THEHERIBLZ 045 Tho
oo DFEL ., FHRKE/ NS SRR E R
DREWVHG TREEENELC W RhoTe, £
7= Urata et al (2012) 1%, 7=V <= N THT
OEAOF B LRABRICEY, FEPFR LD,
FREE O R & WEIR THRIR O e R&Enwz &
ZARLTWT, AL (2011) OBIZAIHRER & [F
CHHmZ#HE L TWD, 6T, Bk
B & 2 WISy TREI S D 720N 2 Lid, AAD
AXRLE S FONTH GA - mE=, 1992) <0,
d—ny Rt =a—U—7 2 ROSHEER A LARIC
BT DBERINIIE T A STV T (Cremer ef
al, 1982 ; Polley, 1995 ; Ruel, 1995) . FZIK LL0Ht
HERZEUICERTHZ L2 - T, BADE
BRI Z M LS OND RN B 2 6D,

NTHOEE R 2 HEtd 2 & I L <AV
SND M EEEEKICIL, BRI T 55 H
INEFENTW D, RO BEAE PR b 00 55 25 bt
X EEERE S Lok b, £70b D55 0¥
P e (B PR VL BRI DA & D T &R T
XD, TIHLDERNDL, Ky DEHRI 7RI
BT WA ON D, Mo EEBMIE, M

FEZ L MU EITERREN TV DAY, RBFSET
Bt g T A50MED N R~ ATk E T~
Y NTIHRIZONWTHIER SN TV D (Eil, 1974 ;
H AR 2. 1999),
AWFZETIL, AT (B D, 2011) OFER%E
By z, dbEEO N R~Y ATIHE DT~V AT
WaExIG & L, W OSBRI A v,
BeE A WIS D M E BRI DWW TRRET L 72,
AR (B8 6., 2011) TiE, BHERESR S REHT
PE & DFRWVBIRFED B AV A, Aoy R EE X
(ZIIBHERRICET 2ERB G ENTWRNZD,
TR Lo TREZAT o 72, E2ATH (A 5.
2011) Tix, =Y~V ATHROFAER R LWME L
To s, MO RBFEIC bRl U, B Sy & Mg E ARy
DENHIRE Lotz Z b, BIO=Y <Y A
TARD IRy 58 BEE B NMERR ST RNz,
AMFFETIIRFIS R & Lo Tz,

0. AEMEFE
1. AEH

AT, ALEE I O X FE < O EA
Tk ik & S (Jbke 42°45°~42°507, )
% 141°20°~141°35") D K R~V LT~V DA
THTH D, JAEFIT 2004 49 AI2%A L, R
ZD 2~4 FHRIAT o T2, WERREIL, X TOMK
SyCEBE EHERI S D, ElgEORAEICKTT D
MO RAEMZ D720, 1FIFFHD D \WVIFAEME
AL (RLEE 5°LLT) Ok axtf s Lz, #EN
oo TG Tk, HEARDLEE T ITHIHE 2 23
Tz, FFMREERIIAHTH D, A
FROREG L LTeorix, X Tk ThhTn
TS Thotz, b R<Y TlL, WERBRNS
HETE SN DRI 80~90%LL FTHh B EMY
D17 Moy (FIEREOME 40~T72 4E4E) &, #iE
DIy TP EIRY DS 4 K55 (bR 45~ 72 4EA4)
GEND (£ 1), hT7~YTE, BEKRDD 10
Moy (bRilis 27~51 4) | AEHEERDY 50%Hi11%
Th o P ERDD 4 5 (WRilin 44~48 F4) |
HEYREMIT DY 19 RSy (Rl 44~56 F4) B EH
TW5 (& 1), &M TIE, BERETELES
ARz RIZMEmEsE, #he, sz lEL, b
F<>Y N TOREARLIL 14~30 4K, B 7~
ANTHTIE 17~30 A Th-o7- GERITEA D,
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& 1. FRAMS OB

BiE mER doy  HE THBSEE" THEET g
(%) (cm) (m)
bRy HE 17 41-72 16.4-29.4 12.3-20.2 70-86
|EE 4 45-72 31.0-43.6 18.9-23.1 54-67
BE 10 27-51 16.5-28.9 13.0-20.6 76-82
HhS<y hE 4 44-48 23.5-32.0 18.6-21.7 70-83
BEE 19 44-56 30.5-45.2 18.6-24.5 53-69

T OBE HERL~0%LL L, RE HEEURTE. BEE WELL,

R EHEOHERE (RN -BR)ETT,
HHICOLNTIEESS (2011) B8,

2011 #&M),

2. ik
ARG DRE T, AR & RN E e,

BIOEHBREN GO (R 1D, EMSE

FEEEBR B X, EEm &t (Ry) &0

R EERE G E D ENTE D, EEE

T DM B S A R D 7o lTiE, A

W OSEEIER I E Ry fHE OBIRRLETH Y |

BEMSY & Y ELRS T Ry A DEETIE, 0

Ry fE& TR EBRIESI 2 kO D Z L N TE 5,
—RAICIL, Ry 23 —ETH, K IE

WO ES D WX EERE (52 WIXEEEE)

WXV ET D EEZOND, DD, FTHK

SEEIZE 725 Ry B I & DL RIR DL

. MOBEEBNIZE > THRFT20LERS D,

F oA TR AR &G b, AR EE

HECEHEEEREHIN TS, 207D, #

S EE P DIF 2 HEMICE AT 5 72901

X, FESEZEEBEA~ERT O NER DD, T

NHDOMBE L, LLFOFIETIT- 72,

O MO BEEE P 2 AV T, 5 8 mie BT
Ry i & & OB e R % KD %,

@ #Hik+T 2R, @Ik LEE 2 EhktE -~
L PR & QTR I E M s E RO
tezskD, 2o CEEAME, SEEMEER)
ORI E OBIRE Ry LI LD D,

@ B DM DL & CER &, I
B X LAaWAReER B 2 bd, £
D=, FEKRS DT — 5 2 FHn T, FERIR
bt — CEXE A E AR HBafR A K|
ZOREFEFIHALT, QDO Ry EZ LD (1
BE S EERR) R RR A

Ry 2 & ORI — IR i PR~ &

BT 2,

@ Z OFHFIR — ke Bk & L A O
BRI & & bl U Ry BRFRSHZ DU T
a5,

MO BEEEHEKE LTE, F ReYiconT
XESD (1974) BMERR L72M %, 7T <= VI22o0n
T B AMERHE (1999) (12 X 5 K& W2,
EEEIZOWTIE, b R~ YEBEEHK (H,
1974) TlE, BE O mWMEIR 250 A& ha OS2k
EAMEH STV D08, dLifRETT ) T~ Y gy
BEEEIRK (AAMREENT 2. 1999) TiE, #
JER, RHEARZBRWIESBEAEH ST D,
N R=>o LlEm & EEE oBRIx, kAU X
STHIH L (HEid, 1974),
H, =-1.355+1.049H, —0.00316H,+N  (r? =0.95, n=246)

(1)

ZIZTC. Hu: NS (m). Ha: BJES (m),
N: NAREE (K /ha) THD, HZT7<VITON
T, ET EEBEOEREDEW RO T, RIFET
1. b R~ & [RERES & O B OME R 250 A ha @
EEREREERET O L E L, & LI EHRE
EEEEOBBRIL, wizk o7 (A, B1E),

H,_ =0666H,""  (r?=0.96n=2432 (2)

Z ORRIE, ALEENO 80 A E TOMLy B ETe
717 NI 2,432 K53 OfARFHAERE T 5K
DO OT, FAEITAEE LRSI SRR AR
FRBR G & ACEE K EERB AR EZ & LT
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fTbnTng (ER. M5, ZoiTix, Bl
£ (1) KEERY | KRG OEEVEIZEE T
LENEENTHNT, RyBEICEHDLTH D HEm
2kt L C—ED R E S E S oo T
W5, bJEmZEE BT 250 A ha O E &
L7=h 7~ NTHO L@ & 58S o BIfR 2
B3 (1973) IZX-oTRdonTndn, Zoxk
X T = @R N TR DT — & 372 0o T2 i
RO ONTZHDOTHY . RUFFRITITAREY & f
Wr L7z,

M. #58

#z 210, MOBEEHRKNOHMAE o7 FHE
ERI E B O E e EmER L . (1), (2) R
v bEmooHE Shi-EefEmsr Lz, bk
JEE b 12~28m (Zxf L, h K<Y TlX Ry : 0.5~
0.9, 77~V TIZRy:04~08 OV TRLT,
B EHEEH O L R 5BRTH D, H
SRR EER T Ry AR E W E/NZ W0, R
R O E I, [ U Bk LT Ry (B3
KEWEE/NEL o TW5H, Ry=0.5 & Ry=0.9
T DL, BEE 12m (26 L RS E I
10.lm & 87m TV, bEE 26m (Zxf LTI

H69% FH15
24.8m & 23.3m & 725 T 5, Ry=0.5 D)8 )
BHE R 1.4~1.5m < 2o T D, B 7Y Tk,
HEROWE L, IR Ry [EOFEITZ T T
[AYA4AN

bRy ATV E S, FERIR T
&GPl m R s Ee) HiTEnZERE
CAEEL 720y (M 1) 23, AEARENENE LN,
AR R po CEARE,SEE S ER) A
x&T 5L, BEYRAUT

R R~ :y=107x-237  (r?=0.989, p<0.01)
BTV y=1.03x-040  (r>=0.996, p<0.01)
(3)

Thol,

x 2 OREND, MBEEHEN ETO (F
Vit SEEIMmERR) tha ke, ZofEE (3)
RUTRA L, FHRIREEZ kD, Ry il &I
B & OBRAERLIZONRK 2 THhDH, mifsfEL
H. Ry ERAREZWEFEREITRE 2D,
&I h R T Ry fEB OBV CTH > 72,
% Ry 2~ T #k & PR OBMR Z 75 & 2
KBS T T = DI HIEETEAR EL A K & M A A3

K 2. MomEERNIC L 5 EE&ERE (Ry) B0V mERE (D) &S (Ha)

1) kEY
tES Ry
(m) 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9
D, (cm) H, (m) D, (cm) H, (m) D, (cm) H, (m) D, (cm) H, (m) D, (cm) H, (m)

12 16.7 10.1 15.2 9.9 13.6 9.7 11.8 9.3 9.6 8.7
14 20.7 12.2 18.9 12.0 16.8 11.7 14.6 11.4 11.9 10.8
16 24.7 14.3 22.6 141 20.2 13.8 17.6 13.5 14.3 12.9
18 29.2 16.4 26.6 16.2 23.8 15.9 20.6 15.6 16.8 15.0
20 33.6 18.5 30.7 18.3 274 18.0 23.8 17.7 19.4 171
22 38.2 20.6 34.9 204 31.2 20.1 27.0 19.7 22.1 19.2
24 43.0 22.7 39.2 225 35.1 222 304 21.8 249 21.3
26 47.8 24.8 43.7 24.6 39.0 24.3 33.8 23.9 27.8 23.3
28 52.8 26.9 48.2 26.7 43.1 26.4 37.3 26.0 — —

EEB28m, RY0IOVTITTFHHEER. FHBSIXRETEEM =,

2) hIIY

tES Ry
(m) 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8
D, (ecm) H, (m) D, (cm) H, (m) D, (cm) H, (m) D, (cm) H, (m) D, (em) H, (m)

12 15.4 10.3 14.7 10.3 13.9 10.3 13.1 10.3 12.2 10.3
14 18.2 12.2 17.3 12.2 16.4 12.2 15.5 12.2 144 12.2
16 21.0 14.1 20.0 141 18.9 141 17.8 141 16.7 141
18 23.7 16.0 22.6 16.0 214 16.0 20.2 16.0 18.8 16.0
20 26.4 18.0 25.2 18.0 23.8 18.0 225 18.0 21.0 18.0
22 29.2 20.0 27.8 20.0 26.3 20.0 248 20.0 23.3 20.0
24 320 220 304 220 28.9 220 27.2 22.0 255 220
26 34.8 241 33.1 241 31.3 241 29.6 241 27.7 241
28 37.3 26.1 35.7 26.1 33.8 26.1 31.9 26.1 29.8 26.1
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b5 (®2), £7-F Ry T, FEN K x
722 EEHIRIITIK T I 2528, #T7~Y Tk
HWinL<Tns (¥2),

b R~ RENRG ORI A 2D L
EMRTO Ry 1 0.7 L0 K&, BHEKDITE
EZ07TLUTThoT (KM2), EHEMKSTIE 1
M EIRER KR E L. ZTOKRSEBRLS &
BEZ06LUTFTHoz (K2, bR~V T,

FRIREE

40 "‘. 1 1 1 1 ]
40 50 60 70 80 90
(Fi9%ts . F9EE) L

L b R=Y ANTHER) &7~V NTARCGER) OV & CPE /P

BEM Y & BEGERSY T Ry ICERA DN, 7
T =Y TR I ERDIE Ry HIZ 055 LA ETHD |
HERAY L, 1 D ERNT 0.4~05 THY , E
WEHNT 04 LU FTHHoTZ (M2, T~V T
bt bR LREIERIC, BREMS & MY E bR S ]
TRy 1ﬁ75>"%’$?‘61§ﬁ7§>f7f b (K2),

FEHfiziktE

40 el 1 1 1 1 ]
40 50 60 70 80 90
(FHis FHER)

[ELFR) EE D BIAR

R R Ry y=1.07x-237  (r’=0.989, p<0.01),
Ho<> y=103x-040 (r’=0.996, p<0.01),
AR y=x.
100 - 90
v-E \ Ry: 0.8 -
0 r _ _ae & Ao —
N 08 o o 8o + 0.7 /.”’.’/_:T/__
A - A) [ ]
% 07 ° 2 | o
D 70 F o6 \“‘\O\ x0p 0 A
o 05 oy 0.4
H_ 60 L . \@\ H_ OOO °
60 Ong
50 &
o
40 1 1 1 1 ] 50 1 1 1 ]
0 5 10 15 20 25 5 10 15 20 25

FHEE (m)

FHEE (m)

2. b R=Y ANTHER) &7~V NTARCER) O & Pt a O BERR

Ry : W&, @ :
O : Mgk =S

WERSy (BER 80~90%LL 1),

A HERS (BEER 50%A1%),



6 b R A AR TE R

V. Z%

ZNETH, BRI/ DN WEIAS DT
4y CRUERPIEN SV 2 Sk, R O ERS A
THRTEEIIN TV 5 (Savill, 1983 ; MacCurrach,
1991 ; Ruel, 1995), EARAYZRJZRELIE & LTI,
Cremer et al. (1982) <° Polley (1995) % 70 LL
TCTRELZZF55 & L, Ancelin et al (2004)
IR EE 60 At TR R R T5% L LD 56 BUHHK
PEREWE LTS, BARDOHE LTIE, Ry fE
TREATNDA, AKH - Bl (1984) (X, V7
~ YR (Bl 16~31 44E) TIiX Ry>0.7 THE
EMENERTLIZEEZMELTND, A &
B (1992) 1, AX &Lt/ FITONT Ry>0.7 TH
ERNENT L AR LTWD, B (A5, 2011)
T, R RYY ANTHED T~V ATHRT, T
TEAR EE 70 A DRy 23 BRI & A 52 1T 7o 72 2
LEWHAE LR, BRI/ NS WS H D VIR
ATV WK TREZZIT S50 L0 9 DI,
HRP BRI HEOFETHLIENVZ LD,
o T, MO ORI A HIE U, EER U
i bESEsLWVWIBZHFITHEUTHLHEEZEXS
N5,

2 IR L7eL S, PR NI, BT
~ Y NI 5 C, #E M) & Y EMS T Ry &
DB DEM DD DIz, PEMHy & HyhE
WoroERIL, F R~Y TIXRy=0.7, # 7~V T
X Ry=04 £ CT&Z5Ths (K2, ZFELIR
~ Y T, BEERCENR S OSETAR L D 5340 D> 5 )
WrL T, Ry<0.6 OGAEENZX L TLVLETH
HEWZEITHD (K 2), fxA (1983) IF,
AHFGE L R CHBE O b R~V N ThkE BT~V A
THROREFAE LTV, BE 28T 57201213,
k K~ Ci% Ry<0.5, # 7~ CTit Ry<0.4 T¥
HIAZERAMEL LTS, bR ANLHRIZ
BILCix, RBFFEORBER LY b S HI/NS 72 Ry &
PIEE SN TWAR, BT VIOV TIEF L Ry
ERFER SN TS, WTFhicLTh, EEgE
R, D WITEE SRR AT 5701
X, RS DAL TV DB IER N TARO BN TH
¥ (Ry i 0.5~0.6 THHL) 2>, HDHWITENLLTF
DIKRBELTLZENRMBETHDL EfEmEIND
(% 2),

—RIZ, BHEERI N DA T B B AR CIREE &

H69% FH15

ZFO6L, REICEL RS THRIEDRL 2D &
\#E %% 179 < 7% (Gardiner and Quine,
2000), BEZZ LT D58 E & LTIE,
Moore and Quine (2000) /% 12m, Slodi¢ak (1995)
!X 15m. Blackburn and Petty (1988) & Mayer et
al. (2005) (X 18m Z&H1F T35, JLiHED h K~
VNI E DT~ NIARTIE, AEEZZ T
K RDOBEITOWTOWMERIREITRNE D Th
B, BE A5 0d < 72 5 LLENC Ry fili % B E LA
Tz e sy, 22T 2 OFERIC
o> T, MOEEFRE A MRET L7223, Ry fEiX. b
R< Tlx Ry<0.7, 7~ Tix Ry<0.4 &35
ZERREEVWZD (K2) B, hRwYTIELD
LEMEDOEWVERL L 95 72912 Ry<0.6 DA IO
WTHBFT L, 7~ Tt Ry<0.4 77 & DK
THRREVOT, BEEfERITHERKLTLE 2,
Ry<0.5 OFAIZONTHRET L7z, WA E
2,000 & ha & L., FED Ry i & #8 2 5 H i T
REITO Z L& LUNEREOZLET 0.1 Ok
& LT, MBI TR E L, o e B
(FLiO, 1974 ; HAMEEMH=. 1999) 27
LT 45~b94FEA E TOEHREIZF 3 IR LT,
PIEI M RFEO EJE &L 6.7~11.5m TH Y, £72JE
EMENE L RNIEAS D EBZ BB D
EAFm SN TS, YR THDH2, LY Ry fER
fRWVE B TR 2 7 < kB S 2 < 2o
TW5, E<IC, B 7=y TiEgEfkss 10~12
FAERFTH Y, AR & < KA LT T,
BN OBEE#NMLELRS>TWND, ZOXK
I RO R EME N E N O T, ALK %
WHTREDKIENVLETHDL EEZBND, B
R~>cix, FEE? 18~20m < HWTHEE%
400 A ha BRI L2 o7, 7~V T
X FEE 17~19m T 350 A, ha LA FOEEIZT
LUMENDHD (% 3), ZhECToltEh 7~y
N LAARONEEFES T, Btz T T, BER 19m
T 600~650 &, ha DFEE L ENTEY (b
ENIARERERY . 2007), 2 3 1R Lo E R SHT
O TREEREE L 7o TV 5, JAEES
BRI 5 72 IiE, EROF RS TIIREY) T
HoHLEWZ D, SH (2006) 1%, dbHEE R
DI Z~ Y PR TIE, BEESTEE R RS S
(21 35~45 FAEIZIET HLAANIC 400 & ha LLT



JEVEEI A 2 g™ > N CAARE BRFR#F (lm ) 7

DEEETHZVNEMZRLTEY, £ 3 1IRLE
fREHE., ZoREEZWE T oL o TS,
M F=Y Tk, —RRBNZ T T, BEE
17~18m T 600~700 A&, ha DEE & =i (AL
B B K, 1988), £ 3 OFHIFRETZ
WEY BB fRR & o T D,

N1 ORGSR B (H ARKRERIN
2. 1999) Tix, HEEPEEAR & REARZER
TSRO R & SN TWT, ERBBERTH
B, KR TIE, B I VIO TY FEE %
i EAZ 250 A& ha ON-EftE & EF Lo A, A4
LA LI B EEHEMO EEEix, ZoE
BoOEBEICET L, KioRrsShz EE&EEXY
bR EBIZLND, ZOZER, M 2 TR
L7z Ry fEZ & OFFEFIRICEEE L TV 5 ATHE

WRBEZHND, EEROERPEERZ L A4
ARSI RANAS 3 DAy T s VAR A oA o d i A =
HzFHALoI60, NLHKROGE LA EA T, 7
AREBEED DI B X TE TS &0 IR
LV, HICERZ SN EEEEMH L=
BEEHKOUFTRMNE L EZEZ LD,

EH T~V NIHROEEEE T (2) A2 X
STHEEL72A, ZORXITIZ Ry & BHED H HIH
PEEALTHRY, I EE&ORRIIEEIC
ARSI E D (Cremer et al, 1982 ;
Rollinson, 1988) 73, Ry D K& WRATEMS T
ITHEEARBZHE X2 5720, EEEPFELTTH, Y
BrEIE< 22 LEZBND, N <Y OFEH
BOHEER (1 ) IIIRBEERE ENTNT,
Ry R R&E <725 L EEE MRS 0D (R 2),

# 3. BEELZEET 57200 F K~ « 17~ N THROE R
1) PRI YEERES:0.6<Ry<0.7DIGEE
e LEe B an BA Bl ElEIO)
(4E) (m) Ry D, (cm) AR (K/ha)  #FE (m®/ha) B (A/ha) Ry D, (cm) A &
26 115 0.7 12.7 590 22 1310 0.6 14.3 31 14
32 14.0 0.7 17.0 390 33 890 0.6 18.8 30 15
41 17.0 0.7 22.0 270 42 610 0.6 24.6 31 14
59 20.8 0.7 29.0 187 58 410 0.6 32.5 31 14
2) FRTVEEIES:05<Ry<0.6DHE
W, LtEe % a0 EBEES S BEEIO)
(4E) (m) Ry D, (cm) R (K/ha)  #FE (m®/ha) HE (&/ha) Ry D, (cm) A &
22 9.3 0.6 10.8 570 16 1360 0.5 12.8 30 17
26 1.3 0.6 14.1 405 23 925 05 15.5 30 17
32 138 0.6 18.7 273 31 627 05 20.5 30 17
44 17.7 0.6 24.1 196 41 430 05 26.6 31 16
56 20.4 0.6 31.5 135 56 135 0.5 34.8 31 16
3) hSTVEEES:04<Ry<05MDIEE
wE  LEs TR Bl HEES GRS Bl O)
[€:3) (m) Ry D, (cm) A (K/ha)  #F& (m’/ha) HEE (AK/ha) Ry D, (cm) A #i&
12 8.3 05 9.7 510 135 1370 0.4 10.3 27 20
15 10.0 05 12.1 370 18 980 0.4 12.7 27 21
19 12.3 05 15.0 250 22.5 700 0.4 15.7 26 20
24 15.1 05 18.7 180 30 485 0.4 19.6 27 21
32 185 05 232 130 34 340 0.4 245 28 19
51 23.0 0.5 29.1 87 48 235 0.4 30.6 27 20
4) HSTVEEIEE:0.3<Ry04DIHE
e LEES I B BEEN DR BEE %)
(4F) (m) Ry D, (cm) ¥ (K/ha)  #FE (m°/ha) FRE (A/ha) Ry D, (cm) A Hia
10 6.7 0.4 8.2 600 10 1320 0.3 8.7 31 24
13 8.6 0.4 10.7 400 135 880 0.3 11.2 31 24
16 108 0.4 13.7 260 18 600 0.3 14.3 30 24
21 136 0.4 175 175 25 405 0.3 18.3 30 25
29 172 0.4 22.5 120 33 268 0.3 23.6 31 25
45 22.0 0.4 29.1 78 44 175 0.3 30.5 31 24

RE.Ry RELE D, TUREER.

HER A BE2,0004 /habl, IR A TERME, BEICEIoTIRELHA01IRLS LI,

T IERIE, MRV TILRTER(1989) [Tk B24%RFAL, HFTYTIIEHS (1992) [Z&B21%FALT =,
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(2) XD BliE, 2D X9 ReBRITRD b7,
ZDEIIAFIED R T DO—>THAH, LL,
L@ m 2 #E BAL 250 A& ha OFEERE L L, &
DI EERN TAHRO T — & LTt & LTHE A
TWD (1) Ao LD Pt mOHEERD 2
B, BURTIIE L F2nWThsbH,

AAFFEDORE S RGARIL, BFR IR LB
HARTH oIz, ZD7w, FAELRD DL T
LRI E T E S AROFEETH Y . Moy ek
SEEME T2, ZhucxiL, (D). (2) Kbk
D B D B E IR BIEOEETH D, b
R~ BT~ L G EEERSITHRKS TH
ST, #ERITIZFEAERL, BIERDIEY
EEMAST DO FEEMEICT N ENWZ D, ZHUTHR L,
PEEMS TITPEARDRH Y | JE I TR,
W BEROFHEEZZ DL, —BRITESEAREY
HHWERDHFBIRIEBZ K E < (Cremer et al,
1982) |, 1B HARDNYEE 72 AR K0 5y O
IR D K Z =% (Rollinson, 1988) .
22l g 5 & SRR 72 D03, SEER
IIREL RZ2OTIE 2V EHEIND, 20
7o, WORIKOELEEZBE LT-5E. HEK
oy & BYEEM DO EDRKE L R DO TIEROMNE
Exbhd, 22, 205G TH, BEIEEOR
WO OITITH LB E B L LT hid e be0n
ENDZEIIRETHAI EEZBND,

F AR O A Gk, b R~ IC
LTCh, BT7~VICELTY, dbifEEm CHINLEE
BRI BIEWHIEDO —> LTS (LR,
1983 ; dbyRESAARERERY . 2007), & 1 1R L
X2 ERE IR E TS B R+ T23.1m,
BTV T 24.5m ThHholz, Ll FlziEh o
< CIE, ALHEE O HINL O O HUE T O ARy
(PRl 55~80 F4) TiL, FHBIE L 26~33m
DG D% < CaliE - B8, RIER) . RIFFEOH
BT E MR E Wb S5 2B, =
D & DEEEIR T L. ML D & O Hide &
g4 5 & AR OFEL R (X 2) 1T/hS v
ATREME D& 2 DAL, AR & O i b BT
&b,

AR OTAHI L, KILEHH R FE D
ST THETHY, BIAROBARDOE S 1T <
(Koizumi et al.,, 2007), E x4 JAELZZ T T\ 5 H

WThHd (xR, 1983), JLHEDOH THEEZ
ZAFRTVWHIETH D &2, BERRITEME
FELTWD (ExAR, 1983), 2Dz, £31C
R LTFEEHE, OB WIEEHC R o TWn D &
%z b, LG O o HU o SEHE HL AT S S
kR NTAHR, BT~ AT S 40120
ARETH D B HD,

ST, NIMBRRAHEIET 2 & BFEOR
FEMERIT IR L, ¥ M b Y e ATAROH
TIE, Alin 65 LIRS CIT R EEMRERIL 1.0 & S
LT % (Gardiner and Quine, 2000), Jb#EE T
b, ALHOEEEDSEA TR Y | BESRIIA
AR TH Y, FWEED D O] 708 LT BN EH 2L
Th D,

ARG OFAE L, ALHEERAE BJR & A5 R
WEHBICHF AT 2 W20z, BILBE L EF £,
F 7o ALVEE LR A AR R G O R H
SR, BT =Y NTHROFL R E & FE s o
Btk Z ZH oWl & EHEZFFL T2z,
BILB L BT ET,
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Summary

We examined management guidelines for reducing windthrow damage in Abies sachalinensis and
Larix kaempferi plantations located near Lake Shikotsuko in central Hokkaido, Japan, based on mean
slenderness ratios of the plantations. The mean slenderness ratio-mean height relationships of the
two species were determined from stand inventories and stand density-control diagrams, using the
relative yield index (Ry), and the mean slenderness ratios of the plantations were compared to these
relationships. For both species, differences in Ry were observed between windthrown and intact
plantations, and the Ry of windthrown plantations was larger than that of intact plantations. The
threshold of Ry between windthrown and intact plantations was 0.7 for A. sachalinensis and 0.4 for L.
kaempferi. We prepared management guidelines for reducing windthrow damage for both species
based on the thresholds, using stand density-control diagrams. Density control of young plantations is
necessary to reduce windthrow damage, and stands must obviously be maintained at a lower density
than the general guidelines for the sparse management of A. sachalinensis and L. kaempferi
plantations. Because the plantations investigated were in a region that is vulnerable to windthrow
damage, the management guidelines established in this study should be applicable to other regions of
Hokkaido.

Key words: management guideline, slenderness ratio, stand density-control diagram, windthrow



