BAEE 76(5)'94

] -

FRT—RR* - /N B

I. 3 C & 1

BAREONREREELRET 2008 Hik
ELTME - ElDEFL (9) 253, ZhETi,
ZOET N EFRRONAREEDOHEIHE Lk
BEEANTVWE(3,4,8), ZOEFLPHEHRBELICHE
Ry alzdicid, BEERERFE L IHENICB Y 23
RS (LAD &:EamAWmLeFHRER (PFD)
OAFmEHEOPIE T ELENHZ, L, ZhET
OWETIE, FLOBE s ORTFOSH LT
BABWERET 2 (4) 2, H30»IEEDREBER,
SEMBILEMET 5 (8) Lvd FERETHiEas R
TETEY, WAOEKX - BEEKELER L - 8K
BEBRBIZOVWTOWRRAHI 550,

INETRE, HEAD LAI &£ PFD L 0EiX, &
S UHHEAND PFD O 2 BIEL 7218, BHIN]
DERDEE (9) WE->T LAl 2%k®, Zhs0HEE
POBNT 2 HEVSRONT &, FDh OB
BEBRTE LD o728, HEZ K- T, EEMBEIER
ZHHERAICHIE T & 2 BBSHER AN, ZOFKE
L BHEND LAl 0437 D nT ORERSHEE &
nizli (1,2),

EEO X, AFXMBONAREE I RIZTREOE
ErHo0T 200 0—EOWEOTT, BEED
MEDFHEZBREEZFNDL D ICKENIC BT 3 LAI
& PFD 05 2 BERFIMNGER T 2 L EHH > 12,
2IT, KHRTE, MERDS 5 EMBICHE L
KoY — (7x 542 —F (TPC-701,58Z) 28
WTHF oI nizPFDE 75 v b ¥y /
E—7 F 54— (PCA,LAI-2000, %E 5 4 # —#h)
THIE S N7 LAl 2w, LAL & PFD » oB{F®
SRR BT L7z,

0. ## & HFiE

BEAR B EF ISR O M ER S Tw 2 T8
EAXID (P v vhAY) AL, ZOK

465~467

AFHTEAIZ E1T 2 HIBE & EEBIEROZHEH"

7—-‘5** - % % Eﬂ**

S TERMR ST 80 cm (REFERE © 16,000 A& /ha) T 37
TOF0FBEHEEENRL TS, 1993FE3IF KT
DI DO¥ 53 OERICHY § 5 37 17 X 20 FUDEERE
EDWTEKBEBEREFCR S X 5 k2T (7
), BY OREBHIERMEHS L LB UL (&
e . B, MKiTOMI B0 FERE, Ty
EREIZNZN3.87m, 4.5cm Th-o iz, MRS &
EHEHSOZNFRLOMRS 0mX13m D71y
PEREL, ZOPCEI4AmOKR~LETT, 2O
K= Im RTS8 S 20cm OED
L rbr—20ft, 1993480512857
DX Y —~THEEE A BB THEL 7.5 B,
REHO 2 O/, KA B L THRET L > — (L1190
S, 74 H—1) LEFCEELZ 4 RO T -5 (n
=255) 2> 5 BEREE KD (r=0.998~0.985), =@
FEERE SN HBECE U C PFD g L7, 4
SR TRIES hiz PFD 2 2 OO FEHHE LRE L
T1HBEMTEEL, -V EOREESTESR:
HEEXETREE (1) LHEr S S Hh dm s
THEI W - BEENETFREE (L) L0kt (L)
EREIEE (RPFD) & L, 250, £HEH—
DOZREATPCAZHAVWT LAl #BH = 12 7H 4/
21,5/7,6/7,7/17,8/12,9/12,12/28) BIE L 7z, HIFE &
7z LAT IS 2 6E & U T, LAl 0 fE B AT
D10 AMOFBER i, 7B, MR TREL R
¥, MEXZZIIAC1IE, FTRELYL,

m #ReEE

-1 i@ a3 RPFD 0FHEIL 2R L1z H—
WEATHESh bbb s T RPFDIEH I L i
RELSEHLL, UL, EHNCAS &, EREEK,
FEROWTFNEBW TSP RIET 2R L, &
CICHEBMER OEE DB THEZE TH o727 L,
EREGASO ImHER S A TIRTF LS, FRI
#®U, 12 Bicid 4 A RPFD i ¥ TlE1E L 72, RPFD
BHI LW RELREHERLEERO—2ICIZ A

* GYOKUSEN, K., KoBaYvasH], H.and SAITO, A.: Seasonal change of light environment and leaf area index in a sugi

(Cryptomeria japonica) canopy

* SR ESER  Fac. of Agric., Kyushu Univ., Fukuoka 812



466

1.000
0.100
Z ool
'§ 0.001
§
é 1.000
}_% 0.100
&
0010 +
0.001 | -
{®)
A M J J A S 0O N D
Time (month)
H-1. AFHERC BT 5ESOENEEDSE
HiZEAt

Seasonal change of relative photon flux density at
four depths in thinned and unthinned sugi canopies
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and leaf area index cumulated from top of the
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(a), MmO RPFD ; (b), EALHSO LAL, (), M
5443 ® PRFD ; (d), kA5 LAL HFOBRFRAFEL
RA%R7,
IR ERE L VELHEESN S (2,10,12) BRI D
2EWSHEELHZOT, S, FEHE L OHBNYL
BThHo, EEEHADIO ImMED LAIIZ4 A5 9
RETHINL&, TREOEED:OH™ET L,
12HDBIZ6.1 T4HD6.5 LiEWHEIZR-T23, &
WITEASEMRD B 2 LAl —EEL %5 (1) 2k
EXRTARREEZIONS, T, LAl OBMER
LU RPFD OETHIIREHMOVE IcKE L o
7e8, ZThSRBAFOTHPAKOMERE ORI
ML Twa EEZLND,

IO X 5% LAl £ RPFD O—FKEHA BT 24
B bImEOXEREBEC KRS LEELRITT
EHTFREN, MEORERERT TV EBET IR
WEERTEhwErwL 3,

K-3 1cZE T Lo LAI &£ RPFD L 0BR&2&E 25l
R Uizo ZHiic LAI 28803 % £ RPFD 3 At
B2 7 LCEBACETL, WIhoE et
YE—DEB-EBEB L, 2L, BREKD Im
HATETr 5HOBEREEBEHL, &5 2mHlH
4R»S5TRETCIMMRLA—ERLE2BEHL
72%, LAl 5 BT 1 m#SOER BcBEmT 2
HEZRUTz. SR 56 DRI LamerrT-Beer K %58
AL, BEE(9) 285§ 5 &, skt LA 28
5PAT T 5.23, 5 BAETIX 8.53, SERIEMSIL 6.05

B-2.



HA%EE 76(5)'94

LA B B S e e |

0.010F 3
= ‘?\

2
B oy e (035:332%5

/o = exp(-0.

El @ o
2
= L
§ — T
£ 1000 i
2 Vio = exp(~0.605 LA)}
2
5 oo
&

0.010k

0001k E
®

NS T S
2 4 [ 8
Cumulative LA {m?™2)

Bl-3. fEMDEHEE C MEERRERORMG
Relative photon flux density as a function of leaf
area index cumulated from top of the canopy
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