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Strategy of flowering in Betula platyphylla var. japonica from

a viewpoint of resource allocation

Kazuhiko MASAKA *

2 B8

ALHHE A < 73109 % 4173 7 F Fl Betulaceae O AR AE S ARHE 2 A7 27X\ Betula platyphylla var. japonica %
IPERIC, 2 OBIREE LT, PELGES S & B NG, 2 U TRERBIRICOWTRE Lz, MEtt
BE oy B ORRES T ld, 1) JREAT) DR PT SIHER 2 L, 2) SZBHERDART v Y U miciEd LD
BED M N — L BT MCEED S BT T V2 ME L, ZOTHIEN & FZEROBSEHE% g L7,
ZF ORISR, MHERSETVEBIHEEPZ kb e & b1z, ML 2B T AMAM, 2T 2B T 5
M, Z U THEER 2 —E I LTHRY OB % Mt @”\'?‘7%“/\‘?4975_’ 2L T, Yo
INDAHIL BS, AlO FBEERPIIC 351 2 BEE S SO TIMERNC R o /e ZB b2 LTz 2 &b, Skl
FU 72 VE LIy OV SR ERE D O PE I S M OB 2 L K BHIL T3 & FE A H b, BHRINTO
MEFE P & HEAE r O S5 A1 12 B9 2 BLE S OB T, BB »Z 4 b & & &ICHHEF BT L 0
bEOE LA > Ty 2 2RO S iz, R IMEHEETF 12y b (BT 2~3M) DOlizE LN
VTOBIHAAMIREFEMTHS I b, EHEEPZ O E EITHIEF R LI W > Tofid % M
i, BB FsE—7 - YA MV ES RN 2SO 27 ODOMIKRTH 5 LIz, £,
ﬁlr_ﬂ\]k %= v ov T OV E S OB, BHE VOV T ORI & 7z & D Gz R LT,
ZORRE, WHENEY 2T —iEI J:éi#ﬁ@ﬂ"]fwﬂmwfﬂmﬁ‘fﬁ)%jﬂnliﬁﬂﬁ'<7]\“§“L’Cb\%o B
HEomati, 1) lluﬁ@ﬁfrﬁ%xi:iﬂb)éﬂik@%%&ﬁ DWER G 25, 2) B EHKETOEEY
HMORRGM VBB EICIEDOHE 252 5 E:L"){})ZE@T I, BRMGZETVERMEL, 20T 1N
& REROBSEE % g Lf:o I, MO ENHRR E ZEHEMCVELK T2 LT, I A D8N
qajclﬂ% IDWTIHRET L7z, ZD/H, BHEINEZET VIS A oNOBNEGZRECBETTINTE 2, —
T, BT H DNMNETE LD I HINOCVE, WURHCE L, BTk ) kRE 72@@7’3’
%)’)ﬁ'?‘/‘f)fﬁCarpmus'O)CVcL DINEOIADI D>z, TOMAIE, CVORZXICEBIHaZ b &3
WEOIANVIEDREZH5.2 5 L0 ) BENTHl L —8 L7z, ORI, ‘\/37:/‘//\‘0)4:563@?755
BEACHIES AL W& D BTl SMBRILSNERY, SWHM & LHREZMECRELLTS
2 SR 2 B AW ERFRRL TV S,

F-U—F XS HoN, B, ERE, PELE, BUENEE, SIS

* Y i 7 R SE T % Hokkaido Forestry Research Institute, Bibai, Hokkaido 079-0198
ClbdE M EABS s 3445 SERG194E3 H, Bulletin of the Hokkaido Forestry Research
Institute, No.44 March 2007)
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1—-1 HEOER

EOMIIFL, 2ORIE»E V. L L, BERICE > TIREICHEERKRRZH->THS, Thbb,
BRICFHREERT L TDH L, DL OMEYICE > THRM/NLIRE T UL R VD, BRI TRERZHE
LEBIDIZ, MY 5B RPERE LS TR ALy, WAORYIE, A»GEEIIE %2 T
WAL TH 5 2 2REWY & HE D, MAZMENERZ S S DRI LB LEOIZE P %2 Mt
BRICIRE T 2 R R V. 20700, RIEROBEIZL T, X0VZLOTFHEEE S & LA THIE
GEfE) T2k, ik k VEMNLMEICIDOUETHLLEL LMD, ARBFIIBVTE, &0
SOTHRERTOOME L MM EERL, 20L& RBENEEZ b o MM RICET
THRONEH  HEISE] EEHL TS (Pianka, 1978; WH: i, 1999; 25, 1995)

— ST HRE XS > Th, BRI XA 7 (Jo& 2 (XRETE - BiEqE, Hi BAE - e, BHIK
6 - BISEAE 7 &), crown NODBRTEN i, # L THAEOHIERZHZEL L OBEVBH L, 1L 21, Wik
ST B BARIC K T 2 BERIT A2 A 2 &, REEZ RO, MECHIEREB TR T2 0D
EETREEDPSIREIC X705 TE Y (Heinrich, 1975; K5, 1995) , AL % & DOIZIE & AL VHELIC
Bt < (Whitehead, 1983) & W I EWVDALND, I ORTERH 2 WIRIYE D HET 2 &, HIEEHEY)
B, TR A= —%2K2BE2BWT 2 LML T2 EHHTE S, £/, HETEYNL
CHUGINICHAIET 2 28T, BV A= R —%MHI L2 LB ESTVERLEVIE2EDHS (eg FHR
,1995) BB OB G R, HOABUMZEMCHHT27.DDONMHRTH2 LHWATE S
(Regal, 1982) » fEMMEST OREY & 24 2 EPPHET AHNICHIES E TV E S R bIRES ATV 3
hy, BN AR BE IO 2 WA T BEE TR B LT 5728,  OIELIE Regal (1982) 2L > THRAD
DEBESINT VD,

bhaA, BIUCEEL DD THROBUIHHIERINZE T TR, EOXAT OWREEDILVOHR, EICHET 50
WEOTHORERWELZ T THRINL, T, MWRE, G E, RERZEDBIERERICh 1S
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W 2 BEAG NGNS & PE S 281§ 5 &I ME R BUC B T 2 BHTEMIRIC B Tld, T CoRE SIS A T LSy
R & PR, Z 0BG M LR P R 842973 (¢f. Charnov, 1982; Fisher, 1930; Hamilton, 1967; JiH, 1993;
%R, 1995; Matsuda and Harada, 1990; i fth, 1999; 25, 1995; Yamaguchi, 1985) ,

IHET, BHTEHNE 2B Ui  REARREAEEZ N RE LTED, BAREENRE LD
DIFEHLDTHAEV, ZOHMBELT, FCXROA4DDFERMEZLNE, Thbb, 1) WD, Yok
I ISR LT BB A 5 A B A DR CHE B T iED i &, IR E 21213 Ak
W Z LD BEDZ D, 2) BEVEARTH B/, 1EARTS 2BENOEREREILET S &h
WEE, 3) EEY-A AR E Wbz, —EIRZ L OYF VRN 2 2 L hFEE, 4) FERMICBET 5
BHIRDOW 575, Bl - RIS b 2 KGEe 2 Wi T 2 56, IEFCERB OB — 2 203 L
95, Thb,

E RSO B % R 9 2 BRI ISR &, @RI, WYMR 2R 285885 e %
WL, ZOERZBRICRAKEME OB TERERBO ILRZZEHL T\ 5, £ L TAME 3
ELVOAWRELT, BREAM, KEM, BOFENZEICRKBROBAREZFAL T 5, Bk, £
DEIDBBARENZHESG L TSI NIHETH Y, E»CHEHY~OE B OREEPRRIC L2
T ofkaE, KFWERED A% 59, IR LICHFS T2 & 3 “RILREZDOREE D EDT, BN
FRBROBBEDBEME D EHR S N T 2RIV, BRIEOBHIEHIG % RIH 2 2 &%, #iF i B
RRERPHMAER YT LOMNZIRNT 2 2L DAL 6§, FIERCRHRERTHMOMBOEREL L0, HHhE
PERE AR B OB M O s b DRhdi 5,

1—-2 WMEOBEMEAE

RWFR TR, 8B THEMRER S L TOEENZ O, BEIE% b DMl > 5 5 27\ Betula
platyphylla Sukat. var. japonica Hara (#7737 % F| Betulaceae) %52 L, % OFALIEEE 2DV TEHEL ST D
PP LW EICTH e ZHNET S, LL, MPAOHINE LT, By Ih e RHEDH
HOPHEIEIS %256 U 2 O T4 <, —RICEBIEHYNIC & A2 B OBIEEIEICcOWT, ThE TEIM
BB EREDRE L LTENC DO TREREL, HilhmilEzmzs e v 5B RBH 5,

AWFFETHGR &9 2 BAFEEI &, WAL - TEAE~OELS LG DV T oM FREE S ks, BE N B 2 10D
FEGM/IZ— 2 (A, 2 U THFOMERICAKILEHNH L LI BNBSKDI3HTHS,

RARBICE T 2RSSOV TIEE, MoolisE LHREOEERPBENHROBO—BE UTH
HINIHHIHZ G A, 1989, 1991, L L, ET & OMERRE L RS OEFEROME, DX,
HEAE & TEFE D BL 4y He & W S PEHIC 53 MRS O B kihe 5 3T 8 L7e iz & A E %> (but see Fox [1980]) o —
i, MEMSRERHEMREZ B L TH LN MG, HTLHHOR B) CELAIL TV 2T TlRa0,
DF Y, fER B 2RNEAR, BIGEETWERE UL 10856 12 FHRE O 6 & 14 h fR fitness
gain curve (F, FREZ 2L dHNEF, MAMKBEZHA S BEHH S (Campbell, 2000; Klinkhamer and de
Jong, 1997) . Nz, KDHEIGE % E D L7012, MIELHELE2, BBEEROZHICEOLLTICH
2—EDWRDEFEFTEIDDOFTEOTEEL, MELHEDOFRHRFATE L2 TRA LD (of %
R, 1995)  MERERIBR O EBETERNIC BT, ThE THOWICEESIMMVBED LY RBIRTH B DY
BEZDEL O BBRCEZONE oz 3, W DOPREPRESNTE L, L LEVS,
FNEDOWHSE TR E S ARWHIHDIZE  (Charnov, 1982; Fox, 1993; Sakai and Sakai, 2003), FtHIRE 143
O EEOE O, BBEENED LS RO b & THEILLTE/DD, F/z, MEKEE FET) lkb
(fe¥) OEBVED LS ICRHBTELZDOHHL, FilhRRERTT 20835 5,

Wiz, BRNICBF2EORESM/E—212D0TH, BEIGEICEESETHEINMIZIFEAE
HLNEV, TNFTOMRTE, MIEL LY b RESM X — 2D (Koike et al., 1990), F 7z
(SR B DI E S5 A 2SR — 72T B> (Greene and Johnson, 1989) , ME#REr & JESR B DAY IG /S X — >
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DHVIETHBR U DR Gh oz, BENICET 2RELSM EOMENEOMEER A, SEREaR
N2, A6k - MR EBATEROBATIROE IR AMEH LT3 L PRI NG, COEVEERLL
T, MSREORESM/SZ— P EHEREONMNRE -2 BT ALk, PIDTHRNICE T 516
DOIEIMIEPHEM TEE LI LEZLLND,

ZLUTRBICENHERTHSH, ThE TIHbATELRARBORMEEKICET 2L E, o3&
WEIRICBE T 2 0ME0 I3 L AE TH D EEH>THMETRE . BHBRIZDWLTE L OMFEMTHONT
KIGERICE, FEL EHYAEEERICER SOz & 0D L 03T LA, BRIBE LB OEEPH
MROBEHICKE R ERGZTOL M INTELNLETHA ) (eg. Jensen, 1982; McShea, 2000;
H 1, 1995; Wolff, 1996) o —MIC B NEIR & X, HAFDOMIERPLAFEROKR X LFERETH 2L (Kelly,
1994; Silvertown, 1980), Z DHISRZMIAT R I I FRMEHHIHRE SN, WL O OB IC 5V THEGE
SN T & (eg. Allen and Platt, 1990; Koenig et al., 1994; Kon et al., 2005; & A%, 1993; Nilson and Wiistljung,
1987; Norton and Kelly, 1988; Piovesan and Adams, 2001; Selas 2000; Selas et al., 2002; Shibata et al., 1998,
Silvertown, 1980; Smith e al., 1990; Sork ez al., 1993; <7 flll, 1995; Waller, 1979), L% L, ZOWIFED% < I,
ERHR OISR ERORFHZ BIRVE N, BROFE A =LA LOBENC RS HBREVCRRICH 5,
AR DGR EEYRP ED L D ICEH L, ZAPRREEHICED L S TR SN0V I YH
FEF R LD 5 BN DFEER A Z A L% RETT 2 B H 2 (HH, 1995)

PfEE, F-QRERY, BHOIINZRIHRPALHE UTEHNEFVR#ET 2 /20E, RIHO
T=REREPBREATH B, 0, AR O JAFLIRE ARG & A8 2 A O LRI L D, 19904
D525 MEB ORBEBIREPEBINT VL T — 20355, tLIRTHERE—D0D 2 4 2 i
BEEALTIENTE, Ly, MORMNTALGE, AN/ ¥R TRIER 0L ER L e O 4Pk
BRI HIBERICH S (Sarvas, 1952) 7o, TEM OMREER L > 5 4 2 MAEEEOMEERITER, £ 72 345
FRICHHT2EEREIEDVTES, AMETER, ZONBRMICEBT LA EHRBET— X %
bLlo, BRBYMICEREELLNDZRZENL, I NOERNETVERET 5, ICLD,
ROMTEMEZ 7259, REOHFAEIC L2 REROME & LS BRIBIEL VW OY, iz, FEY
HOWK - HRIE ED X D ITbA T 2D 05 AL A = X LD, BRI T D 5 5 A
W23, BNHROERER, 45 RICHBBERICOWLTOEBPREEREEbNhs, 4k, BNWH
RIZOWVTE, #0BICHNEZER T TICHZ{DHANERBRINT VL E7:9 (eg. Kelly, 1994; Silvertown,
1980), B DI A D =KX Lh b BN 2 REH T2 2 LicT 5,

BHETNVOMFER, WEPHEWERZDOSEYINC SICHIDHRETH 5, o & 204, JulEick
WTYAAIFETHREHSINSE Lo TEHMIEREIC LTS, Zhiciib 2 lRERD 78712
BOTRUIDEGEI NG, RIS, ARHICE T2 > o4 e T — 2 &, HEEEN
HO—BRTEINTVEHDTH S, AFMIENEE L HATIE, FREERIE X ACHEE D AIic RE S
AT AT & 5005 505, RIS BBEERIEO DR LML T3 (eg. Dahl and Strandhede,
1996; Emberlin ef al., 1993) ,

WEITE, MHPVNEE LTI E TOWFRZMIEL, W78 - 2B 230N L TR D720
DY O%REETRT S, LT, FN%2ZTT, RBEICSHXOMKIZDWTHHAT S,

1-3 ®FE/IE
1-3—1 MBS Hlg

W e [ R D JEVIBEAE AR (2 J5 4 B MEAE & BEE Ol Ar b, T b B IERIC I, AR I BV TR & Ll
BEDH 5 2 LD ST 72 (e.g. Abul-Fatih er al., 1979; Aizen and Kenigsten, 1990; Arista and Talavera,
1997; Bickel and Freeman, 1993; Burd and Allen, 1988; Dajoz and Sandmeier, 1997; Fox, 1993; Freeman et al.,
1981; Jordano, 1991; Kimura et al., 2003; Klinkhamer and de Jong 1997; Lechowicz, 1984; Linhart and Mitton,
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1985; McKone and Tonkyn, 1986; Murakami and Maki, 1992; Pendleton et al., 2000; Smith, 1981; Willson and
Ruppel, 1984) . Z ORI TOM OB ZHFAT2REGEE LT, INFToE A, 1 XURFHEIGE
REE AR E Z T % (Klinkhamer and de Jong, 1997), § 7, MELLOZILIZ AR O BEIGE % & ARIET %

1997: Sakai and Sakai, 2003) o

HIEC, BRAEIC B T 2 lEOB)S S AR, KRVHER TRNT 2 2 LD nizd, e~
HEICHHIL THMT 2 &3l &7z, Mo BEii, e 1) ~oRENS s 3%
i1 "C O JR) Hit B P5358 § local resource competition 23t U < 7% % 7z O BHAT B DO i #R %2 #i < & 7 < (Charnov,
1982; Charlesworth and Charlesworth, 1981; Klinkhamer and de Jong, 1997) . Z 4@ %z, BIH1H3 K X O K
EMENA 7 A% 5 &P T 5 (Klinkhamer and de Jong, 1997; Klinkhamer et al., 1997; Sakai and Sakai, 2003) ,
—77, BETE, EHOBAFEEIILICKIEL, thm s L & ICBATHMMIA 2D, ARHER DS
W 27200, LB EARIZERC LD Z SRET 20N TH S EH < (Aizen and Kenigsten,
1990; Burd and Allen, 1988; B#¥, 1996) o ¥, sLAMROMMMIL, BHEY 2 K& LM LR G 21075
NB, MICHRETL I ERBESNTRAECE BEWmS T2 (Willson and Ruppel, 1984) o

UL Lahis, B A ZREFETRNIRGUL, BEOBRAEF OGN ERZEET 5, 722, BTo
FEEF - BIRBETNCRBNC X 28030 0 e IGEL, & 2 EHTEIC BB ORI D H REICHF i s
LOBRBEREZL L, HDHEEHMOR & OBRICE DI, HERHIICRKRBROM 2G93
BN L EEZHND (Campbell, 2001) . AL, WHDOBMALGT 257 F = A X —0D %
Lanchester's Law & Rk E 2 S TH 5, TEICE S OJRIETEEAR T, FFAL TRBICHIE - HETLH
FmastingDiH 5 T EDFISH N T I Y (Koenig et al., 1994; Norton and Kelly, 1988; Silvertown, 1980; Sork et al.,
1993), Mo ISE AR EIT L OMB 2O TV L EBEZLENE V., BEIEHMOEFIC OV TS,
TR TR A X & ZRLAER OBIR 2 7l U 22 Bid v b, CORBBHEO@EISEZFICERLTED,
BEDBINEIC DO T LA EBE I TRV, MOBINEX, 7o& 2 XA %2 RO/ T,
T OALE D S A S AT 308 < U & 415 728 (Greene and Johnson, 1989, 1992) , BEH@EMIIC/- £ 0
BMTBNBZL 057255, 202, BHELRRICELVHAABZEMBENORER S L L 51X
T LIS TR D, FERO L 2 A, JHBEEREY O LB ST 12 361 B YA KR AT G R B D
WHHBE I 2 WE L TA B &, YA X EENDOEIT IO H WV IZICIFIEOMBIBIRE A%, ADOHIBIHE
BOREDLNGHETR, FolLMBERVPREOLNZVIELZ WG SN TV5 (Burd and Allen, 1988;
Bickel and Freeman, 1993; Dajoz and Sandmeier, 1997; Fox, 1993; Klinkhamer and de Jong, 1997; Murakami and
Maki, 1992) . Z O & 9 VA ZAKAFEIG R OBUHEE ) DS % 2 5 &, MEHERIVE O BBERIIc B
B PEECEL TS (0, R A A TR, MOBERDRELO TR IR THRENS,

AR, KPR, SR A IS IS B S TR S IR H TV B (e.g. de Jong and
Klinkhamer, 1989; Devlin et al., 1992; J&[H , 1993; Klinkhamer and de Jong, 1997; Kudo, 1993; Matsuda and
Harada, 1990; McKone et al., 1998) , Z OBEMRAFFICIEW I TIE, BTN QEHEN eI b, Ly
Ll s, Btkm~BHkm EKPMRE S 02 MELAEHY) (Emberlin et al., 1993) T&, T4 B
FHEBRINTOZDEA5 0?2 WAL USRI, RN I % MO MK E O &
FONFELRBERE L THIT SN TS (Regal, 1982) . —M&iC, BUBEEIME L D ¥R NPEL, #
Az, AR E OB SZ I RINC K S AW E 2 KT 2 LML N T % (Allison, 1990; Dick ef al.,
2003; Kawashima et al., 2002; Streiff et al., 1999; Nilsson and Wiistljung, 1987) . EEICITHEMED 5% L DE
BaZIM->T05 LR, BREODNAGH ORI > TS DOrMEINE LI R >TER (eg.



51

DmmMAme%G&MHam1%%o:@i5&mwﬁﬁé JREAERY 3 TR T Y 7 BT SR ]

ZIBML TV E VD ER M LR 5, RN AEHENMZ2BHRL TV L35 L, IR
W 35 1) % 35 VT4 competitive share among male flowers (CSM) AME L T3 & P& NS (Lloyd, 1984)
BRI N T, BB E e O VI MLy — R - A 7B%EMIEA T 5 728 (Delph and Wolf,
2005; Lloyd, 1984) , HETENDHLIT L% %  § % & IR RN OFBEREED > T L £, HEO@ENE
DR TWAILTLE D,

F 7z, BBAR wind-pollination efficiency (WPE) & HEDE)IGEICEBICEHb>TWaETHENE, C
ZTEWPEZ%, %S LBl OMAEANEIE T 2R E BRI 5, — MBI IBEATY) O 28 12 13
K7z, A X RO 2 W7 548535 % (Cruden, 1977; Whitehead, 1983), 5\t % &, UK

WWEBZHMBW/ABRE NI L THE, RAPICBT 2 e O8I, HRAEAOEH LR DT
%D WM%J%ﬁ,%%M%uﬂﬁﬁgé%%&km%@%%?ﬁ@%ﬁ@%ﬂ%ﬁfi&< K7
VGBI Ko TRt & B (Sarvas, 1968; Smith ef al., 1990) , T2 b, FIEIEIZ I T 5 i 38 S L
i, CSMETTHL, R7 vV A HBBIIC > Tl S h2 WPEIZ b &2 5 L FPRENS,

FLTEHITE, M%#%OﬁmﬁﬁfiMWWﬁk%<@69<@ﬁ~%%?%60:@ib&%%
DOHTIX, BT OB ISAEA DRI R & S E R T2, W0 5 O BB (3 7K D B 12 K & 70 58 2
ijéhévo%ﬂ@a,7wAm%ﬂ@%¢LTméa416Mé(qﬂMl%@

ZFHOZ, TNHCSM, &5 TN WPEZEICHHA DG I DWT Y — L - EFIVEERL, 207
WHE IR D FIRE S 2 3§ 2 LEH 2725 5,

1—-3—-2 BiEWR

BRENICE T A2EOTBESM X — %, SHER T, —HBOMENRBEECRBNICHSNATV 2D
ATH D (Kramer and Kozlowski, 1979; HALMARE MG - BRAMARBEES P L5, 1976), EBEI
ENTVBEDIE, LY (gibberellin Ayy) M X o TGS L2 EHE S B /e — S O TR 72 1
D& 5 THs (Daoust et al., 1995; Smith, 1998; 5 - /1ML, 1999) . ZA4H OWIFETIE, MEAEIIHEEL O &8
HEHICW-oTHETAHEEDY, ARZHZRMT LD THAHIEELLNT VS (Kramer and
Kozlowski, 1979) , Z4. %, Kramer and Kozlowski (1979) D#EHLIE, BRAMGMIMMESLAN 2 D
B EHTE 0,

JREER O —E T H BN IC BT 2IEORESMHHE S NBHVBH Y (Koike ef al., 1990; B4, 1993),
INHDEER, BHE LEICEHEENE N TS, BiEOA S S TS TV,
RS L EESEER L VO O, BIE LRI N0 SRTHEENBEL, FOEHE
whﬁﬁzﬁk&%bfwéwtéotmoéwfhéo_®ﬁﬁ% PN e B 3 ) el L

35, i, (EOSHMEIC DO TOWR TR WD, BEHAEIMOmE 720 T4 { (Greene and
Johnson, 1993), FE-FOWREL L OB MENE T A EWIZE, X 0iEAHMAEZ4S (Greene and
Johnson, 1989) & W) EIFNWIEDIH B, HEEFOI DY —7 - A MG EHELIER,
HrOBARHMESIAE L, =7 A NI E VB EMNTEE2MPREZ L5, 2hoz, I
WEORE) PR AT AN VI E VD Jeick b, T, HHEDES, RAPICEE
JEDIEMER IV TE R VESZHRRPEL ML TFLTLE S (Sarvas, 1968; Smith e al., 1990; Whitehead,
1983), ZNWZ, WD, EICHAHE T2 LI RATOMEE LK TSEE I LicD%nY, #
JEEAEH ST RIFTLE D 70, EEfE LR S BRRIMBeELLNSE 1313,
RIFFRTE, TOBHOWHZ ARG E TR LT 2, {BOifEE % A FERERDLC & > T
ML, MERTEEI R bOEOAY, LOBEEICHMT 2 L PRENS, —F, BURTHE S
AlGE, FFOBAREEIE DA WIE D D3 F USRI, ibﬁﬁfﬁuﬁﬁﬁék?m%ﬂ%

PLED X D R tbDMES ISR — A, —KENOREE & HEfEDR e, @IS & B U 723
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DHRETH S0 L, HWYOMRENIL, MERLE, Wb®3EY 2T —modulerfififi& 5 { D hz
UBAERRERBRBIY 7 - 22y FOEE O ThH L LI, ZRHBRBIYTT - 22w N D0,
B EERNGERNY T 22y ORIV THL LHMEI TS (BN, 1995; Watson and Casper,
1984) . Tt EHA ARG A (IPU; integrated physiological unit) &9, ZAud, WAL, BT
ﬁ¢®ﬁ EARROEFZ YD THS (Watson and Casper, 1984) & WD RFUTHEDSEZTH B, T DIPUNH
U2, ANICI T 5 B —IRBUE < B & e o i, (ERotthe Wkic 1-3-1%
W), 20— T3 EMIERICKELTE( T2 THEINE, T4bb, HAENICENTH KK
LM PRV E VI ZETH L, L, —IKEHAICBOT, MRS S T
WADOThIE, MIEF CRIE) DAL —RE OB R OAFLL%Z TN % /7 (e.g. Dahl and
Strandhede, 1996) (I FMREIVLEIT R B, THO R, BIAROERHIZZTTL <, MEOBIHIER) % 5 < M fE
Talbicl, S5, —=UWERMNOWLIS DL T T 208 03b 5,
1~3~3 BXHR®%
INETENHROTNDO - DICRE SN T E-REUE, SN OISR % SR 5 FUmE R
5H0L, BHDOHEASZALZHNT 2 HEERICBET 2 DD _DICKRE{HHENE, HiE L
B E MO B e £ W) RRBFEVDHERZRMAL, BE 3B ICHMDOMRAM, HLL af}&
IMFEDMEELTIRL, TRZNPLICHFETOITRAD, MHERLT L SN TlEd vy (of
Koenig et al., 1994) . BSNWHRZFHIHT 2 WHEZ L H 5D, O TEBAETRORIUC B R > TH
H}ﬁ*% Z T 5,

UM B R B9 2 @ I, 19804E R IC R > TIREI NI O, TSI B b I BB HE wind
pollination hypothesis (% 7= { i 52 ¥y % 3 Bl pollination efficiency hypothesis) & #ill B & 3 1T {X 31 predator
satiation hypothesis 3& 5, MHFF TN KRB - FHHET LI L L>TRIE AV v M RHIH
T% 7e8b, REEE DR economies of scale & LTH; 545 (Norton and Kelly, 1988) , MR FHIZ DT

R PBIZENICERYNIC TR S Wic Dby, s 5 lEE I H T T OREEE 2 b DR 7 -k}
Fagaceaemi“c‘ﬁ)% ks R REEE ST, EEICEE L @Lkﬁlﬁmf OB T & BB
KHPE I b0 (Hh L, 1998, 2001; Janzen, 1974; 7K H:, 1993; B7R, 1995), sl it & WE5 /5 43
HEbLV, TOZKBBRNHOMIEICHIz> T, YA FDRMOERLIETTH LD, KEMT

DEIGDZIBIOIREE K505, FEBRICHHERDOZ WFICHRETREIFT O L0 Flh30 { Dh 0 fifE
THEE N T2 (Sarvas, 1952; Sork ef al., 1993; Shibata ef al., 1998) , # D7z, I OZWIRMIII 47

WWHENTH S EEZ LN TS (Sork et al., 1993; Shibata et al., 1998) , & 9 —TF DI EHE AN TH %

By, T BARBNICHRET L 72 @ (3 Silvertown (1980) D3PI TH A Do ZORMOBETIL, HTR2IFEAL
ALKV (KBS CETHEHEOEE 2 TTTEE, BFEC—ERRCET2EETLIEICLY

(BRAE), 7272 T3 ABEVET LT AHAEYMEI T HOM P 2HE»LH#T 2, L9 d
DThHb, Ick 2, LHEERLEED 7 ) Fagus crenata T3, WIAEICKBREIET 5 &, #OREFER
@%J;—% WP OLTHFDIREAED 7 F ORF I RNL T THS 7+ X2 2 U A Pseudopammene
fagivora (VN F 7R} Tortricidae) DEIHUC L > THHBFB I N5 (SEE fll, 1995; Yasaka et al., 2003) , Z LT %
DA O & 2 EFOBREL, FVEEALEP L ORFEOEREIC L > TITbIs J NI E
ATV 5 U iR, 2001; Yasaka et al., 2003) o

FOR BRI BT 2 (3 3 SOB R 5 weather tracking 235 0, T4, ML - BRI S8
Bl 7z 28RBS, MYHPEHOLOCHHTE 2 BROBBEOEENIC & & %4 - THEAEDR 4L
BPZEHTL2L 093D THS (Kelly, 1994; Norton and Kelly, 1988) o SEAIEI G A3, Hudg 3L I 44 [ 0 4K
S, FLTERICHMERCRFAT 2 CEPEDOHNE DD (e.g. Allen and Platt, 1990; Ashton ef al.,
1988; Healy ef al., 1999; Imada et al., 1990; 3F_E, 1998, 2001; Janzen, 1974; B/ {1, 1995) , Fi#H DLAR RIS




53

DNTUEH K S ABRINICEEE I LT X7z (e.g. Matthews, 1955; Forcella, 1981) , BRMIZHI & LT, &K

O—FRHPR T 5 2 LW ST % (Ashton et al., 1988), T D & 5 R BEARIL, BHFEIC—EHRE
TEHIN - Z—ZaBiREBERLEBRLH L5 L0 (JFE,2001) EEFZL5NT VS, I, Wit
PHHERICLTT, WLO»POBFEICE L TRRETEENHAROHEEHEVRT STV S

(Piovesan and Adams, 2001; Selas, 2000; Selas et al., 2002) » Z D & D12, FEEZREK T 5 T T OMEEHE
BN T E, L, FNELPBLELLRORRGEMIC L > T—HRIESEI 2 23, BHEH
EVONENLATHILNARETHA S LHEI IS,

ZOBEFRERUSOWOTE, LR E I E 5 15 lignotuber 73 & OFIFR L HR E (AR, 1991) 2>
J& Quercus 7o E 1L H N A TSI REAL R AR (BH, 1999; Sakai and Sakai, 1998) # [k &, ERPBZED L9
IR 2 EIRE RS T SRS 5 R 0BIRICE VLT, KRERMTE - $5EDODOBERERES E DHMIcE
TITbRTVEDh, Fi, EIITORTHEDNE VLI EIZDON T, 0L AWM S M)
DT T (e.g. Miyazaki et al., 2002) , OB TRIEMOE F >/ BTV, EL, 7A0NTF
MOBRBREVE HITRVAF B TEESH, EOoA- NS BTRBIEIShTHAR Y GEL, 1998) &
VI BIERD, BRI > TERER—DBEIE L V) —DDHEIH A5 AT NEDTREVLEEZS
N5, Z¥ELIE, AR N IRBTEWNHARBALALVOR, A7 M ZEVWKIUETH 02115
MR THY, REPEHOLODOERRKM L VWIcDEEZZLHAMBLRLTVDOTHSE (FEL, 1998;
Janzen, 1974) . T D7 ZNTXROHD 5, BRI AT LAZHPTIEHE LT, DL BEHOBR
BEMEFOMEAERTRREML VI 2DODORTFVEETHZ I LWL RBI NS,

Be 72 ZFaFTROL O, MTHARHE CICRBOMBE KA EMELCLEHIMHET
3, ZEHHNCIET 0L EDARFEORHERICRESBEEL TV LI MEDIZHD S (eg
Cecich and Sullivan, 1999; Masaka and Sato, 2002; Sharp and Chisman, 1961; Sork et al., 1993), DA+ ZJED
£, BERD A 6 FTHHERMRE S EG T2/ E, 73/ FR% 20 TP} Juglandaceae, % < DOF
ERM 2 EDOL ) CHMERZOHDOTIRIIFERVPRE>TLE D XS LM (¢f Smith eral, 1990), £H
5ORER o ZI S sk > T, BNETIVORRMEHE L Z0EEMENH S5 L ICEBL L
TEE LR,

BWROBEERICHEH U, & ICEWE S G resource matching hypothesis & 57 & b, 72751,
CONGRFER B TOERER S ZE L TR0z, TR T O8N putative masting] L »FHHT X9,
B ED L DI — MBI O THE 2 BW T OB A strict masting] &% OBETH LS T—HH
75 AT OB A normal masting] (ZFEATE LWV EERINT % (Kelly, 1994), ChFEFTDE A, B
BOEEZY > 7 UIeIEBCe A RO BB M 5 0 O LI 2 B IR O R L BV 2T, ZOEHE
BRI, WHETFT 7 AN E L THET 2RPr LB TAREOEE 2 HHAT 2720 THS (Kelly, 1994)
EEAZLNTVS, L IAD, RECEERORSPMSF LB R TASR KM L EVBEDL DI, HE
WX EDRENE, BREE - FREBOZENICEDL > TV E2D0HLICR > TRV, Kelly (1994) O

, GOE ARG L —=DDBEEMHICHELVE VDI Z 2BV, A, HE (1995) & Isagi et al. (1997)
3, BB ORE a XA N EWEN LD e 2R H O 72 BRI & 7 b resource budget model (2

Kelly #80HE T2 ChE TOBNEHROBRH L TAZE—F2RLZbDTHS, kL, HELD
BN E TV, SHEOEWONMAZ—EE LTHR-> T %, EEICE, WEERICA X BT 20
FEOLRFMD—E TRV, BROBNEIRZHIIT 212, EROPAZRTEHE, EHTIEAAS
ZRELTEZLLTEEHEV, BRORAICDOWTIE, HERICHS T2 &E 2 505 HIIRH & &
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HERRT— 20 5B, ETVICHARAL LN TELEELLNS,
1—3 4 AR DERK

PLEOR BRI FE DO TR 2D B 726, REiSCORMB IR OB Th 5

7, %3n ZBWVT, MR j%ﬁ%MW“%MaMMM?wwzﬂﬁ%erM&ﬂAfmk

MAR) o' — 2z & 2T %2470, WERE AR O JRUBETERE I REA o0 1k ELBEM % JRBH U, BE DM L o
H%mﬂﬁ%o::fi BOORHNC PRIy BT V2 MR L, T & BERE 12 35 0 2 FEEE O M I Sy
BT 2, Z2LTC, Y0 NOEL NV TOERMERZRIL, SEEOEF~— BT 3T
EHEET VO TIMIE 2 LT %, /o, Gh¥ T, JALHEAL TP A4 DR EHIGER TS DV T
HIRAET %,

WARICBOTE, =RV TOEMMEREZFHIL, MRS HEIEORBRENIC B T % (6o 5 o A7 i
BRI T 22 EICXD, WiENICET 2 EOREIBIRICOWTHEGHT 4, 22T, —EEd, 056
BHERBEL TV A EERET D, S50, HA4TMTIE, —UHHAICEH T 2 ML L HEEDNSY > AT L
owf%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ&% PEILEC S MRS A3, MEAE L HEFED E B 5 2B 2 LlINENE Rk,
,,,,, WA EOBED 2 TELL T E—LTH Y, D, REDVEHBINEENEGHRTH L LER
é&%ﬁ =Y BT 2 I & GO L, —REE 2 Doy — L AETIEHTES
EEZLEND, FDIcd, —HBTE DML %, HFEIFTHL A HLLMAHICHI U THHE2P I A45,

Z LU TEARRIC, WIEBOFREHIRZERINICHEET 5 2 L2 HINC, BERTE, ALEHCB0LT
19904EH2 5 2000 F 12 2> T S T X722 4 DI T T — X & v, /7ﬁ/n®§un
R—OREERIET S, 2T, BROZEBENERFRECOOTHTL, ok s EHo<
R— LB LTS SDBRSE— 2 B AEMN TS, ZLT, ¢%%MK1ﬁt%z6h% LR %
HOTEWNETIVEEKRT 5, CORICET2REBNZEEE, BRIZETIVICIEL, o820
BLZENFELEAS AL ZHUEIETHS,

PLofiRzd Eic, HEETTE, BEOMRA L H b CMEED BB I DOV THRIET 5,

Tk, ARSI AR EBE AR LT H 5o JLHHE KRR BT R 2 FERR AR B TR 2 5 8 58 bR
S OEBBHEBZICIAMXOFERZ U THG:, Fo, FHRWEREYES T ORESER, MGk
FOW O IEAEIR, FAREHERREIRFAT IR R RE A 43 BT o i P RUEER (3Rl %2 L CTHY,
7oo WHIALRUBRZ, 72 & DN ALUEHE MR EEABUS ORI L (B TR | Mﬁ%@%%m
WIS, B3| T MRS ETFTILORTICIBOTH L OWEOR L IS % H -,
SIMGE AL G O TR BE R, AR (Bl BEKR O D &), N FE AR
25 A NI R DA & WG R G BLOAEFT ORHIN % FAR - TIHG 720 JAFLIRIE A B O I8 1 YRR R (B
CREZ ) =y ZBE) [l BERTHESTALBTICB T 22T 2OEmRlEO T~ 2 2 Hh<H -
HUTHW, B OSF MR LI, BV OERMCERMALE S 1> T 8 Kol
PR T X O 2R TIRLUTHEGW . BUKREOWE I DX 2 3—Th 2 K482, KHAA,
NS EE L (B g REBEER) , AL, ERESAR L, WEEE, ANonRidt, EU—mo
B (PR, &M, ) 2RO 2 GEIEEE WEUR 2 TG e, INEREICE, v 7Rk
ZRWRLTO L5, TR LUTYLEDOT 2 ICEH# 2L F9,

B2E WHHBIEOEBIE

#1737 F Rl Betulaceae 7778/ F & Betula l, LA-BROWE R > 5 LB IS THI60TES1H L (Kriissmann,
1976), HAWZ G 1ML A2 (L& ®@E4E, 20000, 20D ’64[:(#&. &, > 7512 75B. platyphylla var.
japonica, X’ 77 /5B, Ermanii Cham, 7 X A 77 2 INB. maximowiziana Regel, % LTV 47k 2 /3B
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davurica Pall. B3R & LT, 7R A 4 2 I3B. apoiensis Nakai & V-7 275 B. ovalifolia Rupl. DMEARFR & L
TRIGHAHAEL TV A, SFRITAEROIIRENRE OB FIC & 5 &, JLHEHEIC I 1T 2 HRMER 6 (82200 1
m' DD BN FFEESEDAHEFE 7300’ EFEICR% RS, RV EATTYHICROTIH
HicZWERRZH% > T 5 [GLIEAKEMRBTE, 2000) .

AR 2 FICDOTIR, TaRA A 2 SBIERCEIE DT RA TS, VT 2N EROWEIC & Sl
WGES TV A0, RARMIZDWTE, v/7ﬁ/uwa&0m~vmmww pitl ) 5 HE B & T OWRIA L
TS ORI & B AL, ZA 7 3HYEN 5 1500m DS 12, W XA b 2 3%H3200m ~ 600m DB &
OB A D ND, The, XA, WL X 7 2o LW B AN 2 BT 6 &
2 (L, 1987) o SO K D WK TSR IR L7255, o AN BMbo AN/ FEE D b, &
F & FRAHSMITHT B EILEE N O e HER S s UL, 2000) .

N FBDL L, BB ECHELLBICOBLRELBALT—HME2IBNT 2 LB TH 2
(Kikuzawa, 1987, 1988; /1M1, 2000; Shibuya, 1994; Shibuya and Igarashi, 1992) . % 7z, JeiFEREHERE D JEHE
T/ ay—hb5Yy, BRERIN L, BARNZELHNHNOERMBME LTHNENTLIAT VS
(Kikuzawa, 1983; Koike, 1988) . Z D7z, MHIEMELIER IS L, A 20D Z MR T Ic itk 2 & 7:
ot A ARG R o C % (Kikuzawa, 1987, 1988; Shibuya and Igarashi, 1992; Shibuya, 1994; Hit, 2000) .

HN ) FEOGIMEHERROFMELTH Y, AR E Z o RSO TIR-Cik, 4 A 255 i
D CHRBE L MIFICBTET 2, HRIPRERDRC2~3TDF L - CEE, MAETTEHIC I
DOPTET % (Caesar and Macdonald, 1984; Macdonald and Mothersill, 1983; Macdonald er al., 1984) , WE1E {2 1
&Y R BAT 2 DICHFRZHLMET 541555 UMK, 1964; Dahl and Fredrikson, 1996) , @il Y2
HERSZH S ETORFRLEREDIEEIEO D, BEANCAHRKSHERETHELEILNT S
(INR, 1964 B35, 1996; #5% i1, 1997; Wang et al., 1999) . fETHUERD £ CORBOEERERL, HHERD
RS WCED S FIEFICH < (Smith ef al,, 1990; KI, 1993), RAFZ 7 A~ HIZH T TRAL, BT 3
W&o T L 728 HIEREBAR ST @ < UhiL, 2000) . HEFRAZZEZ S S, IS & o TILE
WU &4 (Sato and Hiura, 1998) , FWIRHICIAE S N T Z DFICHKF TE LY, BLHAM I
FoREFIIARIR U TBAEDBEICTEF T 2 VNI, 2000) , FFAVNS D72 E ORI LT WA T
FEEH, EE LR UM, 20000

VA NC BT A MEESEE L ERE OB A A DBV DOV TRHAESRTOR Y. 207k, ¥
AN BI MR E LR E OB AN RIS 570, EIZTFHRINNCH S, s L SEi R
B ENICEE T2 7 2 N3 E» 6, 1 EED720 10T DO L TR & HRAH % $REL
UCHIZE 20058 U7: BRI £ 0 80°C T72iR DA Lzl . Z D&, e 1 Md7z 0 o EE
(30.106g = 0.029g (sd), # LU TR I MDY OPHERIT0221g £ 0.070g (sd) &40, ¥ AN
SHEERCIRIEERATH S Z eiah iz, — &I, El%?'/'fﬁll PED3Ze WEEIER OTETIX, MERRE &
e, 22 1flbl: ) OREL S I Iz Wb bR T\ % (Charnov, 1982; Lemen,
1980) , T 1 2 NTH B IR, meﬂmmtﬁﬁbﬁwo

LB BT 20 TR, Hi ol TPREFERRSIA TR, I B 2INTE, AT HT
H A Y Kleidocerya resedae Panze (37771 XA LR OHMPRETE D LB INTOLLREETH Y
(HiZ,1980), A ALZOMETHE b, BZLLBBHETHZ LRI NE, 74T RIS
BTy ke, MrfFes - s & UTh BN Ciboria betulae (Woronin) White (1T @ Ji S
T Sclerotinia betulae Woron.) & Oligotrophus betulae Winn., (X v/NZO—ff) HMERI AT EHDD,
F OB FOWRERIEDOD TR EVIHEDDH S (Sarvas, 1952)
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EI3E SHh/NOMLLE 7R
3—-1 HERES—LELTOMLE 57

B LB OGRS, B H W DA — LRI game situation TH B, 7 —LHPRIE 1, BHEOEER
e B F 72 3T E R A player VMFIE L, ZHZN—EDOBNOERZHBL THAIKEKEZELE> TS
WRZEERT 5. V=L TR IO LD B — LR E, BEETFVERTEALEL, FvAv—
DHVCIEZONEDORILE WM ZINT %, COBBMETIVE, F—LEwvd (WH, 199) . s, £h
ZROMEPBIHR I OB ALZ B L TRV 503, 20 L5 23 MEOTENE, MR OTER L ERSD
WERDEHRICRKE SKFEL TV 2, ZROZ, HHYOBIIGEISH 7 — LHPRUE T SCHIGL W EV 25,

—fic, WEYEEEEAETHY, ZL OO LD CHREFEERTS1-OICHBNICBEIT5 2
LIRTEARVL, RRETSEOREREL TV ED0NEAIT 2008 E %2 5T R, DY, K
BTN EDREDOMARLEEL TV E00, FEMARZEELTH200%HILZER, o7
CHRWHETH D, ¥V —LBEHTIE, 0L D %5 — LRI % JEH 7147 — 2y non-cooperative game & AT
W3, EHI—LEEZ, 1) A Y—0bETalar—alPARETchl, @ #fRI0H

LZEBHIVETR VS —L, & Nash (1951) ICE > TREFELSNT VS, IRTDODHL2EFENL, Tiob
B, HFEEB LKL &5 LS 2R UICHEICHE 22T 2 2 LR 20 HIE, DX g i
EFRALLY LY, 22O T VAYP—OHHBERETHS, L, £ &0 2, HOEIKHH
FOMMITIR KA L TR, HTFEH UKL &9 278, MEORALEZRT & W0 EEKZ

TE%9 2L, MEPOMINEDALZ LT, AGOHMIGELRESTTTLEI LIRS, o2, A
FIIANFRN R AAATRLY (FH) LB TS A BIRMEE BT (LMC; local mate
competition) (3 Z OUFHITH A D (R A, 1992), TD &S 27— LHPRIIE, TR A LD T
{LHIM[BE T H % (e.g. Matsuda and Harada, 1990; 2 Ji, 1995; Yamaguchi, 1985) o 7" — LHIGH T, LA v —
DI & FEOBRIC DV T, B ZE O TRIRY 2 BT 7L % WK AL — L\ game in strategic form & I
AT (I, 1996) o B IGE O BGEAL I & FIB OB TH 205, HEYOVELN S E S Bl
Fehe L TRBTEZ2ETTHE (e.g. Matsuda and Harada, 1990) .

AFTE, BEIEOME R T EIRC BT, F—AHRWPEERICH Y 22008 50 b EO TR T
L1z, LRI EFES — LR ZBE L THHEE T VRMEL, Wit s, 2079, itz
& B HETEN T OB ML 5> (CSM; competitive share among male flowers) & BRI (WPE; wind-pollination -
efficiency) DIAFTHOLRICL D4 DDETNVHE DY, ZREFNOETNNTUT LA L, ZOHHA]
B DO THRET %, 4D0FT L ER, EFNL1: CSMETOIEF—L - TF), EFNL2: WPEL
CSMOD IS — I - BFIL, EFA3: CSMEF DI —A - EFIL, 2L TEFL4: WPE & CSMD > —
L BTN, Thb, 2LT, BRSO I ANOMEEZ MRS ZREL, EFVOZSEICDO
THRIT 2, 8512, BEORBEL TATML T BV A ZURIEHEE R B DOWOTHE b TR 4,
T A TR ER B AREE L 72 SN ETOFE T, ML A X O BB R % AT § 2D ETF B
Tho7hy, KT, 20 LD LHMEABERIE T“Cféf< , MARDREIZE 7)o ZIL b EbET
WEES 5,

3—-2 MRS ETFIV

PRI, ETIVOEEBRERTH S WPE & CSMOBBALIC DV TEHRIT 2,
3-2-1 EBEHE (WPE)

Ttk b % MIEAER DIRERIC S U X LSRR L, L b RERAOBEMEEDIRER IS L > TEOL R0 E
X, M DSMEEANELRE T A HER IR T v Y iz Lichs D (Feller, 1968) . R7w Y 434 % £ 3 BB D
BAOEE, UFo3-18& 512, WERICERD E o/ EE LA VRS2 LT,
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p(0; o) =€ (3-1)

T, a3k I MBI ICHET LR THL, Thbh, el KRS 2808
I35 (323 ; Smith er al., 1990) ,

o= fx; (3-2)
OEE, xildMi O ER 2R T, i, 1
BldtE, &L ZZEMORBICRHRTERTH 0.8
0, T TR 3 48 3 coefficient of wind- =
pollination efficiency & .5 C 123 %, QZE 0.6
3.1 325005, TEMDIEBRICEIE LT z
FETHT S MK, T4b5ZHHRE, 5 04
(=¥
l—e™ (3:3) 02
LRIRTE S, Th& 0, {EMWIHERICERET 0 b= ]
BHER & AN BT ER DR ICDONT 10° 10' 100 100 10° 105  10°
Fig. 3-11IR Y, CORNS, HEANORERD Reproductive investment to male (x)

)3 z DI I EE B FEE 12 0B . . . . . .

Do & SISO LI IR IR w5 C Figure 3-1. Sigmoidal relationship of reproductive
EVbB, investment to male function (x) to probability of pollen
3-2-2 MIEMICHITBESMESY (CSM) landing on a stigma based on Poisson distribution (1-¢*")

o EEe o e i Rl 1 for different S values.
CSM & 1%, H MWDK (1~ 485 ) B3-1 BT 5 (L™ RHOTRs s,

B, BHNC BT 2 RN 2 5 ETE 528G Bix 5 B L OMBENDORE ) LAEBDOFEIEAN
Thb, JIT, EF—LNRROET (ET DRI DONT DT T EA XV BR

L1, BTN B, HOIZH OO ICH
BRRIZULODOEOVIRNEVDZETHE, TOLIRHEZ, UTOLSCRHBTES, T4bh,
HITBMERRIZ b, I2MIGy LIRS T 5,

I=x+y (3-4)
RIS WX, MEREZTL THEL NI HEICE L EEEZEL TR LN HEIEnDERTH S,
W=m+f (3-5)

22T, BEFNEBERLT A, MIELHIEOBE A AN 2E LW ERET %, 2 ELTHSL
NLWIGEFIL, MANORBERICHHITL2EELZLNS (f=y, /2] - x; Campbell, 2000) . —77, nififk
HRLERMNICEBOT, HEEZELTELNZHEIGEmE, DLTOCMICHERZIT 5,

X
(nl —nx)— (3-6)
nx

—J, LR (BF3, BTNV O TR, 3483 SRIEBFRFRRD LD IcHF XM
ZbNb,
Li=xi+y, (i=12,..,n) 3-7
Wi=m; + f; (3-:8)

iTHHOMBEOBEERL (h<b<.. <) BRI >TRILSEL S0, CSMEBRITO & DRl &
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Nna,
2/7 ([ ) X;
B O PR ) e
Zi 1%
3-6:&3-9X4%, ERINIZ

%, PRI
3 -3 EFILOEMER

(i=1,2,..,n

BB IMEAE &
BT, b OB BEME R R o JEEESER) O Pk FL L4 & T VIS AJA A TRET Y %

(3:9)

ORI b L— K - 3 7 WD BB 2L R ERLTL

3-3—-1 EFIN1 (CSMETDIET—L - EFIV)
3-5: &3 605, TV BN D LD il T& 5,
= T =2 %) - 10)
nx
3-10R0 6, W _,=2bEbhsb, 3 108&xTMSTEILic&Y, IFOBEE?MELIE,
flﬂ:—2<o < 11)

dx
TAUE OFSULE, W xR b i
i ZEeRBHLTWVSE, ZLT, #hid
HETEC R E 9 2 LA DG T 5
JLEBWRLTEY, 2hwz, HMEAED
Bz e (R = x' /D AT 0L 5,

R =0

(3-12)
COMRBUIEYIFIICE DY 280,
3~-3-2 EFIV2(WPEECSMDIEY —
I - EFIW)
3-380256, 3
|z oMb,

W= (1-e

(3-13)
31305, W o, =1EW| _,

WREL T L HicE

_ﬁx)nl~nxx+l_x
nx

=0h¥E5

5.3 - 13RAZxTHITTHILIED, PAN
DOEFEAVELNS,
=(fl— fx+De” B
(% 14)
EHIE3- 4 ZxTHATHIEICLD,
LAT@Fﬁf—ﬁtb) "ohs,
=—fe (Bl - fr +2)
G- 15)

I>x® %, dWdxHZED LD Rxizd LT
bOhICHTHL, iz, dWidx = BI
-1z, W—xlliiftidI> /oL &k
WD HRR %, T< 1/ 8 O & Z i BTl
M < (Fig. 3-2a),

I<1/BDEE, MR ET L LH->T

(b)

o
[\

Male ratio (R")
f=]

S 0
E o1, 1
&0
2 : (©
g ; 1000 .
(= ¢ oS 800 - P
0 x ’ 1 A
Xy Xy *;)\ 600 //// ,4
Allocation to male (x) i 400 #5* small
& A
200 - : ]
0 S

0 200 400 600 800 1000

Reproductive investment (/)

Figure 3-2. Floral sex allocation of a non-game model with WPE
and CSM (model 2). (a) Fitness (W) gain curve with respect to the
number of male flowers (x). I indicates individual reproductive
investment. Dashed line, 7 < 1/ 8 ; solid line, I > 1/ B . (b)R-I
curve with different 8 values (7> 1/ ) obtained by numerical
analysis (log-scale). Dotted line, 5 = 1; dashed line, 5 = 0.1;
solid line, 8 = 0.01. (c) Recalculation of x" and y" (no. of female
flowers) from Fig. 3-2b with respect to I with different B values (/
> 1/ 8 ) (normal scale). Thick line, B = 0.01; intermediately thick
line, B =0.1; thin line, 8 = 1. Solid line, x™ ; dashed line, y" .
3-2 WPE & CSMIC L 2 FE5"—2L - T (TN 2)

D‘élfttﬂﬂ
a) zﬁﬂa@%[ Iéé]?%ﬁ_iufﬁ’%fwﬂ%’mo WA 4 0D 5l
JoRE, 1 im{*@ﬁfﬁlﬁ&%} SR %, BRI B, #

B> 1B DEE. (b )mﬁﬁ H’r oto’cf 6:&7‘&72@%
B =& D R-THHR I>1/B """ o R

B =1, WL =0.1, moiﬁ 0.01D8H, (0 n:téél
LTHEEZBTE 15213 27 & B IETE R () L
TREERY” (BRt) ZHEME U>1/8), KRB =001,
RICKOGHRIE B =01, MERIEB = 1085,
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A DBISEDMET T 5728, EIEHEEICHRE T RETR LV E W IRUVFET S, ZD LD TR

2% o 728, BREEHICHEED R S > T L E D728, Z0L ) R AEMCH Y 2 500D
bk,

—J5, 1> 1/B O™, W—xiifidx IcBO Tl L3, Thbb, flExa ZFOHEL DL Y,
[-x*JE T OMEIE R T 2 OIS & 25, 2ok, MAEIZTE T 5, F3MRIZ0E2ET S 2050
BRELEV, 314025, DIFOFRRLE 5415 (Appendix AZ )

dx;

0 .
7 > (3 -16)

16U, TOMEME & BT x* DMV T 2 L B RBL TS, 3- 1402513 F 7, PIFOBIRER
h3 1%6%% (Appendix AZH) '

dR 1-R-2¢™R

dl~ 1(2e™ +1) 317

317X, R— 1D LSO R ZHi< 2 & 2B L T3 (Appendix AZ I, Fig. 3-2b), D& &,
R—IMEOMAMIZ 12L& 0/NS 0, b, W—xliEwW=1I %" (" <x’;Fig 3-22) I2BLTEE
#EL, ZORAUTOLIRBBEELG 2505 ThH5,

%_;‘ZZ<% 3 18)

(I L 22 B & AR SY (B 1, Fig 3-2c iR LR —THER D 6B bR, x Ly @
Iwﬁwt&ﬁuﬁ%~%MT%@M#m@6ﬂhﬁ,f@%M%@%%EﬁTLTbto&%,f@@ﬁ
Wy O EEZ 2 ER>1288>TLEI 1o, x iy BHIASZZ EidAR0,
3~3-3 EFI3 (CSMEFDY—L - EFI)

3-8RL3-95, TFULIRUTNOLSCHRBTE S,

W, = z”( X, +1,=x (3-19)
Z,l 1
3-19RDOx kB MM aD 6, UTOBRABELNS,
w, 11 > )
=7 - 320
& S
i S Z, J;

CC, RO AS =Y x, /Y1, (0<S< DE@EfTs. coL s, X<ZX—S21T%

i=1 i=1

Bo DED, HBMELISL

5 BUEDRUL, 7 OMEHIRT B BTN OUER AN IO 5 2 &R,
SHO<S<IOEMAEL D LS, TW A& <0 WId| >0, 2L TWIa&| v, <0 (Fig 3-3n;
BTz OO TIX Appendix BEZ) Wz, 3- 203U TFD LWk %,

W, . ¥
_O/}C_. >0 if x; < Xi3

W, _ x
a = 0 if x=x3

A

Py <0 if x> xis
L

X xa 13, 3 2bR&ADBROEICELLND,
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3= (128821, (3-21)

7212l SHIR<S<1DfilE L 2 &, W /X BZEDLI ex 1DV THHICEE %2 (Appendix BS
W o T4bb, SH0<S<1OHADEE, NashfftidF sk, Thb DL, W, — Xkt Fig.
33bITRT & D BRI B0 W x| >0TH Y, »o ki nl@fﬂ'ljf‘[j\i%fhﬂ< TEhh, iBHD
fER DS & DERE W LD < xi3 DR T, IHHL WCRE LT O ICIRE T 212 80BN E 6 Nk
Wiz, (R RT OBIHE IR %2 JEAE A FE S 2 OGN & 4 5 (Ii:xf;ﬁfﬁﬂil)o i % H O H %
MR % x, & 0% <FJ ST 5 & X, AR ix,x FT DR EFEL, B OBFEZMEICRET 2 DH
WIS E %2 GE—EM) o ¥R BIE, xs DO RLEET 2 L, 2> THEIEOBISEIME T LT
LESDTHZ 3-21eR) e INHDERDE, iHHOMKICK T 2R LRI R =x"1), YT
D& EibE NG, 4

Ri=1f  wsxs 3o

R == if x5 <x (3 - 22b)

INHETFLIICBIT A NashiBTH 5,

3-3-4 EFI4 WPEELECSMDY —L - TFI)
3-38&05, 3-19 i?ﬁ(@i%:%%%ﬁsiem%o
W, =(1-e™) Z"(
Z”l
3-2AE Lo TRMATTEIEICLD, IR (@ (©
OHBEANELNS,

x+]i“xi (3'23)

e
OWilox;
<
xi*, y,-*
AN
AN
N
AN
AN
N\
AN

[ -

—t=a,—ax, —ae +axe™ (3-24)

I, _ . 2 N o
Z 2T, a=(1-28)S,a=1/8 ;L,dg-(l—S)/S, ®) @

%L"Ca3=ﬂ(l—S)/S+1/52211.’6})%0753"O<xi< SZII.
D HPH T ol & xia JI’ob"C #T%M’)lﬂ]%
HH Db RTIC DOV T Appendix CEB ),

W, 1 Bl L1 D AR 4 < o Allocation to male (x;) Reproductive investment (/;)
m Z_TﬁVVi/dci‘x:O s im W, /&, —> —0 2 | T

Fitness gain (7))
Male ratio (R;)

0 —i—

Figure 3-3. Floral sex allocation of a game model with

Appendix D%*5, 3-24 BT O &L k%2 b non-WPE and CSM (model 3). (a) Increase rate of
DI Ehah b, fitness gain
(W, ! &;) curve with respect to the number of male
[ <0 if xi<xis (3 -25a) flowers (x,). (b) Fitness (W) gain curve of male with
&, , respect to male. [; indicates individual reproductive
W, . * « investment. (c) x; and y; (no. of female flowers) with
A 0 if x5 <x<xi6 (3 - 25b) respect to [.. (d) Male ratio (R,) with respect to [,
W’/ B33 JEWPBL CSMIC & 2% —L - EF )L (&
g i xi>xi6 (3 25¢) TV 3) BT B S
&, (a) HEFEOR (x) (1T 2 MG RN
hB. Chb (w125, o (b) WEAERIC P52 ISIE I 5 5,

WA A DHIGSE, LA A D B % ¥ B % Rk
T3, () IT& @x,&yi (MEfERD o @) LT ED
HELE (R)
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3 I >- L > 1 .

Zl tA-5)(1-28) ’ (=912 1, (3 - 26)
DITeSNBEZTIIL TS (0 < S < 1/2; Fig. 3-4a; Appendix DZR) . %bb, oW, / a3, HERHOMFTE
BOZH RGBS, HAMHEIORTHEEE 3 26R) CIEOTEALD (3 -250:) .12 < S< 1DHH,
W, | &, = 0% t=3 x, 1272\ 728 (Appendix DS ) , Nash I TE1E L7210, W 0= iy Wi gy > 1 %

LT3 25805 CHEHDEMIC OO T Appendix F2 S R) | W, — xMIff 13 Fig. 3-4b 12 < & 5 IR
EBRDBIEWGDDB, Wi— xR, >0 VI RMEE S D, 3WBBO LS LilifiziHd, ToL &,
W o = LRT, DF ML W= 1555 T 2 05x, (= 1/ B In[{1-S}{1-2S)]) 2353,

CREDREMD SIS 2 G528, £9°, 0<x; <x;;, OTIICEBOT Wi—x HIERDY RIS o iR % i T
WBZEDD, HEEAOWL i B OMADHEISIE A FEEEIED0D 5, 200, 0<x<x; DEXTI,
AT DOBGHE IR A MEAE ISR AT 2 2 EDNHIGHI & 20 % (= 0; EAF) o SE%Uxe, (&, HEAH 22 5 HERH A~ oD 5
BThb, bL, iTHOMIED S OBIME R, L 02 INE, BECRELTHITEcRET 2138
WALEISE DG L /e, IR IETXTOEHE R 2 LRSS T2 DB HIGNE 25 1= x;
HERD o UL Lehss, i H O S DB WSS, L 0B L2 &, Wkidx, 720 DRHEREPEL,
O OEHE AR ICRE T 200NN E 2 (i—EH) . 245, xe RO R 2T 2 &,
DRSO THBOBICELBMETLTLES O THSE 325X, TNHDFERLS, iFHOMKIC I
BRGEAEE R =x1), RO &S ciid&hs (Fig 3-4d) .

R =0 if X7 > X (3 - 27a)

RI=1 if x7 2x<x6  (3.97p)
. Fie *

R’ = 7 if Xig SXi (3 - 27c)

1

IR, ETIVL, DFYWPELCSMDY —L - TFNVDIEEDNashf#ETH %,
GEAEL THaE5 — LPRULE R, (AR TEHBETIE D HLIERFIRICL THha. UL, BIHE

TR BN HEEI - TH, EDTHEDE

VHLZONRFCL>TRLLIEAIFHNODR,

K I CHAE DI 5 DXDSBY, 7D © ©
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FeoFhebh, 1 DOMIKEER20 54D, & 1 \ Ve
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ROOVH (BH) &bb, THUGEERE L O 19

L HI23000TH 5 ERBTERIZ60000), LirL, 3 /\ < |

LOBERE (SD) BARBAY, LMK 2 AN A T ] &

TESD = 17748 (I, =150 +300 X [i-1]), M g , L] : ; §

EAE#ETIESD =9762 (= 14325+ 165 X [i - 0wy e ST 0 x" xig
1), LU TSHTMAHETIZSD =59.2 (I; = 2905 +
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Figure 3-4. Floral sex allocation of a game model with

WXL T, 2z (B, A M), 2L
THE—EM (C) ZH¥TRDIBICEITIL (y
<< . <Xg <X A, FHMREEICIX 2318 D
ODMAGLEYH L), 20L& X, AN

WPE and CSM (model 4). Ordination of sub-figures is the

same with Fig. 3-3. '
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ZRLTORBHEBEEaTH Y, HESBHZRLTORBLIETOMERYH 2 kb, L
T, MEDHE—EH 2R LTS xs BT OB DS Z itk d, ThbkiEr, Midk| . =0
b (3 25RBM), x6 ZHBEMITICE > TEHEI LIz, DL E, x6 i, B %0.0001 %A THEIL Iz,
HERMAGTDOEE, 2D0%M, S<12bx, <xg ZMilzL T2 b0 Uiz, BAMHOFE, 35
DHOMAEFDLEE LT, SDOMBTRTHE LM + F+ CH, JiH & ME—EMHDADHI LM+ C
B, 2 UCHE—EM O ADIBLL e CHLDSED b 4t (Fig. 3-5) . TAb 3D0ME LIAEE: L MM KREC
LU 7203, STHATETIRCR LD MBI Lkd > 7z, 72, LKL MEERTE, BOBME & il
M & MR DSTISE Lic b, 2 Ol R MIREECHE D > 70, BUVHA S &, MM, 8 o 2
WHBEOHDEANE L A2, /i, BURELLZLIMBTELVITETHE, ThbHDRH
&, AR TOBIMBTROKRELEEDER, MOBBRIED 3 DOMOIF 2 T8 L, ¥, %M
BHEOIHDEINS o/, BRI OISEICE, fi—THB T2 L0952 EARLTY
%,

(a) (L-population)  (b) (M-population) (c) (S-population)
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Coefficient of wind-pollination
efficiency (5)
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Figure 3-5. Gender expression (female phase {F}, male phase {M} and constant male phase
{C}) by an individual with different 5 value. (a) L-population which has large deviation in
reproductive investment (li) among individuals ( § > 0.0015). (b) M-population which has
intermediately large deviation in Ti ( 8 > 0.0007). (c) S-population which has small deviation in Ii
( B > 0.0024). Minimal value of S in each population was derived by numerical analyses, and
drawn in each sub-figure by dotted horizontal line.

B3-5 %z B LR URTIEREL (MEM (F), #EAH (M), HE—EM (C)

(a) LAAREE, BOHRERDMMABTRE SHALS (B >0, 0015). (b) MIAARE,
o EwE OMMAR ZLHE (B >0.0007) . () SRR, BOHEE B O M AED
NS (B >0.0024) o FEARED B O F/NMEEBIHENTIC L > TR LNIMTH Y,
BN R TR N T B,

* Young Cohort, Figure 3-6. Relationship between the number of

- whole inflorescences (Nw) and the male ratio (R).
;9 A . | e ; Open circle and closed circle indicates R in 2001
R 08| J and in 2002, respectively, and circles connected by
L 0. n'- Canopy Cohort | dotted line indicates R of the same individual.
e 0 100 200 300 400 a . Triangle indicates R of the sample individuals set
S o2k | up in 2002.
2, Middle-aged) BE3-6 FBHAEE (M) CHEE (R) DBAER
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Figure 3-7. Number of female inflorescences (Vr) and male inflorescences (Ny) as a function of reproductive investment
(Nw). (a) Young Cohort, (b) Middle-aged Cohort, (c) Canopy Cohort. Open and closed circles indicates Ny and Ny,
respectively. Solid line is regression curves (Gompertz curve): Ny = 90.429 exp(-4.464 exp[-0.027Nw]), R* = 0810, p <
0.01 for Young Cohort, Ny = 346.403 exp(-3.609 exp[-0.007Ny)), R* = 0.488, p < 0.01 for Middle-aged Cohort; Ny =
1596.016 exp(-2.721 exp|-0.001Ny]), R* = 0.779, p < 0.01 for Canopy Cohort. Dashed line is the relationship between N
and Ny in the range > infection point of Gompertz curve: Spearmann’s rank correlation coefficient, both r, = 1.000, p <
0.01 for Canopy Cohort and Middle-aged Cohort. No statistical values could be shown for Young Cohort, since sample
size was only two.

B3-7  FEBAFEE (Nw) O BIELEL TOMETEE (V) EHEERL (VW)

(a) #Hln 2B —]b, (b) HlR—h, () Midar—h, 0L e FZNENNENZLT EMTREINET )V
Y HERR I NG — N BARZ R L, HH2R— M DU TN, = 90.429 exp(-4.464 exp[-0.027Ny)), R*=0.810, p <0.01,
H 2R — MDD T Ny = 346.403 exp(-3.609 exp[-0.007Ny), R*=0.488, p <0.01, ZL THEIHR—MIDH

72 LARE DI PHIZ 331 B Noy— N PR % 26 37 MORE 2 — B G s — M DU T Spearmann O IEAZAH BE A% 4855
.= 1.000{(p < 0.01) TH 5D, HEIR—NMI DO TIEIT —ZM 2L TH LD AR TIE TR,

3—-4 EEOEGRBTOMLEE S &T—5 DRIRA%

AR, W3 2 A0 i SLARSE BRI 8 AL S B NI E B 972 1974 R D> Z 1> sk, B RIR
T2 5 1993 AEHE L 1997 FEAIR D FF B R 5 EL T2, P, BB DM ic DTtk ark—h
(Canopy Cohort) EFFTR, FEMIBT RO DO TEAT V)T R A 2R —b (Young Cohort), $9—Fi%&Hlina
F—h (Middle-aged Cohort) &I SZEI2T 5, B AL MN TOMALIL, 199945 HOBAIER NI 5 77203k
EEARBABIL G 1EE) , RS LIC MG BEEE P B2 U7, 272, #ElRG Rk TORMEE, 2001422 F
OB INHEARICT 28— - F =T %G TS L G SME) , HEETP BRI, ML DT
4 H VA~ 5 H RO BIAERHIIC AR 8% L TR 7202002 4RSI A T, A i — MW O TR AR S
TRDITGRATFEL o Fe DR 7 S MR Z AR E L Tl EL GHISTME) | #72, Wit ak—hOFEARICHHI 72126
MR Z G2 LK), HETERE Y, AebTNcfi b P e bic4 A R ~5 H LA BITER I SR 8% F - Cabl
Licoiftic 0Ty, Ao SEOMELF ORI B RI2~3 M DiF L T a2eh s, HEERE = HEtE
FEDUEOTORERE, LU A RO/ LM & B 22 DOOTE S HCEHIL Iz, 3% ok — MO AR O i %
Table 3-11273 9

RS EDME Y, BB EBIDMIZELECF 1 by OMIZEICIZEAL D0 E283 2 ), T4b
b, BIHIAMCHERERT AN E AL RN ED D, MG BEHEE T Ly MR SEEL U T LR TR 22T 5,
3-5 B8
3-5-1 MO@EKEE

MrwpEsk o fl ok — b EE R R — M, 2EMOMETEDH 20, FICL > THHHEIRES A
b9 2% 2 &h¥rh o7z (Fig. 3-6) o RIBMEAMM TR E < EA Y, e 25— HTlX0.366~0.978 DHiPHIZ, o
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Wit 2 AR — T 2001 412 0.000 ~0.984 DRI PH, 20024F120.002~1.000 DHIPH, Z L CHARAA—F Tl
2001 £E120.143 ~0.873 DHIPH, 2002412 0.000 ~ 1.000 DHPHIZ 47z > T\ /2 (Table 3-1), A Fk— MHETR
WKHBRARIRDLENL o7 (ANOVA, Fin = 1.547,p > 0.197) ,

W OAB T MK R=1) &, HEars—he, 2001 FEHEOTH AR~ EHIH IR~ NTRA
L h oz, 2002 ERHC B O THID Tl 2 A — M LR, FHlak— M eldkras i,
—77, MIEF O AE T (R=0) &, Wi 2hR— N T2001 AR 3K, w2 A— b Tid2002
HPHERC 2MRALN DD, WiEars—MiEASNEh o7z, bob b RERMEEILTL HUE
WG EBET2DFTEEL, 7, oL /NS LMAELMIET2T %G T 500 Tidkh-o7, M
2T, MHEF72T, U R 720 %05 0 2 Tk ORBITERUI D e WIEFT DD O, 2488 T IEfE e 72
O, b U REHEF2 060 2 IR E L kb o7,

Fig. 3-712, $BI{EH & MEAEFE, HEEFROBBIZ OV TRT, Fig 3-7, HEEREDTEI b4 51
BMEMOT BB E R0, HIERED I BICR 2R A2 MBE D SMFETF RO N 2 %R L T,
3-5-2 MDY IikiEHE

HEHR E, RD A LU TR H, W& B dbh, Z5TNSHMIEHX bR DB\ 12, o7 8Bk
HBAD D HAZe b -7z (Table 3-2) o D7 TH, FHHiIR—MII51T %2001 0 HXdbh* 3> HH B FREL
DR oleh, FOERTEZ, 2002 I BIREDIRIRICK N U7 H il R — M D dbh % R E, WO ZRD
Pl &Il 2 Rl T CRHDRE I, oA DAY A X, M OREIZ 302 0En
HTERIRRL T 5,

LR OFR; EARC B T 2 2R —b, RSNCE RN TE, 2001 FOEF MR U 2
TOMEE O R E R E RS MU Lo Ladys, RIIBTLHT X ToME TN, Tiak—hT
WK T0.595, #F 2R —MTIXRA T33O L MiE» DL (Fig. 3-8) ZF LT, HERLRDE
{LREDDHOIZICBAEBRMERS SN LD ol (Fig. 3-9; T— X3 TR TCHOAKR—NTF — LUz BRI
DWTIdr=-0.142, P =0.508, MIE BEZIZDOWTIEr=-0.195, P=0.361, MEIZDOOTEr=-0.149, P=
0.486; VFALBN = 24) (272, BIETIERAL, 72823 2B 7 E AR OB DR HH A h -7,
3-6 =8
3-6—-1 FEFIOHE ~

RETE, SR WPE & BNl CSMICHED &, 4 DOBIET NV E DL > T OWHE & Tl % g
Ml TTFLT (CSMODIEF =L - TFN) B, 4DODEFETILDONTH & bHHMATEZ L TV 553,
FTRTOMELMEES T 2B T DWW E O RAETHLTEY, HENTREL» o7, —]IC,
wM@Ff ¥, OGS EAIMBIxDHEINE & & ICHIT L OMMIERZHi <. L LAdsH, EF L

BB HEOBEERERE, ATV OERERHIOT VR (n=1-x (Fig. 3-10a), 20 &9 %K
%TT , HERED D e { e 2 IX EFEOICEDE < e b, CIMBZRTBUIAN, x#+ 0TH 2T/
h (3 «t I — LRI F OFEMEE R LTLESTVBRDTHE B3-10R), ZO/E, 5
VBT, R 25T, B AEZ RSB RELTLEI LB ZDThS,

TTFIWVITICWPEZR T2 DBET N2 THDSEH (WPEL CSMODIES —L - BTV, ZIUS & > CTHIE
JEEA R DIIEE T 2 T L ic s o fe (Fig 3-2a) WPEDSY B4 REIDIMER E e > T3 2 & D3, FL

BT, oS EBEIHAL LYo 28 < BRI Y (Fig. 3-10a), Z OWRWAHS, BRI HE

EELETHEZDTHS, AT, BOWDLE EHITHEHMOMBRD LY 1435 2 &id (Fig 3-2¢), &
VAR DIEE DR FE R TRMICR > TVE I EZRB LTS, TRLHDFFHRIZ, ZDO0HICEY

TIEWICHETDH S, H—I2, CSM & WPE DRI AEHEY OISy BT MIC & T, BERERTHL
&, TS, EUREARIC R sz Mwﬁ@ﬁébﬂ%%&@ﬁ%ﬁﬁb?%kb?%@f%%oLbb&
D35, FEF— LHPIRILE, R BIEEMNIC BT 5 AR oM oE O 23T E b o /.
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Table 3-1. Table 3-1. Characteristics of sample trees.

F3-1 HEROMM

1999 2001 2007
No. H b Ny NS NS R Ny Ny N R Ny Ny  Nr R

Jfor Canopy Cohort

167 182 891 871 20 0.978

2 172 19.6 5291 1941 3350 0.367
555 18.0 144 678 505 173 0.745
3185 176 2163 1932 231 0.893
556 183 157 113 65 48 0.575
551 169 144 651 614 37 0.943
553 183 143 691 605 86 0.876
580 17.4 172 3205 1173 2032 0.366
547 174 165 455 329 126 0.723
548  16.6 16.6 2184 882 1302 0.404
549 165 15.8 348 308 40 0.885

Total 16670 9225 7445

Jfor Middle-aged Cohort
2551 54 63 35 7 28 0.200 134 67 67 0.500
2552 5 62 27 0 27 0.000 179 96 83 0.536
2553 53 7 268 123 145 0459 472 273 199 0.578
2554 54 72 54 0 54 0.000 209 24 185 0.115
2555 3.8 5.1 2526 0 2526 0.000 2614 5 2609 0.002
2556 73 99 127 119 & 0.937 462 281 181 0.608
2557 6.7 8.1 92 61 31 0.663 170 87 83 0.512
2558 4.5 6.5 60 13 47 0217 190 96 94 0.505
2559 5.5 7 1315 724 591 0.551 572 490 82 0.857
2560 58 8.1 756 306 450 0.405 555 459 9 0.827
2561 5 5.1 62 61 1 0984 18 7 11 0.389
2562 57 109 444 313 131 0.705 354 254 100 0.718
2565 4.7 4.4 19 6 13 0.316 58 7 51 0.121
2587 54 7.7 322 279 43 0.866 159 148 11 0931
2589 58 72 188 179 9 0952 437 437 0 1.000
2588 5.8 8.5 125 7 118 0.056
2563 54 75 10 4 6 0.400
2582 5.9 8.0 173 136 37 0.786
2584 4.5 5.7 234 200 34 0.855
2585 3.5 7.0 136 18 118 0.132
2586 3.7 4.2 59 52 7 0.881
Total 6295 2191 4104 7320 3148 4172

for Young Cohort
2566 3.6 2.7 102 89 13 0873 28 28 0 1.000
2569 44 3.6 79 19 60 0.241 46 21 25 0457
2570 43 33 323 76 247 0.235 16 16 0 1.000
2572 4.1 3.1 45 34 11 0.756 25 16 9 0.640
2573 4.3 3.8 258 93 165 0.360 dead
2574 43 5 69 24 45 0.348 45 45 0 1.000
2575 3.2 4 14 2 12 0.143 5 0 5 0.000
2576 3.6 3.1 18 13 5 0722 dead
2578 3.7 42 50 40 10 0.800 27 16 11 0.593
2580 36 42 27 21 6 0.778 83 83 0 1.000
2581 4.1 3.1 15 5 10 0.333 12 0 12 0.000
2583 4.6 3.5 19 4 15 0.211 25 25 0 1.000
2590 4.7 3.6 110 96 14 0.873 dead
2591 4.4 34 32 6 26 0.188 dead
2592 5.8 34 13 4 9 0.308 dead
2573 4.3 3.8 51 27 24 0.529
2564 3.8° 47° 12 5 7 0417
2593 47 36 195 94 101 0.482
2567 39 3.0 27 27 0 1.000
2571 3.8 32 11 11 0 1.000
Total 1174 526 648 608 414 194

Notes: a, tree height (m); b, diameter at 1.3m height above ground (cm); ¢, number of whole inflorescences; d, number of
male inflorescences; e, number of female inflorescences; f, male ratio: H and dbh were measured in 1999 for Canopy
Cohort, in 2001 for Middle-aged Cohort and Young Cohort. H and dbh of new samples in Middle-aged Cohort (2588,
2563, 2582, 2584, 2585, 258) were measured in 2002.

5 ra, ®1& (m) b, WS ERE (cm) sc, MIEFHGA, HEACTFE e, REEREG L, L HE dbhiZ, M2 AR—b
WDV TIH1999 1S, Hlis R — N B 2R — M DU TIZ 2001 AR HNE L 720, P ok — Mo B 25 L b
LA (2588, 2563, 2582, 2584, 2585, 258) OO HE dbh i3 2002 4EIZHIE L 72,
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Table 3-2. Regression analyses for the relationship between male ratio (R)
and individual size (H, dbh and H X dbh®).
32 JEL (R) &Y A X (H, dbh and H X dbh’) DBfRIZDWVT

DA B 53 A
: Correlation coefficient (r)
R in 1999 R in 2001 R in 2002
Jfor Canopy Cohort (n=11)
H 0.041™
dbh -0.4027
Hxdbh* -0.398 ™
Jfor Middle-aged Cohort (n=15) (n=21)
H 0.450" 0.232™
dbh 0.427% 0.015™
Hxdbh’ 0.493 ™ 0.151™
for Young Cohort (n=15) (n=15
H -0.302™ -0.078™
dbh -0.134™ -0.233™
Hxdbh -0.214™ -0.212"

Notes: ns indicates non-significant (p > 0.1).

il ns @HBEEZLZERT S (p>01),

SHHDOET IV (CSMDT — L+ BTIV) Thdh,
mzEES M ) RBRE LTS, L2L, TF LI HE

LTHEVZLTLE 7z, ZHU, kDl
Vi z i< 720 ThH 5,

TN ER, F—LNTHEREIEND
MEnicslbsd, EFIL3 R WPELR

FICEE BRI, 7 — LRI D CSM R Iz BT, Eicimhok
(Fig. 3-10b) o ZODETIVE, HHEE—EME VS 20O Z Tl L7z,

TNV 2 TREEMAPHB L G olalch, BANIS — LIRS L > THRELIZEWS 2Lk 5,
WEOETNVAE, ETNV2LR—LNTHENEIDEVI FJIETTREZETVTHEY, T

WIIWWPES Wb DESFWVZ A HTEL, BRI, 570413, WPEIZ
WWRKELSRBE (B — o) TFLIEREICKB(CS

Wlewzs, LrL, 2OETFVLAE, T
WITHBLZZ2DDOMPZT T, 35
(ZEAH D MY B
T2 TRMMAPHBEL R o7/,
= ARG O BRI e o fo &
Zb6N5, 2L, 22T, EF N4 H Nash
it 7 D701 F, RN ORHEEEIS /N
IREE 2 2EEDH 2 Z EICHEEPBEL &
Nz (D 5APEEOHEMSI) . &, 20D
& O BREEVELT 2 O Y LM HIEE 2
By, bieded, ZOMERBIEOB
FaHWL T0 3L b s, MBAL H A
T, W E @4 (Nilsson and Wistljung,
1987; Norton and Kelly, 1988; Shibata er al.,
1998) Pl K25 4 HMK WV B3 (Arista and
Talavera, 1994), #JHICkMLTL E S5 DT
Hb, THEHDRWT T, BN OREEE
DA EIVIAA TS LTSNS, WIE
NN O HEEBD MM T TH 2 855,

PHL7: (Fig. 3-4d, Fig. 3-5).

B3 B4y
i 0)y 2FY, EFAIRTTNAORHE

Degree of change in R

Sample number

Figure 3-8. Degree of change in R for two consecutive years
(2001-2002) for each sample individual. Hatched and closed
bar indicates middle-aged cohort and young cohort,
respectively.

3-8 kg5 24EH (2001 4~
(112 3613 2 RO ZAL DL
M%%t?ﬁd%ﬁ%h$%3$—Hﬁm%mv+®@
S

20024F) (2 DN TDH%
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%58 LT DRI B HRE D THS S, AU o [
DT GBS EET b R TH S 5, T g e
IRABMA AT 2 FE S P BT 20 55, (BT C D RO N E
FOEBOEXOKES b, HELLNES 2 R % 051" :
ELTWVS I EhRmSnse (Fig 3-5) 0 BURAT O & BV EE—
Y, EHTE RN, (AR T OB 1 5O X b Height growth ()
WY B O L TIAT B MBS TS A, SOLE, < [
TR C OB PR X B O X AUNS L2 (E, b — ER A
LPRUE BT OB L BT IEDNTED, B DIE, ,§007'£.: 7
FATOMERER L &5 LFHEWA S B, 20 R
ZIBEFL &5 BAENS % b O b Th s, 0L 2 0 10 20 30
Q Diameter growth (cm)

BEKICBOT, &= LIRS0 T MBI

1.0

KL, 2@z, EFL2EETFLAORRERLE L sl ® e, |

BB, Dl Ed, RN TEMERICESD D5 ol ee =

BV OB HARDBERETHS 505, EFA2 sl |
JVEETFNADTIWIVBRNTHAIEEZLN D F e, o R

ECBATESE, EFLSHTTLADKIR I TH LY olune grovt
FALNLID, UTTRETVATTHIABHIIOL Figure 3-9. Relationship between degree of
HERAOHWA W RENE, ZOLRBNERZHGT T 5, change in R and individual growth.

3-6-2 REEIEWPEDERE L TOUIEE B3-9 ROZALOBLLAAED RO R

ETNAE, @RS DBIHEFRDIER ISV & &

CHER BT 5 2 & 2 TWLT LB, A= 203 (@ (non-game) (b) (game)

(Table 3-3) , AV A XL, Bk ZDE A, ZDOM
BV OBEMERR AT IEELZ L (eg _
Klinkhamer et al., 1997) o &0 & 5 & ffl{f A X & BIHE fitness gain curve of male without WPE and with
HEROBEFBERZZET S L, MEL»E TR E 0D WPE, respectively. (a) a non-game situation with
D, A5 BIECTHS 5 LSR5, gfﬁm%ggggggﬁgg%ﬁ@
Wz, HMAHOHBHEEZHRITLES LI ERICBVT, g2 L ph i3 2 W2 WIEWPE & WPEC Ol
ETIVAE, TIETEREY O ML S M I UGl R () CSMIZ DOV T OIS — 4
b L, 704 B0 21, WPEIc k> I (b)) CSMISDULTO =AML,
THl S & Nre (Fig. 3-5b) o fEHIDFEIICHE T 2%
&, RAHOMEMBEEPRL B5 L EHIET TS (Fig.3-)o 2O XD RN TE, MIEEZBETH
i dpo BBl £ > C, AR EZZHSE2 L3 &b THEICR S, oLz, W HhDOTE
BYDIHBICERET E /2L LT, oMbl sr S5 KRB S e ML UBEERC AL LI
550 RIS, MIEOBIEZMRIIFRICHEZS 200, FIRKHIC A D3RS E 2 86 LT
W5 & IRELTI, 2B DI HIC BRI T B IV A (Sweiff er al., 1999) o 2D & D B D&V %
T5 L, BMERRELDEOE, BECRET20EB/RTEEVE VD ZEiTk3,

&
Juglans ailanthifolia (2 )V X ¥} Juglandaceae) TI&, HEAE \f/  without WPE without WPE
FEO RO REEOA A, BHEEREET R R | N s
EDH A4 ZE VNSO EPRESATEY (Kimura ] <%
etal,2003), FBEABMEH VL OLOWIZOVTHS % {EMH /i WPE
g
=

Allocation to male (x, x;)
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Table 3-3. Gender expression with respect to the individual size (= reproductive
resources) in several wind-pollinated monoecious species.

#®3-3 HEAEZ & OEBAEHEYIC T 2 YA X (BIHEEE) F

HUZBOMELH
Gender expression
Small « size —> Large

Species (Little «~  resources — Much) Data sources

Ambrosia s g g F C McKone and Tonkyn (1986)
artemisiifolia

A. trifida F C Abul-Fatihetal . (1979)
Abies pinsapo F M C Arista and Talavera (1997)
Pinus ponderosa FIM C Linhart and Mitton (1985)
P, contorta F/M C Smith (1981)
P. halepensis F M C Goubitz (2001)
Juglans hindsii F C Gleeson (1982)
J. ailanthifolia F M C’ Kimura ef al. (2003)

Notes: F, female phase; M, male phase; C’, cosexual phase that individuals
produce both female and male flowers. * shows that researchers reported no
details for the difference in the individual size between individuals in F and
individuals in M.

ARC © PO, MUEHEM, C GMERE & BESE 2 W7 78 O 7o Wi MEAH 2 39
AL, Fam L7afifhk & M%&R U7 8 DA A X D& PIRE &
NTORhr->ll e hBRT 5,

COED MM, BICXoTEMaANBRLLZME MR LL LS ThHs, o 2RO L
Y DO—ME, Arisaema triphyllum (%~ 4 TRl Araceae) TiE, MEBRE OB I 2 M HSERE O EIH I A
MO OBBICE L, FhOZBIHEFELD L ML SN, Z0 D S AR ZT 5

(Bierzychudek, 1984; Lovett Doust and Cavers, 1982) , 2 % ¥, MEREN#k o> B BRI © I E JH3 D g
WERICHHHICZ S, LD DERRELBLELZDTHL, AHROET NV, MR TOEE I A ND
BOZBEELTOARVDY (of Lemen, 1980), MEHERI# O RECHEYIC VTS, MERTCOBIHaA AN D
EORHELSMHBEEIZZ Y 250 Lk,

nk, MHOMMZET AL L, ZOHGIEY A4 IREHEIGERTRICE > THHHBTETH S (eg
McKone and Tonkyn, 1986) . HA KIZBI# U 7Tk, HELLIZBEIRY- A X RAEIC L &> TS
BLad8Nb, LLAHE, Kimuraeral (2003) 12X 2 &, HEAEL 205 0 72 W B OE A A X
MEFE U 2o e WK O SEIY A AL DI R &b D0, Wi/ O %25 2 BIHE O R4 X &0
NEVEVD FRBEED, DOPORMTHE SN TVS (Table 3-3) o AL ORI, A LEF
BIGERB TR U THATE R0, TTF V4 TR2ICHHADEEETH S,

3-6-3 HHTEL.}JU‘Z)W?EFB'W) RS (CSM)

SEIOWMR T, HEACHY T /N BIRERMZ B L T s a[RELE 0o, CSMICTEE %L
DB S k‘.%ﬁb‘ o JAUSHRPLU 7o' T M, ML @M ETHILE (T3, 4, &
AW, A ZIEFHEICERSUE, BRMEROEMCE b4y, EADESLZRNSEEIRNETHL L
3 < (Charnov, 1982; Charlesworth and Charlesworth, 1981; Klinkhamer and de Jong, 1997), U b L7Zehs s, =
DY A4 ZIRIEWEIS WG, MRS E—EHOHOEICHNET L EHO B Z THT E 2, ZORHD
KB, HEOMISEEEMMERE R DB LI ZAICERBHE EEZ LN,

JRE DAL, BRI LE RTINS D e b, BRI EBIRT20ENHEEEZHNTE
7z (Regal, 1982) , VLR O TR T B WAL DD B D3, Z45 OWEFEH S i 7 &
FHEM O A AR I NEIEA D, ok 2, ARFMENETH % I —1 v T F Fagus sylvatica (7F
B} Fagaceae) OINVLATIE, MMEARDOIEM 3G TH 100midHENIZE ALK L 56, 710~95%DHE T




WA FITH->TLED &9 (Nilsson and Wistljung, 1987) o

Shan, 16 oHE
NE & (2002) (1,
Do AA—
BT HEE S45)
Jehio,

MoEDALDF 27 xenia IR
b= ZEIRE D A5 2 LR, 15 —HIC A ma— kb5
ZH MU THB OH AR T2 BE Lz & 25,
F b =7 BISR ORISR B
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—RZ, EIAEDTERY 3E L% < X THAn

(&, EEOHRER i effective pollination area (3 D27 VIR L #RB L T 5,

CEPHITICRNBRES
mLIzE 2Dl
ek i 6 HEEEDEER 2 1 L
I L, BRI 5 50 1 m Bl 723 T OB HEFR120.0~0.5%

(RTE - feky e & O

CF¥0.1%) 72>7-& 09, F 7z, Furukoshi (1978) (X, ¥\ > A Cryptomeria japonica (A F F} Taxodiaceae)

DR

CEOTHR OH AT 2 A L, B 5 BB & £ 10m AR X TL»ERDRZ

LT

W E T LTV %, Dow and Ashley (1996) (XDNA S HTIZ & V), 528 U 72 Quercus macrocarpa (Fagaceae)

DAEH DHI60% |
robur & Q. petraea CHIHE N TV %
IES &

ALy =T -
3—-6—4 H—FEHEHEBDHIR

GHOETIOVTHE, HEMER PR O EIBAEAT) O B M N
SRR D AL (2

LT Ih,
sp. (F 7 Fl Asteraceae) % [f &
&% (Table 3-3) o

X, FEmElr 507 L 10mEBEHLTHws 5L 0T
(Streiff et al., 1999) ,
37203, Z ML VD i SR 2 80, BIHEM OV 1 X,
VoL R ot 4 AEHER S NS,

MBI
, W OPOMIZBO TN AL LH»E T TR 0 ) #HiEd
FDE DRI LULHE T R ORI A4 XUE, MAELETROEOY A4 XL bk
&<, MADOWERGTZEEDOY A XL V/NI0E

L Am Uk, RIS, Q
3 T S R
ELThT R

JRIRAETE RS D3R & D bl ic

2, HE—EM N R s A HEIT S C

DT D 2GR Z < v, 7 X 738 Ambrosia

WO DH L, ZNOZ, HEIELE T LW,

Mz R LR THELEEZLNSG, ZOLE, TRIVHICBO TN ZET 2 HEVPHE LR VD

X, ZOHEERICE>THHTES S Lk,
LRk o old, BIHICEB T 2 27N
A4 BB & %, %OD{IM#%)O’;%&@E%J?% ’ttfﬁﬂ'é‘éi%ﬁbi‘%wo

N2k,
UdE 3 /A o R IR %
(1985) OF — X % WM 5 &,
Pinus ponderosa (¥l Pinaceae) NP
AL ERL, BHEE
LJ—ETHY, MHlftaEL Aﬂ*ﬂj@ﬁ)
WIS B A A BARDEE O B Tz
(Fig. 3-11, Appendix G), M % T, P.
ponderosa T, METE L 2E 3 2 O il{A
PHWIEL BT ORKRLHED, F4
& DR A W 0fE % BT 5[
HKOHAXELY /NS olzbn)d
(Linhart and Mitton, 1985), Z 45 D
E 5, TOTVICBOTCSMME
MENZThsHHI I EWEEIN
%,
ARFOETTNTE, BRAMENE
(e.g. Lemen, 1980; Lloyd, 1984,
McKone et al., 1998) P AEHHIE (e.g.
Smith, 1981; McKone et al., 1998) , Ml

TEIVRE 1 BEEYTHY, PEOMAELE T
FTRENLDTH S (Fig. 3-12H) . Jkic bk
FDT:, ke
—7J7, Linhart and Mitton

Ik

g (2) (b)
g 1000 T 1.0
Py

3 77 g o8yt
& ®
) female » o 06
g 5001 <

& L
@ & = 0.4
< rd
g male -
5 // 0.2
qa 0 - 1 00 i
S 0 500 1000 0 500 1000
Z

Reproductive investment

Figure 3-11. Floral sex allocation in Pinus ponderosa (see Appendix
E). (a) Relationship between reproductive investment and the number of
female cones (dashed line) and male cones (solid line). (b) Relationship
between reproductive investment and male ratio. Reproductive
investment and male ratio was calculated by (no. of female cones) +
(no. of male cones) and (no. of male cones)/(reproductive investment),
respectively. From Linhart and Mitton (1985).

B13-11  Pinus ponderosalZ 33(F %1% LLEL 5 (Appendix E 2 i)

(a) BB E R EMEAEBRIR (BERR) , HEFEERR (F2H) DBTR, (b) %
A RO LD 1R R RNk I Eh 24 (HEFEBR R
B) + MEAEHRED , (HEAERIRE) /7 (RARE ) CRIHL7:.
Linhart and Mitton (1985) K0T &5,
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MOBIH 2 A N DL (e.g. Lemen, 1980) Z Mt LT WA, BUHBE &V A4 XIRAE GRS & 0 8
T L0z 5, SHOET ML, BEROBIEREORINE & &M, A, 2 U THE—EHe Mk
KEVEATE2LZ2THL, ZOMARREOBIRETH N DPBEIESN TS (Table 3-3, Figs. 3-4d,
3-5) . ZRWR, WPEEL CSMODY — L - TFVIE, WERER R O JRBEAERYINC 35 F % Ve ERRC 5 YW O 15 i %
IFLRBTETVBIDTRARVWILEEZLNS,

3-6-5 HA XREGHEDERHORT

SR O BEHIET R T 2 AR U 7RSSR T, RIS R & A g b o8 by (Fig. 3-6, 3-
8, Table 3-2), meﬁ%wafﬁéhﬁioﬁmm Mo TE L, 22T, L, A1 XEKEFEW
WD EIET 2 O THNE, 1T FERORENMT &304, MM 2133 Th 503, EEIS
Z 0O &5 RRNHAIT X3 S e b 57 (Fig 3-8), MAT, kYA LD H VIS, HERNBE
ﬁiot<ﬁ@6hﬁ@otCMm3®oLh%@%%b%% 25 A NOW ST &, A AR A
JGEEREUC L > TS N L5 M ZBRHAL T3 L& 28w,

e

Appendix A
x DR ENINF 285 X— 2R, MTokdie  YR)

FEMTL 720dWidx = 0725, IRDAFEADBLNS,

i Lo (A1) T3y

dl - 2e% +1
A TR, do /I DEDE S % B LIS LT IS
EThHd I LRBHRL TS, —JF, dWdx=0b5,
RKOBFRRLBHND,

dR 1-R-2¢™'R 0

dl — (2¢™ +1) (A2
R— IR DR Z M2 7o DICid, A 2DHROF
BB TH R0 (IB), 5 TORE 27 Lk <
TREHEV, A28 D Y(R)=1-R-2eMR

Figure A * 1. dR/dI-I curve (I > 1/ 5).

b, Y@M”ﬁ=1tv<wﬁma%R:m EW - BA-1 dRAETER 1> 1 B)
DOEFERELNG,
aY(R) _

dR
BRI BRI 2 BRI
= {12 2RI )2 RPN (A 3)

A-33RUT, dRII > ODEERAY(R)dI < 0 THBILZ R TS, YR THE I = (1/ BR)In{(1-R)2} D1 15 CAE 52,
A - 23%dph, limdR/dl — -0 (" dR/dl = {(1-R)e 2R} {12+ ")}, 1 > ™ > " > 0)p @ bz, Th
5O, MMb$ Mol ER TS 2 EZRRLT VS (Fig. A1), #LT351C, R—II
R Ecmolmitefo T3 2L E2RBLT VS (Fig. 3-2b), 703, Fig. 3-2b DR — THARDIBR &
dWldx = 0% H\ T RUERT I & - TRz,

Appendix B
W, | &xDFFF s & HICEBT S, /o, DTOBGRAVBHRICHELNG,
M1,
@Cix:o_S_ B-1
M, =-2<0 B -2
&, x=SE 1

0<S<12D¥EE, B-1RFETHY, IR<S<108E, B-1REBBDELZ, —7F, 3- 20X % %1
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FOoTHMITT 5L, WOBMBANELNEG,

éﬂWi = 2 [ al ] (B -3
2 ‘1 =
2 SZZ Ny

B-3kirh, FW /a3 0x, <S) L%, Ok Ealc LT HMICHTHE, ZAWE, 12<5<
i=1

LOBE, W/ ABFEDEI DBl HLTHHEICATH S,

Appendix C

324X B x &S TRMA TS L, ROZEMA DB LNS,
2
i’}c. ~b, +b,x, +b,e™ —b,x,e” -1

i

I n 2 i1
TDEX, bo= 2/82Y 1, b= 2/53(211) , by= 2/8*> 1, +2p(1-S)/S,
i=1 i=1

i=1

n 2 I
ZLThs = 2/53(21,) + 24/ S 1, H1-S)STH B, C-1RD 5, FW /| >0Lplohs,
i=1 i=1

sy, <0721, WO 2 ROZHTH S,

Y= e (€2
byb, b,
“b,+bx, b’ b, b
Y, = 2 3N _ 1 1, Y3 R
’ —b0+b1xi x_bio " 1 (C 3)
i bl

C-3RUE 2 OOMER, Y = by/bi (> 0k =bubi (Y1), O THY, YHILIZY = bubolc BT,

i=1

XHlE T x = ba/bslc BV TR ET 5,C 3203, Y

bobs bz b3(bd b_zj

ﬂ (1- S)S3[Z , 1] +2553[Z ’]2 (C - 4) Yzﬁ

>0 1
b n
H 2428500 1+ A1~ S)sZ[Z " } \T :
%, WHSTZUMMTHY Fig C- Do C 2R w7 ;
TR 2 IR TH Y, 0 Xia V\'\ X
b n
b 4 20885
1:Y1(0)<Y2(O):b~2:1+ﬂ(1ﬂS)SZIi>1 (C+53) b, b, S; i
0 i=1
b3
Wz, C2: A TRINDHHUBIEILC-3 X TR SN ML
x; < SZL@E&E@@:;}@LVC 1R ET 3, Figure C - 1. Relationship between
il O s e RN < . i : Y = ¢#i(dashed line), and
Ok =023 a1 cr exponential curve; Y, = ¢”(das ,
@ i f‘{m . 7% Ex +) . b3 hyperbola;  Y.=(-by+byx)/(-betbix,)  (solid
ZREEL TS, 2wz, C 1D LI E 2D, line). by/by = 1+BS(1-S) T I, bu/bs = SE 1+ B(1-
W, _ ) S)(SZIY, bofby = SEI, ba/bs = 1+ BSEL.
a2 0 M msme (€6 BC-1 f5BIEY, = o (0 bl
2 %/Lﬁ YZZ("b2+b3.X:[)/(—b()+bIXx‘) (jz;f*}]{) @I%”/%
W0 it m=xid (€ 6b) bo/by = 14BS(1-8) T1, bifbs = STI+B(1-S)(S

&l SIY, byby = SEI, by/b, = 1+ BSZL.
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W, . %
e <0 if x>xg4 (C - 60)
Appendix D
i, =0 Tx i, WOTKOLETH S,
Y= o O 1
a;(_az .\ %)
—a,x, a a, a
Y2: a2 a3X, - 1 3 1 +E_3— (D . 2)
Ap — a1 X; ¥ _ % a,
i al

D 2 REF 200, Y=a/akx =ada, ZHOMMRTHY, YHIE XY =a/alc BT, xifi & &
Xi=aail BN TRET S, D28 d-ayastad/aS IEDEE, D - 2:80T BT OBl Hr iz 2 5 53,
-a/aztaga B E OB, D - 2R HFEMOMMHIC K5, 2w, AEIRE & fBBIB O E R ORI
DT, ROLDCEHESTFUTHPI LA TR AL,
1) ao/a; > aas DG
D - 2N IR ORMBETH D, RO LD BFMEE D,

1-8

l_Y(O)<Y(O)—g——~1—2§ D - 3)

0<S<12Dk X, ROEN (D-4R) Mt ShaBe, Ml < SY,LORPIC I\ TR
i=1
L2RTEAETS (Fig. D 1),

| __ﬂ_
Y3—_(e dO jx 52 I;
UL Lghibs, D-4it BRD LS RBEBTHY,

Y3(ij_e”2 X ﬂZx ——(1+521j © - 5)

i=1

>0 D - 4)

ZOD- 55 inM\éiw KZ%oTLED (eg Y3(00<0) . Thbb, Y3>00& X, BHEMAIC

B B BRI iw{mﬁﬂ@ﬁwmmsh}_‘,x )h3 Muxmaw)ao INMBDT DG, ML

i=1

BB E 2 M TREL, 0<S< 128505 > Theshy xd &4 0T, 5 < SLLOWHT
j=l

i=1 i=1
M & =0k Fx H20BB LI L THE,
—75, 1/2<S<]@g;g, as/ay > 0k ag/a; <0, Z L Tao/a; <00 3DD 5% MIRHI i 72§ BT O
R DY 2T\, 2RO R, i,y = OB WIS BAFAE L0,
2) ag/a; < a/asDIBE o
C OB, AR Y, Ex < adaiD B THHEMas/a & 0 EFICH Y, 6 <adaD B Ta/ak O T ICH
% (Fig.D -2 FTRINC, x<a/aud & Zef > a0/ Th 5 E%RKT (Fig. D-2HD, 20084 ¥

EVRTEENAEM), 0L, x'=SPU-S)A MM E Y=1DZHTHS Fig.D-2),
Y(§) = e~ = oSN ~{ﬁ(l~S)Sili +1} D - 6)
Cll i

ZRELT, D-6AZSTHMIT 5L, ROBARAVELNS,

1
Y'(S) = >0 1-28)) 1, .
()= g7 - A )Z D7)



a,

a,

Figure I - 1. Relationship between exponential
curve; Y, = eﬂxi(dashed line), and hyperbola; Y, = (a,-
ax)(ag-a.x;) (solid line), when 0 < .S < 1/2 and ay/a, >
aa,. afa, = (1-8)/(1-25), aa; = (S[1-S]1 = D/(1+ B
S[1-81 2 D), aya; = S(1-25) 2 I, aj/a, = 1+ B S(1-$) =
I x; = ayfa, and Y = ay/a, are asymptotes of the
hyperbola.

BDe1 0<S<12&aja,>afa,DEH OB
BY, = (W £7) & A RY, = (a-amx)/(ag-a.x)

(8 OBAR

a/a, = (1-8)/(1-25), ala; = (S[1-S] ZD/(1+ BS[1-S]
2D, afa, =8(1-28) 21, afa, = 1+ BS(1-S) 21, x
= aya; & Y = ay/a (3 AR D W
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Figure D - 2. Relationship between exponential curve;
Y, = ¢/ (dashed line), and hyperbola; Y, = (a-asx,)/(a,-
ax,) (solid line), when 0 < § < 1/2 and aya, < aya,. x; =
a/a, and Y = aja, (> 1) are asymptotes of the
hyperbola. x/ is the intersection point between the
hyperbola and Y = 1, and Y is the intersection point
between the exponential curve and the asymptote; x; =
a,/a,. Similar tendency can be also obtained when 1/2 <
S<1.

BD-2 0<S<12&afa <afa, DEEOHBIEE
Y, = i (W) & AHHRR Y, = (arax)/(aga,x,) (FZR1)
DB

x=a/a kY =afa, (>1) (ZABHERO MW RR X 13
MRS Y = 105, Y RIREB BB ML x, = a/a,
DB R T, RGN 12 < S < 1O FEBHE
N5,

SN > 102, 0<S<12DFWICHB VT, WOFHEXIKY LD,

Y'(S) > I—I—S - B~ ZS)i I =p(- 25){

Fsnm B 0

ag/ar < afashn 5, D1, < UB-SY1-28) L Y'(S) > 0p3R 5%, Y(O0) =0 Z, Y(Sj 20<S <120
i=1

WTIETH 3B,

1/72<S<IOHHTE, D- 8L YS)RIETHE D0 h5, Y(UR2)=4e>0D %, YS)IF12<S
<1OHFICBVTIETH S, T4bb, M SWHEM (asa) ThH Y, FEEEIZY <adaid#EPIC BT

R & 22T 5 T A,

asfa; > e Wz (Fig. D - 21D, 2DORX VAN TR E N/HM), x <adaDFPHTIE, FEEHEIR

MR & 25T 2 T L. BrAMARITEMRS L O TEHE TS, bbb, I/

Appendix E

¥ = = 07 i 72

Linhart and Mitton (1985) 12X % &, Pinus ponderosa 2353 21k &H 720 OBREE () LHELEFHR O

KDL DTl E N5,

y=-1924+1.6D E- 1)
x=31.8-04age+03D E - 2)
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ZCTC, D (mm) FEEETage (yr) QBB THS, /o, DEBMHOBRIZIRDO LI ICH 5,

D=812+1.6age (E - 3)
E-2RLE 3805, MOBGRAVELING,
x = 56.16 - 0.08 age E - 4)

E-1REE-2R, ZUTE -4:\»5, EHENRE ZMEA~OAST (Fig. 3-11a), & 5N, BIHERE &
HEHOBATR  (Fig. 3-11b) »HEETE 5,

F4E WRENOESHICEY D REHE

4-1 LIS

BE N OFE i 2 IS T2 SN E TORIEIE, LU (gibberellin Ayy) WBRLICE-T, BREICHS
e HE S/ B D (Daoust er al., 1995; % - /111, 2000; Smith, 1998) H3d 5, flHY)HIVE L DEGIT, HESEME
ICHEERE T /o0, W SEHR A B R A ﬂtﬁmé:btﬁmfzw)oto CIHEE DBV ST B IE N e Rl 2 404E 5

DI DHFIETHAD. UL LAHs, ARSI 20, MAEVERLCBERRO D B, BHHICH
SLOZERRICRFELTHINEVEZS LML TWREEZ LS, 2078, HIATHU
PEIEE S D A2 58, BHENIC BT 2 LD RIS X — 2 A DOMISIE I BHE L2 BEES & > T b
ZEBTHEEING,

RETE, BAERORRLY T A2 MBI O THEE L HEE P OB L S 2 — 2 2 g L, BRI
BT AIEFEONEICE T AN E MG IOV T, 881 BT U /228 FER S R S S U 0 P 3o 2 D D IRt
BRRLT 5. 2B THIHL 72 5912, oA NSRBI MR E (RN SHERTE (A7) oFEa A MM
HLOVTIRIZRIL Th . 2070, MiOLEMECEEL TEARES>TH 2O ThHIUL, AT D

ISR = HHETEF DA /S X — 2 HREEOIZ RO ETPHEN S, —T7, BRI EE D B A R D
BKAFT B8, BORENAHAHIPE DS R MEHEDHIET, BIRNDS /S X—2 D3R TS D,

7z, B3R TR HL OME LRI 2R 7ok, 22 A2 NTBIHICH T L OB RICIGU T, MfERE
HEAEE O 57 IE 2 TETL T2 P OE R B A AR S IPU (IR, 1995) THaHIE, —UHK
BALC BT, OB TEANI LA S D E SR TV AL T REN S, CO IPUR S 2!
T 5728, RETE—WE AL BT 2P AT DO THHGHT 2555,

wdB, N/ FBEIE, BRANCEBERANENETHY (WES, 1997; /NI, 1964; J3E, 1996; Wang et al.,
1999) , MMM TH 5720 (Dahl and Fredrikson, 1996; Dancik and Barnes, 1972), J/3/ S B3 2016
a@&hfﬁmh@@ffamw ‘r@u\ H%ﬁxa\/}wlnh&aumﬂja&%ﬂ&té‘ HEI 0,

A SN AR O, EABRESHETHIHLEILLGERC ThHE /750, Sl ”ﬁkﬁw)
AN (M b 2MEL, — RS EICBTEL TR REIE R B JETE B B0 B A T  HEFE R U DL T,
TRk, B OLEIEL2~ 3O 1ty b 1 el TH A7,

R SE NI 36 1 2 METE e & BEFE )P DB 4347 7 $ 2 — /1%, Hashimoto (1990, 1991, 1992) i2& 2 71 AR)—RKiZ
o THFIL (4-120)

F,=az’e™ (4-1)
ZOLE, FRBETHE L LOBBEFE, IWETHE D5 — W OB AN EE TOREE (m), a, b, clXlEl)F
REERT ARV TN AL TRED BB T, FRBOETAAN =KD 2B, -bleld FH
KIZeB5, Thbb, ZRLNCEBIET VA LR OIETFOIEESA FIRZR T ID-blcld, 4+ 1% TH
ST HIEICEYROHND,
bl HT T DML TEIF RO E Tl 270, T, SO E, BOHNTHEAFH (MEXBMLOTEFE) O
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FERBWIEREL T, BERT YT ALRCEBERRI 217272 (@ =0.05) ZDEE, PhicHT 255
NLAEBIHNAERCHEIEDD, I T2 I-ZR 2 XI5, (M =1, H =0, Buo§22I-25%
HI—-S (=0, fi=1)EBWTHELK,

—RBATODOMEAC T EIEAEF OB L, LT D4 2 Ricd->TRDANS, —RBSEDRELL R, TR 720

Ry =N, /N, (4-2)
IDEE, NN, BENZN KBS EDRACIF LT EKL, Ny =Np+ N, ThHD (NAZ— KB BDH DD
METE T B 2529 .

RyDBARESF A ORI ZZ DV TR FELICE > TR L 72, 22T, EBEOMAIREVIZE, ReDIFEVT
(Ry = D W@ > THARL TR0 IH LR BW T 5,272, N EMEAEHEHEEF DRSS OB R 25720,
Re&B—UHED N, DBHOIE TR ZIT 572 ZDEE, NATIIXTEEHA KL 72 (¢f. Kudo, 1993)

4-3 #HE
4-3-1 BENICHITDMER EERFOEES T

Fig. 4-14Z, PlEL THoLbMEF R B o7k #548) , PRI MEARIT DI Z oMk (#550), ZL
THOEBMEESF R Db STl @D ISDWT, — RO A ALE MO 7 LR P OBTE R %R LTz,

Fig. 4-202, -blc LAESF R DB R R LT WTNDMES, BRI Z e bLebil-ble IR ELBEINZR LTz, -
blelZR 9B, HEOFEL, RO ELEN (MEXFHMEOEFR) OFHG-ORERTIEAT YT T A LI
FOTRHMIIL 72225, {EFRE, HOXI—EHERFEOMEAERO2 003G B e TR S (Table
4-1) c COFEHRIL, TEFDOBTER D D oe 3, WL, HAEFEbIciid L~ DORVO L E R TH 20,
P B B sLEbis, MEHEIP O, EAER O Z0M 5 LIRICR AU H 82 BIRL TV 5,

#1 #550 #548
g T 18 T — 18 T T 18 T
&
-
S g 15 % J 15 e Sl ST ?
g o] oot
L oo
= — ) 12 12
) e : ; R—
© o= 9 9 - 9
R [ SENURUR—
& & o
o ﬁ( Omer]
Gt - 6 6 o~ 6
© b J
Coj O]
g= -3 3 -3
R
° i
A 0 T 11 0+ T ] 01 T
200 100 0 0 10 20 300 200 100 0 0 250 500 200 100 0 0 250 500
Ny, Ny,

Figure 4-1. Vertical distribution of female (right) and male (left) inflorescence in the crown. Position of first order branch
indicates the height of the point where the branch was joined on the trunk.

41 BOENCBT 1L (G Lk (ER) OLEIH
—UADALE 3 LTk E L TOIEOR S 2R T,

4-3-2 RDBEESHOEKREE

ik & & DR, DB S Hi % Fig. 4-31277F . Fig. 430513, RO 5ELLRDME AT & B8 A hize 72
LS ), RSS2 N D b, £ 2T, RO OEIE L ROBBRIC DV TE
KM CLEE U7 DH3Fig. 4-4TH B, ReDIEFHOFEE E RODHWIZIZIL, HELIEOHBEBIRIZED 5
w7z (Kendall DA 53 HT; 7 = 0.547, P < 0.02)
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4-3-3 —RBRIZHITDMERE SERFEOE 5

N ER I UICDDFig. 45 ThHh b, BT — X% F— VL THMR % A5 L, {BFEHTT0I—
B305 R, MEFE P DA% 3 T 7e— XA 3D Y, TR B 12>z, —F, B0 s%
B e — WA 1670 H 0, BIAEEUI 1~ 1621075 5 7o WEIERE D A9 (I o — IR D2 FOVEIZ D A v
bOO, BUT, MIEFOARE TR LD, HAET DA T /e~ OBEE»Z D Hfch 5 &
I,

MAT, WMNBEBL 2L L HIC, RWWNSLBZADMDRD bl (BT —2% 7NV LIS,
df.-adjusted R = 0.264, p < 0.001) . 72, MBI E RN, & SEFHN, N.OWEFEEAD L, NHEMNT
A LI hION, RRIRIRR 2 1 &, —T7 O NAS BB 2 i H33ded Stz (Fig. 4-6) .

— AL OVELL R, DBEE DS, HR DML R & &SRR H 5 2 &5 (Fig. 4-5), m N, L R,D
BOMBE, MEOMERICL>TEET 2L THEINL, 2T, REPLEREL TN LRDOHFE%
BEURST LIcE 25, URO LD ICHRHNICH B A Rl g ik,

Rz=0.575-0.073In N,, + 0.641 R
(d.f-adjusted R* = 0.654, n =302, p < 0.001)
72l2L, COLER =00 OB LH LTz, 4 -3, N, ERDHVIEDOADIREDS,
PO ORME & ISR MM T2 I L Z2ERL T 5 (Fig. 4-7)

(4-3)

—b/c of the distribution of inflorescence

0 1000 2000 3000 4000
NF) NM

Figure 4-2. Relationship between number of inflorescences in individual crown and ~b/c. N, and N,, indicates number of
female and male inflorescences within individual, respectively. Open circle with dashed line and closed circle with solid
line indicates —b/c of female and male inflorescence, respectively. Solid line and dashed line shows the relationship for
male: -b/c = 15.138 / (1 + 2.183 exp[-0.012 N,)]), R* = 0.699, p < 0.001, and female: -b/c = 12.497 / (1 + 0.777 exp|-
0.0006 Np)1), R* = 0.919, p < 0.001, respectively.

B4-2 MR OBIRINIC I 2 EFEL & -bre DB

Ny &N, 322 iR = & OMEENF Sl 2 £, o LHERIMEDE G, e L RBIBMEMLDLH
Fd, FERREWERIZ N Z b =15.138/ (1 +2.183 exp[-0.012 N,)]), R*=0.699, p <0.001 & -b/c=12.497/
(1 +0.777 exp[-0.0006 Np)]), R*=0919, p<0.001 TH %,
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Figure 4-3. Frequency distributions of the floral sex ratio in the first order branch (Rp).

Ba3 —KECBUBHE (R)
4‘ ] I
® ® L 1
3t Y-
]
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O I { | 1
0 02 04 06 08 1
R

O B 73 AT

800

Figure 4-4. Relationship between floral sex ratio
in each individual (R) and skewness of frequency
distribution of floral sex ratio in first order branch
(Rp). Each skewness was calculated from Fig 4-3.
X 4-4 ¥W%®ﬁﬂ:() E— U BT Bl
mmg@mﬁmﬁ A B0 BEE DR
FEEEMA43 L HFE LI,

Figure 4-5. Relationship between number of

inflorescences (IV,) and floral sex ratio in the first

order branch (R;). Symbols indicate the first order

branches in each individual.

B4-5 —XE Lol R,
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800

600

200

Figure 4-6. Numbers of female (V) and male (N,)
inflorescences as a function of total number of
inflorescences (NV,,). Open and closed circles indicate
N; and N,, respectively. Solid line and dashed line

O shows the relationship for male: N, = 155.675 exp(-
2.881 exp[-0.011 N, R? = 0.775, p < 0.001, and
o . © female: N, = 0.057 N, R® = 0919, p < 0.001,
O respectively.
o 090 R4-6 ABAEIFHOBB L LT OMAEITFHN, &
e O HETE RN,
o 9 e & | Or@uTRETANENELT. E L WK
L

02 r

e (v,) DB

200 400 600
N,

Table 4-1. Result of forward stepwise multiple regression analysis of -b/c on

sex, number of each inflorescences (V, ,,), interaction (sex x number of each

inflorescences) and dummy variables (S, [female = 0, male = 1], §,, [female

= 1; male = 0]). Coefficient, regression coefficient; Std Coeff, standardized

regression coefficient; R, d.f.-adjusted R”.

®Kd-1 b IWT B E AR (N, , AR (PR X380 ,
°\W%M(&w&()ﬁ_u&JW_Lﬁ=m)Lowf@mﬁ

AT T A XEER ST OREH

Coefficient (XA BEL, Std Coeff 13 BEMEAL AR A, R H h %

HAR ERT,

Figure 4-7. Relationship of the number
inflorescences (N,) to the floral sex ratio in the first
order branch (R;) for different individual R.

Bl4-7 FEZRIEO—REONEL (R,

Variables Coefficient  Std Coeff P SS RY Total F .
Constant 6.571 < 0.00001
Nr,m 0.003 1.059  <0.00021

NewuSs -0.002 -0.549 < 0.02864

Final model <0.00049 171.389 0.505 11.707

BFNZNEDOEE (N, = 155.675 exp(-2.881
expl-0.011 N)D, R* = 0.775, p < 0.001) & HETE D
& (N=0.057 N,1397, R* = 0.919, p < 0.001) ,

of

g ¥
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4-4 BR
4-4-1 BWENICBITSTEOEESSH & BRCHEE
BN 3 0 2 M6 & HEE P OB AU, (BB v e &ld, MTER, HEHET & &k
LTl THA L TE Y (Fig. 4-2), LN i 7 < 4 &TJT% Eddeholc, FLT, BN
gL iz, MIETFONMIE, HEFONMm LY SRR R 2 Minbih -7 (Fig. 4-2). D F
@,miWMWmN@ﬁﬁ , WEZZG TR, (BB E bERIC fwyffw%ukbvNﬁﬁhko
%Fﬂb%<ﬁ%&tb;,m%ﬁ®}mﬁﬁmf® P& D SRR LEIC W A IR B 2 s D
WL, BRI L > TR TH 2 B Z b b, Thbh, T h 2 OEMHRRITER
DS L > TR S NA T H D, FMKHC, FFEMRAGREETH S, T A DT
DS EEATSE LB PO T 0 a L3V A2, BAR TSI > TR LD S ENE L 57259,
—ic, BEEETDRELLSHN T2 X, HIBREDORMOEZLEL T2 (Greene and Johnson, 1992) .
FOBHE, TR TEA2ROBOEMLLBAMINITTH, L0ES FTHAShLARENEL A5
(Greene and Johnson, 1989) , HFHD/zbDt—"7 A NEEMNHENTBEH /I —ELHET L L, BT
DEATHPINS b HiCt—7 - A NIHETEZAETHVL LI LHFRSNE, 2002,
e B A e AR o TS B FTHEIGIN T H A 5 6
B DIER X, HEABREORS» LI NG &, WRELE, 770 VB L > THGHNICR
K[AHICHAE L (Niklas, 1985), KM% RET & % (e.g. Emberlin et al., 1993; Streiff et al., 1999) . Ld L 7%
ﬁ%,“SﬁTé%ﬁb#ivu,ﬂm¢® ERYVEIEEL 5 EZMR I EOLOTRI LS, 210
AZREICH B DOIEMEZ BT 5 72 011d, BHEZ2 B LRI -> TRET 2 0830 wno 2
Wb, TDlD, V5 h //\0)1&%%(?3’57( mH LB, MALTONMDHERT O LD bR L
T 2 MDA U 5 DL, FF LB EORY 2 AT IR E 22T Ty el 5,
&AL, BERD DI L, MR & HEE)T i*ﬂ7 Efc s s bb -7z, 5N TR,
TR ORI A IREFEBRED S\ iz (3 38), B L v E SICHEER D L&
g AN, TER O BT % )5 T 5 72 D OHEIE T ifxb\k}’tﬁ?ﬁ? N5, BB D L E ZICHEET
C SRR & BICRE _Bic Ed 2 ), E%Wi@ﬁ)ﬁb‘BERHHb’ﬂFJb“C?)%Oo E2FTHBIL
£, VIAVNOHEF 1y NERBIMON AR ARBELATHE, DFY, T 7230
P& HEAE R, ﬂML&OT@HU&//&Mﬂk&OT“%&%ZEﬂ%OMKT BATEE D D70
EVDZliE, FoMRE, BIHICEZOERZESTLIEVBTELRPHIELITEREIRL TS
EESEZR) . BHENOEROIRIR %, LEFN A% AR L > THER L7l L % &, BidhE
ADEFEOE G, BIHBEVE CTOLAIREMATITHOR TS E WD (eg £, 2003; Hasegawa et al.,
2003; reviewed in Watson and Caeper 1984) , FIHBE VDL OEE, 0L RERI AT LD TR,

J 0BRSS T I L1 S %mjéwhmwﬁﬁ%’&%&?@%h%
uﬁ@i9~,/7ﬁ/hwﬁmw BOBIEFORE, MR Ch BRI A S e g
O, BFHERDY % TR D4 B I IR 1 rof mb<¢n%mﬁaa,§m%mw

U\

% TBTEBDZ OBE IR L 0 SMEEDBIE LIl > Tod 2 @inbid 2 (HUm#pmHRE) &
E2ZoHNhb,

4—4 -2 —RFICHITDELE S &ZDOEEEE

—UBIC BT AL E ETEOB A I, MEFICRE > T DI TIEA L, =RV TORHTE
BEMROMEHICBERICEboT W5 2 ARSI (Figs. 4-5, 4-6, 4-7) o

BT, —RENOBBEER I N, L RO BHVIZICEDOMFEIED S (Fig. 4-5), —HE L~
BOTHE—EANSE DR WDIK Y 2> Tz (Fig. 4-6) o ZOFTHEE, —WEv~ovicks T, JEEET
DBIF IR S B % 52 T PR LR Sy 3 T b T 6 T k%w<m%bfwétﬁra&%3ﬁ9%%41
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NHEDI DL, TTIE—KE VBT, IS R DB EREN U TR E > T B &H
A6, FRNOZ, T NOBEROERGNILEARNEMKERTH S LHBINS, &k, H3E
;%wfmmbtiﬁu,/7%/M%M@t?éﬂ%mm%®M%V«wT X, PERBDESBHAEE DO RY
& & I HEAH— B — A0 & B L TV 2855 53% 0 (Table 3-3) ~W&VNWTm 7zL»CIn
N, ERDBHOIFITIZEDBBHFRD S tch’ (Fig. 4-5), BBEH» D OEEIC, MIEFELET2ET
~w&ﬁ3ﬂﬁﬁ6ﬂtow&&V«wb%wf%,m%VNW;%T%&R&%@%&Mﬁ&ﬂ%WM
RT3 bIE, MIERZT %2E 0 e =0 OISR TR R <, R v~ov e ki, BIfERAD
DR OETICHEEZEL T 3B D 5,

722l =BV AV TREICBHEER TH->TH, RBPREVIEERDREWHAIVED LN (¢4
3, Fig. 4-7) . N, BIGENICHB VT, S REDMHAARSEOROHIHTICH S L ZEK LTV 5,
B OB DA AR EERDOBOHB N IcH 2 &I EZE, HAREZLYLRLOTHSH, k¥l

50, FEORDI, THLLIHIELHE T RO OB OB G, — XM HE 3 H 0 5k
Vo S, MHOMEOEBESRBETH S, DL SRR, —REIC BT 2 M OB E %
BELESHETHEHIZR>TWBEeEZLND, 125, EDL D LA T AL Ok T 8 ik 22
LB DL, HEBBTERPTHE, TOMICDONTIE, &%, &5 ICAEH/EREN RN IRET
H5o

EHE JSHUNOEXNRFEEXETIV
5-1 BRIZICEDWEXIEFIV

COETE, I NOBNHGRO BT EKNIHE 2L, BRI ETVICEDEENET VO
ERAIZ DV TR A S,

REOFITE - #EFIE, BECOL2BROEMELELTELEZ6N5, 2070, HilZKRICH
BLULCEBHFEEOBFEINWFFEIC L2 ETRENED, COTHEIEROWNREL SPHLLY (eg
Dahl and Strandhede, 1996; Eis et al., 1965; Imada et al., 1990; Koenig et al., 1994; Norton and Kelly, 1988;
Piovesan and Adams, 2001; Sork ef al., 1993; S¢¥# fll1, 1995; < fih, 2001) » T & O, EAEFEDOBFEINFL W
IR, BERNEETIVCIHL TRNETVEE 2 2 BOHHRERE LTNEMNT 6255 (Hi
M D, 7220, BRICCET VSN 2855, WEFEOZUEDRL T U HBIEICL 2 LB L L,
BRI 270X HFMOBEROERVLEL SNE L6, WEOBFESIONIEICKE 2 N
T, 7o, BEBOBEFED S BUAEMMELEIT WG, BUEREBETH LR H 270 TH S,
L7zh3- T, Hidgsit 1 o IBYEEOEFIINER] 0, T L ETR AV, IhbooMEmiE, H
CAHBE ST 2 O RBI i L > TR TE, ZOMRBEBNETVORABEX R T 27259
(¢f. Koenig and Knops, 2000) ,

ZCT, #3524 M OBER - AEER R LI U BRI, ST 2 28 B OB RO LIS T R iR
L7cbDTHB I LICHEELZLSTE LRV, DF D, BRI ETF VST 2856, REHEY O
BROWACDWTEMHT20ENH L, TIT, HROWA L, JHEIC X 2 R LEY D4 FEERT
@éo;@i TIRIEAGE O PR R, SRR FIRIRER 70 & ORI IZIRHHI T 56 £ E 2 5 Z L3 T

(Hifeseth2) . ZONERIAMLEDOLEERIT, BICL > TEHTIARFMHICKRELBERZZIT S
#%9 FLTEDTERRFMICE T, FIMELHIE L D5 AR 2 A8 X — 2 BRd L fEFES
na,

PLEOBRZREC, AETIE, 1) IHFTEERNICULIMEINT I E o705 4 23BN
Ze flI A & LY 5 O & TR EST T, 2) fEEHSMbA L, BHNBIRICAREEVRITTHE IOV
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THEL, IhbZ28EZLT, 3 BRNEETVCEDIOTYSHUNOBNETFTLERMEL, VFh
BT B BN OEBILIEHE 2 WA 5,

5-2 WAL EET—IDERAE

5-2~-1 HAESE

KRR TR, T h MR 2 HEORMBEROEEL LT, 16 7y AR L 2EHR
L, Va— - FIyFRIC K RRAER 2P U, EE, BAROENMREE 2N 2 B
B NI TERHOLEELZ . L, VAa— - NIy TR, BV RDLEALENCH
LB EINT — &b, MO N Zy AT, BED SR HAMIICIE T 5 7-0, JLHH
LT 2 ZROME, WbOSAEFOMMEEREZR Y &1k L0 IREDH 5,

MEOB R, BEOMIEIFEERICHZBEHHT L L ALEE, ZOLE, ANNFHOMWT
B AR AR EEREE O VISICIEOMEYNDH O (Sarvas, 1952, 1955), F 7z, FAH 1M
ODHEEIAANIMRF 1Ly FOARFEIA N ERIEEATHY GE2ESH), S5 H 2 VEHORME
TERIC DD 5 T THAAMN E TOEKRELE L (Smith ef al.,, 1990; KFH, 1993) T & a5, HFEDHETE
JPA R AR O BIERE RIS T 5 L E 2 TH RV IEA D (eg. Dahl and Strandhede, 1996) . fHAEDHE
Py O P, ARSI 1 S AbiEE KA A MRS (DU, HUGSM &§° %) DR ETiro/z,

SR E AN ) FBOBEARTEE LT, TS X N, R0 XA BN, YA T Ao\ EDodn
T2 GE2E|SM) ., N T, AR EN T M & LU TB. verrucosa Ehrh. BHFR ST 5, b D
BB IPERBIICIEF BTV 278, BRMTAHMTL ZEVRETHS, LiL, HUGSMZHL.L T
BALRMHRITIE, 254 2PN D A7 FIERBIREOFREDME /28, ARFTFET IS LIt 2 3
TYIhonOb0ELTHRS &Iz,

FAE, BEL KX — 5 LBAEH % % Durham gravity sampler Z# HUGSM D)2 LICEE L Gl B &Y
20m) , 1B4E 4 Ay~ 6 H £ TOMRBTRBIRINIC 2 ~ 3 Fic— Rl BIE TEm O BRI 2 & Lz, il
HBBRIZIX, Am™OEBIC T ) Y BEMRLIATA RS ARFEL, 2~3HIC—HOHETATA R
Z 2B, FOHE, 7)) CERXECAE U TENE A G U 7o, DARE, fEmmE L i, A
A4 RTI A lem? bz Y DEMFMIEBE TS, Z LT, MEOEHMMEEL, A7 RZ7F AR &
KRRl S N7z B OERI E 5, ZOMER 19904~ 20004F F TO1HEMIT> 72,

D&— - Ny SR L BT A SMOIAEFF A RER OB AL, FUNTIC B 5 Ll LSR5 O
FEAMK (DU, HFRI L §°3) TIT o7z, KM, ALIRT & 0 Jb3ICH Sokm L - 85 ic B L Tl 0, 1l
& AR LcH D, HFRIO D T 4 275X 1961 FF IR X 4, HfEIZ04ha ThH 5. IR, 1992

WALARD MR S Sl GRIE i, 1993) . COMGTOY X— - 74— VEROFEIZ 199550 517
V(10D Z— - by FERE, STy AR e’ OB LHEEEZ b)), ABEMRBE I v &I
BRI 2B L 72, UL 7% Nk SR 280 U, #2885 & 0 80°C T 48RRI DL LEZIR L 7o %, #
W E R WIE L7 (g, dry weight/10m?)

5-2-2 F—&5DHh

EM@H%&%¢M”ﬁ@k%é@#%%%%?%t@ HUGSM 2 B\ THE & e REE o 4

KA 2 AT U7, AEIRET DK & S DO TIIEHREL (coefficient of variation; CV [%]) (& & - Tl
L7z (Silvertown, 1980; Kelly, 1994) , EFVADIEKZITOCH2D, HHPU D, tHFEL - 1HEDHWTIEI
B 2R TRE O BIR % F I T 2 7o DI B A 217 o 72 (B 1il, 1992) . HUGSM I d5 0 T
ENIACM BB O FIREB) S X — % Fig. 5-1177, BOMBSE, F— 22 0BERLIEE
HBPOBLEDO MY 2170z, ZODHER, %M®EW%uﬂﬁ%@btﬂﬁwﬁ4b>7ﬁ#-Ek@%
WISIZEOMBED SN E T ol (Fig. 5-1). Thbb, DINOBFRVEY LD,

InXic-lnXq  (5-1)
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IOk X, XU, tEICRB T AT 0.8 Jfor log-transformed value 0.8 Jor anti-logarithm value
28( (ﬂﬁl/cm2> 72%%’?‘0 Xl&Xl_] Gi, :7-:}\_— 06 I 06 "
AOWEE, y=xilil LTHgME L ooap g 04
WHEL7-BIRICH B, Lichi> T, 2 0271 /\ 0.2
N i 2 00 Lo 0
S RAEZRTp L, MTFOS 2808 5 ] \/’ o
foN5, §@4~Wwwwﬂwww$5& 0.4 |
Xi=a/lXu 5-2) <061 0.6 F
- AT Rl s - 0.8 1 L 1 1 i 1 i 0.8 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
) Dk %, aﬂilﬁl}mﬁ%(’(a?)%o D 1 2 3 -4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
A, AT 2 2 4R O SR E = (B Time lag (yr.)
ok - TEBTRIEED) OBRICDVTH
BLIEbDTHE, 22T, LEWIH Figure 5-1. Autocorrelation analysis for yearly fluctuated amount
M 331 2 BIE OIS O T S of pollen dispersal. The range between dashed lines shows p >
o e L e A e 0.05, symbol * shows p < 0.05.
- = N/ A |73 I _ P -
B, 5 2RXERDLILHEAT . msy R KB DT O E R
K=f) /X (50 3) 2 DORERIZHE F MK I3 p > 0,05 % KT 2, 7l
COLE, f X EE WO EE p<0.05% £,

BEICILHIT 2 BB A LT, (BRI

B O(PHfER) CRER G508, BHFOSRNE CERBL TOLERRICATIEE LS,
MTED, [RFMH, HIEICH 2 2B OWTIMIY 4 78, BIEOHUGSMICE W TRE S iz
B &, HFRUICE W CIlE S NP R ER O H O 7S TR B T % 7o 7c. BRI
W EDRHDORGRFEM R EVEREBEBICE DTV ZR T, Y8230 7x/n1
V% EETZBENH L, F2T, PR, Fg 52100 LRSI - TERE S 28T 2,
Macdonald and Mothersill (1983) & Macdonald et al. (1984) 12 kAL, A >/ \HHO HEFE R R 13 B =8 A
W ORTHILL, EFOEVPHICRZ THELBOLZDOV6ATA~THENTHS, Thbb, ¥
Z AN BT A B, (D) PFmoEERD5L, @ 6 A Fa~7H R E 2R DOE
B, PRI COBFEBHEBICNL THREI S A TVR L PHRENE, JO-EDORIFRICET 2 BIRSR
BER, QEPLHHBINTELDDOTHY, FORB2FEICBT B2 NERIC & 2 LR & BhikEED
AECIHIT 2 EEZLNG, L L, HHBICL 2R ZET 2 REFEERARETHE, 22
T, R2FCEIHRERDZ T CFEOF BT ERRELD 4 {, W 2 I BB E R D2 T
WETEDOBICRBTERRVBZ A2 e 8ET S, 20HICH T, 6H FH~TH LRI S 2150
DIFFEIZDNTIE, BRI SEDOREIIR F 2 TONERIC & 2 BIRERRICILHIT 2 & e

INd, TIT, BNHEONGERRISGET 2R 5M4 L 0F, B H RN [REVEEE S, DL
LOEEDS, ORBKDOLICETIENTES,
fX)=actai TS+ amXe 54

ZDEE, a(i=0,1,2) BFEURERE, TERIHESH~6 DAY (C), 2L TSHEIESH~6
AOHKEWR () 2%, 2LT, 5-48%5 - 3R~MAT22LT, UTD5-503B 56135,
Xi=ao/ Xt a TS/ X+ ap Xeo 1 X 59
THORRT— 2%, HRERLAREOBUMT— 2 2 A Lz, BRIl 2MatiNcHE L%
B, AIEAT v ST A Xstepwise thiC & > THREL (p<0.01), BHEUFROY T Z Y OREIR, DL
T D E RS AULE R d f-adjusted R26C & - T L 72 (Sokal and Rohlf, 1995) ,
d.f-adjusted R*=1-(1-1)(n-1)/(n-g-1) (5 6)
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Figure 5-2. Schematic flow chart for phenology and resource allocation among consecutive years in birch.
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Figure 5-3. Annual amount of pollen dispersed by 0 300600900 1200 1500

birch between 1990-2000 at the Hokkaido University
Graduate School of Medicine in Sapporo.

5.3 AbiEE R PR MER S (FLIRT) T Figure 5-4. Relationship between the amounts of pollen
95 N7 19905 — 20009 D > 5 77 > oNfbki A€ dispersed in the current year () and the previous year (X, 1).

Amount of pollen dispersed in current year (no./cm?)

Amount of pollen dispersed in previous year (no./cm”)

e B5-4 44 (X) LRIt (X)) OFERREE OB bR
5-3 #HR

5-3~1 ISHAUNIBITIBZEXREZDEHFY

SIS 351 2 TR D AE T, 1995 7 BIIS L7z 1401 M /om® T, 1996 4512 B & 7= it
EAEDT3FIHE LT (Fig. 5-3) 0 7z, WREFHORESOHBBETHS CVIL66.6% L 7% o7z,

MR (X)) SR (X)) OIEBREEOBIRIC DV TFg 541209, ity 2 248 0H 072, H
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)G:=1943287.682/}ﬂ4
(d.f-adjusted R = 0.733, n= 10, p < 0.00048)
HUGSM Tl S S /- BB &, HFRITBI S hz e p At i & O b\ 72 i3 B2 IED MBI
FHED b7z (Fig. 5-5, r=0.854,n =6, p < 0.015) . TORHKIE, > FH N B D 5 FMEORFNES, &
DO TIAHHTEM S HE2 L 2BKLTV S
5-3-2 ERIEFIL
BEFSTIC L > THELNIET VR, EEOEHRBE DL D45% % BT 5 LB TEI
(Table 5-1) . 13 5 N2 B F ORI & 5 FHME & FZEROBIME L, FEHE Ewwfiib%ﬁﬁfwgsa
TBFOVAN, BRI &SP O EAEHIEORE (o) GIEOME%Z LY, 242121 2 fEl) U
DEDBE () BEOMEEE 5Tz, Fho, TF VR ERIE I AR im&#oho$ﬂmm%%ﬂ
PREBT AL, gldad 3fEREWVEERLR,

CRN)
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Figure 5-5. Relationship between the amount of pollen dispersed in
Sapporo and the number of male flowers observed in Bibai.

Es5-5 AL 0 B UM TR & B 3500 2 HEFER O BE£%

Table 5-1. Result of forward stepwise multiple regression analysis of amount of
pollen dispersed in year ¢ (X,) on mean monthly temperature and sum of sunlight
hours during May to June in year -1 (T S-;) per X;-; and pollen dispersal in year
t-2(X;5) per X1. Coefficient, regression coefficient; Std Coeff, standardized
regression coefficient;R’, d.f.-adjusted K.

®5-1 RIS T BIEHMREBER (X)) (NT 5 -14FED5 ] ~6H D H P
W& R (Tl (SF) ER2IEOTMIIREE X)) DWW TORNEAT v
T A ZFBEERIIHORGH GHIHZE Mi&llfbfw@

Coefficient (X FVRREL, Std Coeff (I BEHEALIRIRIREL, R A oS IE APE

B w LT,
Variables Coefficient Std Coeff P SS R’ Total I
TSy Xt 55706 1.256  <0.000015
X2 X! -107.187 0421 <0.0096

Final model < 0.00002 4444599 0945  78.335
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2 o Bs5-6 ek R OBIIME (HEm) & e E
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54 EE
5—-4-1 BXOBEBHEEHDRES Table 5-2 Coefficient of variation (%) in male flower
BHETH -T2 H 2N BT 2 BN SO crops and seed crops of B. pubescens and B. verrucosa.
, : ey ) Data were recalculated from Sarvas (1 952)
RS SPRNE, MBOBMIE LR fol o 3R #5-2  B. pubescens & B. verrucosa \Z 33 F % [t {E4E
53D 7z (e.g. Sork et al., 1993; Koenig et al., R ETEREOTHGI (%)
1994; Shibata er al, 1998; and reviewed by 7= X & Sarvas (1952) > HEFR L 72,
Silvertown [1980]) o M| HRORESHHB L, pollen dispersal seed crops
" B, pubescens 61.9 66.9

VS NI BT BB O FIRET O CV B verrucosa 190 618

366.6% ThH otz P40 T —XDOMEIHE A —)v

DR BICDBEAICHE T2 Z L3 TERVD,

DA FIBICBY HEREHDORE R (Table 5-2) LIXXHMELEARTIENTELEA I, L,
FFREMD AN R ETHIE ST B CV B, 1996; Silvertown, 1980; Shibata er al., 1998) &
gy s, FECRNMETH 72,

Lalonde and Roitberg (1992) (%, FETAEEI AN ERBEREI AN BRI LCHEMA Y I ab—2a v
TFIMCLY, BPEEIZNDVPECICHELSTREREI A MRV TE, BNOBETH S CV
DNSL BRBEMDDHZ L ZR LI, —MRICHN FBORFE CRE) BMOBEE LKL THRES,
Lo bR EROE S CBD & FRTFEUTIN E TOEREDIEF 1T E V> (Sarvas, 1952; Smith er al., 1990; /K
,1993), CAUE, AN FEOREEEIAAINDE I ERZEIRL TV S, —F, A8/ FEE i
BB THY, BOEEIIBWT, Zr=P7iisal R EQZRR#MERR, 757k E
OYIFRIIREE ST 5 3 A MDY 2 (Kikuzawa, 1983, 1991, 1995) . L7zd3-> T, A3/ FREOD &
IS, RERBREZOBEVLEBEBUMHE THA2MMOCVII/NS REERTETPHENS . ORI,
HHEREZU LD THLEEZLND, I 21, HARWKEBT 24D 7~ > F& Carpinus (/173 F
BH CHE S WCEBRR X — T, 205 OBEOCVIZV T 150% %8 2 T\ 72 (Shibata et al., 1998) o
— i, T TIBEMEE LR OCEB BRI MEMS O SN TE Y (Kikuzawa, 1983; Koike, 1988; Hewitt,
w%%&@%%ﬁT@,m@iﬁuhwfﬁﬁwﬂu‘?%ﬂXFWWﬂ%E%w@%MW&H%J%L
1995), D&, Z2TFTREFMUEAN FRCH VLW, A NE 38 2 ERIVEIEIC LD,
SR NE DB RERCVERLIEEZLNS,

H AR HRIC & o CTEWEEH 2B LR T, MEERLLEGD-1EDXA L5270, 1
— A EAE OB ST ok (Fig 5 1) . K (1993) DZEMH TS S A 2D E %
PR TE, BBLZF2~3HMBORBMESHES NS, SRIOFETY, Mal¥ LofgEkEE
(p < 0.05) D% DT marginary significant (0.05 <p <0.10) &5 L SEORPAL LT & T



86

X530, #H7% D, m&(&“%%ﬂ%%@ﬁkﬁbL%bfWT%%%%héhmb%%% (KHE,
1993; Fig. 5-3), R V&L ERTOREDO BN AV E 02 5,
5-4-2 HFICICHLIBEREREEKRSRMY

RO E R OBEE, BIGENCEY U2 FLEYER I L > THES D, BEPORELHIEF O
TEIL AL REY O sink & U CHEBE T~ % 728 (Caesar and Macdonald, 1983, 1984; Tuomi et al., 1982, 1988), ¥/
WAEFE ORI 2 £ # 2 5375 (Dahl and Strandbede, 1996) . L72535 T, KR ERRIEOHFEMEL, B
{EOFEREHE % ER T RELBERICE>TWVEEEZ 5% (Dahl and Strandhede, 1996) . 2 D, sink
DIFAEN & B 165 L D P 53, Hdﬁ% ICBNTD— 1LEDRA L - S 7L OHVIEICADHIYD
RMHLNAFERICH Y (Fig. 5-1), T 2 24EMICB T 2RO EMBEFRE b Lt Eibh
% (Fig. 5-4) o [kZ RILWIBIRIE, 25 B 2 xEFfiDB. alba?i i) T3 7 { (Dahl and Strandhede, 1996) ,
22 % (Koenig and Knops, 2000) = a—Y—F Rz 5 Dacrydlum cupressinum T H HHB I T
% (Norton and Kelly, 1988) . 35, D. cupressinum=>~—0D 2+ ZETlL, tH & 24D H 732 HHIEE
BVEDLNT VBN, FHUL, WEORMIC 2E 53T 5 7”*&)“6%% EEZLND,

HUGSM Z k1) 2 {6 R & HFRIIC I 2 JEEIF AR ER E D H W IZICE, BREEZIEOHEED LA
72728 (Fig. 5-5), ¥ AN B T B HIEORTFICREFEVHE LT E ZEVRIARBING, Z0
72, BRETFAACE, [BENRITA-ZPHAAENDE ZEVERENS, FHRIOETILAHICE, B
fEHTE (-14F) OFZFOHFEH LR & B IR ELER A S L7z (Table 5-1) o Tyrov and Shamshin (1963) %
Dahl and Strandhede (1996) &, FNZENA T DHLTF v v DLEICBIT 5B Ermanii &, A7 2 —F
FAVHERIC BT % B. alba l2DWT, BPWEVBEEORZEZREL TV EHEL TS, TALDHEMNS,
IR UNEIBNTYH, BEIWERENDL ETOEZEORREMNVEOHRBICRKE AW EL G2 T0EE
Eibhb,

—F, EFTVAD L, BED 2 FH OB ADRERFF> T 05 T LHRB I /e (Table 5-
Do t2FCBIMBERE, (1FOENREETHRBRE DDV KR IV—R - A T70H2EEZLNE,
COFRBEDTIZBOTHFRED LD HIEL SBBE S NI BRRICHMIT 2L F 2 246, 210
TEERDP L TN -1 F BT 28R RES LB D2 &0, W2 FIC B E R 2 il
BT BIEFREMBDIZ L R23TThs, EFLVATE, PHEY, EQBIHRE RO
REfi>Tolled, I 2N TE, 2HEOMIERLEOMERZHIRT 2 BERO—DIck-> T
5N RBING, 722l SHERLIBNET NV, BHEHINETVNTHE L b, @iEN
i EDRT~—A—%Mb 2 EI2&D, BEONEZZFERECRET 2 L80H 5,

5—4-3 BXREREEERS—REDIAvFUIICBELT—

JN KRBT, WAEERDEIIC % ol B G, BEART B Z L2 HIME ST (Gross,
1972; Dahl and Strandhede, 1996) o L2 b, BEEHHHR LA EHEDS  ZBL BB ARELTL S L1
2 (Gross, 1972; Dahl and Strandhede, 1996) , C O & 9 7@ 22 8 £ X 2 B o M4E1%, Norton and
Kelly (1988) *X°Kelly (1994) W35&R3 2 HED AA v F 2 7 switching DFEE R R L TV 5, HED A
AvF I, BEROMD AR REREDLEIGHAY O HZ 5 L ERIN TS (Norton and
Kelly, 1988; Kelly, 1994), Kelly 51k 2 &, BED AL vF o 7 REBOEERERY 2 — FDMERED
MELZERE Z>THNLL E VI, Kelly bld, T &I AHlE LT, $HEEMOERKRE & BN OBK %
WeolcBisetal. (1963) &, AN/ FREORBE RFBELEL TV E Yo — ORERZ T L7 Tuomi
etal. (1982) ZHHL TV 5%,

L Lahis, Kelly 5 OIS IR E ZHEEDH 5, BHMEFEICET 2REDOBEZRBEL VI D, 72
U SRERENO™R OB %8> T, ZOWl - 7257 2 BIEENC IR 0 531 72 (Bis et al., 1965) & i
Ihbnd Lk, BE, REERELIIEETHY, a—1b - LL, FlolE—ELv~0vic
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BT, YEONTRELEYPRECIR D 55 50T 02 LB RS 2 VKBRS & - CHERR
STV 3 (KA, 2003; Hasegawa et al., 2003; reviewed in Watson and Casper, 1984) , L L, 4 5H DE
Bk, YHEOMUEEDDE OB EICE T SN TV A0 &R LTV A0 E T, TNIEEICERER 21T
T, 72, MEEFECHEE TR TEAERZEHL TRV, 0T 2BHRL TS
DI TRZV. W OLOBIIETE, FHBPREDT > U ELBBOMBBE ThL I Lhmsh

(S H, 1999; Miyazaki et al., 2002; Sakai and Sakai, 1998), & & (CBHEEICT A VREMPWDLTWE 2 &
765 (Miyazaki et al., 2002) , SEDHFTIRFALED 72T, IWREROFHALTHEEHEZLLZNET
H?9. PhEDS, Kelly 5DV AL v F 270, LA BANOHKREZHHLIETOSOTHY, BN
OFEFERZRIIL D TR EVEEZLND,

MAT, Gross (1972) *°Dahl and Strandhede (1996) (= & - TH#d S 7ol O RS H L, BIETGE)
ZOLOTHBLIZHDTHENEDI DT E I AHTH S, HF, AN FRICBIZHERICE, 7
HWERPNEOLEPREEGZL TR EBPLLICENDDH S (Selas et al,, 2001) , H—, X7 H
D& D —RIBIEBOMY T VL, REFEHRK & & - THi T 2 2 &L BRRIKIC IR 0 280,
ULod, Kelly 555 U7z, AN O Y 2 — N ORRR%ZH - 72 Tuomi 5 D Ciciy, EDAA v
YT RRT B LD R E oI BRODTHS, FDTuomi et al. (1982) TiE, A3/ FJETIXHI
MEFFREAF IC B & S5 DAL O 2 B IR 2 RO EICH 9y LT V5 ki L TV %, Tuomi H D
FHBCIRERBEEADY DS DO, Tuomietal. (1982) DAL, Kelly (1994) HIEZRLUIHRED A
AwFrTeRBESRLBEREODDTHS, UEDOHENS, AN FETR, BEDAL vF T
ZEAEEE RO LERILNEELILND,

5-4-4 S5HVNOBXIRBOARIET

BRI ET ML > T, BFEANOBEFROHULZERB LY Ia v —a % UIHE (1995) R Isagi
eral. (1997) OFFR TR, [EFMPHEREMNZMAL TOL S THRELFEREGIET 2 2 &b
RENTz, 72, HELOETIVE, 20X FHREMAANOBEHP AL LD TEL V. JOR, A0
FKTWRLIEY T H D NDENTTIME, HEE (1995) $lsagier al. (1997) DETFINOHFHFAADIEE
BEWZ 2755, SHEELTTVOEEICOWLTE, O A 3 FEEEO SRR LT
HHUTEDLHN, MEEEI N TV S (Ranta ef al., 2005) .

T NS T AR OFXRERIZE, PENFEORORIRFMEVE CICHELFEZH>T05
ETREND, Tee 2, EFVAHOLARFEM ZRTEL (TS) #EELEE, ©F VL 5T
i, FEMRBEOPIINIZ ED X HHRELTH, 20FANIC—EMICHEELTL £ 5/ (Fig. 5-7) . &
ORI, AP H BRI 228 L WERIE N TR, BEOBMBERD—ECL->TLE I L% RR
LT3, ARG, BRESGEVERTZ2ILICIVENBRELTHEEB WS, L, BURT
200, ETFVAOEEMEESHARRIL>TOELOTHDHEIEICEBNVLETH S, Kelly
(1994) X, AT OBRNEFHUICRBEFEVAEB T2 20k b 830, MELBERTOEN (X4
M EOSe e MERMIF %2175 —HZBREMEY TA LN D) P—RINGERTOBEN (% OFfET A
HAB) F, BHNPLHEFHASICHT2ENNAEEEZ I DL I > THRELLLDEERL TS,
[F#kiZ, Lalonde and Roitberg (1992) &, HiEBERNEH /- Iab—2a ok 0, FAMEHICH
TG, PIAERPRI RS EOFREDORIIFZ RS ¢ LHBEL TV 5, A FREOHE,
WAELMBEEZ 6 THTHEFRE TR I N TO R (eg. Sarvas, 1952) , i, B3/ FEO
HADMEOBEE LI L THFVICH/NS VD TH A5, LIchio>T, KIFFHTHRE LI AN
DBENHHRD XA Fid, [IRFMHIEREBORE 1127 >Tixb &% (Table 5-1, Fig. 5-7), HiL-7:
FEPHEH -HEAPO RV E VI RMEERT S L, Kelly (1994) DBEHRT L EHD ‘ATOEN
ERHEM T S NEREDDH S, 220, BIEOREE LT, Ho TRl LOELEHRE L > T
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Ll GEIBMBE), oA BT 2 ENHHSRE, BRGE2HT27-00WKTHLEELLNS,
BOKREEXSPEWBIFLVEHBAL TSI ECERLELLTEEL IV, ¥R A, SH, £
RKMICBY2EHEISZ2EBL, ERBENCEUEEZLNBZRG/T A= REMAALET, VTV
RALNTEBOEREHDIZEAEEZTHT L2 ENTELDIZLDDLT, VI HNIEBT 2 EN
ORI EZREMTOEEIR X D HIBBUCKRE WD TH B, %+, Lalonde and Roitberg (1992) °Kelly
(1994) O & SHIORERD HOIZICHIEESE L 2 D725 55?2 BRI TTIVIE, FEARICIE BN
AOBRBENZHHL TR0 THS, LR - FiEED, KRHHERRREFICBLELE 305 SN ORT
BERICHHIL T3 5E, BRNEZTT VL7, BNOZEIRCRNCEbLS T, Eo
IORMHTOMBTEXIITTH S, L2, ¥ITHINCHANTIERCREOEERE S K& 2EH
EZ b D7 BTy, FHOYITHNOBNET IV EMEETTAPEREINDDH S (5 1,
2001) . LAROBEEDFAET 2 D0, BNBISICE D 5 B AT % 585 L 72 Lalonde and Roitberg (1992) &
Kelly (1994) O#F ZH3, F—XICLBEFFDR, —DOBEMICHEL WD THEEEZHIND,
B OMILOHE T DOV, MraElE - MRE L OMEEREZT TR, KREEEICE b2
MEBOHKHZEF 5T S (Smith et al., 1990) . 73 FEICHBNTH, KRERHIEIC & > TR
RKUTOBZEVREINTEY (e.g Sarvas, 1952), A8 FEICK T 2 BN RO LOERICE > 72
EEZLIENTED, iz, BI|THER U, JHBAEEIARICE T 2 MILE S ETFVICBN TS, i
HEABE LT, HEZTOESHOEZE TR TRFEMVBEIIL S REBLELTEY G- 18:0),
JEUGE & S MG DS K BBIE 2 i e LT ARV H 5, 2h iz, FRIOKEE, IhITHERSh
TEIEAICHET 2 RHE ZDOERICHTLTHEZRDE DI b, %, BNETT 2L BN
TFUOBFHICL > TEEAOE, BNHSRZCNETICERSNENRTED LI AT 20 (e
Kelly, 1994; 874, 1996), Ti37a <, BUETF MR I N5 85 A — & ERRERBOBRSP, &35
A= ROEEBINT2HTROREIZZNFHRORATED LI ICTHTRED, KRB1E55
(Kon et al., 2005; Rees et al., 2002) . Z D&, 12T TRER TR L0, 510 DlffIcE
WTENETFAIMELNS ZEWREE D,

FO6E # &

BWFFR T, I A N\EMEIEL T, {EFREMEL L eI NI BT 28O R B HE, 2LT
HAEDBEBICKRERZEE N HIE VIR RBFUE N R YT, I ORI E R RE T,
JEBEE D HEAL N 7075 Feh 5 JEUBEE D BHTE RIS 2 481G 9%,

—z, JREAEE, BWERAEE IR L TR B O 2 R T 5, 240UE, B0 L LI &> TR A
OMAEEZBEL Thaen, P> TEMTEBALL>T0na—7, ML, TROMIEEADLLE
FIEVIFENEIGOEL TVEE00E, YL A TEEED D Z2VROER THY, YN ZHREE LT
B2 KA KEOMER 2L, BEEOMEMEZIELRITIUI % 5%y (Whitehead, 1983) . Z4LD 2.,
JEIETE DL T 27 DI R E E AR AT T 20BN H -/ bBE 26N TS (Regal, 1982) o 52 Sh# H3
B DI EEE BT R T 208D H LI, RTINZABIHER (¢f Lloyd, 1984) #IEKL T\
BEVITERIERL TS, BEE, MARENIC ST 2B O IEU S, 18R MR iR mlt L0 IER
WO SLOEND ZEDDNA SRR ZNC RSN WM CORB R EICL > THWLIICSHTEYD (eg.
Dow and Ashley, 1996; Furukoshi, 1978; JI| & fil1, 2002; Nilsson and Wiistljung, 1987; Streiff ef al., 1999) , [ i
BB OB R EHED LU EE 2. 5,

R 2 IR M 2 R L, AR T BB PSR NI YR B LLVIFHRO IS, ZHEIENR



89

T R E e 521 B (Sarvas, 1968; Smith ef al., 1990) &\ IVE R % #H A A 72 JERE Rk o0 B EAR A1

BUAMIE ST D AN — LTV, EOBIE S oRINEEbIZ, WAL MM, HetH, 2L THE—EM %
B TMUTc e, HAERE SRy ofmeL i, MM ZHCEZ TR IhEFTHE SN TR
JIRAERE O MR B, N, SR> T2 MR, BELEZERUEOET VL TR F- M
EWZAEA 2R T ABRIC E > TEIHBEIICNSY F 355013, HRRTEILETBOIETHY (eg.
Yamaguchi, 1985), 3Ty M DL h T — LIPIRI A B T 5 281272, MR B0 B % ¥
EEH LTINS,

iz, BUEETBE TSRV, e T2, 2NTRNRIMEROB P IR ICE->TOL—T -
PFAMIBNESE TR LSRRV TFHMOEE, BAmEYV0t—7 - “‘7”“\;*2&7?*732:1&%57%&:
=7 - AMITEE B RUL, BT AR 21XE B 58E 2605, — IS, TATROBAR IR
BSMRFETHHLE R HAL, BHATHE T OB H S E O & 315K 7L T2 5 (Greene and Johnson, 1989) ,
ZHW@R, M oBE, B LR R4 AN IS E R B 5. L IADY, WBEHER OBATIZ DNV T
X, T’C“ TG (TaVAR ST j(xhrﬁ@m/}ﬁfﬁf'*b B LW RN RO IRIENZ A B DI 70 5, 3@ ICHIAT 9

WK, KA O EEDIME G BTz, Bl LIRS 2B P XA LICHISIERII RN 59,
p@i?&ﬁ%%%i%t, HERERD CTEEIEa AN AL W TIE, HEFE)F KOBMEEFE O 77 D3 K0 a5y
MMM HEETHREND LR, 2T h 2 ORI i’ob"Cfb@ﬁlU TR E— 2 BB THBE, BT
B2 513E, AU KOBMEAET O F5 53 K0l L3 A biseE -7z 45 .

METEFE EHEAEFr DB\ 72 TR NI I 2B E A1 S B — A E WL LNz, — IRV ~L T, [
ROV ERIBR S AT IS LS T IEE IR SH TV A2 Ehm sl GR4A3E) AWADY, BIXMNLO
HEE R RDEFYTHS (Watson and Casper, 1984) EWHIEZ T W3 HLHS, FOEZIHREIE, THID—IX
BUZBE AL T B 2IS, — RS EORBATERICIL L THEFE /7 LHETEFF DAV T i Thit T B L
BINDE, —XEDMHBMEEREBL T2 —‘U\TXK_ ED M HLEL A D3RR DV HIC 5 A 32 1
TBDREAF (T 2T 1 OB %*(A&@/Af-{flt&ilﬁt R Bs0) AMENOE—IRED, EDL
Y AT LD N THERICHBEL T 200 BIBRET iTH)]Ta’%# A D BREE IR RIS TFL T2 AT A
THLIEIT ML 1E5D,

JEBAETHYNC 3o A IEm O R BA PER, REAEEORFICE DA —b - AR 2FHL T0aE#E 2 64
% (Norton and Kelly, 1988) . #1102, BRABIREZMRF T2 LT, COKBEEORFZMEIERL 2TEES
o JERE, ZLDMURAEBTRICI VT, FERED DR RIZE, FIMRE IR BIRE, FERVIRE
BN DL T a8 -F A3 S S T&E 72 (e.g. Nilson and Wistljung, 1987; Sarvas, 1952; Sork et al., 1993;
Shibata et al., 1998) . 2Dz, BIRIEHYID R FKR L 0] EEEBI2DITIREOH 2N T 20 EH3 HY,
DI NILR O AL DO SRR B % 35 9 2 UG (2B 3R % i 28 LE > T 5, %7z, 3
FETHMC MRS OB ET VICE T, BHOREEDLHE—ER L LT a5 Mg A3 D32
Telg R T bd, KEFIEL VDD B OIS ThILE Z b b,

72720, BHETRENL, B L, ERICE>TEZ R EaANTHLID, B, REICHTE - HRURT LS
EIRVRETH L. Z D7, Ho Wb, BIZERL, G 3REEE> BN TEsI0h G &ML
(& T, BERM VI R IN B85, 5 E, BRI EET SISO TRIRL RN E TV
Wik, B0 LRI CHB5 H ~6F o H K & H F &b A aA g e GESE) BRI O
7 RONFT R RIS C AR 2 &EICL T2 (Ashton er al., 1988; FF 1+, 1998, 2001) DI AT,
AR FEIL, SVFELEERE A LOGIZERCH AL TR R H S E2, T H N
OB O NI, A BRGNS IH oS, JAUEA FEBEORT 1 [fb7-D0RiEa AN
DINSOZEITRIN T BLE 2 64005 (¢f. FEH, 1995; Isagi et al., 1997; Lalonde and Roitberg, 1992) , C4LZZDF
¥, AN FEMEOR TR IR T 28R ETIREBIILEALORNENITEZEIRL TW% (of Sarvas,
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1952) J7c & 208, 7RO L RERIEF 25028 T, BTN T2HRENEDLDTHL
(Jensen, 1982; McShea, 2000; EE 11, 1995; Wolff, 1996) . Z D7z, FAELKT THZ RO R Tb L, E
JEZAELINZ TIBLIED R BEIC 7 B (Yasaka et al., 2002) o ZHL T, 7 FRHFEZE O KXl 1% 5 256 i
T, BMNOMILEL, 22 KEST Mg A IN/2EE 25T % (Kon er al., 2005; Lalonde and
Roitberg, 1992) . B, ¥ Z B2 OENTHEABHTESNLO IO 0B T, MERIROFESHHALS
ALBIRY, DA FE I & 28 Bl 2 1 P R B B HE 2 4R F 972 0 BT e, E0DTETH A D,

PLED I, REC TR S DB OO TE RN O S HMETL, BRI -
72T - YR BRIC 2 o T2 TN IS BIC S T A2 3 R IS U 7203, BRI 2 G SR I T b
2728, At MEHE R AR o IR G BRI Jo 0 BB 12DV T, TR PR 2 B C X2 A b3 b 5,
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