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Synopsis 
As the reason of occurring of the Pieris japonica (Thunb.) D. Don on various habitats 

characterized with each emvironmental codition, it's thinkable that it correspondents to conditions 
sensitive. We studied about its survival strategy for difference of landform that are ridge and slope 
in Mt. Amag. After that we found differences among their treeform. At the ridge it was single 

stem with tall and thick, on the other hand at the slope it was plural stems with short and thm 
though the volume of an individual was almost same. It means these differences of treeform were 

B the survive strategy of Pieris japonica for different disturbances. Namely at the ridge it possess 

ability of compete by large stem, and at the slope it possess tolerance for disturbance by plural 

stem with sprouting. 
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Fig. 1. Flowers of Pieris japonica Fig.2. Inner aspect of a forest floor of 
beech forest with Pieris japonica 
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Fig.3. Key map of Mt. Amag. 
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Table 1. Size differences of Pieris japonica between ridge and slope 

Ridge Slope Significance 

Individual density (individual/a) 6.56 4.7 1 
Average volume (m3/individual) 0.05 f0.04 0.04 f 0.05 N. S. 
Average height (m) 4.37 k1.18 3.1 9 f 1.38 p <O.O 1 
Average dbh (m) 0.1 1 AzO.03 0.08 k0.04 p <O.O 1 
Number of sprouts in an individual (No./individual) 1.08 k0.28 1.73 f 0.84 p <O.O 1 

N. S. : Not significance 
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Fig.6. Difference of treeform between ridge and 
slope. 
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Contour interval is 1 m 
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