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Studies on the community structure, phytomass
and primary productivity of the climax forest
of Piagol valley-in Mt. Chiri.
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Abstract

The forest of Piagol valley was sampled for structure, phytomass and primary produ-
ctivity. From the valley to the summit three - associations of Carpinus laxzflom, Quercus ~
serrata and Q. mongolica were ascertained. - . - o LT

Frequency distribution of DBH showed L-form in C. laxiflora but N-form in Q. serraia -
—@Q. mongolica. Density of ,tl{e trees was-979 per ha, so the forest canopy was almost com-
pletely closed. By the allometric method it can be estimated that the aboveground phyto--
mass and primary productivity “were 86. 75-ton/ha - and 1. 47 ton/ha/yr for C. laxiflora, :

87. 41 ton/ha and 2,40 ton/ha/yr for Q. serrata—Q. mongolica, respectively. -~ ~
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Fig. 1. A map showing the study area at Piagol valley—in “Mt. Chiri,
- Numericals indicate study site. " )
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Fig. 2. Profile and projectile diagrams of the stand at site 3.
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N DBRclassem) oy 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 % 60 65 70 75 80,
"Site SP““*\ 411 sl; 1'4 1]9 214 2‘9 314 3‘9 414 4‘9 5'4 59 64 69 74 79 84
‘ Quercus serrata 0 0 0 0 0 0 O O 2 0 O 0 0 2
Total 10 7 8 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 1 22
Quercus serrata o 0 2 2 0 2 1 1 o0 O 8
Quercus mongolica 0o 0 2 1 0 0 0 o0 o0 1 4
Stewartia koreana 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O 3
6 Lindera erythrocarpa c 0 1 0 0 0 0 O 0 O 1
. Carpinus laxiflora 1 0 o o 0 0 0 0 O O 1
‘ Total 2 2 5 3 0 2 1 1 0 1 17
Quercus serrata 1 1 2 5 7 2 1 19
! Quercus mongolica 0 5 3 4 2 0 1 15
Acer pseudo-sieboldianum| 5 3 0 0 0 0 0 8
Styrax obassia 4 1 1 0 0 0 o0 6
;7 | Carinus laziflora 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 3
Alnus hirsuta 0 1 0 0 1 1 o 3
Lindera erythrocarpa 2 0 0 0 0 0 o 2
Fraxinus mandshurica | 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Total 1512 6 9 10 3 2 57
Quercus serrata 0 0 2 2 5 3 2 14
Carpinus laxiflora 0 3 3 5 1 0 0 12
Acer pseudo-sieboldianuwm| 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 8
Stewartia koreana 4 2 1 0 0 0 O 7
8 Quercus mongolica 0 1 3 0 2 0 o 6
: Styrax obassia 0 1 0 0 0 0 O 1
Total 8 11 9 7 8 3 2 43
Carpinus laxiflora 0 0 1.1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 5
Zelkova serrata 10 0 1. 0 01 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
Fraxinus rhynchophyllal 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 O 3
Acer psendo-sieboldianum| 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
9 | Maackia amurensis 1 1.0 0 0 0 0 0 00 00 0 2
. Sy o frl' ””J;’,-sloiﬁmg”m 01 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
! Styrax obassia 001 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Morus bombycis ¢6 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O 1
Total 2 7 2 3 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 19
‘ Quercus serrata 6 0 0 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 0 9
‘ Quercus mongolica 0 0 01 2 0 2 0 0 0 1 6
Car pinus cordata 6 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
10 | Acer mono 6 1 1 0 0.0 0 0 0 0 0 2
Carpinus laxiflora 6 0 0 0 1 0 0 O0 0 O 0
Stewartia koreana 01 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 © 0 1
Lindera obtusiloba 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 1
Morus bombycis 0 1 0 0 0 O 0 O O O 0
Total 1 4 2 3 5 1 3 1 1 1 1 23
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DBH class(cm
M)l 1 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 80
, P | A | | Total
Site 4 9 14 19 24 29 34 39 44 49 54 59 64 69 74 79 84
' Carpinus laxiflora 1 9 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 14
| 17 | Quercus serrata 0 0 1 4 1 4 2 1 0 13
Quercus mongolica 0O 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 1 4
Total 1 9 5 6 1 5 2 1 1 31
el el MAREE Ao vFrt gk w DBHE #-&d wstd EXT £34-7(DBH, 80~85cm)
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Fig. 3. Profile and projectile diagrams of the stand at’site 4.
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Fig. 4. Profile and projectile -diagrams of the stand at site 5,
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(5) Site 5:¢] X4 site 48] JLHZ < 100m AFo] A Fm 25 oF 800mo] = 73 A} 33°
o BEBE S ol Xt HEE] AduE, T U SZ5u T 5o sfgnle s T4 W)
¢ 2T B%olvh Table 1 g Fig 4014 5% wlel 7o] DBH7} 25cm~gicme] A o] b2k 55
E0X40m)el 5o} EAT AL Bel 2 nEde] Y& A4 & + g

(6) Site 6: 0] A4t site 49 FZ o o 150me| Agld] =8 mHmE < 850m, 7t
3578 FAtECI o}, site 49} site 6 Afolo] &= FEl welA AjUFHoziE 23T Ho s &
BB dolrvhm glof site 6ol & T -F7h Al stglod DBH 10cme] Aol uF e g 14 o]
gleh(Table 1), Kol & EAMEGE A 99 AT FEahe] & Ao = v 2] Quercus
ol A Aolukon EBIF dold Ae] dAEE Fiold,

(7) Bite 7:¢] A&t site 69 FFom o 100m A= glo 900m, 734}z 40°9
Mol o, o] A&E site 63k vh2A EHF AATFI 94 %1 %7}5101 Eadg ol Fx
A& Aol FAo rh(Table 1). #ikel & AoJudF, ¥ &Y%, = wrl?— 2 AT S Hkel
Bt 104 B9 RS 209 B9 Fael MBstd e o BEFRL Slg/mE ¥lwy Ao

(8) Bite 8: 0] A&E ZE o 900m, 744 30°9 FmEBELR FRUTF Eh5dty AL A4
o ubF7b okl o] HHE Xi+ o AFo Ry WEHREOE 40m AW A Ao uFfk
o] EZFHom FAAQ Wi dejyrh = o] A&dE mFot 7R Fd e BE
AES BT BA EER 9 #ERY 3B BREET T84 o Ak E #alzd N
o] wko] BAN O] MMl Wiks] wel 472g/m* S gk, A& upel zre] site 8¢ Ebe
e o} B AR = Hol (ke 38)E wgkA =l DBHAF 35cmel FAVFIE IE AeE
Bol Holx 1004 o) 4x “kfke = A=} ’

(9) Site 9: °l A& BE7; 970mo] w A A7 25°9] EEBIEH wR) s e AFdl 914
A gleh o] R, MABEE ¥X|n vlwsy & Al st g3 mEuE @ EFagTe B
%01 ZA z47ﬂ51°1 el & BELD MRS Bolx ggieh(Table 1), #hikel & =4 234+

F5 Exsk A% @ ofmEY. f{é&—ol chokstAl GAaskas gl o).

(10) Site 10 : 9] R &L site 9¢] BFE o v o 100m A= gz 22} o4 nE < 1,030
m, 7347 37°¢) BEAES ok o] R de EFUF) EhIE ARUFE HEELE] o (Table
D. WEHEYS 30 dfEos 2% 28 0% HES A 4. BERL 184g/m) ¢l
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Fig. 5. Profile and projectile diagrams of the stand at site 11.

(11) Site 11: ¢] &% site 105 QR TE 1,100m, F}7F 15~30°¢ BHERIIE = Bk

=
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Site 113} 2. J§ R & site 83} o] [k EA¢] QlglAul HJol= 4 10 o]Add] FA=
THMer AT Qv

2. RER BERe 570

Bz A BABE @2 H5e golrs] ¢3¢ DBHE 5cm 741' o2 TEYR F u
W2 g HAEe 93 FESMHE Fig 69] EAHeL Fig 614 Aolvhiet Quercus(T3F-
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Fig. 6. Frequency distributions of DBH for Carpinus laxiflora and Quercus serrata including
Q. mongolica.
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Aol 848s T o AT 242 o BE—REERS MR F4E Fig 7 % 8
A9} G d A Huee= A5 20, 0m, Quercus 19, 5m= 3}l 3, Yoda ef al. (1968)4

#HRell ek

WEERD)—HEWEH) 4% =3 Z3s 23 2%k
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AT =T geprm g

: A 1 1
Quercus: =3, 845075+ 153
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I .

0 1 I 1 1 ]

0 20 40 60 80 100
DBH{cm)
Fig. 7. xRelationship between tree height(H) and diameter of br'eas.t height (D) in Carpin:s
laxiflora.
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Fig. 8. Relationship between tree height(H) and diameter of breast height(D) in Quercus vvrrata
including Q. mongolica.
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é_-“—“} RS Bl A fﬁﬁiﬁ 54T BRE Fig. 99 zAgH. Fig. 9% EiR B
0Fo® Zete] S REERS vebd ARE 53] 22 25~30d 78] A& A2 A
- ERRE Ttk A EFok, Bk 3

2 HERY ESFRE 27 0.840, 0.748 2
0.415 o] A A FL hE 28y Hdvl A dBF BREEES 47 0.83, 0.73 2
0. 42mm/d el v}, FTY EEGFEE A4S 2 S¢S A4 1,193 2 0.3700.24 A=}s}
FART i 2gm, d8 49T 4443 A4 118 B 0.37mm/del ek $AFe 4
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Fig. 9. Cumaulative growth of annual ring of Carpinus laxiflorea and Quercus serraia.
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ol A= fHEAERES o £317] sl FAHEEN A DBHE Hflslz DBH—H A4 (Fig. 7] A4
HE AAsln ZE#ERS BRErstd REERRE +E4d

Aot EHERA A Q& BWS), £WH) 2 ;%(Wl)«l HHERRAS 44 ohgst 2o

Ws=0. 3091 (D?H)°- 951, =0, 998
Wb=0. 008980(D?H)0-8100, 7=(, 976
Wi=0. 02387(D%H )%-5512, r=0, 967 |

AR MEERRN A DHsL EESHS RIS 4447 0. 96¢] *“’i w5 F 5
(Fig. 10). ==t E3ub7ob A28 AT vl 28 HE(A AT 5)9 SRHAE A4
4% DH s o5 Aol dAdshe mpREe 5433

A, Quercuse w3k 2L MHERKSE A& (EAA%n dadds 42 R),

Ws=(. 04330(D*H )27
Wb=0. 0003046 (D?H )1-44s0
Wi=(. 002352(D*H )90
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Fig. 10. Allometric relations of D*H to trunk weight(Ws), branch weight(Ws) and leaf weight(Wiy_
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(2) ®# 93 #E ' ’ o )
HEHERR = AAT BHES Mol I8 HEEes » wad moke. fokdr Eiekd A
DBHE 7] £ =23 B, A HE E B8-S KE 9L 2 v Zu Ao
Y ERURY EHAY FHHES 47 0.666 B 0.633 gl . 101
100 1 13 040l 9wt o] ERES BEILE olgstd & HMRY By ;
o] 235 AET: vt dE AI b} Quercust] fEEAERR =YY FAF HYRES 2 A
315 Table 2¢] A e}, :

" Table 2. Comparison of phytomass in ton per ha estimated by form factor and allometri{ -~

Species Form factor Allometry ‘

Site s [Quercas |20 Other [ gy (Co2E | Quarcus| 25205 Other [ gy
laxiflora serrata lica species. lax zflo v Serrata lica species. !

1 138. 38 6.77 0.00| 26.40/ 171.55| 138.56] 12.60 0.00. 27.03] 178.19f

2 40,36 12.17 0.00] 62.48 115.01] 39. 66| 18.48 0.00; 64.04] 122.18}

3 48.06) 132.91 0.00] 90.63 271.61] 47.20; 453.48 0.00; '91.27 591.95

4 111.76) 65.75 31.78 39.23 248.52 121.54| 188,00; 70,38 _38.25 418.17]

5 173.25 33.20 0.00 5.80) 212.25¢ 161,82 73,55 0..00 5. 86 241 24

6 0.63| 69.00] 37.94 5,43 113..00 0.67| 148.23 89.80 5.72| 239.1%

7 0.38 76.36] 32,22 16.13 ,125409 " 0.39] 137.13] b55:65F 16.52] 209.69

8 25.23) 70148 12.72 3.88 112,31 26.33 129.33 . 21. 05‘3 4:.08] 180..79

9 110. 25 000 0.00{ 27,38 137.63 105,19 0. 00 0. 0’0. 28, 00’; 13319
10 5.62] 81.42] 80.83 3.40| 171.27]* 5.75] 174.80] 213.03 3.61)" 397. 19"
11 22.08| 162:67| 55.34 0.00| 240.04]. 22.86] 310.00; 115.40 0.00{ 448. 26
Mean 61.45 64161 22.80] 25.52| 174.38[ 60,91 149.14| 51.36] 25.85| 287. 2’6,

Aol b e st MEERE O3 BE HEEE 27 6145 9 60.9L ton/haz A'¢)
gk Ao vh5e). Quercuss A g Ve A HES). AERE 25.52 ¥ 25.85 ton/ham, Ao} =]
stdrh 2 SRUT dad Bk 2 REAREeR A A BEYES 47 646 2 49,
14 ton/ha, 4259 AL A7 22.80 ¥ 5136 ton/haz il Fxpt Axbe] wl#A 27t 2,51 B
2.25M% 24 FRFGS @A EFUF ARUTY 4 S0 E AL FEL ol gsF
A A= stgeh F 3AGY #5b 24 A7 ol f& Quercuse] A AR & B ZAA T
2 WHY dataz §Eshel B3] FEE] Il B ot wBol

6. WIEMS HEYE

Table 3& & ZARA|6liAl & WK HHES WS ZAALE 2 FHAF Aol 244
&4 AEFE 3 site 30] 7P4 g (271 ton/ha), site 4 (257 ton/ha), site 11 (241. ton/ha),
site 5 (201 ton/ha), site 1(172 ton/ha)e] 0.2 o gvh, HEHZE ST, Aous,
ARAVEE o2 it Bl A Bk FEREA F5 X Lol E site- 38 Al st
Aol mEipEe] Bk (site 1,4,5, 2 9), RFFREF F5F A 4EE B AgA T 7
Bifgel = Xl Quercuse] fEfpike] wkrh(site 6,7,8,10 D L1). Tehol. Feol shuiEqo
3 A7 £ site 2(EEM) O & 3T, Ao, E3dE, EdhkF F oobR 22 ok
ol 9= wk fEE-S 1i5ton/had) WG T [kl o she]. oo ;ﬂ;ﬂ Shlgl Aem mole A4
(site.8 2 10)6]& £59 & BASl SLdAul HpE-S Zh7F 114, 9 1_72‘_ton/hai 2] kokr).
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Table 3. Phytomass in ton per ha for each species at the different sites .

lspecies Site number 1 ‘ 2 I 3 4 5 6 l 7 ’ 8 ’ 9 * 10 11 { Mean
|Carpinus laxiflora 138. 56| 39. 66[47. 201|121.54/161.82] 0.67| 0.39| 26.33{105. 19} 5.75| 22.86| 60.91
A1) :
iQuercus serrata 6.77| 12.17/132.91| 65.75| 33.20| 69.00| 76. 36} 70. 48 81.42|162. 67, 64.61
; (31
F Quercus mongolica 31.78 37.94] 32.22| 12,72 80. 83| 55.34| 22,81
; (A 2%F) .
1Acer mono (ZZA V) | 13.89] 0.49 1.06 1. 40
|Ilex macropoda 12.67) 0.84 1.23
| CEEEED)
Styrax japonica 0.47| 3.41 1.35
‘ (4 E31F)
\Platycarya strobilacea 47, 63| : 4,33
| (FA1F)
Meliosma oldhami 1.42 ’ i ) 0.13
. (BT u . ; . ,
Sapium japonicum . 0. 15! . . . . 0,01
, C(ARERT) i . ) ) i
iMeliosma myriantha 9.20| 1,93 7 Lol
{ T(GEEE) | O ' i ’
{Lidera erythrocarpa : 0.90, 2,59 0.97 3.02 0,12 ' 0.69
| S eE) ‘ . - .
{Corylus heterophylla.var. 0.05 . . 0.00
;fhu_nbergii ‘ & q;—ﬂ-—?—) \ _ , ' ‘
1Magnolia sieboldii 0.32 0.03
A GEEYT) | o i ' ’ )
‘Qu'ercus X ‘grosseserrata ’ C | 27,28 ) ) . 2.48
{ O (EEV | : . . . -
|Cornus controversa 12.52) 7.68 1.84
I Fauw) | ]
Actinidig arguta  (TH=l) . 0.54 0.20 0. 07,
Alnus hirsula 29, 54 12.79 3.85)
1 T (Eedu) '
\Lindera obtusiloba 0.13 0. 06/ 0.02
J B
Styrax obassia C1.06) 1.14] 5.86 1171 0.720 0.63 10.1
; o EsEY) | - ~
IStewartia koreana 15.33 2,70 1.47] 0.51 1.82
; =) : : -
Prunus serrulata var. 28. 21 2.56
ispontanea Ev8) :
|Acer pseudosieboldianum X ] } . X
N h(?%%) 0. 06 1.84| 1.89f 0.55 0. 39
axin ANASRUTICA
: EER TN 0. 06 0.01
Zelkova serrata(=€]J}F) | 14. 28| 1. 30|
A\Fraxinus rivynchophylla :
Maackia amét%_fi?] + : - o
4 72 ) 3
‘ (G35 0. 55 0.05
{Symplocos chinensis for.
) pji,losz:z (=8A}F) ) 0.27 0.02
|Morus bombycis(AB 1) . ’ 1,18/ 0.77 0. 18
|Car pinus cordata ) : 1.22 0.11
AALZ) | -
- Total - -|172. 36|115, 87271. 381257. 31|200.87i113. 33|125, 48]113. 611133, 19{171. 611240, 87| 174. 17
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A5 23T #EHY THEYE-S 174 ton/ha(Table 3)2 4 Fgertx) 2 ek 4 zxm
Y MR FAAE ARAE dehigsh o g e ve 9L B anF 2Yx
4] 77~g8ton/ha(s, 1971), AL 42l b5 74~87 ton/ha, B ¢ 7 1} 549 52~59 ton/ha
(9 &, 107), BIMHY 23559 26~39 ton/ha, 4 AF%E 39~48 ton/ha(g: 94 F,.
1972) 5ol ®ls A wiwks] g9%vh. Hz Hokkaido| Betula Kik#kel A& 91~117 ton/ha, Popu-
Jus KEMe A4 115, 0 ton/ha(Ovington, 1962)¢] ®ls] = =9kel, =21} =] Arizona $¢
Abies @ Pseudotsugaik®] 356~783 ton/ha(Whittaker and Niering, 1975), Oklahoma ¢] Quercus
181 ton/ha(Johnson and Risser, 1974), Minnesota 5= Quercusife] 162 ton/ha(Ovington ef al., 19
63), Great Smoky Mountains¢] 4% ¢ 500~610 ton/ha(Whittaker, 1966), o= X9 Qb
%9 ¢ 233~435 ton/ha (Grubb, 1977) Fo MAAL wEalArk %e gkl S5 ol 4
e 71F B REGRED A=A EEKS EpEe] Bh22 HEd A A vat F 4 g
Wkl obE SAEY EHEL vl 4 ‘=9] ohE iR A9 & el gl .

A ZAR S HIKEDS ¥ EHE-S 2.47ton/hag JepdEd]l o] -2 HAFS HEpE 174,
17 ton/ha®] 1, 4% s FetE F& %kOl tt. =] Great Smoky Mountans®] 543 °ﬂ/ﬂ£ 5&39
AEFL 259 2% o] skgl vH(Whittaker, 1966). o] ¢}~ 2] %Hﬁf‘[ﬁ%"] el H4-L AL Bl
e EER 24 YA KRS Faoh A 2 slgle] gE Aok £ F Al Xia_ site 5
-9} site 8 A}o]q forest gap areaz} gle] ff5@e]l 4@ wlFol h iLFﬁoﬂ 1 A HERE ] =
A A4 AL L + A3k

7. —REEE

-

—REEHS T8 S8t Fig. 99 Fif £RMFA A 32 5418 EFHERERSE AT
AsE Ao 5ol A 0.827%, Quercusd 4. 1.363% g ek, #iEe 4= HGJF‘E’?E@PJ A3g ol &
ste] Ao]uLT Sol MAlA L MEAEERC 2, Quercuss] A BBoko s 4% mpREE 233
Azt Table 49} 2o}, %42(1982)¢) EHELS AT 53 Quercusi| A 74 86.75 2 87.41
ton/ha o] gl 3, 1dF(1983)9) HMES A AT 7L 2474 88.22 ¥ 89.81 ton/hae]givl, elR e
By 17 SkAEES A4 A5k A7 147 9 2.40 ton/hal Yo] o) B FEE L 2}
R Qe —kAEFERL 3, 87ton/ha/id o 2 A JEbke), . ' .

. Qardg e w MR —RAEERS TABES WA g L 2AX9) FEHTARBEEE 979K/

haz Rekeh 2} R MABEA —kEEHe] 2o dele] HAL ggnn Bt o
0] 4% (1) DBH [&#% 77k 80cmell o]23 = LEIS NE H4Fig 6)5 stz g+ Ao
Bol Rk Apeldl At FESRe] deol vt Y93, (2) HEpEel 174 ton/hai uks] Bk

Table 4. Aboveground phytomass and net primary productivity(Pn) in ton per ha

Ws Wb Wi ) Phytomass

C. Q. Sum €. Q Sum | C Q. Sum C.. Q. Sum_

Next year 73.66 76.71 150.37| 13.33 10.27 23.60| 1.24 2.84 4.0888.22 89.81 .178.03
Current year |72.51 74.66 147,17} 13.01 9.%9 23.00] 1.23 2.76 3.99/86.75 87.41 174.16

Pn 1.15 2.05 3. 20[ 0.31 0.28 0.59] 0.01 0.08 0.09 1.47 2.40 3.87

*C,; Carpinus laxiflore and others o
Q.; Quercus serrate including Q. mongalica




= 72— ‘ BEARRFRE BMESSE S21H
(3) #Eel HWhstel #IEARe] A7 € T8 nlFo] Mo}l Yo IREEF —REERS WA
Ax g5t Hu, :

£1971), & 2 FQ72)e] W2 FHS —“J’ér*’fi‘_ BEY Do %adF 2904 4.97
~6.47ton/ha/nd, FIE 2T ATl A 474 12.7 % 8.7ton/ha/de|dw 2 £
9776l A sk A G4e] AE v FEst o UFgd A 47 15,21 @ 7:50 ton/ha/xd ] gl et
8k, w559 FRFhel] A= OklahomaF 9] Quercusiie] 12,62 ton/ha/rd(Johnson and Risser, 1974),
Minnesotas9] Quercustke) 8.19 ton/ha/13 (Ovington et al., 1963), Arizona F¢] Abies R Pseu~
dotsugatk®] 8.33~11.10 ton/ha/1d(Whittaker and- Niering, 1975), Great Smoky Mountains?]
10~12 ton/ha/rd (Whittaker; 1966) 502 —ZE@Ee] veldzn g}, ol % Hhd —REEk
A Ssd & 2429 QAL Auksl wgsh ook Fol FEL W oHEY kifthe] %o
7 BB ETH WA Q& Aolvh, AU e® LR KRBT £5 —k4EK] ¥z
Bk kol el fstke] wrobal oh(Odum, 1971), Kira(1964)= BT BAIKS —FEE
o] oz =t A whalul goh ol 2|t FiRE Rol HEIL I 1T FHFMHY BEE o1F &
el =Fdgivat & 4 g st Axe Hifd slgon A2 4 g, 53 Quercus
Breb Ao —FEEMke) Yo Aow Rol Aol By ¢k site 4, 5 2 99 —%
EEE %A 3R o siteBel A RERET BTG AL —KEEM FE A% AAS

2% A ek

1 =

' o] B9t 19824 6 %% 9A7R R o]o}ZY SLLE 550~1,100m }o]e] S7Hgk FRbk
of o she] BEREE, MPRE 4 —RAERES BED A BAYZY EHelE AdUFst ¢
A2 BEiRE Fshd TRUT AZUFA £46 =k stz Al

B BEE oF 20mel] 234z DBH7E 20cm o] Abql AL & £igel =hsgo BA I
B gocmol elgivl, PEHEAME RESHE AGUTA LB 5HF, FRIT A
AT A N-2 5% Jekd gl o

WS FIHEEE 9794 /hac] =} BE-S A2 WS 99t

WRER MHERE 2 HET WK YR —~REEES AT Sd A 27 86.75 ton
/hd 9 1, 47 ton/ha/rd o] 51 Quercusif= 87. 41 ton/ha & 2, 40'ton/ha/rd o) v Zpk-& Z 7 174.2
ton/ha gl 3,87 ton/ha/rjo]glv}, o] AdtE & o] HEHES BFoW —KAEES A Wik

2 % T W

SRES, 1970, B B £ET) TS 9% HYEEES FA dsld, $HEEE 13 1 4755,

— , 1971, FHbhS) AEEfEel £ESd A® W 1. ATt F ki sk, EiEEE 14 155—
162,

— , 1975. %b}-rA ﬁﬁ% éﬁﬁ&:ﬂr gl ﬂh& Tﬂ%fﬁ ﬁtﬁm 18 122—128

— o F B, 1972, Fpee] EMBESt L@ N WE 1. FHGY advES A I l:t
. BiEgk 15 71-78:

Z B - & BES, 1977, Be U9 A e 4 L, BEERBEEE 105765,
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