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Fig. 1.

Relations between age and height on sample trees
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Ratios of stem wood increment rate to leaf mass in summer, on sample trees in some
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Vertical distributions of stem and branch increment rates
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Summary

Estimates were made of the aboveground biomass,
litterfall rate and net production rate for the natural
regenerated forest of Chamaecyparis obtusa S. et Z.
growing on the poor site. The height of dominant
tress, which ranged from 85 to 108 years of age,
was 10.2m, and the largest tree 11.8m in height.
Total basal area equaled 34.5 m?/ha. Leaf biomass
was 12.4 t/ha in summer or about 10 t/ha in win-

ter after leaffall. After a discussion on the average

of 13.140.9 t/ha of leaf biomass in winter, it was
determined that the 10 t/ha of winter leaf biomass
was minimum in various Chamaecyparis obtusa
forests with the close canopy. Annual leaffall rates
for 4 years ranged from 1.65 to 2.72 t/ha-y. Net
production rate of aboveground parts was estimated
7.77 t/ha-y, which accounted to about 509 of

some plantations of the maximum growth.



