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Abstract

To evalute the functional feature of Mt. Wolch'ul area, the estimation of total phytomass were made
with application of the data of standard trees(A), basal area in quadrats(B) and the productivity model(C).
The phytomass of unit area(kg/100m?) were 1058.4, 504.6, 780.7 by A, B and C method, respectively, in
pine forest and also 187.2, 210.4, 780.7 in oak forest. Considering the subjective choice of standard trees
and severe environment of Mt. Wolch’ul area, it is reasonable to apply the data of basal area for
estimation of total phytomass. The phytomass of whole area of Mt. Wolch’ul 375,789.7m°, was estimated
from the basal area. This value is equivalent to 67.3% of that of model and the value represents the
functional feature of Mt. Wolchul area.
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Fig. 1. Topography of Mt. Wolch'ul and sample sites. Numerals; site no. dotted area; water reservoirs.
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Fig 2. Actual vegetation map of Wolch'ulsan
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FARES} ERS T

AR A BB (DBH) 2cn B ES] AARel $ste] DBH S #iEE MIEstAth. ol S M
~ DBH—classZ#iig ##r3tal AEEE(Basal area)S B3I

FEE BEStH, A7Z10A L Bhlell #Kkatd, Zpke] BAFES HFESI T BARE tslAe ik
e FERst B HiE TR AR B1he Bk A=rt FiEe] 2 Wl 418 4ERS, =&
(Pinus thunbergii), 22117-(Pinus densiflora), 23 5-(Quercus variabilis), 2 I5-(Quercus mongolica) S 12
¥R 2 FEete] o2 54¢ fiEstL, 25 E BHEFRS HEESIT. |

BEABEE) A= Monsi & Saeki(1953)9] Jgkoll wha} # BB (shoot) & 10cm 742 2.2 YiEate & B7
2 At IREEEEE HEEste RS AEMBEES fERsA

Model®l] %3 4EES12] HEE ,

WY EEDS #72817] B519 Miami model(Lieth, 1972, 1973)% Montreal model(Lieth and Box,
1972)& RS A .

FEERRE BNBERTS DataZ [FH3IRL, Miami modeld] (1)3} (2)K 0.2 £4 FHESIY G 3
Azt om FAEKES Yim & Kira(1975)9] Potential evapotranspiration amount(PE)E {3t}

A. Miami model(Lieth, 1972, 1973)

3000
y=T o Y (1)

1+e
7191 y I £ES FF(Productivity level, g/m?/yr)
x ! 9% 7](mean annual temperature, C)
e ! A9 =224 (natural log base)
y=3000(1—e ™ 204 (2)
B. Montreal model(Lieth & Box, 1972)
P= 3000(1 e—00009695(—20))
A7)elA P : 47t 1248412 (Annual net primary productivity, g/m?/yr)
E: g7 "a?ﬂ] Z'44 ¥ (Annual actual evapotranspiration, mm)

BifhE Bt BRERRE ] ke HeE

WA R 1 1 50, 000scales] ﬁﬁ’lﬁﬁii:«] £ FEER 54 EAE planimeter® RITESS RS
B E 54 EEeR e, BiEse 2 FiiE Miami model ¥+ Montreal modeloll A &2 £E[4) fifi
EEBNNP, g/m?/yr)dll ok ZAMIA dojx HER BI4H (FEHERE)S Foh1 ol 57 BES
Falo myERES BEsT

TEBAFE=NNP X EFEFEEX S

R B

AL FIHT #E
ARfE EAAS HE® S Table 13 2th
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Table 1. The characteristics of standard tree and their habitats

Standard hahitat standard tree
tree
shoot
Species altitude direction| slope | height | DBH age |photos- |non-
(m) clime (m) {cm) | (year) |ynthetic|photo-
) organ |synthe- total | C/F
(kg) |tic (kg) | ratio
organ
(kg)
Pinus densiflora 100 SW 5 5.75 10. 3 5 6.22 59.98 | 66.20 | 0.104
Quercus mongolica 640 N 34 5.62 4.8 5 1.8 8.05 9.85 | 0.224
Quercus variabilis 250 NW 20 10. 26 9.8 10 2.34 | 46.39 | 48.73 { 0.050
-Pinus thunbergii 100 NW 9 4.56 4.2 5 3.55 5. 84 9.39 | 0.608

MBEEC] Jerd SE&— ARkl Hel e RERY 23 AUyl EX ] B7Fe AN
AR RES FREARQ Advbre] WEES EHAR oM SRTHES AR Lo veht 94 ot
omz FHERS & MM wth

EFEY shootF o8-8 4 E2WEF W (Table 2)0lH F&7 172 B total shooti= 37. 8kg,
AZ1H9] total shoot® 9. 85kg AT 2t FEEAIS] MAKEE Fote] 9 BT BT A EATFL
F&7 211771 1058. 4kg/100m®, 2121177} 187. 15kg/m?e] Atk ‘

fel gl 2 ZEHE 2x 93 E Fote] EEES o 8T 4 EREFE HlistH L, ofgE wEzAl
A% g modelol ¥ g& ¥ ZSHH Table 2).

Table 2. Comparison of phytomass per unit area from different methods on pine and oak forest

(kg/100m')

Plant community BB 9% ABHEF | WERAN 9T AEHAEF |Modeld g AEAEF

&34 T 1058.4 504.6 780.7

AZge 187.2 210.4 780.7

Table 2014 B o} Zo] F& 3} 2142 Bl EZA] 93 HEVEFL EFF ] BT shootZ ©] &
3 33 modelol &3 gl Zhzh 2,18, 1.368] AR Ehon, A E T2 29 FF shootE 9]
£ 7] 0.8991 91 2, modeloll 818k 342 9] 0,279 ol ©1X) ggkeh. ol 2 Mol BEH AR HEE
9 Aot FAH 2271 Bo AYH o] B 237} B0 AR HH AGURA A 8240
)% gkt A9 2AA9) 701t models] AR Hrke 0.27) g §x) @gkw, o) 2] B
73 =7o] Aotsp] WEel modelol IF AT B3 o7t Ut Aoz Azwch

) 5 kel ARG lolH, APUTe] ool Bzt ket 27T Afgo s Mol gup=r)
€ Holth,

B9, BZE, WEZA, modeld] 93 BEF $XF B v, tjZ2Alo] 93 A2Fo) ¥ FIT Ao
2 Asgrh

1208 FESI A WEE B & {EI8S) DBHSH #i5(H)E Table 3% 2th
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Table 3. The Distribution of DBH and heights of trees in 11 quadrats(100m') selected . (unit:cm)
Site No.| 4 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1
Plant
Dg‘;{";:;‘;‘;;fy 24 | 24 | 23R | 2R | B4R | AR | AZUR | 2R | B4R | B4R | ASduR
iree NO_H DBH| H |DBH| H {DBH| H |DBH| H |DBH| H {DBH| H {DBH| H |DBH| H (DBH| H |[DBH| H |DBH| H

1 47| 430] 8.0 425 1.2 825 15.0| 1500f 3.2| 3500 3.9| 540| 18.6 765 11.0| 515{ 17.1| 1400] 6.1| €50 23.9| 1700

2 .50 2601 17.8 700| 10.9] 8oo| 12.7) 1200{ 6.4| 550{ 4.6| 610 8.4) 505 4.0| 320] 9.2) 1200 4.7 490| 8.6 480

3 21| 250 61| 305 10.8] 780| 85| 13000 3.3 370 3.2| 480 9.7 5%0| 3.0[ 305| 12.3} 1300| 4.3 400| 31.7| 17%

4 5.3| 470 7.8 405| 9.5| 750| 7.1| 80| 3.0 420] 2.5 350| 15.9 835| 7.2{ 405| 15.8| 1450| 3.6 350| 14.0| 1400

5 2.7| 20| 12.3 525| 8.2 70| 9.8 100} 2.3] 32| 24| 30| 77| 57| 4.7| 415) 17.2) 1400| 5.2| 500| 21.7| 1550

6 6.5/ 512| 19| 6oo| 8.5 eso| 158 1550, 2.9 330| 3.5| 495| 6.5/ 605| 11.1| 40| 3.6] 340 7.0| 60| 20.4| 1500

7 2.0] 2200 1.8 570 12.1] 950] 5.9 1000 4.3 53| 3.2 430 1.8 710 15.8| 1450 5.5{ 520 21.5| 1540

8 8.1 6| 17.0{ 615] 9.3 800| 4.4] 00| 3.9 450| 3.0 430] 140/ 720 9.4] 1250 5.8] 570 15.5| 1480

9 6.3 50| 6.8 465 13.2| 945/ 5.8/ 900 5.3 560| 4.3| 59| 12.7| 540 3.8| 350 5.9] 550] 15.3] 1510

10 9.1 625 7.0{ 435 6.9| 1000 2.5 390 3.7 500 2.9 340| 8.9/ 880 31.3| 1800

11 8.4 550 3.7| 365 7.4| 1020| 5.3] 575 2.0 325 3.0] 340 9.3| 900| 13.8! 1370|.

12 .2| 410 7.2| 455 17.0| 1750 2.9| 410| 3.2| 460 16.5] 1350{ 8.9 870 13.4] 1280

13 5.9 405 7.2[ 445 8.4| 1200 5.6| 580 2.8 405 2.7] 340| 10.1| 920| 16.4} 1520

14 5.5| 410{ 3.8| 335 51 650 4.2| 470, 21| 340 14,1 1300} 11.2| 700| 19.6} 1600

15 470 410, 7.9 415 1.0l 13000 2.9 340 2.7 415 15.9( 1350 8.6 640| 21.5| 1650,

16 9.5/ 510, 9.3[ 575 6.6/ 750| 2.5 31| 3.5 500 7.90 800 12.2| 720

17 2.3| 255\ 7.5[ 485 10.0f 1300 4.2| 490 3.5 495 9.7| 900 4.8 230

18 3.9 400| 12.9] 575 12.4) 1650 3.6| 480 3.6| 515 .00 450] 9.0] 820

19 3.0| 275 7.1] 525 9.3 1450 2.9] 460 3.7] 505 5.9| 1350

20 2.9 250 8.1 13000 3.2| 350{ 3.2 475 5.4 500

21 7.3 430 4,00 4100 2.7] 400 16.8] 1400

2 2.7 220 2.5 205| 2.7 395 9.9 800

23 2.7| 235 2.9| 310] 4.7| 380 12.9] 1000

2% 9.8/ 520 3.4{ 350 4.8 385 12.5| 1100

% 3.9 305 42| 450| 4.5 375 13.8| 1200

2 6.8 530 3.6| 380| 4.7 385 8.4 800

27 2.1} 330 2.6| 310 8.7 510 6.9 700

28 2.9 350 3.0] 370 4.3 360 6.2 650

29 2.4 310 41| 460 5.0 440 3.5/ 350

30 4.6/ 5% 3.6 375 12.1] 1200

31 2.5/ 320 3.5 430 13.2| 1300

32 6.6] 500 4.7 425 3.7 350

3 3.00 290 5.3 590

% . 2.3 250 3.00 410

35 4.5 410 2.4 400

3 5.0 490 - 4.0 430

37 2.0 205 7.7 790

38 2.6/ 285 13.5| 1200

39 2.6| 260 9,0| 1020

40 3.0] 335 16.8f 1350

41 5.4/ 590 16.5] 1340

42 3.4 370 14.9/ 1400

43 4.5/ 470 18.5( 1500}-

4 4.8 500 12.0] 1150

45 4.4] 460 10.5] 1000

46 4.9 530

47 3.9] 395

8 3,90 380

49 2.6| 300

50 3.8 380
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Fig. 3. The DBH class—frequency; histograms of different sites. For site no. see Table 3.
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Table 3914 RE vle}h ol ‘QE(7H5<1]—’F/100m2 59 W T FHUTT | 4= P w3k, 8
9 WY T 2FFgo] 622 7P Bokth =, #Evt 7Y 22 8 TE 1A AUTT el
o, 713 ge wgTE 5o R 392. 5cm At 71AA A

9, Table 3258 AV&¥ HEFERK(BA)T} KEERE 5715 (Basal area rate ; BR= e X100
2 BW A5 —o|yBE%o] BA=4,816.2cm’?, BR=0.482 7} ETH Table 4).

Table 4. Basal area and phytomass on each quadrats.(100n)

spEl 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1
® A B4 (342 |FEF| TEE (SYU-F |A2UF NBUTT |FE-4 (BY-87 | E £ P [B5E-o
yred (e e (2% g HEEE AveEs | iz

%

EEEH(BA) (af) 754.6 1447.6 783.2 1701.7 1206. 6 191.4 648.4 1338.3 4376.7 1305.9 4816.2

HEERSHB(%) 0.08 0.04 0.08 0.17 0.12 0.02 0.03 0.13 0.44 0.13 0.48

TiGHE (en) 397.4 490 803.3 1,168 392.5 | d442.4 648.9 400 946 633.3 1,478

BHER(BAXH)(cd) | 299,878 | 709,324 |629,144.6 1,987, 585.61473,590. 5| 84,675.4 | 420, 746.76 | 535,320 |4,140,358.2)827,026.5(7, 118, 343. 6

T18]3 Table 325 8] DBH class—frequency histogramsE fEEX3I3tH Fig. 3).

% P 2] DBH class—frequency® B9, site 1, site 5, site 6, site 82] ZA-$-ol|X&= ghiiaAo] £
o] Q-8 B 4= glon, site 2, site 3, site 7, site 9, site 10, site 119} A-$-+= A= fFiHo 29l Ao)A Y
Q0] e Aoz RYFTh

W, BABELS A (Miscanthus sinensis var. purpurascens) 9t ™ 9| (Petasites japonica)E ™32 2 10cm
ZFAnle} cutting®he] A F(fresh weight)S e, ZAFH(dry weight) S S8 E3oh

T BAHEY ANTEEE BY Fig 49 Zh

Fig. 4914 B& nbe} 2ol Ao} w91} AT w33 o] F4) F(total fresh weight) & £&
828g/m”/yr, 496g/m?/yr= FeF=8 Miami modeloll 43+ H#EEME 1, 687. 50g/m?/yr, Montreal modelol

Table 5. The phytomass of different vegetation type from the basal area

— B sfmEsad) | OARAT BERQ0L) | BEH 5 BER(D)
FE&—2U% 25 58.97 504, 601 297, 563. 210
T i 2. 40 1, 308, 790. 55 31,410. 973

ZE—oltj ¢t 0.35 7,118,343.6 24,914. 203
AR DA R~ 0.05 2,306,974. 35 1,153. 487
AZpE-Ee 9.30 210, 373. 4 19,564. 726
z 32 o 0.05 82, 800 41. 400
q A 0.23 49, 600 1, 140. 800
FA4E 0.03 2,906. 6 0. 872
&A=, 718 16.27 0 0

B 87. 65 11,584, 389. 5 375, 789. 671
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Fig. 4. The diagram of productive structure of Miscanthus sinensis var. purpurascens(A) and Petasites japonica(B)
community.,
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Table 6. The phytomass of different vegetation type from modei

& o S AT (ked) EHFH(EF) B E(g)
FE-AURFE 58.97 5 460, 352, 253, 500
59 2. 40 5 18, 735, 720, 000
e —olh & 0.35 10 5,464, 585, 000
- AR 1 - 0.05 8 624,524, 000
AT 9,30 5 72, 600, 915, 000
z 4 1 0.05 2 156,131, 000
q A 0.23 1 359,101, 300
S E 0.03 1 46, 839, 300
F4A, 718 16. 27

&t 87.65 — 558, 340, 069, 100

3 HEEME 1,561, 3lg/m?/yr, Rt BR &L HEE BAh o)t A9 MY

w%

23314 3D A, A (dry weight) & AIEA ZAUD A £ 42 2002 B RENM AN A= B

Eerh

5 ERIEEE & HVER EAES g8l B, 188 dojo] A4 W (A x4 £84 | 87. 65km”
X1/cosl8®) 92.26km?*E EHislHTh

9, ANEZRE FARFHE K3 FRINELES BEER MW ES Table 59 2oh
18] 3 modeldl] #3t #EEEE Miami modelol A= flillkazEEST 0] 1, 687. 50g/m%/yr, Montreal model ol
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Fig. 5. This Vegetation profile is made by Kazue Fujiwara(University of Yokohama) in Mt. Weolch'ul.
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M= 1,561.31 g /nd/yr= YERTE 2 A 22 BifiES] Montreal modeloll A o) o= MAES EH
3H T Table 6).

FAFZEY KT 92419 £ AZPEFL 375,789, Tm30] I ©] ZEE modeldl] K3 k558, 340. Om32)
67.3%°) 4330, ol €& AN V53 54L& 29T & 4
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