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RV HICEK B ARG RITHICE O THEEREMD
EAMBAOEHRICKRIFTHRE
—iEEFREMSRER T EBDER,»S—

RTINS

HA % 2R PHICEZ RIS FRITHICEV TEEREMRF BAMBAROERICRIFTHRE—EEREMEER 7
FHOBR,S— HMEE 90: 158~165, 2008 T OIREETA XS 7 25847 L 22 FHRIN I 0 6 H AR R ZE £
M BB L C, 7 AERICHENAE TR OFEALK & R ARYER R ORELB % AR L, BIAROER I BT TR REM %)
RAMGE L 720 MIRNA S RORBEERC A X 5 r OB - 55, HOBORE - BROVWINOMHN TR 572, FEALK
BN TIEA X & 7 R @A, A Z OISR S Tw20Ic L, S CIE—EA AR/ N DL AE L RIAR DS Do
720 HESIBIOBEIIMAITE L, TOEIF6HULETH -7, 1TL A EOBFIOBTE IIMN T 40~60 cm OHPAICH Y, >
FERY av TR EIBEO—IMOMAKIIA XS r OREE LRlo Twizas, M Ttz A L OB#ES 10 cm #E T
Holze INLDOT ENS, WAMREMIET LZAXT r ZRESES L L DITEHAEBAROHNB %25 - HESE5
MPEED DL, VHOEHMHERICB T BEEAN HAMROTETEL LTHTH S LiEmIT 72, COBBEIHRIBICE 2
HEREDD, BROLERTHEZIETH720121, SSICEMOMKRENENLETH S,

X—T— K0, BAMEA, RAEREM AXFr, =k TRh

A. Tamura : Effects of Fencing for 7 Years on the Regeneration of Tree Species after Dwarf Bamboo on the
Forest Floor Has Been Diminished by Sika Deer Browsing. J. Jpn. For. Soc. 90: 158~165, 2008 Forest-floor
vegetation and regeneration of tree species were investigated inside and outside a deer-proof fence that had been constructed
7 years earlier in a cool temperate deciduous forest in the Tanzawa Mountains, where dwarf bamboo (Sasamorpha borealis) had
been browsed and diminished by sika deer. This study examined the effect of the deer-proof fence on tree species regeneration.
The vegetation cover on the forest floor, cover and culm height of dwarf bamboo, and density and height of seedlings and sap-
lings were higher inside the fence than outside the fence. Species composition consisted of dwarf bamboo, trees, and shrubs
inside the fence, whereas annual herbs and short perennial herbs were found outside the fence. The density of regenerated
trees was higher inside the fence than outside the fence, and the difference was more than 6-fold. The heights of almost all tree
species inside the fence ranged between 40 and 60 cm, and though some tree heights for 9 tree species were higher than that of
dwarf bamboo inside the fence, many trees outside the fence had heights of only about 10 cm. Based on these findings, it was
concluded that the deer-proof fence facilitated the establishment and growth of tree species as well as the recovery of dwarf
bamboo, and that the fence was an effective means of restoring cool temperate deciduous forest. Further monitoring is
required to predict the future development of regenerating trees and to determine an optimal vegetation management plan.

Key words: deer-proof fence, regeneration, Sasamorpha borealis, sika deer, tree species

I. 3 C & (£ 2007) 7% EDEE SN TV 5,

3 ER OBV IR AL I R R ISR E RIT
L, WAROHEHHZE (Frelich and Lorimer, 1985 ; Gill and
Beardall, 2001; Rooney, 2001; Husheer et al., 2003) <R
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(Nakashizuma and Numata, 1982b ; Takatsuki and Gorai,
1994), L2 L, WAREMEZRELTY 2 OREILZ2HE
B35 &R EOMOMRRIAEDEEKT 5 Z & THIAR
DEFAROEEICADOEEZ RITTHhE Lk, FEE
12, Ito and Hino (2004) i, K& 7 JETI Y 3% (Sasa
nipponica) & T H A7 5 I AE 3 (Abies homolepis) DR
B RATTREII O WTIRAE LR, AR DR 2 1
TYAORELEZMY BENTH IV 3253 CICmBE L
T, BBICIVEHZMHET2EA) LHfEE L, 2h
12iE, IY ¥y EeER EEEERT5 GEIE - 20,
2002) & Vo2V A OFREITHROAEFEREEZ L o Tw 5
CEMPERLTVE S, L7225 T, S HEMIRIZBIT S
FHAE DR R B L OBIR DO ERNE, Y HOFMER T o
BAEIZ L BV EOPUL, A E R S OMRALAE OIRE %
ERZEoTRZZZENTFHEINS,

R o 6 s HARMR ORI e AR TdH 5 A
A 5% (Sasamorpha borealis) 33 51 ODFEFIZHFIV (F
o WA, 1997 5 KIS, 1997) 78, AR 7 BfTiE
R DR 2 BRE S 5 E PR 2 HFTE 5, €2
T, BWFETIE Y AL B A X5 4 BT R DA %
BRETHIET, BMAREBARPERTL20ZHLNICTS
CEEHEME L7z, & L THUAEREMIBIARDERITKIT
FTRIRIZOWTHRET L7zo BRBARTTIE, BARDOFEAEDE
HBELTHE 2mBEODBICI 22 F T2 & Ex
L7z

II. AEMESE

1. @ & #

ARARIE, AL P ER A S B FHR ORI E i 2SR 4
P ORFEH XN D 7 F A3 § B e L 72 iy AR T
fio 720 MAHIZEEES 1,300~1,330 m WP H ), 1%
LREEL 7 (Fagus crenata), **+ A %X A 47

(Acer shirasawanum), £ X ¥ 5 (Carpinus tschonoskii),

F1. A OMIHEE (H=1.5m)
N . SIARTREE M v WA A R
4 s LRG3 ————
oA "7 (n/ha) (m/ha) (%)
7 Fagus crenata A 300 4057 655
TAA5x . -
X4 Acer shirasawanum (VN 40 5.49 8.9
4L X7 Carpinus tschonoskii A 20 4.54 7.3
AZXHTF  Acer pictum mA 20 2.83 4.6
T 55T ¥E Fraxinus lanuginosa  #AK 80 1.90 3.1
DA Tilia japonica [S¥N 20 1.53 2.5
I YaEI  Abies homolepis AR 20 1.39 2.2
Y<K ¥ Benthamidia japonica K 60 0.39 0.6
77 5F %~  Lindera praecox A 220 0.36 0.6
F7 N Carpinus cordata AR 20 0.36 0.6
TaY Yy Rhododendron A 40 016 03

quinquefolium

b '7 :1 7 I YN Rhododendron ok m 0.09 o1
Y wadanum

HFEA 220 2.31 3.7

it 1100 61.92  100.0
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45X Hh T (Acer pictum) 2 ETHY (F-1), #EED
FHETIEY~RY -7 F#4H (Corno-Fagetumocrenatae
Miyawaki, Ohba et Murase) I (2 #Hl % 4 2 (= B 5,
1964), PATHLIE 1980 FEX F CIIHRE R 15m DA X ¥
BEAL T (BHS, 1964) A%, 1980 &£/ 5
YHDOBMNREFICX o TAXT 725817 L7z (il s,
1994) HFTTH Y, 1995 EREE TA X7 7 ORI 0~
25% TH-o7-& (RS, 19D WEF SN T b, ZD70,
FADEEZ HE L TMZENROHEIEIC XY 1997 420
5 13840 m DY CTEE S 1.8 m O B o> Kl A PR M A% 7%
B S N7z, MEREREOMIKRORBIIMEA) T, AX
T ORI EBME L2 AX Y A B E XS I10H HFEET
holz B, BE

AR IR O A B, 1996 413 9.2 B /km® (JHRK
I E AR BB A AN & » B, 1997), 2001 4E (& 30.0 B
/km’ (G H &, 2003), 2004 4E (% 23.1 Bi/km® (K H &,
2006) EHEINTW5E, ZOOREHIBIIIRA D HW
WREED Do TWb, ¥ H OMEEAHII L 2 ERI21E
BEA/NEALIZ & 5 1L 58 C oA BEAL R B 7 LRI AE
WO, BUMEEXTHoI EXFBRLTVEEER
LN Twa (LR, 1999),

2. BEFE

1997 fF\ZEkE SN RAEREMZ FIF LT, 7H&ERL
72 2004 fEIZHEAMIC 2mx 2 m D H X 2 ZhZFh 20 1H
il L7z MNOFREX 2N, stz Mt e L7z,
2004 SEOFKIIZ 2m>x2m O F KT LIZHE 15m £ T
ORI, WMBMOMY L HE, A5 ORKIEE L #
BErlg Lz, FRMEEELEEZEDT5em U LOER
EBARDOEFHAIC O WY LS LRk L7z, dge
LRSI, E7S (19893, b) TEATZZIZ/INE
RESINTVWBBETH S, AFTIE, EHFAOE &L
30cm AP 2R, 30cm KD KEWDd oz & L7z,
3. M5 &
BonlzT—00, MNKX LR OTEhipER %2 5
L7, RICHBEOEAERLER L, WBEHINX
MR D EB HIfF-> TIHB L 722 2 HatioiRgic L b
MERT U720 $ b BN F 223X ¢ 5 ML LB L
ARG E LT, WMRAEXOHBHEED 6 L Lo Tl
FEEEEAL, 5o THBBES S T ofico
WTIE7 4 v ¥y — OISR REZ iz, 3612, it
NIX EHMAX I B0 2 B % SRR, (RS, BN,
DL, AXF IS5 XA L, FMBHBORERLE G5
RO YA IR L TG OB 52 R L7,
72, MIAX EMAMXIZ BT 2 A X5 OFhigE= & F
BWREEEIL L, PR ORMITIIRERROE 5
FOHIEZE IV 72, BAREBARIS O W TIIEE & T
FErREL L, B, MK MR ORHERE, A5
T OREER LR, BAEEROBEOERIIOVTIZE
HEIKHER 5% & LT Welch @ t Mg % 72,
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III. #5 3

1. MEHEE

AR =R I IX C 84.2+11.9%, HEALX T 33.6+23.0%
THH (-, MR THEIZE > 72 (Welch @ ¢ /5,
$<0.01),

FEML B IEIMANEX TA XY A, N5 4 F T (Rubus
illecebrosus), 3/ ¥ (Tilia japonica) 7 & O MBI DS
=L, MARTIET 7574 5 E (Fraxinus lanuginosa)
BREDKERRL RV T 7 I (Cirsium tenuipedunculatum)
HEDRKBEAROMIZ, I Y~ ¥ =N (Persicaria
debilis), 7 77 % 7 (Veronica miqueliana), I X (Pilea
hamaoi), I ¥ < F ¥ X (Hydrocotyle yabei var. japonica)
% EQ/NRIRRO NP E S E o 72 (R-2), MK &
ALK CHBBENERICE 2 - 721X 26 fid - 72 Ml
WX > THBE LIS 45T, Y F/F, I¥%
< A4 K% (Ligustrum tschonoskii) 7% & 19FE 3 v, Mot
Kifmo> CTHB LM77 2742V (Prenanthes
acerifolia), SX <% =N, I X, TRV (Microstegium
vimineum), 7 I HF V7, IXIF FAOF 7THD - 72,
INLDIBLIXYTFT VN, IR, TURVIG—AEAE
KTH5b,

HTETE Z & OFHRME SN X S TR D, Al
NX TIHEARTD342% 2 HDO TR D EH L, RWTARXSY
7 28.9%, TAH16.6%, FHAF 12.6% L\ VI IEFTH -
72 (M-2) HAEHD Y H—FAETARIT01% LKA 72,

100
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40

HEAR (%)

20

0

AR ot
APAIIX & PSR 350) B hipese. P39l + Fiie
i 72)

RipolzT V7 77Xy MIFEE (p<0.0D H¥HbI L ERT
(Welch @ t &)

X-1.

| P&
BEAE
O{EKRE
oO-o%%
OEXE

Lill1]"

i EANPS

0% 20% 40% 60% 80%
tExHE S (%)

-2, HEPYIX & AL X2 350 B A0 T8 ) o A ok 8
i

100%

THAR 22.4% &\ 9 HE T,
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—7, WX CTIIERE 74.8% 2 HOTHRDIEL, Rv

Z D2 X5 TEAED 5%

o7z (K-2), —FAFROHE S EI 10.7% &,
MHNX LD B E»o 72,
2. R RXE
AR T ORPFEREREE SITMNEX TE2- 72 (K-
3o MR IIMAIX T 24.6+19.1%, HHIHXTO03+1.1%
THY, MAXTHEREIZED? 72 (Welch @ t#5%E, p<

F-2. MK LA XIS B 5 IO R FEE#R

i 4 ¥ 4 AN A X A X AR D
NFGALFT Rubus illecebrosus itk v NV AN
T x Tilia japonica A VT Mt WA
IY<A KRS Ligustrum tschonoskii A V™ WMt OMANKX
SEL&AS Actinidia polygama 2% N WM AKX
49T 3 Schizophmgrfla 5% NUOI' HNK

hydrangeoides
AP Chloranthus serratus % NI |G | I 175174
rA4FT Rubus crataegifolius A m® T MM
VA N AV Enkianthus campanulatus A M 11 HEANIX
ATHFTEFT Callicarpa japonica A M I MK
FAEIY Acer amoenum A Mt HAIX
yayzasv Viola shikokiana BA M HEPI X
PR Rhus ambigua 2% M HMPIX
<13 Euonymus sieboldianus KAk m*! HAIX
A AE Abies homolepis mA I IT MAK
FVIHLF Acer capillipes EmA ITY I OMAK
IIRHTF Acer micranthum wmA TN+ X
VIV F Euonymus fortunei 2% I° +° MAK
—9tra Sambucus ?'acem.osa EA I+ MK
subsp. sieboldiana
IY~Hs S Prunus maximowiczii f= N | M X
IXTy=UN Persicaria debilis AR OMT VT OHX
2IHEIY Veronica miqueliana wmA O VYO
I X Pilea hamaoi HA I VT MK
IYYF P A Hy 'drocofy le yabei var. A DTN VT ALK
Jjaponica
7F Fagus crenata A I N MK
TYRY Microstegium viminewm A 17 N X
TIF TV Prenanthes acerifolia LN 0" kX
ARXY A Sasamorpha borealis [ A
N . Cirsium - +3 +5
FYLITHR tenuipedunculatum AN v
y=5F Circaea erubescens 7 NI AR |
TITXTHITE Fraxinus lanuginosa BA M VT
42V F Carpinus tschonoskii wmA Mt W
4 X hNF Clinopodium micranthum A& M N
EIVAFT Rubus palmatus A mT? omt?
FEANTHIH S Pterostyrax hispida wmA mtt oot
AT 5 Prunus incisa [ N || G |
X HET T Bmchypo.dium sylvaticum A g @
var. miserum
TUNT HTTF Acer rufinerve mA O0° IO°
Hrvawy Zanthoxylum piperitum A T Om*
FFNIXILT T Galium pseudoasprellum — ¥A T 17
A=A Pourthiaea villosa ik ot 1t
F7 N Carpinus cordata 2% | S
y=_X¥xavw Peracarpa carnosa 7 N | A
DERA Clethra barvinervis WA oI 1
v X H)Y A Calamagrostis hakonensis %A 1'7 1*!
AEJ AT Athyrium yokoscense WA I It
IXXY T ¥ NI Carpesium triste wWA I @t
LUF 56 fift

0= T OLE IHEOHHEZ RS,
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0.01), B EIIMAIX T 68.2+18.9 cm, MA#HX T9.0£2.8 cm
THH, MAXTHEICED» 72 (Welch D t#E, p<
0.01),

3. B ¥ K

A X AR T 27 R O AR RO EHARSMBLL,
Fedh R ORFEL, B & D ITHMINIR T kil o 72, HINIX T
VIHEXD R & T 27 BHAE 61,625 A /ha, MAHX TIE 13 4
i 9,250 A /ha 2SHBLL T, MPNIX & AAHIX 0213 6 £5LL
L o7z (F-3), MEBBRE OTHARIIMNX Tld 24 B
47375 A/ha BB LT, ¥ F 7 F2m D% < 12,750
A/ha, WNTT I35 7+ 5 E 6,625 4K/ha, 7F 6375 %K
/ha, 7 U N H 5 (Acer rufinerve) 5,000 A&</ha & \»
INEFETH o 72, MHX TiZ 13 B 9,000 A /ha 25 HI B
LT, 792 b% < 3,000 &/ha, IK\WTA X7 2,125
A/ha, FFNTH AT T (Pterostyrax hispida) 1,000 4%/ha
EWVIHHFETH -7, MFAERKICHBE L8O 5 &4+
NTHFTIEearre 2y x5 (Stuwartia serrata), 7K
VLA T T (Acer capillipes) % BT, HEIIMANX T
EWEEEZ R L7z (B3, & L ITHENX &L MtA X o % %
IEWDRH oD, DINTIZT, ¥ F )%, TI7
TAYTET, TNFNA0HR, 2048, 130D TH-
72o BB FE OB RIS AIX T 18 i 14,250 4 /ha 7%
HBLT, Y3/ F e INTHITDoRLL 2,125 K
/ha, R\»TY 3 77 (Clethra barbinervis) 1,500 A% /ha,

F-3. MK EMAMXAZ BT B HELR D%
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232 Hh 5 (Acer micranthum) 1,375 &/ha, I ¥~
275 (Prunus maximowiczii) 1,125 4/ha, 4 X ¥ 1,000
AK/ha L V) NEFTH -7z (F-3), MARTIEA AT
P97 T @ 18 250 A /ha DADHBLTH > 7z,
BEHAROBEOMAR TREVEHNZRL (E4), fiE

50
40 |
30 |

HEAE (%)

20
10
0

100

BE(em)

AKX

LiiEANP
M-3. MK &MAHXICBU 2 A X5 7 ORifE L
e CrPigfi + B E)

AR IR E 2 R T, B o7V 7 7Ry MIAEAE (<
0.01) 5 &xRT (Welch ® ¢t #75E),

HIE (n/ha)

W& # % HiAs L] At

A X LFATES HEA X M4+ X HEA X HEAHIX

F/F Tilia japonica 12750 625 2125 0 14875 625
TITTEYE Fraxinus lanuginosa 6625 500 875 0 7500 500
75 Fagus crenata 6375 3000 0 0 6375 3000
TUUNYH LT Acer rufinerve 5000 125 2125 0 7125 125
41XV Carpinus tschonoskii 3625 2125 1000 0 4625 2125
N tea Prunus maximowiczii 2250 250 1125 0 3375 250
VAVZA Carpinus cordata 1875 250 750 0 2625 250
FEAFEIY Acer amoenum 1750 0 250 0 2000 0
IIXHTT Acer micranthum 1625 0 1375 0 3000 0
AT T Prunus incisa 1250 500 875 0 2125 500
79 YUES Abies homolepis 1000 0 0 0 1000 0
FANTHI T Pterostyrax hispida 500 1000 1000 250 1500 1250
Y<K Benthamidia japonica 500 0 125 0 625 0
DIER/AA Clethra barvinervis 500 0 1500 0 2000 0
£ y¥XHhLT Acer pictum 375 125 0 0 375 125
IAFx Swida controversa 250 0 500 0 750 0
I XA Betula grossa 250 125 125 0 375 125
ThYT Carpinus laxiflora 125 0 0 0 125 0
F AN IFNY Phellodendron amurense var. japonicum 125 0 0 0 125 0
Vs Carpinus japonica 125 0 0 0 125 0
av7T7TI Acanthopanax sciadophylloides 125 0 0 0 125 0
w7 F Magnolia hypoleuca 125 0 125 0 250 0
rYITLATT Acer capillipes 125 125 0 0 125 125
AT Elaeagnus montana 125 0 0 0 125 0
TA¥FY Sorbus alnifolia 0 0 125 0 125 0
—vFyuF Weigela decora 0 0 125 0 125 0
varexryryg Stuartia serrata 0 250 125 0 125 250
= At 47375 9000 14250 250 61625 9250

MM, H=<30 cm ; %, 30 cm<H,
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F-4. MAX EMAXIZ BT B HELRS ORS i
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I+ PR (em)

K (em)

[ C & % HEAS b
HEA X HEA X HEA X LUEAYES HEA X HEA X

DAV Tilia japonica 15.3+5.9 5.8+0.8 *** 58.8+32.3 156.0
TITTAYE Fraxinus lanuginosa 15.7£6.9 53+0.5 ™ 483+19.8 79.0
7F Fagus crenata 10.2+£4.0 73+23 ™
TINY T Acer rufinerve 16.8+7.3 6.0 49.4+21.0 113.0
A X Carpinus tschonoskii 17.0+8.2 59+1.0 ™ 54.4+20.1 90.0
Nied/ ] Prunus maximowiczii 189+6.1 55+0.7 41.9+£10.7 66.0
BTN Carpinus cordata 21.5+83 5.5%0.7 379+9.2 55.5
TEAEIY Acer amoenum 13.1+5.3 53.0+25.5 71.0
IIXATT Acer micranthum 20.0£6.8 55.0+16.2 77.0
RAYr T Prunus incisa 16.9+7.8 55+1.0 51.0+12.3 67.0
77 YUES Abies homolepis 11.3£6.0
FEANTHH T Pterostyrax hispida 228+46 114x72* 55.0+22.2 51.5+21.9 105.0 67.0
Y<K ¥ Benthamidia japonica 17.9+9.3 54.0
Vaw7 Clethra barvinervis 24.5+52 60.9+36.2 145.0
11X HhTs Acer pictum 8.3%25 6.0
IAF Swida controversa 27014 55.5+17.6 78.0
I AR Betula grossa 9.0+4.2 6.0 36.0
ThYT Carpinus laxiflora 26.0
FFNI)FNY Phellodendron amurense var. japonicum 24.0
IV T Carpinus japonica 22.0
=i Acanthopanax sciadophylloides 7.0
wE ) F Magnolia hypoleuca 26.0 62.0
rYILAhTT Acer capillipes 17.0 9.0
AT Elaeagnus montana 23.0
TAXFY Sorbus alnifolia 62.0
—vFuUF Weigela decora 47.0
varrexyy g Stuartia serrata 75+2.1 35.0

HeRS, H=30cm ; 28, 30 cm<H ;*p<0.05; * p<0.01; **p<<0.001,

BEBETIZYF /IR T7 35745 E, 7, 41XV 7,
< XY 2 5 (Prunus incisa), 7 /57 %705 OB I3
WX THEIZE D > 72 (Welch @ ¢ B, p<0.01), L
BT oM EIE 35.0~62.0 cm OFEPHICH ) (),
BB CTHESIIADLNL D572 (ANOVA, p=0.73),
WA EIRDEP72DIEXTF /) FT1560cm b D,
FOMOBETHY) a v T, JUNTHITT, FTFNT
FHI1E100cm LT Wiz, 72, AXY X OFY
BETH5682cm &) bHRAMEIHVEARIZIMESD
D, LRAFOENARXTT, TIXT7TH5E, I X
* (Swida controversa), A I XA LT, FFEI Y (Acer
amoenum) NWiEY L7z, MAMoOBAKEE5ETHL T
FIIMANIX T D HEB B O ADIMBLTH > 72, WX
LU 724 437 97 F 13N IX & MAHX O = h B
RO BN o7z (Welch @ t#5E, p>0.05),

V. % =

1. 7THEERL EEREMAAOMREEEDER

THDREINZ L D AR T BATR AR LR % B L
T HOFEER TR L& 25, MAEREMANT
THRPRRA: OREE & RIS ER RO ONThbh,
WIRERORBRIIMANTE L, MHIMAND 1/2 KT
Hote (M-, FHMBIIHNCTEAR, BAFZ PSS
CEFLTWADIZHL, TR IYTsr=y sy
HE )% EONIERNP L Do 1z (F-2), HIHFEE A

Th, MNTIIAXY 7 LARKRE OB HE»E L, MYET
FEAROBEEENE P o7z (0-2) AXYr OffifhsL
BELMATEL>7 (H-3), ThbnZ lrb, AR
5o 3BT L 72 R IR A PR % 3418 5 5 E M TIE A X
FrREELo2H ), EAEHPLEARRE D #EMICHmL T
WhHEEZOLND, TDO—JT, MIVTIZA X 7 D35EAF
LTW2 b DODORBER RSB, FA/MNERPS N
e EMRIRAAE 2SBAT L 72 IREEDS eV T % LRI T & %,

29 LM O ZBITROBERIZE > THE LD TH
59, Thbb, TFTAXFTINEIT LA E THREDE
RENFIR L CE T LT RAEHROMPEAT L LI 12
TolzZ &, WRITYH OREIE & PEbR3 2 R AR DL & 3%
BELAZZET, MATREFEL TR XY 7 HiET %
I ko722, BLXOKRKRE R Mo EEEOMAE
HoWETL LI o2k, FO—F TN CIEEIC
HDEREEZIITCREAEIEETCE W L, UEOE
HTHINANDERSE L 720THAH, LiL, MOk
R DIREEZ, B S (1964) 2 L7z A X5 7 hv%
HELIREBE IR > TWwWb, 5k, MNOMENA
VEAL T ARAWTHY, ZhaeBEldsZLids
BOBRETH 5,

2. HEREMIBAOEHICRIEFTTRE

Tl AL PR 2 5218 L C 7 SR ICHEBT B RS O B AR R
TR CHE, BEs D ITMNTEWEZ R L
2B, MTL 7FHR A4 XY F2IE L% L ORI
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L7z (B3 —BICAXFT I PEEL TS EBARDOE
FARIZESTE v (FiH, 1988 ; Nakashizuka, 1988).
L7250 T, VAP AXTr 2 REL TRITS 2 &7,
BAROEHICHBENICHELZEEZONDL, 2D
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