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1—1. HROER

TR S rERe BW, B, Bith, BifE, Hidpiik
KIFBAE R &) 2RI b7z ), ERERAEREOm L
WWRELSHGLTW5, &) DIFRREEEHES 2A0iEE
T, SRED SR A ST 2 LB, BiabEREZ HifE L C
B R (B JRUERZEAR) D i AS B L D D H T E 7z,
ZOERERIEHAEZED 3,4 (477ha) =5, EA»
DORBUE L B R OFTEE, AbilE 12 BT 5 HilscrBlo B2
LREREZ o TWwh, $72, ZOEMKIE, BHEEHL
JLiEE T, AROBERETH 2 [ B & RAEY O IG % 1
e aEe] 12z, AWIRENIEPI SRS S8 L CRE
RO BAOMERIZ S RE KHFG L, FM %8 L TR
Ao T D, L Laedss, BRI Ao B e = ftik
(B A, BEZHE, BHJECR v b7 &) 12T A M 7
720, TIPS B VI EERESEH S kv F FHE
ICESTBY, FHmEEEe T A MEOKEHIIMKK L L TR
I HIEICE T 5TV b, 20720, BAERDMEN D L
T OB R % &, BT E B ERR O BRI OV
Tt 0&H 5 15 RS HAPEETH ), B ~0E
WAEWERSELERO—DI2L %> T b, 3 LWBEMKD
WA, RENEARCEREAREOL LR D720, B
JEFR DB JRBG TR RN 5 & Y R RS E TN T
bo —, MAEICHELLZMEE LT, Z8%E (1, Fk)
(2 &2 KRHUBEL 2 BB EDHKRNTHRET L L1207
(B 2 1£20024F D HJR21%5, 20034F D HIH105, 20044E D
JAL875 12 & %85, 20044E D HEITOMKER L) b0
B, IR F S TR EARIC D S L TB Y, 20024ED
HR215 T, AL 7 o BhJRBR 2 AR K 7 B
(1500ha) 23584 L 720 §CIoili_7z X 912, BT EE 2
NBIIHEREZH- TV D 20, BIEMRTRAET AR EL,
HAZBI R B RO E L L TR S N ARETIE 2 L,
EEiA RS CBAL S BRICER LT 5o ABAIIZER
MAVRIERY 7o P & 7241208, RRE RO B R % 1
THMIEDDH Y | B ERRNZ BT 72 AR AT O B 3S Lh
FTHMENEE -T2,

1—2. BIFEOHWE
1—2—1. BRMOBERDREBHERRICET 5 EREFOH
£

FEEARE, FE& L TRE O TREEMIRRE ISR L, 1F
WONEZEMSE L@ E DD B, 1 E TRHEARR Bl
VB3 2 B EE) R R 22 K120 e igei, BUSEER (e g,
Raine and Stevenson, 1977 ; Perera, 1981), EFA#LEIHI (e. g..
Sturrock, 1969, 1972 : Wilson, 1987 ; Nord, 1991), %ifiis

Ia2b—33 2 (e g, Wilson, 1985; Wang and Takle, 1995a,
1995b, 1996) 7 &%z b7zo THDNT &7z, Z Dk

2 JockEsE o i (B EAR o ptkny) (ISR LTid, 2o
Mk & BRI O BAARDSEIH S L7z B 1516 L <1
BHNEEEE ORI DR DFAFHJEMIZ BN TIE, Bm %
ZefRE (DR O IER T E A 2 D6 1T, &I CH
R DT OFE) 2K o THHRRIRDES S, AR R/ NE
R R & Z2BRER o - IZAHBE 25 5 Z & 2sis ST
\» % (Heisler and Dewalle, 1988 ; Naegeli, 1946), 2 % 1),
2 RTehEE O BG JRFERE (3 LT, ZEBRERH3Bh MR A 2 BT
TLHMGIREL 2> T,

=77, RO BIRAR D X 5 12 3 RITTH1E O B Bt 3¢ 12 B
LTid, 9 L b ZBEIIHR 4 MR & (372> T,
Lindholm (1988) 513, JGAEAYZZRR=R % WL o) A R 2 38 H
TAHMEREZLTO L) IR L T b, (IR 2%
PIES DG, B X DMBRNATOIN LD, FIILH]
B RELGE L ERE/NSLGT 20, 2BERZ LI
T EIIREETH Do QPEFMZAERERIL, EROROEE
HEARLTBOT, EROZERERI D &F I8N %
Bo HIZLLEOIEIIAZ,  BhERKC IR R A3 A R 12
5.2 BB SN T 5H (Caborn, 1957 Naegeli, 1964;
Grunert et al., 1984), ZEB#RClIMaiE « IEfEICEICTE 2
W EOMENRD D, = 2T, 3WICHiEE A B AR
L, BREDROFHIIEEI KO ST b,

—F, FHROBFFRIICE LTI, HIRE R %
WINIEH L L) LT 28 S PHEN LB L 25T b,
B ARDRRIZDOWTIE, AKDFIERRICMA T, #h
FECEBRE (HROBETICL > Th 20 SN BHER/N
B~ GE) &, Bigie Lo NTHEEDIZR S g
WRIRIIRIR S WITFCE 2. Lo L, BiEHhokEL, BiE
Mt 22 SV EIRF B2 7280, RISITH AR R R
BB RAERIICEF S NS ICEE > T v, 414, B
EMROE NI T W OARIZIE, Ba AR
B 2% QBRI T — & BETH D, Lo LBIFERE
ELT, BRI B W CTERBIIBIN 2179 ik, Bl
ZRALEL L, ZOEOREIRIIC & o TEEHEE ) (281
PHEFE eVl BHEHEOE TRE R~ A F ALK
S %0 b k) i@z BT 5 FkE LTIE, B
HEHCIEETVIERYE S D, BT IVERIE, BFEAROMKGE
M 2 FHI A ICZAL S, L b IREE SR JAE S 1 7% i1
THIEDPURRTH Y, BRI LR 5121%, IFFIZ
BRI FEIEZEZEZONS,

MELZE DT HETIVEROEE LT, KEL<H
F5 &, KEFMAE LTHEZ WS ke 2RI S o
KA 2 HWLIHELEPDHY, TNETNOREDHE S Tw
% (Kind, 1986)c WEBIZIZBS 2 HEmHEHEIE, LIS T O
PEBETESE) (Saltation) ICX » Tifabiib, Lz ->TC, &



EWEBIITERENEREZE ) ZETNVALT 2121, B
R OWHEAEPFE SN TV DD, —DOEELHETH
HTH Do FFIZBERR T OFLERBED, TTIVOATr— )&
BEMUNDLONIEEETH L, KBOWEZET VR F L L
7eped, KA OFERBIEFN NS KT H I ENWEET
HDHH, EBEORFIZBIT S PEEE) O Y ELEFEAFELL L T
Wi\, BRBOKTOWE, RMTE LTHERNTFEHVS
BRI O WA E O b OITLEICHILTEZ 5%, R 0F
ERHEEETVICED) LIRS T 2FPRETH D, L
PLEDH, ZZRHRIIBITLETVERIE, TR AT
MEZFDRRESVFETHILTEBY (Strom et al.,

1962 ; Kind and Murray, 1982), JEHIZHR R ETH D &
Bbivd, #FEIATONIZEZLKLPIZBIT2RFICHET5ET
VERRIE, TOZ BT 50T, BHzET L
kit L CHARR I L 72928k (Tabler, 1980b) %, WK%
RiF & LTEEE L, 779 A ¥ — X% B 728l 928 (Anno,
1984b) S4TbIL T %, TNHDOBIFETIE, Zhzhii7a
Fy AT EETVOBEROBRE R THESEMEAITR ST

LA, WIEIE TV - N U/l U, g LIZFIE IR,

WA, REESERT) %ﬁ%&xﬁﬁk%/{ L Ea
FETFTIVE T MY A T ORI Z B L 72 IE WD D
bo TORLDLZOOHBSEME, %@%&@ﬁﬁénf
(Iversen, 1984), ZNZN DML ORFA IR SN2,

—, BEEMICBEL T, SN TE T IVERR
L, ETFIVORBNE BT 57200807 -4 b3k
AERBTLRCOPBIRTH 5. 5%, BiEHROBERHR
RO PICT D720, ETIVEBROBEEICH T 5 e
WUETH 5,

1—2-2 BAMORRE (A
%z

A, KEE, KRR 7 B ER S L5 RBUBL 720 L
(disturbance) 1%, BRI DAY BB EICE (L 725
L, MEFEIZE D72 TEBRICEEEZ S 2 5 (White,
1979 ; Fosteretal, 1998), F72, AMAELX HIE L7125
MTIE, #ELC X 2 FISRFENEE T ER L, FEEBREC
bRELEELD-T, 20D, T L) BRSO
HHr Loz, EOL) BHEEDHFEMIHEELZITRTVH
ZRMOTHE I L, BEBBEMORMIEICEL T, K&
BREBDPD D,

TS X M EICHT 2 INE TOWFETIX, #HEL
TR AR A X, EARDOBIRN 2 EORIRIZ DOV THET A
b CTE& 7, BRI OWTIE, BEEBEOFERLTADT]
SELABL EICL T, ENTNOBEMTD o & DHE

k) ICEEY BEEEDH

TR T WA 5 222 E T B (8 213, Veblen et al.,

2001 ; Peterson etal., 2004). AT A XIZB L Tl FFtk
RRERT A VAR A X EBEFRIIT) =T 2MEEH Y,
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AXDORERIURIEFEREZZ TR T EGA
1983 ; Glitzenstein and Harcombe, 1988 ; Forster and Boose,
1992 ¢ BA - @, 1992) R A X0 ARDPHE R
ZAF R T WIS (Boe, 1965; Putz and Sharitz, 1991; Perterson
and Pickett , 1991) 7% &, #WERAEOER (RH, TR
HIEZ, MOoORERE) 12X TEVDYDH L, VARDIEZIRIZ
BILTlE, —RmiIIRE (Bhe MmEEeE) 2RE w7
Al ﬂivﬁ EZFReTVwEEZLNTBY, ZORE
K OREA AT 2K 21008 356 (Wang et
al., 1998; Lekes and Dandul, 2000) %°90& 3~ % 334 (Navratil,

1995) &, TNENMIORGR SN, THEEN, S
X0 TEVWDALINS,

FOREICH L TlE, FesETIE385H 05655 & ZRI

EEIZHT AWM BANATONG L) IX ko 72, FDED
Yy, WHER R E 2% 2B AMAEED FiixiHo T b A
FRAHLT, TNFE TITESFIRPUEICE LT, SEEO
i (BRH - A, 1984a, 1984b) WKL OMGE 7 &A% T
DNTWD, TTHIURDEEFEIMEL/RITIHEEL LT
TERI (e s 2ERThHH I LEAVREN, HE
72T Tid e CHREETIE SN TV S (Merkel, 1975;
Gill, 1974 Cremer et al., 1983). A FHDME, TEIKILAT0
LD REVHARRMG THENS C, REERLE EEED
FHET D L ZOIRIL) X708 B %2 7% 55 (21l - 11,
1963 ; =iff, 1977 fidk 5, 1983), Z D OWSE THiEH
HWVITFERIE 2 S o TEFEORFIZIRIE SR 2 5 7%
& —EOEERTIRETE RV ERESNITWD (F
B 1979 IS, 1982 ; Cremer et al., 1982), —J7, #K
WL DHE (FKE) oiffgeid, PEERBICET 235 GF
PO, 1989 ; #4066, 1990 : /Mg, 1990 5 SEH &, 1991 ;5 4
- =, 1992a; #85, 1994 5 Bk, 20017 &) 30T
HE LIIRILICE L Co#t b0 CTh 5 (KIE S, 1990) o
FEE S FOKE QBRI 2 LT £ 7210k E ) NI ME
T 2B B L o THET 720, TN A=A L
ERCTH Y, MKEIHS L THIRES P 2 7R3k
EblEZHND,

DB X9z, BIRIIIEE B L UFREITHN S 5RO
4&?&‘]$’Eﬂ<’9“?a’l‘?& 7o T DS, BRI E T B
PEMR TR 2728, BREISIRIC I Mt % 2 L iR
WET S 2 LB H %o

WAETIE, Iy -9 -DRFEILY, EE=OT—5
AR ET YIRS B 5 L ﬁz% LI hots Th
W2 & o THETUNCT 5 E TV ORFERLZRFENT & 75512
TTbsd L)Y, HbkbEE (BB, Min, AEEE
T &) BRI WIS &L BE L OBLRDS,
RARMICEIT 5 2 LD HEL 7% o> T & 72 (Jalkanen and
Mattila, 2000 ; Scott and Michell, 2005). [ B 5 - FRAE
HOMEA S A TS, M2 B L 72 EFHE T VO

(Dunn et al.,
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FSEREIREAT 3O THHAZSIHTH ), BEARTR 2D
DERNDODOH 5o

1—-3. K@RXDOENERBR

ARG TIE, BB DB JRR T 2 2 Em IR L, &%
MO RERAIBERE D W EESEHE & AE - ToRE 2 T 5 Akl
fEEAf oM EICES 5720, HHRE[RBL (6, FXK) H
OHMEERZHNT 22 L2 HWE T 2. KWONEIZX, £

[ A : B & RBBLR O AER % A7 J

K BB S eI B B AR \

~

25 BT 7 VAR R
PR DET L&AV BRAERETT- T, B

BARORIE & BERE & OB % BT,

L

2. AEEFEBICET LR \\\

~
HE5E HRICL HAEOEREAT & T

EROBET—F00b, HEEZREZMAL, #E

4% BEHOHFTHRICET BB L ETL
B 28R

A AR O B IR R OBEE & 18 AR O BiE.

A\ FREFARMR. Yy,
3 WSO R T PR O R 57 OB & N
EeE BRE (FK) OERMFT
AR A ER LT, RIAEROMES R
B 7= Y HITB A RAKEOERE BT,
FHELEBID, BRKOWE L FRHE L OB > <
\{}“%ﬁgﬁﬂu / B 7E TKRE LTS L OMR
HEEMOBE L 4 sBABRLOR,
K. _/

1l

# 8 % B LREMEICET B Rk

HEETALERVT, @ (B, Rk L

y

ﬂ&ﬂs%iﬁﬁn

_/

!

HOE FEm

BoENLEBEORRLMEZT, HEANRLFAMELEE LR OBIELRT,

Fig.1— 1. Outline of this study.
BRIl

BV R R B SR (i, FK) ICHITTHE (552 ~ 4 )
ERGHEDHEMIC AT THE (5 ~8%) D205
M sz (Figl—1)o 2T, E7IVIHERZ 1T
> TR AR OB EEI R 7 il L, BiJakh R & Mt o B
FREH LM L7z, 3ETIE, FICEIMENAZ SR L, 22
HECHONIHEERE Lz, £ 4TTIE, SRS
ROREN VTR ETVEROG A HET L, 2O
PERHSPIZ L. F53mTIE, BEIC L B HMEEDERK
FEFT 2 ATV, BETFIEF V2R L. F6 7T, Mk
V2 &2 I E QBRI 21T\, BEERF ORGSR & HE
DR A ST L7z, 8 78T, dbifpE o 3 S
D—DTH 2N T~V NTHROEIRBEEORRIZ T T, #

TREEOWE € B 2 ko720, HEETIE, HFIIHT 571
ETNVEMEL, VAROEIE L WAMEOWE £ B8 2 %o 7.
BOETIIE2HENLBEIHOMREIE 2, PIARIREZR
RIIFIEL, GRE 2 ZTI OB EMROLZIR L7,

$ 23 PR E 7OV Al L5k

2—1. FL®HIC

2 WICTHEE OB JEMERC BT R A v b &, 2B (b 5\ I3E
PAze= 1 —Z2B=) 12X o C, BiGR (RAH /NG, B
JEEPH 7 &) HVERMICFHMITE 20 LA L, 3RICHET



& BB R TIZ, ZERRER7ZT TIIBH AR R & 255 |5l C© &
Ve TAUE, SRICHEE DB EARTIE, 22D I3
B DMV IR DS RGN R\ B 2 A & L TRIEL T
BY, TNThOENEPRE L OBRPREIN L LT
BB EINTER LT B, BJRFR OB RE)H O ST 2 15 %
HHAAD 5 7201210%, PR O E & 2O EME L OB
RSN L, B fHMliTEEI KO 5N TWwa,

Z 2T, ARETIIP RO & B RS ROBERE B 5 2
295 L &b, 2RISR b B B R R O FHMm TR & ARad
L7

2—-2. ik
2—2—1. &EBIZOWVT

FERIEH L 72880E, WIRO SRR (%5 2 10.5cm,
Tgd.5cm, FFE1.5em) &7z, Z OSHEEBEANL, B
BT TR > TOT, EY LR L) ISBRERE b
Whbo 7272 UESHEIEINTEST, BIHYT 24008
WCEHFESE N TV AIEIL > TV, 1 RPHOEMF
13, M135em’ TH b, Z ORI S EEESEIZ b7 o T
WIN R OFEE Y ) I , 1ARPE OFEHFEH96em”, 70em’
ORI ZER L, ERRROR R 55T 3HEOMR 4~ HE L7z
(Fig.2— 1) BRI IZ, s 3FTEHOMBR % Bl % 12w
T, ZNZNHNIRIC 1 HB L O3 FNIAERT, BRRTE 25
o 72EMUZEE L7z SEARMIEIZHIM, B & b45eme L,
B9 AR OBIRIZH L T b L2 > T, HFiREIE
1 50 %54134.5ecm, 351 D¥41313.5cm T 5 (Table.2— 1),
Wits 2 D b O DB IR B L LAD (Leaf Area Density,
m*/m*) 12 & o TEBIL 720 FHEIEKLAL (Leaf Area Index,
m*/m?) \ZHEAMRERE 720, 20 LZ2ITFETES 2 MO
MEMETH NG, TOBEZEETH VRS S &, B2
L7200 OFERBSPIIMIIEBTE 2, COEPT DS
LADTH %,

middle

sparse dense

Fig.2— 1. The model of conifer.
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S OFEBRTIIFB O T % 58 LT, LAIZ SRR (B
E—AE TR CHElo 22l E 7z B OLANZ W
1267, 47, 34THh b, ZEFTIZ, JbilEOZEHIH#H 1247
B9 %3 —0 v/ by e BhEbR 4 T (B 11~20m, A
35~504F, #hm IE30mAl £, 37 K% EE1200~15004/ha) T,
FEBIZHE LZLANZ 2 205 A ETH - 720 —IRICTERIT,
W DA FH B 2 S BHEASHEE S 2 £ TR 2. £
DB BWTIE, W ORERE DTS I ELAIDBNE
Fuv (Long, 1992) o BiEADOLAIOFRME S, Frifh & HiHkHE
FEIZk > TZALL, ZOZLIZHET A THid L Ebh b
A, BEOLANIEIHEORBNICH L LEZ 5N,

L2 LLADICIES 3 % &, EBOPEM2S 1 ~10 "FED
HFICH 5 LM S LR L, BEICIE% - - B, Z
nenrad, 522, 37.8 (L, EEMWICEERRES O &I
W28, B, BEMERZ LT 5) LWL, EED
Mo &0 & A2z ) ERBE R EILHNETH S (Table2— 1)
SAOEBEOHBASTNIE, LAIOME L Y L LADDE % Bl
EOPEMRDENZ L DT HRETH o720 d Ltk L
L, 3ROSR 232 5 W Cd o 720 FERE
DLAD % FEREDLADIZT DT 5 &, BRIROBHEA ¢
Mo TLE, BAROMFEROIVIEZ R TR WIKEIZ 2
STLEIDNSTH D, HEOBAROIE, HOIimIHh
LCwh720, BRIARSYHEL TR WHIFIOLADDE T b
IIERRDO 2 L TE B, FHRIZREOmRAIK L, JEFICE
RHUERTHDL EEZ, SHEHLEEITIE, LADDEE
F#ER DAL R T % R DO HFRIIN D 720

2—2-2. BAEBRICOVWT

JEGIE, WrEAE0.5 X 0.5m. FERNE 8mD 7 v F 7 v Al
TUEGR - (L R AR ZERT) 2 L v b, o
OME (BEEEEMER, KANOMAXKL) (X, KFEH O &
i 157 3 OO/ 7= A = Qe 1=y 11 Sl = N - O 7 N /A Y

Table.2 — 1. The structure of model shelterbelts.

LAD Width (cm) The number of rows

% 3 %l (dense 3 rows) 74.4 13.5 3
% 1 %1 (dense 1 row) 74.4 45 1
3 %1 (middle 3 rows) 52.2 135 3
W1 %1 (middle 1 row) 52.2 45 1
B 3 %] (sparse 3 rows) 37.8 13.5 3
B 1 %1 (sparse 1 row) 37.8 4.5 1
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1, 3, 5, 12em®Di5&C, AKPEIFIANIIIMGS % 2 12/ 1S
8h (h:AEElDE X) BEAL/- A7 & JE T 20h E TORE Tl
B L7z BMlGE S o EE IR, 100HZz TLOR B HEIE L 72
DEFH L7z EBIHO AR OAFEGE GEEE 1em) &
3m/isTH D,

2—2-3 BWELOMICEBEEREDHEEICOWVT

BRIEER D HiiE, BHoOB L BN THR L72ETH
BysZeizdy, —Hic7ao by 17 (HR) €7
(B L oxinid, LA 2 VABO—E % b > THELE &
HEIN5b,

Re=(UL/v),=(UL/v), oo (2-1)
(P: 7B ¥ A7, m:EFI, U FEAE L:RAFES
v P ERRAEAR )

LoL, REBEOLHI270 by 17 LETIVO5TEk
MRS LS, ISR E 150 (L.L,) &L, 7
0 by A TOEE (U) % 6m/se T 5 &, EFVOEGE (U,)
13300m/s &> TLE Do L7zA o T, BRIEERIZBWTIE
LA WVAEO—H LW TH 5, — 7, BIFARR
MAERT ZEDRWVEFRITIE, LA IV AHOEEIIHR D
ThRwEwIHELH Y (R, 1952), LA J IV AEKD—
UL PR EFNT 5 HESEEND,

LA VA EFMLHBENE LT, BLF LA 2 VA
DHREEN TS (44,1958),

R=144log(h/z,) oo (2-2)
CORIZENUL, BLF LA VABO—FIE, KFEESh (B
) EMEZoE T Ny A T EETIVEITEDbEIUL,
MR RS L LTWwa, $hbb, kziis
1, EEEF LA IV AES—ET B,

(h/ZO)p:(h/ZO)m ......... (2-13)

COFERTIE, HIRNEEOMEZmZ5.0x10 'm, RO
7 Eh,130.105m, B OB EhIE15mTH 5. B TIIEY O
FHINZ Lo Tzl 38T 5, MET LMW EL T2 L, Z
0p130.007~0.02m (Stull, 1999) T, Tho5Dfizx (2 - 2)
RIAT B L, ENENELT LA )V AR AN TR
47.8, B TIFA1A~48L V) #E R % o 720 BT A H B
IR L TEALT 27280, KoM OEFER TIEHI o
LT LA 7V AT FERMEIZ T, R EFER TR
RNENMEE 72 BAS, EBREIZEE L 2B ORL LA /L
ZHOHPIZDH 5,

BEEICHLT LA 2V A s L) L3, e L
7BV O FEREIZIG UC, ZOREERE B b
BIFIUE R b L LA S, RIEFTIIME L -84t
DELT- VA 7 )V A OHBAIZ FEBRAE D H 5 = LS, AL
ANERITm- L Cnb e EZ S,

Fe bk & WAL o HGHE O KIS B AR IE, RRIZ X o TR 72
(Nemoto, 1961) o

U, U, =L, /L))" e (2-4)

L./ L,=0.105/15=0.007Cd 1), JAi DO 1CEEE 3 m/s % (LA
T 5 L BHHOBHEIZIS Tm/sTH 5o ZNIIEE L 2B
JAAS TR THAH I L 2FRLTBY ., FAFEERETOR
ML L CHEEEDOH L LD LEZ LMD,

DX HITAERIL, (2 - 2) RO ZE IZIFH L
(2 - 4) XDOESN-BHLOBGENZ Y RETHLIEDD,
BB R A EEMIIRHN THR L T2 0 EEZ L,

23 #R

B AR D B J SR, AR/ N EGE (UL, Uo), AR
JEGHEORA S OfiEE (X.), PR (d) 1235 H L i
5T 5, BEEEICOWTIE, HREGEAT0% LU IZ %
LRVINY — U o72DT, T2 TIE80% LT D#iE % B
JRHEIFAS0 & EFT Ho AL T, YLD 3 D0 mIciER L
THERZRRD, BREEICHY T 5 &% 3eme SemllB
FARERIZIE, KREPRONL o779, Fig2—-2, 3, 4
THEEE Lem (BF) LEESem (BHEREE) ICB) 2455
DHERTo F72, EE2emlE, Bk dEnco,
LR RIS N5 72D TEMET %, Fig2— 2134
W5 =512 BV B AKCE A O JEAE A5 T, i — 3 L
OJFGEZ L LTI R E & ), AEENI I 2 S O
e (B (h) OfFEE) 2 &> Th o BEMOEE (B
<A F M) TIE, MR THhOENIRGEIEL 2D,
T (BEHh T T M) TIRIRWHEIFRIZ 7z o TR 2% R
BB NIz WHIES & b UL U DR/MEILH 351 (5%
JEAHE T 3HIOEMR) OIS, Un/ U DIAMIZE 1 50
MAFIZA SNz WERE 1Lem, 5 emDIEIZ, U DfR/MEIXZ
NZEN37.6%, 124% T, U,/ Uy D AHIE81.4%, 72.5 %L
%o Tz BONFEIE, BRI AT A 2 BE S 234
BV, FAEIINE SR oTRE I LD h b,

LADE U, Uy DERIZ, LADAE L % 5 £ UL Uk aff
FINZ/INE L 72 20558 575, W CLAD T b ARaiiaAs i v i
DU U/ NEWEE o7z —F, WEIRE U UeD
BRI, MRAIEASE %2 % L UL Ul &I/ S % B 1H
233 5 7%, [/ EMAFIETHLADIZ £ 5 TUL Ul ZEE D D
-7z (Fig2— 3a).

Xuld, AREBRTIZMER 1 cmTIE35~ S hDHIPH THHED
AL, LADDVH O L ZICKEL R BT H 2555, FH L
LADTHOMHIRIZ L > T, ZOMEIZEEDLNH - 720 WERS
emTlE, Xuld 0 ~15hDHEHNOEEIZIEE D, (ZF—ED
& 7% o720 SRS, X L LADB X OMmiEO M 121, B
W5 722 BIARTE DS A 5 e 2o 72 (Fig2— 3b)o

dsoix, 3% (IE : 135em. LAD : 52.2) D& &ll5E
EEEORKICRY, ZFOMEILEEAMRIEIZI9h, 200k 1
(RGEDIEANE <, BT 20h Ml FIs A T, ke LT
A HGHIX80% AT ) Tdh - 72 (Fig2— 3¢)o dSODHR/IMEIL,



ZrlE e BB 1) (1§ : 4.5cm. LAD © 37.7) O¥EIZALN,
ZOMIEEE 1 em TR /ANRAEHI80% DT I 7% 5 72 2
572728 07T, EHES5emTIE3he %

d801%, LADDSH DEEIZAKIZ R A28, [A CLADT b k4
MR & o TSI D - 720 dB0IE, MRARIED )L 72 % &K E L
7 HEINIZdH B A, LADIC X » THEEDDH - 72, d80L LAD

2726

measurement height lcm
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20
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Fig.2 — 2a,b. The horizontal relative wind speed distribution.
— @ —, dense 1 row; —H—, dense 3 rows;
—A— middle 1 row; —A—, middle 3 rows

Ao SE BT TE S Nod6

BLOKHEROBIZIE, B Z2ERESHAS N o7z
(Fig2—- 3¢)o
SR, DR OBELERTF L L OREITRSCLADIE, B
RN ERIZTRFTHELEFTZHD, EELPLEOR
FER RGN A2 25 LT B O I EIETIE vy
HEMEEE LR MAGDEfREE LT, #aiE (W)

100
a A
75 | O A
g © A
o
S w0 b 4 , O
o . A
25
o
0
10
b A
7.5
—_ A A A
£
E 9
P>
A
25
) O
o
~ O o
0 9
20 "y
c é
15 | A
~ A
§ 10 | o A
© O
s | O
O
0 A
20 40 60 80
LAD(m2/m3)

Fig.2 — 3a,b,c. The relationship between shelter effect and LAD.
Height 1em: &, Width4.5cm; & Width13.5cm
Height Scm: O, Width4.5cm;@,Width13.5cm
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Fig.2 — 4a,b,c. The relationship between shelter effect and W - LAD.

@, Height 1cm; 2, Height 5cm

LIEMEHE (LAD) 25 bE72W-LAD (m’/m*) 2% 2
5N b, RERIZBIFTHW-LADE U, U, D MR % Fig2— 4
alZlR T o W LADDED K 72 5 &, U Uold i Lk
FRYEAI A B 72

WICW-LAD & X, OB % RT (Fig2— 4b)o B FELTF
W= 2 HEEE L emZ RV T, X, EW-LADIZ 2 b 5
FURT—EOMHEE R L7z WEEE 1 emlZ BT 2 X3, W5
B 3em, 5 emlZHRTEERWITH WVEZ R L2, ZOES
IZBWTIE, W-LADAL7D & X3 f/ME3hZERL, W-
LAD2.3LL ETlEX,E 6 ~7.7hDFEPH T, (FIFRHT VO E%
RL7z0

d80iZ. W-LADDHAfIE & L I2 k&< 4, d80&W-LAD
ORI, BOBEREDS A S (Fig2— 4c¢)o

Permeability (%6)

2—4, EBER

MR LADIE, B RO B SR T-Th D, Bhass
P (Un/Us, Xa, d80) &PBIRT 2 FALL Lo S HEN
ENbe LaL, WUMG (A CEEIEHE) T BEMESE
() 12X 2 TU/URdBOIZZEALT 5 Z & H 5, HERIFHE
(LAD) RHkiIE (W) % EGso i O R 2 R igfE & L ¢,
MA WO TREAREETHLEEZONDL, — ), W
LADZERE & L7286, U,/ Uy Rd80IZ D\ Tl BIR A5
b7z,

&2 AT, PLEIZIR A7z ) W LAD B AR O B JaURe 1 &
IR L TV AN b Ao 7oA, W-LAD 122515/
F—RMAZZIR L THWBEDTHS ) Do

MR A L 72U, Mor & /a3 2 B, HidEemks &
WHEB) T AN F— 2 EDONTEAT 5. LADDV/MS TS
JEUaEE LR L, K& T AUEmEE Lz v WUz &
S5 TlE, HEE)Z AN F -2 EbNDZEHORESITHL TS &
EZONA, L7zD->T, W-LAD &, 22X %ER %
5% HIEMH OEEER E R L ZIBIRZ L E R 200 L
2\,

22T, BRI BT B HEE ¢ 2RI L72Ato T
KO TH7z0

o= .[OhUa(z)dz/J.ohUb(z)dz --------- (2-5)

BHmE%zZEL, Ua (2),Ub (z) EZNENET B L OE L
Mg < OFEE T O A3 % 7R T Fig2— 512 LU,
G IIW-LAD OHEANZ & b 7o THA L, ORI
N> TWAZ ENMEEIND (Fig2—-5)c L7205 TW:-
LAD (&, ZEMRBEE L REHEDEMETH 205, 2E5)1%
BN IFaB R I BIAR L 72 & S RS RE T H 5 6

100
o\\.\ Y =100exp(-0.056.X )
80 :
r=0.94
60 =
40 : '

W-LAD

Fig.2 — 5. The relationship between permeability (¢ ) and W - LAD.



W3 HREO R o 72 B b 0 JiE 5 A O B
3—1. FLBIC

ARIFETIL, 55 2T Tl o 72T € 7OV FEBR DK % MG L

Bhjatk R i & RN ROBIFRZ B S22 b 720, AR
Ho | AL 9 % B EAR LS 35 v CRGE S A 2 08 L 7z

3-2. ik
3—2—1. BEMKOBE
BUANS T I BL G o B B DA S (R R <2
BIARZ: &) A & 55 L7z WHFEx S o B Rk O35
B 5 ~12m, MAFIEIE 5 ~50mTd %o WFZER G PiJa
ML, OFETICVE L, FLomBIEFETSH 5, #ll
1¥Table.3 -1, 212/~ L 720
(1) A MEL, D1, ED1 (3EMH) B X UD2 FrgEs) &
AR QAL ALE L, KEICHEN TS, A+
E1l (Fig3—1) &D1 (Fig3—2) &, #fyoa—nay
/XN (Picea abies) & X F %€ (Fraxinus mandshurica

Fig.3 — 1. View from the SSW of the multiple rows of spruces at
field site E1.

Fig.3— 3. View from the SSW of the multiple rows of spruces,
pines and birches at field site EDI.

JeiEE RSB FE S Nod6

var. japonica) 5 ENENRER SN TW%, 4 FED1
(Fig.3— 3) &, HEFN D> T 71 > 7N (Betula platyphylla var.
Jjaponica Hara), A h T —7"< (Pinus strobus), = —11
NPT EROEREIN, ZTNENOBFIE 1 3 Ok
DR HOTWDH, FFREEE, A E25 ST 2N,
AbO—=7<y, =0y /NbTLDIETH S, Y1 b
D2 (Fig3—4) &, KBUBHEMOHF TS - & AT
ML, 25DY T H I NAh SRR EN TV S,

(2) A MED2 (FTHIH) &4 D3 (HEIRED) &, A%
FEORRERIAE L, REmE KIICHEFN TV, W
1 FED2 (Fig3—5) &, HEFIOTFH T —1y
NPT RO EIN, ZNENOBRIIHTIEDF5 0
g% O TV 5D, MFRECE L, B EW»S T 9 2oN,
-y /XbTEDIETHS, 1 D3 (Figd—6) I,
BEINDY 5 RO TR EN TS,

(38) A FE2 (Fmih) &, AFFHOMITICAE LK

W EN, BEHOA MO0 —T7< Y OATHER SN T
% (Fig3— 7). MiifIEIZ, & - & BIE<50mTH 5o

Fig.3—2. View from the SSW of the multiple rows of ashes at
field site D1.

[ HEEREERAANRNNY

Fig.3—4. View from the SSW of the double rows of birches at

field site D2.
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Fig.3—5. View from the S of the multiple rows of spruces and
birches at field site ED2.

Fig.3—7. View from the S of the multiple rows of pines at field
site E2.

3—2-2 HHEIFE

B JEUPR D BE & T 1A T 2 FIANC I T 1 > &3k, BE)
BUANC X 2 J8 3 A OWE 21T o 720 BT A i3 -21
~—8h (MI#E, ~AF 2P EEET) 25, JATF10~
15hE TOHPZFIE L7z JRA RGO MI7E 121 3 FRRGE R
(Makino AC750) & JEIA] 51 (Yokogawa A —802) % >, &
E55m?D 2 ROBHIAR — VIZ[HEE L7 (Figd— 8)o KllE
HOTIE, 1050 Pl 2308k L 7.

3—2—3. AADHE

B R DB % s b9 5 72012, B 2RI D
> CAdZ JH\372, Ad (Total Area Density, m”/m®) |3 HA7 (A%
Eidp 7 ) OMBEEHERE LR L (BB 2|, B
FUAHG T 2 H 505 % WO DT ELADE F72,),
AL SEHFESEELAT (Total Area Index,m/m?) #HiER (H -
BFE) CThisZIETROLNE, AllL, &Y 1 PTHK
oW Lz & RE % Steege(1993) H3FAZE L 72 I (S SEHT
V7 NEFMHL ROz, £ 4 PDOAd% Table.3— 212777,

12

at field site D3.

Fig.3—6. View from the SSE of the multiple rows of birches

04-0.5h

5.5m A0 2

wind vane (Yokogawa A-802)
lightweight cup
/ anemometer(Makino AC750)

data—logger

4

E—

Fig.3 — 8. The arrangement of the instrument.
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33 RREBE

B JRED A DT ORI, AR &/ANEEU,, U, AR R
ANEGE O BT MR AR A © O BREEX., BiREIFIdO 3 SICER L
Tikm DL, TITUNEL, bol bl hoaEHE«RL,
Unld s/ NEGE % 223, BiRGEIPIAIE, & E s O RG#H AU, D
70% % THIE L 72RO & EHRT 20 2 ORFOFSREEH 2
FE12d70& 523 KMl E 5 (lower:0.1 —0.2h, upper:0.4 —
0.5h) 2B BT RAE S A1k, H Tl IcE s %
ZoNT, FRRpZiE L, B HTIERE <RURS A
B, TRTOFA P THALNZ (Fig3— 9ab)o

JeiEE RSB FE S Nod6

3—3—1. AdEMTEABIAMRICKIFTHE

W52 5 20.1 — 0.2h 35 & 1°0.4 — 05012 45 13 % s 5 /0 Lk
U,/ Ugld, Z12EN14~681, 20.8~66.2% & 7 > 72 (Fig.3
—10a,b)o U,/ UolZAdDHEIE & b 12343 2 10 2 /8§
2, A MD21E, FoMEM»SIETNZ, A1 I D21, M
XFHIIZAd (0.58) 12D D5 UL Uy DEIEKE <,
AR RN E L 2o TWD, 2RI, Y4 FD 2 OMAFIE
PIEFIIA 720, AdATE L &b, BB E 720
IZZe RN RPN S Vo TH D EEZ BN D,

A IEW & AR 5 NEGE UL, U OBIAR T, WSS 2

5 120 —
- —0—D1
3 —/——D1(leafless)
) — @ -EDI
3 —x—D2
L —O—ED2
o 60 —a—D3
2 —5—E2
2

o
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)

©

2

0
-20 -10 0 10 20

Distance from shelterbelt (h)

Fig.3 —9a. Horizontal profiles of wind speed for different structures of shelterbelt at
7=0.1~0.2h.Z is vertical coordinate axis upward.
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S —o0—B
~ A O I——=00 « —/—— B(leafless)
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) | —A—F
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2 r XX ,
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)
)
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Distance from shelterbelt (h)

Fig.3 — 9b. Horizontal profiles of wind speed for different structures of shelterbelt
at Z=0.4~0.5h.Z is vertical coordinate axis upward.
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Fig.3 — 10a,b. Relative wind speed U./U, for the eight shelterbelts.
Plotted in terms of Ad. The site symbols are defined
in Table.3—1. Subscripts +,—and * refer to
upper,lower measurement positions and leafless
period respectively
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Fig.3—12a,b. The distance of the minimum wind speed X.. for the
eight shelterbelts.Plotted in terms of Ad. The site
symbols are defined in Table.3— 1. Subscripts +, —
and * refer to upper,Jower measurement positions
and leafless period respectively
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Fig.3—11a,b. Relative wind speed U./U, for the eight shelterbelts.
Plotted in terms of W. The site symbols are defined
in Table.3—1. Subscripts +,—and 3% refer to
upper,lower measurement positions and leafless
period respectively
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Fig.3—13a,b. The distance of the minimum wind speed X.. for the

eight shelterbelts.Plotted in terms of W. The site
symbols are defined in Table.3—1. Subscripts +, —
and * refer to upper,Jower measurement positions
and leafless period respectively
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Fig.3—14a,b. The shelter distance d70 for the eight shelterbelts.
Plotted in terms of Ad. The site symbols are defined
in Table.3— 1. Subscripts +, —and 3 refer to upper,
lower measurement positions and leafless period
respectively.

LU UEBA T 2 Z R L7225, EEMOF A D1 O
U,/ U DI Z oM & ) QS 2 I2m W EE R L7z (Fig3
—1lab)o FEMHOY A FD 11, EWEWHEIETH 5 12
HbEDLLT, ok bAd (0.09) 2MEV7-DUL. U DIED

{Teofz GEENK) LEZONL, IS ORI,
AdDH, b L IIWDO KT, Mxt/NEG#HU,, U, & LT
W22 EDPWETHLZ EERIELTV5S,

AT S /N R G O BT A2 S O FEEX. & AdD IR % Fig.3
—12a,bl27R T o XaO/MELE, WIS EE0.1—0.2h, 0.4—0.5h
DMELZ, 0.72h (Ad=0.4), 0.42h (0.32) T, X.DHwAMEIZH
HEE L £5.2h (0.09) TH 5. HIEHEENRL L 5 DO
MAFIZ BT 5 ILEGER (Naegeli, 1946) Tix, b o & HHE
DOEBVEBEMIZBNT, X3 o & /NS R LRFBERIIRE
NTw5b, £/, BFAMHIET 2 J00H I8 TlE, ZEBias oy
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Fig.3—15a,b. The shelter distance d70 for the eight shelterbelts.
Plotted in terms of W. The site symbols are defined in
Table.3 — 1. Subscripts +,—and * refer to upper,
lower measurement positions and leafless period
respectively.

Iz E 7% > TXa bW 2 EMA 7R N TS (Raine and
Stevenson, 1977)c L2 L7235, AKiERIZBWTIZAdE DM
BEZAR SN Do T2 X WOBMRIZOWTIE, WO
128 b 7% o TXald A3 2 1IN 555 (Fig3—13a,b), [F
UM IEW T 3 X OB E VA A S IE % &, B2 BR N
WEAOLNT o7z, TOFERIL, Wangs (1996) 12 X % FHs
W & BRI 28l I 2 L — 3 3 Y OFF I, B
I —3 % A7z,

By A PHA70 00 e /M LE, 58 & EE MW IHIC2.7h,  2.6h,
T RAMEIZ10.9h, 14h& 72 572, d70& Ad (Fig.3—14ab) B &
O'W (Fig.3—15a,b) ORIZIE, W2 BIFRMEIZA ST, Ad
B LW TP RSP OFHGEE & L CER#ETH S 2
EDTRIEBE T,
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100

W-Ad
Relative wind speed U./U, for the eight shelterbelts.
Plotted in terms of W-Ad. The site symbols are
defined in Table.3 — 1. Subscripts +, —and * refer to
upper, lower measurement positions and leafless
period respectively.
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r=0.85
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The shelter distance d70 for the eight shelterbelts.
Plotted in terms of W-Ad. The site symbols are
defined in Table.3 — 1. Subscripts +, —and * refer to
upper,lower measurement.
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Fig.3 — 17a,b. The distance of the minimum wind speed X, for the
eight shelterbelts.Plotted in terms of W-Ad. The
site symbols are defined in Table.3 — 1. Subscripts +,
—and %
positions and leafless period respectively.

refer to upperlower measurement

3—3—-2 W-AdEBESEDREE

W-AdZ AT IRW & R TR EEAdDIR L EFe L, LIT,
FiJR AR & OBIFRIZ D W TR B, &l R E 2BV TU
S Ug EW-AdD I IEAH B 2 BB (P<0.01) A3A& 541,
W-AdE & D I2U, U ldik A3 5 EHm25R S (Fig3—
16a,b)

U,, |Uy (%)==27.652In(W + 4d)+98.313 r=097 (lowes

......... (3 -1 )
U, [Ug(%)=-23.542In(W - Ad)+91.635 r=0.95 (upper)
......... (3 ) )

Xn & W-AAD[E T, W-AdDEEINT 5 & XTI A 5
AAS R S, W% E01 —02h T U A & 7 A B B 4R A8
(P<0.05) #5017 (Fig3—17ab)o

X, (h)=—1.72In(W + Ad)+7.0988  r=0.78

(lowen
(3-3)
WEOZEIZB W Tix (Rain and Stevenson,1977; Wang and
Takle, 1995b), X..& Jo Y 22 BR =8 R0 b MW O B AR TE A3 Fa i
ENTIEVEHDD, XuDTFRAHEZ L~V TORERIEIH
LTV REHHITH S N2/RIE, W-AdAX.OFHI



FREEICRD ) B2 LERL TV EEZLNS,

d70E W-AdDORETIX, W-AdDBENIZ & & 7 > TA70 D B0
BN A S 7z (Fig.3—18ab) . MIEREE04—0.5hTIE,
d70& W+ AdDMIZIEFE 2 AHBI MR (P<0.05) 23AW7Z &M,
(3-4) XN

d70(h)=34778In(W » Ad)—0.0841 =085

(upper)
(3-4)
W-AdDBEANZ & b 7 > TA70% BEN§ 2 @) % MEE$ 5
728, MAFIE600m (21.4h) (2815 2 B H: (Wang and Takle,
1996) # &3 5 &, d701Z26h T - 725 W-Ad% Table.3 -
2 DT B L 24~2400FHICINE 5 L EZ HNHDT,

W-AdDIEANZ & & 72 > TA70 D B3 A EIIEEE DO 7 —

FEb—HT b,

WA BETHR ORISR S 5 B & E LA,
LB

4—1. (FUSIC

P tkofias L, Bigiie L1 2 & w2 720,
KRIZHHFRRAERIICHHE I NS ITIEE > TR\, B
OB FR R T 2R OHMERIZIE, B4 iR
B4 OB T— & BNLTETH L 78, BEREE L
T, BB CEBICBNZ1T) i, BilEET 2%
WEE L, ZOEOKGIRIIC & > TIEFHEE ) (B A5
Fhwi s, BHENRORTRE R~ A F AERNDPELET
%o LD X9 RIEA RIS 2Rk e LTz, i G
AW ETIWVERDD Do BT IVERR, BiE RO
M2 S, Lo b RS a4 k% B3 %
CEDHEETH Y, RN RIEME Y GO D121, FEFICHR)
TR LEZONDLH, PiRENEICET 5 ETVERITE
ZOFEDPMHEL SN TR, F72, BiSHICE L IS
MHZERTETVERBIS D7, BT IVOFIMEY kT
BOOENT -7 HIFEAE RS H B VONBURTSH 5,

e - S

Fig.4 —1. Snow break forest in Nakagawa, Hokkaido.

19

JeiEE RSB FE S Nod6

Z 2 TERRETIE, BIEKRICET 5T VIEBRO AR % RG
THE LI, ERIEEDN S BN RGO FE D
FiEtgRE 2 T 57200, 7 5 TV~ ORERRCE AL
(Fa sy A7) ZFEML, HICRHER (F70V) 282
%o le BT INVEBRDE RO BE IO TIE, Tabler
(1980b) & Anno (984a,b) 12 & > TIRFE S NS % H
WCHE RN Z 72,

4-2. FHik

4—2—1. FHEH

Al R HE AL 1T DA LA 8 S 2 S 2 B BN
fThize TOMNIITENTL HIREHEHL S, LIFLIE
R 7 SR EATE LT b, BB, W E0T7h
I Y 8TAR (CEMME2.2m, SFEREIERE35em) %, F 1
T BRI 3 FIEE (BFI90cm) L7z (Figd— 1), IR
Rt & ORI E GEFFICIIAMECTH 275, FHISAHEEE,
YAER LCH AR L CEIRE S, Tt RES L 2 e
WHECTH Do T, WEAZA ST THHT L7720, Bl
T HRIIHCLICHEIRMED X ) v 8 3H b, TOREDA
WML, VH~TEALTE O JRAT B L T\ 5 720, BRI
JRC T 7 B AL IR > TROE S N 7ze MR IR I3 92.5m,
B (AR 7-KEE) 3H2mTh %, Bk oE
A2 1X0.6mD B X2, = AR JE # FF & SPC (Snow Particle
Counter) %% L, W72 0 2% WIREETHUEE X OWREF
HMw7 9 v 7 AOKFEGH e Lz 72, Mmoo igs
ZVIREECTOIERN 2R/ E T — 5 21585720, KiErs
36mJEL 121, B S 1 miC SRR & B L 72 (Figd— 3 )

4—2—2 AR

JEGE, Wi AE0.5 X 0.5m, FEXNE 8mD 7 v F ¥ 7 VAl
RUEGR - (L R AR ZeRT) & L7z, dBibko
ETMCIE, RO A (Figd— 2) 2fH L7z, &

17 cm

Fig.4 — 2. Model conifer tree.
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Fig.4 — 3. Arrangement of weather survey devices.
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Fig.4 —4. Diagram of wind tunnel experiment.

Btk £ 7V,
3FNTIEFIRICH —Exiko 2 B6WIE R L7z (Figd -
4)o FRERIH —LEESZOF, A EOREZEY) 21
WY L720TH5hH, Zild—15CTIZHRD, FEERAEIL4.8m/s
(FES1em) I ZHE L2, 72, WELZREHR 2 Fif s &
572912, Snow seeder?: b DFRLT- & AT L 720 EIRHIR

TS EFEDFIXFES IS L, EBRPICEEm ORI HEFT
L7256, OS2 HEFHEDTBIEL 2. F-ERE, 7
Ohy A TOFBEEEMHELTVED, EFVOREZE

DORKBEERERP 7O M A TOREEE) ORKNEGR
(0.36h, h:#E) LD FEFTITR>72,

4—2 -3 HBRMIREHROEE
Fregskid, FITHIEROROIEZ S0 EEASERY & %> T

Ny ¥l A N AT B A P

20

JA %5505 2 & T, WRERA & E DI T 5. L72A
o T, MO DO RN IR THIEEEL, AT & B
WEOBGREY ERLTLOICEELRRNTCTH Lo BiEMRFH
JEA Y b7 & 2 RTTHEE OB, ZEB%E (porosity) 2SR
I/ EGE R AR R/ N B O L 7 SR ORI & 7 o T
BY (FEAK,1982;Heisler et al.,1988), 3UWICHEE DS EFL - B
FEROBEIZIE, b k) CEEESRA v MEICBIT 52
FRERICHHS 92 THA Do

WAE OB R - BFEMICBI T 2028 TlE, 42 ~3® TR
L7 & ) ICTEMRE % ELAD (Leaf area density) & 5\ 3 #pfE
AR %A (Total area density) % FRmf OB E % 29 171E
&L, HIHMGIEW % 3 U 72fEW - LAD (H %\ IW-Ad) 7%,
AR T DA R /NEGE & A 23 B & E R S hTn b
(iR ©,2000; 5 H - #E4,2002) o 2 Z TAMFZETIZ, W-LAD
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Fig.4 — 5. The relationship between DBH and dry weight.
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Fig.4 —7. Wind direction of Amedas in Nakagawa and wind speed
at the field.

R A Y NEOZBRERICHL T IRIE L E 2,
TR ORE & % 2w b3 5720, W-LADZ KD 72,
IS MEEICLATR WE S 2 ik, MERAROEL DS 5
HELC, TO¥mMMEFHNT 2 H:Ch L, BEILL DR
B, WL MY R TEEDOIKRSEOHIRS B TS, 3
— 0y /S b O, S 15727 — 7 2R LCHE L
72o(4-1) Rz, I—0v b7 OMEERED (em) &
O RERW (9 OMEERT (Figd—5).
W =120.24*D'* (4-1)

COXP OO N-IEOETE=IC, WIS (cm”g)
R U T OLAIZ KD B &, ZOMEIZH84AL e o7,
—7J, BEBROLANL, BRI ST L 223w % il
LIRS, 89k -7,

DB & D RDIZLAIOfED S, iBEAR, BIIAROW-LADZ
Ko p &, FRENHILL 10380 BL 2% R L7,

N
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Fig.4 — 6. Comparison of model to prototype on snow drift
distribution.

4-3 REREEE
4—3—1. HHBBHE
4—3—1—1. MELFYFIK
w%ﬁme#%%Ha#Hfi AIEDA R - 7 il
TIFFIIEL, LEOKEREDTRE Y, &b Cha A
ﬂéﬂtoﬁwf6i,2HWB@&$(%%@)#% H
28H (91 O—MTHBMDOBIIIEH S NRE LT D
DI TH Do RETZFE DD ENI2DIIEI TH > 7272
¥, Figd— 3 OFLMERD o =MEGER AHIEEZ Y - T
WIZIRBEIZ & o 720 Z D728 YR Jn) i3 sl Bbk i 3 il 2
LTWARWA, FIIIITOT A& A7 =725, JJmiEvy
~JLE A TIZIE—ELTB Y, ABAOERE S LT
IIFEE SR T Wz EHEE SN Do Figd— 7 ISHITIT 7
AL BRI L, SAEETI LT BV B JEGHE A R RE TR
L 720 2TH DRI OKEIRIIZDOWTIE, 25H 7 513 ik
A<, AR —-0.9T T25H, 260 o H & H iR EAi
1335, 32C L 77 AR x sigk L7z (RIIITT 2 & A 7 —
7)o ZOM, BFEEBIZEALESTHIIME > Tz, RE
ZEDOFFIFFIE, FITHPE AR ZTRE S
NTEEREINDDTHS EBbis, SR MEIZIX
—2.5h (h: ) FHED oM BRI TiRA 1O E 72 %
DEDHELTO EANASNSL, 20X ) RIBIROKE 72
X, MEZOMTLEMS N TN D, REZOMTIE
JAEA TS D Ao ITREDSHA L, FREIC S IS )
CRHRAWIRIIDNE {2, BREBKLF-A5ES) % 45 11 L TR L
W OFIRORE72F D AR ENDFEl SN TS (IF
™, 2000) o ARFERAR T S AR B2 S ARG IO < I2Dh
THEDRD A SN S 05 (Figd—11), [kED %%
S AL THBBR T3 HERE L CREZF D AR S Nz L Bb
NB, MTOREZEY DY — 2713, ETHED S K1.8hilk
NBEEEIC A S, BB EIZ036hTH o7z E— 2 NHTIC

o 728
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JAF L, ¥ AhoBHEE TRBICRT RN L, &hE LT
WEHERHIRORE7ZFE D o7 (Figd-8, 9. Tk
MR 2 3 ) B2 C & 7RIS K o TR S 7z REtE S
HLHH, BEEOMHEITRKTLI2m/sTH Y (Figd—-7), &
DOFEFE O JAA T ILiF ek F i X B ER T = I T v k
MEgEND (N, 1995)0 L7278 THAF T OF EERD
MEZZF DI, EICBHETHROREREREZ@BY T TEL
BREERLF- 2%, BRI & o TIRBERFICZL L, ThBEHERT L 72
WREDX ) B o T2 e b, KT OEREREC
WL, PLFOSPCIC X 2 Bl R Tt s 4.

4—3—1-2 REFEETF7v I XAERRDT
REREBATIE, SPC (HIERMFE 1F) 1L AFHALES
F0.6mICBIFAIMEEET T v 7 A (g/(em’s)) DIRFE5A
DORE ST 5720 WEEET T v 7 AOFMIE, 2H28H 12
WENLREZENVABRELCIHRZHICA LA T2 EDT
FHARE ETBI ebhiz, FEIRRIZEL Y FOHHEH

b o 724RBET, SRIE —5.2C Th bo Figd— 1012 HIZAT
b7 BB A7 W IRBEC 0, R RS (%2 [ F 10Hz)

Fig.4 — 8. Snow drift in leeward of snow break forest.
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Fig.4 —9. Snow pit wall around snow break forest.
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12X B3RS (B L16m) ICBFARFEET T v o
A B L OB OB ZALE R JAHEDS 6 m/sPL TR
FOFEATEFLT X 72b (13:52:43-13:55:43) 3 & U¥c (13:57:00
-14: 00:00) XM &, Zh b % Eira (13:50:00-14:00:00) @ 3
XEIZBWT, FHUH L R L Figd - 111R T, £72,
Fig.4 — 11O JE B oA Rl (He e 81l fi o J7 55 % 100 &
L720) 13, SMEGERC X 284013 1 50~14 1 000010454
DT =5 Wiz, RN ENE LT, BEeT7 T v 7 AL,
JEEZ 5 BT T 20 LT 6 B _EMGRE < 0
ST, b7 T v 7 AERWAME DR SN E 205, aB L
cDT Ty 7 AL, WIMEIAICH 5. T, FEEFRNS» S
iz COMT, HIZREDIGEL 220 TERZVIEE L
5Mb, FREFERT TIE, U NR06hI T C—H 77 v 7 A
R EARGEES L D DA A28, R 2.3h IR O %
AN 5o —REAICBRERR F O R 1%, FH2 6 Tt v
FRETHL25, BMIL72EE (0.6m) TORER A5
B, FICRBERTCTH D, 72, AT OMEAEIE
ﬂLi#%m¢§<&onéﬁﬂﬂﬁk§<&ofwé&
e &N b, L2Ao T, TORTHEETO T T v 7 A0
mu,%%@@ET%(HT%)@k%**@%LD&HT
& 72 BRIERL 25, JAUR TOELGTIC & o TIFEICHEZE L
LEEZ LItk eEZE2ON5, 2OL) IR
DHHZBNTLALNLBIRTHL (FrA, 2000).
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Fig.4 — 10. Fluctuation of mass flux,wind speed and direction with
time.



4—3-2. EFTIVER

4—3—2—1. WEEFTYIIR

B 3emlI BB ETFIVORAESAT (Figd—11) (&, At
HANRAEAT T R F AT L) BIERFNE L oTnD, &
niE, 70ty A4 FICBILLAIDHEEMAER LY b,
CRAREPoHIZEDEEZDND, L L, f/NiGHE
DORLERE T TR E IR L EGEAS B L Cw < B IERC
W5 (Figd—11)o EFNVOREZFE Y 454 d (Figd— 6),
— 3 S R BRI F TIRADIRE 2 F W EDELL
%nho 77U NI AT ELERNRIZKIIB TN 225, AlcidE
W JITF T, 7o b A TRBRICEE RRE 725 1) DI
S, B AR 5 1.35hOHilEIC Y — 7 B3 o JRIHFERIL,
EFNVETO NI A TOE - (RAEFE) HPEREIZ R
L% HE bz, =705 313 s A ER Ul
o TWh, FIZATTIE, 7a kA FIZAbhzL)
2, IREZE D IEEMIIHMA Lz, $72, 4hk D QEFT

—&— Wind speed(prototype)
—@— Wind speed(model)

- -A--13:50:00-14:00:0

- -O- - 13:52:43-13:55:43flux
- -0- - 13:57:00-14:00:0

120 7.0E-04
oo | . 6.0E-04
= Windward L G
= s 50E-04
§ 80 . §
8 40E-04 <
£ 60 . H
S o 3.0E-04 3
: i
e I 206-04 3
€ 0 |

20 1.0E-04

O
0 0.0E+00
20 15 10 -5 0 5 10

Distance from leeward edge(x/h)

Fig.4—11. Wind speed and mass flux distribution around snow
break forest.
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Fig.4 — 12. Variation of snow drift with time in wind tunnel
experiment.
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E70 A TBLXPETNE QPELRREZE N ITALN
e MRIE, TR NI TBIOETVEBIZEALIRE
EEOVDRARLNLRDPo 720 BT NVOFW AT B RE O
EHZERNUIC L > TROTHD & (Owen, 1964:Kind, 1976),
#0.8cm& 72 o 72,

H

(RGE OB & 1) R 72 BEHE# ux 1%, 0.385m/s, gl
JIIHE)

BRI O T @13 1.5emTH B0 5, % { OBRE 112,
BHEIZHIR SN D Z L e KT & o THRINICA D A b %
ZAbNb, LarL, BIEMORTEIT T, JAA%E Y kT
L, —HIZZ 05 S TOREAFRE 5 (Nord, 1991)
CD7, WAICHEA L7z SRR T (588 2 1k 5 5 2 & 2
<, JTFMANNEN LS NL, T, 7u by A4 7izBw
THRBT, MATOREOWMAIIREZ2E Y 2RSS %
MmolHREEZ BILA,

SRINCETIVE TO N F A4 TORE7ZE ) OIIRIZ, H
AL R Z IR LIZEE) T ENTE B,

4—3—2-2. RELFVDORKETE

SRR TIE, ZOEHER % <720 10~1443FkE T
X7ZFEN A EE LT (Figd—12). FEERBAMEH 5285 F
TlE, MEEHETOREZZE ) ORE SIIEBHE AT
LN, 285Dk, BTN ORE 72F ) 2SERIC R L7z,
ETF NV RLORE 22F ) QiR A S, WEZFE D EORE
MIZEAL RO B &, 2857 Do, (2L A LT TO
BN L TWA Z Edbr s (Figd—13) ZAUTE L
EENDFEIRBIE L 2720 THAHH. 7TU MY 4 TORE
ZEDIE, KEIDER SN0, TOBERICETLT—%
PEONL D572 LA L, WHOBEMOBEITL,4m0
ETNVERTHEONIFHREFAMKLERPRENTEY
(Tabler, 1980a), ARFEET T~ 4 TOWRE7ZF ) DI
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Fig.4 — 13. Variation of drift area with time.
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HEEZHHL TWLEERTY, FHEEIZVWTHA ),

4—3—2-3 BERICBEIY 51%5

Tabler (1980b) &, EFI & 70 k¥ A4 TOMBSEMEE L
TUTFD X9 ZBtRAER L7,

L,/L,=U}U} =u. ., (4-3)
(U@ HGH, weBEEHE, L RERS, 2z (HEERE, m: %€
T, P TOaNyAT)

JRGE &ML RZAIZ DWW TIE, zo=aus/g& ) BRI
VT A EDNHM S T A A (Chamberlain, 1983; Wieringa,
1993), JEIAPIIZ BT b RO BIRATAL T 5 2 EAVURE N
T\w5% (Nemoto and Nishimura,2001), L7225> T, (4 — 3)
KE 4RO ERIZETTE ) 2L Bbh b, HDHETIV
DOFFR (Lo/L,=17/220= 1/13) 123 L, E7Voa# % 2
WRHES % 70 by 4 TORABICHE T 2 5, DTTo X
I TH Do Zow JMEDIEESFA & 1) KD 72Z0,1384 %1077
em) DEEHIOWAEE (4 - 3) XS MERZ, 2 kD, (4
—4), (4 -5)XEFALTHS10mIZ BT 2 EHU . (F 2
TURESERL, LBRIOBIHEY o) 25T 20 e (F
B D BEAEH s = 38.5em/s) DSEEHIO YA, (4 — 3) h
SuwRdT, (4 -5) XKLV UuzHEHT L, SHIZLLE2
) OFFETERE LR, 2N ENUGwE22, 3lm/s & %2 o 72
(4-4)

2
=2,/ Zop

zg, =1.3509 x10 u.,’
(HAL : Zoy (em), usr (cm/s))
., =0.0240U,,, " e (4-5)

(HAT - U (m/s), usr (m/s))
((4-4),(4-5)RI7B%LEDOREE TEDbNIZK ETH
DL OBRATH %0)

WP OFER S E TV IEERIZEEIRE IS0 5 2 & 2R
9 (Tabled— 1),

Table.4 — 1. Computed Ui, and T, with different similarity law.

U o(m/s) Ty(h)
Tabler 22,31 3~5
Anno 7 86~172
Measurement 9 8.3

WIZAnno (1984a) 12 & DR S N7z k12 B3 A M4
P RT,
U, 4,U.,

P

U, 4,-U,

AZEEL Us (nys) (ZIRFE BRSSO 2 23 RERTIE
Usn=0.078Upoim & 9 BRADSEZ L CTHB Y, BHEIZ X h k72
& 1 emTOMEFEGE (fluid threshold) 4.1m/sZLAT 5 &,
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Uwwld03mis& 7 o720 70 b & A FI2BWTCIE, ALHEE DR
ZHNZB S b Bl (R - A 1973) 225127
% & Uey=0.035 Uy, (Zo=10""m, Z=10m) &\ BIfRDKD &5
N, @& 1 mTORENEGEI bmisTH D ET5 &, FiFLE
BT U302 misTH B0 SNHEDMEE (4 - 6) UL
AT 5L, UTOBRBRAIEHLNL,

U

10 p

=1.5

Usom=4.8m/s% (4 —7) UTRAT DL, Uld# 7mss
Lol

—F, Figd— 6 D70 h¥ 4 TOREZF ) BT EN S
T TOFIYEAE GHERMBIZI050) A%, FLaEEIH S 0 =R
BEFCHM E N (Figd— 7). 2TH20KEA 528H 9 E T
DOI3WFH T, MBEBIR DS ET 5 &b s 5 m/sD ko JEE
DOFIGHEERD B E69m/s & 72 o720 L& OIS
Lo TRD7ZUwE T 2720, WHESAEREL TE S
10mDJEGH T T 5 &, BEXZ9ImisTHLH, L7z2>TC,
TablerlZ & 2 WG L VHEE L7278 by 4 7oA A ILE
HHBIIE £ D 3 227 ) K& <, Ao L - TRke
7= D F ARG 2T ME & 7 572 (Tabled— 1)

4—3—2—4 WEEEICET HRE
Ta LS ATEETNVOREIZE ) ORI 2B 2 41
WZett 2 IR,

Timih[Lm/u‘m]
Tl’ 717 Lp’u‘ﬂ

T,-9,1, I R —
Vo FL  VuFlL (4-9)

p T

Tabler

Anno

(T(h) :MREZF DD END T TORM, F, (m) sk
Womg, v (kglem®) R E72F ) OFREHEE, Q (kg/ (m-s)):
WER, 7 (%) BEEYORERFiH)

ETNVOREZFE ) ORFEEHE y 1320.36, T.IZL1KEH TH
bo TURNIATDy IZOWTITHIE Lo 7oA, —His
W G TIEBL S NN E TH 1), A S ETE BIET
DEMIH T 0.3~045F8E &\ ) i (Tabler, 1930a) 23%
5720, BXE015~030L F 2 720 MEREITDO W T,
Sugiura® (1998) 1 L Auid, JaU 25487 554.0~10.0m/s O i
PIZBWT, QuIEEDHK 4 IZHBFIL T D, ZDOFEERT
o A L HE R K 1, R7.7m/s T B D5, Sugiurab (1998)
DOFERERNT, Quid, 1.1x10 % kg/ (m-s) & L7z F7z,
WA CORERQIE, JHGHED 3FIZIHFIT S & L TR 724
. 99x10 °kg/ (m-s) &Z%-o7z UMD, 1970),

INOLDMERZHWT (4-8),(4-9) K&V, KRFEE
RSB T 2T, 2 ek b &, (4 - 8) Xnbid,
BLE3~58MH, (4 -9) X5 1286~17285H] (F/Funtd
FEMWICL/LICHEYE T LD TI3, no=n,000E) Lo fE
EVESNT (Tabled— 1)o TDMEICIEDDH L DI, y, %



0.15~030&HEE L2 &2 & B,
Ak (7o v A7) OBITIE, EGE 5 m/sPLEoiR S
DOREWFIL, 83K TH D, Zofilis, HUSEEDSHKD

TR BT 5L, (4 - 8) NI DRDIAEIFR RN SV,

WL CEELTwD Elbhd, —7F, (4-9) Ab
ROLNTAEIE, EBROMEE ) bR ) RELEE %72,

H5 % BEIC X 2O RN & 7

5—1. [FLU&IC

AR, AHRE I IE BRI £ B FEEDSHIKE, KB Fbk
BEDHIE LT b, KRR ETIE, AL 2RE,
RIKEFOERE L CEERB S0 5—J7, AMEELH
e Lz NTHRCIEEFENICRER Y A—V%, T2, L
MCIEE TR AT RO T 2 &, A IEE b
725 FRICBIRAREAR (BRAR) ~oBEE, LR % B
ML TV AILIEEIZ & o T, BEEEOBE»S D,
WIZKRERMETH S,

200245 E21 5 1%, 100 1 HAZ AH» 6%, 2H 5
§ 6 43123 ) B HT C o KM 1) R 35.5m/s & Re fk 5~ % 22 JiL RN
L7 o7z (Figh— lab). WP EMMMIZFE00halZEL, T
ST E N OI00TF (EEAT, AALNA, SRR, R
HSIT, HEHIET, b EHET, SEET, ARFIET, R &, W
HGEEHIR G E STz COFMBEED S B, B
DR E G 1ZH1500halZE L7z (Figh—2, 3, 4). Z Dl
ORI JEMIE, FEICHEAZLALSRET D 5 [THE],
HHVE THEBA L] EIHENLHREL,SBIEE b )
WA, MoERTORMEL P <% EEE R AR % H

Nakasatsunai

(1)2002-10-02 06
i (@2002-10-02 09
1 (32002-10-02 15

Fig.5— la. Track of typhoon 200221.
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ST\ 5 BUE, BEL 2T 72 05 JRARE OB C 18 a2
$ B EENEOFEIREINTE Y, EIHIZANT 225 EAk
OFEEPEHE o Tnbs THMIE, #7123 19814F
OHREISFTIC LB KRB ZHELZZ T TBY OKIE - B,
1984 ; IWAE &, 1982), 72UN7-OFET LA E %2 BN 5 72
D OB R O FIRIEMHAT KD BT B,
ZZTARETIE, ASBIRE L CRATMKIC IT T
B LR E 2 B3 A 726, 20024E 5821512 K A E T —
7 &I, BEALTEE O ER]OBIT 47> 720 T2,
iRV % 58 L 7 B bk o i B 5 5 720, BET
WET I BEREICOWTIIERL THE, BEOFEIC
OV CIIEAL T E H\72) 2% L 72,

5—2. FHik
5—2—1. BiAMKOEE

JeEE i 5 OB R, B E 2 T IR I R R
(IR 1260~80mAT{:) L WROH AP A (1 451~ 3 41
RREE) 5740, WSRO 7B AR AR & 2 B 0 %
o<, HIZZOIHEMA < XY D & 9 1S R D
fidiE SN CTwb,

B AR 2Rk 0 R S X BASRE M D | HEHh X o) 2R 52 I 12 K
MR ETE L TIREHRIZL 22 e BIaE o 72 (UMB, 1971),
LFOREMIZ A TOE K, H TR L LTnizs
% T —BEER SN THEEIZ Rk TH 5 (5, 2001, —
J5, SEREBE AR IR 20 & AR B TS S e SAREE
JEARIE, B JRPRZEAR DS X B 23 > CRL S & L7z s
01t L, FHBXEHRICAKIIER S, £ CIEREN
MEICHIRL72bDTH D, 2L, BiaEEZ RO R @ AR
FAZIR L Bakmb & 1, B JALRZERR 720 TR RED 2515512

P

Fig.5 — 1b. Weather map at 9:00AM, October 2nd.
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Fig.5 — 2. Shelterbelt damaged by Typhoon.

Fig.5 —4. Shelterbelt damaged by Typhoon.

FHETE R WEIRK L TWwb, 20024E5M215 12 X 5 8E
&, BTEBREARICETR L, SGRITEM OB EIZIZE A EARS
Niirodz BRRLHAROREREL, A (BT, i) o
7 B AR OB/NFE) ASEH A 2RI E S, TS
DOERORARILHIT300haTH 5. FRMEHETHIL, MK
FERKEWNEIZH T~V (Larix leptolepis), 717 (Quercus
dentata), 7 71 7N (Betula platyphylla var. japonica), 7 7
I = (Picea glehnii), X F %€ (Fraxinus mandshurica var.
Jjaponica), A N T —7< (Pinus strobus), b N~ (4bies
sachalinensis), X AT 7 (Quercus crispula) 7% & CRERL S 1L
T, ZBEOHEEHL, H T~V PRENREEROTER[D
62%, H1TIN14% % O, MOBTEIZI0% T TH 5,

5—2—-2 HAEFEBLVRR - HEER

WEOK E Do 72T E AL O BB (DL
Bix, T A A R R CEHIRM E FLT) BRI,
WEBR O AAT S 720, HRNOFRMXI H/NIE) 4312
0.0dhaD A X % % (3597 71) L CAHMER (K ha)
BNz, WEKRIE, FOEFEAEDREY) TH-o72720
(Fig5—5), BERE (B, @i, #@iY) 122n»T
DFENTENE L 720
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Fig.5 — 3. Shelterbelt damaged by Typhoon.

BN & BB EE R BT R O ERIA, ALK
KBETIZHER L CTB Y, ST OBERKL AT 2 L8
1000hatZ 3 L, @ EmREO64% % 57 (Figh— 6). 1
B2 BT B B EmA R AR S E L, Ty
A85%, A MO —T7<VH43%, ¥TFH Y AN31%, Fav
LTIy N24%, FOMAE2%TH o7,

AE2151E, 200245108 1 HOf A S % 2 HIAh T T
RS A MEIT L, AL AT T 2 16 IR L R K e L
35.5m/s % ftdk L (Figh— lab), 2H D 0 ~24F F TOHRFEK
®13112.5mmlZ 3 L7z FHER Gl C© & 2 AL o Bl
(7 A% 2 FALPERIET) TiE, JiuEix 2 H 4 B2 558< %0
6 FF LI RT3 R 1 2m/s % FO8% L 720 B 6 BE2r 513
B T QIR 72 D ke L, TIJEE 7 ~12m/s D[ THE
B LU 7ze AT 4 BRICVHRGTE 2 508k L T 722, REBICI X
D OFIENHERS L, SCFIaGE% 5eak L7z 6 el Id i e
T o 7ze MAROEBIAIANE, 1ZEAEAIIGIZEFR L Tz,
Fekaid, 2H O 0B~ 8 TI2102mmIE L, 1HR & 72
) O AREE IR Z34mm (2 H 5 8) TH 5 (Figh— 7)o



Fig.5—5. Uprooted trees in Japanese larch forest.
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Fig.5 — 6. Distribution of area damaged by Typhoon 200221.

5—2-3 ERBMHLOHEFRET IV

WEER O, o bHE (Hayashi, 1952) O o
BEfb TEHEAWC, @il n I~ IyRICHL T2 @Yo
FENT 2 AT o 700 HIVARIIAREHERE L, JHLHE LT
M, R b GRAEX o R Mo X o), BiEiko
R (B EAROIEIZR L CEMAAR), AR EZREEL
72X ONE (B R OIERF R L ClE A AR, PEIX
MR & FEd), A, R _E150m LN o SRR o A5 fE - (DL
%, BiEkof ML R, BERAE, 1R vz,
RN OWTIE, K01 CeimE T, BT e,
1979) #Z# X5 %4> 72 (Table5—1, 2). FHAZLEM D
WESHBIR BT IR, b o & b B a T 2l
XTI L 72T Tl S S IER M 00.28, 1T~ I &
G & L7 CId, R LB AR A #E LS 00.28 T d o
72

TFUETVIZIE, HEREOFEIZOWTIHREILTHHIZ
LBETFTVRE, WEOEEGV (REHESR) 2o Tld
AL THEIC L B2 EF AR E W2, EFVRIE, BRI &
FRklc Bt » o< vkkica L TEH L,
mlADT A T 2DV TH T T —BENLENCL, C2, -,
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Fig.5—7. Hourly amount of precipitation and average wind speed
at Nakasatunai.

Cmfll & % I, B b THIC L 2 BT VRUTKRD L H 1274 5,

YEauX) Xy Ay X e B X o F Xy o Ay Xy +C
......... (5 -1 )
(U TATARTHTI) =D L X
i~ o ZOMO L = (i=1,--,m;j=1,"--,Ci)

aild 7 I —Hm, ClIEBIHE T,
FREIC BRI EICE B EFLVRD (5-2) RITRER
BRI EB E N5,
y=apXy et ag Xy tay Xt Ay X Tt G Xy o e X
(U TATARTHTI) =D L E
X = 0 Zofor % (i=1, - m;j=1,
aifld 7 I —FE AR,

5—3. R

5—3—1. HEIBILIERBFFER

FRALAHLIX 0 4B &k G LS FRAT L 7o A5 SR, A BIAR S
0.78 CrEVMEZE /R L7z (Table5— 1)o RAHEMRENL, BHFED
bo kb E0.62T, WWTHEMOER IR, M, Ja L
XHiE, HEEONETH - 72,
ZD) B IXWE L EEE RO T A7 AL, T TREEER
BEE (LwkiE) Lol Ly oW TIBEDSD
S LB REL, R THER, BFEMOIE R F A & 7% - 7o,
TRAHBR I OSGAE LH U & 72> 720

DUFCl, mHBERE A3 D207 A4 7 AIZDWTRT,
BFEOH T T) - 2a7E, BWIRIZYIH 2N, Favt
PIIAYRY A MO =TV, ATV, FOMEFEER
(bF=y, 7HxV~<y, d—uv,Shyk), A& %
o720 BiEMROIER AN, dbdbH, dbs, HEEH, MEo
AT, TOAATIZIILEDS D - LD EL, HEAb - LD
NEZRR L7z MO 23713, 21~304EA b - & bl
41~50ED D o & KL o720
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Table.5 — 1. Quantification analysis Quant- 1 (359 subcompartments).

Item Category No. of Score Range Partial cor.coe.
subcompartment
species Korean nut pine,Eastern white pine 42 17.640 60.523 0.619*
Japanese larch 187 2659
Todo fir Sakhalin spruce, 41 -13.392
Norway spruce
Japanese white birch 31 31.701
Oak 58 -28.824
orientation of NNE (NNE —SSW) 74 14.763 28839 0.444**
shelterbelts NE (NE -SW) 157 3581
ESE (ESE -~ WNW) 39 -10.302
SE (SE-NW) 89 -14.077
width of =25 135 2.240 7.052 0.105*
subcompartment(m) 25<~=50 179 -0.480
50< 45 -4811
presence of windward present 98 5521 7594 0.156**
shelterbelt ” not present 261 2073
altitude (m) 150<~=200 178 0523 1.164 0.025ns
200<~ =250 141 -0484
250< 40 -0.637
stand age (yr.) 10= 13 10.622 32518 0438
10<~=20 52 -2.245
20<~=30 36 18472
30<~=40 115 4536
40<~=50 92 -14.047
50< 51 1.653
species in windward ~ Conifer (Larch, Todo fir and so on) 93 -5.603 20.605 0.369**
subcompartment Japanese white birch 30 -9.810
Oak 48 -12.959
not present (windward) 188 7.646
soil type A-a(Ando soils a) 19 -11727 17931 0.283*
AE (Regosolic ando soils) 181 3857
AE-w (Gleyic Regosolic ando soils) 34 -8.243
AO-a(Light colored ando soils a) 44 6.204
BL (Brown lowland soils) 54 -3914
BL-c(Brown lowland soils 27 -9507
(coarse textured)
Multiple cor coe. 0.783

*P<0.01, *P<0.05, ns, Not significant
a)presence of windward shelterbelt which is within 150m

Table.5 — 2. Quantification analysis Quant- 1,Japanese larch stands (187 subcompartments) .

Ttem Category Score Range Partial cor.coe.
subcompartment
orientation of NNE (NNE —SSW) 40 12.892 24182 0.364**
shelterbelts NE (NE -SW) 91 0.940
ESE (ESE-WNW) 23 -11.290
SE (SE-NW) 33 -10.351
width of =25 83 1.005 3.842 0.058ns
subcompartment(m) 25<~=50 78 -0.123
50< 26 -2.837
presence of windward present 50 -7503 10.242 0.201**
shelterbelt ” not present 137 2.738
altitude (m) 150<~=200 91 2554 5.589 0.125ns
200<~=250 83 -3.035
250< 13 1.497
stand age (yr.) 7<~=20 13 0.349 46.552 0.525*
20<~=30 14 35.059
30<~=40 76 6.185
40<~=50 84 -11.493
species in windward  conifer (Larch, Todo fir and so on) 42 -1415 22.772 0.353"
subcompartment Japanese white birch 22 ~6.779
Oak 26 -16.263
not present (windward) 97 6.509
soil type A-a(Ando soils a) 9 24224 31.380 0.340*
AE (Regosolic ando soils) 93 4,005
AE-w (Gleyic Regosolic ando soils) 12 -7018
AO-a(Light colored ando soils a) 28 7.156
BL (Brown lowland soils) 31 -4.674
BL-c (Brown lowland soils 14 -8977
(coarse textured)
Multiple cor coe. 0.685

P <0.01,"P <0.05ns,Not significant
a)presence of windward shelterbelt which is within 150m
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ALK D 71 F ~ 0 B JEbK & 56 G0 L 7 AT T ld, EEAH
RIRRE120.69E 22 ), BB WMl 7R L7z (Table5— 2),
WA RIS, Milehsd - & & <0.53T, R TRiEMKD
RN, RCEE, IR DRk oA, R, X
DETH 5720 NSEDTATLDH) B EALS DL, W

BREDS 1 RETHBE L olz, LY VIFREIWVIEIZ, M
TR, PR OIER T, R B, PR OA R, BEE

X TdH o720 D2 T 7%, 21~304ETH o & b5 <

5—3-2. HETFAETIV
Bt THICL 2B L0 Iy e RIZLE
TURE (5-3),(5-4) RUIRT.
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=0, MEgORINE & 1A L T4 ~504ETH - & bK<
o7z PIEMROIEREFHOA 2 7IddbdbEasd - & &<
WD - & RWEE R L7z, WM BB 7 731 -1,
SR, o voN, AT, BB L R ICXEAS
MBS H) D425 5, A3 7 IR B WA
boldE<, MERMIZH Y TIRHLEEDE o & bK<

o7z,

A PiEARDIER A & PEHER) JRbR O HE
17.63(F 2 vk Tau<=i L) L476(NN,

2.65(1 7<) 358;EID 2.24(<25) 5520450
Y= -1339h k~>izd) + ﬁogOESE +| —0.48(50) +[;' ;1,)]
31700 F 71 Y ~10.30(E5E) —4.81(50 <) 0702 L)

: —14.07(SE)
—28.82( V)
B AN JE bR +-3g 7
10.62(< 10) —11.73(A -a)
—2.25(< -5. Z s .
0.53(< 200) 5(< 20) 5 60(?‘33'\7/ ‘f& ) 3.86(AE)
18.47(< 30) —981(T TN —8.24(AE -w)
+| —0.48(<£250) |+ + } +25.70
—0.64(250 <) 4.54(< 40) -12.96(777) 6.20(AO -a)
' —14.03(< 50) 7.65(72 L) —3.91(BL)
1.65(50 <) —9.51(BL -¢)
(Y AREEESR (%) ,r:0.783> ...................................................... (5 — 3)
5 AR O 3 5 5 1) I3 PEHER); JRbR O A B
12 .89 (NNE ) 1.00(< 25) 2.55(< 200 )
0.94 (NE ) T (— 7.50 (H Y )j o
Y = +=0.12(<£50) | + +]—-3.03(<250)
— 11 .30 (ESE ) 2.74 (72 L)
—2.84(50 <) 1.50 (250 <)
—-10.35(SE)
ARl JE_ A J-3ER
—24.22(A -a)
0.35(< 20) — 141 T~ E ) 4.00( AE)
35.06(< 30) —6.78(¥ T 1N ) —7.02(AE -w) 26,86
6.19(< 40) ~16.26(H 7)) 7.16(AO -a) '
—11.49(< 50) 6.51(72 L) —4.67(BL)
—8.98(BL -c¢)
(Y : ZIK%W}Z%K <%)‘ r:O.684) ...................................................... (5 — 4)
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Bt T L2288 B L7 I MERNRIZL2E
7% (5-5), (5-6) XIIRT,

A PR DIER S50 1 UTFZ PG R O A

055(F a vk aTau<=ripl)

039 (7<) g'gé(]]\\[f) —0.14(<25) 011 (6
Y=-035(h Fvvis) " .02(5 E;‘E +| 0.08(=50) J{;oé f( L )
079 (T H ) ~0.25(ESE) 0.10(50<) 0405 L)
. —0.60(SE)
-1.83(H )
e ik JA S g
—0.61(<10) 0.24(A -a)
_ _ Sl
o | [ (0 s
+] =0.07(£250) |+| (=30) + ( 7‘ ) L -w
0.26(< 40) -0.54 (V) 0.14(AO - a)
0.22(250 <)
-0.20(<50) | (0.16 (72 L) —0.27(BL)
0.24(50 <) 0.05(BL-c¢)
(Y BEEofEE, HB0.577, HIBIMHEESTT%) e (5-5)
B JEUAR O HiE £ 5 1) i FT B bR O 4
0.39(NNE) 0.29(<25)
0.34(NE U -0.
y=" 8(4@;};) +] 0.32(< 50) +[0 gfff’i ”’j
’ —-0.03(50 <) 0L
—0.83(SE)
EE ks JA_E AR g
—0.02(A -a)
_ A
o | (0] (00077 O,
+| —030(<250) || 2OHE30) | 10607 M v
0.37(< 40) —135( > 7) 0.20(A0 - a)
0.90(250 <)
-0.36(<50) ) (0.19(72 L) —0.58(BL)
0.38(BL-c)
(Y #Eo A, MBI0.303, MBI FET.6%) e (5-6)
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5—4., BE

MO L WILFEETLE, JR DAL HIE O W5E 7 7%
ZUC, BRSNS S CRAR, 1979), €D 720,
BEREIE T A RFIE, ML (B, Mgz s) kb
WPLEAF (BHADEIR, FHREHAL, Bsk L) 2@ EHT 5
HA % 5 (=il 5, 1984 B - &, 1992), Table5— 1
DFERTIE, BTG o & S RHEMREIHCL P HRE
Modze THUE, PRSI M FIZER E N Tnw b 72
O, HPLRFOEE TS, B2 O b O O R BE
FICRESMNEA LR THDLEER D TATLAIAT D
Sk, WHEON S TDATTHEL oL LIEHED LizL
W EATREN, Y TIH VN, FavkrITauxy - AL
O—7 V23 T7HE L, BR) LedwI LavRshs,
INETOMIETIE, WOMERS R ETE— 2> b
OMHMEPTERH SN THB Y (Peltola et al.,2000; Coutts,1986 ; Ray
and Nicol,1998), RIEMEDTT 2212 D\ T OBFHEFEITARR D
DLRT S EHWT LIEO—D>TH b, —HIIIE, H
TIEERIET Y Z 7 voiGERE I s (E, 1979),
B A 2 7B S 2 AR EATAE R, BOROBTEIC & 2 B
EREDER AR L 72 D2 EZ B, 72721, Favtky
TAYTYRA O — 7V I FER SR (HfE, 1979) T
HY, WRO—MM) % 53R IEED A THGR Y 12k$ 2 1Ptk
i LA IERANH D TH 5 9o BROIFAILEEIZOWT
1, FEAE LA S IRRER AN Y, P — 2 2 M
BT LURENED H A, R Ty ¥ TRz B¢ _Chill
HKICKBLDTHD. Table5- 1 B L U'Table.5— 2 DD
AT, 21~304E05h o L b, 41~504EATH o & B K
{potze 71 7=V BIJAME R G L2 fENTH5 R (Table.5 -
2) IZBLTIE, @fryadms U Clgasm ks omE
P S NBEIIH Do MRl E & DITTARY A IFKEL
%HDT, MAY A XIS LIFEEE 2T, UTH
WDATTIZOWTEREMHD Lo AR A XL HAEIZON
T, INFE CTUARY A XL PWERE LA 7 BIFRAS A
HEahz8EG b H 5 A (Dunn et al.,, 1983 : Glitzenstein and
Harcombe, 1988 : Forster and Boose, 1992 7 - &%, 1992),
RFEROLHICHMM T A XA THEZ Z TR T Vit
(Boe, 1965 : Putz and Sharitz, 1991 : Perterson and Pickett,1991)
bd 0, wEREOERN (A, TR M, MWorokks
mE) X o TEVD D 5o WHAIIIEGE & B35 (R
1) =gk HIE, BER Y 2 2 A 3o AR L AR S
B R L IVGE O TH HRED E — X ¥ M A5, VARDHR
DHIEIE— A PEEDL ) NG P ARRIZHLNIZL S
THHHo UARDGIESHE LHERTIX, VARDRAMK Y I
E— A ME, h (5) XDBH? & %\ IDBH® |2 B L T
KTDZENPMBENTWS (Fredericksen et al,1993; Peltola et
al,2000) o —J5, BUEIZ X BHHE Y € - 2 ¥ M, JHGE (fif
EEOES) BIOWRERE (B & oz 20T 2550
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W) 1CHBI 5, BinXoWEOLAEX, EEORKEE
2L BIPLE— A OB, A E2s ) RBHE O 5EIC
LAY E— 2 v Fon% Lal- 72720, 21~304E4E DL
FEOMEGTIZ, HEATE VT EWEDS TR SN B RERE 2o
7o LW Do 204E LI OMRGr &) b 21~ 304 E DR G TAx
ROV A XL THBIZHHDLET, 2Aa7HmE< %5
IOV TIE, BHREOBEEROEEN D L LHE SN,
B JRAR DIER 710> A 3 71, Table5—1, 2& 12dbdbH A
bolbmd, BMED L CIIRBEEMRNEER R L7z, 2k
B B JEH DA 2 ) BURERT IR o F A T 2 B HIIk L
T, 13THEAIZR BIERETTIA] (NNE, NE) THEMRE SN,
FRIANTFATIC 2 LR (SE, EES) THEAWIH
LM E 72 572,

BB 2 371, R ETEDS e v (JRLEL S X S
T2) Wanbol b, BEXEIZH Y TS L5608
Lok b ol (Tables5—1, 2)o UL, BT THRED
HRIE ) 1255 2 KBTI o BB 2 JE_E o bk X (bR NHE)
WCHCE S % &, JAUF I O BAR DX OB E & B3 B T 25
5 ERERLTEY, #ERERICIZE EXEIEENICH
VIOMERERTEIENENTHL I LERBL TS,

oAl THIC X 2 REWERoFHET VL, (5 -3) &
BLO(5 - 4)X & b IS CEMBRESE SN, K
ANEORERG P (T, i, BT &) 25, BB X
ZORPBEELRDPZOET VNS TMTELLEEZONS,
Bt THIC X AEREOFEICHET5E7 VR TIE, (5
=5),(5-6) K& bR PRPES Nz, FiIZ
(5-5) RIEBEFNRIT, WHERIZSTT%IFEL, #iE
2R T WIS OFIL R FEE OB E & P B BT
IZHGT& L,

H6w TRE (FK) ORKM

6—1. [FL®IC

WIHEIRIEO W2, WAL EOMMIZH 72> THET 5
FIRBIG I, JEHES 2 LML EICRELEEZ L7257,
WS (2004) 12X 5 &, AKMEORIE, T2 58t
Ho 7 DPIFEILTEES & BAL 5 72 & A ipE 7 12 2 72 RSP
R OPEF I TIERDE <, 128~ 1 BICHERERET
AT EHENE e D) BHELL25T X9 kI
SUL, SEHE L L CEI0EIC L ERETH L EEZ 5N
- B, 1992), HEE S A I b SUH A S ALilEE £ TR
WEIPHIZ D72 5 EENBIR Th L. 20044F 2 H22H 5523
HiZ, BSEAHHEE O 1 2 SO IZ56E L 255 AL
(20l CEBEMIZHRE & 7o 720 22HI13RE R A D
2313 & M CTHR AR & TRz (Figb6— 1)o L& H @iy
TIIFKIC & o T, bk, BAREUbR, RUIobk, st 22 &3z
RICHIF N MY % EDOBEHFELEL 72 (Figb—2,34)0
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FIITCUE, #FC b FARROMIKIC & 2 FENSE LB
D (EHES, 1970), 4lnld #ETH R L KA M2 TRI163ha
2Lz, BREDITIE, 79~y P EmEEERD84%, +
S5 YNNI3%, FOM (FA<Y, IXFITHE) DI3%
THo72e TOEINTVTOFET HFREICH LT, #
LRI T B 720 DT EOHEAL TN TV DAY, [k
BRICE L It Zzo b oz < (i, 1991),
BB DT 72 FFBLR A G IR D HFFBUZ D W TR 22 1A%
Vo FITARETIE, MikiEDRLE (BEEE4260) %
BRI S 5 B AR O 2 A B O 1R R A KB 728, #ES A
BFFORRRN O I L, HERE & Ris L O &
DBIRIZ D CHE KRN 2 17 - 726

e -
7,
T, — s
‘/0; ) 252
()
9
L4
los /
K 02
<0
175 3
i 740 '04.2.22 2148

Fig.6 — 1. Weather map at 21:00, February 22.

6 —2. FHik

BT RERRIZ, 1445 /8E 2 B W T20m X 20mD J5
R ZEEL, BAREA TR o7z BElL, Al
RS 20D D - 72720, HEEREIZ 1~ 2483200
E L 7ze B I I3 25 49200~400m, AR IE 9 ~614E 4,
NEIRFE L 250~ 25254 /ha T o BNRNTIEEAL T HH %
v, HIZRE UClER (REBESR) »3lzk (7

A7) L LTHDL (bkikh, T8, FElmEeg, AR
WE, ORISR LGIS Sz (Em, fHEier, &
AR &7z, TV T A FALEZ0h FT) -
Xz ownW T,

24l % Table.6— 1 12777,

Fig.6 — 3. Japanese larch (Larix leptolepis) forest. damaged
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Fig.6 — 4. Japanese larch (Larix leptolepis) forest. damaged.
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Table.6 — 1. Quantification analysis Quant — 1 {144subcompartments) .

Item Category No. of Score Range Partial cor.coe.
subcompartment
stand age(yr.) =35 66 -0.399 3.128 0.057
35<~=40 37 0.029
40<~=45 29 1.531
45< 12 -1.597
average tree =175 11 -4.125 4.965 0.094
height (m) 17.5<~=20 37 -0.953
<20 96 0.840
average diameter =17.5 14 13.393 26.134 0.3968"
at breast height (cm) 17.5<~=20 41 2.810
20<~=22.5 40 -1.345
22.5<~=25 26 1.697
25< 23 -12.741
tree density =500 15 1.897 5.194 0.132
(tree/ha) 500<~ =750 34 -1.258
750<~=1000 36 -0.512
1000<~=125C 35 3.278
1250< 24 -1.916
yield index =06 18 2.833 6.945 0.182"
0.6<~=0.7 34 3.301
0.7<~=0.8 38 0.883
0.8< 54 -3.644
altitude (m) <250 21 -16.056  23.536 0.409"
250<~ =275 24 -1.356
275<~ =300 44 3.188
300<~=325 24 7.481
325< 31 1.610
aspect N 9 10.442  21.859 0.335"
NE 8 -5.803
E f -11.416
SE 19 1.549
S 15 0.558
SW 28 -5.460
w 13 -2.636
NW 30 6.206
flat 15 -0.297
slope =10° 91 -1.913 5.197 0.152
10°< 53 3.284
Multiple cor coe. 0.615

** P<(.01,% P<0.05,ns,Not significant

a)presence of windward shelterbelt which is within 150m

6—3 fEREEE

6—3—1. SRR

DT T, BERELFEOREMIIIOVWT, HEllo7
AT AT =5 (AiE421£52.65, HHR1420426.55, fZHE5280m)
LN 3 HEOFERRR T FLIRE X ARG 1ok
SWTHE 21Tk o720 T AY AT — %12 X 520044F 2 22
HA 52301201 CTOR, k= & B OHER % Fig.6 - 5
R 2 H22H O, ZFET 0 B2 S PRI E Tt 0
~-08COMTHR L, 1284 52452213 Tk — 1.0~ —
L7C OB THER L7zo F23H L, Tl 1 K5 6 B E TAHY -
04~ - 1 COMTHER L, Tl 7 K2 5 XK MEATR 4 1T
LiGe, 24K:121% —135T Z Rtk L 720 BEKEIZDWTIE,
22 OFRIL0E 2 523 H OFRI10H F T, 1S 720 1 ~ 4
mmDFEKE ARG > 72 (Figb— 5)o 22H D10EE 5
230 D130 F TORBEKEIZOMMTDH 5o FKEFDFEKE

Temperature (°C), Wind speed(m/s)
Precipitation (mm)

L

1 3 5 7 9 1113151719 2123 1 3 5 7 9 11 13 15 17 19 21 23

10
-15 \\\\\\\\\|\‘\|\

Feb 22 Feb 23

Fig.6 — 5. Hourly change of precipitation, air temperature and wind
speed at Hidaka (from the 22nd to 23rd of February
2004) .
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Fig.6 — 6a,b,c. Vertical distribution of air temperature.

[1,9:00 Feb 23

LTI, BEOAEINROMS, D7 L 220181
MO0 E TIRIKIZEAE L TV ARnI ED L Twa 72
B, ZORZLEOSIR, Bokmd X OmRHEICET 57 x4
AT =y RS S0 HaEE (JRERYR N EGEE) (235K
IE-T, LIFULIZMEBIARRICR D 2 E03h 575, SR 7
—ATOUIEBIARIZZ o728 34UE, 22H D19k L 12l
0 m/sDIRFEED i € 720, T DIEZIDIBEIZFIK 2S84 L T 7z
EEZOND, T2, WIKBEP#b o 2HEENIHE LTI,
Hiok L7z JBGERHE, AU 0 C LR CIIBlA-E - 1IE % 72 (EE IR
REIIRAZ IR VWEEZOLNDLDT, HKEDOHEDSHEHIZ
b o 12 IR N IIGEIC T 2 7 — 4 o3I C E %
Vo 2220 D198 LUK 5230 D13 Tld, AilAT0 T
P CHAKEDTEFREIN TV LD T, O % HKOFEER
B e 5 4UL, B EIZ49mmIZET B,

34

FUZDWTIE, 22H ORI 9 BiA 5 181 T oo 12 35 8
M1 ~5misOMTHR L2, 3§ CIRR72-X9512, 2HD
19ELURE IR T A ¥ AT — & TIRIEEIRAETH - 72, 23H
DD S24H D24 TRIBT— 5 Lo T b, ZED
720, HEW o iEs 28I 05R 7T -4 (b2
JE45.75r, WHR142/%8.65, HEfi56m) ZFTH L &, [HHT
TIZ22H O 191D 523 H 0 7 15 £ TIE A F 7213 g 1
~ 2m/sTEEE DA A SR L TH Y, 23H D 8 517 E T
AL ~JbALVE a2 5 ~ 9 m/sO FLEL I 58 R 2SRV T
Wi, HEWTO®ICALE S 2 Ha T Hm (b#420£32.657,
BRE1428220%7, HEE60m) TlE, 22H 198 523H @ 8 12
AT TR D L <131 ~ 2 m/sBEEOFR T, 23H D118
SI7TERZ A T~ AL TE )71 4 ~ 7 m/s D JAH % 5 dk L
2o TNHLOFELZBMMETOREL Z2BEIIT S L,
H T ClE23H o 11 LI A & AbAL T~k Ak o6 o #iH o i
THEFR VAR T Wz EHERl S B,

AL B 5 2 H22H 9B 5230 0 9 B TOEREA
K7 - FI2E UL, 22HO 9B L U23H O 9 BoFl T,
KIS EN R AL EETLTHIZOTUTCH- 72
(Fig6— 6b)o L7> L, 22H O21BE0 M T, ikl
B EE2200mBL ETIZ 0 CLLT T, #E1300~570mA T % Tl
0CLEEZYD, ZLTEHICEENTH - THESN~
160mETIXOCL T E 2 pifmlE s ho7zs 2D X IR
WMTICBWTIE, FEOFEFIIEENTSLIC LA ET
TEEIOML T THR SN THEHGHNE b, 2DLH %
B, melting ice process (& 0 C 2L o> FZ2ig4UE % 7%
T 2HA2RE LTl E 2D, RMEOFESE TIHHE
SNCEEGEH O 7 5 888E) LIFEN, & DEEH OR
MIZHREDBRS NS (Rl S, 19905 KJF S, 1990 #8 5,
1991 5 A-1ly - wiRy, 1992) ERE o TWwWhH EEZ b,
—7J5, HEWTIZ22H 9 K> 523H F TIZHEEAE TOXIRD
WIEHRIE 2 CHICKRIZOTU T 22K LTHY, melting
ice processDFEA L o 72 L HER E B (Fig.6— 6a) F 72,
MR CTIZ22H 21 £ 231 9 RO ERHIClE, HFEMN T TIRED
WERE DS 575 (Fig6— 6¢), 0CLLEIZIE % 5 Fmelting ice
processDIEAENTB I N IZ otz bE 2 N5, R (2004)
2 EAUE, MRS ZEAH T 20 & H b 12 0 T O IR ELPH
THELTBY, HEITIZBWTHRKRDEE L7722 &2
ENT D, AR, ALIRTT AT < (BUZH90km)
FRKEDE LW Lh b, BESSE LD RIS 13 Fig 6 —
6bITIEML Tzt EZ 5D,
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WK EDSFEAE L7 o BAERINGRIE, 7 T~ H3 8 E T
Fathn8d%, 5 h v ND13%, Tof (F1<y, I X
FI%E) 3% THD. BT YMDERAFRIZBIT HH
ERPOERIIAIZEL B &, BEZRE1~60% ORI A fE
M, BEEIZ TR (BEER8L~100%) 1, & 011.8%
7z, BERREIL, BTN LRI 2NTEA LT, Ml
BN DRI 2o TRED A B o720 BTV
HIZB 2 eI AROBM ) Lgfihofla:, eheh
474%, 52.6% T, HTHNIMENL L hotze T2, 4l
AL 745500 R O E AR IS ER L AT 5 &, HAR6
~12em T EFHIZ60~100% D EVKEEIZDH V| EEREL2
~26em TIE50% Hif4 & HERS L, IERRE32em P % 5512 2
B EFAEL I AR T A @A H > 72 (Figb— 7)o

18 120

Frequency (%)
>
Damage rate (%)

o N & o ©
T T T

6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30 32 34 36 38 40 42 44
Diameter(cm)

Fig.6 — 7. Relationship frequency and diameter at breast height.

6 —3—3 MR

715Uk (1448 /NE) 12 BT 24T - 72/ 4, &
MEAR%020.6 15T IR @\ E 2 7R L7z (RARBIFREIE,
E730.409 & e b @ <, R TPEIEE R, #HE AL, I
ek, RHEAR, SARRE, P, HEolETd -7,
Lo, REVIEISC PSS EE, e, fHAe, I
e, RHAARL, REEE, PERE, M s 72 o572 (Table.6
= 1)o UFTIE, mAHBHREA03ULET L BKREDHE R
TATLZDNWT, ZDATT ORI % BRNS, 513300~
32BmDOMEHETAITTNE - L b E L, 250mUFTldA a7
Ao L VL Boze THIFKRBER T2 L D12, 4
E I OREGAOREE KM L 720 E2 505, BF
5 < A a7 O 300~325m AU & I FERUE (0T
DF) 23> T, WKPFEELRTWEMFICH Y, B5250m
DFcidiEgE (0CUL) 12k Twniz bt sns, #f
WL, db~ILPE ORI LD A 3 7 257 < B ERE I fF
MY BHERE o720 HEIIZBI) BT X5 2D EEET
BT 27— 1E, FOKFEERIIKIBL 2o T2 7A%, T
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OBHLTO T — & OS5 &, HEITTH23H OEi» S
&1 F TORNZACALR ~ AT o ey i R AR T 72
EHERI S, db~dbVED A T T ASE VW OIE, FHKEZEDOJEDE
BT lzeobEZON5, FYHYRWEERIL, 17.5emPl T
TAIATHL -6 b HEMRMEICIERN L, B2 25cm & b
DREL D ERATTHIMEL 2 o THEEIHNZAEH 3 5 f#HH
ARENTZ TD LI BHHEEZFIWEAHIH S 155
AL, EAERERIBESR (Figo—7) TRLAZLIIZ, EHER
R2em % FNZETUIHER MR T T4 2 & L EHENIZ—%T
bo BRANIFIEROBE K & & S ITHEE I LHIH] & 5 )
Hote THES (1991) BLUHES (2001) 1, HEETIV
wHWIEEEONZEFEICB T, BEASH U2 5 IEE
BOREGVREIEMDORELS DI 2R L7z, WET
FIZFITH LT Y, SROMKETIE, BEKIWE
DN B BEASE e D78, T TIVIZ X AR CREZE L&D
i} 77 & DIERP L ERPFHHTE L LER HNL,

TR FRE RGO B

7—1. [3UBIC

BHRORSEFRINT 5121, WYL EFEHEZE”L T,
WEIST L THEWHEREZE TCTBLENH L, TD72DI
X, ED XD BHMABEEER S L THEM RS D'
MET L2 E e 5w, AL - FOREICE L TiE, FIDBK
o (e e AMEEI T AP A R TR L &
n, ZOMEPNSCPEIEEEWEEZONTEZ, H
KIZBU B AFHOEEEIIHT 2056 TIE, BEPFET
LD HEE 7 HIRFOIZIRILIZT0E SNTE72D, 20
BOWFETHERD 5 WIE P E L S & > TEHEORR
IR R G 27 &, —EOBEERTIRIRE TR &4
HENTWS (i, 1979;1L10 5, 1981 Cremer et al.,1982) .
F 72, BREUBRIIE, BomS 2 ORI L o TR
578, BEEIIRE T ET 5,

ARETIE, dLiEO LEEREEO—>TH 27 7~ Uk
[ZDOWT, FIRFITHS 2 M- FIgRFULIREE & Ba) L 720

7—-2. H&

6 EOPFAAER A I, BEK (REHEZE30%LT)
1766 HT, WER (REEET0% D) 1EFT oM AT
— ¥ EHwz,

73 WBREEE
7—3—1. HMBEE L HEDORF

FOREIZH T 2EEKDS L R EROREH EFI51L, =
NZEN7574 (340.8) & “ha, 1011.3 (243.9) & "ha, #HiiL
351.6 (86.8) m’ha, 293.6 (83.9) m’ haTdh o7z, MEHE
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HEBERDOIIZBNT, INEOFMEOEEZRE L7z &
Ch, REHEEE (1 %Ki#E) LMY (5 %KE) X2
WCHBTH o7 RITHTE L REEEZE L L CHBIGHT
ATV, H PSS (FHREIE0.34, FRHIBI=R23.4%, WIh#T75%)
w7z (Fig7—1).

Hyk  V=0375D-11.19 e (7-1)

VM E (m¥ha), D REHEE (A/ha)

INH ORI, SR E LTREKIL, MEKROTIEARYL
FELD DI, MEFEHE, BEKRLD IEvrREL X
Wil o7 L E2RLTBY, AMEROIX, BEEAREZEK
THVARDVEEILERL Y S REDP 72 L RRBL
TWdo KREHT AP EZ RS L121E, BEEOR
KEEZRE S ELZENEETHL EEZLND,

1000
©
o
=
o™
£
(]
§ 100 —
> e
E Ry=0.6
B
) Ry=0.5
10 : —
100 1000 10000

Density (trees/ha)

Fig.7 — 1. Distinction between severely damaged satnd and lightly
damaged stand on stand density control diagram.

— Borderline which discriminates severely damaged stands from lightly dama

—, Equivalent height curve ; -, Equivalent diameter curve ; Ry, Relative

O, Stand =percentage of damaged trees 30(%)

@ Stand = percentage of damaged trees 70(%)

7 — 3 —2. [RAMIRLLHMIRDOEET

HRAH L o TIRS NI (7 -1) XL, #HED
fEBR DS WA LRV OBER R L TBY, Fig7- 1
DIEROLAMNIBEE L ZIT I Wbk, GRSHEE I
TG TH D, 72721, FFROLEMIE N s E >
FID EFENTEY, TOFEHPEL I RGNS
GATEODRIIDW TP LETH 5, —fEIZ, alt
OB HFITMECIARDE {, FHFIRIE D & ST
HY, WEEZITRLTWEAICH S (Cremer et al.,1983;5 7,
1992) . WEEHN L CHRAMA RO BBV ELR T &1L, #
EEZIFIL KRG OHFHEZ TE LY REL T, HoEE
OB B L TH B, Fig7— LITRT LH 12, WL

09 oMy TlE, BEMDI LR BoTWE, 22T, L
w09V B Rt & £ 2, (7 — 1) R & NEE0.9D
BUCE o ORSNDMEB TR E 35 (Fig7-1)o ZOH
LoFEEEE (D) & LEAROTFIE S (H) % 5sH
D, BiEEIE oRIRE (HoD) %, 0P AF v 7 lifHiz &
S THEMT %L, FREORFRILHMHIEL (7 -2) KXo
EIITKE S

95 .99
i, /D= 1+19.252 # ¢ 0264

r=0.96

ZCT, Hm (CPIeE) 13, (7 - 3) XEFWTHIR L
(Gt 2006) .
H, =0.60971H "%
Z OO N fEk s g, MlE e e e
RY (Fig7— 2)e T ORINZEE DN IZ 72 HER, K
BrEM, FKEOBENRLMEKDOT -5 270y b DL,
FREGER LIRS X 200 =1L, Mo 4R T75%, BE
MT4%, BEMTIU% ER>T2.(7-2) RURLZZED
12, BIEoREICH L TRRILIZKE S 2o THEITHIZR D
AR ENTEY, VARDI A XL 5T, [AREDE
PSR B 2 EATRIEE LTz,

8130
N
T
3 110
)
o
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C
K
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Fig.7 — 2. Critical mean slenderness ratio.
O, Stand = percentage of damaged trees 30 (%)
@ Stand = percentage of damaged trees 70 (%)
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8—1. [FUBHIC
VARICHEEDEAET DA, T OWFEREILTIIHOMIE
WE2bo Grfri, #illl)) CHRRANFEE Lo TN
BIR5 AR ) O ZDIZ5 8T E 20 MARDHEHGIZIEH
T A E (U E, SKME) &, VAROEREZ 3 m
BRE— AV MTEAELSELD, ZOMAPPRIZLZHIEDY
EPLE— A ¥ PRED /NS, TARIGERT 2 Z & 1d7%
Vo =77, AN EIC X o TRERIZA U2 INFIG /392 7%, MOR
(H 1T 5% S “modulus of rupture) PLF 72 5 IZFRISHIE S 72 v,
SOF 0, BEMRICE L TIETER, o (G, Sz &
A, DBEETILEER) 12 L CIE, 0z EMORDBRIZ X
T, VAROHWEBIIRE SN, €I TERFETIE, FI
HREO RIS L 2 BT EICS LT, Zhb oWilE % Hw
TyIal—arzBIlnhv, HENL RSB S B
FFE S HRFOME S L OWEFRE L OBITR, BRI
AT BIBHOGAGIIONWTER L7z, HIZEREORAMD
WL ETIVEDOMISEMRET 57280, 200245 E215 12 &
LYET -5 LORBEB I oz,

8 —2. HFEETI

8—2—1. BROERLIEH
BIEROZET LIS 2 Fiamsti, #H (1983) 12k 3

ETNVE R, VAROBIZIZYEMTE S LT, B2 X DK

SERTEW & EK GEE, HKe L) RPEEEICL L EEAE

JeiEE RSB FE S Nod6

PRAE L, BICHMRITIEIL, #l L D eZH R0 L 72 O
MGIMEMT AL &35 (Fig8— 1), ZOHf, #E4H
TEiZHeE UL, WMEPLOESLIE, (8 -1) ATk
Nbo

WIS 2%, Mo ZUTO XD IZEHRT S,

T:lD_dm:ldO_D:ldo_dL:ly, (8-12)
2m-13 2 13 2 L

o a )

4, - (8-3

CITYRT—/—FTH b, ZOMYHREEHA UL,
EEOH 522 BT A0 Bz,
dz=dy—2zt=(1- fz)d,
(p=1-a, z=zL)
Ebe HIZZ=1- 202 FHUE, dzid (8 -5) Rk
I,

dz=27d,
72 COWH Az, WIER Bz, WA 2 RE— A > Mz, L
TokHcEENS,

A, =7%4, (A,=md/4) e (8-6)

B, =ZBy,  (By=mdy/32) e (8-7)

1,=2%, (I,=m}/6d ... (8-8)
HFE— 2 MM,

My ==(1=z))LW—=(6+e—y)P  oeeeeee (8-9)

a

Fig.8 — 1. Schematic diagram of tree model.(a)Outside forces acting on a tree.(b)Deformation of

the trunk.(c)Assumption for the stem form

37



i E AR A T Nod6

HHUPIC & 2 JepEm s R st
d’y
dz?
Eo5T,(8-8),(8-9) BLU (8-10) &»b, (8
-11) A»ES5ND, ZZTER, Y ¥ 7R EERT,

El,

=-M, e (8 -10)

Z4d_)2)+¢ ¢(ﬂ Z- a)+5+ej ......... (8 -11)
L | P
¢:ﬁ E ......... (8 _12>
(8 —11) Ro—EfEiL,
y=Z(Acosg+Bsingj+/l(Z—a)+5+e ...... (8 -13)

ST, A=LW./ AP, ABXUBIZ, BOEHTHS,
ymﬁk%ﬁ, z=0, Zz=1, y=0% (8-13) KIZfkAT %<&,

Acosg+ Bsing=—(+e+ )  eeeeene (8 —14)
L) —ODOmESEM, z=0, z=1, dy/dz=0 41,
A(cos @+ pcos @)+ B(sing+ gcos@) =—14  --ooeeeee (8 —15)

(8-13),(8—-14),(8 -15) KXk,

o— ¢cos ¢) /'tsm

y:%Z[(5+e+ﬂ/1)(sin ¢)+/1(Z—a)+5+e

(8-16) K2z=a2fRALT, y=0¢  aZHVTHE

HTOUTHO2RDB L,

5= (= PBsiny—aycosylet+afisiny —ycosy)d ... (8 —17)
Bsiny+aycosy

BT B\ I RRITE IS 02z A3 e L, £ DI

TNZREMEIG IO 2c EBIIRIGT IOz D 2 DHHFALS 5o

----

______
_____

P M,
Oy =—+—2 .. _
e 4, B, (8 -18)
O-ZT_i_MZ ......... (8_19)
A, By

X ¥ 742 5E (MOE : modulus of elasticity) & B 1F5: & (MOR:
modulus of rupture) 1, A V. ARDIEBIERERIZ L - TSN
% 2#12, E=10GPa, MOR =50MPa% F\:7z (Mg, 1987:
/NG, 1988) 6

8 —2—2. HHBEEWSELUP
WIITH AR L BACEMEW (N) (&
CdZ W5 &,

. IRICIRPUR S

WzépUzACd ......... (8—20)

p IXZERHEE (1.225kg/m®), AlX 7 U —x O FMmRE G
JRERE), UILEGE % =9,
BIARDIRPURECAIZ, 0.29 (Mayhead, 1973) & L7z, 71—
DO HEEAL, ZARLEL, BERE (We) B XU
fE (H-He) ZMvTkITIRL 72,

A:%WC(H—HC) ......... (8-21)

B B4 )1 CTh L MEmEMEP (N) (X, P=Pi+Pc=
(mi+mc) gCRTIENTEL (g EINHE
FKE (kg), me: BHEE (kg))o I I TIXHEED R L
HELTWADT, PRASOBMEDESOATH 5, HE
DEIIZDOWTIE, HAROEEICHET 278485 2 8 (WX

(m/s?), mi:

Centerof gravity atcrown

Centerof gravity at trunk

T=WL+P(+e)+PY,

Fig.8 — 2. Outside forces acting on a tree and turning moment.



FBIOEREGFFALTE, 1964) OF7— % % HWTHTT 5
&, BCFEZEd, (em) &HEEme (g) & OBIRIE, (8 —22)
KDL IR EN D,
me =242.19d 1%
RETIE,

r=0.87 (8 -22)
C OB E W TEEREZHEET S,

8—2-3 EEHEE—XCIT
BICIZMb B EHEE— A >~ FTIE, WEPIZXBE— A2 b
L Ems (kg) ICXD2BTEPOE— XY FPOEFFET S
(Fig.8— 2). Ptid, ¥V (DBH*2 xHm®) & DORHRIN LD
e L7z (BRMOEEINCHT L0988 2 it (WKFB LU
ERAEFRAELE, 1964)).
Pt=ms -g=(304.24V)-¢g (8 —23)
W A EET S L, Z=H/3BROELE LY, (8 -
16) AL YyrskE 5,
T =WL+P(5+e)+PY,

8—2—4 RRICLIREVEME—A> IR
EIE— A~ PRIZ, BAHC BT 251 B LABRICE 5 C
Ko7z (Fig8— 3)o #BMIE, %5 FOAHMIC L 2 HED

TR & TR TR & L7zl 138523 5 720,

RS KIK T B DN TR O 5~ v R THE
i U720 MARDEZRIE, K9 ~18cm, 67ARDILAIZDOVTH]
EHELEBR 2TV, HUED ZH2 L 230KV T, RAE
— AV b (EHLE— A~ PR (kNm) & EAED (em) O
BtR%E k72 (Fig8— 4 ).
R=0.0117D* r=0.73

Data logger

JeHEEMEABRY I 7E 8 Nod6

8—2—-5 Y3IalL—YarORRE

YIialb—varid YAROBMIBIZETLEILD (¥IaL
—varsl) &, EBROWET—F LETIVOBFEICHT
L5032V —23r82)E 20085 —THEMEL 72,
S1iE, BRICX AMEMEDECEH S 2T 5720, Hil
WHARL NV T ARBOMEAER  (BUZ3 2 B v o)
R E) BEEREL TWh, MAOBIEIE, FI2H
AR (He) LRI (B e (2EH Lz, 5t
i, BhEE 4 X5 (5,10, 20, 30m), BfEFEEICTERILEY
6 X4+ (60, 70, 80, 90, 100) & L, &F20/8% — 2>
WCBIhol, &FEME/NY =L IZBWT, 7—/8—%Fy L
—% (3mm/m), fF-leld 0 & L7zo VAR, BIfHL 72825
T X B SeS0. 22 PR 12 2B A e L TB Y,
BRI, ORI AR EHE 2 7z, PR B
HElx, AFEENE FHERDE ORI (N=95240D ')
LDRDEIENTESL (A, 2006) BFEIZOWTIE,
BE e REEE 2L FEHWN % K® 7 (Kanazawa et
al,,1985) s S 2 DA, FEBE OB RO E M THA L 724k
BF—=FEIEIIVI 2= arEBI ko7

8 —2—6. BESH
S1 O¥AED B SAI, (8 —26) NoxHEPHI 2 1K5E L
725

U, Y [Z_d] .........
K Z,

ZZC, ZIZMEI NS OEE, Ut (m/s) IZEEIEHRTE, «Id
BN B (04), Zo(m/s) lTHLEE, dIZHFIBEETH S,

Load cell
Winch

Fig.8 — 3. Principle of tree pulling.
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Fig.8 — 4. Relationship between the maximum resistive moment at
the stem base and diameter at breast height.

YIial—varyTlE, Z,=001 (ERE%EHE), d=0&

L7,

S2 O¥ptr, BiJEARA TR G A lE— Tl <, BT
M SR T L, Z 0P RGES AR, R RS S
TREEBMICEL T 5 (R, 1952). =2 ¢, B Bz
SOEEEAYE LT, UTOXHIZEB L.

U, :U—ln(z‘d]'exp(—em --------- (8 -27)
K Z,
ZCTC, el IEEDOMEET, B, SR LT
L3 %,

8—2—7. AEETIVOREN

9, WEEED, EEOH TEOMEd, HEH AT
He, BEAU, FKMENH 2561213 Z O EP, HRAOK
JLE— A PR, MOR, MOE, 7—/S—£y % AL, #E
DI EPe L TEMFEP (P=Pi+Pc), KFME (AT) Wkt
L7, By, MFinds (2 2 TIREMIN102c &
Wh,) BRD DS, KICHEEEE— A Y FTHB L URERKD, i
FZOWE AT, [FEICMORECzc DI %2179 o WETLHE
&L TUE, TR0 20 max <MORD ST TIIARIEY & 721
R>T2> 2020 max >MORD ST T, @it LHIlr§ 2, &
DI B N7 JTGE A R FURGEU. & 72 % (Fig.8— 5),

b

8 —3. A&

A, 5 mEOHALAN O A T < RO 2 i
THEME L 720 WX & R ORI (NNE - SSW) 1,
HEEEO FHJR (R SRR xF L CRITHE AR <
NTWb, FAEXA WHFIE75m) (&, JE 2 374E £ O Xl
(A=1) LETFUNCBAFEDXHE (A-2) IZhhRTwh,
A X B HRAFIE70m) 1%, B N2 264EE 0 Xl (B— 1) 47,
U ENCA3FEEDXE (B— 2) b5 (Fig8— 6). FiAcdi
PHIL, FAEXAABOm X 75m, FHEXBAE30mX70mTh %, K
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H:#&, Hc : 5 F#, D: WHEE, E: ¥ 7&K
MOR : #hiFiiE, y: F——REAH

S 1 SARDBREMA
Wi FEBEEOFH

R : BIRIERE— A b
Tati T
W BAHE, P EKME+RIE
WO [

l Y @oEhL, BEETE O (ERIEAD) Oxc @75

|T:HR%h%yb%ﬁﬁ |
]

1. T>R. 0xc<MOR

2. T<R, 0,c>MOR

3. T<R, 0,,<MOR

SAICHEER L | ﬁ*uﬁﬁhﬁ%$| lﬁ*Kmﬁhﬁﬁi |

FE 5 85 Uc

Fig.8 — 5. Outline of the mechanistic wind and snow damage
model.

o, FHREEE X O YR % Table.8— 11277,
WeEREIL, MR 2NT L A ST, D REITILR S HA
BHNTZH, WTNORIPNFEE Lo IRETH o 72720,
R Y & L7z,

8—4 Y3Ial—2alS1OBRREEE
8 — 4 —1. FRFER LB ORBR

FEOY I 2L —va YOFRTIE, 20087 —2HD) b,
FTRTOBEIIBTHR Y 23584 U7z, BRFURHULIE, T2
RIS B B R R AENDH Y, FH—7%IERIIZE
WA A SR ARG 1L < 2 B I AUR Sz
(Fig8— 7)o WERTOMERETIZ, BEPEEDOY A X &I
EOREBMEIIIBRD D B 2 LT TIMS N TEW S 25,
PAZXPRKEL B BRERELZZTR T 556X
(Glitzenstein and Harcombe, 1988 : #A - &%, 1992),
B A4 A THEZZITRT WA (Boe, 1965 5 Putz and
Sharitz, 1991 : Perterson and Pickett,1991) 7 &A% V), H—Y
BRMBIZE S TV, SO A 2L 2 AEERED /L



Table.8 — 1. General descriptions of the observation stands.

JeiEE RSB FE S Nod6

Site Stem Stand Mean breast height | Mean height | Mean slenderness
density age (yr) diameter (cm) (m) | ratio (H/D)
(trees/ha) i
A—1 670 37 25.4 22.8 89.5
A—2 325 35 30.5 23.5 | 77.2
B—1 560 26 24.1 19.6 | 81.4
B—2 450 43 29.0 22,2 76.3
70
B—2
0% o o O g°
35000000000_ 1
o o
A o°8°o°ocb,§’%°
00 0o 0990 008& B—1
0 % 90%0 9%%0 %o 08
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S 0.6
Fig.8 — 6. Maps of location of trees. )
<] i
. Tree height
. 0.4 A 2 R 5m
ROAN—FIE, VARV A ZOAIZEDL, HIRILEEZEBL T 10m
VRN ED—EICHDEEEZOND, Y Iab—Ta vk Y w— 2]
FAVRT L1, ARHASR A 25 & % AU, BEOfE '
Bk, AR A X (BE) OATRESI NS DDOTIEZR W
LS RTH B, 0
0 2 4 6
Y(m)
8—4—2 BBRICRETZEAOHE .
Fig.8 — 8. Def i f trunk.
ZITE, HRIEDTD 5 kbR EVEEG (BIKEL00) o e etormation of tru
WBOEEAR L EMEICTI A%, T NENFig8—-8, IIRT, £
Faix, BEsE < kB ERITTAHE A B0 EENIIAT T
B 2L <, mAMICHEET A EAIPR S N7z RN 1
HOEAMEILZ 0 ~0ALDFLEIZH 1), BEATE VI EEWAT
BIZIRARMED D > 720 mAMHEIE, WTFNHBE L) DIV
AN Y 08 | N\
O
N,
\\‘
60 ] Tree height /__,\ O 6 B \;\\\
’\5 — [5m 8 ‘ \\
é u B 0 10m Q Tree height \
- 5 - \
g 40 f @ 20m 04 |1 5m |
& ] [ 30m 10m | \
° 8
g ————— 20m : N
= 20 H 02 [— 30m T :
0 {
E=] | ]
= ] R
© i .
I
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Slenderness ratio (H/D)

Fig.8 — 7. Relationship between critical wind speed
and slenderness ratio.

Compression stress (MPa)

Fig.8 —9. Computed compression stress in a trunk caused by wind
and crown load.
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75

£=0.01

Fig.8 —10. Comparison of the computed spatial distribution with the observed spatial distribution for damaged trees in site A .
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Wind speed at Z=11m is 32.3m/s. O,undamaged tree; x,damaged tree
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Fig.8 —11. Comparison of the computed spatial distribution with the observed spatial distribution for damaged trees in site B.
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Wind speed at Z=11m is 32.3m/s. O,undamaged tree;x,damaged tree
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8—5 23alL—2alS20EREER

20024E 5 2175 T, meokBRRGEIE, 32.3 m/s (G ILTIA
SBLET, #h Elim) ZECERL 72, AAXA, BIZBIT A8
EF-F OB, ZORGEME B L7z,

RN O EGEIRR R ¢ 1&, AAIXAB L OBIZEELIL 7245 3 &
D4 FE2 OB AMT = » o, HiffT L e DF—F -
1F0.01EETdH - 7295, ﬁﬁﬁa@%@ SIS B 72 ORI

H e %0.1~0.001DOH TEL ST, HE L OBMAEVEXRRE L
72 (Fig.8-10,11)c &=0.1TIE, FRNIZJHUXIZ & A L HEAET,
JE_EMRAE R LRI EDS A SN LHETH Do £ =0.001TlZ,
MAIIUEEA L3 <, B IR AR 20 clidz <,
U MRS F TEL T b, i ¢ =0.010561%, FE
OBERNE L CHILTBY, MEXAIIBIT 1R
4R T80.1%, MEREEARTI%, BEARSIT%, PHAIXBIZE
T HRHERE, SRTTT.A4%, ERENTAR83%, HEARG9.8%
Thb, HEAMOFMIEHT S &, A EHZICEIES 12
o DM ERDOSA R ELHHSNTBY, #BEIROTF
W7 SIS HPHRFETE 5,

WOTE Hiam

. BRI R EMEMEZE ZR U ZBRM DMK S 4

ZNFE CTHRGL T, BRI REFERhH (55 2 ~ 4 &)

LRBE (5 ~88) ICOVTHE L T&L, RETIE
D ETH N MRoaUiEN s s LT, BiaAko b s
R LT A Z R L 2B EAE (7 7~ v B abk g R 5) o
Ml ERT. 9, BANLEHTEOMEIZAZHNIC
Bl JRAR DT JEE & B A A B3 2 St 2 e 3 5o e
WL T, FB8HETRLALIIC, WEMEIIIIRIE2VNE
WIIEE (R ADT, T TIE, FEHIZRIEATOLLT CTH 5
CEREMET B, BIREIARICE LT, BiEEE 2 e S
MDA LT, TEBLRVIEL %D LHI12T 5, Mg
M, EBICTBM T TR LRI K B EsERE (B
HifE  #95500ha, 20024E6 H 9 ~10H) &0, #EssAE
LD H P JRH8.6m/s (i IL AR BLIET, JRGHET % Eu
1m) 2B#F\29 5. TRFAER) % 150 5 i FRGE X
F10m® ¥ & T 5 ~ 7m/s (Tegen and Fung,1994;Tkamura et
al,2000;HH #1,2005% &) Tdh b Z EBHONTWEA, ZIT
136 m/sZ SRR & 5 5, MHET 5 H PR & Y RE
OMEFENL, 1Im& 1I0mTE AR 25, JAEHO % 5076
OUHEZEESTSH L, FEEONEMEE L THho THHHIX
FLAERWEEZLNS, L2205 T, KENT
H -39 8 K8.6m/s% 6 m/sLL MIZ T 5 L HENFIHRTE 5 &
PGETIUL, SRR L ZE IR RIE 6 (m/s) 8.6 (m/s) x 100
=70(%) & 7% %o FRRICPAMOBIELI T ORETS, L
#510m T H *FI3gJaE8.6m/s DSz & &, 70% LU T O

T3 575,
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JAEALTEL SN D70, BiEMASEIES 2 B JaGiB x,
3ETRDSN72d70EW - AdDBIRN 83 - 4) bk
HHLZELET D,

IR IO IR, dbHEE S T <y OWGEEE
B &0, BEPIYEE M E O IR E O S
RKODHZENTELA, HEEMN LosEiiE, e
BCTHDHI20, FHYBEIILIRT 2 0EDNH 5,

FREBE (H) SPEEBhE (H.) oBRE, kXTH2oNh
% (CH1E, 2006)

H,=0.60971H""  (r=0.98) (9-1)

#E A (Ht=10m & 20mD ) 126> THIYik
Lo mERke, LlEAvCEYRIRIL L REHEE O
BR%E RO D EFigd— 1 DX ) I127% 5, FIHRIRIE ML
BIEEDH T EE L R D E DD 5 o

B RE BT LT, SRR LA L TH 5 25,
LADZAdDMH & L7z LADOE I L CLEARLAIOME
X, BIEEAED (om) L WAHREE () OWET—4 (U
KEFEB L OEREFRAE, 1964) 2 5% E Ko TRt
L7,

Wd=571.85exp (0.0936D) (r=0.85) (9-2)

PIHEIR R & RO L CTH 5 IERH40 (cm¥g) #*
HIFEDbEINL, LAIZRD L ZENTE, BERE (CPoH

H=10m
120 14
100 | 12
80 :‘- 41 10
"""" ! 18 2
a 60 | : S
T : » 16 5
40 | E | 4
20 —1 5 —,
TR
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Fig.9— 1. Optimum density under the condition H/D=70 and
d70=6h.
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EH.— T ) TRIMNELADE RO B Z LA TE 5, &b
T @I, REEE LB EH» 5 KD 72 (Kanazawa et
al,1985) o

BB AR, AR L B REd700 B4R % 773 (Fig9
= 1)o BHEEFIA701E, ARECEEA S 25 LHA DA 2
LIEM DD %o

DL L TRO 7 E RO R LRIt B L O
d70D BERA> & , B DA & it Jal T % #5 F8 L 78 0F 7 AR50
ARD BN D, Figd— 1051%, BiRBHHEE 5o 5 1213AR %
B H T BB D B, iR % D B IR E
R T ALENH LI LB I, MEHEE L To
TR & B JRE B 701 BARIY 7 etk (B 755 2 5 huud,
B RS & TR EE % 258 L 72 IR e R SR D H B o
Bl AR, B AR O & B R R BT 2 5L LT,
A IEW=80m D54, d70= 6h, EIRILIZBE TR X9
WZ70LLTF 54 8, EEBHE10m TIEAREE 13750 ~20004%

/ha, BFE20m T 1£400~5004 ha“#1E & & 2 N b, [
FEIZW =50m, 80mDFI B % Table. 9— 1 1I27R T 2D X9 7%
Fihm VI, AR BB R A2 B R O i JaU T & Bl
BREERE LI IE e RO RE D 2L TE, B
FMOERER FICKE TG TEHIENTETHL, T
& LTFig9— 212, LLETiy U722 B AR B R 5 & il 8
ﬁ%%@bt%ﬂ%(ﬁ7vyﬁﬂﬁéﬂ%>@ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ
HFHORNE KRT b,

9-2. SEROFRE

PHEARIL, Bz 3 Tt 2 & D7z, fEk, FHERNR
EBF M ORHER T & OBBP AR TH - 720 2, B
M DREER T % e w2 F AR RETH > 72 2 L IZJE
WO—270% %o RIF7ETIE, BIEMO E 2K+ & LT,
g (W) CBEE (MENRELAD ISEHL, The
MO KT DTSR KT8 %, B F25R0 By &

qﬁﬂﬂ%d&hﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂal:sﬁ‘ SHEEE

'\

PR RICET HEHERE
R A 2 BR .

o

} [i&‘ﬂﬁl:ﬂﬁ’éﬁﬁﬁttmzﬁi

)

HE SN D RHITHS Ui LRRO TR B R E.
I

-
EEEEEHA

| Shrmihig (LERE) LoPaim g s 0RaEiS, THNEESE L AREEONRERES,

-

///Eaa%Mﬁmﬁm ~~

~

L]

TN

//E&mmamﬁm

TR EGEE?D 92 R AT, EE LR D,

L% 7

7
HEEm (em¥g) & ASEE T &b T
@ LAL %R, HTw Tk L THke TIYREARE K

LAD #Reh %,

&
BSRAOHBEW & Ad (SLAD) ZH#iSbe, W

Ad #3Reb, 3—4 A& FHVWCAREUEE & PFRGEH d 70

\ks?%%ﬁm Giga—1),

Bl
e
/;ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ1

(BARFEIR 2 B35 A B O REBH)

g o

i |

LREEE (Ht) 2398 (Hm) 9—1
AR
\

/’

Fhay AL = EE R (H) /T
famEERDBH) &k, AHERE L
SRR AR F ERE (Fig.9—1).

)
hv4
AYEERH 2

(TRAIR bl B % AU BE D G )
#

b5 AR R O A B LA _BiT 7o A A8 B A5k i LAt % #58 L T _EFR TR LT o0 AR
K? (Fig.9—1), BELZRHD (Figa—1),
EEIEHOFRE

AHEERM 1 L ABUE R 2 BT T AR 2, B ACR 1510k TR ZEAL (Table.9 —

=

Fig.9 — 2. Summary of the procedure to provide guideline about shelter effect and wind resistance.
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Table.9 — 1. Density of each growth stage.

Width of shelterbelt i W=50m _W=80m

Dominant tree height(m)  Density (trees/ha) Density (trees/ha)
8 ~ 2500 ~3000
10 700~2000 750~2000
15 500~900 600~800
20 350~500 400~500
25 250~300 250~ 300

Condition H/D=70,d70=4h H/D=70,d70=6h

o THOLENZI L7z, TORER, Wil CBRs 5 2 5 4 12 H bo S8, ZOREWHMEICLALZLT, MEZFVMEBIY

W OTIE, BERIR L OBES ARG TH D 2 EHPREN
720 T, WA (W) LBEE (Ad) & DOFEW-Ad%
BRI OBBERNE 25, BiaRIHRE 0f &%
MERAsEo . LaL, HonEEiE w-AdDRk
fli3244CTH Y, ThE D KRELRHFATONEAROZIL,
Ltk FEL CRANTW DD 5o R PRSI % 77 $°d70
X, W-AdDEINI o THEAT H I 205D 5 A5, 22k
RO/ SRR D BE S F < 2 5 L [FERIZ, W-Ad
DAEDSK & BRI T Z > TATOPE T 52 &b %
AbNAb, ZOWE, d701E, W-AdDOBEHNII L CHRfE % #F
B, BAEARLZBZICHELT S L) 2EHNERTEEZD
N5, TORIZOWTIE, W2 1 kmbl b b & 2 iRk 2
ER MBI REIE E T B HA1E, RIEE QIS 2
LTBLLERHLTHS ),

BEE sl B L Cld, MERIZZDEEIHTH 5 A0 S
WARAET 2720, BiEAIROMMHI IR TH 5o BEICIRAT:
EBY, PR E N T & OBIERIZIBRC % 5 72720,
LB E 72T VNEBXORE 75 v 7 204 (i
ICBIfR) LHEERT- L OBRTH L. TS OBREEZ S
M B 72002IE, W T 087 BBk 4 7 B R T o B
T F DL 7 B S, BEA O FER L 2 B S A &
BB E L, TOEOKREM L - TEEHEE D ICEED
HEFE WAL, BFLHEOETRE R~ A F ARRDHAE
T5o Dbk ) MELFERT 2 FEE LCiE, ARG
O EFTVERND L, L Laas, Pk (Bi5ik)
ARG LB T VERIIAR L, F2, BN (Ta b
ZA4T) EFEE (BFIV) L RO BHBEMAIEH S
Lo TWiR, R TIE, 3, EFVEBROANIEZ
MFES % 7212, Tabler (1980b) & Anno (1984ab) 12X -
TRESNZAAPEHIIOVTHREZINZ 720 Z O E,
Tabler? J5 370 53K 72 L, B S iE L ) RS
WA REZZE D IZECRE RN LB e L e —
75, Anno® J5 7 & 3R 72 JiaE L, B & 7z R L2 L
W& 72 DI IR L CI B L ) b RE AR fEE 2o
2o TNOHOFERIE, EFNVETO MY AL TOEREERTH
WGt %, HIHES LTz 1o 2 B R RIZ L T
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WE TS5y 7 204 GERRICEEG) CREERTE OBRIZHE
5 EBRN R DPULETH D,

FJARLFIRMED G| E LT TR/EEFICH L TIE, AT
WEEBROWET— 5 2 BICEERBT 2 B I v, HEER
DOFNT A ST % L3010, MECHE L QdgeEFTiles
WEMHEL, LA2AL, SREOEFTVIE 1RO A XY b
(200245215 ) CHRAELZEEN LB ONZLDOTH D,
L72A 5T, BT VICIZAEER (R, Bz ) 134
ARRENTELT, KRGV EALL 286121, WA
BFy 2880 ESNS, LAL, TNHOETIVTHE
HY b L IFBEE LRI SN E, HERZTRTVE
WaZ L GATVDL0, HGEFORREIMICHD L TEHR
FidEmw e HIE NS, 20 L) ks TIE, BEMICRK
M7 EMOPOFMBEEL FEHTNETHLEEZ BN D,
G131, WEFHETVOWREEEEEZED L2012, K
RENEAAAATZETVORENLIEL 55 SRFEICH
THNFEMBRETIX, BT Y ONENRET NV EREEL
FREURGER I3 2 B EIRE (BLE D, i) LB SRR
JHN BT B A TR, ZOB, HHRE— A ¥ MILT
LEROIPTE— 2 » Mg, F1E B LARBROMED S L
720 LLBDS, TOX)RFETIE, dHed oMo
TIPSR H R 5 X9 BYAE, EOHISCRER | S L
B A EWiT 2 UEDNHLTHS ). Pl2iE, WROEIE
— A M, WOESEHE?D 5 A5 (Peltola et al.,2000 ;
Coutts,1986: Ray and Nicol,1998), k1 FI2& % L T
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Summary

The purpose of this study is to clarify the relationship between
shelterbelt structure and the functions of wind reduction and snow
break, and to determine measures to reduce the meteorological
damages caused by wind force, and snow and ice load to natural
shelterbelts. The results are summarized as follows:

1. Relationship between shelterbelt structure and the functions of
wind reduction and snow break

In order to clarify the effects of the width and density of a
shelterbelt on wind reduction, model wind experiments and field
observations of wind speed distribution were carried out around
shelterbelts with different widths (W) and total area densities (Ad).
The values of U./U, (minimum relative wind speed), X.. (distance
of the minimum wind speed from the leeward edge of the
shelterbelt), and d70(shelter distance beyond which the wind
speed U does not exceed 70% of U,) could not be accurately
estimated using only the values of W or Ad. However, W - Ad,
which is defined as the product of W and Ad, related to U./Uo, Xa,
and d70, was found to be a useful index for a natural shelterbelt.

In order to obtain field data on the snow break effect on
shelterbelts, field observations were performed. In order to verify
the validity of the model experiments on snow break forests, a
wind tunnel experiment using an experimental wood model was
conducted, and the results were compared with those obtained on
the field.

2. Meteorological damages by wind force, and snow and ice load
in natural shelterbelts.

By analyzing the wind damage caused by Typhoon 200221 at
the shelterbelts and the damage caused by glaze in the Japanese
larch forest in Hidaka, Hokkaido, in February 2004, a
susceptibility to windthrow and glaze damage was found and
multiple regression models to predict the damage rate were
obtained. The effect of tree height and slenderness ratio on wind
resistance was found using a mechanistic model to assess the risk
of wind and snow damage. Wind resistance increased with
decreasing slenderness ratio and decreased with increasing tree
height with no change in the slenderness ratio. However, the effect
of tree height on wind resistance in the case of a higher

slenderness ratio is smaller than that in a lower ratio.
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The results of this study would help in developing methods for

efficient management of shelterbelts.



