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Roles of soil water repellency on hydrological processes in a small catchment covered by a Japanese

cypress plantation

Shusuke MIYATA!, Ken’ichirou KOSUGI2, and Takashi GOMI!

Abstract: We examined effects of soil water repellency on
hydrological processes in various scales from small plot to
catchment in a Japanese cypress plantation. We measured
soil water repellency and infiltration rate along a hillslope
transect, and monitored overland flow at small plots (1 x
2 m) with sparse and dense fern cover and a large plot
(8 x 25 m) and stream discharge at the outlet of a small
catchment (0.43 ha). Strong water repellency in surface
soil horizon was partially associated with Hortonian over-
land flow, which volume potentially depended on sever-
ity of water repellency. Relationships between matric po-
tential and soil water content indicate that changes in the
soil water repellency and consequently runoff coefficient
of overland flow could occur during a single storm event.
Greater amounts of overland flow at small plots compared
to ones at large plot suggests that overland flow generated
in hillslope was discontinuously transferred. Higher infil-
tration rate at the bottom of hillslope likely caused little
contribution of overland flow on catchment runoff. Despite
the substantial overland flow generated in hillslope due to
soil water repellency, water repellency was not a dominant
factor accelerating runoff directly at the small catchment
scale.

Key Words :hydrophobicity, Horton-type overland flow,
hydrological processes, spatial distribution of infiltration
capacity
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AR T T2 2 LA RIES TS (BH, 2008).
ATHORFEWLBEO—2THDH Y /¥ (Chamae-
cyparis obtusa) D) ¥ —IRHIZEHFLL, BrHoS
LicEBLBEEREST S, (BHS 1987), KU 572
% (REES, 1992), b/ FHMICBVTIITEMAEC
LAMKRORES L VERE 2D, 2O L) HHREE
DZ LW/ A I, WEEEIC L ) hRE I
FBARED 7 A FDPERENF— bV BERARRSREAT
AAEEME SRR ST a (5N - BHE, 1995). XE
Filk, HEROMTAKEAH EICE L THAT 5 8ME
R ERE) &F— b rEERBBICOEINL N,
AEFFETIEA— P VERERIZOVWTHR) . 22 TH-
b RISREG &L, MM AN EWE ¢ L0 5 WA
FIZEVEETARERTHA. —F, b/ FHRIER
EWEKMEE R T I EDMLE N T WS (MRS, 2006;
Kobayashi and Shimizu, 2007). ¥f# 72 &2 817 5 L

EEORMEICER S 5 RERAEE £ AR (Bl 21, Burch

etal., 1989; Doerr et al., 2003), &/ FHFHEIZIBWTH
A— b VEIREROFEIHRE ENTWD (M, 2005;
Miyata et al., 2007; Gomi et al., 2008a, 2008b) .

EHRES NIz FHRICBWTERERDSFE LV
ENTETWDE 00, FEROFIROBERGTE T
AFEHIEOWTRHREPLETH L. FO7DIZIERHE
TIE L RmMR S ENIZTERICEET S H L
T ALENRHL. T, KERBEEEOEET LY
T A—FTHLHEBREE, —HOIIIEFHBICAEET
# Y (Bonell and Williams, 1986), & &#E D 22/ 477 1%
FWITIC L HEMTHNOFS 2 HETT 5 L CIHEEICE
WmEEZObNL, LPLEds, BEROZEHESMICZE
A, EHEOHRH 70 A2 &0 ENRE~ORZEIC
DWTIHIEEALHL P E > TRV,

F 2RI, BEBES e FHRRBIZBW
THRETOFAE LR & FEH AN O BT L B2
RIFTEEZHLMCTAZ EFEME LTHIEEET-
7. TEEEOKEORE, LEREREOZEMSM, B
KB % A bED I LT, HEROFMAIHIZET
BHEH SN TR 2RH-RHBEO R TO R
KEOBEIER L IR To 7.
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Fig. 1 BbO (@) L, (b) 1B, B LU (o) FHEEH X-Y OHEI.
(a) Location, (b) topographic map of the study site, and (c) profile of hillslope transect X-Y.

2. Fk

2.1 SRR

AEFZEIE, ZEEESI AL O 40 FEv / FHK
NOBEHET 5 2 #H B X OV (R © 0.43 ha)
2BV TIT o7 (Fig. 1). RERHAD 54 9 km B 727 X
T AR BT B Hl 25 FE OFFHREAKES L UF
EHRBEFNFN 2094 mm, 144°C &, BETEWH
W TH L. REEHIE, B 15 ~ 20 EFIZR R R
EOMEFERBEIMT LN TB O, WAL 3500
Kha ! Thoto.

AR (Fig. 1b KA #IESATHEET L 28HD
FMEAEIER 40° TH Y, —HFRTRBMEL T o724
FEFHEIRMALL T2 (BEA). ) —KHTiE
¥ (9721 Gleichenia japonica) 77815 L L% 58
EIZE o Tz (FHE B). BRIEAT o 7o/ BR O
—BEBEWTTRBHEESET YT, EBEITEOREILHE
FITZ LW,

2.2 HIEBKMOBRERZE

HABIUBIZBOTREELEY > V2L
(Fig. 1b), TEEKRELHE L7, LBy Y 7IVITEE
0, 5, 15, 25, 35, 45cm CENFNREZE 3T TV %
100cc > 77 —ICL VWM LA, LBEoOBKER, =
= IVORERIMP/NS CEBAREIEICORELR
TWEHE A FIH T % CST (Critical Surface Tension) &
(Watson and Letey, 1970) {2 X WillsE L7z, A4 70K

Ry FEBHWTHEA RIREDOT Y ) — VT (03 ml) %
FUTVICHTL, BECETARMEzlEL:. =¥
J—VEEFREWEIERIBETAIENS, Habh
TBEOTY ) — VBRI S ORI Y VIR S
LaVEAICE, JDVBVWREOLY /- VEREZET
T5, LW FEERDELL. BEICETABEANS
BURNOIY J — iR/ ME & R EEEORE L L
720 L7edioT, ROZY ) - VIBEFEBWITIE, #
O T NVOBKEBE R L ERT. WEICE,
FRERETO, 1, 3, 5, 85, 13, 18, 24, 36 % DL¥
J = VR T,

2.3 ZBEMEDMERE
FECOREREDCEMAAFEZHLPICTEH2012,
FHAEER X-Y KBWTH A 2B ERENELTo 7.
BHGREHrLBRIZHREL, FHEEZOm TH- 2
(Fig. 1b). #IEEIHRO b (BRAR) - - TE (BE) 12
FNFN3 rFHT 203 x03m DERKEZHEL
(Fig. 1c). COEBRKXMEIIN L CEFESRTH T —FR
ETHOKL (1 90;2.1-5.4 mm min~"), X#ETHIZH%
FAEEHImOY o — Ly — MO Y EEREED
TEHE L. #UKRER, 00 00Fv ) TL—1T 3
YERAToTRD L, BEEOMDZMMIZ L LR O
BEHRT A7:010 1 SHEOFHEUKET, FO8%IC
EBEITo 7, BKEPOERMKHELZELFICZET
BERELRD, BEMEICHRE L. WEESEXET 2
E#R D E L TT, BERESIZIZFEM U THD I &2
PO LTI HEORKEYEXBEOBRERESE L. £
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FOC L RM/NRIRO R IGETE IZ BT B LREEUK IO BE] 11

72, I OEETIZ TDR 3B KDE (CS620, Campbell
Scientific #H#) % F\> TEREOAFE T E KR % HlE

L7z, 8502 CSTREIC L ) S IC BT LEERE
OEKME B THE L. AEETIZO, 1,5, 10, 15,

25,35,50% Oy )= VEBEBRTBWI., oDl
EIE, 200545 Ao 1 v AT LR 15 | @k
H5EE 2005 4 11 A5 10 |) {772,

2.4 IR STER A

HREBEEDORLIFHABLUIBIZERENS »
MyoBEL/ATay b (FRFN AL, 2,3,B-1, 2,
3875) KBWTERERHBEOHMZT - 72 (Fig. 1b).
ANTEy O EEIZERICE DA SR TEY,
g Imx #HEE2m T TN bGEIEH 40° ThH o 7.
Ty FOTHICHY A 2ZESH 3mm O = —
Y= ML D EEREHICED, B~ AN REFT 2 A
WTERRHEZEE L7z, BRICK2MkOER (B
BT B EAN) FREMEEICERLER 2D
BANTOYy POEMICE ) FUKRDPEEIND L ICERE
L7z (Miyata et al., 2007). F 7z, #H A TR L 1E
k55 (Basy AG, Sentek #L#1) (2 & Y R EKE
%% L7 (Fig. 1b).

JNGRE I P O BETE S XY IS BEEY A PATAIE IR
BL7ZRK7O0y MoBWTERERHEE LB L 72 (Fig.
1b). K72 v MIIE 8 m, #FHE 25 m, FHFEAIHE
Id 43° T - 7> (Gomi et al., 2008b). K70 v b Lg%
BREL, EAOBEFIIAWS T, REMITEHMICE
R AHFECHRNAE & LTEKEELHEB L, Ty
FOTHTIEHIEOEESN 1em [TV IREZE LiAA,
HEREIZE N, HOBICERT -2V 2y FRE
BioBW TS MR TRCEZEIEL, MBEICREL:
(Gomi et al., 2008b). F7-, #HETEFOKBE =T~
Bz, FEABOTHRICT v oA A=y kLiE-5
BIERECTHAFREOcm IZHREL, M) v IRy
Ty VB L7z (Fig. le).

BB ORBII = v V7)) 2 — L% HRE L (Fig.
1b), 5 M@ TR Z BT 2 2 & Tt 5 Otk
BIZHE L7 (Miyata et al,, 2009). =%, 3ERH»L
#5500 m BBV 2B ETIC BV TR v AR W
G TER L7, M KSCEIRNE 2004 45 10 A2 5
20064 10 H (/h7aw b A, BIX20064E2 ) FT
To7-.

3. iR

3.1 BBk

FHABIUBICBWTERILALEY Y L0
IREMERES Fig. 210587, WMHHE bEEO0em T
W3 rrvoxry /) —ViBEFHEEIFSIE A, BTE
nEN 197, 137 % & ‘FEFIZE BRETH 7.
ERE S om CIITAIE & b2 RREE ISRV BKIMEZ R
L7z, =7, 15cm PUETIZWTFhoW > 7 b Skt
GEfEAM) T B I LR ENL. RIKOWE TR
%<, EEO-5cm OEBLEITRVEIREERL, £

DT OTEIBAKETH 7.

324EAE TOBRERENEE T H

SEEEO L f . TFEICCENREFN 3 RETHlZE S
N EHEBLIBEERELEHRERE OBR % Fig
3a iy, SlELE - - TEHOFEERE®REIZFNEN
11.3-80.6, 32.9-74.3, 56.0— 107 mmh~! (P45 :48.6,
54.0, 82.2mmh™}) THY, FETHICBVTERERE
PEZEIIEDo7 (p<0.01). F72, BERHEEBIZEWV
THEKS LIBBEEILIBVIEOMBE R L7225, Wi
NOTHEARSIREEIC B W T HHE T TIREERENS
Moz, RKIZ, Fig. 3b 2k - # - FTHOZ 3 XKETHIE
ENEHERESKEE DIEEKE (Y —
VIERE) OBBRERT. REEKEI253% D LEOL
SWEBKEIIRENT, T THS L LR
B3 EEARKEAEVEIA SR O 7z,

3.3 RIEREER

Ethanol concentration (%)
0 10 20 30 40

Depth (cm)

I i i

\ ‘strond very strong E extreme

moderate

none V ‘
slight
Severity rating of water repellency

Fig. 2 CST #Bri & 2 Ll il E i 2.
Soil water repellency indicated by volumetric ethanol concentra-
tions obtained by the CST test.
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(a) (b} W Upper &
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Fig. 3 #HELE - & FTHTHE LLLEEKEE ) BER
B, (b) CST RERIC & o THlE Lo HEEOR M ORME. BHo
Ty MIZHEHMLOFNEN 3 KETOREHEDTFIYEE
kR

Relationships between volumetric soil water content and (a) in-
filtration rate and (b) soil water repellency measured by the CST
test at upper, middle, and lower part of hillslope transect. Sym-
bols indicate average of results obtained at three replicated plots
in each part of hillslope transect.
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(a) Small plot A Y (b) Small plot B NS
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= ~/ /
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c / / ]
3 / 5 /6
=10 £ 100 ; / O
S / £ /
o / 3 /
3 501 , & 501
;/ ® o ® ‘ oce O @ Dry condition
0 & 0O O [ea? 1O © () Wet condition
0 (/‘33{)0 L O . 0 «iﬂ'\% , , :
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Storm precipitation (mm)

Fig. 4 A <Y MEMEE @ /A7y b A, B)/h7ay } B, () K71y MIBUTARERRES LU (d) MNUROBERRHED
B, BEFEA OB LIS KEED 20 % kM OBE & BB, 20 % D EOREEMNL LToELZ.

Relationships between total precipitation and overland flow at (a) Small-plot A, (b) Small-plot B, (c) Large-plot and (d) stream discharge
of small catchment for each rainfall event. Based on initial volumetric soil water content, results were classified into dry (< 20 %) and

wet conditions (>20 %).

BRANY FTED/ATOy A, BERkTOy MC
Bl AEEREE L RIED 5 OBMRHEY Fig. 4 1IR
. ORWPZE T, R2EED EoEETFHEZ ST 2 0E
BEME 2 mm LLEOREHRE 1 BERA XY ME LA KR
BRI GRS T RRICHEL S OREENRL L, #
HUPIZIZ 0 &4 b, #070KZETIE, BREEED
LEBEMHTRICHREED2X0 L2 5 FTOER Y, BWIK
HEE L7,

WERAHEH L L7778y F AlCBW TR, Ry M
WELFRE, L ZCEBENEL VL VERRLEESE
Wa N7z (Fig. 4a). £70 v b (A-1, A-2, A-3) DA
NPT EoFEERRLEE GRERL R RN E)
X, #NnFNn 124, 061, 046 TH-o 7z, FEFFE TN
Ty hPIZSERDT A o TWA 72D, B8 EgsE
WAy SRIZEP L, REFOWITITH T 550

BWI10E2BRI-EZLN, —FF, V¥ THER

DEbLNI/AT Ty b BIZBWTHRERAERB SN
7% (Fig. 4b), B-1, B-2, B-3 DA N b T & DFHHE
HERHIERIZ 0.12, 041, 058 E/h7my M A XD dAE
WERZTE SNz, K70y MIBW T EEROHE
LTwizas, Zomid/has <, FHEMMmHER 0.094
Lol (Fig. 40). A7y MRUKT Oy MIBITS
KERBEE, XY NENEOWIMIME - THEMT %
TEEA R S 7z,
NFRBOBERRHREIE, BWE 50 mm BLTFTO A X
N TIEPIG U H ERAT 0.041 L BERICHT LTHITE A LR
HENEN L & d o7 (Fig. 4d). —7, KM= 50 mm
DL EO B RHEE 4 Ry MCx L TIEREEATR X
CHEPNL, PIHHHEIZ 030 £k olz. TDX ) IZAG
WOBERRHEEE, ANV FMERE 50 mm % L & W #
ELTIRENREL ER o7

R4 XY o7 oy b A OFEREE, T8k
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Fig. 5

A XY b () R, N0y M ARBULIERARO O)FEEScm D7 M) v 78 F 2o v )L L RFETEEK

R, (c-e) KM EDOLE B X U () B & 1Y > 7V ORGSO LE. 1389 > 7V ORGHEIHIE, Miyata et al.
(007) WL D HITH A DFEE Sem IZBWT 100cc ¥ v 77— AW TR SN2 28Y » TV ORERS R Ay,

Temporal changes in (a) rainfall, (b) matric potential and volumetric water content at 5 cm depth, (c~e) overland flow at Small-plot
A during a rainfall event, and (d) comparison between water retention curves obtained by the field observation and undisturbed soil
samples collected in the study site. The water retention curve of soil samples was obtained by Miyata et al. (2007), who collected the

samples at 5 cm depth in Hillslope A using 100 cc core samplers.

M) 2B T Y VOEE % Fig, 5IORT. K
ANy ML, BHERE 123 mm, SOREEERRE 26.0
mm h~!, BEFARGERER 21 BERD, S0 HEEKS 22.4 %D
HiRE L &t Tho72. A-l, A2, A3 BT E
W EE TN BERERICRE D L Twie (Fg.
Sc—e HEM). —F, 1BHILomHEIThO Y
0y bCTH RIS <, BROMEIZE b %o TH
SE BERDR S 7z (Fig. Sc—e HE8). FEES
cm DT MY v 7 EF YT v vid, BRI SRIAHE
(OkPa) T CAMICER LABRERNKRTEITIEEAL
AL L d o 7278, FEEOKREEE KR, BRI
FoTwo D EERL, BE#TRHRICEDICHEL:.
Fig. 6 IR A Xy bhok7 oy MIBTEEERK
HE, MEBORLE, SR TR CoLE s
FHETOYMN) v 7 RF v VOEBZR L. T8
& L722006 4E 4 AOBRA Ny ME, BEMRE 143.5
mm, FKEE MR 26.3 mm h™!, FER#kGE R 38
BeR, IR KR 254 % ORERIRETORRT
Hotz. FERBIIERBRE IO L THBRZIEEERLE
—FT, RROREEIZEREBLED? S OREWED 50
mm #2724 A 11 B 13:00 DB S 5 AMICHED
WL, 20%, BRHEY—-2720BRTIWWRHBED
V=22, BRERTERIZTIER CREMER L.
I - BEBEREICBITAT N v 2 EBF Yy VI,

BERR O/ L & I EH L, REWE) 584 mm &% -
724 11 H 14005 11 H23:00 S TIEEEZRLZ.

4. B

41 REROEEER
FHRLIFEIIIBICE G OBRES BV -0, TR
A ECHEREAEE SN TV ASEICEERRIE S
LRWwEZEZBNTER, LrLAads, A7y B
DEESem T100cc ¥ > 75— 2 HWTERI L7218
WY T CRIE & Nz ERLE KRS 900 mm b Dk
EIEE IRk E { (Miyata et al., in review), HFREATL 5
THELNZ/ATOY P BIZBWTHERRSRELT
VWi (Fig. 4b). /A7 0y F BOERBLE EEO~S
cm) 2% YEE ~ BELD BMUERELEOZ L2 5 (Fig
2), B TEOBAKMED, MEMAETHES L /¥
MEFEICBIT 2 REREEO~RTH L LEZ LN,
Miyata et al. (2007) &, AKEFFEDBEFEREHE & FERC
v FRFEICB VYT 03 x 03 m OBERE A LT
KEBEI D L7/ — VI, BE100% =5 ) — )b
TG L CERMLEEIE LIER, K, BE 36 %,
EE 100 % =¥/ — VOERBHET LN EN 053,
021, 0 THo72. INHLOFERLBRENEBIRIEE
WEELEREEZ LD E2RLTNA,
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Ny g R Y v NDEE.

Temporal changes in (a) rainfall, (b) overland flow at Large-plot

and stream flow, and (c¢) matric potential at 60 cm depth of bottom -

part of hillslope transect.

WEMBOZ LWh7Oy P ABWTLAT Ty b
B & kI T3 o S E KR AT 500 mm h=! & IEH I
EHWWIZH b ST (Miyata et al., in review), B -
BRCESKIER R L2 &S (Fig. 2), HEOHKMEN
EHABEDERD—2THEEEZLND, LhLE
e, ATy MATEANTOY B LB KERE
W ASEEE LTz (Fig. 4). Ziud @Rk Iz
T, /A7ay b A CRBEEISRESIL TR W2BI
7T AN ENSL Z R (B B, 1995), TE
FEAEA 7  HFBREDEE AN E W 2 & (Gomi et al., 2008a)
REDERIZLILEZ LN,

4.2 TIEEOKE/RARRE EMKBEECRITITHE

ATay A, BBLUKRTO Y MBI AR
B MERENOTEKGRETCHTET L, wTFhoT
Oy MIBWTHHREFTRHEIKE 2B HEAIRE
R5N7: (Fig 4). Fig. 3b IRENA L D10, 3Rk
P AR T 5 1T EEKE TR  BIT B R KE
HERL, 20L& LEKEORDEFETL CHRES
NTwb Bl 2L, /S, 2006; Kobayashi and Shimizu,
2007). I D7zl HEAREME LA S TR ALY
{, REKBESKEDPo7-EEZONL., TNOLDHE
HRERD S, KOEREZE S OBKERESREREE
FHETAHIEPREINT.

FAZ, BEMA N> bR o REEOKME & RHESB L O
KBBEOBBREMET A, Fig. S ITRENZ L 1L, /I
7oy b ADOKAERBEFENEZICE TG L Tw
A5, 1 & DR MBI R OMS I & b % o T
L7z, £/ Fig 5b ICRLABEEScm o< b v 7R

TV Yy OV EARRERIEE KR OB R T B0 HigEK
SHEEMHEE T AL, HERZE AT AL I LN
bHirb (Fig. 5. &EEE CIIAREED 100 cc ¥ 7
TllsE U7z i (Miyata et al., 2007) & B C
OFERDIEFIZBIFIC—F L7288, SEBECIERT v
A NHHRENTEREN LF Lz, 089 ICHKkE
TIEORSFERBS e AT ) VAR Z L, Bk
PETBEICET A REMROMA L —FT 5 Bz, van
Dam et al., 1996; Bauters et al., 2000).
INOOEBBIFER,S, TEEOREIC L S RERSE
EABRBENOFBELTO L) DEL N7z, KR
oo DTt U 22 IREECII R M ASSE S e, FAkADS
KILED S LB ETELWIOILRTFT vy Vi EH
THPERFIZIILE AL, 2L THESKE
L TOBREBREIKC, REARSELET S (Fig. 5+ D).
FO%, RILBPOLE< v Y 7 RACEERIEET
LI EBEARSPERT S, BEKIZE)EAIC
BRKEPBOONE I ETHEORERENLAL, &
HimHEEED L v (Fig 5% 1D, BERTHRICE
BARESBBORAKREINTEY, LY L LR
OHEAGEREZRT (Fig. SH D). 2O X912, Bk
ERMMFEAE, WABREZEHEICHET S I LR
niz.

4.3 RERDRT &iF3E

ATy P AEKRTOY MBI AREREED L
BIZED, RlETEAE LA-ERRORT L REAE TR
YA, W70y POMKEESGIIZERCTH o7
B, k7w P AR TR7Tay FTIEELICE
L7 ) ORMRHEIVN S Do 72 (Fig. 4). BN
ARV FTEDNTO Y N A OFHERHEREE S KT
Oy bOEMBHEOLEZ KDL L, 25~292 THo
7z (¥ 29.7; BRI A N M3T). 7Oy hATY
—CERERAFEEL, FO2TH 7Oy FTFHICEET
AEIEm T Oy P OBENTERES ) ORHEREE R
MLUICRAIZTTHSL. L2 LEBICIE, S~7oy M
BWTHER L BREEEMNSES LT L e BRI
ANTY, AFay bek7uy MTEE S W EER
HEIIERERBAVNH o7, S0 &L, EELE
ERMEPE LR T TH2EBT—HFTEIGZEL T
b, bbb, EHEBOBNUEAERTHALZEERL
Twb., —iRIIC, FRTIBIIRERE S ZEB IR
B T& 5 (Bonell and Williams, 1986). 1z T, FHihge
BERZOICLY, B HIETRHREREITRILBRIC
BRESN, FYEELRLIEHFELHESNTHE (f
z1E, Dekker and Ritsema, 2000; Kobayashi and Shimizu,
2007). TOEIIEREREVERPNICAYETHL
&P, RRROANEREOERO—2 LR S 7.
BEERIE T, BEBLUHEHAIGES /N7 uy b A
TV TOBEE S &I, FEEITARIRO BRI &
IFTEEBIZOWTHE ENTEL (21X, Doerretal,
2003). L2 L, R TOBEREE,LS, N7y b
DEMMBBIFE R 2 HHEED L IREEfRz EoKR
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ERATr— VICHEMICHER L CREmMHEL kOB 2 L
WEEL W EDURE NIz, Lo T, Tuy EISE
VT oy M, RERIC L A BEWEREEERE TOREF
BEr4 5 BMICIEEL TR, HeoMdnm (B, M
T B O &M X AKREREENORE) T, B
FHTELDIIHNEDRLIWEEZ NS,

4.4 FEHOBRAHICHT ARAXDES

Fig. 4 IR L7z & 918, KT uy MBI 5 EETH
EVHRNE W L CRBICHEML7Z0IH L, /b
WIS OBFENHE R = EFEWE 50mm z#2 5 L2
BocEmT AR RIDE R L. 2561, HEERS
FHICELARIE~NOEBIIERTHE, K7uy TR
FIRGHTERERBENRE P oz, —75, ANRETI
MRS LM L M~ OEELEF RO NLE
Mol ZORENS, K7u v hCTEHIEIS S ERK
IO BRI EBENICE ST, DERREE
EEMCRHEROBERRLICEELRITL TRV &
WEZLNE,

#ZTFig. 6 IR L7ZERA N PROKRKTT Y M
B AkmEmbE, HBoRHE, SEEHRTHTTO
TET )y yEF Yy VNSRS KERICL S
FUROBMIHIIC DWW TREL {E 5. BEA X b
OFE (BRBEWE SOmm ¥ T) T, R ELHER
R LB 2 /R Lol LT, Wl s 0oREE
DOEIMITZEAERON 9o/ (Fig. 6b). L72205>T
MR ORI, FHETHA LARERIE, BEALE
FARKELTHB L7 ZEZONE, —F, KHE
FICERBOMEEIRE (HBINL, EERLELKE
L7, ZOWEDSOREED SRS DR E 2
&, FIETmo HE-aEEREHO~Y M) v 7 KT
X NFIEE L L, ThbbHMHEIERENZS A 3
Y ERIE-FH LT (Fig. 6). L7225 T, Z0kH%
FIROFHKO K E LEMIEER L D L LA TEP
DA FRIZ L B b O LTSN

ZOLHIT, K70y MIBWTEE S N2 KRR
MIOBRREICES Laho 2—HiE, fETEcs
WTREFEBRLZZHEEZLNS. Fg 3I1RL
I, FHETFEICB VT, fEE - BEICETE
CEBERENE, o7z, FO, SE T TIRERG
DFEEEVFIFI SN L Z ITmA T, fHEL . fhETHE
AL RERORE ET 2 & CRE T IEEE R AL
BYAERICELE L ol E2ZbNL. INHDH
RDH, FHL ~ PRICHRESN KT Ty P TOER
MBI R LA ESFOERERL & LTIEHE) 20T
&9, flHE T E CELET A ERMMISIEF IR  EW
HNCIRESEES L 2w EA9RB RN,

TR 2 R T RIE T b N AR B N T
b, BOKEOREIZL > CEERHEREMT 25, i
WAy — VORBESEZICHENTAZ Lidh i)
AT & FRE ORI HE I N TS (HI 21, Prosser
and Williams, 1998; Doerr et al., 2003). L 2> L[EBEFIZ,
B0 U 7o 8K A0 { BEIR T 5 Sk TR O b &

WRL BB EWRENT Y AS (Doerr et al,, 2003). —
7, ARFFEIZB W B 21T o 72/ ot iE, Fig.
6 TRENZZEIICEEEFHF B THERE»LREE
TOERBNEBIZEEICE o7/, Z0LI2EVE, +
BRI T A BRI R o LB B A EE AT/
BV ZE LTIz L, RgEo /it
FHAE A 35° LIEFICRETH Y REP OB R
HNZEFBEREZEZLRL., 0L, BT
LB, BRI X o TEKEORERDICS
FTLHEPELDLHIEETH2LENRD L.

5. &

v/ F ARG IR O B AR S BT A Rk
BEEERET 000, B0z, S ToRER
FillE, WERBBORLZ /70y P CORMMTEM,
K72y P TORERES, REORLKEHEMZT -
7o v/ FMRERHEORVEAREIERREEDO—RF
ThHY, SOHIEKEDREI X » TERRLENFEE
LT, BRI ESRA il Ry, 2R
o TRETHBEDO WD L RKDSRE IR EDTLREIZAL
TBHEV, B EERESE, WARREOHEMER
MRENz, FhhToy bekTay bolkigs,
K7Oy MAT =V TREERBORNAFAERTH D,
FORHIZTO Y P A XK EVITERETRBED
INEL B EFEZ LN, EHITHBA T — VT, #
HEFECEFE L - FEICETRENERT 572012
FIHERE 2 B £ THHET 5 REMIEIET I %
<, BMmHBICBI2R\EROFT /NS { HgEP M

CHRAEENTH B I LR S L.

A TR SN RETIEAE & KMo e X7
)Y AR EOLERKMEIC L AEBEEEAAL T T,
EBROKBERICE LK CET LV OBEIZERT 2
EEZLND (S, 2005). REEEFHTIE, T2y b
A =V CIEEREBAEM S iz2s, £ORE» 6 Ok
M ~OZFGIZRENTH o7z, L LR SRR
Tid, RHEREEICL D %) FEEORE (Fukuyama
et al., 2008; Miyata et al., in review), RFEIEHTH (Zhang
etal, 2007) DR EENTE Y, BROLEHREEYE 2
5ECEEROMEIIERRZEZTHALLELLNA.
% BABSEIL, BEREEEE JST) OB R &
FEHEMETRSE (CREST) [ FRMFEEEDS LK - N BRBR IS T

HEOMHE E7 ML (U3 SRR - BHEE—) ]
B L UREHRE IS (18-2862) IC L DTV E L7,
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