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Studies on Characteristics of Pinus densiflora Forest
in Kangwon Province (VI) *

— Studies on the Tree-Root Form and Distribution in Songhyun-Ri,
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ABSTRACT

Following Studies on Characteristics of Pinus densiflora Forest in Kangwon Province (I1)
— Studies on the Tree-Root Form and Distribution on the Campus Forest, Kangwon Nat’l
Univ. —,;, the form and distribution of root system was investigated for 5 trees in
Songhyun-Ri, Wangsan-Myon, Mpyengju-Gun, Kangwon Province.

Vertical tap roots and flat roots were established very well. In root distribution, fine
roots were sparsly distributed (+), although 7 smaller quadrats(10X10em) were found with
the value of 1(+~20%) index of fine root; big roots 0.2¢m thick in diameter were most
common. More than 50% of fine roots and big roots were found around the depth of 10~
30em in soil.

Key words : Big root, Fine rool, Root form, Root distribution

* o] RS 192K HER XiE SEEMERUMO ABHERFES RE BHMERBREA o sl
med R —&Mdd.
1) IEKER WEIAE HBE: Dept. of Forestry, College of Forestry, Kangwon Nat'l Univ,



RAEHBOTR £ 115 © 1995F 23

I.#% &

A3 $eve WTEC PEHe o
W, S8 EE AgdAE dEA $Fo|
52 we Aduadsd dx od B
A77 AWsolA gk e, Askel 9
AT Y BRE HAS £ES TE M
e MR 9 e LHN BH 53 9y
g WA} LT BFeT, ML) 24E
Aol Hls AHHoT AT wAG Aol
o},
BRe W 9 S @ R MED
o ohueh MAIBEE R Lol od B3
@ HolE AR 7 ME P 7 Ao

o2 Y BRE dehitie ¥ 4

v FARE LGS BODRREA M=
o 1fE AAS dHelE gle=z AAH
QA RS RO o] Fol Ay & £ I
o mebA 7 e R%Re] dEAdEE et
e AL o EEe 54 dofdt Rest ik
EEd wAs % Fofsted 7|xAER
A€ ok

A7 A ke ME o ofid @
g d7e F2 AR RRPRE HeolPs
W BEERD R SIHE) BREEO A SR ARR
o g FehE FES A77F AP
=3 HTele AR WEAE F BIBR
o] BEE TR AF 79 dHeE 7
B MRES] FEH Mol WY TEW
it ol Agsx gk

£ d7e IFRE 294FH#e SA4E Fetst
7] A% 7lzdTe] dFE AFHD e R
%o M % el R AT FelAH LK
B oAV Rt B9 REH BRI
— LERKBE BRIk 8%k HE 32 S5
thated — ol olo] {LIRE EMEN BRI HR
B REHA 297K BRE A8l 2

RS A BEE THE F F A9z §
A& vy Azbo|r}.

I. #8% R HE
1. REHR #E

2 A7 BEHSGME TEE EME
WE BIEE BAEKAA EKsEe e 2y
2H(2Y Do MRS % 13 2ok B
FEES 19943 8¢ 194 3d7x AYs
gom, PMES 19943 9, 1084 A A

39 e,

Kangwon-Do

B : Investigated area
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Table 1. Stand of investigated area.

Height D.B.H Volume
Age(y) (”;g) (m) Tree (opi{ Tree/ha

26 11.9 12.5  0.145 2,750
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Table 2. Description of sample tree.

Sample tree Height(m) D.B.H(em) Age(y)

No. 1 12.6 16.5 26
No. 2 10.5 9.9 25
No. 3 11.3 13.1 26
No. 4 14.1 19.5 28
No. 5 9.2 8.9 23
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Fig. 2. Root form and distribution of No. 1 sample tree.
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