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Pattern of Nutrient Fluxes in Deciduous Forest
Ecosystem Impacted by Acidic Deposition?
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B d7e 48 53T Ao daFd Aol dHH A HMAG Ul @957 FdYeM 2 G714 &
o] & gt "%J_—r—% A& Fstart 7 (wet deposition), YWl-$-(throughfall), =3 (stemflow) 28
3 ESA TS (s0il leachate) o] gt o] 2 fluxE A F33IA . 2AF 23 719 HF pH 4.39 2 445

72 Zhgof -4{7’ H* flux+ 0.34kmol. ha'e)lz, Y9} 559 28 9714 ol &(K*+, Na*, Ca?t,
Mg?*)9] fluxs= 1.6kmol, ha'2 7+$-2] 0.49 kmolc ha'2t} 3w B3k}, =33 £2(canopy leaching)el
ol3t 4714 o129 flux & 0.95kmolc ha'lZ 7% 23 H* fluxRt}t 2.88] Htem, He FHZA
A8 ot A Al AnEAT. EFEAA o2 F fluxe EYSA /]“-51531"“4 EY¥ ZF Ca
& proton A&H|¢] F4% A= ALt AAe] BEAegel dlg £2]oA Na, Ca E Mg LA W#
dA 9RZ wEHe FERG ANAZ FYE 2 de Fo] Bol AAA FAHH JY o, Ko B4 Fe
fluxE vepd,

FR0| : YUIR, 2R, EYHTS, SBE 8Y, BISA|

ABSTRACT

The fluxes of wet deposition(WD), throughfall(TF), stemflow(SF) and soil leachates were mea-
sured to understand base cation budgets on deciduous ecosystem impacted by acidic deposition
in the north-western part of Tomakomai in Hokkaido, Japan. The flux of H* for wet deposition
was 0.34kmol, ha! and the flux of base cation, K*, Na*, Ca?* and Mg?+, for throughfall plus stem-
flow was 1.6 kmolc ha, 3 times higher level than that for wet deposition. The flux of base cation
for canopy leaching(LI) was 0.95 kmolc ha-!, 2.8 times higher level than H* sources in wet depo-
sition. The major mechanism of H* consumption closely related to acidic neutralizing capacity of
canopy. The ionic flux for soil leachates from soil reservoir and proton consumption in soil was
dependent on soil chemical states and exchangeable Ca in soil had a major factor of H* consump-
tion. The base cation budgets on deciduous ecosystem showed positive balance for Na, Ca and
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Mg, while K was the negative value.
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A A Edege U], 4EH, EY a8l
I FHE oA = £EYAZ AHA W, gR=
HE] X450 GEIFoZ BHNLFS FAAT
HA 8§74 AHESE B3 e 33 F
8 A R ERE YRR S BYrlTe
a8t flux®, T7 224 YA W& S33
HA A FAHARLET A, YESAQY qhg
o 98 ol&xAL WalE wev 1 HBFoR G
-9 d¥e FHAN A, g3 AEHA Ui
(throughfal) 24 EUEW o2 Fojx|A Hx, o
He #2& g $31F (stemflow) 84 EYEYH
o =gdt olw £#e EYo fYHe BF
flux® Aloste F83 48&E dH(Matznere &
Meiwes, 1994: Shibata & Sakuma, 1996;
Draaijers et al., 1997. Roberton et al.,
2000).

Uit FUFE YA =8 AP EYAF
F(soil leachate) 2 YeiA WE-ZHEH A8 $/
O] ZES WEANUY. oW RAZF(0F), = EF W
A @ EY 249 ojeadykg @ AAd 9
olgF4 1A, @ "AE 2% {713, 71833
o FWtE = ol FeWd @ EY T8 T2
Eg3Tge o2z &S A Hi EF WE
fluxg Aloste $83% HEo|IG(Arthur &
Fahey, 1993). At A Ee] dFoz MM E A
7t JElhd ol &, ti7|2EE AHAE EFHYH
rR2Zo EAAA Ao uiMEA P FEE,
AUH(TF), $F(SF) 2 EGAFFe o] &4
o Z+ u R el ek o] 2 fluxel A Hdt= AEiAl
EAe 5T ou g 9Re) dad) 3 EdsE
HEE et d 83 A7 tldol Atk Liechty
et al., 1993. Matznere & Meiwes, 1994:
Draaijers et al, 1997).

A3 7dsteE 2 5E AUAR §95= proton flux
7t Al 22 Wl EE = fluxEo 2o proton
< EY ol 35 € Aol 1 AAE U4
Fol2EL EYC2RH AAHE flux?t #Y flux

w2t Aavd BEibgdslet K, Ca?t 9 Mgte] A
d@ge] HsA ot

YR x o] A FoljA 7229 pHY protone] F
ateFol thaiA el BEA ol YAsE= ghEe] Ba
Ha glov, a3le] B AHdslel 5o 2o
ol A% Jg v JErld et FUa A
© 47 E3ta k. o 9919 shiEA tharst AE
AN ZAE O Mg vind & de BA fluxel &
& 259 B&5& A A KRE S} S
KEB, 1990). & A7 A9 B biEB8u4
E XYooz B 883 (1978) 2 lw AHd ol
ek Aol g aFo] &3t FHo:e Hix
TNMEA S TR daFd TR Hxistn e A
He AAEA A8t . ofel sl EF-AE
Aol olm g 4t hE71%0] &3t s AR
FA3sta, ol F EHEA 3] Al AF-(wet
deposition), Yl¢, FUH 4 ELHA TS o]eHl
3t EAH F8 4714 gold gt o] fluxE &
Zalste] EAES $AE geotstaat st

Mz W Uy

1. DAY

ZALE 48 dLiBE Matel A8 sl Belx
Et FEE B HIMRAEHE(EY 42740 7
141°36") 9] Ydg€d s AAYA G| A o) Fo] g o
H, 8 $F& E3UF (Quercus mongolica var.
grosseserrata), &8 Y (Acer palmatum
Thunb)Z YE2EEE 1.340E ha', HIFF2
10.8m, BEF12 o] 13.4eme|Ui, EGEA L
Agetitetd el k2804 E(Andic Regosol :
Unesco, 1988), Typic Udipsamments(Soil
Taxonomy, 1990) &, E% pHE 5.3~6.2, 7lH|&
< 0.56~1.03g cm™®, EgY gtz EHF L
Table 13 #o] Egahi e st En&E 299
APAER] EYEALE 21 e, x84 ool 9]
FA & Ca?rolt},
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Table 1. Soil properties of deciduous forest in tomakomai of Hokkaido, Northern Japan

Exchangeable cation

. Depth pH BS

Horizon CEC
2 K 9

(cm) (H20) Ca Mg (cmol kg!)  N@ (%)

A 0~10 5.3 4.43 0.75 0.27 0.14 18.5 57

C 10~25 5.7 0.19 0.04 0.04 0.03 2.5 43

2AC 25~30 6.0 0.39 0.07 0.04 0.04 2.1 16

2C 30~72 6.2 0.12 0.03 0.04 0.04 1.2 22

CEC: Cation Exchange Capacity
BS: Base Saturation

N 42° 40’

E 142° 36’ .
Tomakomai

Figure 1. Location of study site
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(2) AIREM WY

AAZ AR gt A A WA FFS
% O YHE 250mide "ol AEAdz &
£ 4T Fxdd Rt pHe AFHe 9siA
NH:i. K*, Na*, Ca?*, Mg?*2 0.45¢m® mem-
brane filter2 <3k Fof NHy & 1=s e 9
A, K, Na*, Ca?*, Mg?*& A FFF=Ho
233kt CI, NO*, SO & Pore size 0.2¢mo
membrane filter2 <% ¥ Ion chromatogra-
phy(A020A047A; Toyo Roshi Kaisha Ltd) 2 &
AdAt. HCOzY %+ 0.02 NH:80,22 pH
43742 BAgste A7ME Ao} o2 HY AANEHIA
. EQAEA tisiA EY pHe 1:52 X8,
284 971 IN-ZAAEE(pH )22 323 %
AxREFFEHo g 233

=33
Feh Al g

gl

(3) Flux A2kt (kmol. ha)

A5 (WD) Q&M AR FF Zt o]
fluxEs WD(TF, ) = Z(Ci x P x 10®) & A4ts
At A7|A Cie 249 duifo &850 sle i
29 % (#mol, L), P A4 (mm)elth, ¢
(TF) ¢} #7HF(SF) el 23 o] flux® 749 &<
Wo W -3e Foto AU EG L ZRE
ol &1l & flux A4AWYH o Z Johnsond
Lindberg(1992)° 2% Cl A& A48l Hl &
Fo]l 2AHNUL, EGAFTS £ o] 2FE(p
mol L2 F3ld fluxE AAsiget. o1 4L o&
7}

A
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Flux(C) = C% EFAESF T 7% U@ 715
B ol2EE(umol, L) X EFY
&S (mm y') x 10°
= [(Cr9 483 flux(kmol. ha’
v + Crel 2434 flux(kmole
ha'! y1))/ C% ESAEST U CI
o 7tEH =) x 10°

EG W25

< -y

1. WD, TF, % SFOil /&t 0|2 flux

JE dpigEY WMiASHAA B5E G
(WD), 4 (TF) 2} $7t5(SF)e] pHS ol&x
Aol 3t 542 Table 29 Zon, 7% pHe 4.3
o2 pH 5.6 ol3te] I $E F8 o2& H", Na*
D Ca?t, 283 CI'sh SO7 olth. HY & 54.3 ¢
mol. L' 2 =7} 7HF ke, Hee® Ol
Na+, Ca2+3 807 wolvh. 2% dui§ ¥
F7HF0 o] & EAL vlwald dUl$o FFAA
pHE Ztz} 578 512 Z+E0}t %S, Na+,
Cl- ¥ NO3- & & Har} gldley K+& 14-17,
Ca2+09] 4-2, Mg2+ & 3, S042-°] 24} 3= 4
Al EaTh Qi $-9 FAF o|REAHCREE Ht &
A E A A gl X84 ol o] B F8t
o] ZH9-E FBES BIHA o2 B 29
317} o1t

dE JhiBEY BMEAEdE U VA BELAA
1982 K E] 1993W71A] #&3 F A HeA A%
T 7% 1,189mm, A¥H HEFE 988~
1.500mmel oy B A2 A
635mmz AH T A5 dst] 64~42%9]
Zo]th. Table 29 o] 545 WA 7244
gabsle] AR e 4 ol29] fluxE
A7 Table 322 Yepth, Z 98 FFHE o]
fluxe= H*°] 0.34kmol, ha! o]0z, %Fe]&(K*,

Na*, Ca?*, Mg?")<2 0.49kmol, ha', &°1(Cl,
NOs; SO7)e] 0.4kmol, hat! o]t} Foleo =
Na* © 0.25kmol. ha!, &°]&dA Cle] 0.28
kmol, ha! 2 g2 |25 BHo} M 453
=kt ZAA G H {3 42 HAE ¢
(1989~1992)91 0.24kmol, ha! y! 2t} & £
Koz, 998 A FElshe N0 SOF
o] B3z SOF 7F NO; Bt} €538 g2 7oz
vebdoh 28188 50 1 ojlel fd A =A
UeRd Na*t9t ClIm & AdAA dlgol 71 ol
EAe7] gl ARG L g dade Ue
E4& e

AU -9} £71Fol 28] ELo 2 FFEHE Fol
(K*, Na*, Ca®*, Mg?*) flux ¥2 1.6kmol, ha™
2 749-9] 0.49kmol, ha' B} 3u) A% E3t3, &
o] &(Cl", NO3, S0%) flux %2 0.48kmol, ha! &
Zr9t Aol BT, olF ol 2o tiFt flux ¥
FAFEDG U7 BT ole 39 Aol
A7 A3z Bolth Table 3¢ Yeld AE F8#E
3% 2 A$(WD)h & Alo] (TF +SF)eilA
ol&wgutgol ADE Wi o}, A9 THYLE
O GHAA o] 2mBNre 9 Y FoA o] 28¢,
@ EHANA o] 2F4, @ A7t e 71T T HH
ol Aol YW AAQEAEC] Ao o AEgd
EFE 7Y g3 AdA - 2 BAHE o2
< 49 e g WRdA o2 vhgol 2% F4
g +E FBREFOERE ol FUFEE JEdT
Table 39iA H*2 &(-) flux, T& o|2EL EF
F(+)9Y fluxE Heolz =, °lejg A= 3
Zol 9% H* 43S Jehlia oo £@Fo2
B 7244 & o] FIAHASE v ¥
dMe d3 719 Zdd AFH A LHL A
WRERE FHoR BY)Ho 424 d A5t §
e R710lR, otnlxsl Wil dl 'e3lE Bo 85
< 37171 3 HY# Sol2& F538ka, o4
o8 474 FoleEd £¥E ZT/MFIA HEH
(Johnson & Lindberg, 1992), ZA}A oA $£8#5

2
¥ [ e o

Table 2. Weighted average pH and ion concentration of wet deposition(WD), throughfall(TF) and stem-

flow(SF) during investigated period

H* K* Na* 2
ol a Ca

Mg?* NHi Cr NO3 SO+
(#mol. L)

HCOs

WD 4.3 54.3 4.6 39.0 25.7
TF 5.7 2.1 70.0 53.8 96.4
SF 5.1 8.3 82.7 41.4 55.0

23.6 64.8 53.4 3.1 28.5

8.2 16.7 43.6 3.1 15.8 14.7
128.6
19.5 16.0 40.2 4.7 37.4 39.8
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Table 3. Fluxes of wet deposition(WD),throughfall(TF)and stemflow(SF) during sampling period

Rain H* K* Na* Ca?* Mg?* NHi Cl NO3 SOF HCOs3
(mm) (kmol, ha™! period™)
WD 635 0.34 0.03 0.25 0.16 0.05 0.11 0.28 0.02 0.10 0.09
TF 549 0.01 0.37 0.29 0.49 0.15 0.34 0.28 0.02 0.16 0.63

SF 20 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00
A - -0.33 0.35 0.05 0.34 0.10 0.23 0.01 0.00 0.05 0.54

A = (throughfall + stemflow) - wet deposition

o &3A 8o o H' ol 2Hle 43s] & Je H, OF AdH ez 248 £ 0% F, DD = A
2 vehsitt olo #EE AT E Bl s 57 A7 Na*xWD/WDy,°ltt. 2le|X WD/WDn.& Z 7%

ttE2 370 A9 (Nakanomine, Adachinosawa, + Ul Na 559 23U &5 gle 7 o] 29 ]
Dorokawa)g] 7HEH|VHREEC AR dW$-, &g 9ugit},
7H59 H fluxe 22 0.24, 0.28, 0.35kmol; ha 919} o] Wi oz FA3 DD flux A=

12 7+3-9l AA7ZstEe HY flux @A R 0.59, Table 49t Zon DD fluxel 23 %ol &(K*,
0.67, 1.04kmol. halst F2| 2 o2 & o $3Zo Na*, Ca?*, Mg?*) %42 0.1kmol, ha!, &°]&(Cl

A &4% H*S Z+7} 0.35, 0.39, 0.69 kmol, ha! . NO;, SO?%) %€ 0.12kmol. ha'2 WD} v ws)

2 ZAEA =Y GEES) i 28F,1999). o]& & % A Zkz} 5el e} 3ul AL <ol ar, Fol2olAM Na*,

AbA| ¢k v wdhH | v RX] G E A HY flux 4L % Ca?*, -go|&lA CI', SOf°] ¥o} 4% o] &4

A Hbdo| f#RZFdM HY FF4&2 Tomakomai & £ k9o Aol BUJt Adke]qtt,

ddo] vz e AYgFdRth gt 9 A3 Zo] DD/} FAHAY] WE F8F &
EH(LI)-& Table 394 EAISo] 3l& AdA DD &

2. Canopy leaching(LI) flux2] &3 = N7 A2 F Ak 71 AE Table 45t 2

o @ f9dA ol flux ¥ 0.95kmol,

AU (TH & 1/ (SH e §4888(WD), 2 hat & 7492 ol fluxst ¥imal 28] &k =,
AEHE(DD) 2 F£#E $L(LDE o] Fojxy, Z4$-of 2] H+ $-8}% B oF 2,88 =& Fold
DD} LI+ 7% |9l 84 ¥ (A)o] €0 & o K9 Ca?*42 7tz} 0.34, 0.31kmol. ha'2
Aoz ¥HsW DD + LI = (TF + SF) - WD7 ol & flux®] 68%E ASATH - A% Bl CI
#Ho waid o714 DD 42 4 + o9 LI & Hrol A7 ool 2d} X#=o] gHdr] F57t
45 A sled, DDE F33e $HORE Nao| A gojut 74 folt}.
2 o]&Hu o]Ro] AHZ AAIHE AL FHelA
£5EE Na 4& FAE F=2 A4 59 Na 5% 3. EYESE 20 WR pH ¥ 0|25E
7} ¥7) gEelm, DD @ 2524 #3d o)
fluxe 2ol $AEHoln, @ A Wl Nare A A x4 A OFell M CE7HA] AF T ESAF
o) RAFAcgzRE Filstn, @ AAHAE W ol 49 g4 pHS} o] 5% E Table 59 Zth, B3
248 7% ol&xAT A Fsitka sHE st =49 B pHE 03(pH 5.4)22%¢ C% (pH

Table 4. Fluxes of dry deposition(DD) and canopy leaching(LI)

K* Na* Ca?* Mg?* NHi Cr NO3 SOF

(kmol, ha™' period™)
DD 0.01 0.05 0.03 0.01 0.02 0.08 0.01 0.03
LI 0.34 0.00 0.31 0.09 0.21 -0.02 0.00 0.02

LI = A - DD, A = (throughfall + stemflow) - wet deposition
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Table 5. Weighted average pH and ion concentration of O, A and C horizons
pH H* K* Na* Ca** Mg»* NH; CI NO; 80j HCO; PO}
{pmol, L'Y)

0 54 41 1035 63.8 280.1 361.7 33.0 581 602 405 71.2 3.7

A 5.8 7.9 672 1155 146.2 453 34 350 325 393 806 0.6

C 6.1 0.8 87.6 191.9 1595 47.3 3.8 40.1 319 438 160.0 0.8
6.1)2271A HAHoz FIEIAT. ol FENA 7 5kl B4 2A W9 Cl §EFL AR @
Fol 2] A% Na' & A BE o] &L 03N eoe Hgdtel wEsReE FA e o ol &€t

= 2728 .

71 ET A, CEFAM ZLAEAT A% CE e
CZol b &t Sol&9 ¢ HCOE A3
FE O|REL Yol FUF AFE el
Na* ¢} HCOz2 OFHt} 3134 F71etsict.
EYET o) &F e thokgr Wl tlste] By
Ed vixle EY W A8 979 &S nFe
7] A&t B FEFAd EAd= K+, Ca?t ¥
Mgt & o] 224 100% =2 st Ztt o th3l B9
A Fe] o] £ZAN & Figure 29 Zo] vl ¥43}
Atk Figure 2004 Zb&o o3l o] &2AHE= g
A e Mgt & O0FA 322 7Aool
omn, Ca2*& OFo|M Mg2rEo} tha yglon &
Fo= 7}HA Frtetnt. Krel A% 0FolA 7H%
@k, A%k CEFolA Ca?t st #o| Frtatdont,
Ca? 3 vlw s A o} vt Frhgolqin). whelr] z}
FoA A ELH TS o] 247 Table 594 2t o
LEEE Y8 W ESFM EFYESF UZE 2§
Hol vee Ao ol 23 A¥L Caclddl
th ole Mol AR Ee & u|LEE A
CaZt F4¥22 FA5 ] 7] df&elv(Table 1),
tkgn| e vk EA5 2 e EY F Cad
ESES o2z o & J3g niaja ge Ao
2 AeA W2 Y8 E portond] thEt Ca-X8&
& g F Aoz waEn

4. E49| O|2HiE flux 3

EGH TS o3t o] 2 £22 A S
A9 FAEA AEAle AL Ao s 8
g 891 F st Eo) 2 o] K E ol €0
712HEe] fFgRY Ay o]l fdFd #&
2] Aot MejAlZRE] 7AHm, il A
T 529 Ao|WE o &2 A 234
7] WjFolt}t. olel gt EAEE A5 ofddle YA
Eokdd f€HE ol fluxE FASA =9,
Johnson¥} Lindberg(1992)¢] Cl 21L& 113 7}

O o84 E wEFH =((ClI'Y 45834
flux(kmol, ha™ y') + ClI'e] dAEH flux(kmol,
ha' y1))/ CF EXAES W Oy 71587 §5)
x 10° 3 Atk B AfoME o9} Po] wEFHE
FAHE o 2T o], CF EYLESF F i
3 7 E At o] 2F T (#mol. L) x EGY wjE5
F(mm y) x 107, o|2HZE fluxE FH3IMY. &
% AFE Table 63 2o, olo] gt 7|4 ool
€ fluxe 0.44kmol, ha'elft}. % Na*o]
0.17kmol, ha' & 7} ®stew, 1 t}& Ca?*
0.15kmol, ha!, K&} Mge 742 0.087F 0.04
kmol, ha'e]®t}. Na*9] 2§ WDsF DDE AEiA
2 fSlHE o] e £8 oleErY 953 &%
i, 2 298 dgesRy fug Ao EYTA
EFEREH £89% Aoldn ol sriE odd.
Table 1914 AAIF Az} o] AR} Bk B0
2 284 ol &L Na' 7t 7FF B §50]7] u &

60

50

Ratio

TF+SF o} A

K+Ca+Mg=100%

BK ®Ca OMg N

Figure 2. Composition of K+, Ca?, Mg?* in
throughfall(TF)+stemflow(SF) and soil
leachates(O, A and C horizons)
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Table 6. Base cation budgets in soil-forest system

K Na Ca Mg

(kmol, ha period™)
WD 0.03 0.25 0.16 0.05
DD 0.01 0.05 0.03 0.01
SL 0.08 0.17 0.15 0.04
AN -0.03 0.13 0.04 0.02

= (WD + DD) - SL

WD: Wet deposition, DD: Dry deposition, SL: Soil leachate from C horizon

E] o] 2u & fluxl A 71 £& 5§ B2 Na*
E A 289 g9lez Aze 4 glvh. A
Na*& A 9J3lH EF U 284 o] F Ca?*ol 7t
& =& F£Fo|th Table 694 A AHAZ B4 H
g3t 2o EAAA A BT wiRA=A A
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