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The confirmed locality of Picea koyamae (black dots) and the location of Tennyo-san experiment plot.
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Photo 1. KALUEAERMDY Y Fi 2 b v OB EHM
A wild population of Picea koyamae at the Tennyo-
san experiment plot

Heongn e b, dy)siResfizRaicslxs
REDMER SN TS RS 201D, Liehi>T, v
A&7 S Ui 2R RSN KD S DI,
FRMROIRREZ IEFEICIEIR T 2 C L WNEETH S, T T
EHDIX, 2005 FICTOYYHRT RN LENOE S &
EEED E VIR IC Tha O EE BRI 2 3E U, > A1 #
FIT U TR A — R 2T (1) 2385 id B 750D D,
ZOBOMMHOZBILEZREL T3, ARTIE., RiEHR
12 R DM D LIS DN TIRET %,

2. AL E Sk

A7 35 7k o T R Acliak Bt AR EAL R
fiy D LBLIR AP 495 MRBEICRRIE & N7z, Akt oD Hh o i
W&, JLAE 35° 56°08”, HURF 138° 23327, A% 1,740m TH >
Too aABRHINE, N\ EEIEOREDE (B 2,715m) A5
FICHT 2 RO RICAIE U, FERA & ORI & 7% 5
TWd, —Hild/\ 7 & HE m R EE 2 S 3 R ) ek
ICHREEN TV S, IIBLURDOFMIEIC X 5 &, 495 bRk
13 1968 1 /1 T <Y (Larix kaempferi (Lamb.) Carriére)
% 2300 A ha'! DEETHM LI EALHEIN TS
M. ZNLATOMTIRIEHAS T 7E WV, FEF TN
BRI K FER BRI o Te L IEA BN THD .,
YA XWENS R T, BEDYY AR Y v EOFim
ARIFAEL TOTEBMARDMIIT 71 5 <Y DR E N7z
LDOEMIEND, O 2005 FFITIHIEURA RO
ke LTiRES N, BRI Shas etz Tw
%o aBRHh D B K2 500m AN IZILBUR A F =
PVEHT 2 (WAL \ 7 S DD LD 5> TV %,

YWART b eid, MEESE 20em DL ERHEY 4 X
EEZBNTVD (BA 2012), Bz ZHHB X Z 1km
DFFANICIE, B A XDY Y %7 bDeh 2005
I 74 AR E Nz e MCFYREEDO R Y E
(Picea jezoensis (Siebold et Zucc.) Carriére var. hondoensis
(Mayr) Rehder). 1 T & 3 (P alcoquiana (Veitch ex

Lindl.) Carriegre), & ANTE X (P maximowiczii Regel ex
Carriere) HIEEL TV, T D Y BEFICDWN T,

Photo 2. RGBS 2\ 7 YL TH LN
=RV TNORE
A population of Cervus nippon seen at the Yatsugatake
Farm

Photo 3. =KV I MTWHZZI =YY H 2T b Lol
A stem of Picea koyamae damaged by Cervus
nippon

Photo 4. VY /i 2/r b CITHLD NI Tk 77—
The bark guard attached for the trunk of Picea
koyamae
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2005 FDRFETEZ < D]IC=ZR> A (Photo 2) IC XD
HIEHENMHER TNz (Photo 3), ZT T, VAWEND
M 2R 5720, BEAH—F GCRTLa—t> ¥~
v ® 8 e L2 D 1) 72 (Photo 4)
MIKDOKEDEEET ImIEED T A YPY (Sasa
senanensis (Franch. et Sav.) Rehder) IC X > THEDODNTH
D, RAFHOHRNI DT HTH o7 (Photo 5), VW I #
R e O « BHARIIERTE G o720, Fick-
TRFENFIFLTHY (Photo 6). 7 A PH&AD
5T ETRENEETZHEMENREL KD T EIREN
TV AR5 2011,
ARARMROFEE, ACT-FEEE 100 X 100m OFERX %
10X 10mDI—RF— MK L, I—RFF—MBIC
BT x>t 2005 UK E 1.3m DL EDOARAMEAE (BR<
EAED IOV T, MBI IVERD 1, BifEE
PRL. W@, a— R —MANOMBEEIE L, %
e MW EORBRMERT B2, Ry A#EOH
EICDOWTCRLER Uz, & BT /2 & B Rt AT HY

B

Photo 5. KGRSO MIKZTE S 7 <A Y
Sasa senanensis covered with the forest floor in the
Tennyo-san experiment plot
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Photo 6. KIS THONI=Y VI 2 b eDdE
A seedling of Picea koyamae seen in the Tennyo-san
experiment plot
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Uleo BB SR 5HKOEE, B 1.3m ML EO41F
BOMEBEERZINTHEL, ZD3HE 1 KOFHICTAN
WaER D FT Tz 12F%D 2017411, I—FI—F
WONE & TNV BHEIC, 2005 FE7— X EHIEE
WHIC RS2 R UTee RIS DV TR, sE Rz
HEL TNV ZED T, P AmENH TR LT,
FAERRIC DN T, M BMNTIREETHENIE T NIV 2
DT Tz, TR, 2005 T — & LR LR WERIZHTR
ELTHO - Tz,

2005 4F £ 2017 SE D KRR D 7 — 2 &, X 94
T LR OAREE Mk miEas (BA) ZHEE!
L. Mokt X TR 12 FROZIC DWW TR
A lize THIK, RENRLERZVYYHRZT b URICD
WU, CIREE (flR22ad - MEE - MSER) ZX 0 LIz
EER A2 i Uy & 0 B 12 FE 21k D
WTHGET UTze T, Y ABEOREICOWTHGT 2
e, At AR TIRAEZ X 77 U Tc i A% & BA DAL
KOWTHIEET % &L dic, FEEBEOMIER (MR
(%) : Mortality rate, 2005-2017 4F 5] O A ¥E & 4 £ /2005
EDEAFR AR X 100), 2005 4E & 2017 4F O 17 # 55 R
(SR (%) : standing dead stem rate, Z4ED VAT BA/ 41T
HBA X 100). ¥ 1 #E#H (DR (%) : Damaged rate, 7%
EO T A FTG BA/ B AF# BA X 100) 73R, gL
Tzo HRIED MRICDOWTIE, 2R TOHRE D EE
DWHBDOMN A _FREICK > THIE LT, 755, i
DRI KT 24T TUETHR HARDE A CRFE D
201575 8) I Lieho Tz,

3. WIREES
A DFER, KL MIC BT 2 ARARICDONT, 2
R D AEE 2005 D 2,755 A 5 2017 4D 1,248 K
& 55% k> Uiz — . BA & 2005 4D 30.0m” H 5 2017
£ 31.4m" & 5% HihN L7z (Table 1, Fig. 2)o &35, 2005
BT =2 DS SHBE UTcirld 48 AT BA D
03m’ &, VWINE 5% LU ROBINTH>7z, TNHDZ
<& 2005 FEICKRIETH T EZBNE NIV T
BoTze HBIUTBIFEICDWT, 2005 4:1& 37 2 KikE (36
-1 M) MREREE N72h, 2017 ST A+ T dria
alnifolia (Siebold et Zucc.) Decne.) *® =X A A (Betula grossa
Siebold et Zucc.) 7% & 8 DFAREMIIA L 29 nHARE & 75>
7z (Table 1). 723, =T =V IidaliiEpAIc BE A S
RonzE00, BN OMKIZ TN THIFL, Zoftl
ORFEIZT X THELEZ B NIz, 2005 FITHARED I
fr& o tiifElk, b 37 2N Y (Rhododendron
Y 2 Y R v X (Enkianthus
campanulatus (Miq.) G.Nicholson var. campanulatus), 715
<Y, VYT A ZE (Fraxinus apertisquamifera H.Hara) |
YINZINY J F (Alnus matsumurae Callier) T3 o 72 H3,
COSBE IV IVNYYIEYITY RT X UIE 2017

wadanum Makino) .
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Tabel 1. KACILEKERME (1ha) 1CH T B K5 1.3m LU EOAKRARORFEED 2005 4E & 2017 SEDERALL (SN : Stem number)

LEmmRs S sl (BATT: Basal area)

Stem number (SN ') and basal area (BA ') of each woody taxon over 1.3 m height at the Tennyo-san experiment plot (1

ha) in 2005 and 2017

SN ' (Num. ha™)

Japanese name Scientific name

BA'" (cm’ha™)

2005 2017 2005 2017
NRIZINF Y IS Y F Abelia spathulata Siebold et Zucc. var. sanguinea Makino 47 7 153 59
7IVHES Abies homolepis Siebold et Zucc. 17 4 4,608 1,527
INTFTHITT Acer japonicum Thunb. 2 2 72 236
ILYaYvhHIT Acer pictum Thunb. subsp. dissectum (Wesm.) H.Ohashi 1 1 1,007 1,410
YINZINY Alnus matsumurae Callier 79 67 29,220 30,640
7 AFFY Aria alnifolia (Siebold et Zucc.) Decne. 1 - 25 -
vovna/F Aria japonica Decne. 42 37 8,580 12,953
== PASONCAYS: 7 Berberis amurensis Rupr. 17 13 362 348
Y Erab s IV Betula ermanii Cham. var. ermanii 19 17 8,299 10,599
I A Betula grossa Siebold et Zucc. 1 - 19 -
XAV TS Cerasus incisa (Thunb.) Loisel. var. incisa 1 - 43 -
IS Cerasus maximowiczii (Rupr.) Kom. 31 21 8,049 6,781
Bh RS C‘erasutv nipponica (Matsum.) Masam. et Suzuki var. 9 ) 3018 -
nipponica
YYHRTS TS Cerasus xmiyasakana (H.Kubota) H.Ohba 1 1 24 39
UAYA Chamaecyparis pisifera (Siebold et Zucc.) Endl. 1 - 17 -
DIERvAvd Clethra barbinervis Siebold et Zucc. 10 5 337 230
W JINYINS Corylus sieboldiana Blume var. sieboldiana - 174 -
VAV Elaeagnus montana Makino var. ovata (Maxim.) Araki 5 50 71
PSRy A Enkianthus campanulatus (Miq.) G.Nicholson var. 454 " 21458 1207
campanulatus
SYITAXE Fraxinus apertisquamifera H.Hara 169 134 4,669 6,668
TTARE Fraxinus lanuginosa Koidz. f. lanuginosa 12 8 320 533
Vi WAY Ilex macropoda Migq. 1 1 44 93
Vabra eVl Larix kaempferi (Lamb.) Carriére 279 252 131,411 173,292
TYIARE Ligustrum tschonoskii Decne. var. tschonoskii 24 2 319 37
X2 Malus toringo (Siebold) Siebold ex de Vriese 9 7 1,111 1,474
NAHTYF Philadelphus satsumi Siebold ex Lindl. et Paxton 1 - 11 -
A= Picea alcoquiana (Veitch ex Lindl.) Carriére 2 1 15 22
hob Picea jezoensis (Siebold et Zucc.) Carriére var. 1 1 1,578 2454
hondoensis (Mayr) Rehder
YYHRT e Picea koyamae Shiras. 51 39 47,627 44,763
THIY Pinus densiflora Siebold et Zucc. 5 3 1,753 1,630
S P)./rus u.ssuriensis Maxim. var. hondoensis (Nakai et | ) 3 )
Kikuchi) Rehder
IZXFZ Quercus crispula Blume var. crispula 11 4 5,347 2,527
ke B/ ARV VAN AV A Rhododendron wadanum Makino 1,356 536 9,798 6,160
FF+ AR Sorbus commixta Hedl. var. commixta 12 4 842 280
UNESS Symplocos sawafutagi Nagam. 1 - 9 -
dRAYH Tsuga diversifolia (Maxim.) Mast. 45 24 9,326 7,551
e AVES Weigela decora (Nakai) Nakai var. decora 24 6 666 206
total 2,755 1,248 300,394 313,821
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® Pijcea koyamae alive

o Lalix kaempferi alive

+ other conifer alive

4 deciduous broadleaved trees alive

Fig.2. RLUGABHICE I B Y I AR Trboee o<y,

2017 4R DOAFEMAA DN E

X Picea koyamae dead

= Lalix kaempferi dead

+ other conifer dead

s deciduous broadleaved trees dead

Z OfbEHEER, LMD 2017 AEOLTEAA & 2005-

Alive tree in 2017 and dead tree between 2005 and 2017 of Picea koyamae, Lalix kaempferi, other conifers and deciduous
broadleaved trees at the Tennyo-san experiment plot (1 ha) .
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Fig. 3. RIQIERERHIC 38U % 2005 4 & 2017 4EDARADIRREREO v iR R & EAEL

Basal area (BA) and stem number (SN) of stem for each condition at the Tennyo-san experiment plot (1 ha) in 2005

and 2017
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Table 2. KACIEREBRHIC B 3 EREABFOMIESR (MR ' : Mortality rate, 2017 4EDRSFEERALL 12005 4E D AARAL)
& 2005 4E L 2017 SED AR (SR T T : standing dead stem rate, $44E DAV KR BA/ EfEER BA) & A &
AR (DR T : Damaged rate, $4AED T H W BA/FEAER BA) MR OB LT + -3 A % (p < 0.05)

ICHBERICEDNDH B T L ERT

Mortality rate (MR " : dead stem number in 2017/ alive stem number in 2005) , standing dead stem rate (SR "' BA of
standing dead stem / BA of alive stem) and damaged rate by deer (DR T BAof damaged stem / BA of living stem) in
2005 and 2017 of principal woody taxa at the Tennyo-san experiment plot (1 ha) +- symbols indicate significant (p < 0.05)

difference in MR
SR DR
Japanese name Scientific name MR

2005 2017 2005 2017

YIPRIXY Enkianthus campanulatus var. campanulatus 0.94" 0.35 23.38 0.77 0.44
7oaE I Abies homolepis 0.76 1.49 6.86 0.82 0.16
IXFT Quercus crispula var. crispula 0.64 0.41 2.18 0.30 0.81
roIF WYY Rhododendron wadanum 0.617 0.00 0.93 0.11 0.27
A H Tsuga diversifolia 0.47 0.08 0.65 0.64 0.82
IV IS Cerasus maximowiczii 0.39 0.26 0.80 0.78 0.46
IVRTARE Fraxinus apertisquamifera 0.25 0.01 0.10 0.69 0.64
YYHETrr e Picea koyamae 0.24 0.03 0.25 0.75 0.17
YNNI ) F Alnus matsumurae 0.15 0.01 0.14 0.39 0.23
Ho< Larix kaempferi 0.13° 0.03 0.05 0.56 0.64
vovna/F Aria japonica 0.12" 0.00 0.07 0.17 0.29
R 5N Betula ermanii var. ermanii 0.11° 0.00 0.06 0.03 0.00
total 0.56 0.08 0.30 0.56 0.49

LTEBH, KO TAHENGFEIMLLTWE EEZ BN,
TP, mEBHEI TR 3 /U7 (Ursus thibetanus G)
AT H (Capricornis crispus (Temminck)) &EIRIN
B0, FRERHIN DO ARRERANDH RN S TN 5 DY)
DEDEIRERTET, WINEZ R IUNIC KB HE
LEZbN, TEAMHFEO MR £ SR, DR ZLHKT %
& (Table2). MR B 70% ZHZ 2P S RO XTS5
B E X (dbies homolepis Siebold et Zucc.) 7% £l 30% 7%
X %8 SRA 2005 EH 5 2017 ETEIHIC ER LT
—75. DR & 2005 M5 2017 £ THAD L TV, EFE
DRI A OB 1990 FREN B FLIE U Tz & 15T
INTEH UMUS 2010), Yt R = E D 5
FEEMb Lz EBEZ BNz, Dz, YIY NI X Uik
ENEINNIC =R Y VNS KB HERRINEZIT, H
EEMHEIT L, #FEEZIFICS VEEOHOBRNE XK -
JeeEBZAONE, NI IYNYYIRAAY LT E
¥, 50% R DE WV MR TH % B, 2005 F£D SR 1 10%
DIREML, 20174EIC SR EDRA ER LTV, Th
S5, YU RIXUEEIDPRENT R IAIC
K BHWERRZIT. MIENEITLDDH B EEZ ENT,
ATRYRYIIO )/ Fir X, MR D 13% IR &KL,
SRE 7% U RTH-Tz, TNHIFZ R IAICK B HE
ZZITEH, MFEICWEZEEMMENEEZ BN, §i
ZIEX 515 D DR & 2005 FH 56%. 2017 FF1d 64% &
SIS WMETH DD, MR IZ 13% &R TP L 0 HE
(p <0.05) 1K<, /MLUS (2010) DATVIIHERZ

FTEMNTNEDEREFRCEAZ R L, TDXKD
ICBTRIC K > T AWEORBIRETSEED, 5%
TAWEDNRGIT B L. WEZZT THIEL 9 Wit
FHEL, HEZZTTEMELGVWEERZT NSRS
BEBRICELT 5 & FHEINE, /2L, ATV D
MR THI TIC 10% ZBATED., T Lizfhiciw
& IS % 2 e AfEHE Nz,

EARE > —EBD S ARTHDRTEE RN DNV TIE, HFD
FHEIC LB BEMBFIC XML R TN T NE
TRV, LML, 2017 FEDEARFEOREIX, ho<
V252 K hals YNZANY FN6T A hal I & DR
ET, MRICEEHADSE5F vy T2 FHELT
Wiz, MIRIZE T HELZ Im D7 A FIBIZIE %
BoOTEBO, HRICKXBAMIEIZIIEA LGN TZEEZ
57z,

2005 FEDY Y HET b Ui, iBRHIA T 50 R AV
BENTz (Fig. 4)o TOI BRIV A XEEZSNZME
E% 20cm ML ED#IE 42 R TH oz MESERORAM
& 71.7cm T, 20 ~ 40cm DN I0A L REZLNT &1L
ROERESHRER LUz, £l TNHEDSED 76% I
H7:5 39 RiF T AHENHR I NIZIEZH, T TICHIEL
TVt 4 KD o T —7. 2017, 24% ICH b
I2ARDMIEL, EZTVEIRIE I8 REEo T, RN
& E AR 82.3cm T, 2005 4F & [HBRIC 20 ~ 40cm DA
BARERLEZ VO EINROERESHE R LU, T,
BiE 1.3m A RICHE UTTRTRIC D - Teirid sl E ik
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SN (number ha')

o Dead stem
®Dameged stem

#®Healthy stem

DBH (cm)
Fig. 4. RKEIGERERHIC 351 % 2005 4E & 2017 SEDY Y B 2 b e OIRER (|4 - o b5 - ASE) O 2

AR

The diameter class number by stem state (healthy, damaged and dead) of Picea koyamae at Tennyo-san experiment plot (1

ha) in 2005 and 2017

Motz &IihiZz. 2005 IR EERE 20cm Kl TH -
T2k 8 ARid. 2017 I 6 ADKEIE, 2 KM Z D F F 20em
KT E > Tz, BE 1.3m KROFEE « BHARY A
ZDMEEICDONTE, IAPHICX DRI K > TK
ETERVEEZEZLNTVS BARD 2011, TOHR,
SHEF UL RY A XL a2 @R IA T 2
FRIFTHRVWEEZ SN, —F, BBY 1 XOEE
& 20cm LU ED#RIZ 2005 £ D 42 AR D 2017 1 36 A1 Jik
DUleo TOMHEIC 1.3% DWPRER D, 30 FEHOD
2047 FFITIT T BIT 8 R T 2 T EMTREI N, &,
2017 £E1C 2005 SELUE D H 1272 o I W ER I 4 R UMD E
RBINTELT WEPHERI NIRRT NE BT —
RN N TN B — RZ DT 28\ O - At E
RS Nz oTc e s, MR —RIick T
EIEIRDRD SNz, Fe, RV A X THIEL 72
6 ARDI L, S AKFHEAMNEREEZEZSNBHEDICE >
THIEL Tz, LD > T, TS BEY A XOfE A
DORFE, & Afd s X UHmR EDZEFENEHFICEK >
THELCREEZ N,

4. ¥
KAz LR D 2017 1T B 2§53 1,248 A ha's
BA 31.4m’* ha' i&, W UC/\»r EOWEEAEMRDY Y H &
7Y OMARBRERRIFRICE T 5 933 A ha', BA
38.2m° ha' (RS 2015) LLEiEd 25 &, X0 #HWFER
BCH 3BT R RLTVS, BEEREGHROY Y HZ7 -
Tld 1880 FHUC—FEH LIz EZHNTED, 2014
FEOTFEREIERIE 49cm & 75> TW5b, LS
%3O CHMZENIZ TE RV, KBt vy
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AR b EHICEL, BETOHNREXSHBRLEI LR
ZRENRIAENDE EEZENS,

ez U, Rkt T IRE =R > I Aic X 2%
THEMETLTED., Moo E KREEL
DDH B, Nanami et al. (1999) M5 (2008), AHS
(2010), RIS (2012) TRENTWVAB XS, TOEX
JRET % &> DBEREZIFIT < WHREDME 53 % #RA.
HZEZNVFT YR, BEHAZLT S eATHING, ¥
WRZ &IT, 2005 FETADSINBIREEICK > TY YA
2y b OBEORENRBTbNIzC LT, YUH
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Changes in the state of the forest between 12 years damaged by Cervus
nippon at an experiment plot for Picea koyamae established in the
Yamanashi prefectural forest.

Toshio KATSUKI"", Takuo NAGAIKE?, Hiroki NISHIKAWA?,
Satoshi TANAKA® and Kojiro INAMOTO"

Abstract

An experiment plot (1 ha) was established in the Yamanashi prefectural forest of Hokuto City on the east slope of
Mts. Yatsugatake to preserve the endangered species Picea koyamae. Comparative observations of trees in the plot
were carried out in 2005 and 2017. During this period, the alive stem number greatly decreased from 2,755 to 1,248,
the basal area at breast height (BA) increased from 30.0 m’ to 31.4 m’, and the number of confirmed taxa decreased
from 37 to 29. We guessed that the decreases in number of stems and number of confirmed taxa were due to damage
by Cervus nippon. The number of mother trees of P. koyamae larger than 20 cm in diameter at breast height (DBH)
slightly decreased from 42 to 36 due to the positive influence of bark guards attached in 2005. However, it of
younger trees smaller than 20 cm in DBH decreased significantly from eight to two. We propose that propagation of
seedlings is necessary due to the lack of successful saplings for its in situ conservation.

Key words : mammal damage, endangered species, natural regeneration
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