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# 3-11 AFIA TIEE L7z A F N TAD LAI 15 #

NO Age Density(#/ha) DBH(cm) Height(m) Ry LAT Reference

1 50 94 40. 3 32.0 (.94 4.1 Komatsu et al. 2010 ForEcoManage

2 42 1268 25.7 20.2 0.88 3.8 Saito et al. 2017 HP

3 39 1100 28.9 28.9 0.95 4.7 ERL QU KKkFSHEE

4 25 4800 8.8 14.0 1.02 4.4 R L (2005) KAKSESEE

5 33 1100 18.5 10.0 0.57 4.5 B S (2005) AAKFELEE

6 55 700 29.2 20. 0 0.73 7.6 B S (2005) KkFask

7 7 16000 4.5 3.9 0.92 6.0 /IS (2004) BHEE

8 23 650 18.0 13.2 0.41 2.1  FE5(2018) kkFEERE

9 72 725 34.0 24.8 0.75 3.7 HLEL&(2018) kkSEwE

10 130 BOO 45.0 36.6 0.95 4.4  F L5 208) kkFESEE

11 37 1058 23.7 20.0 0.83 5.9 ®BED Q2 KEREFSNE

12 86 792 37.7 25.6 0.85 2.0 /HE(2015) F) LS B RS E
13 15 2550 15.3 13.1 0.90 2.5 shH (2015) ¥ B4 S Bk R A&
14 35 903 28. 4 19.3 0.78 L7 /hHE (2015 FJIEE LS Bk R &
15 110 486 52.0 34.4 0.83 L7 /hH2015) F)) LSRRG E
16 33 800 3.7 22.5 0.81 4.2  Coppin(2016)ScientificReport

17 17 2400 18.7 14.0 0.91 10.3 Coppin{2016)ScientificReport

18 84 792 36.0 25.0 0.84 2.7  0da(2019)ForEcoManage

19 12 3000 9.3 9.8 0.84 3.0  0da(2019)ForEcoManage
20 65 1115 28.6 23.0 0. 89 3.6 Tida(2017)JH
21 21 3525 13.6 13.0 0.96 18.2 'Eifi (1995) A G EX RS
22 22 3500 13.8 13.4 0.97 18.0 =il (1995) 4 G B HHeE
23 23 3375 14.3 13.9 0.97 17. ¢ Ei (1999) A E XX R E RS
24 24 3350 14.5 14.2 0.97 16.5 ‘Eifi (1995) A G EX RS
25 25 3300 14.8 14.5 0.97 17.3  'Eii (1995) 4 5 B s
26 26 3275 15.0 15.0 0.98 17.2 B (19998) A B R E RS
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7 3-12 AFHETIE L7-t 7 F A THD LAI [5H

3

=

Age Density(#/ha) DBH(cm) Height (m Ry Reference

TR R I R RN L

31 1750 18.2 13.5 0.81 5.7 RE - Wk (1988) A #aE

78 783 32.0 18.0 0.75 3.7 Murakami et al. (2000)JH

89 522 38.9 23. 8 0. 80 4.2  XkEH(2017) HHEE

92 356 44.9 23.3 0.68 4.0 KBS (2017) HARRE

90 915 25. 8 17.9 0.79 4.1 Takagi 2013 JFR

50 1700 21.2 15.6 0. 88 2.4 EKume et al. 2016 Ecohydrology
50 1700 14.9 11.5 0.71 2.5 EKume et al. 2016 Ecohydrology
50 1450 21.0 15.6 0.84 3.2 Komatsu et al. 2010 ForEcoManage
42 1675 19.9 16.0 0.88 3.5 Saito et al. 2017 HP

19 2100 13.5 8.0 0.55 4.8 Tsuruta et al. (2015)JFR

99 350 44. 6 25.0 0.72 3.1 Tsuruta et al. (2015)JFR

50 726 24. 6 17.3 0.71 5.9  PrA 5 (2007) HAREE

36 1915 18.1 14. 4 0.88 8.0 FPriNd (2007) HAREE

10 2944 6.0 4.7 0.34 3.8 Murakami et al. (2000)JH

43 1853 21.1 1.01 5.0 FKosugi (2007)

21 2675 11.9 9.2 0.71 2.3  Wakiyama(2010)

36 2075 16. 8 17. 4 0.96 2.2 Wakiyama(2010)

34 2900 14.5 11.2 0.84 4.7 Mivamoto(2013) JFR

34 2775 15.9 13.4 0.91 7.8  Miyamoto(2013) JFR

34 2050 16. 6 12.8 0.82 7.0  Mivamoto (2013) JFR

34 2200 16. 7 13.6 0. 87 7.7  Mivamoto (2013) JFR

34 1775 18.0 14.3 0.84 8.7 Mivamoto(2013) JFR

34 1700 20. 5 14.6 0.84 12.4 Mivamoto (2013) JFR

31 2475 14.3 9.9 0.73 6.8 Mivamoto(2013) JFR

31 2400 15. 8 10.6 0.76 8.3 Mivamoto(2013) JFR

31 2425 15.5 11.0 0.78 8.4 Mivamoto(2013) JFR

31 2650 13.8 10. 2 0.77 7.1 Miyvamoto (2013) JFR

31 2125 17.9 13.5 0.86 11.8 Miyamoto (2013) JFR

31 2475 15.9 11.9 0.83 9.9 Mivamoto(2013) JFR

31 2325 14. 2 9.7 0.70 6.5 Mivamoto(2013) JFR

31 2925 12.3 9.1 0.73 5.8 Mivamoto(2013) JFR

31 2125 16. 7 11.9 0.79 9.4 Mivamoto(2013) JFR

31 2050 17. 7 13.2 0.84 10.9 Miyamoto (2013) JFR

31 2175 17.0 12.9 0.84 10.7 Mivamoto (2013) JFR

31 2525 15.9 11.8 0.83 10.1 Miyamoto (2013) JFR

22 2229 13.6 10.8 0.75 4.7 EKubota(2018) fiti& SRR R
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* 3-13 MfE, thi, SRR ERIO LA —F#

EIgE g 0-20 44 20-30 4 30-40 A4 40 FEAELL E
% 5.842.2 12.3+6.5 4.5+1.0 4.0+1.3
2 o 5.5+1. 4 4.6+1.3 4.3+1.6 5.3+1.5
Bf 3.6+1.2 4.6+1.4 4.1+0.6 4.5
b 4.5 5.8 8.2+2.7 5.1+1.1
b/ H 5.0+1.5 4.5+1.3 7.5+1.3 4.3+1.1
Bf 5.0+1.9 5.5 5.1 5.3+0.5
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(5) #AEE LAl OBEREICE DI IS A—2{EDHT

BITADF 3-13 OFERICHESE BEINTZE/NT A —=FDEIZOWTHHZIT-o 7,
1) LAl @& KfE (BLAI)
LAI &K (BLAD) 1. AifEOFE 3-13 25E10. LA [ EWEZ 70— 74y

L, BEIICHE 4 ICEBST L TGRLTWS EBY 5 Z—T 120U T, %
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5% 6 12.3 5 5
2 X H 6 5 5 6
Bf 5 5 5 5
vid) 5 6 8.2 6
b /% H 6 5 7.5 5
B 6 6 6 6

2) BASKAaUFI42UX (GS])

BEREIza 27 Z A (GSD 1X. AFX - b /%X Osoneetal. (2020)6, JAIEMIX
L 5 (2006) & BEIZ, ZNENAF :0.0209m/s, B /% :0.0116 m/s, AR :
0.0177 m/s & L CTRE L7z,

3) EABEITEE (CANMX)

ABEATE & (CANMX) (%, Iidaetal. (2017)8%ZE&|Z—ffF4mm &t §52 L2
DVWTIHFZEANHIX 20mm F TOEDOHFTH 5D LRESTHLRVOTIE ARV E W
STEBRLHSTEN, £ 4mm & L7292 T, I alb—va s fliRlkae oo, S
W U CRIES 8t & LT,

4  TEASOEFET 7Y E— (ESCO)
FHEA S OEFET 7 74— (BSCO) 1, FERILIO BRI 456 B/ FTAEZE 6 B (M iiod
FIEE) K0 01k Ui, SHRUEICE U TRELTO BERD 5,

6 LIS (2006) EAEAVSERHEZ WAL RTOK - BT T v 7 2D I ab—var (B 19MH
(2006 ) KL« KEFFERHRE - HIEHERR)

7 Osone et al. (2020) Plant trait database for Cryptomeria japonica and Chamaecyparis
obtusa (SugiHinoki DB)—their physiology, morphology, anatomy and biochemistry. Ecological
Research 35(1):274-275

8 Tida et al. (2017) Intrastorm scale rainfall interception dynamics in a mature coniferous forest

stand, Journal of Hydrology, 548: 770-783, May 2017
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