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Vegetation Structure of Fragmented Shrine/Temple Forests
in Southeastern Hyogo Prefecture
—Estimation of Edge-effect Distance and Minimum Conservation Area—

Ayako Iwasaki?’ and Hiroaki IsHm?’

Abstract

As forests become fragmented, edge effects become more prevalent and the stable
environments of forest interiors diminish in size. We compared the extent of edge effects on the
vegetation structure among primary, secondary and urban shrine/temple forests in southeastern
Hyogo Prefecture. In the primary forest at Taisanji Temple, there was a clear difference in
vegetation structure between the edge and interior. Deciduous trees were found near the edge,
whereas Castanopsis cuspidata (Thunb.) Schottky dominated the canopy of the interior. In the
secondary forest, also at Taisanji Temple, various tree species dominated the canopy, and the
difference in vegetation structure between edge and interior was less clear. Edge effects on the
vegetation penetrated twice as far into the interior of the secondary forest (30m) as in the
primary forest (15m). In the urban forest at Nishinomiya Shrine, edge effects dominated, and non-
forest species such as Pseudosasa japonica Makino and Trachycarpus excelsa Wendl. were
found throughout the research plot. Our results indicated that the vegetation structure and
surrounding environment should be taken into account when determining suitable conservation
areas for fragmented forests. In urban areas, human intervention such as removal of non-forest
species is necessary to restore natural forest conditions.
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Elz k> TLHHICHEFIEMA S N2 EENE 5T S
mAR SIS @FTHINT). DX D BHEHBENS,
MMARDREITH o TIERFRHRICE DW= @Y7
HBMEENEEEINDS (1171987).

ST HE 2 2 6D THRAMITIZZ O RBERICB W THE N S
DOEEPR LA H BEET 2. HREE, Kb,
R, B 7 gD S NI S I DN TR L,
1B K BIIHNT % (Williams—Linera 1990;
Chen et al. 1992). %7z, HETIIIh 5 OYIEERE
DEFHNARKEL, MATREBEMEZEL THWS. Z0OX
S ek SMANOREDOEE THEIER] &5

(Murcia 1995). Williams—Linera (1990) 13 o
ST AR B THEAE R E B K O O # M S N
OB PYEBREOBLITHIEL TS Z L&RL, M
EIZBITE THEDR NBLSE#E#EL 2. 5L
MOREEIZR SN EHBHRICET 5 INETOMIET
1%, BLZEMHED SHMNIZEN D IZDONT, KREWEY D
fEREE, MESpmEast, EEBRERRENEDTS
WAERBEICBITHELPREIN TS (Ranny et
al. 1981 ; Palik and Murphy 1990 ; Matlack 19%4 ;
Williams—Linera et al. 1998). F/=, #tHMDOME
TIHBELLH 2 WARBEICEIE U 2 RS O /MR
RO ENZI R 5N % (Wales 1972 ;
Lovejoy et al. 1984). BIZHZE T UIX LIS DRSS
NEDRAE MEHE EREAKRE BRSNZH, HK
PIZIAN D IZ DN T I NS ORI 2 @M H
% (Lorence and Sussman 1986 ; Brothers and
Spingarn 1992; Fravor 1994). IMI3FALIZ &V Rk
MEDT B E, HBEDEDDEIETEML THRNREN
BALT B0, BHROBRBERESMENRDN T ARE
PEAYE D, PISEAR TR BRI BRI AR R R STz
O, MALAD T ICREREKEELZ R TITE, &
REOMHNETRIGEHEZEEL TRE L ZHMNREL#
R ZDOILBERHEKEREZRLELRTNIT RS RN

(Denis et al.  1991).

REEEER 2SO A EMH OBERERY 7
JFRVA, NEPESTLREMMTSHS CUEIT
1970). MRZERMRIIER 28 L TEWIERBEER Z T
L, WEOHBREENFREL TS DMEE, KNI
SBEREEZ2ETS. —FK, AABHILICE > THRE
BRI O N2 BITHRAL T B R KIZE & U THER D
SERINTNS 0, RERKEHNRENRELS,
RERBEFHOMEYHEZ RET 512131, 500had Rk
HRESBEEINTWS (GHIFN1998). Lirl Zh/
FORKEREOKZME 1 T TRET 5 Z EIIBRTIIM
ODTHHETH D0, REREL THEDHBEORIRS
NERERERXZ2ERRZIL2H5ENEZELASNS
(Saunders et al. 1991). Z D, BSFREXOHFEL2EE

BRETDICHI>T, FORBEOHENEDERENKN
ICREDN, HEHIROKSHEHZMNDLEND D,
BRORSMHIIEESY 1 T EICRRDEEZ SN
0, MEYATZEORFTOUETH .

T ZTAME T, RERMETICBITS 3 AROE
YA TORISDIMIAM (REEMH, ERERHB KL
UERBERM) THARBEICR S DB R ERE-
Fe#e U7z, 3 1 OISR THED 5N DOREERE
DOELZFAEL, MILARORHAERBEICR SN SHESR
EHOENITBHIER2EMNE L. IR OMBERNRD
FRE L U CIIBARBEEROEEDY 1 X, RMERED
ofi, BAMBOSGRERZAWE. Zhs 2REMIC
ERL, S OHAEIZRS NS HBEEIRO KR SEHFH 2
MEt U7z, EMBEER O K S BIIHBE OME A S
WCHkET 57~ (Cadenasso and Pickett 2001), #k
B ORREH O ERICANMBN RO RSEGEHZEL L
7. SHPTDIMILARDHEARE Z RS 5 Z & T, AR
BEOBENWINIHOHEAEIIB T H2HMBIRICEDIIIT
BETLIMEHOSMIL, WAKORE - BERITERR
BEeBs L 2HME LT

A

AV TP X RS T RIB O RILSF (Jhf&34°417
HH%136°47) BRUFEE HitESKMT (JL#E3443" %135
20) OFEEMHETIT o= KILFSERHT0~200m. 7
EWHIER 2mTH S, HICEFNKBEHICMEL,
FEELIRIZ17. 8°C, FEMIM/KRIZ1448. 5mmTdh % (&K
BIFR—LR—VERRT—FBR).
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FAEHIIBENILF R OFILT, HE» SHNAE K
I50mORFAE T Oy bE 2 HHFRELE (K1 —a, b).
KILFORFHIIERENE <, EBFROMLIFARTIE
mfE (16ha), fE (REMHERMEHREE) HiTRK
WTHD OUNEE - PFH1986 5 AREBIFE 2199 ; Kodate
etal. 1997). BEFIIFONHE T, RECERRRE
HENEMIDIE EICEMTH S, HEHOMEIZE
BITNO OB, MAITERICADFEITIAS TY
VAN

KILF OB IRER OB 59 5 B8R & Fmtk
ELTHFINTELEZRMRA S IREEHN
1996 ; Kodate et al. 1997). H R M X 3 ¥«
(Castanopsis cuspidata Schottky var. sieboldii
Nakai) MESHT 5BEMMMETNAK T (Quercus
phillyraeoides A. Gray) MBS SHEERSMKD 2 &
BTH5 CNE-HEELI86). RAKIZ TN AN 038
TAHWE KM, 375 (Quercus serrata Thunb.)
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MBS S 0KkM, 74~y (Pinus densiflora Sieb,
et Zucc.) MEEHTHHIERMO IFHETH D, —K
I HE FRE D 2 < & A REEBI A OB I OH R
RMEE A D, AWK TIIIRERSH (321 -2 01
BEVE) CHEBRITRM (O SHE KBV THET Oy
hEREL K.

ARt
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7= Mk S RN AIGE, EIS0mORE T Oy b E2FKREL
7 (R1—c). RHOFMTFEIIA 2haThEF =N/
A FORERDEL T HERIBERATD D, HHm
D S B 1. 3halF 1B I ILE IR O RARGLEMITHE S
NTW5, FEFETER, KK, fEEEREICHEN/ZL
BRI 78 T DI AR (2 2 TRERH AR EIER) TH 5.
HREEBEOEEY EITES 2mOBETHY s TW
5. BENIZEHERATTONSD, MW EARRIZ A
DFIFIA> TR,

MAREFZT N XA/ F (Cinnamomum
camphora Presl.) ®FEH», 7o xEF Ulex
rotunda Thunb.), Vv 7W/)\F (Camellia japonica
L.), 75h3 (Quercus glauca Thunb.) 7 ENE
59 HERIEEM TS 2.

71 &

HRE

F A TR B BRI Ay > TERE L 7250 X 50m
DFET O v MZBWTEEL 3mEA DO A E KD
foEEE (DBH) &S#fEZ2HIE L 2. BIZ2fEROBRA
MEZEF &I a8 (ULD—300, 445 %=H
WTHIRE L 2. KILFORERBHMH T Oy MTDWTI,
FHOBERR (0miths) S HIZI0mMscimn - T
HHES/NNERNR SN2, fET Oy b Z210mik
SMTHER U 7z,

AR

BT BNWTEEZ &8 1 XHE S (DBH,
&) L, RS Uz 28K 0E
BIRHEIZ DWW TR /A 2 R U, MoE O R s
ZHHSMI U2, RAKEY ORI BT 2 M) 3% H
S5MITT 27280, FMSOESBIEIZDWTHED S5O
PEBE NS — BT U2, TS ORERMN S, i
A B ATV DR D AN Y — MR O
MELNSHIFHZ D S ITHBEI RO RS ZHER L
Tz, MRENRN E OREE DR £ TRADIIHEREIZD
##F 3 % DT (Kneeshaw and Bergeron 1998) I
Z Mt E TEl-> /-l (edge effect ratio) HEHE L /=

1 KILFF OB/ (2)B LU KM(b), W H2003F12H
. PR OBINFR(C), 2003411 AR

BEREHMTRD SNEHRBEI RO KRSNHEH S
Young and Mitchell (1994) D HEEITHEW, LD
T FE D EACITPE D MG & RN OB R 2T E L
2. —ERBOMBHRNR SN 55, INIAREED
INEWEMRBRHEO A DMNAEEL O RE<ES. AL
M IR B R R EE & B2 T L E L - N R B
ZHICHGETDIHLENRD D ZEMNS (Denis et al.
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R OKILSFORESM, MBI UEBEMEORET O MBI 2 EEHHEOEAEK(Density)
LM RS FHBA)B K UE DHRHE%).

Species Density BA
(num ha™) (m* ha™)
PNIIEHICE 3P
= Castanopsis cuspidata 374 (15.2) 24.54  (68.7)
TN Platycarya strobilacea 11 (0.5 147 4.1)
EF ¥ llex integra 52 @1 131 (3.7
Y7 F Camellia japonica 626 (25.4) 1.12 3.1
LT )% Aphananthe aspera 81 (3.3) 1.06 3.0)
TN Quercus glauca 144 (5.9) 0.75 2.1
HTAY a7y Fagara ailanthoides 11 (0.5 0.67 (1.9)
IO REF Ilex rotunda 63 (26) 065  (1.8)
EAZ XY N Daphniphyllum teijsmanni 3 (02) 0.5 (1.5)
VATAY4=V 102 Quercus salicina 30 (1.2) 0.54 (1.5)
Z 0t others 1070 (43.4) 3.08  (8.6)
R Z %A
ISR Quercus phillyraeoides 664 (17.1) 543 (24.8)
=4 Quercus serrata 116 (3.0) 459 (21.0)
VRS llex pedunculosa 156 (4.0) 1.86 8.5)
7oA Quercus glauca 304 (7.8 151 (6.9)
Y~EE Myrica rubra 8 (0.2) 131 (6.0)
HAIW IS5 Prunus verecunda 48 (1.2) 1.06 4.8)
eSS Lyonia ovariforia 264 (6.8) 0.79 (3.6)
TR Quercus variabiris 20 (0.5 0.74 3.4)
Yay 7 Clethra barvineruis 92 (4) 0.69 3.2)
B )T R Evodiopanax innovans 120 (3.1) 0.60 2.7
avA Castanopsis cuspidata 24 (0.6) 0.54 2.5)
Y 7oRF Camellia japonica 364 (9.4) 0.51 (2.3)
Z DA others 1712 (44.0) 229 (104)
P E
IR )X Cinnamomum camphora 200 (6.8) 32.68 (70.1)
JafRrEF Ilex rotunda 240 (8.1) 3.38 (7.3)
T )% Celtis sinensis 72 (24) 2.52 5.4
NS Aphananthe aspera 88 (3.0)0 1.53 3.3)
T Quercus glauca 188 (6.4) 1.00 2.2)
Y7 =4 Cinnamomum japonicum 264 (89) 0.85 (1.8)
YTUR% Camellia japonica 572 (19.4) 0.74 (1.6)
ZDhth others 1332 (45.1) 390  (8.4)
1991), Young and Mitchell (1994) V33T H DRI 5 S
Z2ME EAE L THNTEES R LRSIk AR

e IR/MREHEME SERLE RIMREHEBEOE
FEIZBIMIMOBREBRICANZHEZEOH D (I
{¥Laurance and Yensen 1991). fidIRICHNTH
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HE (BA) 1335. 74m?ha~!, #EEi316.6~19. 5m (F
518.1m) Th o7z, RERMKTII I 1 HBADES. 7%
EHDTWE K1), H&BTIELZ /7 F (Aphananthe
aspera Planch.), /72 )X (Platycarya strobilacea
Sieb. et Zucc.) 75 E DIEZERDY, HMNTIZ I 1 23k
AR L Tz, ‘
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BEEBIIRILFD 2 70y FOFRINRE T > 7273,
BAIZ37Oy hORBMNTEROBREWEZRLEZ Zh
IEDBHZY 1 mAiE ORI NZI X ) FDEDTHS.
FRIWFTRSNEN D 2 2 0DEEENL < 2K
D21% % HH TNz,

woiEdE

& EDBHOBE M MIZ3 7Oy &Y 1 XD
INZENABD DT ALFRO M ERUE (K2).
KITFOREBAII2EROKFE 46.8%) OREEKIM

E3mLUTFTHo7 £/-DBHD 5cmPl FOEKEDE
200 pNITES 2 30T
150 H
100 r
50
o]
200 206
KFZk#H
150 f
E 100

50 H

o WLLL .H.H.H.ﬂ.ﬂ.ﬂ.m.m.n.ﬂ.ﬂ.m.m.ﬂ.

12 14 16 >16

2 4 6

10
B & REm)

BNT% E3TOy hORTROEN 2. —F, B,
DBHH#IZH A XOKERFEAROEESBMOT O Y M
HART%<L, #E13m, DBH30cmIZ EIZ a1 OME
K0S RBEEEOE -7 BR SN,

KILIFF D RMIZEE, DBHILIZ K & WEEA D7
Mol BEIXBmM EofEESIFE A ERL, DBHIZ
60. 6cmD Y Y EE 1 fEfE 2R E40cmPl EOREEKITZR S
nizmoiz. R TIERE 4 ~10m, DBH5 ~15cm
DEEOEIEIMLD 2 7Oy MMZHRTEL, Y140
BT AE S BB ORD RO T Ty b & D BN
Thor-.

P E IR E 3 mEL T OfEEAI 2 D45, 3% &KL
FoREBMKICEWEZRL 2. & 3 ~10m,
DBH15cmEL T Ol i D& 13 L FF D FERHbR & K
HOHPRIOEEZRLUE. —H, 7A ) FOMEARZF.L
A XOKRERBFEERDHLL, BEIEMIZEEROE —
7R 5N, DBH30cmPA EOfEMAES RS-

475

200 ¢ KIS R
200 609
- Kl =
150
&
¥ 100
50
o LLLIT, .H.I‘I.m.z.
G EEE
150
100
so Fil ||
0 PR |

0 10 20 30 40 50 >60
LR 3C)

B2 XILUFORBESH KHBIUOEESMEORMET Oy MBI SBAREERD Y XHES .



AT - AN

fE R8s

#£70y b TBAMLMAEDL. 5% P L DE K204
UEowfEZ2EEREEL L, SEEOKE EDBHOKEE
DAz RLE (K3~5).

KIFORERMKIEE mUTOTEIIaYT, ¥7
YNF, AT JF, TIHPOXEMENL AL,
6 ~14mOHETIL E DD AN D/x<, 4mblE
OLBTRIDAOHELEL TWe2. DBHIZ4 & B/
BANE Mo 2H, TP A133B~40cmiZ bE— 7 13d
D, FREAVDE ECEB LB THRINTNWS Z
EMRENT

KILFFO RS FREER AR D & S 72 R A P T R
BRohnd, TEMS LB THBENERMICO/MLT

30

[ avq
20 L
0 L
0

YTYNE

60
40
20
0 L L T

15 r NV VA

ol
5 L
0 L, .m,
10
5 |
0 Lo

0 10 20
1 /& B&(m)

80

W, YIYUNF, T IR 6 mERBORIEKN R
HEL, UNALY, vaAd, xVF, Yavd, ¥4
VA6 ~12mOPETRDZASN, 3F7idF
BROUMUED EBICA SNz, DBHIZUNAN T,
TIh, FPF, YIYUNFRLEMOSMEZRLE
M, aAFT, FAIVRA, UavTiREOBEBYIES
Y 3 NINERN DI — LB i &R U Tz,

FEE IS E1I2m A T O T E TESRENERIC
oA UBS RGN TR, EEBIE3 X ) F0H
NEEL, LEEHTRENHECRIENE. YTIUN
F, TIHAY, YTZur 1136 mEROEENLL,
6 ~L2mOHFE TR I OHREF, LV )FNEIT S
hy, YTZorM4bR6N, 12~18mTIII R/ F&

40 avAa
30

20

0

0

150 vTYRE
100

50 |

0

25 LY F

|| i
40 [ 7S5ho
30 |
20 |
10
’ 0 1 2 I3 -4 5 6
B E R Cem)

3 KILFORESHKICBT D EEMEOY 1 XHEES .



ES -4

ML AESFARIC BT D HEEIR

60

DIRAH Y DISAHY
[ 40 i
20
H R [ B - ° R I_,I—I =]
[ ar3 10[ ars
H 5
i A
VEE 20 vax
\‘ 15
10
H 5-
o [l n o
0
75hy 50 [ 75he
40 []
L 30
20
10
HI_LH.H . HHH -
F “. xv#
30 —
gZO
’_l H 10
n \ . ° NI,
e 10 M UFL->4
5
ININ: H N L 0 H [l
— 15
PRIIA ShIVA
10 _
r H ST H
INININAR . .
80 W,
[ r7YRE _ YT
M 60
} w©
20
olle L
) 10 20 0 10 20 30 40 50 60
MW Rm 9 05 T £ i (cm)

4 KRIUFORMICBT 2 EEMBEOY 1 XHEST.



60

40

20

AT - AL

LR/ F 15

SOHREF

LY/ F

¥

50

80

1 & B&(m)

120
7Y+
40
o o
10 20

R/ F

[ IOHFEF

LY/ F

d-
N
1
&
J
X

— .

—-

1

R @At

1 mmm L L n i 1 L

0 10 20 30 40 50 60
P8 & B ER&(cm)

{5 FEEMLICET S EEMEOY 1 XHEESM.



TMSEAESFARIC BT D AN R

JOFFEFMMBELEL TOWENISMEETIEZ X ) F0
BHELE L TW=, DBHIZ, 7 2 J FLSNMIL FRI3 R
2R LD, 7R FIEDBHMA20~25cmzFily& Lz
— LB 537 % 7~ U 1semakR i D /NERMN D Izin o 7z,

BEBEORED SHANDHR/NY —>
&70y FOBRAEOHERENSH/OENAZBAEMS
DD BEFMTS LML ZE SO E GBI D W THE
NS DD HRINY — 2R LTz (K6).
RIFOREMMOBEBIIDT, YTYNF, 7
THY, LI )FDAETHo=. A1 EVYTYNF

AFEERH
Ly/x T - FrYRS LA —
7Ny L~ .
vousy | — [ }——

vag . p NI ) &3
ars — T "}

RSF e I N
YIUn%x s I N e

T5hY s I R
INAHY s N B

EE it

/% — ) P
LoI% — I e
FShe —1 ' F—
YIzuhrq | T ' S
safreFr | —I F—
ooy | — L +——
b2 ——l:l:—

0 10 2;) 3IO 4I0 5;0

H&EH 5D FEEE(m)

B6 KILISFOMREMM, —Rikd LUFEEMIC B D EEHE
DIk 5 DR /NY — >0 HRME, oA, @EEN
BREEEMEBLUOTY T RS — (0 ERUE EGHE
BRI -« B/ MBI R0 5 15 AL B O EEBH D 1.56%
DNOBAE - B/ME. YU RV —3ZhiDbREN

Uhaw) &

AIbRERD © #925m D FEEE 2 HLOT AR D S FRNIZ T T
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KIIFOTRMOBEERI6OET, VIT2BRET
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HATIEREL BRohiho . BE10mL EOMKEAIZ
2fEEK D14 3% (ER1I13.56%, %ZEER0.8%) T,
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T aUNIAEABHDZOATHD .
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6 % (HikM2.5%, HIER3. 5%) THEAIZHD D%
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F TIIEEH OEIEHE VL A25m P _E O TILH it
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&2 THEMGEORZIZEERENS5E X 5N DR O K SHEEEH

Y IPEXR HRX D a0
KILFOMBEHMMK  10m 10m ERR 10m 15m HERed
KILFO = KM 25m HAETELSH 30m TEFR 25m HREd
B 40m  15mETIEPFERMNBL TERER T en 30m MEESEIC KA
HEDRORIBEADOHE, B/MVRLEAROEEE LV z =

edge effect ratio

gD S RN\ OHEEBEDOEILNY -5, &
E7OY MIBWTHESRORSH#HFEEZRF L (&
2). KIIFF O REMMHRIIMBET THEEBDOLY J F0/
TIVIHEEBRL, NEABERSHAL T X
FUSOEERT I H I OHMIKBEITBE SN TN
Z. —H, MATR ELETEREOID A, - TE
THRBOYTIYNFOT ThHINEL UBENEE
HEFREL T, 20X D I RIERM TIldbk & 4k
PNOREE B ENHEICXB S Nz, IMNMERODHINGY —
v, YUORAHBEBEIUVLY /FORHENEEZDE
BN RO R SEHIIHI0MT, FEBOKERD S
MHEEZ D LM TH S EHREINE. ThS DR
BRI O BERMMKOHEAEIC R S NS HBEERISRK
THRIMIZRREEZ 5N,

KIWFFO RIS EGHE DL <, i< TEWRIESR
U THE#ENHE TR WM EEZ L Tk, &5
O DD B b5 I, SHNITHT TES L,
FEAERE T D E MO R BB Tlah - 7z,
ZRMIIEER OMERDEISNERE L D L HA
MHAZ VDY INES ETRATEREELZSNS.
B ORAHHE B L OHEER OMTEARD 5315 5 13
RO KRSE@HIIH25m, HNICHHT DY IO
MMM EHETF I N, N5 DRERMN S KILFOD
TR TIIMHBRIIERIOMIC KSR EE XL 5N,

EEMLIIEREOI X ) FBHETESL, LEE
- TEOXBIAEARE T d 5 R KILSF O RBER RO
NEREEELL T, ULMALUHEETEOXBIANAREH
B CHESESHEN SHRNIIMTTIESHL TSN
R, INEARDEHR AT B EHCYY DR AN
FTRATVDRIIKILFORMEFBL TWE, &
KRLFTRSNMho a0y oy hE&BRITEA
LTz Z &M S HBEDRIZIIHEERICIKATNDS &
EZzoNk.

KILFOREBMKD L PZRMORERZ S &I
HEOELITES HiEEE S HMNEROBEFRERL &
(R8). ABEDOME, FNEMA I Z _LE S ML
M (ZZTREBE/MREEREEET D) EKILFO
RIERALN0. 82ha, —RHMHIZ3. 2%had iz o7z, Ei-t&
ZhER D e SNHiPH % ¥tk s TEl o fzedge effect ratio
I IREERARAT0. 83, kAKIZ1. 99& 785 /.

REAEIZ B 5 N 5 @D R IR ILSF O IREERHH ((915m)
KOV BIRM (F930m) DFA 2 FEOEREIC KK &4
S MWMIZIRo /2. £z, edge effect ratiolZ DWTHHR
BRI K D R DT A BT AR RN RIS 2 £
PAEBE RARZ &R EN/z. KILUFF O RBERB IS
EHOYHR/NBARDEE T S @A E OR8] & Hxbk &
DERIC BT HREEH OB 2R LRNOAREIL
B ZE LT 5 (Ishii et al. 2004). Z DREE#HITL -
THBDIRORSHEB KL DEL B> EZEZXS
N5, RKIUFORERMKE ZREOBERN S, BORE
MEIC THHEAEIZ X > THRERDO R SHENRRS Z
EMRE Nz, KBTI AIHANS S, ZRHEIIHEE
2BV D HEENEDH F D BHETII RN =D HFHRRNEL
FTHEBEBEULZHEENR SIS Z ENHEINT
W5 (Palik and Murphy 1990 ; Williams—Linera
1990 ). HBEHROKRIEWEIEMT 5 & R/Mr2miE
B RMICHEMT 22 &5, TaRMNRELSRE
PRI 2ITIXRERAE DD ZRMOENE < DR2MER
EBHEETDHIEMRINEZ([KI). BBRFWHETIIER
IMRERHEEZEIET 2 I2H 2 DI HOBIRZ B S Hig
HROJZPCS VAR LREL TRR ), EBITIZE
WCRKERHEEEZRETINLENDDELEERD

HEEMHLEIHERZE O 2 ) — MRS KILUFOR
EREICBIT DTN BARD L D ITEREH ORE 2R
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7= UM D FEBREE DD THE U (Ishii et al.  2004). L
M UKRIITF O BEMM O X S AT BT DB EHA
DHAMIRENIZRSNT, RAREY O ELS ML
IZRATWZ, KL - ZFRE (20000 1 3REHTOINILAK
BV D ARAKEY DL ERIEDFFN S, HAEAY 1 hall
T O TIEIM G 2RITHERI R RS E L TN S,
HHHIINTREOFE LB RT D OREL ZHA
BRIEMNRI LI L, HERRBWTHHEHLOFEEME
ZFBZEMPEETNTNS R - #1982 KA
EM1989) . KRIZ T a OMHRICBRALBTEHEE LB EE
o TEEL TWBHERIZENLRAEMEENE B RBE
BELHGME OBNKICBL THEESINBEHINT
W3a GKE198L 5 M1 - B£42003). 3> — RO
PRER T 2O ORKDOKER, EEMILOMRDNRET
WO THESBRORBEROEFNDHT SN TNEEEZS
Nna. wEHLOs X Fi3HEE TN/ O TDBHIZH
WTHBS DI W—ILBIG A ER L 2. HETT O TR
HIZBWTHRRICI X ) FOEHBRLNBZNT &08
REIN TS GRAIFN1985; HGEIEN2004). FE
MEIZBNTHI X ) FOEECHBNTEICR SN
NWZ EMNS, HEEIZBWTIEIZ X FOEFHMNfTHN
TWaWEEZ NS, FEEMIDO X D &R & HERF
TEHEDRIIREHBEERT 5 ERKIC, BABRCR
HERELTWSEREEZREL, IS5k TEHMN
TSN TWESBBORMB Z2ETRT S0 E, FHEOM
- BEHEZENELEABHONTADNBETHSEEXDS
ns,
BHEOREREN S, MMM OREITH > TIHFHS
1 TR OB RO MM - BN EDEIREORE

EERTOIMLENDDENHALSMIRo . RBL AN
ORI EMERF T DD ITHEBOREX ZRET
BRI B REX OEEIE U r2HRZ RS 2 0E
D& 5. INSLAK TIIAARPAR G T OO 1 T LG O R e
5, LIFUIZRAEBNBES Z EMMEIN TN S (5F
& 19845 FEIEMN2004). KIWFFO ZRMD KD IZ
I ICHBFEBU MR SERI MRS EETE T 2 &, TN TG TR
ERVRMEBZRVIEDD I ENTEDEEZILND
ZEMS, REXOEEZEZ 2 BIIIEYOBE M
THADBERIIANDLEND .
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