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Relationship between modern tree phytolith assemblages and tree composition
in lucidophyllous forests in the southern part of Miyazaki Prefecture
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Abstract Understanding the relationship between tree phytolith composition and vegetation is indispensable for
the reconstruction of past forest vegetation by phytolith analysis. To examine the relationship between modern
tree phytolith assemblages and the compositon of lucidophyllous forests in the southern part of Miyazaki Prefec-
ture, we studied six types of phytolith, i.e., Quercus subgen. Cyclobalanopsis type, Castanopsis type, Distylium
type, Lauraceae type, Pinaceae type, and Sabiaceae type, derived from leaves of major tree species in these forests.
Concentration of Quercus subgen. Cyclobalanopsis type and Castanopsis type phytoliths in modern assemblages
reflected the dominance of Quercus subgen. Cyclobalanopsis and Castanopsis species in the study sites. Occur-
rence of Lauraceae type and Sabiaceae type phytoliths in modern assemblages corresponded to the distribution of
Litsea acuminata and Meliosma rigida in the study sites, respectively. Pinaceae type phytoliths tended to appear in
secondary lucidophyllous forests with Pinus trees. Distylium type phytoliths in modern assemblages concentrated
highly in the study plots including those without Distylium racemosum trees. The exceptional abundance of Di-
stylium type phytoliths in modern assemblages implied an overestimate of Distylium trees by phytolith analysis.
Key words: community type, lucidophyllous forest, modern phytolith assemblage, southern part of Kyusyu, tree
phytolith

&L &I TEREICBIT 2 W O DA HRRBIREINTED (Twiss

TEYEERE A (opal phytolith) 1384 2RI k> T et al, 1969 ; 3T - #3l, 1986 ; Mulholland & Rapp,
HENDD, FERDMETIETRICA FRHEYIERICLS  1992), B BKOHBFES THoI e —HTHS I,

NLERAEINER I, @EoMAEETICRHAINTE, —77, BIRICHET 2 EERAIC OV TO LB ORED D

iU A A EHEYI S S ISR R R A PET A 2 DA T, b (B2 Geis, 1973 ; Piperno, 1988 ; Bozarth, 1992 ;

' T 606-8522  HUABHTACHIX FHEEARNT 1-5 HURIRSL R AR B RSB
Graduate school of Agriculture, Kyoto Prefectural University, 1-5 Hangi-cho, Shimogamo, Sakyo-ku, Kyoto 606-8522, Japan
> T 880-0916 Hii AFHALEHH 1016 IR B IR AL 35 522 A%
Miyazaki Agricultural Senior High School, 1016 Kasugada, Tsunehisa, Ohaza, Miyazaki 880-0916, Japan
T 889-2192  EIRHIEERIATLAVE 1-1  FIRAAEL
Faculty of Agriculture, Miyazaki University, 1-1 Nishi, Gakuen-kibanadai, Miyazaki 889-2192, Japan
YT 880-0924 iR HIEREI S 5227-34
5227-34 Koh, gujibun, Miyazaki 880-0924, Japan



4 Rl AR St

F14E H1e

Kealhofer & Piperno, 1998), JEHLS 112 Hlg (A I3HEY)
DR LI ZED H 2 Z LS I N T
W3, HARICOH T 2ROERAKICOWTIE, #2136
Mo CiRBINZ W2 2 FROBIRZIZU®, v~
7 B 7 T RO H R e & IRTERAR 2 MR T 5 A
DD, HHIEHAESI TERIAR P RO L 22 5=
P EB O IEG e Lic, WHE R RBIVREZ RO EER
ORI N T2
1981 ; #21L, 1999 ; EBEIZ>, 2003), 0D &9 iRl
RO A Z W7 E L2l (1999) 1%, [HIER
B & T REVIEERRR T 24T\, BN BT 2 IioKIn
DU D MR EERI R D FOBBFLIC DWW TRET L 7z, £72, ol
E2> (2004) (X EEERHRIE OB A % v GRE O IITE
WESHEEB R D BRAZIC O W TIRE L7, &9 LAFZEIC &
D, WEYTEERE AT AT OSBRI O ST TERIR &\ o 7o AR E
LD L THIRERZRMETE L 2 LRI NT
W5,

ETAD, MR OHEMAR A R, B ISR
RS 24 2 BHMIEY £ R TR ) Dz, HEEY)
R OBIARERIFEER A D S HEE SN AR, A R FRHEYR
TRDEERERD S HEE SN B A AR TE RN E M FE
fiiE N A REESTER I N T3 (1L, 1999 ; Takachi
et al., 2001), ZD7®, HEREYIHH OBIAEIFEERS AFH K
2O E DML 2 HEE T 5 7 dI2i3, BHED AR

% S L T us 2 R JE T ORI IR A DML 2 F5 X,

7. .M m
Kloshiki-dake
c

Koshiki-dake

T

\ Vare

GIERE - FBH, 1978 ; Wik - ©7 A,

FEEEOREAE L DOMICEI R Z R L T B3 H 5,

Fg LR O MYEERR AL & A & DX ERIfRIC OV
T, TNFETIIDHBLOPOHENR SN S (Bozarth,
1993 ; Fredlund & Tieszen, 1994 ; L, 1998 ; Prebble
et al., 2002 ; Bremond et al., 2004), T (1988) |
AR HLD S h O RV R AR 2 J X, R
#ﬁ#ﬁé T ELHFMEEE T ICBWT, THEESARE B R

T SESEIR OB RS S 5 2 E 2B S DT
L,:h%uﬁﬁ?%ﬁi&ﬂﬁ?%:&%%%bfm%
L2 L, HROFMEA 23R E LT, FHfllciifEIns
ffitE &, RIGAIIEP OB AR & DRIISIC DWW TR L
TWFRIE RS, A & o BRI Z BB fRIZ D
TUIAZ R\,

Z ORI TR, EIR R IR T 5 RZERR &
ZOMRBREL LT A2 YBEBL TR EMTE MR E
LT, MARIHE & RIG 1B DY 1T 2 i TiT W,
T S B AR IR IR A & IR IR & D TIGEIFRIZ D\
THRRT L 72,

FAEHOHE
P, EIRER AR R AR 7 4 — L R R
REMEL Y —HEF 74—V F (D88, HEF 74— F
EMER) k, EIFEZ DT OBEICHIE T ZEED 2 H
W<hs (Fig. 1), HEF7 41— iz 4 »Fio7ay b
(Q1,Q2,C1,C2 7muy b), Wilkicik 1 »Fio 7y b (P

85 Fig. 1 Location of study sites. Map of the Tano
: MU field site is based on topographic map “Tano for-
est science station” published by Field Science
Center, Miyazaki University, and that of Koshiki-
dake site is based on 1:25,000 scale topographic
map “Karakuni-dake”, Geographical Survey Insti-

tute of Japan.
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Tuavy ) ZFEL, iEriTo% (Fuy MAlR&7Tay
FNCHEEAZBIO B4 OB 2 ), KNI
BELA70y FOKEZIZ15x20m TH 3,

FHEF 7 ¢ — b F 135 I UL o IR S FH B T D AL BB I Az L
R E L Z 100 ~ 300 m TH 5, FFEHAIRIE 16.5°C,
FFEHRoKkEIE 2800 mm &, RIEZWAKETICH S,
ML, ANTHRDANE A 72 4 Castanopsis sieboldii
2V 754 Castanopsis cuspidata DR AR E,
Zu Y Quercus salicina A 54 B> Quercus gilva,
INF Y Quercus hondae EH> 5 7% 5 7 R EMRT,
ZDIZE A EDHYIMEARENNE I S AN, — AT A
BLITHYT 2 (FIRERSAHEFEE A, 1998), HEF 7 4 —
LVETHEZT> M (Q1, Q2, C1, C2 7wy )
TN bFaIALTED, Bilflicbz->Tkki L <
Ny —PFINTEEEZ 6N S, Q1 7'ay MIRHH
T ORRERI T, JE 2 IO HERT T 2 AR NI ERIE L
720 Q2 7’0y NI OREMERM T, TIEDPEIR THER
LR TWEATNICREL %, Cl 7uy b 2FRE L 2 DI
R B LD BREBOMINT, MUZAXPT A~y
HEDNLMHICHEN, 7vy FNE X BT 25712
B7 A=Y EEZ NS Y FHEHEB Ot REREF b 7% -
Twi, C2 7'ay FFRERBOPLPEMN D H 2557 IR
LB PNICERE L 72 (Table 1),

b9 1 DA TH 2HIHIE, BEILFROIERICES
M7z, B 13014 m oKD TH %, IITHEANED
P RIIERY 9.6°C, FRIFEKEIZF 4000 mm T, £E
E 1100 m ZEIC LT By 7 % — 7 FREEE 2 83 KAL
T27F 0 7AW, THICan sy ¥ —€ IfESA
A X =7V uNTHEDRLT 5% 7Y% 7 F A
DIEH B (W%, 2004), 2 TOFEIFHFHAHTH OB
{840 m HRICHZE T 2865 (P 70y P IcBW»TT-
7z (Table 1), FHEHAE DELE A IMEL: 1E A > IR D A
A Fx—uovad v HRICHY T3 EZ N5, Bl

Table 1 Description of study plots

VX7 A=Y Pinus densiflora 2w 70 3EAE LT
MEERT 2 Rk L e>Tw 5,

RHRAER L OO AE

FEMRTNICERE LA 7my FZ Lz, BAROHBKZE
ARG 12O DOMETEE, AR A X2/ 27-0DHAR
FAEZIT- 7, MERT MY IEEE GiRkiEd,
1985) Ick2%, ¥, 7oy FNOAEDOBIEIX S %2 1T
W, FEWTEBEEOR I EAEER, BXOREZ LI
L7 OBE (BB OER G v) S (B
B OTLEE) OMEE T2, BAFAETIX, 7uy FA
WCHBLL 72 EERS (DBH) 5 cm DL Eo2kiffiz ii5 e
L TS ERRDOMIE 21T 5 72,

R EERG (R o AT FH o 26 LAk, &7 vy FNZ
SmEED Ay > 2 XYY, 221 TEL 12Oy 7
7ay b ZNFNOHRYE» S 1T ORI 72, £Et
BRHI AR RO ) ¥ —Z R @ htkE (A0 JEo F g
~HE) #oEl, mZ25 cm DfE+LE (50 cc) 2H
WICEEIRL 72,

g SR & OB R o 3R (1976) 12
DE, UTOFIHETITo%, £7, k% 105°CT 24 IFf
Mz S 25, ROTHAEGRNY 2 ¢ Z2FFE L, X~y
72 VETORAL (550°C, 6 ) 1C X 2 A HEY LB %
79, 208, k1 giox UCERKN 40 pm D4 7 A
v — R 30 TG 2T %, few s TEE K (80 w,
20 kHz, 15 min) 2 X 250kt orik, YobEUBRIC X 267
BB ZIT, RBZRIE5BA A4y F2E AR
LCHSEA 7L 87 — P 2R L 7o, BREEICiE 100 %5 % 7%
13 200 5 DA ST 2 Vs, 77 2 — @Bt 400
ML Fic7e 2 2 &2 HEUCEBL 72,

B, BEIE (1976) ICfiE->TRIELIE 1 g b b D
BAEEEREEBL, YAV 7 702K L7, ¥, &
7ay b oSN EIARRFEERBEOSEERICOWVT,

Plot Q1 Q2 C1 2 P
Slope aspect N30E S20E N60OE S10W S
Inclination (°) S 10 S 15 2
Area (m?) 300 300 300 300 300
Tree layer height (m) 25 25 20 18 24
coverage (%) 85 90 95 95 70
Subtree layer height (m) 16 17 12 8 15
coverage (%) 50 30 30 60 90
Shrub layer height (m) 7 7 4 4 6
coverage (%) 30 40 15 30 30
Herb layer height (m) 0.5 0.4 0.3 0.4 0.6
coverage (%) 40 40 N 2 1
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7ay METOEZRN T 270 DMEZIT> 72, BEIC
1%, 37 B 7 ey oI N ERBRARICO W
Tl Scheffe Ik X 2L HEIKHER, 2 yFio7ay b
226 DA SN HIR AR OV T t BuEZ V7,

BIARERERADO A
AiFFeTH 2 BIARRIFERR IO WX, BHEOMR
WA T, FEREL AT T2 T ELBHOED »
ﬂg% &L CHEVIEER A IEAR 2 (L, 206 LR 52
WX DR T2,

1. BIERRICED KBARERERADIE

il (1999) 1%, FEIUNCAEE T 2 F 572 BB
B Z RNRE LT, BEARELVLVTHESNS 45
DREYEEBRATZREIC OV TR L T 5, Thbb, HHIE
BIROPTHEEHLE LD LT VRO LEY T TP %
G A g Castanopsis \CHK T BEERA L, WU S BEG
fEE 7% %7 A H i Quercus subgen. Cyclobalanopsis
&4 A/ X)& Distylium, % L CIRIEBMERBREOF T
BRI M DR 7 A/ X F} Lauraceae ICHIR T %
fi@&ﬁi“(%% Z DA, WEEBMITICAET TR E LT

%, :)\1‘7“’2%)&? %V )& Pinus 75 £ D=V ¥l Pinaceae
ﬁ*@ ORI R TREOHB AR INTHS
(Kondo et al 2002 ; EEIE DY, 2003),

ZGRI7\y N EFGEL WIS, RO Z
g 2EEEFT L CTE D, FEEITIGT 2 BARZE
SlRkDIEEEZ L B S iz, 7272 L 20T,
7 A7 FRHC OO, FEHNICAEE T2 7 (Table 2)
DI, NYNY )X Litsea acuminata 7>5 DHHI S 4
Teo 2D, SHOHFHEHICRIVUE, ZORIOBEBARIL
NYURNY) ) XA Rb DO EEZ NS, LoL, HAIZ
BEHT 27 A XBROEERBEICOWTUI R iEofrb
NTV3EFFAT, I (1999) 1<k 2 EB AR OZH

SROBMNVBLETH S, ) LI Ez2iF AR
ZETIE, NUNY ) IR EEZEZ N HREE, kY
BH 7 A/ B Lauraceae type & L, Z Dftho I 3Ek}
IR DOHEEAZ > A J@H Castanopsis type, 7 7177 g
I Quercus subgen Cyclobalanopsis type, £ X/ X &
Distylium type \Z38 L7z, $£7, =V FHEIRICHR S %
gk %, <V FPH Pinaceae type & L7z,

2. 77 7%F|8 Sabiaceae type EEEL{A

R U 2 BIAREIREERR A D132y, JHAE 7 vy PNICER
THEED I B, 77 7% Fl Sabiaceae ICJBT 52 ~vE Y
Meliosma rigida DIEGhD 6, T E TIZEEBID 2\
ik TR 2 TERE & FE D BRI IR M S itz TERER

14k H1e
a b
C
d

€

f
204 m
|

Fig. 2 Phytolith morphotypes extracted from modern as-
semblages. — a: Quercus subgen. Cyclobalanopsis type, b:
Distylium type, c: Castanopsis type, d: Lauraceae type, e:
Pinaceae type, f: Sabiaceae type.

CARRIRE 7T Bk T, BRI RIS 2>\ M H AR D
BRoNS (Fig. 2), COBEIR, chFTlBEsnT
WABIAREDEADOTTIZEZ L VR GAfE - ET7 Ay,
1981) DBHDITEDS, Y7 DG SN 2 H#
A1 100 pm Hifg & R E L, MEHROBDIEF /NS S
PVEVSHEEPSEZLVRIOBD EIZRITSE
DHEETH B, 72721, BRERITIRFE—RIN T kst
DAY %720, BT TOZEIT->TEST, AW

TIR7T T 7 X RS AR E L T,

Z A, FEHNICIZZ S OBENETL TR Y, B
DM S LS M ORE» S, 2o D—IBICHEEMAE
PEBETIBEND S Z EBHSNIZRoTWS, Ll,
205 DRI REINRES AR 2 b ON% L, 7
FE ORAIRHICIR S T4  DRRFIC BB L TH EN T
L7 E, BRI CIIRIREZRE T 2 2 L0 WEETH %
ZEDD, AR TIEOFRRE L Tk,

1. AEMOIESE

70y MIBLL 72 RAMEY DB - FEE % Table 2
12, FAEOHNRE L BARRITERRE DRI & 7%
2RO MRS (basal area) ¥ X OVHsiibmifE b
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Table 2 Coverage and sociability of woody plants in each plot

Family Species Japanese name Q1 Q2 C1 Cc2
Aceraceae Acer mono var. marmoratum AZYHhITT . . 21
Acer rufinerve TUNTHLTT 2-1
Apocynaceae Anodendron affine PAXHRF + .
Trachelospermum asiaticum TAABRT + + +
Aquifoliaceae Ilex buergeri A EF + + + +
Ilex chinensis FTFEA X + . + .
Ilex goshiensis VIrEF . +
Ilex integra ®F/F + + +
Ilex macropoda TANY . . .
Araliaceae Dendropanax trifidus VAN +
Caprifoliaceae Lonicera hypoglauca ¥¥F=vFY + .
Celastraceae Celastrus orbiculatus YL XERF . . .
Cornaceae Aucuba japonica TA* +2 1.2 1-1 + .
Swida controversa IA¥ . . . . 1-1
Helwingia japonica INFA DY + + + .
Daphniphyllaceae Daphniphyllum macropodum 2 RAYN . . . 1-1
Daphniphyllum teijsmannii EXZ YN + + + + .
Ebenaceae Diospyros kaki EAS . . + .
Diospyros morrisiana ERb s + + +
Elaeagnaceae Elaeagnus glabra VA + + +
Elaeocarpaceae Elaeocarpus japonicus anNVEF + + + +
Ericaceae Vaccinium bracteatum ey y iR . + . +
Euphorbiaceae Antidesma japonicum Yereny . . . +
Fagaceae Castanopsis sieboldii* AFTIA 2-1 55 2-1
Castanopsis cuspidata™ V7L +2 + . 4.3
Lithocarpus edulis 2TNTA + . + .
Lithocarpus glabra SVTARY . . +
Quercus acuta™ TAIT* . .
Quercus gilva* AFATT* . 1-1
Quercus glauca® TIhYE 1-1 + + +
Quercus hondae* INFHHT 21 5-4 . . .
Quercus salicina® voyany 3-2 . 2.1 2-1
Hamamelidaceae Distylium racemosum™ AR X * 3-2 44 2.2
Illiciaceae Hllicium anisatum TF I . + 2-2
Lardizabalaceae Stauntonia hexaphylla AN .
Lauraceae Cinnamomum japonicum XY7=virA + + + 1-1
Litsea acuminata*® SNYNY )X F . + . .
Litsea coreana A3/ Fx + + +
Neolitsea aciculata A XHY +2 + +2 + 2-1
Neolitsea sericea ruasyE . + + .
Machilus japonica RYNET + + + .
Machilus thunbergii 57 )% 3-2 +2 + 1-1
Magnoliaceae Magnolia obovata A . . . .
Moraceae Ficus erecta A2 + + +
Maclura cochinchinensis var. gerontogea HAYH L . . +
Myricaceae Myrica rubra YvEE . +
Myrsinaceae Ardisia crenata 2vYavy . + .
Ardisia japonica Y7ayy . +2 +
Ardisia pusilla yagy 2:2 1.2 +2
Maesa japonica A RXEvYay + + .
Myrsine seguinii TAIVIFNF + .
Myrtaceae Syzygium buxifolium Vv . +
Oleaceae Ligustrum japonicum FAIEF + + + + 1-1
Pinaceae Abies firma* E'IF . . . .
Pinus densiflora™* TACY * 4-3
Tsuga sieboldii* VA
Podocarpaceae Podocarpus macrophyllus A 22X + + .
Proteaceae Helicia cochinchinensis YeENY . . 1-1
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Table 2 (continued)

Family Species Japanese name Q1 Q2 C1 C2 P
Rhamnaceae Berchemia magna A e At . . . . 1-1
Rosaceae Prunus jamasakura Ye¥s7 . . . . +
Prunus spinulosa DIV 74 + + . + .
Rubus buergeri 73453 + + +
Rubiaceae Dammnacanthus indicus f. microphyllus EXTYRYY + 12 .
Damnacanthus macrophyllus EVE VA . . +
Gardenia jasminoides Vi avaid +
Lasianthus japonicus NYS/F + . +
Lasianthus japonicus f. satsumensis VANV S . + + +
Uncaria rhynchophylla L E . + . .
Rutaceae Zanthoxylum ailanthoides AFTAYF v ay . .
Skimmia japonica Trer¥s + . +
Sabiaceae Meliosma rigida* Yy * 1-1 2-1 + 1-1
Schisandraceae Kadsura japonica ErvhRT + + . .
Schisandra nigra SONA
Staphyleaceae Euscaphis japonica v R4 +
Styracaceae Styrax japonica d/% +
Symplocaceae Symplocos glauca TIANS + + + +
Symplocos lucida VarE s + + +
Symplocos myrtacea NA )X . . . .
Symplocos theophrastiifolia N AL . + . +2 .
Theaceae Camellia japonica Y 7Y NF 1-1 . + 2-1
Camellia sasanqua FF A 1-1 + . 1-2 .
Cleyera japonica Thx + . + + 2.1
Eurya japonica tgh¥ + + 2:2 +2 2-2
Ternstroemia gymnanthera Evay . . + + .
Thymelaeaceae Daphne kiusiana avav /¥ . . +
Verbenaceae Callicarpa japonica LY FXT . . +

* Species that produce identifiable phytoliths used in this study

(relative basal area) % Fig. 3 1o L7z, MumWimsELL i,
BBt OMERHEOGEHEZ, 72y PNIZE VTR
AR 2 MIE U 72 2 o g s TS O A E MBI N % b
TELEZODTH 3,

Ql 7uy FTIE, "I2ubToNTIATREDTH
AYHigE, YABODAYIAIMAT, 72 XFD%
7"/ % Machilus thunbergii DMEEATH -7, Z DA, #
231 (1~10%) BLETHofEci, 127 %Y
N av Y Ardisia pusilla, Y=Y, ¥ 7Y% Camellia
japonica, V> A Camellia sasanqua RSN 72, 30T
WRE T BRI AL EET 28R, LAL7
AATHEESABDIZD, A A FXBDAR//FE, 7
7 7XRDOY 2704 SHREPEFTL T, BTHT
AN T HEOMEMTIHELLD 41.7% b &L, Y AEd
23.5% & HRINE CIBAEL TV, —JF, A A/ F LY~
EvoOlEEiEELL I F I F 1 3.8%, 22% E T AN TR
B A IR TR o 72,

Q2 7’ay FTRENTFT AT DBRHBEAT, £ FAH
RT7IACHRET DR ET AL HESBD TS, F

7o, YeETBHHIKING B o, ZOMEEE 1M Eo
itz lE, 74 ¥ Aucuba japonica Y NaAIY, X7
V) R4 ¥ Damnacanthus indicus f. microphyllus 73R &
Nz, BB EOREBREE Lk Eito 7 a v illiE e v
REVIZ, YABEMAL 3SEHIEBL i, I
SOHRTIET AN HED RS BT, MWt
96.8% £ ELOTHVEEZ R LTz, ZOMlY~<E Y D
WA HEDY 3.3%, & A JBIFMIETERE S cm DU T O ks
bIhIcR NI,

Cl 7mvy FTlE, AFIADNIUTHEMIMTELL Tz,
ZDfth, #E1L EOBREICIE T A XY ¥ Eurya
japonica BNRSNTz, FHINRE % 28I, A EDIZ
WICTAATHEBDT AL, 7R FED )N Y
¥, 77 7XBovee v 3 gEENEELTED, W
TR A B TiRbE L, 93.3% L EDLOTRHET
Hote, YABUNDTHERZ TR TIEERES cm U
DRI RSN T,

C27uy bTlE, VIIPARRIPAL Lol A
BT, A R/ XL 6N, Zofh, #E 1M E
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Quercus
j Castanopsis Meliosma rigida
(m¥/ha) subgen. Cyclobalanopsis D g
35.07 _ 68.57
40.00 1 80.00 60
(96.8) (933) MOTaas
] ] @253
< | 24.76 60.00 | L[] - 0.96
8 30.00 (41.7) 42.57 1.20 (1.4)
= (63.9)
% 2000 40.00 | 0.80 |
- 653 672 13.98
10.00 | (9.8) (8.8) 20.00 [ (23.5) 0.40 +
<Scm |_| |_| |_| <Scm <5c¢m
0.00 1 1 1 1 1 0.00 1 1 000 1 1 1 1
Q1 Q2 (i C2 P Ql Q2 C1 cC2 P Q1 Q2 cC1 2 P
Pinaceae Distylium racemosum
50.00 41.03 5.00 3.91
(53.9) (5.9)
40.00 ] 4.00 —
30.00 3.00 | 227
(3.8)
20.00 2.00 f
10.00 | 1.00 0.25
(0.3)
0.00 1 1 1 000 1 1 1 1 '_l 1
QI Q2 CI C2 P Ql Q2 C1 C P

Fig. 3 Basal area (m’/ha) of selected tree taxa and species (DBH > § cm) that produce identifiable phytoliths in each plot. Nu-
merals in parentheses show relative basal area (%) in each plot.

iz ooaley 7 /%, Y<EHh Y Helicia cochin-
chinensis, Y=Y, YV ANR SN, HEEZ MG
ToAL LT, 7AFCHiES, A48 Yery,
AR XD 45EREBE N, PTh YA JBONEHTIRT
a3 63.9% bz m L7z, Z0fth, 7AHH T
&, A /%, Y~EvOlEWiELsZnzin 9.8%,
5.9%, 1.4%TH-o7z,

P70y b TR7ASYBIROEATH 7D, AR/
v ovuly, 2IUNYHIT Acer rufinerve, £ %
YALT Acer mono 72 &, #E 1L LOBEDLLHAS
Nz, DHNRERBBRE LT, ThA-YEREL<Y
Rolzh, 7AACHiE, AR/ XEDA R XD 358
HrRonl, Z2nond b, < Blo ke Wbt ss
539% LibEl, 207 AL g, A A/ XEVZ
NFN 8.8%, 0.3%TH-o7-,

2. BIRERERAOHFRR

FJE LD S SN BIARRIFEERR 2 Fig. 2 1R L
7eo o, 70y MTBT 2BAREEBREOGHREL
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Fig. 4 Concentrations (10’ grains/g) and percentages (%) of tree phytolith from modern assemblages. Each row shows concen-
trations and percentages in each subplot. Scale for the concentration of Distylium type is one tenth of those for other types.

Percentages of phytolith are based on total tree phytolith counts.
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Fig. 5 Concentration of tree phytolith from modern assemblages of each plot. Mean (10° grains/g) and standard deviation
are shown. Values with different letters are significantly different from each other (Pinaceae type: t-test, P < 0.05; other taxa:

Scheffe’s F-test, P < 0.05; Lauraceae type is excepted).
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