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Recurrence and prevention of bark-stripping after thinning in Chamaecyparis obtusa plantation
damaged by bark-stripping
Ryusei HARAGUCHI!, Kazuya OMURA!, Takeshi CHISHIMA > Michihiro TAKANO!, Michio SAIKI, and Kota KIMURA?

1, The University of Tokyo Chichibu Forest, Chichibu, Saitama
2, The University of Tokyo Hokkaido Forest, Furano, Hokkaido

Abstract: In the University of Tokyo Chichibu Forest, bark-stripping damage to planted trees by Cervus nippon and Ursus
thibetanus has become obvious, so it is necessary to examine the management method of the damaged forest and the prevention
measure of the recurrence of the damage. For this reason, we carried out strong thinning that cut all damaged trees by bark-stripping
in Chamaecyparis obtusa plantation, and investigated the control effect of branch-binding around the stem method using branch
and stem of thinned trees for 5 years. The incidence of bark-stripping damage in the plots with branch-binding was significantly
lower than that in the control plots, suggesting that the branch-binding is effective against bark-stripping damage by C. nippon and
U. thibetanus.
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Fig.1. Image of branch-binding method
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Fig.2. Layout of the test plots
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Table 1. Number of trees remaining after thinning and
damaged trees
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Table2. Number of damaged trees and timing of damage occurrence by victimized animal
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