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F1E (ZLOHIC

HRIZE T HIRDHEE

RO, TSR OETE LI IR K 2 WIS 2 WIER], A RRIC & -
THEEAEIEEZAT O BRXNE X2 D0k S O E 2O RHEN, £h
CWEEFRIER O =DIC K& T D2 EmT&E 5 (KifE, 1979), Z 9 LIZREL FFOiR
TR E LTIRREMIEINT WD, ZDO L5 iRR 2509 2 HEMEICR LT Atkinson
(2000) I Root Methods ®'HEHTLL T D & 5 Zefafiia LT 5,

(1) FEARMWERET EOMFEHRE L THMIEO TR CEERI D% L D8E OERIERESS
ZLIEFTNAFEETHY, (2) H L EHTEHA~OEIROI 7 ITE ORI L2 fiY)
DEIGERTIEE L 22505, (3) &9 LTI OBFTNICHAOWMBEET D0 5
MICEA D200, RERXLRIICIDRM 2 EOMEF B NELERARLTND, R
1T, (4) SCRRER KO0 (5) RAEHEHARCAK I WIS 2 HAREE 2 - TEkY, (6) 1R
& AR G & TR RICR & KRBT D, ZRLEHRHS (7) REM D 13 LRI
HET D HEAY~ORFEOFRNO TRV EL 2D, WEICAETT 2EWITHEORFE
FEICBNTEL DT n 2A0HERY, TEAORFZHREEOLEBHHER LY 5 5,

U ED X5 eil, $7hbb, MOAEBICET 2 EARMLOERS, MRS HgE
MERIZH 2 DB OWT ORI, LW OBAND, RROPHEDOLEMENERH SN TE
2o L0L, HEPICAETTHOIRRENRANOEENICEBIRT L2 LI RTETHY, ]
REMTEHNOIY HT 2 L1220, RMEMED Z L0, ROPFREV-Z 5 K

BRHOIZLTWA (HY, 1998; Bohm, 1979),

FMORRBRICE THRREBEELLTORDEE

PEBAERER O TH HRMAERBRITKBEOERPKE L, WFELRLD CO, ZEET HH
REZ L HOHER/ERERTH S (Landsberg and Gower, 1997), FRAAZHERIZISUN TR N A 4
T AFEEREEE LD, RROBEE I U EE(LT D 2 L IRREER FEER O IR 3RS

T 5 72O DORMOEETH D (Kurzetal., 1996),



ZHIVET, RAOBFEICEIL TIiE, ENTH 1960 4175 IBP (International Biological
Program) IZX > T, &< OHRMOIGFR - AERZHTET LT TEOHEEI I THONTE
(FE, 1976; Shidei etal., 1977; A A5, 1965, 1968), £7=[E4 T Vogtetal. (1996) <°
Jackson et al. (1996) 1XZHDOMEFIZ b L12, MRAERROER DAV TRARD Y
MPLBFELZE LOTEY, Afk, TR, WS X > THRO ORBUFELHEE
BNRRD L amE LTV D,

BB RITE ORBIOFEN NS, B, B SHEMCHESTD ZEBnE0, —
¥, HWFERIZOWTIE, FEARRICH Y SR TIER LR 2 &5 597 IR 23 % RIC
WL D, 2T, Y HLEZTOTIS, BT TR O TSR 2 M FEE R TH D
Z LI X o TRO TN OWE S EDOFEEE) & 0E L Tl EEEAF & OREM A JTic L
REDBRHEEMAZRD D Z L NREZ, ZOHE, WRABEKOHEMBETL L XY, 8%
KNS DPSANS D FETE IR D HENL WD, HRED R DHR (Fine root) &
& (Coarseroot) %4375 Z LN TET, ILICAEERMEOKELZIRS T2 LD—RHLE
Lol tBZx b, HRIIMANS A~ ADELL D% > TEHY (Misra et al.,
1998) , SAMEFAC/K I OIEIEMR, FTHE O 72 O TR, BHAD TR DAY,
MR LIS 5 L p o< D TEH D, ERMFELZHEYIEL TWD, TOF—F—/3—
X, MRL L TRIICE > THEL HEEMM~REBEOUMGEIT O 2, ERRAEER
(NEP: Net Ecosystem Production) & Z#k725 0 CO, I EICEMN R EL 52T\
(Reshetal., 2003), #itRi%, i FMOMEBEICKRE < EZELL52TEBY, £OX—F
— = IR R O — kA PEE (NPP: Net Primary Production) #EEIZ K2V R EFE TH
% (Buyanovsky et al., 1987) , £ 7= HIHR D % — > A — R —|Z X D RFBHIEO HE~DO MG 1T
AR & B 2 & 2 DML IFIEFICRENEBZ 6N TEY, M EMY Z—I2 XD hE
DR E L FRRENH D WEH > LBV E RS 5 TW% (Joslin and Henderson, 1987;
Hendrick and Pregitzer, 1993), % D 7= AR %2 MR & ARIZ /01 T4 2 2 &%, RED
BREA A ST D 72DICHATH Y, N AEPEROHEE, THENE O RFEERE O,

O CTIEARMAERE R DR FBEFEDFRIHIZ KBV DO TH D,



FRORRBRICHETAIRFEMRERELTOIRDEE
B & KRG DM TR Z 5 CO, D AHAE: (NEE: Net Ecosystem Exchange) 135254 ik & (GPP:
Gross Primary Product) & JSZoEE RN T o D MR O & (R, Autotrophic Respiration)

ETEIRREI Th DRIz L DR & (R, Heterotrophic Respiration) % T

NEE = GPP — ( R,+R; ) (1-1)

THEEND, #H NEE KK —HMHM D CO, 77 v 7 A LIFHENIRK S M T1E % VTl
E S5, NEE I IARMOMARERAFER (NEP: Net Ecosystem Production) & NI IXIZE
(X[R—T, NEPIZ~A T ARLGEDT TRIND, TDHH GPP—RIE, A A~ AHE
WL oiERE (AW) RV 2 —& (L) OHEZMEEDE TN Z KD 5 A RBTFHIFIEIC
KXOWPEST S Z EMAHET, Mi—WAEFE (NPP: Net Primary Production) & X T\ %, G

FEHCLDWERTHY —RIT/hESVWE LTEHEIND,

NPP = AW+L+G = GPP—R, (1-2)

Ra {3t EFBOIER (Rapove) & HETFESOML (Roo) 235725, LIZA - T,

NEP = GPP— { (RaovetRroot) +Rn } (1-3)

L7, —RIZHITE D ATREZR D IXHE 3Tl Rapoves  HI FIBIZHU N TIE Rygot TRy & L TIRA
L Ot & o Bk b 70 5 (Fig.1-2), HHEEMEL & & JIE T, 20 Ry HIZKOD Rygo
&Ry MRAE L CEHAIS N D 72018, ARRFIIEA LT HEZ FIV T2 NPP & Dk O R &1 &
225 NEP ZHEET 5 Z & NREEIZ 722 > TV D, NEE & NEP DB AT 5 72011, HiFED
DO SIS Ryt & Ry ZDBET A2HLENRH Y, ZOZ L3k LTt bWl

IR L Ip o TN B,



FMRRRBRICETAMTHOEEM

R E O RFEER 7 0 A TPRBUR BB ER DO R E R A2 DD LEZ BN TS, F
WAERERIZBWT, MRICEZ LN DRFBITH B A A~ 2D 20%FEE ERES 5T
V% (Jackson and Chittenden 1981) , HE#13 0 E FPEN) 0D 35—80% A AR D A PECIFL, BAR,
HDHNFBHY E L THEREBIC/BL L (Raich and Nadelhoffer 1989; Davidson et al. 2002;
Giardina et al., 2003; Ryan et al., 2004), 10%%Z# LD Y ¥ —IZ3E LTV 5 & DOHRED

% % (Raich and Nadelhoffer 1989), = M7= Ol R R FE DL B IRl A 8% D R FEE

Bt

ERRADRBMHBEICREREEL 52 5B 015,

FEA) D HFER & EM DOWFR > 5 72 2 LIPS, ARER D B RE A~ DR D /0B H)
BEEDOOELDTHY, NEP ICKREZ2EEL L2 T\ D, NEP (TG RE (GPP) & ARER
IR D LBl & TRDOLND A, WHBEEIC L 2/ E RGO CO, BN D, FHIL
T GPP D 80% MM & L TRAIZKE SN D Z X (Law et al., 2002), 70% F COHERER
WP B8 3 S it & T % (Goulden etal., 1996a; Lawetal.,, 1999) Z & 23#ih &h
TEY, ZnbOMRBENHENRD NEP OLEE 25T O RERER L R>TNDH I EMN
JRIB X3 C 5 (Valentini etal., 2000),

TIET CORFWFEER 7 m A%, #EEIrOERAIND ) Z—DMfGITNA T, ROk
FEACE DR Y Z—Dfitts, HEEICEDINEDY X =Dk, FYORTRH S DORFRIZ
£% CO DK, ZREPMAIZEEL TWD, SV HERE TEN SN D CO, DI
WL ONORFIRIEFE 2 R THIRICH TE /R TH L, HERmNOHHS DB L2
53D CO IFARDAPERER R EDONRFNC L 26D TH Y, R OKEI T IFE DD DIE
BB L LT SN D THD (Trumbore 2000; Giardinaetal., 2004), L2 L, %
DOFEIGITZHIOMA & D WITFTHEHFIEIZ L 2T 10-90% & K& B> Tnd 2 EREwE S
AL TH Y (Hansonetal.,, 2000), fRFEVEER DA IEEEA PR L, FRARBIRORFINSACET 5
KV EMREEZRGET A720121%, AEMICHKOES TIROMERE] & [0 L 50
Wk ot 2 0ERD D,

AHAEDEEDIT



INE TR LI, AR, FEORFERICENT, FRIFE LTHRIE
TOWHIRE LTHOEOEEMEBER SN TWDIC b0 0b 68, HIEET AEE#ETH
D3P ZANHFFESNL BN TN D, ABFIETIE, HUHRIFRE AT B 5 2 V5 IA S8R bk
IZBWT, EMRRERTH I THEGFEOREICEAL T, 1ERIThN TE e HiEEH
HEDETHRN SR E TCOZEOY AR, ERERLFHEMREST D Z
LIZEoT, RBMICOROERSFZHLNZ L (Fig. 1-1, 3%E), /2, ZnbHo
FERE, RIEREOEZRT EOME (B 4 8) LHAADEDLZ EICL-T, REUUF
B BB AR AR OARMER B2 HEE Uiz (555 #), ZOME, RIEREICEIT 5 MR
HOEEVENRINTZTDIT, MRE ST EFIAACRMBEEGRIE T L AT L%
B L7z (5F 6 %), WRICBRERZEERNI KT DARMER O SOSFFERFENE 2 3l 75 = & &3
Fr (BB 7 E), THMRICHT DRMEROEFGITOWT S EEMICHNT L, SHOREJRO R
FhhEEZRE L (8 ®), O L) ITHRHERREZRAENICEAET 572 RAI K e
FRARO IR FRER N1 DARDAEEN % 314 L 7=,
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Fig. 1-1 The flow of this thesis
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Fig. 1-2 Carbon balance of forest ecosystem
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GPP: Gross Primary Production
NPP: Net Primary Production
NEP: Net Ecosystem Production
Ra: Autotrophic Respiration

Rh: Heterotrophic Respiration



F28 HBRHOME

FUEBIF AR SRR LT | AL % (LB (dbide 34° 477, JRE 135° 50" ) Tz
1To7, HRBRHIIARMO KL EL ARICHRES NI DT, HiEIT17ha TH Y, FH
KT 1449 mm, FERIKIRIT 155CTH D, $HEEM & B TRER O KK TH Y, 9
TG T, S ER (DBH) 3cm UL EORIARD 90% 2N AR CTH Y, Midmid 12
mThsd, MmAETIE=ZFTZ (Quercus serrata) 235 L, HiEAEDEAKRBIZOT T
v d = (llex pedunculosa), U = w7 (Clethra barvinervis), = <% (Lyonia ovalifolia
varellipitica), &7 (Euryajaponica) 72 EN% < Aoivd, FIRAREL T Clda N/
I WX (Rhododendron reticulatum) & €57 (Rhododendron macrosepalum) @ 2
FEQME L LTS (1RED, 2003), ARBRHUZI T 5 HEITWF b Ao b3+ 7T
<, A HRORATHWBERHKETHY, —HITMO TRALITENEDTH D

(Araki et al., 1997), AFHAMD L 5 A KIER “RARIE, FRHIBIFELAPEICE W TE Diifg
T2 Vb DD, —RANCHRERMEIMEN 202, BifFE, R &I 2783838
DNLAHFIZA TR D 7220, Lo L B ARDOHEMOKFEER 270+ 25 LT, 2ok
D IRUELE < HHRRD INEER TR S N D RO [RFVE Bl FE 2 FEl o 2 2 LR HEBE R
WETHDEBEZDIND, ZDTD, RRBRHTHREBUIH X U — 035 E S 4, 1999 2
5 BUE & TIRE G HBIINC X 5 Bk NEP OFFli23 T3 TV % (Kominami et al., 2003) ,
L7 UAERER M D 1 O A BHEZR M IR L2 /AR TR, B D 22 WA R ORIl &3 E &
A ERETE 720y (Kominami et al., 2003), D72, THLhD AL /= kA O
W B AT 20BN A T, M EEICES L CIRZERED CO, &R (Miyama et al., 2005) <2,
F ¥ L N—EI L A G (Tamai et al., 2005), FH3EARD CO,AHi& (Jomura et al.,
2005) 72 EDBPPATONTE T2, £72 1994 6, RS LIFEZ S BV NPP
DFHIA TN TR Y, EMRZREARTER LOMEAERENMTHON TN D (IS, 2003),
WERRFHTIEZ VT2 NEP L AR FIEZ VT2 NEP OBEEZTT S 9 A TH, ik
RN E B 255 D TRMEBA 228853 032 < FR E TV D M FER DO BIAF B OHEE F6 K ORI &
Ol 21T 5 Z LITEELRFB L o TV D,



F£3E HABRMOBRREFES LVCRREEDHETE

3-1 [FL®HIZ

BIAIRRIT, WFREOMGPLHMC L > TRER 1 mm 205 5 mm BEA E LT, HiR
(coarse root) & iR (fine root) (Z431F H41% (Gill and Jackson, 2000), #HARIZEI LTI,
AR Y LIFETREREAE KD, HARERDN SRS ORBAFREZHETE T 2 HIENS AT
b TW5, Vogtetal (1996) <° Jackson et al., (1996) XL DM EHIH S, HWFRDLAR
RAFBEEZE LD TVDN, [ERSHERMCBTES I L > TR ORFFREITRE SR
2%, AARIZEWDTHMPIRIECSL BN TREFENLE T 5 Z LRI TnDd O
B, 2002), —J5, MRICBEIL CTIEHET vy 7 28 L TR 2 HEN—RIZTHATE
v (Vogt and Persson, 1991), HHERIRKLCOMIAR D434 2R £ mfEFESL (root area index,
RAI m* m?) %% C Jackson et al. (1997) 2VE & T 5, HURITRIUFRED K X 7285y
DD, RELEHMEOFETITINLT THLRIEBZV, —JFMRITETFR L
LTI ng, Z— o — =l < Moy ORIEREIC I 1 2 MR O %7 5-41% 30-54% & K
U (Vogtetal,, 1982), Z O X O (MR & HIARIZMEE OEW M OHNCE Y b Db Z &3
2D, WNIORBIFRICEBVWTIIE L L B EEREHR TH D, [ U THAR & MR
% [RIRFIZ 4 - 72431 CI1% Vance and Nadkarni (1992) <> Kajimoto etal. (1999) (Z & % FR#c it 5
PEESNTND, ZALIIMRBEFEOMAIZL EE Y, RO - MFRIEBI DR &
72 HAREMEAEIC R U CRIRFICHAS S L= Bilix g iz 72y, LA L Dannoura et al. (2003)
IZE o T, IRFEREORERKEEPEMIS N TND LI, FFREFEOREKRZ T LT
bDIEEEE 2 D856, MR EMBOR— LR B E, BEEHREOFMIIEETH
Do & T TAMIZE TITRHEIF RO Z RIS W T, HRICITEARE Y BiFEz, MR
Frwy sy 7Y o rEREAL, REGFELREHEZHEEL, TALOERERE
U TIRIEARNZ B L7z, APARO K5 2RV 3E & kO LR NRET 2 “kiTnb
D% BN LT, BAVEUTE 2 POIZIRS oM LT DA, AT EE LT, FCHT
R RICRE LT, AHAEBINIER ISR, ZOTD KR EERER L /2D Z &3 ]



YRR

3-2 REFE

3-21 EKREY LFERICEIBEES L VIRRABEDAE

HEICH WY v 7 VRO S % Table3-1 1R d, ARBRHICE T 2 BAREDOEE (1
kD, 2003) &b LT, T TOVARBIEO M W A A R ORBR NI 5D 5 FIE (RBA: %)
LB N T ONARL Z PFFEd %, 2000 4 11 A 36 L0 2001 4 9 AICH o /L AROHL B A
L, 3HEERNTF = —r 7 ry 7 ZHWTREIY EiF7-, Y EFICELTE, R
o2V ESIcEREL, SRR L TREOHIEZ FEL Lz, #Y BT 7R
AKYE L THIEEZBRE L7tk 95°C T 48 IFMHz i S, M E A RO, b P 7R
O EFBIZOUVTIL DBH, HIBRER (Do cm), MfEds KO EffdE &4 0E Lz, &
Te AW THAEE TORSZMEL, NEFTVARBEFT L TV HEREE L
Too BREL72ARIZT A = 2 mm OFFICOWTRER (d: mm) ZARERAI2>S 5 cm k& TH
E LTz, Yo 7 IUROIREER OS5I, 5 om Z & OMEZRE L TR, IREREDY
FIZBILTIL, 5 om Z & O M#EE O E LTGRO IR & ER Z & O E HEES
AV, BEX—ETHDL EEL THI L, F/EME L7z 33 (llex pedunculosa) % K
BURAZRDY o TNVARE L THIM Uiz, ZOEIKIFARA 2 D IZ X D2BEHD DA ONTT20,
HAREREROHEMIS, F—EENS KRS EZE L TR 7L 28O (BERE 7.0-34.7 mm;
n=23), ZHODORY L FILOUIRTEROEL (ds: mm) & UIEZE )5 SehmE TORER

(RWs: g) D PBEFR=K

RWs=0.0738ds>%*? (r’=0.66) (3-1)

ZIERR L, BEARSNTEROGIBHOERZZRA L THREMD ZHEE Lz, 2B, ZoOR
(ZB L TIE, RO H 5 o EAFHIC X 2 MEHEAEZRE L Ty,



322 XBEIOVIYUTYUTEICKDIBREES SFURKREEDBIE

—MRITHIAR - INEAR T2 & D/AMRIIHAN TO AN —TH D Z &inb, —EED
TET ey 7Y TN I L DREOREN S BALEEH - 0 ORBFREEZRD D Z &
NCEHEBEZLND RifE, 1979), ARBHIZEW THERED/NS WDROMBUF R L
MEHEBEHIET D72, ZOHEEMNT, 2002 4 10 A, PR LEERE R 10
TR REL, NE20em, mS 15em OBEEROFHZ AW CEE T o v 7 Z8EL, RE
DREEIT T, 1FEAEOHFTTAEILL0 cm ZBIRWE S TH o 772D 28 & 5
L, £72 BJEIZDVTIX0-10, 10-20, 20-30, 30-40cm O 4 JEAHM L, &EORERS X
OMRFZHEFEOR T Wz, T LEEICERELZ 1 7 FTiC oW TR 3 @2 Hi L7z, &
HeL7=F580%, 2mm, 600 um, 180 um D525 ETKYE LARZERY H L7, EE5mm
LT O ZIER G L L, B L 724RIE Vogt etal. (1991) DIJFIEICHLY , i X, oA HE,
EIZ LV AELEHBI LTz, EZX TODHIRICOWCIHEZZHELTd < 2mm & 2 = d
< 5 mm @ 2 SOEERERI Tz, Zih 2 BEROMIR & RO Z LU >\ T ot
BERE bR EE A RO, £, d < 2 mm OROKRREBEICOWVTIE, REBRHNO
WL BER 2 FE L T2 F (Quercus serrata), & kAR 2F LTV 3 3 (llex
pendunculosa) DOHIAR Z R EREHEEH > 7L & L CHLRHR Y Bto 7=, Z OFARIL Ishii and
Dannoura (2004) (2 & 2 5{E&EHWWT, A% ¥ F—CHROEBRZFEAEY , M2 HHET
b2 EMUE L CIIRRmAE AR L, MIREENOREELHET 2NEER LT,

3-3 MEREBE

3-3-1 £KREY LFEICESBEES LUVBRREABEDATERER

PUTNVAROREE ERREOEY, REEOFHHZHELIZ2 =d < 5mm, 5 =d<
20mm, 20 = d < 50mm, d = 50 mm @ 4 fERRIZ 53T 72 (Table3-2), EARHERRAIDOARE
BEMREEE OBRIZONT, EROFFAAZIRS LRE R & RREAILER CHEFTE
% (Fig. 3-1 (@), %7z, BIAD Do &, WERER L OMEMERIRICITIIIMRBRER 22
XA B2 -7- (Fig3-2 (a), (b)),



332 xEIOVIHUTYUTERIZLDBEES S URKEABEDAIEHER

B 2 R T DK IER & s C©H D 27 (Quercus serrata) & Y 3 =3 (llex
pendunculosa) @ 2 IFEIZDOUWT, BEHEENT 2 W CIREZEEONELXITo72 L 2 A, 1RE
L OBRICBOTHTEIC L 2 EWNER 6NN -T722, Z2TE 2 floT —% 2 i

W, d < 2mm OHMRER (RWop: g) & HMBEFRE (RSeo: cm?) D RIR

RSp.,=71.28RWj. (r’=0.79) (3-2)

ZVERE L7- (Fig.3-1 (b)), 2 = d < 5 mm DIRICE LTI, Fig.3-1 (a) (2B HRBLF

& (RW:g) LEEHE (RS:em®) OREZERDI B, 2 = d < 5mm O TORMER,

RS,.5=20.35RW,.5 (r’=0.77) (3-3)

N, ARFEFEEHEE L,

10 7 CH 7V rEn-d < 2mm, 2 = d < 5mm ORBFE, BEB RS LO
T FEAR S DEREL 534 & Table3-3 1IZ- 9, AETWAHRIEL, d < 2mm, 2 = d < 5mm®D
WTNOREREERICIB N THIRER, REMHEE GICABBIOBED 0-20 cm OJEIC
GENDEVEIRD 80%LL L& HH TR Y, MRS RKD 0% LAY A gL B g L
FTIAEL TV, Lo LA RIS BUSATIC £ > T 173.71-83053 g m? & K& L
WREBNTZ, Z 2 TIPFEZ R OB E S U CTRMAT 225, MR - NMERZR &
DI/NEDIRN T O AT I E) — ST R S22 E DA BT o 7o, FRICARRBR MO
KO IR CHERL S HUE S MR AR TIE, MR EOZEMARNIR & <, EMEICHE
TOHLEDIITEMAHEBET LI ENUETHLEEZOILD,

3-3-3 AEMICHTARBEEERLVIRREBEDHTE
HEHICRB T ARBEFERLIOREFEEEZRD DB, d = 5 mm ORIZIE, Y B



ETHEONEE, £72, d < 5 mm ORIZIE, HETa vy 77 L SETEONRTZ
BE AW, BAFHEDT —XICHEAT 572012, VU T IVAROROBERMER T 125D
FUTARE B K OMR K HifE &, DBH 38 L U Do 2> & BLRIA % pl R BIFR % SR b 7o, Rk
RO /T A =2 IR/ NARIEIC L VIRE L, 2K FIFECL> TR 2 = d
< 5 mm ORITEHL TiE, RERE, REEBEL BITHEMES, YRV ICLBELE
X ONDTD, HEEIIFEHA L D & Lo, £72 Do M AU AW HEE D 73,
DBH & W HEER L 0 b IRERIED E Do 72728, ARFFETIE Do & M7 2850 TR ELARHE
=& D RW, RS ZBAEEICAWIZLL FoHEERZ vz,

RWs.50=19.51D,"% (r’=0.63;5 = d < 20 mm) (3-4-a)
RW.,0.50=5.04D¢*% (r’=0.87;20 = d < 50 mm) (3-4-b)
RWso.=2.43D¢" " (r’=0.72;d = 50 mm) (3-4-c)
RS5.20=130.61Dy" (r’=053;5 = d < 20 mm) (3-5-a)
RS320.50=9.08Dp** (r’=0.90;20 = d < 50mm) (3-5-h)
RS50.=0.80D>* (r’=0.69;d = 50 mm) (3-5-¢)

DBH = 3 cm ORIARICE L CIZE AR T Dy DEIEZFT > TV, 2000 3 L

2001 ARG ER M TIT O T AR BIFRA I X > TH 54172 Do-DBH BEFR

Do=1.10DBH%* (r’=0.98) (3-6)

wHWz, 2 boe 1999 FFIATHO N2 BRI L - TH LR HNIZ I 1T 52K
? DBH 5L Dg # VT, 2ADIRERF UMK EMEZHEE L, TOEFH 2B
FECHRLCHMAEEH - OELFEH L, d < 2mm &2 = d < 5mm ORIZEHL T
FHET vy 7Y TV 7 THRLNT 10  FTOEEZ BALEREH 72 D ORBFRE L
oo ZOWRBFEICEEHZD ORRmELFEL, BAEEDZY OMKREERE (RAD



ZRDIZ,

HETE 5L % Table3-4 (2R, [FRABRII O ¥R BL77 B 1% 102.01 tha™ TH 5 (4D, 2003).,
MREFRIT 2341 tha!, BRI TR FLi3 4.36 LR SNz, £7- RALE 350 m? m? & &4
ST,

AFABR HL DR 1L, Jackson et al. (1996) @ L b = —(Z L A SEH R 72 md bk D 2R & 42 tha
EHEST B L £ RANZOWT HARB MO d < 2 mm OIRIZEH T 5 RAIIE2.63 m’
m2TH Y, ZOfEIE Jackson H (1997) 2LV F &b ST IREIRIERARIC T 2 HIR O
RAI D)5 9.8 m* m? & Hhle 45 /NS filf b 72572, L2»L TR EICBI L T, Jackson
5 (1996) DOFHJE 4.35 LIFIZEREOMH TH Y, Hi L ORI, BfFEN DR
WATBRHIZ BT HHMERF S TWD Z &R R D,

EEPERAIICADE d < 2mm BEO2 = d < 5 mm ORAGFRETZENEEKD
15.8%, 10.1%& % <1372\, L L RANZZENENRIED 75.1%, 13.7% L K& in % b
Do, —JhHd = 50 mm DOIRBIFRIT 43.9%% 15 5 7% RAI X 3.6%I2FT X720, ZD XD
B FE TN MM BETHS d < 5 mm OHIRAREM CIIREBSE O Tz, RIC
B Dk % B OIZHBTRE A E 2 DB TN & O OTRE N R & 7 IR 7
D, RFHEFEO AR OKERE 2 TN DO BEERIFIEICR D LE X BN D,



Table.3—1 Outline of sample trees

B4 Species Li,_ﬁfi}:m (jier) H(ef)ht Pj:; (5:1) R(Z;A Abovegro(t;r)\d weight So?cc:f)pth

acads Vaccinium bracteatum Eg 40 552  6.00 8.36 1.1 (16) 9229 100
RAIET Ligustrum japonicum Eg 22 58 510 8.05 0.2 (31) 9338 20
77hY Quercus glauca Eg 21 519 466 6.47 1.9 (10) 4695 50
1295 Ilex crenata Eg 25 49 4.21 7.24 0.7 (22) 4341 35
oL Ilex crenata Eg 23 487 330 496 0.7 (22) 1993 -
EthE Eurya japonica Eg 32 35 252 572 42 (6) 1438 -
y4da Pieris japonica Eg 26 263 232 410 1.0 (19) 1015 -
yER) Ilex pedunculosa Eg 16 247 142 274 147 (2) 501 30
VERN Ilex pedunculosa Eg 12 114 - 215 147 (2) 177 20
a7’ Clethra barvinervis De - 855 6.71 9.23 6.3 (5) 12490 70
1t7 Quercus serrata De - 72 522 748 2715 (1) 7340 55
a7’ Clethra barvinervis De 39 568 2.96 3.97 6.3 (5 1651 70
% Lyonia ovalifolia var. elliptica De 37 32 240 3.75 98 (3 1026 15
TFUVY Rhododendron macrosepalum Hd 24 382 216 3.32 0.0 (52) 895 7
ATy Juniperus rigida Co 77 9.7 850 1237 14 (12) 17531 45
Y37 (KB XK) Ilex pedunculosa (Large) Eg - 11.96" 3069 4749 147 (2) 483140* -

Eg: Evergreen, De: Deciduous, Hd: Hemidesiduous, Co: Conifer

RBA: Relative basal area. ( ): Order of RBA in research site.(DBH=>3 cm) (Goto et al., 2003)
* Rhododendron macrosepalum was 2nd speicies in RBA. (DBH < 3 cm)
#: Estimated by allometric relationships.



Table.3—-2 Root weight and root surface area of sample root measured by root sampling methods by excavation

Root weight (g)

Root surface area (cm?)

E4 Species Class of root diameter (mm) Class of root diameter (mm)
2-5 5-20 20-50 50— Total 2-5 5-20 20-50 50- Total
A2V Vaccinium bracteatum 4.39 80.55 699.05 2368.79 3152.78 65.38 332.44 1368.33 149757 3263.72
(0.1) (2.6) (22.2) (75.1) (2.0) (10.2) (41.9) (45.9)
FRIEF Ligustrum japonicum 102.95 639.93 744.65 40432 1891.85 223570 469480 1775.98 295.02 9001.50
(5.4) (33.8) (39.4) (21.4) (24.8) (52.2) (19.7) (3.3)
ThY Quercus glauca 120.14 419.41 415.43 232.01 1186.99 1834.10  2204.99 538.41 105.05 4682.55
(10.1) (385.3) (35.0) (19.6) (39.2) (47.1) (11.5) (2.2)
1394° Ilex crenata 33.50 236.24 372.16 514.15 1156.05 633.00 1516.09 970.04 435.05 3554.18
(2.9) (20.4) (32.2) (44.5) (17.8) (42.7) (27.3) (12.2)
1394° Ilex crenata 55.41 287.84 336.69 - 679.94 981.22 1952.75 725.89 - 3659.86
(8.2) (42.3) (49.5) (26.8) (53.4) (19.8)
E4h¥ Eurya japonica 16.72 21305 26644  357.27  853.48 231.80 105058  632.87 29867 2213.92
(2.0) (25.0) (31.2) (41.9) (10.5) (47.5) (28.6) (13.5)
Vad Pieris japonica 27.08 107.22 47.32 112.82 294 .44 557.03 824.14 191.22 79.91 1652.30
(9.2) (36.4) (16.1) (38.3) (33.7) (49.9) (11.6) (4.8)
VERN Ilex pedunculosa 18.02 73.29 30.19 - 121.50 315.51 561.69 4416 - 921.36
(14.8) (60.3) (24.9) (34.2) (61.0) (4.8)
VER] Ilex pedunculosa 12.08 37.37 40.90 - 90.35 331.23 282.90 120.74 - 734.87
(13.4) (41.4) (45.3) (45.1) (38.5) (16.4)
UELYA Clethra barvinervis 45.72 313.98 727.30 661.10 1748.10 787.17  2069.01 1742.94 41445 5013.57
(2.6) (18.0) (41.6) (37.8) (15.7) (41.3) (34.8) (8.3)
117 Quercus serrata 48.14 348.59 555.41 892.87 1845.01 911.11 1950.20 1227.28 77786  4866.45
(2.6) (18.9) (30.1) (48.4) (18.7) (40.1) (25.2) (16.0)
a7 Clethra barvinervis 3387 13722 101.25 - 272.34 631.09 74947  205.81 - 1586.37
(12.4) (50.4) (37.2) (39.8) (47.2) (13.0)
*VE Lyonia ovalifolia var. elliptica 454 89.70 184.07 - 278.31 66.81 571.34 295.75 - 933.90
(1.6) (32.2) (66.1) (71.2) (61.2) 31.7)
YUYV Rhododendron macrosepalum 54.80 106.04 55.68 - 216.52 1231.77 792.64 126.02 - 2150.43
(25.3) (49.0) (25.7) (57.3) (36.9) (5.9)
FRIYY Juniperus rigida 65.32 491.78 94987  2293.64 3800.61 2489.23  5958.39 3916.04 312848 15492.14
(1.7 (12.9) (25.0) (60.4) (16.1) (38.5) (25.3) (20.2)
Y37 (K&K llex pedunculosa (Large) - - - - 131056 - - - - -

( ): Percentage in total sample root
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Fig.3-1 The relationship between root weight and root surface area using root sampling method by
excavation (a) and soil block sampling method (b)

500 1000 1500 2000 2500
Root weight (g)
(b) y = 71.28x
[ ]
i ®d: 0-2 mm
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6



1000000
O Evergreen broad-leaved tree @)
100000 | @ Deciduous broad-leaved tree
X Conifer
~ 10000 f
X
€
.00
2 1000 |
+
)
i
100 |
0L y = 12.20x° %
r’ = 0.99
1
1 10 100
DO (Cm)
100000
O Evergreen broad-leaved tree (b)
® Deciduous broad-leaved tree
X Conifer
~ X
§ 10000 |
g
©
[0}
8
T
>
(%]
5 1000
14
y = 195.32x' %%
r* = 0.83
100
1 10 100

D, (cm)
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surface area (b) of sample trees



Table.3-3 Live and dead root biomass and live root area index in each soil layer measured by soil block sampling method

Root biomass (g m %) RAI (m*m ™)
Soil horizon Dead Live Live
Class of root diameter (mm) Class of root diameter (mm)
0-2 2-5 0-2 2-5

Layer  Depth (cm) Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD

A 36.96 18.1 125.64 89.0 80.79 102.9 0.90 0.6 0.16 0.2

B 0-10 3746 118 113.25 58.0 5322 456 0.81 0.4 0.1 0.1

B 10-20 1750 141 66.76  36.9 62.71 1334 0.48 0.3 0.13 0.3

B 20-30 4.86 47 4415 373 39.41 1246 0.31 0.3 0.08 0.3

B 30-40 1.47 0.9 19.28 6.3 - - 0.14 0.0 - -

The average value of 10 plots. SD means standard deviation.

RAI (root area index): Root surface area per unit grand area (Jackson, et a/

. 1997)



Table.3—4 Estimated root biomass and surface area of Yamashiro Experimental Forest

Root biomass (t ha ") RAI (m*m™2)
Class of root diameter (mm) Class of root diameter (mm)

0-2 2-5 5-20 20-50 50— 0-2 2-5 5-20 20-50 50—
1 3cm=DBH - - 1.286  4.551 9.773 - - 0083 0.125 0.124
2 1=DBH<3cm - - 0.679 0555 0.509 - - 0.045 0.012 0.003
1+2 Root sampling method by excavation - - 1.965 5.106 10.282 - - 0.128 0.137 0.127

3 Soil block sampling method 3.691 2.361 - - - 2.631 0.481 - - -
Total 3.691 2.361 1.965 5.106 10.282 2.631 0.481 0.128 0.137 0.127

Excluding dead root



F4E REREOERKEFEMS K UM LIRS & DL

4-1 [ZL®HIZ

MR B2 e T 5 e LT, o7 ) 7 LI ROER A T v 3—% O Cl]
ETHEBE, RERELESHA L L TWARWEAOMIRIX D7 % A CRIEAIC R &
T % [ (Nakane et al., 1996; Ohashi et al., 2000; Lee etal., 2003) <> C' /¢ & [l
SR % % J71 (Rochette et al., 1999; Andrews et al., 1999) 3% T b5, AFBRHIO
Lo e FEN 2 <, MENEMERRS T, HFETIRROSARAE—ThD & THlEh
D12, B—Ia oy ZUE L TT O L IERECRIMLIE 2 W 2 7k X 5 72 Fik o i
IREETH D B2 OND, ZOTDRET TV 7L, BT NRNLD CO, it &
EF ¥ ON—ICANTIET 2 EFEOBEM 2R ARlz, ZZTRIohikey 7)) o7
EEFFY, MIE S NTARDD O CO St EZ RO E (R) LiE&RZLT,

F X =2 HWNTREMENSE D COy 7T v 7 ADREITOWTIE, M EFRIZE LTI
RN LME FEPHE SN TEY, EOHBREFNLD CO, 77 v 7 AMIEICZE <
WS Tud (Sprugel, 1990; Ryanetal., 1994, 1995), —J7, MRIEURICEIL CiX, 3E
TR 72 FEERE CRUNIC X > TR B D CO, 77 v 7 ADHBEHEBENET D 2 & I3
CIREETH Y, ROV TV T atbolclETH- TS, VIRV ICEZ KRG %E
FI 57212, KERAOMERHEIERIFA 72 (Mori and Hagihara, 1991), Pregitzer et al.

(1998) 1FH 7V ZIKIC L2 PEC LY, MOBEEI/NE S HREOER N L Z HITHHE
TORIZEMRHENRENZ AR L, LML, BYERVICKDHELORED 2V
DV LIC L2 EFORBERLEEEBRT OMLEND Y, FITHEROTF v X—HND CO,
REN TP O CO IRESRMN L RR DG EOREOHENHEim STV D, KRE CO,
FME T TIHARFFRESAEICHERT 20 #MmE S H 52 (Qi et al., 1994; Burton et al.,
1997; Clinton et al., 1999), —F, ik CTIIMROMERIZKIT 5 CO, /3 EDEBEIT DI &
2L H S (Burton et al., 2002; Burton et al., 2003), Z @ X 5 ITARMER I EIZ IV TH

VXY T EREATAESICE, oY BRI T REL M T ALERD S, K



FETYH, o7V TEEEALEEEO, RMEREIZHT 2 D0 B OB L M
FTHIZDIT, 0B BTORIERE LR Y o 72 OMRIPREZHETELHF v o —%
ERL L, TERREIRDIZEAERNEEZEZOND E— AR LIToToR Yy M EZ BBV
T, #YEY OFiE TR EAZRIEL, FORBETMLIL, £, P U TITEEL
TITBHA DGR K > TEEFEDORENRBIND LIFREITERT 5720, O KROHEITIH
EEITIZENEELNEORENH S (Ohata et al., 1976), ZD7=H U 056 O

BOZBHRT 2702V Az ) arz8fiL, TOHRIIHOVTHIHMEL, FiE
EoitEIT T,

D%, VTV TERZHNT, AL A~ A0 5 O &2 (IR AR £ T,
ERICE > T L TR EZNIE LT, 72O 72O EF A 4~ 22O Th
PR 2 LRI Lo Ty L O 2 IE Lic, EIEZR CHIRICATY, BRESZERI D28
KB A2 TEORETRINL, BHEADENIZ LD EVWAHR TE 5L oI Le,
FERERIZ DWW, [FEROBIIIAZ ZE1 Z & 12 5 BTV, RE —ARMER EBIMR OB %217 -
7

4-2 Hik
4-2-1 YT U TEICKHFREDAE
4-2-1-1 BIEV AT LOBE

HEY AT LE, VYo TNEANDODOT 7 VT v X~ FRIRT AT FF7 A
H— (Li-cor #1:4 ; Li-800 33 L OV Li-820), R> 7 (FHEA~A 7 uiR 7+M ; GS-3EA) »»
b, ZNbERYIZFLrFa—7 (NE6mMmM) THORE, JiEF 2 AW TEIEE
51Uy MAOEEICHBIL, FNOZEREREERIE T, TATFTI7A4 =12k D CO,
REOENZFHNT LI EICL S TTF v o X—HNOHT T D CO, &2 HIE LTz
L), 77 VBT v o R—% k2 IR, RESDHLDITEHEFTLZLITE-T,
SRR T NERET HZ LN TED, ZOWFELEE (Figd-2) #H\WT CO, 77 v 7
ZZME LTz, ZOKEEZHNT, 5-10 pEELZEHAL, CORED LHET—# nii—

(KEYENCE #-# ; NR-1000) 25tk L7-. Vo7V U RIEIZ 1M TH 5, & & &xED



1 EREZRW T =2 20T, BUFORD b RFRIREE 2 515 L7z,

Ri= ACO, X (V-Vs )N,y X 273.2/ (273.2+T) X Mcoy/10° (4-1)

ERizBnT

ACOZ _ 1(2 Cco2 (ti +At)_Cco2 (ti )) (4_2)
n i=1 At

R sa) © IRFEMREH -0 D CO, ftHE (MgCO, m?s™), Ry peighy: IREEDH 7=V D CO, i
H&E  (mgCOo, gt s?), ACO,: F v o N—NOBMRR&H =0 O CO, W [ H i
(ppms™), V; AT AEKROEEE (), Vg VT AOERE (), Van EEKKROKRE
(22.411), T:IRGA OWHOHIEENLDIRE (°C) , Moy CO, D58 (44.01), n; 7
— 2%t PEBRARIFR], At BREELFEIERFR, CO, (O ; W tiZIIT D CO IR

(ppm)

4-2-1-2 YT UTICKBEEANTREICE X HEEDKET

o) U TEEEA LS E O, REREICSH T Z D0 Y OREETMT 572012,
ERRBEMHRDIZTEALERNWEEZOND E—AFIEZ2IToT-Ry MEEZHHWT, |V
H Y e TR E A IE L7z,

ST & LT 1/10 Hoagland &% & H W T B — X 21T o 72 3 A A LA
13 KZtktE Lz (Figd-1), B&EiTnTng 50 cm BETHD, AFEHNOIRFRKE L
THtENnS CO2 77 v 7 A2 (Rr pot) ZWETDH2DIT, Ry M2 OH NS D
COz it EAME LIz, Ry MBODTETNADL T ¥ /38— (W26 XD26XH30 (cm)), ##
DHLTARE ANLD T ¥ 73— (W20XD20 X H20 (cm)) O 2 FIHOT 7 U LVHLT ¢ Lx
—ZER LTce EFR Y ML LIE SIS R poy ZHEE L, Y H>T, HIFEZT
T ¥ N —IZWIVTE O Ry oy 2 HTE U 7o, JRAMR AT A7 5 F A — (Li-cor #1484 Li-800),



T UNRTF xR =, R Thole b lEdE (Figd-2) ZHWT CO, 77 v 7 A&
PHIECHIE L7z, 10 MIOREZITY, RAILHED 1 DEEZRWNZT =206, Ry b
7= ) OIRFEULEEE (mgCO, spot™) Z3HEL L 7=, MIEH%, Yo 7% leaf (), stem (i),
under stem (G2OHIFE4), old root (R{b L7-48), white root (FI4R) (Zdoi) CHzEE
wEWE Lz, Ao RBIIKEREEZHNTEHRILE, Sonky o7 Loz
% Table.4-1 1”9, MEICIEE - TRER=TNE < LT 20CRREICHRD, Fv /3 =N
FEFEER 2 W CTRHII L7z, JERHIEE OB Z PR T 2120 F v =% B
MTEY, AFHEERXMETICBW ., GONFREIIRO & 912 U TREISH L THE
WL &2AT > 72,

TREE & PR B & ORARZ LU T O & 9 ITHREBI Tl L7z & & DIREET34 2 ROSHE
—RIZ Qo LFFHIN TS, T72bb,

R=a-exp” (4-3)

R: MEWRE: T: 12 a, b T

IR L E D 2T, Qu i3,

Quo= exp'® (4-4)

TRODBND,

HIE U7z RATHE D Bt o 7o AR 2R 2 2 b S ¥ CEHIIT 25 2 & 12 L - TR 72 Qo=1.69 &

FANWTUTORXREZHNT 20CTD T T v 7 ZTHHE L=, 200CIZHBIT DR &I T X

INTEHE SN D,

Re =R 20¢ *Quo ™Y o (4-5)



Ry 20 20°Ciz j‘%)u:lt‘%é%, T: {J%.E (OC)

80 B ORI LU TO Ry ORER R 2 L7, MEHEDOHIZKE &N TH LT
(Fig.4-3), #EV IV %D R LRV A RID R, & 2 L P THE Y LD %D R, D53
7% K& -7 (Fig.s-4), 0 BEDEIE TO R OEWIE, EKMO R DFEITHAT/HEL
(Fig.4-4, pared t-test, t=0.502, p=0.688), VLV IZ L HHEITLNITERELS RN E
Ex b,

YW 2 5 DEEFRIIIFEFICRE , BETES A2V LARESA TS (KEDL,
1976), # Y BV Hitk THREAZNEEED RN TLEZ RO O ESE LT, RFEZ2U L&
S TR EZ 50 TIERL, Y B CREARBTRHE Lz Z L2k o> TEFER/NE )
STl EbERALND, AERO L D ITRBZ~DEHE RYIHER 21T D720 > 125812
%, TELIRFRIRESE, $E Y HLY ORI T O PHOREE OBV RMERGEEC 5 2 D BT
MIRNT LRI E LT,

F7-K Y bH7= D O R, 1% White root & Old root DA FFEEIZITAABE 2 53 (Fig.4-5),
White root OE & & (FFFWVBNIEOMHEBN R 57 (Fig4-6), 37245, White root OF|E 2
B ERFR R SN2 L 2R L TR Y, White root OARFFIE~D % 533 & WO ATREME DS R
ST, EEO/NIWHIRIE, PRS2 E < (Pregitzer et al., 1998), Fn 234 <
(Bloomfieldetal.,, 1996), #— A —/X—%& A L (Gilletal,, 2000) Z & 72 E73%k
HINTEY, KUEOEECEK S DEACITHBUZIZ ST D (Persson, 2000), Z Z THAR
DEEHETOEWCIERIEENER S, ZOREINMOIRR & KB L THbi 2 L EwrERn
RENT,

4-2-1-3 YU TYUTITHBIFEH) A BEROMROEE

YTV TEZBNT, YT EY D Z ISR DR ESDORBITENIEERE
BN EDTRENTZD, Vo TNERETF v o N—l20ind 2 L BRNEERG AL, @
VRRESICH T AEER LT ER 620, ZOHRE, U0 06 OBEMR % i

OENDOFETEN T ENMELRosTL D, ZITIHZoEROFELEL T ayr



OBAG 2w L 726 O R & TR IRGE L 7=,

MEECIZT TS O RS 7 e LTHWE, BEEScmES 15em BREDk % 8 %
TG L, GIRRIC Y ) 3 EBEA L, 77 U VELIT ¢ L o— (W20 X D20 X H20 (cm))
W TR EZRIE Lz, TO%RTRT 2 DIZ8IlrL, BV a v 28m L, P4k
FEAB O F £, MERELHE Lz, BIETFERETITY, ENOXIRLE —EICHR>E D
(2 U7z, BIEIUIET# 52 B ERGE 4 5 £ T o 72,

VU Ay EBM Lo e b OIX, SITERICEERITRED AN RN, v =
VAR YA L2 b OV & O SRR 20T R & T It © BIWTRT & [RIAR B o REDR B 381
Wiz (Figa7), ZOZLnd, Yo7V TEERHGVDIEICY Y a v 2840 LT-5E
1L, EIFHRRRE L FARREORENGOND EEZOND,

U EORFHNZ LY, RIFFETIE, ROV 7 ) 7B W TIOINIRIZ S U = v & %A
Lz, 7z, WRENEEEZHRBRMICFEEHHL, REaY 7Y 7 LR e0R TS
R EZJIETHZ L2k, o7V U Bk > THROMEENSAIERRETH S &
Bz

4-2-2 YT U RERVBHATIRE O RIE
4-2-2-1 HUTILAKDEE

U INBEIHOREBRA L LT, BRIMAKREZREZT D% IEMTHDH 2T 7 (Quercus
serrata) % 5 A& (DBH; 9.1, 17.3, 243, 321, 440 cm), #HMCTHSH Y a2 (llex
pedunculosa) # 2 A (DBH; 8.1, 24.9 cm) #(Y, DBH D RKENHEDMNL/NINEDET
HRETE DX IIEE L, o 7 VAREIG T % Fig.4-8 (2T, =7 713 1999 FF DA
A TR EBTEE SO 275% %2 5, B 1 ALOEERTH L, £, VI 147%%
HeOH 27 CTdh D (Gotoetal, 2003),
4-2-2-2 B TILOER

HEFEBICEE LTI, S alBRR O HIBR 2 HaR 0 ) U 7o AR R & ATREZR §PH THE  Hto TV &,
RO H U7 KRR IR £ CTOMRZ ERIZIS U TE Y 750, MR EREA 7 v e L

7o AREREDS 2 cm LU FREE OMIVMEIZ DWW TIA & TiX CO, ittt EDHIE R WEETH 5 72



O, RERPITWSOEEEARAE LD, 1EIOHESZ 17 vE L, £72 3 EOR
DNNA F~ ZAJE L OGN Z & D720, MEBRDOS B 2mm U TOHOIE, MfEe LT
FLOTEREOUEZIToT-, VoI NEiEar T 48, Y325 Thol,

i EERICBI L CiE, Miyamaetal. (2005) (2 & CRIBIMICIEER EORENITHOIIZ,
1 B T AZOWT HERITIL U TV 40, 2k ERE Y7 e L,
B lem LU FRRE OOV TR TIE CO M BEDHIENREETH 5720, B
BRSO E 20 KBEE LD, 1EIOWUESZ LT E Lz,

YT, YIRS D CO, D & B CTe i 2 TOUImIZ S ) = o 28 LTz,
FER B E R, Vo TAREREDIRY, BEREESZWEL, REEEZRDZ, BHE2mm
LAT OHIFRIZBI U TIX A % % F & AW T2 Ef{G AT IC L > T (Ishii and Dannoura , 2005) #
HEZ RO, YT ONTIET Y ar2FrE L%, 85°C T 48 Ml S, W
BERELZRD, M LY IO TIFEREETE LT 720,
4-2-2-3 H$T) VT ERIZK HFREDBIE

IHNHDOY T INOWEG X, ARIVRAT AT T A F— (LI-800 33 L Y LI—820, Li-cor
L, CKE), R (GS-3EA, HA~A 7 aRr 748, BAR), 77 U AT v N—
MR AMELEREZHWCTHE L, 500 CO, DIRE ERZHIE L, HERMIEKR LW

HTRED 1 T D &R o7 — & 2 IO TR B2 5HE L7z,

Rr weighty= 4 CO2 X (V-Vs)Vyir X 273.2/ (273.2+T) X Mcoo/10° /dw (4-6)
Rr sa)= ACO,X (V-Vs) Vg X 273.2/ (273.2+T) X Mcoa/10%/sa (4-7)
Rabove sa)= ACO2 X (V-VS)Nyir X 273.2/ (273.2+T) X Mcoo/10%sa (4-8)

LR T



ACO, = 1[2”: Ceo, (ti + At)_ Ceo, (ti )j (4-9)
n "

Rr ) @ IRFEHEEHT-0 D CO, ftiiE (MgCO, M?s™), Rapove o) : HI HEBFKFEREH 7=
D D CO, Mttt (mgCO m?s™), Ry weign: IREEDH 72V D CO, & (mgCO,gts™),
ACO;: F ¥ v R—NOHAEEH - OV CO, BIE EFEE (ppmsh), V; ¥ AT A
BROERE (), Vo o7 AOEE (1), Vas EESIKOERE (22411, T:IRGA O
P OBIE R /L OIREE (°C), Mcop; CO, D431 (44.01), sa: 7 LORER (m?),
dw: o7 orEEE (), n 7 —F%, i WEBMRERN, At R EAFHERRH,
CO, (1) ; HEfE tITH1T D COEE (ppm)

T UNTF ¢ R T TV DO RE ST U T2 20 em & 32 cm DN ED G
OxEME L THEWS Tz, WEFBENEHNTTF ¥ o N—NOREZREL, RO
ROWEEEL Uiz, JIEF 2003 49 A 9 B2 9 A 11 BIZhT TiTo 7, ZOMKIRIX
24.6-31.7CTh - 7=,

4-2-3 Yo FT) U TERERVESHC L ORERE

B2 PRIREE SR TSR DIRMIR B AT~ 572012, Bk EH (9 H 9—11 B, KR 24.6
—317C, =) 7, Y3 ) ITMAT, &Y 447220, K 206C, xT%), BEH (7
H 16 H, &R 324 -34C, xU%), #k#H (11 A 11 H, % 189 - 21.2°C, xVF), B L
O%H (12 4 10-11 A, KR 6.8—7.9C, RXUF, TANY) IZBWTRERICERMR Z

EDOR ORUEEIT- T, WEHIET 4-2-4-3 12HET D,
4-3 #HREER
4-3-1 RTEREOEFRKEES KU EEITIRS & OLEE

HIE 472 R weight) &V 7VIER L OBR%E Figd-8 (a) ([Z-d, IREEHZY O
B L, BHFES, [EAOREX ZICL2HLREN TR, EEMNNIWIZIEREL D



AR RS, FRZER 2 mm BLF OMMRICE W TIIIEFICRE lEZ2 R Lz, £z, MR
DR EIZHOWTIZIEH DX KX <, 0.0669 725 0.195 1 gCO, gt st & 3fEREEDEN
Ao, —7H, R g i%, 100 mm BRELL N £ TOMRRICEA L UIERNRKE < 21T E
FVMEZ R 67 (Figd-8 (b)), Raove sa) (Miyamaetal.,, 2005) %, =77
T1%0.02—0.116 mgCO, m?s™, v = = ¢1 0.024—0.092 mgCO, m? s D % 7% L, Fig.4-9 (=
FHHNDH KT, HTERORR LM o « KO EL, [FFREOMNKEZ i LT
W, AR5 mm R OB O A YT 5 L, 25 T 0,028 mgCO, m?st, v =
=T 0.029 mgCO, m? s* Th B DIk L, WFETIE=7F T 0.024 mgCO, m?s?, v 32T
0.019 mgCO, m? st &R/ S WM& 7R LT2,

F72, Fr o —HNOKIRPEmWIE ERFER &EIZBBE < Ro7z (Fig4d-10), ZHETOD
MFZETIE R, @ Quold 2 205 3 &7RT & 4 S 41T X 7= (Burton et al., 1998; Burton et al., 1996;
Ryan et al., 1996; Zogg et al., 1996), = A DHIE TIX, V> 7RO ELREZ d < 2 mm,
2=d<5mm 5=d<20mm, 20 =d < 50mm, d = 50mm ® 5 EFLIZ3TZ

NEND QuzERDSH &, JEIC 246, 2,55, 1.95, 1.71, 2.31 & 72-7= (Fig.4-10),

4-3-2 RE— TR EEROEREEFEOFE
HIE ST Reueighy ¥ £ O Ry Figd-11 (@), (b) 12783 Reweighy TEEED /N S0
TNADIE) BREREERL, W Ry, ERORKE NG T ILOIFE S BKE iz R
L7ze IREE & BT E D Reueighy £ O Rysay PBIFR % Fig.4-12 127”7, W OMR &S &
WFOEZEIKRE L, AFIEL, BEERFMEEZR L Riweig LERED/N SN2 7L
DIED D, W Ryl L, ERORKEZ WG T ADIE ) PMEIZKED o720 WTHLD Reweighy
B LD Rysa) BIREEITHRT L THEEBIE TP ATRE T H o 7o, IFUTIR L2 Z & Ozl
BISL D R T A —H B X OVRTEMRE % Table.d-2 28T, Quol 2.52 /5 4.34 D% R L7z,
ZOEDIT, FHEMAARERMR D L ORMEREOREND, EROENIZ X > TRIFK
BRNERY, ZOBMITRLDRESETICENTOHHER SN D &0 5 BEAH LT
o, MEREDNNSL0DHIEE, BEEHZD ORFFREITIRE 2D, BEL2mm 2L
T OFRPADIRIZI T DIRIER EIVIIEFITRE D o7, Lo LIRERE 2 mm BUT OAR ORI &



TIEE D ENIEFICRE D72/, MMRICBI L TT RV MVREROBENAEEL T
WHRIEBMER S D LB Z bz, FIMRICEA L CTiX, Z£OER S PIMEIZITIFE L TV,
L LEZHDOY T2 HWTHIELDEDFEET D E WD IRMEREOHEFRE LMD b,
FREAZSE D A 7 O 812 X DHEREH TOEWAS, FRRIEMEDEWEZ AL ST
HATREMEA IR S LD, L7ohi o THMR ORI EIZBI L CiE K 0 BEMZR TR L E TH A

-
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Fig.4-1 The potted Japanese cedar before sampling in acrylic chamber

Thermocouple

S an Y| | Irca

Li-800
AcryIic i 11 air min-!
chamber =@

Fig.4-2 The measurement system

Table 4-1 The outline of samples (n=13)

Aboveground biomass

Belowground biomass

Leaf Stem Under stem 0Old root White root
Mean dry weight (g) 21.56 5.18 5.17 4.70 0.46
(Max-min) (27.78-11.77) (7.03-3.9) (6.5-3.81) (8.00-2.51)  (0.59-0.16)
Mean volume (cm3) 93.6 40.4
(Max-min) (161.3-61.8) (67.9-21.8)
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Fig. 4-3 The relationship between before and after digging
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Fig. 4-4 The difference pf flux between before and after digging

13) is indicated

Mean =SD (n



0.0005

0.0004 | g
0.0003 | e

0.0002 | °

(mgCO, pot's™
[ ]

0.0001 |

CO, flux from belowground

0 2 4 6 8 10

White root and old root biomass

(g

Fig. 4-5 The relationship between root biomass and root respiration
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Fig. 4-6 The relationship between white root biomass and root respiration
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Fig. 4-7 The change of respiration rate from cutting
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Fig. 4-8 The relationship between diameter and respiration rate of root samples

Diameter of root sample (mm)

(@) O Quercus serrata (DBH = 9.1 cm)
A Quercus serrata (DBH = 17.3 cm)
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A Lyonia ovalifolia (DBH = 24.9 cm)
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Fig. 4-9 The relationship between diameter and respiration rate per sample
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Fig. 4-10 The relationship between temperature in chamber and root respiration



CO, flux per weight of root sample

(mgCO, g*s?)
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Table 4-2

Parameters for allometric relationships (¥ = a<expbT) and coefficients of determination ( P 3

Y I3 class of diameter a b =
Fr per surface arca  temperature in a chamber 0-2mm 0.0003 01468 0.764
(mgC0, m2s™) 2-5 mm 0.0005 0.1240 0.699
520 mm 00ms 01116 0b20

20-50 mm 00023 01023 054
50 mm-— 0.0021 01243 0764

Fr per weight temperature i a chamber 0-2mm TE-06 0.0926 0.732
(mgC0, g 5" 2-5 mm 1 E-06 01127 0658
520 mm 9E-07 01131 0b22

20-50 mm D E-07 01069 0bh23

50 mm— 2 E-07 01234 0248




F5E HZMIEMOHHINIBEFRECEH
BIUVLIEFRE & DLE

5-1 [EL®IZ

ZOETIE, 4 FETRDIZFERT L OMMERE L, 3 FETRD MR T & OIRBFREE A
W, RBRHIC BT 2 B O BALHEIFE S 72 0 ORI 2 B H U AR IR ORI 8o
ExATol, S BICEORFEE, WAT U CTHIE S V72 22/ 7310 % 5 JEIC AL Tz T3k &
HEEME & BT 5 2 LT kY, RO TIERPRIZ 35U TRIEIR 0 1 8 2 551 0D 7l 2 3K 7
72

ARBRHTIE, & F S FERBFENRSEL, M L EMER DT, EHRARMER O 28I
REWEEZLIL, PLUFECL> TRMEELZMNET 2 Z LIIRETHY, o H5E
FERIZDWT 2 DO ERAB 2 ZBEICANTBIZITI NERH L, 22T, Yo7 v
TUEIC L DMIFREBN &, 2 B ESR (K5, 2005) 14T LTIV, (1)
IRFFRIZB LTl 3 HOMRBUFROHEER R & 4 HORER RPN EBMRE VWD Z &
(2 &0 BRI OB R IRIFFR BEOHEE 21T - 72, (2) ST, BRI L T,
EDZERM A & BRI AL D To DIZRBRHIN O 256 i CHIE 247V TEERE B oD 43 A & 3K
BRHIPN DIy 7 LR B OHEE AT 72, SO ZODREKETHZ &Ik, K
BT R &I SRR EO T A5l L7z, SEIC, FHi L ICHIE S iR
FER &2 B LT RERZRFIET, MBMO B EH 720 OMFREICHE Lz, 2 ORiR
L, EHS (2005) 12 ko THT T EERENL D ZRERZE (L OBLHI A Heig U7z,

5-2 Ak

5-2-1 TEREEH-YDFHIETRSEOHTE

ARER 35T D TR RIS O DIRFFREOF G AHET D2 012%, HEEEH
D ORIERELZHET DLER DD, ZDOIL, Vo7V o 7EEHNTROT-EED



7o 0 ORMERE (R weigh)) &, RERT & ORIBUFEEZ HWT, WBH HERfEHZ D O
RIFRE (Re @rea) ZFHH L7,

W 4A22H), BEM TABH), 28 OH9-11H), ## (1LA1LH), &
FOAW (12 410-11 H) i, MERE ) Z,d < 2mm, 2 =d <5mm, 5 =d <
20mm, 20 = d < 50mm, d = 50 mm @ 5 BERiZDOT, 7Y T EZ VTR, weight)
PNHIE ST (Fig. 4-3), 4 ECTRLIEXDIC, HEHHETH - THIRE & MR EOMIZILHE
BB RBRA GO, P ABMOIEE & b RE <, MIEHIR O g
JiLBE P Ot CHRLEE — PRI B RS %) b SR P B2 L 5 DIy Tid et B2 b
No, £z, Yo7V 7T E2WER & Bl & TIRRERMENRR D2, 2 2T
ESNTMEAZDOFE FREREL LTHNDZ L L L, SHIMICHT 2 EREHRI LD
Rr weighty D BB 2R, 5 MRk = & I2RD b= iR A7 & (Dannouraetal., 2006) (23 U

T, %ﬂgﬁﬂﬁa)é/ﬂﬂﬁ: k 0) Rr (area) %5&&)7‘\’_0

5-2-2 %m (265 &) #BlICKL HFHTIETREDATE

200349 H 9 H, 11 HiT, HIEFPRE (R) LARFFRE (R) ZFEFHIEIMIIL7Z, RD
HIZEIZIX Nobuhiroetal.  (2003) A3BA%E L7 FETF ¥ X —& e, Zhuid hEERm iz

HINTVANHT— EEROBER9ILem D) O EIZ, IRGA _E{LRARE W
— (GMD-20, Visala tH8) 2SR S V72T ¥ /N — % S5 T I A I E 9 2 AR A
(2725 T 5%, LGB AR D TR B2 HEE 32 BT, B2 T2 X 5
KDTA A BEREL, 74 AT D, T4 BIZIZI60EDY A NVT T —%
# 70 cm REIFE CTREE L7z (Fig.5-1), 74 > A LICkIT 5 LM &I 9 H 9 A 12-18 FF(Z,
T4 B RIZHT D MR EIT 9 A 11 A 10-16 FRZHIE Shiz, 2 ORERHIN 256 » ff
IZBWTEHD (2005) 12 &> THIE S e R D VEE, Z OMIf O B &L Lz,
Scm & D iR & BVEE %t C, Sem i D LS K & 1K 5y o — (HYDRA moisture probe,
Stevens Vitel #L8, K[E) TEREZNMEL CTEBY, 9 A 9 HOMEIL 26.7+21.0C, HHEE
k1% 0.094+0.029 cm® cm™®, 9 A 11 H O H1iiI1% 26.1+0.9°C, +HEE /K =1% 0.107+0.042 cm®

cm® Tho Tz,



5-2-3 TEFREDFEHLEDBE

EHS (2005) (2L - T, REBRHIAND 8 SO SIZOUVNT 2002 45 9 A 225 2003 457 A
2T T 30 Bl HEERE EORIENTHOILTEY, I ORIER R % Eak ORI &1 E RS
FLBTHZI0L 0, HEEREIC S ZMIFREOESGEFE 2L IcHE Lz, -
HEREIR B O E L 5-2-1-2 L [FERIZ, IRGA bR FIRE T - — (GMD-20, Visala t14Y)
DS NI TF v =% S8 THE SN TE Y, 5em % S OHLE T THIE S 41TV
%,

5-3 R

5-3-1 TEMREDS AL DLE

TRy weight) 35 & OMEYE(R 7, Dannouraetal. (2006) OfEHLIZFES W= BRI H1F 5
B &% Table 5-1 |27, BEARMK Z & OIRMR &%, RERMHK T & ORBIAFEIZHE
CTRr aea) ZHHLT2, ZOHIBEF DT Ry area) 13 0.071 mgCOm?s™ & 72 o72, £7-,
MR ORI B I 1T D@V F 5= REnr (Fig. 5-2).

HE ST FRA PN 256 4 T T O HHEE RO FHIEIL, 0.19 mgCom?s' Th -7 (E
5, 2005), ZDEZFAAEMOFELME EAE LT, BEDDE N SRR OfE & ik
o5&, ZOHM, ARRBMIZIWNT, TR EIC SO SRR EORIGIE 37.2% Th
L ERR S,

5-3-2 TIEMFIROFELENERR & DLLE

ZRHI T EATHE ST Ry area) 3 K OMREAERER Z & D Ry area) PR % Fig.5-3 12777,
EDOFEFITHHURD O OMRENKE <, FRHCEHOREIZB O TTMIRO 5 25403
mnoT, EIHD (2005) Lo THIESNIZR E, VTV TIETH LIV R area)
U L7z (Fig5-4), RifiCRLzk 21, E# (9A 9, 11 A) (T & ARIMFR O
WATHEZ L - T, HEEERIC D DARFEE OEI 513 37.25% CTH 5 L HEE Sz, Z oM



LLSR DA ZEIZE LTI Ry area) DSHIE SAL7ZH B E e BTV Ry & EEER L, HEEMERIZ S
D HIFROEIEIE, FH (47 22 H) TIL18.7%, REEH (7 A 16 H) TIL52.3%, Fk
B A1A11H) TiE59.8%, BIUAH (124 10-11 H) TiE236%TH-7e,

IR & PR B OBIFRIZOW T, ZFEI Z L IZHIE L72 Ry area) & 1R D BAIR % Figh-5 ITR 7,
R H D BAL AT B 72 ) OARFE R A BERIND Ry geight) 123 U TV 5 7o OFFHEIE OB = 1%
Rr weighty EHICTH Y, Qi DAEENT 25035 3.1 Thotz, RFHIAND 8 mAFH LIzb D
Z, TOHOHMEBMIZIHITH R &L (EHDH, 2005), Ry & 5cm &S TOHURDEAMRZ R

L7 (Fig.5-6), Ry ™ Quid 2.06 &FtHR ST,

5-4 &%

ARETIE, RBRHMEREH ) OMIFREZE I L7z, £ORRE, WITIhOFHIcE T
b, REGFED 9B 15%FRE TH HIBELL 2 mm LLF QAR & O MR & AR IR £ DR 6
B L2 DTS EHEE SHu7z, Pregitzeretal. (1998) 1%, ARFFWL & 0D ELHEH 72 i [R 2K
ELUTERRE, RER, HEREELZHITTBY, ROBERNNIWEE, ke
AIFIET DIRIE EMERRENRE N L 2R L TWD, KIFFEIZBWN TS, RERED/N
SWVRDIER ERRE <, RIFREIZHT 5 mW a5 R STz,

AWFFETIE, 7Y U EIC K DRMEREORIE & TR & ORI E 2 W4T L C IR
HNZAT S 2 & T, fBEKRD CO, it &S HIEMREIZ D 2B EAHEE Lz, £72, AR
FRA I I D < RBA M IR O R BT & & BRI 1T 5 TR &0 2 S8IHN G, ZERHZ
BHOREDTEMFREICLD HMIFREOFGRE L LEHHTHET 2 ENTET,
Bowden etal. (1993) &, A DILEEBNEAAMIZIWNT, HHEFRED 55 33%23VEE T
HARDND OPFRETH Y 7% 2 Y % —, 30%23MRBY ¥ —HKTholz LHEEL TV
L0, ZOEEHKLTYH, FRREDETH-T,

F 72 Nakane etal. (1996) [FIRAHF & LEATEMIAR CTEFK 2 L 7GR O THEREIRIZ LoD D4R
ML DEG % 51% & HEE LTV 5, Ohashietal. (2000) HIZ XD AF AN THTOERIZL

5 EFDOEIEIT49—-57% TdH 7=, Leeetal. (2003) % b L o F k% T HEEMELIC &



D HIRMFROEIGEHEE L, FREIT -7 2EMO O bRRMICHFEROEmN -2 11 A%
Fr< & 14EH T 32—48%, 24FH Tl b A HROmMN-7126 HZ2fr< & 27-39%Th
ST EIBRTND, SHIZFEMAEELT27T-71% DM THBE L TV, RIERICITEREE
W2 TR FBHMELEETHD EBER LTS, AFETIE, EFEOERHRIRITR &
TR OB LY, EEIFRIC SO HIRFEOFIG & 37.2% L HEE L7z, & 5ICHEFL
SN 4B T Y o TR K DIRMER ORNE 51T - T it R, k7R RS R T &,
BB 5372 Quoid 25 /5 3.1 Th o7z, T ORI B OIEFE x2S
BT Qqo 2’ 2—3 FEE DA~ 3 L L7= 45 (Burton et al., 1998; Burton et al., 1996; Ryan et al.,
1996; Zogg et al., 1996) LIFIFREEDE TH o7z, —J7, TR S & DARFFR OF51318.7—
59.8% L AW L7=73, THERPUR HARPER & B ZLOFRE A LA R E <, B OME TR %
ZEIEREEETHY, b7V o rEEAWTERMERORIE ST TIEFEHMEICOW TR RS
ZEEFELWEEZILND,

FHARER & D22k (] 2.1F Bosc, etal., 2003; Cannell and Thornley, 2000) <>, +:#&
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Fig.5-1 Yamashiro Experimental Forest

Table 5-1. Estimated root biomass and root respiration of Yamashiro Experimental Forest

Class of root diameter (mm)

0-2 2-5 5-20 20-50 50~
Root biomass (t ha ') 3.691 2.361 1.965 5106  10.282
Root respiration (4 gC0O, g ' s ") 0.114 0.048 0.027 0.012 0.006
SD of root respiration 0.036 0.016 0.009 0.005 0.002
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Fig.5-2 Root respiration per unit area classified by root diameter
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Fig.5-3 Ry(areq) Calculated using R eigny @nd root biomass by root class (a) and ratio of

each class of R e (D)




CO, flux (mgCO, m2s?)

0.2

0.15

O
-

o
o
a

O Rs

B50 mm-
020-50 mm
HW5-20 mm
@2-5mm
00-2 mm

month

Fig.5-4 Seasonal comparison of R, and R




0.08

® 0-0.2cm °
007 - 00.2-0.5cm

A 0.5-2.0cm (]
0.06 = [72.0-5.0cm

W 5.0cm-

<
8]
o
8% 005
S5
S E
g5 004
c Q
e
8& o003
@
o
- 0.02
@]
o
0.01
0
5 10 15 20 25 30 35
T (°C)

Fig. 5-5 The relationship between temperature in chamber and Rr(area) of each diameter class



Soil respiration
(mgCO, m2 s?)

0.14

0.12

0.1

0.08

0.06

0.04

0.02

0 5 10 15 20
T (°C)

Fig.5-6 The relationship between soil temperature(5cm in depth) and R,



E6E RITREDERER

6-1 [FL®IZ

HAETIIY 7Y o ZEEZHWTEARFFREORIEIZ L - T, RIFREOERIKFNEL
LN LIz, LL, Yo7l o 7ikld, WElzE ) BENIE T 5720, F—9
TN EEGE L THETHI ENTERY, LanL, BRI L ORMFEEEOHENS, MR
DOIFIR O EBEMEN R S 41, FHi 2 & ORFERIIED S, RIFEROREKFIEI R S,
TR & 2 33 2 72 D12, AR OFER & 2 EfICHiE U, RPEK & O BRIk
LIS RE R S NS T DM ER D D, T 2T, ROLOME i A &7 FFuEp I H EJ
Bz DIEE A BR%E L=, Z % Mizoguchi et al. (2003) <° Liang et al.(2003) (Z 51559578,
B IR ORIEICH WO LB R[E IEZICH LI O Th D, AT, 1iEE, A%
W, R, 9UE LB D 3 oDoa N—hAUNIAEEL, HER LRSS ENE DAY
73 —=hA N D COp 2 2 \ZHIE T D721, M A OEVEFEERZ AT, ZOJ ik, BIRK

RELZ LD ATV KRB TR IR 285t L CIE CEOHLWT 7 r—F Th b,

6-2 Ak

6-2-1 BERFARXTF v o /\—IZ &k HIRFIRED BENEHE

THEXRHEZI LT CO, 77 v 7 R L CHIET 5720 BBBHAXT v o N —%1F
L7z ZOYAT AL 5 DOF v 23— L IRGA (LI-820, Li-cor, Lincoln, USA) 735
2%, KT X o3—I%, AR 13ecmx28cm, EE 4cem, 727 UVEZ T lem Th Y, T3
PEMIRIL 364 cm® TH D, Fu ST AH A ~— (ZEN, Omronf:#) ZEHALT, Zh
BOF v o N—ZHFIIBRH S, Ty o A"—0HFMEXICHBESNTZE—F—IZXo
THMEND, EEMHDTT v o X—%HEHL, T v X—NEED CO, DIRE E5H % IRGA
(FRINEAT AT F 7 A4 F—) ZHNTHE Lz, BERICL> THEFOTF v " —D

I

23, IRGA IZEE S D, AWFTE CITRIERRNL 5 0MICERE L=, 5 2DF ¥ o X—E



BT L, HYIOT v o R_R—RN5--0BEHT 5 F TORMIZIBLZE 3B o THo7-, K
BFFECIE, 1 RIS 1R OMEE T J—IZidk S iz ACO, Z W T TRz L v 3

5D CO, it & (mgCO, m?s™) % & L=,

R area)= A CO, X V/[22.4 X 273.2] (273.2+T ) X 44.01/10%area (6-1)
iz nT
ACO, = 1 i:ccoZ (ti +At)_ccoz (ti) (6-2)
n\ig At

R aea) @ THERMEMH-V O CO, M  (mgCO, m?s™), ACO;: F v/ 3—HD
HATIER] & 72 0 P CO, JIE FFHE (ppms™), V: ZNOZELER (m?) (v= F
Y UN—EE AT 2 =T AR~ TERR), Tear: IRGA ONELOJITE /L DIREE (°C),
area: Fxl N—OHMERE (m?), n F—x%%k, t HEBARRE, At BE AR

i, CO, (1); H tickiT5 CO, LE (ppm)

6-2-2 IRIFIREZE 5B L TEHRBE T 51-DDAHE

AGERMO T, AEMOLZEEND AJEL, ABMOIZEALEENL B 8 (BRE +
J&) hoied, £ A EITIEFICHS, ZOTDRIT HERE T IC—RNRIZOAL TS, -
BRI B, AR B, SR8 LB A RIE T A7 DI T O 3 O ay MR T, ERE D
CO, W EZ LT 572012, 7'ay bR E IXRERH O BAR I 1T DB L7850 T1T >
7
(A bEEPRE (R) WIETmyb

AJEDOHEY), BIOR, BEOIVE T O TEE DT CO, it &, 372bb M &%
HIEF 572D DL X ThH D (Fig.6-1- (A) ),
(B) IR (R,) JET 2k

TR AAET HMIRDOOMFR EZHIE T D720, A BOAHEY L2 ERERE



L, MRTZ 25 Uiz, AR F38I3HE S ok Ch D720, A HHED DDA )
WEENTELT RMIC AN EE 2 5D~ T a2 FE LT (Fig.6-1-(B) ), HIEIZHWE
~HENBD CO, it B HIE FERLODRRE M CHLZ LT TN MR EIT 7, B J&
PLRIH0D COp, DI Z R 272012 A JEe B OB R IZT ZUNAAM R A LTz, iRZFEIES
BN DITHIE 7 2y MIBIAR  (Q. serrata) DORIRFHTICEREL, RBDT ¥/ 3—0D F&iH
LIk E LT (Fig.6-2)
(C)  WELENHLD CO,7TvrA (Ry) HIEMTEYE
BELL F2HD CO it EA T 572012, AJEZERE GO TETHREL, b~ t 1%
FeH LTz, 728, B EITERIA HROLXTHY, AEMITIZEA L BBV (Fig.6-1-(C)).,
TRRER S DORIE MR 3 2, TR &, S8 LGOI &ERE RIS 1->T >0 BB T
YN —HERIE LTz, 3R (MR m A 1om, FbHHIRAZROIVOREE ([4em, A gD FiE
0 7em) TO THERE A, BB A HWTHIE L, F28TF v N — T R EKEL 30

S\ — Rl DB EECHIE LT, 2O E L 2004 4F 4 H 55 2005 4E 9 A2/ TiTo77,

6-3 FEREEE

6-3-1 FREDOBZFREDHTR

2004 4F- 4 A75 LAERILL BIZh70iie L CRIEAT TV, RO MR & OFFE AR5 LD
T&7=, Fig.6-312 2004 £E 4 H 715 2005 4E 9 A1/ TOHR, HHEE KR, CO, it B D Z=H
EEZRT, R, R, Rp [ZWTABLHNIEAL, 2005 F ORI O & O R
HEA2 Ry D HIERERIZ E D 2EIG 1T, FFHAEL T 20%BRE Tho7, 1], FEiR, IBLUMR
B ORE L, JECHR OV &2 —D il eblz, THENE O K &7 5% 5 825 (Bhupinderpal et
al., 2003; Giardina et al., 2004) W\ HFEHEE[AERIZ, A JB2NEWARBRHLIZISWNTH, A B b0
I £ 708 42 3R 0D 80%% 5 8h TV,

Fig.6-4 |2, BEMIZOZITHED & EHR O HE(LO—BilZ R~ 3, HilR, EKE, FLEXN5
DI, R, & Ry 2% R IS HOLEIEN, BN 5 HEICHZ0RISN TV (Dec.13.2004 —

Dec.17.2004) , ZO I, HIEIZBAIM: B 2{ba 571, TS AT 0.195(cm® cm™®) 2% 0.155



(em® em®) ICHA LTz, Rl H (LA RLADD, HHEKROK T IS TRA L, — 77, Ry
1%, TEEKEOK TS oo NE AL e oTz, ZTOREE, R EDDH R OEIAILH 2L
ZRUIR DR 2 \ZHIN T DM Z 7R LT, Re & Ry 1, BERRISHHT D ROGHEISEO A3 D AT HEME
DRI,

6-3-2 BEIZHT BREME
Rs, Rr, Rn&HIZ, HR DRI CHEBIEIC LD LN Al RE TH T, 5 ODF v /N —IZB1T5
30 TR LNT T — 2% AT CO, it i d dem ORS TOHREDBIMRRUL, UL FORT

rlEns-,

R=aexp (bT,) (6-3)

R: &£T %o/ 3—mbH0D CO, &, To:4cm OIEITOHIE

Qu 1 ER D3 ODF ¥ R—TENZH 264, 2.38, 212, R, TIL193, R TIZ297 T
&7z, Fig.6-5 (ZZAVENLDOIT AR 2R,

L, #iRE CO, M EEDBROH T, FrTmiR FOSGEITIE, dTElHi#R b O ZEBiE
INKED ST, 2L 21T, 25°COEIR TITIBUT, RyDAFIE0.1175350.28(mgCO, m? sh) dfiiz &
b, R, Th, 0.01 75 0.18(mgCO, m? s Dz L-7-, ZNHDTF —#(% 30 LT LIBEbNT-T
—HThDHDTHECE G AVTEEEZ R TD, ZOEENENRE T TIEEESn T, 15
BIRBRFHIMEL NS TUTNDOERE B EICANDLE R HDHEE Z DD,

Fig.6-6 |Z Rs, Ry, Rn ZNZTHUZOWT, Fig.6-5 TRENTIRET R D5kE%, #igs +
G KRENENIZHONT T By LIS D TH S,

Rs CiE, iIBEN DO T, MRS EWEEE, BEEKREDERNEXIC, v/ FADEE
LD BT, @i T CORIEEN TR OBIRE R LD L3 REESD, —F, R D
HLIRIZ L DR BT R L T D L/ NS o T,

H 5 fEE V2, 4 cm R TOHRESALBLX T CO, g & DO BEFR% Fig.6-7 127~k R,



L3 DDTF v/ 3—DNEfi % T D, CO, i BT E DALBE XTI TH IR OH Iz %t
U CHRE B2 B R LTz, T ENOAFRXIZEBITD CO, it EIT UL FO Iz HEn
77

R, = 0.015 g*10%™ (6-4)
R, = 0.011 g%08&1® (6-5)
R, = 0.0057 g%"™ (6-6)

ZIT, T i 4 cm DIRSIZBITHHIED HFEETHD, R, R, Rn @ Qo (TTNEN
3.00, 2.37, 1.96 Th-oT-,

Boone et al.(1998) 1%, RO G FNRNT my MpbD HEEFFR &L fr—/L 7 ry To +
BRI L D2 TARIFR | LREL T QuoZ it L, 4.6 ThoT2Lili~TD, ZOMEIZIZADHF
FeCHAE S U7 (Burton et al., 1998; Burton et al., 1996; Ryan et al., 1996; Zogg et al., 1996)
DHRES, SHIZaryba— L7 ay MO REMEO Q) LVE KEETH -7, Boone et al.
(1998) 1%, ZDHH &, ARIFH LU CRFERSIIZAEIZIE, ARFFROALET, FHRSC, 7oL X
TR FE DAY AR DVERINZ L2 detritus (R DR PFRB472 L DA EEY)) 2B H D IO 70 R ok
DA EDE DGR LDMER A E N TNDIZDTZE L, ARD IR OB SRR R & 72

LB Z TOWDHTEEHRFL TWD,

AR TSN R, D Qi 3 DDOF ¥ "—TENFH 2.64, 238, 212 L7320, Zhb 3

F L N—2 YL, BEEEE AW CEIRE 5L 2.37 L7572, ZO R D Qupold 91, Re kD

HIELS, RnXWbEVMELZR>TUND, AAFFE Tl Boone et al. (1998) L1x 5720, FE &0 E D %f

\\\

RLBDRITIABY IR P TIEIRL, v EPITHFET D, LI > THBRM OB L2 TS,

IRDNDDOIER 8% L3 BEL THIE TE7eE& 2 b,



6-3-3 EKEIRT HREME

Fig.6-8 1% H ‘F¥IfliZ - HHEE KRE R, BLUR, LOMMRERT, R IZMEMERDIE
FIZEWEKEOLLE THRBIABZBRLND HERNT, TEE KRR TIC > TREL T
720 EIH (2005) Dl R LFIERIZ, HE KR T TOMRENRKEWEANR AL, £, BA
(2005) 73, F W 53 fRIEN O Fie RAFIE EEBE R s HHEE KR TRONDZEMAE L TVDEDIZ,
Rs (ZAH D% THEE /KSR 32 SUS I FEFIRAZ B UW TRER S LD UG LRI L &S 7l 27
LTz, o7V 7 iEE FCT, ARRBHIT 2003429 HIZATo72FEBR TR, 23Ry @ 37.2%% 5
BHZEMMHAEEIL TS (Dannoura et al., in press) 912, AGRERM TlE Ry O K X728 70 2 H W)
SYFRRTIR 78 58D TIY, R\ L THIE D IR AN G- Z DR BT RENEE A DND,

—77, Re 13 Ry &I DL, FHRET, HHEEKREOMIZAMZZIEOMBEIT RN 270
2o Ry OEAMEIE, HHEKROENBIBICRONZA, Ry IFZREVBEVEBLZ 0.1 cm®
em® O HHEE KR T KM AR UTZ (Fig.6-8) . TG KROIL TICHEH RMARBEIL, FEHIC
B 7- B 2 RO TR, TITBLE SN2 o7, Irvine et al. (2005) 13MEARD 506771 k%
B2 2FEREATV, BNTANHD Ry MR T DL MEL TWVD, EEM DR, 1THA KL
FER SR BT D2 LA R L TS, ABFFE T A SEMEZ AV Ry %92 Ry OEIGIX
FICHEEE KR E->TEIL LT, Fig.6-9 (2 Rs 12695 R, DEIE L HEE KROBERERT,
Re/ Re DAEIZ HHEE /KRB OHIMIZ - T 64.8% 205 27.3% (2D LT,

ROFFRIZBIL THRIREEO FFE, BREEE RN T2 OSTEIZ OV TR AT BT LA
E BBV, RO B iR FET 92 BOGEZ ]I E L2 7E1 3 < D022+ 540 (Burton et al.,
1998; Burton et al., 1996; Ryan et al., 1996; Zogg et al., 1996), Q107 2—3 FREDEA R T ZL%
HEL TS, ZRBIZXLT, Boone et al. (1998) 13, H-HENEI SAR A BR 2% U7 R, O (2 %)
FTDIEPEDENDPHARD Qqo AU FEBRIZ Lo TRD O e & Ll L TR 2 e 7R/ L,
IRIZT CTRKERZRE, REEVESERG FIRFICHIE CEDIORERZ BT & QuolEmi<ind s
ARTND, TR T 53 R B CARIEIR B LD D725, B M 3 i % B U
B R RICREEISNTEY (BAF, 2005), A EIOBED D, HREIEIL 153 AR & & bk
LT, BRBICRT DBIMRIEDFECTE VI ZEDRREN T, B DOE R CTHD MR IT, =
NODREBIEESNIb D THLETRSND, RIZEAL TIHEB LY A2 5D, KR



DERFDIEH L, SH%IT, ROFHIFIEZZEITONDLIET, HARRFMERIZIBITHRO

BEIDBLOABINNTI2DLEZDND,



Soil organic matter
+
Root Root

+
Mineral soil Mineral soil

©Q

SUSS m—

S

A layer

=

B layer

Acrylic board Weathered granite soil

Fig. 6-1 Experimental design. (A) R, plot: Normal soil respiration was measured. (B) R, plot:
Living root respiration was measured by removal of organic soil and interception of R,,. (C)
R, plot: A layer was removed and filled with weathered soil.

Fig.6-2 An illustration is the over view of image of R, measurement. An automatic chamber
was installed over root system. The upper picture is automatic chamber, and lower picture
is root system before being buried in weathered soil.
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Fig.6-5 The fitting curve of the relationship between CO, efflux
and soil temperature at 4cm depth.
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Fig.6-6 The relationship between residuals of each fitting curve of R, R,, and R,
and soil temperature and volumetric soil water content.
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Fig. 7-1 The seasonal change of residuals from fitting curve of CO, efflux to soil temperature
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Fig. 7-2 The seasonal change of amount of litter fall in research site.




The ratio of CO, efflux
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Fig. 7-3 The seasonal change of R, R,, and R,,, (upper) and the ratio of R,/ R, R,/R, and

caluckated ratio of CO, efflux from mineral soil to R, (lower).
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Fig.8-1 A comparison of Ryeigny Measured by sampling method and by automatic
chamber system. T(°C) is air temperature in sampling method, and is soil temperature
(4 cm in depth) in the measurement by automatic chamber system.
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Fig.8-2 A comparison of R, measured by sampling method and by automatic chamber.
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Fig.8-3 Seasonal change of carbon efflux from root. Monthly carbon efflux from root <5
mm in diameter was measured by automatic chamber system, and that >=5 mm in root
diameter was measured by sampling method.
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Fig.8-4 The flow of carbon of Yamashiro Experimental Forest
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Fig.8-5 Root biomass measured by soil block sampling at 10 plots.

Fig.8-6 Root respiration per area calculated by each plots. The number
corresponds to the plot number in Fig.8-3.
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Fig.8-7 Above and below biomass and dead biomass of Yamashiro Experimental Forest
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