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BEARDE Z D WIRITEE CTHRL S CEIEN D rIIEtEsE
L, BT A7200F 7 g 2o00FETHD,
G 7 A JEAN I M K (k4D (Total nonrstructual
carbohydrate TNC) &FES, #fi49{k0 TNC (388, 7=/
B Y—, EHRE, SELOHR LI AEBAFES T
WA, AEEESEECEAROREICELNTEY, #
B8 RO & B 72 9 TNC BOTE L& -7
Bz, F7o, BHHFFEENIM TSRS T
WABERBEIEGFT A5 ZEAHLMIENTE (D), W
PRIEEDRRE (2D EHFRAMET T2 2 £ 3% 1008
(2, Zn 6 OBERITAEBREEENLNR Tl E ok S
TV, & 2 TARFSE CIEBEELZ 52 1 7 R Ei — kopk
ST DRI OBRR AR (=55 - AR IFY
TTTHY TALT) BRBE LT, HITERICHTES
LTS TNC OFHiE b A 4f~ 78R X Tk L7,
SEFHFHOT IR S TR THET T LHERD
DIEVEEDO I R ) B 7<= TRT T 255 L,
FRZED 555 A & 8 AOMERERIZ VT OHHE
{707z,

0 FEHE

1. AEMBEE  FEH RN AR I Bk
FOEE KSR RO 8 AR ( 162ha, 36°21°30.1°N,
139°36°0.9°E )N THERHL L 7=, 4 %GR 13.9C, FFEH
Akt 1244, Tmm (RS T SHEIAED, 157513 90~200m
DT B BT, Frigkh 48 L ISR RIER AR AT
D YRR TEM A THRDE W A 2 RICERE STV 3,

2. AERCRE  BREU R AE KRR RO 7 L g
ENTWRWT T AL ET AT OMEER 3em 225
40cm ATEOHEBAE (F—1) 20T, BHIEL LL
PHm Y H L7 AR SR E AR E bmm 21 ~ 3[EIC
ST TRYATH D U, o 7R RE # I 2l
WL, EREICELF-#%, 106CT1 BEERSH,
A FaR—AINTHRRIC RS ETHRE L, $£7,
Hit B AR LRI oD TS s b, .
B - BT T TR S BT,

T—1. THIVF ET T hOEEY A X504
Table.1 Size distribution of sampled trees : (7 Jaxiflraand @ glauca

OBH 5 ~10 ~15 ~20 ~25 ~30 ~35 ~40 ~50

class(cm)
C. laxiflora 4 74) 2 1 1 1 1
Q. glauca 51 9@ 2 2

FPOF v T PNITHL EE A SR LR E T,
These parenthetical number shows logging tree in this
table.

3. TNC OB L OER W 7/ h oA EERES
BLUT 7 OMIMIZLIF oMl 0 (27~ 72, mg BT
FHEI L 7o fesnik e Ay & 80% =& / —A-T 3 [EHhH L,
F D LI A G ST b O 2 PEHE Y, BT K
B T ABLUOT I Lo X —ETHELIEE
DET 7 B E Uiz, ERIEATEEEY % 7 = /) —L
LV EAESE, MEREIHC L D FET 490nm, T
1% 506nm T AHIE LB ERE{T-72,
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terms of tree sizes—
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AR &7 2 7 IRE ORI LA — 1 IR T, 5
1328, MAMDTEEZEIT D27 (ttest,p>0.05) 73,
FUoTRT IHBT T LOREVBEEZRL, FH
5 HIZEHZEIZHIIN LTz (ttest,p<0.05) . 5 HIZTH
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Fig.1 Mean concentration of soluble sugars and starch
in each species of root. Statistical differences in means
between the species were tested by t-paired

comparisons.(p<0.05; n=14)
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DIZRNT B, AR SN R B E I T s
WERH ORI Sh TWa EEZ BRD,

2. TNC J4EE & Bk XOBEE W F i TNC jeps
EAERS A AB L OFEEA L E OBFEER - 21077, 2
OEE Y WL $ 0 DBH OB S TNC J2E8 (28 oo fEra
MBI, 2 TIVELEEO TNC BEORESAABIE
BWAMIZHED SEL, DBH LZ&EHi (¥ I —5H) 4%
B L L C—iR{EAIBET L CHIT L& 25, Ml &
4L IZDBH N & HICHBEIZKET (778 Fi
-1.319,7 4 25 : £8%-0.019, p<0.05) LT\ 5 = &30
el EET T AVTHES HICIRESTEICER
TARE ((R45.614, p<0.05) &7/pb, SaklLi-5H
OF 7 AEMPRR L ThATzH EEZ NS, —
FFHFTEEHICOWTHEEEIB N7,

- C.laxiflora || ® May
[ ]

- A Au
— A A -
g 8

‘ L
. £ AN A A
A .
= he_ o ®
£ = 2 & A
O L ] L L %
Z o ° A
|_ T T T
g & o Qdauca || mMay
c
o
< & =
g <l> a || ©OAug
B

" L |
S % %

o _| & PN

E & s

N w w s
DBH(om)

= 2. HTE TNC #2EE & E A R(DBH) & DR
Fig.2 Relationship between the individual size(DBH)

and root TNC concentration.
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