=9 Y YF(Fagus sylvatica L) & SMAAY BB A
Regenerations’ Ecological Study in an Experimental Canopy Gap of a Fagus
Sylvatica Forest, Germany
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=W YF(Fagus sylvatica L) FHF89 FAAAqY oz AegHoz & 9%
t 7bg 283 Y59 & (Ellenberg, 1986), s Hol Hl& Az AL
EYRY AT EE A9 o&/HA T Fol t¥d AH7ITe SUEE A% SHALH

9 2931 tFoA 1 YE FFo|thRohrig and Gussone, 1992). ©]

3.
=

B UEPUR 25 295 292 olge w4 gredy FHo2 B
YA WA 3PS AGHe] AWHL BFAAAL gl AWED = golnh
(Ulrich, 1988; Roloff, 1986). olol &A= Addstd dAo ZAHE T3 BAHIHA
A9 AYPRAS FXG £ YEZ AFHoln $AF YABAH 249 Az T

AAH GABA) 2A JFe v
CaEE 9ARA B FEA% 2RA 4¥e S A=A B,

25, F8,
GR o]AstElA & E1 ¢dth(Mitschelich, 1981; Larcher, 1994). ¢lujel] 43 =& ¢
2oz F4Y FA(canopy gap)e €9 HolBAoly xwAMel gy A7 =& A

FBAEAN TAAAE o HAWLAE FEIAY SEIEES ZAst=d T3 9nst
2 tH(Liipke, 1982; Mosandl, 1984; Collins et al, 1985).

2 dFe AdEdE dETUTF o TAEAE B3 99420 BANE 2AsE Z2EA
£ Fsta, olad dAs} Aluld od vl4 YA 849 WIet UEYUFE B
dAF, 3 9 AR 2 279 THE 4T FHog FYHgen, o8 EUE a5
Al ALY 2 A4S FHAHA #AH 2R E AT FAHUAG

>,

2 AT7EEE 59 FEF sollingA g AHIHAEA AFAEAL o 1459489 Y
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EYURE & (Luzulo-Fagetum) 2. 24, o) 2o 2789 HAT(XE ¢ 30m)E 243t 9x A
g AAsa & AT 43223t dolomite ha )& AW EATH Z WAT dAR
2(s. edge), FH(s. gap), TYF(m. gap)9} HEAAZ(n. gap)& A YAZ TR 2z
AT EFe o] - 883 FAS HAAGAL, ARJAEZ vA7|FE detslr] ¢ 8
BATEREY, FZFPAREZH 2 ELTEY(soil water potential)?]71E M Xstgct 22
2 AR BE BANF L AP FAE Foar] 989 2z Im® A9 A
T 30MAEE FASHAT 4 AFHH A dF € AAAF L Ao &
FEE ZAMES EFSAHE V1 EEAT 3YH /‘11““1]%?. 307hA S BAAFE A3
st Z A AESTHH ke gRFHH JFYNE AL BEe B 2
(Mycorrhizae) S &7 3-& 3 2234t 2& gHAL 24T F AZNA HE2EY

LA

ilmxl

to !

OI. 43 @ 13

1. Canopy gap9] #|Al 8789

YERUF SAEAHEMNY A3Aee B3H0 gqriedez AdstE yEguUE
PR Eds 4T3 AMdste aFE Yo o8 e 99 ESAEs 2
A EFrE8F S Ulich, 1986)9A AA 3 Hoju FAAde dFHFoZ olFsn 3l
=€ RAErh Yol XN EHCEC)NME 2 Q2T ES vlasjrd Caot Mge At
H ulg2 EohA L AlY HEL HolA3 g€ ¢ F AR YW AE o 30m Z7)
Aol Aol F2AL JoiA¢] njE) AdulFF(relative light intensity)e] A7 F - %
o2 53-60%, AT FHAA 43%, HFAAGAA 37% 23 FAH AN 12%
FFS YEdoh @38 BT 15cm R o)A EUdEU(soil water potential) 2]

ZAHAE A AFNEE T3 & 100 hPa A= gste] £

AT & AAYe 45 dFS Tl HAFAES Wl <F 200-700 hPa
Hozx e FEAA] o)Fo4RAL AS ¢ F AU

2. AFA e ug

A3 A e HAFHAN AT AP Bgo & FFL WA YA} 8Y VFe=Z 1
m’% AT HE2gol dETAME 2-5%0] BT, A FNE FAAT 30%, F%
5 8%, HdAT 10% T @A IAHE9 F/HE BHAFAY FFd JoAME dizxTFo
e FF 05-1.8%0) %JHM"J AP e AT 25-66% 9 %t‘afs}o% Fo Frad
o] FA3A uYElwch dEAL SAXEAYezE EE ARAXANAM  Epilobium
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3. UERHYF AAXF FH 2 A%

(1) 732 X 4=(seedling)s] &<

P 5de FRFINE Z2e U IE(Fagus sylvatica)s WSAol vz 73 &
2 484 doh ESUHE 194 AAAFE FFAEY B 43 AnTo A=,
1R, BAAgA 24zt Im*g FF 25, 3, I94AE ANen, ol tFEFo ul8 1.7-26
Hio) 23¥th 98 AEEZTALANME M I A Fo A 71-88%E YERA BFHC tx T oA
t B 9-25%° E33Hh old MIAIHE HATFAXN AT AEe dde] AT
& AFgE VAL Y5S & F AUTH

(2) YEYF seedling®] A3

Abgslel Ao HEAnle AAAEY B E & 4F%E PA 1 UH(Table D).

°{N ali

Table 1. Growth characteristic of Fagus sylvatica seedlings in the unlimed(FO) and the

limed(FK) canopy gap.

1 y. seedling 2 y. seedling
s. edge m. gap s. edge m. gap
FO 81 b 36 123 b 115 b
Stem length (mm) FK 9 a 97 153 a 146 a
Diameter at root collar FO 2.1 2.0 22 b 25 b
(mm) | FK 2.2 2.2 30 a 33 a

Root length(maxi) (mm) EIO{ % Sg igg 2 lgg
Biomass(total) (mg) gg %g; %gg ggé 2 g%z 2
N FO 74 87 8 b 8 b
Leaf (mg) FK 84 80 147 a 142 a
_ FO 89 98 191 b 232 b
Stem (mg) FK 96 113 313 a 371 a

- Root(main) (mg) gg (552 gg %481:3% %Allg

- Root(lateral) (mg) EI% %3 éﬁ 2 gg 2 22
_ o FO 176 b 1.80 128 b 126 b
T/R-ratio (mg/mg) | pg 259 a 2.47 151 a 172 a

a, b; significant difference between FO and FK at «=0.05

UEYUYE 7JAlxge] o 2REY AAAAE AHEH A3Au LA FAe] =z
Tof vl AHoz2 FEFTS ¢ 5 AAZL, 194 seedlingBthE 23 WA gLy F
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@ 44380 FARATh EF AYANE SUPeR A YFue F71PRY 4%
of § dzats Aoz vehith @ ZTel FuURMelA NHAuTEY A4 gxT
of Wa 2o WA PR 5N FSE HAY & AATHFig. .

Fig. 1. Root morphology of Fagus sylvatica seedlings in the unlimed(left) and the

limed(right) canopy gap.

(3) UEPUT g8 24
AYFEY A5 4
o) - s48a Aol A P B}
ANE AP Ft¥ & Yom EF AME BARE FAW 57
(Ulrich, 1986). & AFoA M3 o e
#(Ca), PtaUEMpe FFol F47 FA A vehkon
S UEh} Bz G4Re AT DAY dee sAsAUT

4. Y7 BAX e 273t

MIARE A% dAFH ES FHY wstes AAXFY #BEgd At 2w
(Mycorrhiza)®] FEXAE &S 713t FAMFAAE Lactarius subdulsis(d A &))<}
Cenococcum graniforme?} FA3IF o A FA M= Laccaria amethystina®l $-48HH

29 B EReA Yepsoy
IV. 28 2 AA

2 A7A%E U Bed 2 BES 2 4 AAvh AA, AHAI Asa yEy
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U (Fagus sylvatica) Q&A1 AAXe¢ 434 ol AYsdn 53] 529 LEo
AAHAG. A, UsPFe] ddB8A ez 48 (canopy gap)itte HEH<
A ARy o] ERolgty AtgEn. AA, e r G2 4G AgEHE £
A AHle BAS B3 AZT AFARAY Eddo] Hasui AtsdY. ofgd g

g A E &5 E SN UENYUF(Fagus crenata var. multinervis)®] E ¥ Aol

HAAHR] BARAS A8 Fo AL sy A7 sYPHALE o
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