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Toward the elucidation of eco-physiological processes in forests during and after rainfall
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BE MR HOREHESREVEITEAARYE2 X COMBR EICEEZ CFEELTBY JRWHIRTHR 100 H L E
LI REDFNT L 2 EDPMESNT VL, =T, BERPWEDE., MEL VoD LD TWiE, R
KD [FAHM 7 ] SefF CHRIRON L 2 3%\, BB TH LMY S5 SNLEBERFZTD 5L VL HHT 572
DIZIE, BERIEZT T BRI & 2 ORMMED I THKCHIRIC O EH T 2L H 5o ARRREL TR, BHEZR AL
PR TS 2 FR ORI & BT P RIS, BEREBIAA D & BERIE R I T TR TR 2 5 YRR 3 X OVERI 2 B 5 2 B
SMPICT B 7DD AL > Thhro> TELMA LIS 50 BEOHTIEEIL, BIEEEFIZB T 5 i
DHFA XA HHEET 5 Z ENTRETH bo FEDHRNI2MR, WAO—ERIZED S WIS WA EE SN 5705
R 35 & OBERTIERISBIR S NN, A= 20% (d, FEA LWL 72KICHRT 2 2 ESEAK TN ¥ 7L
Lo THLNI R o7z T2, B S X UREMEROHTMER TIIEEOEERAEEIMET 2 2 LATREEN TV
A LY 70— X RRARGHTRN e HHOTBATIC L) . BRSO TSR T T v 7 ADRERHTHRE CMET L
BN ENPRL PR >TE 2o Db &) ZSGHER 2Bl O H & 3 BPREIT ) 2 T HESHRIC X o T B HIZHRHM
TEE TV DA AERENBIROBEMBI;ED EHIFTE 2,
F—U— 8 EOHN, GERTATE, AR AT XY > 7 iRk

Abstract: Rainfall and fog are common in many regions worldwide, including the Japanese archipelago, and plant surfaces
remain wet for more than 100 days annually in many areas. To date, most knowledge about plant processes such as photosyn-
thesis, biomass partitioning, and growth is based on observations under ideal sunny conditions. A comprehensive understanding
and prediction of plant responses in fluctuating environments requires investigating plant behaviors under both sunny and rainy
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conditions, but the quantification of physiological and physical processes in forests during rainfall can pose technical chal-
lenges. This review summarizes recent advances in elucidating physical and physiological phenomena within forests from the
onset of rainfall to the immediate aftermath, focusing on trees and forests with complex three-dimensional structures. Wetting
processes within the forest canopy can be estimated by analyzing throughfall drop size distributions. After leaf wetting, rainwa-
ter is absorbed by the leaves and assimilated into organic matter. Isotope labeling experiments have revealed that a substantial
portion of leaf biomass that forms during and immediately after rainfall originates from absorbed water. Some studies of indi-
vidual leaves have reported lower photosynthetic rates in forests during and immediately after rainfall, while analyses based on
enclosed-path analyzers have revealed minimal decreases in overall forest gas exchange flux during rainfall events. We antici-
pate that integration of advanced technologies and cross-disciplinary information exchange will improve understanding of the
diverse ecological phenomena occurring in forests on rainy days.

Keywords: eddy covariance, foliar water uptake, interception, leaf wetness, stable isotope

IR T, HRNRDEFE NS D0, WECHEY O
NOTOLAZOWTHEH L7z, fitl T, WHERDK

— N HAANTAEIATC DX EALRAD & 724 MED L ITHARIZEI - FIHE N2 DHIZDNWT, [
I e HNRED OHDEIINAEZZHS, FAAFICHIZ NARGHT 2 V7RIS E DS 22 o TE 2R %
EONTRBRSH LT O LB BVOTIERZVESS  WHT 5. miEIC KRB Y 7 — % HwC, BEWHER
Mo FEBZ, ARTIEMIZ I mm U EOWRABH S HSENLEEIEC ETOBRBICBVNT, HHEEL
72 HEUE, 202 FFOFBEFFIEFIHTI2H E D% L vy NOVOFERRER H A O A BRI BRICEH T 5,
(BB AETR 2024) . HALTHICRES L7z & Z 121,

DT TOMMEN IZEET o HED DT . .
e e 1 i LRI &9 %o TR TV C 0
EBIRNEFSELRESOWRDPERKE LS L7 BHEICRE AT (AR, PROLE & 2BLT %) 138123
720HELTL Bo HIEICHES 2B AROACEIRE 72 Eh, B @B, B, EWEED3 S DOELICH
BT EFBEBICHE e TR, WEICEREL o7z ARENS (J1). BHEEEMmIEHRAO T CHEOSEA
=R EZNCoTLEIDESL I Do HEEFEOLE KRELTH-STLAMTH Y, BERIIHZ 5> TR
WIEZERET21EHND T, BRI ESNDL Z & d ol TLAWNTH D, — T, EWHRLIL, BHEICHEL 72
5 Mo WHHEN TV TEHMROLERIZE DS 2D MO—H IR FET L LR, TOEMPH DA
259 e BEMIIHEICHET LAY N THEIZLD REWENORIKIZE Y Kb BN L TH D, 18
5T, MOHOHEMRDSDL T VIZOWTIEEIMID W BRSO 5B TUEBHEAN DK O 75 & & Bl
BLGho TR WT D%\, i (canopy water storage) & FFAAHS, fE A Tl

INLOEEMICEZ H720I21E, MIZLo TR S ER@mL EoMPWENICKZIFE T 2HERF0oEY
D& ITH T R, BN O A B O 52 A3 IR PER IR E &Rz, TNHERE LWL
TRTHDHH. B eHEES»SMEREFIIRSNT ICARETIINERAR KT 5, WHICBWT, £E&
Wize — 7. BRI BT B BN RBER A OKSCFNE KEIIK T 2 BRI, BT 11~36%. ST
72 LR OKFI IS % AR B A RO SEIE. S Z T9~48% T % (Hormann et al. 1996)c HARD TR
THEITHTOHRPERINTETVWAL I D, 57 ZiEMTE T B & /¥ Chamaecyparis obtusa (Siebold et
WY 22 (B HOSHAAMEAE T 2 AU, O HICHEMA TR & Zucc.) Endl. R A ¥ Cryptomeria japonica (Thunb. ex L.f.)
TWAREA RS R OBMAEL EE 2 5N b, DDon T, FERKEICH LT, BEMBRRIE59.9~
Z 2 TRBHTIE, BARSPHEMOBERILZ IS OV TR  84.2% (Sun et al. 2017). B 1£2.4~21.9% (Jeong
OFMEACCTHL 2> CEZMAEIA L. BN etal 2020). SERIE KL I1X144~26.1%TdH 5 (Saito
BG S ERIE RIS THRMA TR AWM B LY etal 2013)s 25 OERLHSHIITRMEE R AR BESE
HEEN BRI S PICT 5720 DEEN R EAIZDON 12 & > CTZHE L (Crockford and Richardson 2000) . = O
Ty IPRERIACHRE T 50 F3. ABES EBIARME EEERT 7 0 2 AR £ B BT 2 A & B

ELOIZ
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(a) Tree throughfall partitioning into free throughfall, splash throughfall, and canopy drip. (b) Drop size distributions for the three

throughfall types and open (non-canopy) rainfall. Data were derived from measurements taken in a cypress forest.
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Fig. 2. Differences in water drop shape caused by variation in leaf water repellency.

LT B EDHFMKRLFOHDO—D2TH L, AKHi
TlX. HARIPHEN T T %, BEIC L 2 Bl 7 0
L 2o CalHT %, e BEEMIE. ®% (2020, 2022)
LBEIZE NIV,

Bh - 4E

WAL X, FEMRSRENICERL L C Vv 2 KRR E 5
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FEMI R OB NEIL, B X > TEV, W UBARTY
HEWIELEL o 723EL TRV, FRRELHLETLES)
(Klamerus-Twan et al. 2020) o LR T WIERLE O Tl
TRIEIED) R3 < MPWFRENKENTE L Z 05D
LD AU S WERHK O ETIIKEIZZD F FOIIR
ZAHERF L TIAAYD 12 < KD T & 22\ (Holder 2020) o
CO@EWIE, HYEMOEXMEIORE SIL o TR E
% (H2). MWFTENAKFEIMET 256, KiEZES
DOFKMFEx /BRI E S & LTERIRICR A D &9 5,
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F1. HRAIZ X BEOREIKIED 3 (Aryal and Neuner 2010
12HD <)
Table 1. Classification of leaf water repellency by droplet contact
angle (based on Aryal and Neuner 2010).
Fefi i (°) |
<40 Superhydrophilic (GE#LK M)
40-90 Highly wettable GFH 1213 V)
90-110 Wettable (1229 \)
110-130 Non-wettable ({112 { \»)
130-150 Highly non-wettable (JEH 1271112 < V)
>150 Superhydrophobic (B 4)

L2 L. MRS 52 KRR 2K %25 -0k S
Z LT, ZOWIRDEALT 5o EKMRTI AN E \AEY) R T
TlE KBS T 55 20R2 DL B2, Kl
O RERIZED (o 2D X ) Z iR A EDML
Vo —J5, REEDAMR A EE T, KIS 2
GARSY - WAk A RGN O | B 5 S AN URAY 2 N YN
C ORI & FERI & O 73 f & Hlfh Lo,
BRERMOBAKEDOREZRT NTOA—-F L LTHVS
No, HAOMEIZL ) EOFNIESFTEINTVS
(FDo BhAI, EOEOEAKIEIX, REDT v 7 A
D &) ACFN B S & D05, Al MRS b T
A T — ZOFFEI & ) FEFKE &K & ORIZZEZLDAD
At T ETKEERMOBEMA S SITREI NV O5L 25
EVO) WL RE W (B, 10 —F A5, <Y
VD) (Neinhuis and Barthlott 1997) o

FERMEDPR N T Y RMTKZ G oD IR E
W, IDEOKRERFET LI LN TE S, K
PEORNIEIT & BEAHIEY 72 ) OFERENDKDOFE
#wAVK Z < (Holder 2013). & 0 K & 73 F i % K
3% (Nanko et al. 2013). F72. BUIZEX D & EKMED
w7z, LY RE LM T Z KT 5 (Nanko et al.
2016; Levia et al. 2019; Nanko et al. 2022), ¥R DK
DRFFZ BV THEOEMOBEIIRNE . EHBDPK
EWVITIEKEEHE LR T CRDOAERDP/NSCRD
(Konrad et al. 2012) . JAASHEWEED F AR IEDIRN O
ZECU P AYINE < 72 A (Nanko et al. 2006) o

RNOETICHEDS . MROMDEZNT

— A, AL EBIRIE A SRR T
A BAROEIIEMETH Y . TOHFNTITHMTIEZ
Vo BIEAHN T T 2 ERBET 2 2 L3 L v
72O, NPT L \IETHNIZBW TSI ED &)
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HERIEIH,

WZHET AN EELET S, WO KO, BHE O
29D IRTCTHEENSHRICELES 2, ZOEENIE,
BRI SICHIANICERE R S TH S0 RIZ, B
AT LA ZED2 ST LT A TR, W
T HEmZE L O S b & & TR 54T
% (Leviaetal. 2019), F 7z, F3ECTHI7E L 2K %
Lo TENEET Y, BEpie L THERIGES 2, find
WIAHHIE] DL ICHELED TIRITTICWN A EP S5
72, T BDOPNT) TIEFIZEET 5 & AL
&L TR MEIIR LTI £ 0 FIgmi10~1s
R BEIZIZ 10065 DL LK E DS E T 5 (Carlyle-Moses
etal. 2018)0 AU XD, MRITEL TIRERHIIIAKDPER
AL, M OMOBTIRE, S 5 IITHREIEIFRICH ZE
% 5.2 % (Carlyle-Moses et al. 2018) o 7B, BEIZ[MY
MLV, BRI 7 HPEE L T LBIR, F 74—k
PR S SR T AMEFNT SR T, A
72 { 72 % (Hutchinson and Roberts 1981; Levia and Germer
2015; Dezhban et al. 2020) o

RIS BB ISR 2 YT BB, &
B T CRR L L 72 FE) . KRR Ok b
L 72T D3 DD CTRERL S I, MRYEIIZ AT
A Z0ZREE (1) ANTHHEDY A
AEHETHEZWUMETEDLL - =T A AFET A =%
(74 A RO A= LIZWHEEZWNET 2 HHEE 8RS 2
WS 25BI% S 1L (Nanko et al. 2006). Z L E TH
WAL O % 7 AT AMIE ST E 72 (Levia et al.
2019; B 2020)0 & LT, FRNSFCTRIE L 721 7 —
ZRER LT, Bl o % 5 HES 2 F AN
& &7z (Levia et al. 2019), BARBIE LT, 72U
7"F Fagus grandifolia Ehrh. %k TORA 5 212517 T D
PRI O AT & 4T o 72 W 2e 6 % LT I2 7R 97 (Nanko
et al. 2022) o FEIEANHE C IO A TEER O F A& A3
L. FLEE4-6 mm OO I L7225, FiFE6.6 mm
P EORHEOEIIIZB RN e h o7z (K3). I
(ZRFE 46 mm OFHFEIE TS 4 UL FifE6.6 mm L
LFOMEITEICHL2OEL TSI EARIEL TV S,
FERR A X NN ORI RE I & b 7 9 B R 0 B
AL " 3AT L 72 A BV N S W T = O
THALEDPD L HIURO T2 LT CIZFEAELTY
720 ZLTHNDPEDIZONTINS OO E A
ML, L0 ZOENFENTHINEZERL L TWE Ik
BRI SNz, —FH T, RMESKE WV TRIZABIZL
HRBERENS . MIWDNEATH Z0EEGIIEDL L &
o7ze AL, BASHILT O T A AR T AU T
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Fig. 3.
American beech forests (modified from Nanko et al. 2022).

DERHFEFNVEDLL LW EZRL TV,

F72, MIHOE THEZBET 52 & T, TOMEHED
EOEBEMOLETLTCELODPREETE S, HHIL,
T HEHELCIS U CHE T, B 2 K3 mm
DOMWHEIE. LTI misFEEDFE THEIZET 5 25,
FTOMWEEZHLOIZHNL2mOETHEENLETH D
(Wang and Pruppacher 1977) o 188 12 m i O F & O
BERLEARRTEAET LM THIL. ZNL) QEBENETH
JECTHTICEET . W ITMOETHEL G LIE S
% (Nanko et al. 2008) . ¥ FINOIFEN I F - 72 B2
% TR AS L BHE @25 O T AMHERR
ENFze AT AZDIT, PR O% NEEIZZ L
L. BREOk~A 2@ S HLMEHT L Tnb 2 E0%h
o tze MASMASIEE & BREAOW OUAG A EHE 2
B L2 S O THRASHA L. BHE TR S O T
DB S Tz P IIEREDS T SHE N TV e v e 5
L7290, B N O ORI RS R0 5, B
DEDESOREREN T FITHN T zpEdiEET 5 2
EDTHETH B0

SHROELE
CCETHRNRTE/E) , HADPHICLDHFENRL T B
B2 AR T 27201203, W7 — & DI HA»ERD
Thb, GkiE. 77 v 7 ZBHAIR HAKCEBEI O 1
b TR & FEZEIE T 5 2 & T B TR E TV AHN
LW EDBIROMFENHEL T2, FEMWAK R T A5
DEEDSH FEPRED L) IZFN. ENET DR H
L. ZLTEDEHITF T a T 5 2 &5, 7%
MERER R DOKRGBEZ RS 5 L TEETH L. W

o

&9

T AN AT FHRTEIE S N O EEWR . KN, TICEL S AR SN TN, B2 ER SN2 TR O
MRAE = R 2 O FEHiZ b, Nanko et al. (2022) %%

Seasonal changes in the ratios of the three throughfall types compared to open rainfall. Data were derived from measurements taken in

HWr—213, Zo—@Eo7abt 2AOBRIZENT 5.

EHZ, =% =T 1 AU x— % L% IEPIET
HWETE L7720, MO TICARZRBET UL, WiEz
W5E LSO A NETE, REERE R L2 A4
EOBERRELZENTEDL, UKD, it
JED 70X AR HEEDRE Do FFIZ. KOLER
PRI A0 U CL 2858 Bl i O & & 0 3
MRS 5 2 &S TE b, B THEEPRE 5729,
@B OB R EFRAMA (o) ML) b KE
Vo =0 v NT B Pinus sylvestris LR TO—F]T
EHBHD BERHA XY NATOZEILE A & BRI
TREKH DL W E X P00 EMmEIMEL = & 2R L
Tw 5 (Pinos et al. 2020) .

B EENOMBEEINEFTHEVFELDINTIT,
FEIF A7 7o 72 (Leviaetal. 2017) 75, IITERE$ 5
WiEHSH T & 72 (Zabret et al. 2017; Brasil et al. 2022; Alivio
et al. 2023), 4fald. Rz ZERFMET . M AES
BB 2R Z IR L, BROFHILERD
RIHE S HICHED TV BEDH L, F72. LIDART —
5 R GHE A F 7B AROSDEEEM G L. WA
A L2 BRICHRIC G R 2B AV — 2 e T
AHFEORMELEITLTBY (Senn et al. 2020). Zitd
F A BOWEOEE R HINEL 257259,

FERASHERIZHL D AAE T HBIARD
INAF <Y AT D% - KEICRDHET

HIEClE. A ED L) ITBRZFES THICONT
R L7 REITIZZOMAZD/RED L 5 IZBHEARIC
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WIS, HHEI ORI FIH S ML h 2 BT %,

EIVO—-XEBRT IEBRBET - KREFOER

HEW X EE D S HLY A A B IL R (CO,) L. M
SWv BIF7zok (H,0) 25 E LT Kotz v
F—Z MM LR SIc & 0, (CH,0,) % ED
BAALY) LR (O, RHEET L. £E L DEYFEDOHK
BETERINTV 2, HAEBIIMEIELT 5 LTIt
FRIBKTRE D,

6C0,+6H,0 — 60,+C.H,,0, )

O THE R T A E R FIE SRR EOBRE T
TlEZ% < WY OKROWBERFHIRIETH ) . ML
B9 % KFE S KDOKKIRTFIREIFRTH 5 Z L35> T
\» % (Deniro and Epstein 1979)c B & AIZHEERIZ LD
HEEINDHBENT A (0,) bKOBERIETFIIEFETH S
(Ruben etal. 1941), HENTIX, ZELRFEOMEIFT &
KOFEFIFTFAZEL NSRS B A%, FEN O bR
DIEFR A DFNIKOBEF A DFU IR TP TE 5
EEhE W20, TRALREOBREEFOFGOEE 1L
1Z1Z¥ 0 & 7% % (Deniro and Epstein 1979) .

LV E—ZAFIZ LD LT RPN A A+~ AL, FEI
- BB - OKRETHER SN TBY ., AP
AMOICFERER L, EmbIZ L TREDS50%. BRHE
B43%. KEDP6%. TNLUINDOITLEDT 1% TH D (&

(a)iit &

% o,

_

“ERfLiRE

co,

&

Biomass

7J<Water ‘

‘—..

HERIEIH,

1 1985)0 HHMI/NA F~ ZADF55 2 T 5 iRFEDK
FIZOWTIE L Ko TV B —T, Y D55 % MR
T LMEH - KEORIFRE KB EZHLWINENDD
PIZOWTIE, B EMATEID Ve W) ED H
D, Bl F TR E LT 7z (Dawson 2022) o

ZbZb, BECATTHERMYILEZ 26K
GEWINT 507259 0 HEHEICH B 0E B
T LTI, B LIETT AMEE R RIS %42 T
DORIE, WL SWINENKRZE 2N TS ([X4a;
Simon et al. 2018)s & Z A%, S WAL AL LAY DA
BLhmOKREERERE ZEO /M a5 Y
L9 52 LS & 172 (Burgess and Dawson 2004;
Binks et al. 2020) o HIEi Tl 7R BrHH S DB R D
—DII, WD S DKRGBIRDH5H EZEZLNT VD
(Breshears et al. 2008) o

Tl QSIS Kb e u— ADREE - K
RKOBIF L) D DDEHH He EBE Z)OHET
TR, WO TW A, BRIGEEREE
TIDIETHLREORFEND ). EEITGE AT
HILTWD Z EDH o T b (Ishibashi and Terashima
1995; Hanba et al. 2004). < LT, ZEHi2 5P S 7z
KA BRI BRI S B IO AN TH
LHERRER T AMBEORIFE ) 252 LD i
B & 72 (Lehmann et al. 2018)o L 2> L7235, #BHED
KERT 2 5O, PRAMICHEIET DD X 5 2

(b)IEIE%

Modified

E’Ei 0,

“ERfLERE

co,

7K water

B4, (@PERDIGERDIA, I & U (b)Kagawa (2022) D> H FHENLBEZMA/EEROK. Lo — 22 /T 5
WRFIET - RFEET-DH B, WA SHINE N/KEHED S D 2R/ 0BT, BEPLWINSNZZKREBED S D2 FHLTIRLTH L.

Kagawa (2022) % 20%,

Fig. 4. (a) Idealized schematic of photosynthesis processes showing root water uptake as the sole source of hydrogen and oxygen in plant bio-

mass. (b) Suggested modification shows foliar uptake as an additional water source. Red and blue coloring indicates oxygen and hydrogen

atoms within cellulose derived from water absorbed from the roots and leaves, respectively (modified from Kagawa 2022).
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EEOAEY (L m— %) 120V TR 7
(Dawson 2022). Z DM & LT, HEROIFZEIL 1 FELH
OFEK (F 72 EFMARLDPIEF I EWAK) LrHvig
Mo lzizd, RN A &~ ANOEERIIPOK & ARBITK
DENTNDEHFTOEEZERT HZ LIFWEEZ 722
EMEIFH NS, T TKagawa (2022) 132 FEFEHD EIK
WA ORAIZL Y FREOREMIT T 552
o S

2EEOEKEZRAVIHLOINY > THE

Kagawa (2022) A7 - 72 £ CTld, MERIIRHIC, &
WEEEORNARN L { & EN DK (H,°0) & A FHIA3
KOZED S E A, [ EVCKEDRMADS &
FN 5K CHHO+’H,0) 2 WA WIS 70, Bk &
IRFEDILEEE D2 ERE RN B Z LT T L
NZVnOT, AFHAREZS ) 3AEML, L ToEKE
ANE:Z CHRBOEREZIT > 720 EHNO KO BRI
OEBZEALFRE L2 2 A, EOREAEAKIZE Y F
NIRO TH 5 12 LI IZZE DK D F) 4B A3 K2
BEb D LD h o7z, RIS, EAREIHMS 2T
S B~ B BRI L 7238, ], BoARE %
i L7-bo, BXoIns»rofmt Lo —
ZNZEENDLEOBEOMRMAE (P0) L EWIKFEOFRAL
fk CH) OBEZEE L. 2L T, INHOMEE Vv,
WEIRERELB L O L b — ZEREICHLY A - EKGE
BOWER - KEEKD D B MEIHZERBAEFE T, 5%
D OMEIDARBAEFE CH L0 E5E L. T4 L8
Wiz ko, Eov)luo— 2R EAKREOME - KE
DI B 69% DFERILIN S 72 EAGEIH, 31% 2R 5
WIS 7-FHAGEFRE TH . SR T Z 211 20%.,
80%. AR TIZZIZIN55%. 45% & V) FEREPES L
7z (X 4b, §2NA F < AT RS S 72),o
FWRZ 5L, BN X OBNEZISZR SIS 81
= ZAZBRAUE, I FICEmA W L 72K T, RiE
FIAELSWILL 72K TTETEBY . B oA IZZE)
S L 727K AR S BN L 72K & 25037 ffi o T T
ECWio ZDLD) BFERIZR o BB ZA, Fr b
TOLITEREL T D, HEHMIH AL o THED S
REHRIZ R S I, TERE CHETBEE (v o —2) 259
BENEETOMIZ, B (FIZIEA 7 a—R) ZMhod
B RARZ) £ VR, TARALRE) BRI N
D, HOBICRS 7205, 2 OME LRSS AR
~FENE IR D RSN LR, WEOMEE - KEDEL
BEBF DK GERBNTOKE L) OfEE - kFE L AN
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BboTLE). BHENBXLUOHEWRERIZ., XD &
I ZZEE IR DA LRI < A L T B DT, i
FAREE 2 BHA O B3 (32 L WS muwibin, #
FRTHI 2 &) T E N5 b1 — A IR IUK
RIBOWEE - KEPL MY AENEEZLNL, —
Jiv BERNTE IR ERYIASEA R LD AT 2R
2 (0,) O—#b BZH L ERWIPUKSRETH L Z &
BHEE I NS, DI LZBEAIROTTHED LTW5H
I3 R O—ERIE. FEL SIS K2 6 ik
TWLO),d L7,

SHOEE

Kagawa (2022) %37 o 72 EERIIMER ] 22 & DR A%
RS R Z 2 R % S WA L T2, HEN
FHIZEZ ) CHOHEDE ., BREID V20, Bk
D _EER (FEIZUE R S FmOWEAL) IZIEEEI ST S
TGS BHER O T EBIZ AR D & RIS 72K A3 L
TWwa, &) RPL (K4b) REERHE . £72, Wy
SIS 7RI, B SIS K D EI G
R E VR OTHIE, I RS Td 5 507
TODH Do —) BARPHET S, $4bbMlasgs
ATREL 57201213, MINOZITE DS & 3w
BCThb, TOLH)BRIRRHSHFI 201E, BEIL/ZEMO
AR & & Tl < BEISHETRANE 2 2 78 ] B
HBLUOBHEZOBENEVE ETHY ., ORI
KOMEBIOERKEEFRI L ZEFALENTND
(Zweifel et al. 2021)0 % 4/ AWBERHBO—H T A —
FVELEBHETLZ e 0905 L )12, ik
W 38 & OV BRI T P L IR BRI IR L2 HE TS DL oo &
U= FTHRETHIEbHD . AFTHENIR A2
EREEEDSRARIZR L2 EDPBH SN TS (EALR
2 2020)0 PLEZEF LD & 1) MERREH M A EHE L
IZIEED S W o 7KL A LT Y (K4b), 2)
FOL) BEMTTY 2 — MoK K E S 2
BfER, 3) AHEEE (v a—2) ([ZED S o 7K
DOMEF - KEDPLZ LMY AEFNL LERTE DL, HED
X9 i R RS T TAET T Al AL & 0HEE R
Mcix, BRI ORESN &F4E L TR TH. £
DINA AT ATOEESR - KEFEEHIZED L TSR
SNAKRERFE T 5E - KEOEE TR0 E
(Simon et al. 2018) & V) H L WITHEMED D 5

ZL T, SROMEICE Y ENMadLE L TR
7o C O HERMPPURDEHF G- DR EPTHTE vk w
VAERPE O NI A, k. BREFEONEROMIZN
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DLEIIBESNLIONL Le v, “HEOEK
% F CHERIIUK B & ORISR % Bl 2 1 AR L. &b
PO U CHMAER CEMAZ 80 L. BHEANOEKRD S
i % FRLARHT I & 0B IICHH S M TE B H L WF
#: (Kagawa 2022; Xiang et al. 2024) (&, BfARA K% W%
L THh 5, FOKENAFTAEEIHE) TTHT1
T ADOWRIIGHTE ., SHREARNKG AT HAKL
. AMAER SR E DS HTOT L — 7 AV —
DR C & % (Dawson 2022) 0 4L H AN G T3 % o
ALADS, [MOHOERESE] OWfEZHE LED L 2
ETHHI o

BERR I & 2 BEDH N HRMAETER D 77 25 H12
EDX)IEET L0

-5

B4 i Cali 72 X )02, BERI AT S ) § 2 FiiS
T ORERLH, IR TR S 5 T & & WL & I
N ARZELT VT OT v A— 2 WIS OO L5
DIRSNZ BT 5 FEGMEERTH b, 20120, %
DIHAU & o THREWBRDAMRT § 274 &, H O
HHPHERIZED L) IZEET L2 TdIh
£ T OWFEA 7% ST &7 (Hl 213, Ishibashi and
Terashima 1995; Hanba et al. 2004; Aparecido et al. 2016,
2017; Yokoyama et al. 2018; Berry and Goldsmith 2019) , —
Tiv SHHMEELVOMIEE L T, EOHFNAE
RRBED T AT ED X ) RG22 501200
TOMEBIEA %V REITIE, WOH & Z0®RIZBT
% A TERHULD T A SR OB L ORI ICOWT, b
J FMTOWZES Jiao et al. 2021, 2023) % HL A
ERCE

ERERFED N AT HOEHE & SFE

A RE R BB O 77 A 583 o0 5 4 02 e W 00 7 BRI
X, AR (eddy covariance; EC) %%k < Fiv S LT w»
% (Baldocchi et al. 2001) o —fHICHWON L4 —TF ¥
INAR Y T — A RINZADH A55HaHE, Fer <o B 1
OLEEWCHEEIIR T B 720, WOHDT =& 2VRIET
BT ENBH L, Pl HHEHEMEHRO e ) FHTIEREN
WX A RMPED 17% % Hd 7 (IfEIZ2 2018)0 &
D7z, JEWHRE D ERERBE D 7 ARG 2 5 7%
BIIRBHLI DS\ —H TERB SN Y
0 — X RS AR 255 475T (B 213, 117200, Li-Corft:,
KED E. WER VD EEONRIZH 5 2 & THIRAH
TH ). ECHEH T ERER T ASSHOMIERGE & 2%
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HEEDDZEMNTES (Burba et al. 2010), F72. FEL
AV TORE & LT, BHE L XV i AR o B
TlE, BEMEOR L LT RNEOREMESICE 2T
A DFERRH AT DO WT, FHRAETERICBIT LR
GEALEFINSE DL LD L CEFT LI ENTE L,
Big-leaf E7WVIZ K o TR SN ZHE T V¥ 7 5 >
A (g) 3 BEHE AT —HoEL R TCCRILar 52
5 v A% T v 7 A7 — )V L (Monteith 1965) . W5 KIFEIC
BUBHEM,E R E OB AT A SO TR )5 < 58
ENTw5 (Flz 1. Baldocchi and Amthor 2001; Kosugi
et al. 2007, 2013; Jiao et al. 2018), F 7z, JGA KR A
5 g FHEE T B IR Big-leaf £ 7V, BHEDHEN-
ORFFRMEIZE 7% ) g OBILICH T 2RBERNOR
% FMET & % (Kosugi et al. 2005)s — /7. Big-leaf £
TIWERE LT, ZRETIVIEHRKEZEZ VOO
MEWRBIZTE L, CNSDBE A L7z T A%
BT o ZREETNVIIEMR NI A= 2LTLT
LDS. FRAROD A A& BREY§ 2 ZER O FEHTIZ L <
WHENTWA (21X, Kosugi et al. 2006, 2013; Kumagai
et al. 2006) . BHEDTHEN TV 5 & & DT AR
DEDEPHENT VL0 5FHMT 572012, JEWRTE
KxEZELI-ZBETIVIIL #H ST & 72 (Tanaka
2002; Park and Hattori 2004; Kume et al. 2008) o

BEhABRICH T EH A3

AR, Ty 7 u— X FRARGHET R W5 Z & T,
BRI % & & AFPR D CO, B & USFEFEBR o> 5 B A3 52 M
SNTETWD (Jia et al. 2015; Ouimette et al. 2018) o F%
FREED & 7 FARIZ2 BT CO, DWRINASEI S L (IR
137 2018; Jiao et al. 2021), FHIZ X » CTiFNze / 0
BHEICBWTH AP TETnAZ LR TW
bo B FMTIE, BEMEZOHTNIHRICBIT 2 IE®RD
HRER CO, %5 (net ecosystem exchange; NEE) D34
fiElE, BREEOFWBHEIZ BT 2 FHNEE L D /b
EDolzb DD, #CO,MINEDH7.2% (152gCm ),
B I EE 12 LT 19.5% % &5 ® T w72 (Jiao et al. 2021),
DFD, W ORORITMETHEENLTWDL LIH I
TN EE TIEAE BRI T34 & @@ (Dawson and
Goldsmith 2018) . BHEEANHE LT 2 M O e FEIIN D 2
REITEHTE W E VR D, FBRBEOERS
BT 5EME LTiE. KILAVKIZE DN S (Ishibashi
and Terashima 1995; Letts and Mulligan 2005) L4412 & .
Hanba et al. (2004) I3 ZOEXHS L2ERIVE A Jm
DBELTHIELHEL TS, Lal, B/ FITBW
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Fig. 5. Conceptual models of interception by the wetted crown of a Japanese cypress forest. (a) Conventional model, assuming interception
by the adaxial side of leaves. (b) Modified model, assuming interception by both the abaxial and adaxial sides of leaves (modified from Jiao
etal. 2023).

2. KFEMICBT L, BEOHNIHE T LTHhLDREMIZE S 429 HAZHRIIBED L3R D 1555 M DP9 fH, Jiao etal. (2021)
DY
Table 2. Gas exchange variables (15-min averages) for different stages after rainfall (modified from Jiao et al. 2021).

N BEOHNA & B F %
I AN B > B A
SHRIZND S I HTLTHS (4~6 1) (7~9H) (10~12 1) (1~3H)
0~3 ;] 12.2 13.3 11.2 11.9
Hkary s 5 A (g, mms™") 3~ 6 HEH 11.7 9.7 7.5 10.9
6 IH: [ LA 7.6 10.3 7.6 8.2
0~3 I 136 250 92 67
W75y 7 A (AE,Wm?) 3~6 I [H] 146 189 59 60
6 IRE[E] LLRE 117 200 68 53
BN Twb e & -13 -29 —45 -1.6
0~3 I -89 -9.8 -7.5 -53
PR RER CO, ZHtk (NEE, gmol m s ™) T
3~6 -93 -6.2 -6.7 -73
6 I [ DA —4.7 -7.9 -7 —6.1
TIDANZALFHFEEE N TV R, FVWEROZFMOT XX H
—J, BEANOIETIE, FILDPE L O T A Jiao et al. (2021) TlZ. E/$®ﬁE®%E®%’

L FER 2 W LIS W EDER SIS (Berry and it v —%3%E LT, BHEANHENL TV 5 R

Goldsmith 2019) . $FIEB O E, B EOKM A LKE  FFET L2 LT, HEOHIIHRT LTH, ?&b
AN E L. N CEMARS LRI TIHREND 5. b, BEIEZV TS “O~3MEHE", “3~6cFH". “6k
Jiao et al. (2023) 1X. b/ ¥ OLEQMEHHEI O A TERZA  HLUKE” O3EMICB b ) Shog L7 T v
FEAHEZ B YA &L TENIH & N O 7 CHERTZEFE A 7 A (QE) \ZDWTHNRTz, ZORR. “0~38H" @
REDGEO2HEEOETIV (K5) 26, BEIHENT g LAEDOTFIHMIE “6F LR X bmulEzRL7:
WaIRED L ) FHROMEREEE Y I ab—var L (£2)o WTFNOFFIZBWTL, “0~3HM" gD
ZORR, BNRENRE 2512270 T, EoMHE  FHEIZZENTHrLO3KBOR TR KRS, FIZE

TOMEWBOFERDIE T o Tz FEO T El T & m CBEETH o7 (133 mms Do AEICOWT L, FEICE
£ 0 LERHRIA A% < oMM X 2 ERNIEITE N IZBWT “0~3EH” PR AkEL Q50Wm™), #E
TH—TLRWIEEYRDH 5. WEENTH S DIEREIZ X B ENZAIRL/NE L o

TWizo NEERSIE, FE B E &R, “0~3HF
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Fig. 6. Relationships between canopy conductance and (a, ¢) atmospheric vapor pressure deficit and (b, d) net radiation during three stages

after rainfall in (a, b) spring and (b, ¢) winter (modified from Jiao et al. 2021).

7 D CO,INEDNKRE N Ebhotze 72, AEE
K5f7 (VPD) O % Lo &, FHiZ@EL T, 2ED
fEIX[E U VPD O F Tl “0~3HER” 2% “6 B LI &
DHEPo7ze Ty BT VT2 L DOIERIZX
%)EENEEDOTEHEL, BELOLLIIHPIT TS o
720 g \XVPDRAMBUTE (R) L OBRIZBWT, FH
i LC O~3MFR” CRERMEABIM S, FFICHEL
HCHETH -7 (1K6)o 20174 &£ 20184EDNEE % F
EDTRERL O~3 B (X H F O CO,TINED9.1%
(191 gCm™?). HEERIHERIZL T55% % H, “3~6MH
™ (48 CO, IR 0 6.0% (126 g Cm™?) . KR (2
LT46% % D70 ZOLHIIBEDTZNEERO ST
A aEAHINL - EE N2, Kila vy sy
VAWK TH Y, UL O~-3EHT 25 ol
[&” £ Thg B LUNEEDZELIZ ST W7z, —fik
M. BRBRORILT Y 57 5 v AOM T IEMERRE T I
Lo TVPDAERT L ZEITERT L EENTWE D
(Turner et al. 1984; Monteith 1995; Grossiord et al. 2020)

94

VPDAFE L TH->ThH, Gy LTro0RRS
BHMOMTIEL g A~ LAV E2b 5 2 EHIS
Melrolz, L7zio T, BRBEOEENIGZ L &Eilg,
AL 72 B BLENE, BERAS T2 & 5 VPD O8N 721 T
WHHTE W Lo Tz, —T, BRI 2E
HROBANOEIERIBH S nemnsilary ¥ 7 5 v A
. EPHENBROERER VPD DO S £ v o 72 JE
DOWMBRENZFG L T\n5b EEZ 5N 5 (Kawamitsu et al.
1993; Munne-Bosch et al. 1999; Hanba et al. 2004), & 5
2 BHEASHAL T B BRI S ZETH IR L AT £ - ¢
BEDIRKRT ¥ 7 v VR E NI S (Breshears et al.
2008; Berry et al. 2014) . FHRFIEIC X o THE RO FH
M0 ZFHUC X AR HERIEHIHI S 715 (Dawson
and Goldsmith 2018) Z EAHIHN TV 5%, ZD72, B
DiHNDH Z LT, HWREROTILI Y &7 5 v AR
EL B BMROT AZHRF G T BN H 5o
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SHOEZE

WO H & ZDH%RDHERERBILD T AT DN,
FEATRIN TV LI 2452 L. BB W OLAK
ZHES B 720 OEMER THRRIL S N T EP L &
T Z E2s, JEMORUS & €T IVIZOWTiX
T4 T AT 70 BN O S8 2 AR RIS 2T T B T RENE
WH 5 (FEEITH 2003; Jiao et al. 2024), 72& 21, A
HiTHEEL L CE e/ FHRTOETY v 7 I2B0n
T, TN EPOHEREDINT A =5 255 2 L
WEHEECTH 722 b, Wl LETHE I N8 T
A= PWMAEINTVE, 2FD, TNHDETIVIL,
HENEORIEDEL N TR AT LB Z & %K
ELTEBY, ETIMESINT T AN 2 — 5 L5541
AT E AOFLERBRT L e E®RT 5, &
BOWE T, RS - THiEIkd - 23Ol
DESLT L F T 5 AN, BT R EDHZIZEBFITILE
DENEAT 200 HE2IZT 5720, fflar s
7 % v ADOWERE 2 WET 5 2 LRSI T W
BIEOBINHE AR L T LD D 5,

BTN V7B DN AREEEII A T, B
OO Z IEMEICHET 5 2 & QFEEICHET S
Nb, FalL7z& 912, BEOKEOIEICHE L72H
ntr—1ldoTHEDHmEN WL 2 HBRET 5
FHEPERZEINTVLH, Ly — OB ERITIERY
D7z, BRI FMIEHEETH 2D (Jiao
et al. 2023), TEIRKE Lty —ClE, v —
KM EOKGOFE AT 5 2 & TEDOFEN L AT
B kU= EETIEIZOWEOENIC L) REICEB
F ARG E T ANF—NT U ADOMHEASEH A E 7 5 ] BE
MWDo TDIz0, =12k o THED Wz .
HIWE S B ORISR A H 50 b Ltk
Vi, F 7z, BEOEHE X LD b AENAKREAVNES
728 (Holder and Lauderbaugh 2023), E7 VDY I o
L—2 3 YIZBTABEOMmIIEET L CHE C ORI
T, EOBWMMEILT TIHEVW WL IRENEDH 5. 55
O TIEY I a2l —Ya vt ElLDfEoFyy I%
L D/RELFERL, EOWHH O EWRKEICET S
T A—=FRWE L. ZEONRHEOHN T 5 RHED
R & OBEYEIZ O WTEHMIT 2 LB D 5,

FBNTBHED W AT OWTOFEIR. Bllrs &
Ialb—Yar, FLTHEPL A=A AL HERE
LC&TCw5 (Binks et al. 2021; Nakai and Lai 2024) . #i
ERIRBEALIC BT KO K = %% %] (Boulton et al. 2022)
BEZDE, BLLEKRS TG LTINS DH A
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THET N % S SIRE LT 5 2 & T, fia AR
AWM FE 7B I TFEI AT 5 2 AT %,
WL ANVOWFFEICHART, BBl 5 A TOH&
RERERIT G E L2 BEE L NV F A Z B A 221
REARELTnb, Stk EBRL VO A AZHEORT
ZeCld, AERORLER 72/ 0 — OB L EET
% Z LT, REOZACIIHE ) ERERIERER L D @Y I25F
flidsZENPFFEns,

ER s

FEWE 38K 720) T2 SRE RN AT A L 727Kk b A
TAHLIEDPHODRERSTE, TNETH, WEIZE
BT HEARDHFIIIZEHF OKG &R LT B DS
W% Z &R (Mooney etal. 1980) . £ A 7 £ A F Sequoia
sempervirens (D.Don) Endl. R A ¥ &2 @ TELHD
. EWALE O FER AR TS O 75 R E ORI A3
HHELIEKTHIEDNTEDLDRELEEZLNTE
(Ishii et al. 2014; Azuma et al. 2016), I TIE. TNHD
—MORW 72T TR, AP O S T I RERRATE
MWD & OIKWIUAHERR S LT 5 (Berry et al. 2019) o
ZLUTARBHITHA L2 L H 1T, 1) WIS & o THIARIZH
T DR IIROTERHI K E R T 5 2 L ST R, R
TE 7 WIKIIBHE HE N 2B R o T 5 2 LR, 2)
MO HIHR L OZEINFN LD & & TRILS 72K D5
REpa—AFHEINL T L, L T3) WIZ & o TH
AR T WA IIIUE RN PET T2 00, &
FRIOBHERFMHTE 2V EP LI > T
bo TOXHIT, P EDL HVOFEEED, FIFAL
TVLDEFHiTE 5 L) 1T hoTE,

=T, MAEREMICHAT %720 O OFE .
FOFHABEREFHIEIC ED L ) IHEL TV 20
. WM OB REE I PRI F AR THh B, &
512, fEMOREAHEN L HRIIM 1T T2  FRHE
LBIG- L. B & LTI S L WAEY) R T O NS
(& SRR CERM 100 HULEDEZ 5 TWa 2 EAHS
MNTHB Y (Dawson and Goldsmith 2018) . FEW D LS
W20 B BNIR & 2o Sfld, RARFEIL T &
7oy HWEMIDSHEN B BEROKCFR 7O AH 6, HFHio
RICE DGR ELEREDINT T A LT bR, B
EAT =V COEMIGEDEALDH % 5T, ST ErHETY
A EICHAEDE D, WOHOHMD 525 T \»
XN INEZ LIRS N D,
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