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i X (Original article)

2011 FREEF—FRFHREMEMTHREShEHGEL YLDV T7 TS
(Eleutherococcus sciadophylloides, ¥ B BN S5 N B FEHK) DT

I FR VT R ZERY, AR Rz, M s Y

e

2011 4 3 ADHENREEE B P IREMHELIE. RED SBARILZANOBS > Y LOBIT
DFHNEN TS, ULH L, ERICERBAD ORI DRV, FiRIc X D RERICHKR SN
o L137 (YCs) X HRYIDO T L 133 (PCs) LR ERERNTEREHEICELTE ST
DI ESEELTNWB EEZLNS, FERICEIT S VCs OBED D 4IZ . YIMAN D i =& 8.
BCs DA Z—=VICHEDV TV IRTOETH O, Cs DBIED 2B EZIH S MICT B
TEICED VCs DR RDIREZRHEETED LEZDBND, T T T2015~2017 FITHEERD 6 N7
Ta> 775 (Eleutherococcus sciadophylloides) & Z DHEEBEICHIT 5 LS v L, PCs 0B
WERFNRTz, YEY 2 — b () Vs Bk, 1B K OJEE (R =0.2756, P =0.023) RikERE (R
=0.3390, P=0.011) L EAOHBEEZEERH, U &x—"Cs (P=0425), 15 'PCs" (P=0.751) {Er L
BHEOMEGEN RN ST, VA= EYEY 12— FAD Cs OIBITHRE (T,) &, PCsDT, &I1E
OHBRMR (R° = 0.5748, P <0.001) BH D, Cs MBITLAVEMETIE Cs EBIT LAV EEZD
Nz, BHARORRE & it % & VCs/ P Cs JRJE IR TR R & O /NEWIEEDRSH - 1=,
St VCs NMERRZRAN T LTI DN, MiERBEDOLVIC ERLTW EE2B6N%, £
Too HEED VCs B A%, TE K BSEREOMKM T T L, KIEEOM TR EF T S A HEM

NH %o AWIETRUTHRRINHZRIET 5. E5Z2MIEDBETH B,

F—TU— K ZERIFRER,

V7 L, BiOHEE

1. IL®IC

W EBMARKOFHENTEIED X S5 ICENLN TV SR
FHHRO RIS K SH, T—ay /ST ERICH Lz
WriFz Fe DRIRD D7 <O IR D LRI I R E
. N—T7HIc L &% % (Giul and Torija 2001,
B -SRI 2017), DD, FV/ T A ERERS
KR D O U RETH R DR A2 d TR Efrbh T T
o Tz, 2011 4F 3 H OFE S — R 1)1 3B L
B, BIARILCEOBS Y T LD T — 2 WHARTERM
ENDODOHB, Ll BHADLE BIZE. EES
2018b, ¢) L HENTIHHERI AR TDTH S, BADZIF
BHARXOREL, MERBO UM L EGZZEERD
N30T, MARDLFICONWTERKMICT — Xk
DBREND %,

a7 75 (Eleutherococcus sciadophylloides) %1%
ERS AL @ X BN 10 FEICET S, D2 < DR
ERTO, MY LOEEBRANDILE RICIE
FIEHI U THHF OS> Y LRIED BN GE
B« R 2017) OT, WEEOZ WV EHMTHFORE

JERISZAT P30 4E 8 H 10 H - FAIZEE 1 PR 314 1 A 31 H
1) B CTITZEAT K EREDTZE artek

2) AR EWIZERT RESEIE B - SR EI B E LN

3) HAKE MR pEAR Bl 2

4) TUHAEE A PEAR B 2

W, RSy Lo, 2w 133, AR, HH o #E 7

M < 7m0 5 (Kiyono and Akama 2015), F 7z, #r
FORHFMEL Y LBEIZHERNS 6 F2~EB L 7Kk
2017 SEDREFTHREMIC LR LTS GEE - A
2018) Sl 5 BUF 72 #8588 U T2 B VBT 721 HA a7 il BRE
REHBNEF SN ROV E TS (REFIR 2016, B
B 2018), a7 T T DMLY LRIICEI L
T, WIREORS (Yamaji et al. 2016) PR AN D
Mt Lont GRES 2017), HES 2 — F DR
JEDFFIZAL PR GRIY - TEEF 2015, 75 - JR
fi] 2018), Ml LbEz (R - 7EEF 2015), WM T O
BB (LS 2016) R EDHITEMTDONTVS, X
oo MBRO Oy 771K % HEP O E
FREFEFHE] T, av 7 T I0EmORINGEZFIH L
Too BEMOBBMELS T LDOT 7 A FLAT 4 T—
va YORILHAENMTON TV S (https://www.pref.
fukushima.lg.jp/site/gikai/201309nourin.html) ,

WEH R PR ERRRIC L D AR E Nz
g > L (s, PTCs) ERTI DR T L 133
(PCs) LHIxb, FREMIGELTE5T. EERA

* BRMES ST WY EREIZE IR T 305-8687 SKIKIR D < IXHMROHL 1
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DR HHELUFNT TV B, BRSO 8 X %
A SMIR, ZE TEAOBE) (Kato et al. 2018) 50,
Z ORI RS2k 1 (Staunton et al. 2002, (L[] 2014,
Toriyama et al. 2018) 7% EICREF S N TRBED T S
N3 70 ANBELEATY S, LYY LD
WA NZE &G ERERICB T ZBHED M. MYk
WD Z T P Cs DRI DN TV BHP DL T
Ho. VCs ORI ORHEZHASMICT BT LT,
BT LOofke#ETESEZ NS (R
M5 2017), Z2 T, KWL TIE, Tl S BAFZ /%
WU DAY 7 T, EERE &R
D 'PCs EEHER Y Y L (YCs) DEE (Ra R v
TLIZDWTIE, TTTREREYZ0 DS Cs D
M BED TR E ZIRE & ES) DAz ifiNTe, FEBERE
WIS UM EY o —F (i) efigiE., £HHMO
Pes R VCs BEDHEFKRICHE EDWT, AV T T I
RO 'Cs DRERETFRIL Tz,

Fig. 1. 277 5 OBAZ I 7z 6 NIk
The six municipalities where Eleutherococcus
sciadophylloides samples were collected.
@ NiET o — 2RI (REM)., A BEEIE T
R, B 8 2RI (EEMH. 71y aln
EARRIRD P Cs PRI 2 E U TBARL / M bk Ak
ZZEREN U TR R
@ Current-year shoots were collected (private forest),
/\ Leaf, infructescence, branch, stem, and root samples
were collected by destructive sampling (National
forest). The numerator (denominator) is the number
of trees from which samples were collected for
determining the '**Cs concentration.

2. MRLE T
2.1 BRIEDEER
At Rt L7z 2017 £ 4 H 7 HYIE, a2 77 5084
mn DRI AN U BB E N TO 2 (BREFFT, http://
www.rinya.maff.go.jp/j/tokuyou/kinoko/syukkaseigen.
html) &, WERZHLOCEFEISRFREITOIA
WEPHIC N & BT O 8 Hllr (R, /e, &

P, Jb k. o, (EHEET ENH. —BF). 1l
R FAT, SR 7 (GAET. SRS,
=RElT, BKT. KT, RFINT, L D). mER
TREEG)IF &R R 72 B < TR . Siid 3 i G
PERET, WREARMTT., HAZm) . PiARE 14 dilT G
ZAMT, BRI . KRR KAk SEART, B,
BRE)ImT, & < &, AERK LT, EHRAT, FEE
JEET, THET, SORET) . BEBIRA RN AHT, FiE
O 3 THET (FuAT™. HEElT. MEAEID . EFEO ST
HrAy (B JRR R, RETAH, hiFH, BB S, B8
RET) TH B, aA>7 7T Tl il RO mMREI E
727500,

IAEGRE - RBIBR T, a7 7 I OIREENK AR
DT A, DOZEMBESR (ADR) PHTE L L D%
ENETETFICHRBD LS. EET 237 T ITHER
O/INEEE (RS 10 ~50 100 m°s /NEHED—F L ED
O+ DT, M LS Z iR T (3 Mg,
TDM-1 ~ 3), AT G i, MAZ-1 ~3). KiAHs
BIHT (4 R, KNY-1~ 4) 0 HZER) I ERHT (4 3,
KWM-1 ~ 4), ACEEESAEFPHT (4 HigT, HRN-1 ~ 4) T
. e U7z (Fig. 1, Table 1), T 5 B KWM-1
~ 2 & HRN-1 ~ 2 (35RO 5 IR O BR 230 2 95 3 D
THRHMZ Z, a2 7 7 T I3RMNEENS D (&
WERMERG Y 2 — - REFEMEGRE &Gz, av
7 7 DI EE, https://www.pref.nagano.lg.jp/ringyosogo/
seika/documents/koshia.pdf), #RIK CTLLEE L AEES
N3, FEHOME (B 2R G WF2E AT S 5 A
G RZ— 2015) I HEFESE T (TDM-1, 3 £ HRN-1 ~
4. TAYA b WRCE - KPRE O K ILER (TDM-2,
KNY-1 ~ 4, MAZ-1 ~3), {EfdafH (KWM-1~4) T
Holeo 201747 F 4~ 26 FIS B S 1A D i &
ARUEDIATT TIN5, FEDEOHFER (AR, Y4
Y a—b) BEERTO6l ~ 153g ML Tz, 44
DI SEGE TOREI Zidik Uiz, IR
TIC—3i0.25 m OFERZ—D8&F. KADY 2—
FARYE) ZEREIUTc, YR —HROEZTMITY 22—
KEDTe, KNDU X —ZHMW U e HIREm DS+
DFAZ 100ce FEE (iR 0.002 m*, X 0.05
m) CT1 AT DML Tze Fio. BRI S O NiE
(GPS i) HJE CRHi B, HEs. TEZ BHAHIE) .
R (77U A—=2IH) . EAROHE (B,
thix. MRNZHEHIE). ADR Gt B 1 m & 0.1 moD
pSv h', CdTe (AR as (a7 7 /21— —
TA100U] Zffiff) Z5HHl L7z, IS 2027 7 S
ot Lifies s, BETOY 2 —OHEIKEN T,
5D 1N KNOEEER> Tz, REOHEGZEHHAL T
U2 =IO N THEEEL a7 MR Thawn i
MRS (%) ZEHIL, V2—0#ERE Lz, &%
LT, av7 7S LRETHAMEORY) (Y~ RV
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YoxA, BhH/ VA, B A7E) OBKEEE
FREL L 7z,

R LIzay 77580 2—, THEOBKIZ, w2
DK S FRIMSE T S IR Lz Z— VS ANT
EE L, Stz ia LU CmBistt (0~10°C) Tl
MRS (KR StY > a—&\ERA v > 2 —)
WA L7,

RHA DB 2015 48 5 A 18 HICJIIAAT (Fig. 1)
OB HAREREZMUEGMO—RBT A<V AL
M @7EE) T EBEIT BRIV T T I ONREER 1l
ROEER 670 m, RHIERMA 10 ~36°, M1 mD
ADR 0.87uSv h'") B, 5 EAKZ L 7z (EK1 ~ 5;
DBH 14.3 ~ 47.4 cm. 8% 10 ~ 15m), EKI1, 2, 5%
MEAR, EK3, 4 dWEARTH %, LI EEBND
D, HYBHWCEL>TEHBDOT LENZ N M D
BoroRdte LTRHAE Tz hithth s, HE
BIERABICK D S NS (FEEFMR SR E R
EHadtr 2 —2015), 5SHI18H, 7TH19H. 9 H 17
FIC 5 BERREIAD 55 4E> a— b, 9 H 17 HICH Tl
ROAEERD 1 kD 5IR (Fig. 2a) OMifkz Zzh %
NAOBRBFEE LU, 7 H 19 HiC 2 {1k (EK1, 4) ORHE
TICZENZTN—1 025 m DT KE—DRT, RHND
V2 =72 LIz, VE—HOEZMBIIY Z—I1cF
D, VA —ZHFWM LKA O HgEXTD S HHOMK
k7% 100cc FRA-FIfE (&A% 0.002 m*, ##E 0.05 m)
TS5 RID|F LTz, 11 A 4 HIC 3 fitkowr (EKI, 2,
4, #1155 0.5 m OWRER 33 ~ 42 4F) ZEIL., kD
FHEROL (B R, kL 8 OAEREZHIE L7 (Table
2)o AVT T TF T a— Mlnh bR 2 IHIC R
TV b ZDOWRFDERT PMTERT D E DME I
D BOT, 8 ERIEYFE D & FRRICE Ciln
(post-3.11) . HLFIH 5 B > 1257 (ante-3.11) Lo
Fize KOBRFIIEDOEOMBEMKEEE YT
WD EMBICDOWTHRNE Uz, 8 0 Mg I 72 i
E&T k. A, (Upper, Middle, Lower stem, Table 3)
K357 L, ZNFNOBORhRAMATOH Fag (|9~
12m, 116 ~7m, | 2m) THIL 7z, BTN DAL
EERE, BR-EROHIGZEEL THIkZRILL
7zo

FERIC, 20154E6 A 1 ~2 HICHENT (Fig. 1) O£
HHRMEREE SR ERRLIEAEMRO—KHE ZAFA
TR (42 F42) @ 3 HigT (B 670 ~ 700 m, A R
417 ~39°, #i |- 1 md ADR 0.07 ~ 0.075uSv h™") T,
% 4 {E1AZ R U7z (TE1 ~ 4, TE5S ~ 8, TE9 ~ 12 ;
DBH 5.7~ 11l cm {4 ~ 7 m), sAAHIE T A Y A1 k-
PRACE « KRS O LA F E R ke & 28 B it
BHER G Y 2 — 2015) IcHE X5 TN 5 1LittoR
mHICME LT O, Aicofm L, HERSEEICX D
ENBROME L OEEFICH > T, 3 S TED SR
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A 300 m R T TE1 ~ 4, 5~ 8,9 ~ 12 OJEIC I A
TW5, BEOERIE TEl ~4 DEEEDL, TES ~
8IZHmEHE LV, TEl ~4, 9~ 12 F ¥ A, TE5S ~ 8
WFHiE AT, EDOMkE HETHOMITMEIRL TV
Too HANTIZ A RERISEF AT ICHEE S N, A
DERFMTF I 2 mAZBAZ LHEINSE (KRIT AV
T oa AEAE 2010 & EREE () https://www.data.jma.
go.jp/obd/stats/etrn/view/atlas.html) ,6 H 2 1.7 H 18 H.
9 H 16 HIC 3 g2 4 BERAADN S FEZ 2 —F, 9
H 16 FIC &S TR D 1 @D S AR DMk % £/ HL
Lize 6 H1 ~2 Hic# M1 f{k (TE3, 5,12), @
it FD—34 025 m OFERKXTY X — & HEOMKZ
BRE U7z, F7z, 10 A 21 HIC TE3, 5, 12 O (Hi_ k&
0.5 m DRI 24 ~ 32 4) 2K U, ERDO SO (FE,
Ry, . ) OLEHEBZHE LK (Table 2), DM
Bidwrzeth B . F (Upper, Lower stem, Table 3)
. ZnZnodohRfHEro i (k4 ~6m,
T0.5~1m) THIL

2.2 IRIEDFHE L DI

IR MRS v a—BRERA L v 2 — TN
Ta— MEIEIKFEL THNZE L LIk, B/Kk$EZ
HE L, U-8RIBICRED Tz, U Z— I3 HH < i L.,
SEEOEER. TEPEFARALZLEETSXS5ICL
T2 XV RVARBIC ANz, LEIZARBZERNT
M < BNTEEZ L, RREOWER., FHANEAN
AELIBED XS LT USAEMIC AN, WTNhoD
KR & HNC — B EE > TEHKEFEZG LTz, Ge i
HRHEBIC KD yARZ Fa X kY —7T *Cs, VCs,
CKIBEZRE U, 177 EKE 0% Yz D ORI
L7zo GHIIOZEMHFE L FOO~@ & Lz, @ “'Cs DA
72 10% LIN, @ 'Cs DFREIF 10% B TRWVWA 36 T
HE, @b DM ERTE 7% THEHIRREIZ 24
B2 EIR &9 %, @ YK & P7Cs % 'Cs OFHl & T
BYolc e 2DMlEZHET 5, BEVa—be ) X—
i CCs EE & ICP-MS I X D llE Lz, HBE, &%
ko L (°Cs) EE (RS + Lk EaTLEE
ICP-MS). I B & 2 5% & (Cation exchange capacity,
CEC) (cmol, kg, Schollenberger %), 2Z#aM: 7 1) w7 1,
(K") #E (mg 100g", THERENHE (HA L EALE
R, 1997, MAHE)). pH (H,0, KCLARE . T HEER
Bttt (HAR AR A, 1997, A ) Z2HIE
UTzo ATALERZ /i L U-8 Z5851C AN 7z HHED B/ 0%
RFEE &% 100 ml THRLU T, TEOREZE (BD, dry-g
100 ml'™") &Rz,

A DBETA A - BHA Fig. 3 1C/R U723 DI =
DI Tee MUIKIEL Tz & & U TR L RMIc oy
7z (Fig. 2b), BRI ZhEN/ aFy, HEFE
FH. E—T—Z2flio THRIE. WSz, Ak, O
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Fig. 2. a7 75 OMBAOERIL & %
Sampling and processing Eleutherococcus
sciadophylloides roots.

a) MIFIE L O EEMN S 5em 1 & D
TOXHZEMELTWVWE T ENEh 5T,
b) iz > TR E L. KEMZIT
Teo EETOVBRIEIMD EFTELITH
NSy

a) Roots usually extended laterally in the soil
about 5 cm below the soil surface. b) The roots
were washed to remove the soil, and the root
bark and root wood were separated. The living
root bark was easily peeled from the wood by
hand.

3 (Fig. 4), 7272 L. post-3.11 OM4ELS, 14
DL EDERS TIds & K72 0 I v o 7z (Fig. 3),
Bk o> VCs JEEEIE . ik Zz R AAER G TSR AT C BRLEZ
BRARIC K D 75°C, 48 IRREILL L DS CHitE (215D
TIKRM 4%) TETHS, USHBRERIZ0IL <V
FVARBBIC AN, [T )L~ =7 LRk g (2
Ad— A=V =7 2 R —#A =% GEM40P4-76)
TYyART b A b —OFHIEZRD Tz, FHUlD
SRR DY EY 2 — FDERMEO~D LA LT
BB, THICEIKFE0% DL EORBICHE LTz, Z
D%, 6 4 kD P Cs R, BEETY U —F =
ety v a—BREHE L Y 2 — TRIKDEIK
it S 2. wHEE + # bk 3R TRlRNT R LB 2
175 T ICP-MS THlE L7z,

Post-3.11 stem
and branch were
combined as 0-y

Outer bark 0- or 1-y < portion.
Inner bark Y \/ \ Aty

Sapwood ly< NG
- B Y
\‘/ \€~~\\\ //‘\
~a 0y
- Post-3.11 branch
Y=/ Outer bark
Inner bark
Sapwood

Post-3.11 stem

Stem

Branch

Ante-3.11 stem and branch

™ Outer bark
Inner bark
Sapwood

Heartwood

Root wood Root bark

Fig.3. a7 75 OBAX 5 GRS 2017 )
Partition used for collecting samples of
Eleutherococcus sciadophylloides trees (Akama
et al. 2017, modified).

A& & RIR R D L7 {f 5 T AN O 7k & 7% 3k &
feo fEfAY F2 0 OREIZH FEE O 26% GRERE A
AA YRV MUAT 4 Z2017) EARE LTz,

2.3 TR DEM

AWML Tld. ADR % "'Cs, "Cs, “KBEE RT3
IR THEL TV 2EE0H 50, BIEMKIREVT N
EEMNGERIEZZ T TED. WEMEIEEEHTE %,
M > LPEREIE 2017 4 9 H 1 H &2 HHEH IS
FE U7z MUY E R ED B FRIELLT & 725 72
HBEd. B TR TRA L .

atf@ATic R3.3.1 (R Development Core Team 2011)
ZHMA L,

24 BEERAOKRERICHKT 3 V'Cs BRIERIEE
ITRIF T DTS

WEE-H T REEFRTHRHEEI N Y Cs &
Vs IZHIIFD Bq HIFIZIEF U T, Z OB KN
DEWVICE D s BRI DN TV S, 201747 H
WD Vs g & 'Cs/Cs PR LE & OBEfRIE. H4E
Ya—hk (P=0.115) LU %— (P=0.661) CIIEET
Wiaholz, UL, LT VCs IBEMEVIGEIC
HCs/VCs JRIELEAVINE K I BT D B o 7z (Cs/Cs
=0.0939 "7Cs" ™ R?=0.624, n = 18, P <0.001), 3l
ROFRBN S BT, HYEDY X — TIEIRERERD
YCs DFBIMMATESZ N, LEO VCs JREA 1000
Bq dry-kg” Z T % 54 (2 TDM, KNY, MAZ H%:#%
W) T, WEFHETOKIEBRHKD VCs DTEFEIC K
D, WERLHKD VCs &2 1 BIRRE, BAICREE S
BN DH 5,

FMFR I EiS 25 18 % 2 %5, 2019



av 77 IOl Y L 199

Fig. 4. 27 7 5 OEBAD R
Processing the Eleutherococcus sciadophylloides
stem samples.

a) BRI, R Z A D5 x5 E—F—
THIWzo ROEBIENEIEDED - 72, b) K
WEROHE / aF Y T Y0, BERE
P T LM 2G0T Tz,

a) The stem outer and inner bark was peeled away
using peelers with different blades. The thick stem
had thick inner bark. b) The thick stem disk was
cut with a saw and sliced thinly, and the sapwood
and heartwood were cut with pruning scissors.

s /s EE L O E M & SD (M ED oy
TTIOYEY 2 — K TTDM A 0.13 £ 0.01 (n = 3),
KNY AY0.12 £ 0.01 (n=4) MAZH%0.18 + 0.08 (n=3).
KWM A% 0.14 + 0.01 (n=4), HRN A 0.12 + 0.01 (n =
4) Tholzo ML YU X—"TIZ TDM A% 0.12 + 0.005,
KNY A 0.13 + 0.003, MAZ /% 0.14 + 0.001, KWM A
0.13 + 0.004, HRN A% 0.13 + 0.004, 1-# T3 TDM H
0.12 + 0.001 , KNY $H30.12 + 0.006. MAZ A30.12 + 0.011,
KWM A 0.13 + 0.007, HRN A10.13 £ 0.005 TH > o
R DFERHE (P =0.261, ANOVA), Hul[] (P =0.428,
ANOVA) L B ICHICHBERENN RV AL, B
ORI OFEEEICH DD BT ENSEIRE, S
Mty LU T RTR,. VCs IE DS RIZ DN
TihRB T L LT3,
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3. R

31 Y77 oD4%EEH

2017 4 7 HICHAZIREL L 72 18 Hiig (Table 1) Dl
id. i EEBAS 2 HhpS, B Ay 16 Bl TR
Y 89% & & T, REEERA I 3 ~ 320, T L
FEIHE(R 7S (SD) 13206 £33° L EXEEETHo2. W
hERN LY 7 7 S3MEEAENL EEAT, &
B2 THMA, B FoU X2 —WEREeTH
100% TH > Iz,

201747 H@® ADR (M E& 1 m) (Table 1) D1y
fEIZ HRN IR E E <. DOWTKWM AR EH» - (P
<0.001, n =3 ~ 4, ANOVA), KNY B EEH - 72,

3.2 YEYa— bD PCs, K, BCs BE

“'Cs (Table 1) O VY8 1 Hils M iC A Bz VY
H b (P<0.001,n=3~4, ANOVA), KWM [Z1th 4 ©
il X O JREN S > Tz YK (Table 1) O ¥4 i
EHIHETHEEZREVWND D (P=0.005,n=3~4,
ANOVA), KNY, KWM T g <. HRN [Z{£ <. TDM
EEDTH 57z, ' Cs (Table 1) O IC Tt
THEEREWEHD (P=0.037, n=3~4, ANOVA),
KNY & KWM TG IRENRRIC S0 A H - 72, HRN
Wt & XTI - 720

33 U%—0 "Cs, K, P°Cs BE

“'Cs (Table 1) O Yy 3 [ THE R EOD
HD (P<0.001,n=3~4, ANOVA), KWM & HRN »
FIRETH >z, K (Table 1) OFHEEICIIHER
B RN T (P=0.455n=3~4, ANOVA), ’Cs
(Table 1) JEEFIZ MAZ NICTEEE A 10 £538 < 32 S5 Hipg
(MAZ-1 5 mg kg, MAZ-3 0.55 mg kg™) Db 3% &,
A CHIE CHHIAR OB DB VAR Nz, HilK
T O BEEICHEINICERREVWR A>T (P =
0.176, n =3 ~ 4, ANOVA), LA L., EEOH S
HT. KWM, HRN ( TDM, KNY & 0D & &L &
ZbNlz,

3.4 TEBORBERE BD) , 'Cs, “K, K*, PCs 8, CEC,
pH

18D ¥ BD (Table 1) ZHIKRI THEZEVWD D
D (P=0.045,n =3~ 4, ANOVA), TDM [ fth s &
D BD W/NE Mo tz, PCs (Table 1) O FEHHEE XL
INE, MM THEERENEH > (P=0.038, n=
3~ 4, ANOVA), TDM, KNY., MAZ IZ}tX, HRN O
BEENED > T KWM 3 VCs R D s R o3& W
MRELHFNICRERZEIEE A &Mooz (P=0.092
~0.146) M, HOHPHMNS R T, KWM & 20D 3 #f
i (TDM, KNY, MAZ) KO miEEL£z2 6Nk, K
(Table 1) DFEEITHIEE THEREVDHED 5
72 (P=0.319, n =3 ~4, ANOVA), K (Table 1) OF
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Table 1. 27 75 OJLRBHA ORI
Results of the wide-area survey of Eleutherococcus sciadophylloides.

Location
Component Items
TDM KNY MAZ KWM HRN All
Tadami Kaneyama Minamiaizu Kawamata Hirono
n=3 n=4 n=3 n=4 n=4 P n =18
Air doserate L (uSv 1! 0.08+0.03"  0.06+0.01° 0.09+0.02°  029+0.03"  0.68+0.23" . 0.26 £0.27
(ADR) -ma.gl (uSvh?) (0.05-0.10)  (0.04-0.07)  (0.08-0.11)  (0.26-0.33)  (0.35-0.90) (0.04-0.90)
Current-year 3, 4 51+ 18" 114 + 47 37423 1455+ 163° 270 + 168 N 423 + 583
shoot Cs CONC (Bq dry-kg™) (38-71) (44-150) (20-63)° (1200-1600) (35-420) (20-1600)
Current-year 3, B 386+ 176" 956 + 420 250+£223° 10691 + 1737" 2173 + 1342° " 3177 + 4296
shoot Cs CONC (Badrykg) (570 500)  (330-1200) (71-500)  (8900-13000)  (310-3500) (71-13000)
Current-year 4 4 490139 613£59" 720+ 150" 703 + 57 428+ 89° « 589 + 147
shoot K CONC (Bq dry-kg') (330-570) (540-670) (570-870) (650-780) (310-510) (310-870)
Current-year 35 A 0.63+028  1.06+0.59" 041+031°  084+049" 0.071+0007° 0.61 +0.51
shoot Cs CONC (mgdry-kg) 41 004y  (0.23-1.6)  (0.20-0.77) (0.42-1.4)  (0.063-0.081) (0.063-1.6)
b b b a a
1362 + 1571
Litt 134 o 135+ 119 240 + 165 1774220 3606+ 1364 2047 + 348 N
er Cs CONC (Bqdry-kg')  45.979) (98-470) (35-430) (2000-5000)  (1700-2500) (35-5000)
b b b a a
10278 + 11840
Lt 137 Loy 1058£899° 186741306 1271+ 1583° 27426+ 9860° 15211+2866°
er Cs CONC (Badryke)  (530-2100)  (780-3700)  (250-3100)  (16000-38000) (13000-19000) (250-38000)
3 3 b : : 16 + 20
Litt it B 2716 24418 1.9+2.1 41+ 24 23483 .
er Cs DEP (kBqm") (0.85-4.0) (0.55-4.4) (0.65-4.3) (23-76) (12-30) (0.55-76)
L 0 . 147 + 35 158+ 22 243 = 163 193+ 13 188 + 28 ' 184 + 68
It kg~ n/s
e K CONC (Bq dry-kg) (110-180)° (140-190)° (130-430)° (180-210)° (160-220)° (110-430)°
Litt 133 4 0932056 096£019 2285238 258094 2008024 179 + 1.17
er Cs CONC (mgdry-kg)  (938-15)  (0.77-12)  (0.55-5.00) (1.7-3.9) (1.8-2.4) (0.38-5.00)
Lit 133 B 2.2+0.76 1.2+ 0.61 52468 3.9+1.9 33+1.6 v 31429
er Cs DEP (umol m”) (1.4-2.9) (0.55-2.0) (0.79-13) (1.5-5.5) (1.7-5.4) (0.55-13)
Soil Bulk density, BD 025+005"  042+0.16"  045£0.10° 046013 060013 0.45£0.16
© (dry-g 100mI") 021-0.31)  (0.25-0.58)  (0.36-0.56)  (0.30-0.62)  (0.50-0.78) (0.21-0.78)
b b b b ab

” 134 4 3011 36+ 11 18+9.9 590 + 562 524 + 295 . 263 + 380

Soil Cs CONC (Bq dry-kg ) (22-42) (23-49) (11-29) (81-1300) (200-860) (11-1300)
b b b b ab

i 17 4 253+ 93 307 £ 97 155 + 85 4458 £ 4135° 3890 + 2076 . 1991 + 2803

Soil Cs CONC (Badryke) (199 360)  (190-360) (85-250)  (680-10000)  (1600-6200) (85-10000)
b b b a a

o 157 2 59£29 8.6+3.7 5.1+2.1 123.4455.0"  132.7+42.9 . 60.7 + 68.7
Soil Cs DEP (kBqm) (2.9-8.7) (5.7-14) (3.0-7.1) (52-190) (78-170) (2.9-190)

" w© N 373 £ 100 228+ 24 487+ 229 430 4 275 425+ 50 v 384+ 173
Soil K CONC (Bq dry-kg ) (270-470) (210-260) (340-750) (180-720) (360-480) (180-750)

ab b b ab ab

g 133+ G0 09940290 0.49+0.09° 59748  1.02£032°  0.64+0.19 . 1.64 +2.60
Soil Cs CONC(emobkeg) — “02 15) (0.39-0.61) (1.4-11) (0.63-1.4)  (0.41-0.88) (0.39-11)
Sof s DEP (unolm?) 0.012 £ 0.0020° 0.011 £ 0.0059° 0.151 +0.145° 0.022 % 0.0021° 0.020 £ 0.010° 0.039 £ 0.072

0 s (0.010-0.014) (0.0055-0.018)  (0.025-0.31)  (0.019-0.024)  (0.010-0.034) (0.0055-0.31)
b b ab ab a

g N 4 23£0 27418 38435 60 & 25 69 + 10 . 45426
Soil K CONC (mg 100g ) 23) (12-43) (12-78) (36-94) (59-82) (12-94)

" B 53415 41413 2+12 37421 34410 Ve 4115
Soil CEC (meq 100g7) (36-63) (29-61) (29-53) (15-59) (20-43) (15-63)
Soil PH (H:0) 417£006° 448046 450£0.17  503£0.10° 510026 N 4.7+0.43

(4.1-4.2) (4.0-5.1) (4.4-4.7) (4.9-5.1) (4.8-5.4) (4.0-5.4)
C be b a a
3240 355033 357£0.12°  413£015° 415033 314043
Soil pH (KCI) .
(3.2) (3.1-3.9) (3.5-3.7) (4.0-4.3) (3.7-4.5) (3.1-4.5)
T 7Cs, liter+soil to shoot 0,070 +0.023° 0114+ 0.051° 0.043 + 0,024 0.107 = 0.070® 0.020+0.018° 0.072 + 0.055
"
¢ (m” dry-ke) (0.048-0.094)  (0.058-0.17)  (0.023-0.070)  (0.078-0.21)  (0.002-0.045) (0.0020-0.211)
3 . al a al a
T 7¢s, litter to shoot 0.19+0.12° 0534029 0.16+0.089" 031+0.12" 013+0084" 027021
“g (m dry-ke™) (0.075-0.32)  (0.27-0.90)  (0.11-0.27)  (0.13-0.39)  (0.011-0.22) (0.011-0.90)
T 13¢s, litter to shoot 0.65+0.54" 025+0.13" 3855 033£0.39°  0.026+0.015 0.88+2.4
"

¢ (mg m’ pmol” dry-ke™) (0.021-0.97)  (0.11-0.41) (0.42-10)  (0.078-0.91)  (0.013-0.049) (0.013-10)

To/T 05 Tag/ P Cs Ty 14£19%  30+25°  020£017  17£092°  39:21° . 2.2+2.1
e litter to shoot (umol mg) 0.20-3.6)  (0.83-5.4)  (0.011-0.34)  (0.42-2.6) (0.81-5.6) (0.011-5.6)

1¥5 = SD (#fifH ), TDM, HEMT ; KNY, (LT ; MAZ, Fg23ENT ; KWM, JII2M] ; HRN, JREFHT, CONC, JEAE ;
DEP, tE#& R, ' %E S om £ T, * AREOEEEMH FIRM TR, * P <0.05 ANOVA. JkEHIEORMEH : 1
Sept. 2017.

Mean + SD (range). TDM, Tadami; KNY, Kaneyama; MAZ, Minamiaizu; KWM, Kawamata; HRN, Hirono; CONC,
concentration; DEP, deposition.

' To a depth of 5 cm. > Some or all were replaced with the detection limits. * P < 0.05, ANOVA. Decay correction, 1 Sept.
2017.
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g cAEEREVSH D (P =0.039, 1 =3
~ 4, ANOVA), HRN T <, TDM & KNY IZ{KH >
Fzo '°Cs” (Table 1) O HIBM THREZED
MNHO (P=0.014,n=3 ~4 ANOVA), KNY TlEH >
7o MAZ IZEMNIEFICKE L, OIS OENE K
E Mo Tz, CEC (Table 1) DI {H &R TH B K&
HEODN G-k (P=0.551,n=3~4, ANOVA), T
pH (Table 1) FHIEE THEZEWASH D (pH [H,0],
P <0.001; pH [KCI], P = 0.002; ANOVA). KWM, HRN
T <. TDM @ ED > o

3.5 HBHAR & FERD L

HSMEREWIE D o7z, KWM & HRN O ff F A
EIAEAR (% n=2) ZLig G0 % 2 fHOF I fH
DEDtHE) Ltk s, YEYa2— b0 VCs 2
(KWM, P = 0.851; HRN, P = 0.251), “K & (KWM,
P =0.145; HRN, P = 0.773) IZHEZE VI EH > T,
Cs 1 KWM TIRHEFEADPHRAL O KEETH - 2
(P=0.032) HRN TIIHEREVDHEMo (P =
0.383),

Y2 —I%"Cs R (KWM, P = 0.941; HRN, P =
0.698), “K 4 (KWM, P =0.312; HRN, P = 0.057).
BCs R (KWM, P = 0.722; HRN, P = 0.293) OW\'§
N, HERAEHEERMTHERGENT RN T,

+ 8 Tix. BD (KWM, P = 0.103; HRN, P = 0.172).
PCs R (KWM, P = 0.128; HRN, P = 0.057), K &
(KWM, P =0.157; HRN, P = 0.423), "’Cs" 4 (KWM,
P =0.171; HRN, P = 0.356) 3 A= E N T > T,
“KIEE X KWM THAERDHAEAKLD @EE (P=
0.014), HRN Tl REZEWE RN o7 (P =0.423),
CEC & KWM THIRARDEAEARKLDE S (P =10.024),
HRN CIIEEZEWVIZ AN > (P=0.747), pH (H,0)
& pH (KCD FHEBRADNFLERELDENKS TH o T,
PAE A 0.05 % KA > 7z D& KWM @ pH (KCD (P =
0.038) 7ZIFCTH->7h. KWM D pH (H,0) *» HRN D
pH (KCI) T&RiAA T pH HMEWERIZFE U T, KWM
& HRN Z3ARICT % & FHARAR T pH WE R - 72
(pH [H,0], P = 0.018, n = 4; pH [KCI], P = 0.041, n = 4),

3.6 )R—m Cs, PCs. HED Vs, PCsTILBE

Y &—0 VCs Tk A& (Table 1) 1 KWM & HRN
M. DEO3IHEI O EEICEN o7 (P=0.002,n=3
~ 4, ANOVA), "Cs EigyLsse (Table 1) (ZHUIZHIC
BEEENDEN ST (P=0.466,n=3~4, ANOVA),

+ 450 P'Cs gk & & (Table 1) (& KWM & HRN
M, 203 kD AHE (P=0006,n=3~4,
ANOVA) ICZh 5Tz, EESecm EFTORBHHICY
Z—D 2.6 f5 (TDM) ~ 6.6 5 (HRN) (M1 & D1l
DFY), 5 KO & SD T 4.6 £ 1.5 {50 VCs 7
ZAE LT W, LD Cs™ O ks & (Table 1)
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FHIIEMTHEZENNSH D (P=0.037,n=3~4,
ANOVA) ., KWM, HRN & TDM, KNY X H k&h -7z,
SHIEKD 5 B, REAIAK & B EARORGR ZERE L 72 2 #h
Bic O Tk, MRAREHERTY Z—0 "'Cs th &
it (KWM, P =0.394, n = 2; HRN, P = 0.680, n = 2; %
J5DH B 2 O FEIHED 2D ¢ #E) ., Pes tiE R (FH
KWM, P=0.767, n =2; HRN, P =0.393, n =2), 1D
Pesk g R (JAlKWM, P =0.288, n = 2; HRN, P = 0.106,
n=2). PCs" kR (i KWM, P = 0.988, n = 2; HRN,
P=0.263,n=2) OFTEICHRZREZRZ TN T,

37[UVa—+ 18], V2—H5HEY1— DA

BIT1RE

[V &—+ 1] WEYHET 2 — D VCs DT,
DF-E (Table 1) (FHIKE THEREWVWAD D (P =
0.049, n =3 ~ 4, ANOVA), KNY T Kk ¥ <. HRN (&
INEoTee VE—DEMEY 2 — bAD "Cs D T,
Cs O T, (Table 1) &[AkkIC KNY TAE <, HRN &
INE o T,

1, 100000
g y = 5926.5x08955
S R>=0.3217
=3
@ 10000 | '
S
=
o
o
£ 1000 f A A
B
S ©)
£ 8
5 L
S 100 ®
5
£
=}
@] 10 1
0.01 0.1 1
ADR pSv h!
Fig. 5. 2¢iftR & a7 7T I MET 2 —  VCs E
& DRI

Relationship between the air dose rate and the current-
year shoot “'Cs concentration of Eleutherococcus
sciadophylloides.

© HFHT & g T, A LHT, @1{RET, O/
M7, JRE A IEDEAER « 1 Sept. 2017. M &=
FRETIENIE & HERTA WS A D ATV B 3
T, BRI A O TR DB & T L IIET
BOWGEEND T MBI T,

@TDM, Tadami and MAZ, Minamiaizu; ~ KNY,
Kaneyama; €KWM, Kawamata; OHRN, Hirono.
Decay correction, 1 Sept. 2017. Tadami and Minamiaizu
were combined into one group because volcanic and
sedimentary rocks were present as a complex mosaic
in soil materials at the sampling points and it was
sometimes difficult to distinguish them in the field
survey.
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Fig.6. A7 7D M4EY 2 — b "CsPiE (a), H4E
Ta—k /1Y Z— BCsPEEEE (b) & ES 2 — 1/
U 2 — sy & DRI
Relationships between the current-year shoot '’Cs
concentration (a) or current-year shoot/litter '**Cs
concentration ratio (b) and the current-year shoot/
litter *'Cs concentration ratio in Eleutherococcus
sciadophylloides.

O L RHT & j T, A LT, @)1MZET, OLE
T, P AEDHAEH : 1 Sept. 2017.

@TDM, Tadami and MAZ, Minamiaizu; / KNY,
Kaneyama; €KWM, Kawamata; OHRN, Hirono.
Decay correction, 1 Sept. 2017.

38YEYa1— Vs BELERH - EBRREDBER
RS (2017) I DX, THOYIEY 2 — MDDk
P T LNBENTEOMREEEDLRVENET S
& EEM D O PCs JEEE DY O AT IR 0 FLHE
fii (100 Bq fresh-kg") ZHEZ % LHEE I NZ YEY 21—
FOMifkIEZ, TDM D31, KNY D414, MAZ D 3
1, KWM®D 44, HRND 43 ThoTe, HIBLE
WGRA LM, REE TR LT, Eav T TS
DOF LD HATHIRD A ERIRNICH 2 LFZ BNz,
ADR I HHED Cs kS B L BEELZMEIH D, N

100
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E
5 0l ©
£
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2 A A’ 9p)
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£
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Fig. 7. 1 KREEE Y 2— PCsikaiht (2), A7 75
WAEY 22— b CsEE (b) & OBIR
Relationship between the soil K* concentration
and the amount of litter '’Cs deposition (a) or the
current-year Eleutherococcus sciadophylloides shoot
B3Cs concentration (b).
O LT & R T,
.
@®TDM, Tadami and MAZ, Minamiaizu; / KNY,
Kaneyama; € KWM, Kawamata; OHRN, Hirono.

Ly, @JIRAT, OJLEF

ERACKZEMIERTH > (RP=0.7410, n = 18,
P <0.001), U &Z—0 "Cs i (R°=0.5377, n = 18,
P <0.001) % [V &—+ 1] o "'cs & (R® = 0.7270,
n =18, P <0.001) &DMHRTIE R MK F L%, ADR
EUMEY 2 — b VCsIBEIR I EOMHBEEKRICH -
(Fig. 5) (R?=0.3217, n =18, P =0.014) A, fHiZ [0k
MO ETICKkELIES5DE, O (TDM & MAZ
KIS & HERE DEMEIC A DA TV S HHCH D |
B 2 CEREUH s O L HERIAM D3 L & HARE TR W
LaEhbol-T b iz FiRhot) TR

B RS RE 55 18 % 2 &, 2019]
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Fig. 8. 1D KW (a), K'TLAG R (b) &7 75 445
Ta—b /) Z2—"CsiEs L & DBIE
Relationship between the soil K* concentration
(a) or the amount of soil K deposition (b) and the
Eleutherococcus sciadophylloides current-year shoot/
litter ’Cs concentration ratio.

O RNT & g T, A LnT, @)11EN, OLE
WT. k=l E O FMEH « 1 Sept. 2017.

@®TDM, Tadami and MAZ, Minamiaizu; . KNY,
Kaneyama; €KWM, Kawamata; OHRN, Hirono.
Decay correction, 1 Sept. 2017.

WA NBEADHS N TH - Tz,

WY 2 — F YVCs R, U x— "osthEE (R
=0.6530 , n =18 , P <0.001) ®+H ""CsiEa (R =
0.4933, n =18 , P = 0.001) L EOHENHH, XX
ROMWERIEERTH- . [V Ex—+ L8] e &
=0.5869, n =18 , P <0.001) £ 3 %&., VER—HIXD
RIWNELZZDT, LI D) Z—L ORGRMHE,
) 22— Cs EEE L I35h EAEBID R o fo (P =0.578),

WAEY 2 — b PCs R, 18 Vs B, HE KR
D3 HEDMOMBE gV RE RN > (r=-0.226
~-0.145), ZZTTZO3IF/FEEHPER L L.V Z— (b
BZWV0E [V A=+ 18] hEYEY 2 — D Cs
BT Rz HRA SIS, Mzt L TERRZz
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y =0.3952x04281
! R2=0.5748

0.01 0.1 1 10 100

133Cs current-year shoot conc./litter dep.
m? mg pmol! kg!

Fig.9. 237 750D "Cs YiEY 2 — MR/ Y Z—ik
Ahtk (T,) & "'Cs kb & OBIf%R
Relationship between ’Cs and 'Cs in the ratio of the
current-year shoot concentration/the amount of litter
deposition (T,,) in Eleutherococcus sciadophylloides.

O HEHT & p RNy, A Ll], @157, OJLE
iy, SR N E RAD MR, MRRIEHEZ LY
MEBIT 1 DY EZRT, HEMEDEEH 1
Sept. 2017.

@TDM, Tadami and MAZ, Minamiaizu; / KNY,
Kaneyama; € KWM, Kawamata; (OHRN, Hirono. The
solid line is the regression line of the power equation.
The dashed line shows the case for which the slope and
intercept both equal 1. Decay correction, 1 Sept. 2017.

O

137Cs current-y shoot conc/litter dep. m? kg'!

Kdlzbzrd, XOWEXIFHEE (R7=0.4597, P = 0.031
[R’=0.4823, P = 0.023]) T. ""Cs @RI REUT 44
Va—hPCsEENEVEREL Ko (P=0.007
[P = 0.005], Fig. 6a), 18 '"Cs" it (P = 0.805 [P =
0.843]) > +H K 4 (P =0.520 [P = 0.525]) 3 HE
TGRS0 T, T, U A= EUET 2 — kA
D "PCs HRATHREMNAZ VIS (Fig. 6b) 12, "'Cs D
JR—INEMIEY 2 — FANDOBITHER G NVEEZD
N7z (R?=0.5748, P <0.001), Fig. 6a, b DFE[IL. Fig.
6a Dt 2 — "'Cs kB RZWEEICH A TE (R =
0.5843, P <0.001), Fig. 6b DtV %2 — "'Cs ik %
B, B0y 2 —"CCs WA RZ TNTNIREICHZ T
& (R =0.5456, P <0.001) [@HTH > 7=

Y &—"PCs thsRIZ T K OEE (r=0.0508, Fig.
Ta) kAR (r=0.1866) LFREMBEMN TN Tz, H
v a— b UCs BEREHMNAR, 18 sl -
BK EEEZHAZRICERIR 2T /e 2 A, &
ARRXEERICES A>T (P=0.071) A, LHEK
BEEO P HIF0.025 /&L, YE 22—k PCs i
FElE 1 KR (R7=0.2756, P = 0.025, Fig. 7b) 1
K+ s E (R7=0.3390, P =0.011) & & HLFIREGR
WCHolc, THEK EEAE W HRN (Fig. 7a [iL) T
. U Z—0 VCs phas R ORI B ORI MIZ RV
CEhHDETHET 2 —bD PCs B ED - 2
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(Fig. 7b), L K" DKL KNY (Fig. 7a # =)
Tk, VE—0 PCsiERIEVEVICE DS Y
Y a—h PCsBEEREOTH o= (Fig. 7b), 1
DK 2 (Fig. 8a), H 5 Wik sE (Fig. 8b) & M4
Ya—h/UR—="CsBE E OMBERDIZE T A,
K J#E CRERAHE TRz (P =0.085), L
L. THOK EENhLVWEYET 2 —F/) X —
Cs JEEZLEIZ/NE < (R =2607, P=0.030), U X —%
BUEY 12— bAD VCs BT R Higs C &
MR E Nz,

WAEY 2 — RO YK L Cs R & OBRIZEL
ROWBEERZERIC AR (RP=0.1613,n=18, P
=0.099) A, WFEDOICIZIEDOMHES (r=0.404) BAZRD
Holeo YEV 2 — DO KB L VCs BEE L DRIC
KR OBRIEFRS b N>z (R =0.0013,n =18, P
=0.667),

390V 7754 EY 21— D VG BEDRENE
DFE
WCs HAEY 2 — MRE /Y X—tiA R (PCs D)
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EK1 137Cs
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= - - —— e ——-—— S ~o
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R—IHUEY 12— FAD T, & VCs YEY 2 —F
e ) 2—asatl (Cs DY R — 5 MEY 1 —
FADT,) LIEDHHIBEFRICH > 7 (Fig. 9, WIh
DO E HHEO K EENMEWD KNY TREL, 1O K
EEDE W HRN TN WEAIDN S - 7z,

310 AY 7 7SDYEEY 1 — D PCs. Vs EBED
=HEL

BOOKICHITI T, YEY2a—bD PCsEERD
X OZDLEWEA (Fig. 10, EK1) & NEEEAICH %
A& (Fig. 10, TE3, TE5, TE12) Mdb -7z, “'Cs JEREIZ
59 Bk (Fig. 10, EK1), & % D £ D 550k
(Fig. 10, TE5). FR[&9 21k (Fig. 10, TE3, 12) H'db
DA T ETETH -T2,

301 BHENA AR ERMERD PCs & P'Cs DR
fEAINA F < A% 8.8 ~ 420 kg (Table 2) T. TEH 1
~ 4%, FFEN 0~ 0.1%. post-3.11 F + BpA 2 ~ 6%,
ante-3.11 £ « 888 70 ~ 77%., A 21% & &,
& PCs § 13 170 ~ 5300 pg (Table 2) T, 5 BIEM3
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Fig. 10. a7 75 MEY 2 — b WCs, VCsTE DAL GRS 20171 7 — 238
Seasonal change in the "*Cs (broken line) and "*'Cs (solid line) concentrations in current-year shoots of
Eleutherococcus sciadophylloides (data added to Akama et al. 2017).
WEARAY °Cs, KARM VCso 5,6 AIEHIER. 7. 9 FIIARIE & SAERL, 10-11 A 5E L S ER 2 Mk e Lz,
EK1, TE3, 5,12 (& Table 2 £ [[] U, JREMHIEDEAEH : 1 Sept. 2017.
The May and June samples were sprouts, those for July and September were current-year branches with green leaves, and
those for October and November were current year branches with yellow leaves. EK 1, TE 3, 5, and 12 are the same as in

Table 2. Decay correction, 1 Sept. 2017.
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~10 (5.9 £ 3.4, 49 = SD) %. TFEA 0~ 1 (0.3 £0.5)
%, post-3.11 K7/ 1 ~ 6 (3.3 +£2.2) %, ante-3.11 %+
RN 29 ~ 63 (39 £ 16) %, A 23 ~66 (52 +19) %
B &7 ik Cs & 1d 240 ~ 490000 Bq (Table 2) T,
SHBIEMN1~15 (5.7+4.9) % HEAN0~0.7 (0.2+0.3)
%, post-3.11 FZ-8pMN 1~ 6 (2.6 £2.0) %, ante-3.11 f-
WRHN 28 ~ 65 (49 + 14) %, KAV 24 ~ 56 (43 = 13) %
iz, PCs ZRIE Uz 4 Ak (Table 3, Fig. 11) 1
DVTHB E, Cs & " 'Cs DEBIIHRTTENDD
D, E(FNFN61~520pgdry-kg’, 67 ~ 5200 Bq
dry-kg™) 5 F (210 pug dry-kg™, 8900 Bq dry-kg™). #&
(22 ~ 520 pg dry-kg”, 31 ~ 3200 Bq dry-kg") T& <.
K (12 ~ 130 pg dry-kg”, 55 ~ 1600 Bq dry-kg™") ¢
(11 ~ 78 pg dry-kg", 23 ~ 1100 Bq dry-kg™) 1Z{&H >
oo OIS DOWVWTHS &, SRR, AR, 4
M. DM OIEICHEEN FH -7z (Fig. 11, il 21X, EKI1
DR |- th - FEOYG £SD, n =3 Tl., PCs N
SR 68 £ 11, NEBIRZ 22 + 8, WM 10+ 4, O 7+
1 pg dry-kg', "Cs JRIE DI 2 59065 + 16655, P
Bz 1152 + 180, SA#F 372 + 70, Do#f 273 + 29 Bq dry-

100000 —
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~ EK1 stem and branch D Litter
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'EFD le ¢ Gynophorc
| Nov. with yellow leave,
"g 10000 Current-y branch outer b. | ‘Root b.

o Current-y branch inner b. \i
m Post-3.11>1-y branch inner b. \ Q ®) May sprouts|
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Fig. 11.
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kg'o Fio, FHREFBFROER P Cs PREFIC A 72
HREMNH O . TE12 (190 pg dry-kg™) & ffE Ak (19 ~ 33
pg dry-kg™") X O EKIEEEN—HiE o 7z (Table 3),

fifl A& 'Cs/'PCs Y& FE Lk 1& EK1 T 66 Bq pg’', TE3,
TE5, TEI2 3 ZNZFN 1.4,2.1,0.86 Bqug' THo 7z,
BRI CHARB &, PCs & PCs DEFIZ BB AIE
DOMHBIBIRICH > 7z (Fig. 11) H, M HB L. &
JEERIE, FREFICFEE L, ARUCE S N TV Tz ante-
3018, KON RR THI > TKEL (EKL, 550 ~
1200 Bq pg"; TE3, 1.8 ~3.2; TE5, 4.6 ~ 12; TE12, 0.92
~1.8), VZ—0DiEEt (EKI1, 400 Bq ug', TE3, 3.1;
TES, 3.5; TE12, 4.7) A TH > 1z, BRI, "'Cs
MERBRICHRICK>TEEENEZIONSHE
(EK1, TES), M4 D4 (EKT, TES) « # (EKI1,
TE3, 12). ante-3.11 §2 D04 (EK1, TES, 12), DR
(EK1, TE3, 5, 12) #f (EKI1, TES) TII/NEWIGED
» -1z (Fig. 11),
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51000 . L
0 Ante-3.11 stem inner b, v/ ”
aQ/
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&0 ’4("’9'3‘1‘11;0“’5; branch | Litter
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o branch outer b. M) Current-y shoots
/M Ante-3.11 stem inner b. Current-y branch outer b.
~ e Root w.
o 100 F°” D;:;ig}:;"y 0 ~ Ante-3.11 branch inner b.
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o Current-y branch w.
%) . " Ante-3.11 branch w.
9 Ante-3.11 stem sai)wood " Ante-3.11 stem heartwood
«@ 10 I I

10 100 1000 10000

133Cs conc. (pg dry-kg™)

AT TSSO, VU Z—0 FCs g L VCs B E OBE ORIIE D 2017 15— &2 Z08)00)

Relationship between the '**Cs and "’Cs concentrations in Eleutherococcus sciadophylloides and litter (data added to

Akama et al. 2017).
EK1, TE3, 5,12 (% Table 2 L R U, FHEE

IZ DWW Fig. 3 #&0,

EAIEDEAED 1 Sept. 2017.

EK 1, TE 3, 5, and 12 are the same as in Table 2. See Fig. 3 for terms. Decay correction, 1 Sept. 2017.
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Table 2. 27 7 T OREENA ORE S

Results of the destructive sampling survey of Eleutherococcus sciadophylloides: biomass and the amounts of *Cs and

1
YCs per tree.

Biomass (kg tree™)’ "¢ (ug tree™) "Tes (B tree™)’
Organ Status Part Kawauchi V. TDM, Tadami T. Kawauchi V. TDM, Tadami T. Kawauchi V. TDM, Tadami T.
EK1 EK2 EK4 TE3 TES TEL2 TE3 TES TEL2 EK1 EK2 EK4 TE3 TES TE12

Leaf 13 48 14 0.19 017 0.71 12 18 370 7000 6200 8200 13 46 470
Infructescence 0.26 0013 0.049 2300 28 610 0 0 0
Branch Current-year  Outerbark  0.12 0.15 0.062 0010 0013 0.055 091 0.73 20 410 130 300 13 17 20
Branch Current-year  Innerbark  0.10 0.12 0.041 0.0061 0009  0.045 0.50 0.3 1 240 9% 200 22 0.90 13
Branch Current-year  Sapwood  0.18 0.25 0.10 0012 0.021 0.1 039 0.24 18 260 110 240 0.48 0.72 12
Branch  Other Post-3.11  Outerbark 0.5 14 0.19 0029 0.043 0.13 17 21 27 2200 1300 570 22 44 2
Branch  Other Post-3.11  Tnnerbark ~ 0.60 12 0.12 0.013 0.035 0.14 0.20 0.76 30 1100 1000 330 0.25 26 21
Branch Other Post-3.11  Sapwood 2.9 55 0.52 0.093 0.13 0.52 5.0 1.4 27 1500 1100 460 6.3 32 24
Branch  Ante-3.11 Outerbark 1.2 15 L1 0032 0.069 0.16 17 38 o) 26000 20000 32000 32 18 39
Branch  Ante-3.11 Inner bark 3.2 32 L6 0.025 0.053 0.21 1.4 17 41 4800 1600 3100 19 50 35
Branch  Ante-3.11 Sapwood 19 19 10 015 0.32 0.76 19 29 57 6400 1500 4600 26 62 40
Stem  Currentyear  Outerbark 00055  0.0048  0.0011 00010 0.0014  0.0061 0.095 0.082 22 19 44 53 0.13 0.20 22
Stem  Currentyear  Innerbark  0.0044 00040  0.00072  0.00064  0.0010  0.0049 0052 0.043 1.2 11 3.1 35 0.23 0.10 14
Stem  Currentyear  Sapwood  0.011 00081  0.0018 00020 00031 0016 0064  0.036 26 16 3.7 42 0.080 0.11 17
Stem  Other Post-3.11 Outerbark  0.037 0044 0.0033 00048  0.0064  0.019 0.29 0.31 39 140 41 10 0.36 0.66 32
Stem  Other Post-3.11 Tnnerbark  0.038  0.038  0.0022 00022 00051  0.020 0.033 0.11 43 73 3 58 0.042 0.38 3.0
Stem  Other Post-3.11  Sapwood ~ 0.19 018 0.0093 0015 00031 0074 0.84 0.033 38 9% 35 8.1 11 0.077 34
Stem  Ante-3.11 Outerbark 1.7 31 0.48 020 0.30 031 15 19 74 100000 140000 19000 47 190 110
Stem  Ante-3.11 Inner bark 12 30 33 03s 10 11 20 30 210 13000 9300 3600 25 62 180
Stem  Ante-3.11 Sapwood 77 150 20 36 8.5 84 51 88 520 31000 22000 11000 61 170 380
Stem  Ante-3.11 Heartwood 49 110 75 23 24 24 14 13 130 13000 12000 2100 17 28 )
Root Bark 8.3 16 23 021 0.56 0.81 20 140 1100 83000 160000 23000 25 230 760
Root Wood 35 70 9.8 16 28 31 19 210 1000 57000 110000 16000 32 360 930
Total 210 420 59 8.8 16 19 170 540 3700 350000 490000 120000 240 1100 3200

" Oct.—Nov. 2015. > JHEE i IEDOFMEH : 1 Sept. 2017
" Oct. to Nov. 2015. > Decay correction, 1 Sept. 2017.

4. B
41 AV T T T OEES A RS Y 7 LD H
ITRIET &

REFAER O FHEMADOH 5 0.5 m Oz EK1,
2, 4 HV33 ~ 42 4F, TE3, 5, 81324 ~ 324, FHEIC
X% TE DHILOEIREZET 5 &Ml iE 40 BUFEREE
TREGEL, EOMREMEKERALT A~ (47 F4)
RAF (A24FF) OIzDDO TR TRICKELE->
Tt DEEZSND, AR RERATEER OO
iR A S LIRS > TH O KEMN I
PICTES 720, B THEORFAHL > TEL L2
DTBEWEHEN>TEEITHD, —FH. KROKEIC
WEEAIC K > TR ZRBEWASH > 7o, EK1 1K
HWARTY A AWK E L, TE3, 12 kM A, EK4, TES
@A TY A XE/hEh o iz, TE12 1 EK1, TE3, 5
o PCspEENE <. TE3, 5 k0 VCs EENE
7z (Fig.1D), L& L., "'Cs & "Cs @(%Fﬁ“tW)nKMF'EEJ
DEWIZEK]I & TE3, 5,12 TARELBLDLET,
Bes R s ORFHTB LT A BRI & Nz #ipE T
AT A4 ZDHEIIHS I Tlah - Tz,

PTCs DRYIAN D SRR Y A XD KA T I
LT, FWBED20012FEDOHTED CsBETE,
RS A B EOEFEN TVE I THo7, Thb
B, BT MUK 2RI FY ROy T
75 O (Kiyono and Akama 2013) TIZEHFED “'Cs
BEICKERZ A>T, VCs B, BARkMICES
T EEKD D ENME DD - Tz (EEF - FR[ 2013,
Kiyono and Akama 2013), TN 5IEFHHEZICITIKIC
W30 Cs OE| &M < (Adachi et al. 2013) . #k
KPR Tk7a E & & R ICBE) L 72 fPic X &
NG WIEHED VCs WA D/NE WIS & Tz

T EIRET B,

42077 ORMEADBSEL Y 7 LD HEDR
e

HRIC T 28 e 7T HOMEY 2 — ORI T "'Cs 2
I REL FiEDRVWEEZ 5N/ (Fig. 10), 5,6 A
DWARIFIBIEMNPRHEA TN DT, BEMBERD
MUY TREENXOEh oA D S D, Fiifbe
JREEZR FFDYAEY 2 — RO T PCs % VCs D YR I
RELWEEDRVWEEZEZLONS, JFTHRLNE LS
GEBMOBEZLEE LA GE - /R0 2015, 2017, 155
5 2018c) 3O 7 7o TEROLNGE Tz, OATT
TIGERDT F L AN THEMADHEmHE L, ik
DHFENKE LV, RBHEEERENNE WD T, FHilC
K AR T VCs MBS AN (Burger and Lichtscheidl
2018) LT H MR AORE FAEMPEN RV
TdHH o Ante-3.11 8 « KOz D 'Cs BN H
W (Fig. 11) B, SHERICBHARICEREN S L
PICs DA ICHRIEL TV RS TH A D, PCs
IREED IV B2 — WRTEZ — M O IEIC T A % i (Table
3, Fig. 11) 3. AFTEHMEETNTED (Coppin et al.
2016, Yoschenko et al. 2016, &% 2017) . I Y146t
RSt Lz P'Cs BY, Bt R SIRINE NTH OH
DATICHLR L, NP OREZ EAEE TS
TexBbEs, LAhL, [FWUHERE PCs TERED S
1% (Table 3, Fig. 11) TE&M56. 5 LREELZNE
5T, MBI E N VCs BRI K Wy E Nz
MREEEZXASND RE DS 2017),

ICs/Cs YR L2 AL TN B &L EKL i, AR
M5 (2017) O & Bk, LA O IR EE E DM &
RO O/NEL, EEHENSEICHIT TEA/NE

B RS RE 55 18 % 2 &, 2019]
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Table3. 2775V Z—D ¥Cs, VCs ks

Results of the destructive sampling survey of Eleutherococcus sciadophylloides and litter: "*Cs and 'Cs

concentrations.
B3¢ cone. (ug d-kgﬁl) 7Cs cone. (Bq d-kg’l)1
Organ Status Part Kawauchi V. TDM, Tadami T. Kawauchi V. TDM, Tadami T.
EK1 TE3 TES TEI12 EK1 TE3 TES TEI12

Leaf 110 61 110 520 5200 67 270 660
Infructescence 210 - - - 8900 - - -
Branch Current-year Outer bark 76 93 57 360 3400 130 140 350
Branch Current-year Inner bark 35 81 42 250 2500 360 100 280
Branch Current-year Sapwood 37 33 12 160 1400 41 35 110
Branch Other Post-3.11  Outer bark 43 60 49 210 3700 75 100 170
Branch Other Post-3.11  Inner bark 32 15 22 210 1900 19 75 150
Branch Other Post-3.11 Sapwood 8.5 54 11 51 520 68 25 45
Branch Ante-3.11 Outer bark 40 53 55 270 22000 97 250 250
Branch Ante-3.11 Inner bark 21 54 32 160 1500 73 94 160
Branch Ante-3.11 Sapwood 6.3 13 9.3 60 340 17 20 52
Branch subtotal 12 37 20 130 1600 55 62 110
Stem Current-year Outer bark 76 93 57 360 3400 130 140 350
Stem Current-year Inner bark 35 81 42 250 2500 360 100 280
Stem Current-year Sapwood 37 33 12 160 1400 41 35 110
Stem Other Post-3.11  Outer bark 43 60 49 210 3700 75 100 170
Stem Other Post-3.11  Inner bark 32 15 22 210 1900 19 75 150
Stem Other Post-3.11 Sapwood 8.5 54 11 51 520 68 25 45
Upper stem Ante-3.11 Outer bark 59 65 59 200 53000 210 720 360
Upper stem Ante-3.11 Inner bark 30 48 27 160 1400 59 62 130
Upper stem Ante-3.11 Sapwood 8.0 12 11 60 290 14 15 34
Upper stem Ante-3.11 Heartwood 8.0 8.2 - 74 290 10 - 30
Middle stem Ante-3.11 Outer bark 80 - - - 46000 - - -
Middle stem Ante-3.11 Inner bark 21 - - - 1100 - - -
Middle stem Ante-3.11 Sapwood 15 - - - 430 - - -
Middle stem Ante-3.11 Heartwood 8.3 - - - 280 - - -
Lower stem Ante-3.11 Outer bark 64 87 72 310 78000 260 420 360
Lower stem Ante-3.11 Inner bark 15 66 32 220 1000 81 62 190
Lower stem Ante-3.11 Sapwood 7.2 17 10 63 390 20 24 49
Lower stem Ante-3.11 Heartwood 5.8 6.0 5.1 48 240 7 11 35
Stem Ante-3.11 subtotal Outer bark 71 74 63 240 58000 220 610 350
Stem Ante-3.11 subtotal Inner bark 19 57 30 190 1100 70 62 160
Stem Ante-3.11 subtotal Sapwood 11 15 10 62 400 17 21 46
Stem Ante-3.11 subtotal Heartwood 6.9 6.2 5.1 55 260 7 11 34
Stem subtotal 11 16 12 78 1100 23 37 62
Root Bark 230 95 260 1300 9900 120 410 930
Root Wood 37 12 75 320 1600 20 130 290
Root subtotal 74 22 110 520 3200 31 170 430
Total 25 19 33 190 1600 27 68 160
Ccv 1.15 0.65 1.11 1.00 2.19 1.11 1.28 0.94
Litter (d-g m'z) 140 430 500 630 55000 1400 1800 3000

"PREEAEDORMEH (1 Sept. 2017.
" Decay correction, 1 Sept. 2017.

WEAA RS 5Nz, LA L, TE3, 5. 12 Tid, .
DM EZENZEN 3 2 R EAEAOLE X DX
Mo e, LTI RE <, HRZENIEE SN
otz (Fig. 11), TE3, 5, 12 ff{kid EK1 KD & A X
M/NE W &, F72. EK1 & LN TE3, 5, 12 kI3 H
ik omb-o7 Cs D& (EERE) M 605D 1
5107001 &Yoot ehs, av7 7 I AN
TOD "Cs DM R L EATZ DD BN, E Ak
BB 0D TCs YR DL BIfREL (CV) & EK1 A 2.19,
TE3.5.12130.94 ~ 1.28 & TE3/N& /"> 7= (Table 3),
F -, TEL2 ZHEYAENO 'PCs JEEMMBHEAE L O FH L
<< (Table 3, Fig. 11), "'Cs DL E AWM
Holh, TDT LI VCs IR OEALRT O T R
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THO Cs kBB EMBENELS> T, TF GEH S
2018¢c) THEAMDMEHMMMEENT VS, —F, BV
<A (EHFS 2016) TEEBELEGRHIS>TDIFY X—,
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HF ORI B NIFTREMRERE, 85 R
BOEWZKML T, MYORBEICK > THRZZ5G
NhBEEZBND,
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PCs L Cs  WE LIS E VBRI AL HEK
DA RN L ADLBIRER (Fig. 7) Zfi>7z, LD
K i &K% PCs OB BV THAT 2 U
M2013), THEO K BENSWETHITIEZaY T 75
DYHEY 2 — bk Vs BEBEOVEHIIN D > o, LHIC
K" A2 HRN Y (69 + 10 (59 ~ 82) mg 100g™, Table
D) TRYEY 12— D PCs DBITRANEL, H
WCTHTLEYCsbay 77 IIKBiTLIc otk
Ez6N%, —J. HHEICK BDEVKNY (27 + 18
(12 ~ 43) mg 100g™, Table 1) TiZ, PCs YT 2 —
FMCBITLBL. Cs &8 BIT LB EEZ LN,

44 AT T ZDHBFOREEL T T LOFFEK

BCs L HEARYCs DB EIZ 3% KE W (137/133) 2
T, FERENICEIT 3 EH;ICREZTTVEEILN
% (EMIKERBMOKERN & HE# R 2017, Tsukada
etal. 2002), F/z., FHEHD VCs DR LIIEEE R
FHREIRERIC X D BTSN EEC b3 D
TH2H, VCs OFERIFFAEHTIE Cs D10 T
D—h S O—OMET, VCs DBIMT KD P Cs
DEHHPAEICEDD T LIFEZICL WV, —77, FHik
DB A TZHIR O Z 3T, IARD.OHM VCs JEEEN
FAEIIC FR L TR D U Cs 3o o ®EiE, KT
HIECHE b3 25 ICFEL#HER LT 5 UM 2015,
2016), AT T T DORANTE AFLRKEDT &
HETWVBAEEEDNE V. YT LIFHEY DTG
Tld7a <. YD FEMANTIRIL « fREFT 2D Tid7E <
AV T LIx EnBYE RN AET 5 hTENE
DINTG VAL EDEELTVDE EEZDBNS, TDX
SICZEMNTIEH > TE VCs oA EmZ DA
Wh s, FlZE, 7FTlE. K IBERZEHELHLLR
FI/NEL, BEREWN>EHTHE I LHZVDITH
LT, ""CsBEREMMNLO KEL, EM<EETH
BT e h ol GEE - AR 2015),
VR—=H5aAY 7 TITOYREY 2—bAD Cs i
BATHRE (T, &, PCs T, L EOMMENSH O (Fig.
6b), FCs BT LAWVEMAETIE VCs BT LAV E
EZbN, AV T T IICHDIAENT VCs 13Tk
RER D IS I " °Cs & (R Rk O S [E A 0D IRF 22 ) 49 A7 7%
RS THA9, UL, HFHSFHER X TOMFERM
i Cs M ECs DR HITE DL ERBICH B EEZ DN
%, HAGUR & DR EEREEMFK DR EDEWICK > T
BENCIEEND S TH A5, "Cs /'°Cs ik, 0L
TEDORHMOBEEDIRER KM LIZEEEZ DN D,
Z T T, MYRNICE D AE N PCs & PTCs DR
ez eicske, WA THXRZ Z EiIckDb, %
AT BT B VCs O FCs pAANOELDOFEE R HTD |
VCs 5% ETHITES LEZ SN,

flél Pk N D FAL R (Table 3, Fig. 11) 7% b9 %
&L ERERN T O EEICINT T VCs OBITHEDIC L

T, INE DD Cs 1PCs BEEA K E L o T,
DAL D LERIED S AIHEMENH B, T L x|
D VCs FREDIH S T, BEBED VCs JEEIX
ERULTHWLTHAD, a7 T I OHMUEDIREDN.
TR RE SR D 5 B 7 52 ) T I CHRRAE IS ER LT WL
% (GE% - JR[ 2018) HEND B, iz, BHEDIE/
) 2—"Cs &b (Fig. 5b, 9) A%, "Cs O &HITEDW
TWwL 9% &, Fig. 9 DEMBOMEBKRIEKKEFE D I
BT 2D THA I, FMTREINZBERICVDODET
2. 5D D Smnm, sk, av 775
DOFH DY IZ HRN O X 5 & LD KT IRE O @ WAL
HTIES XL, KNY DK S &% KO EVFki
TWEESX0EL RSB EZIEN5,

5. Fliai

s & PCs O LEIGRE ORS R, BHAICEI DA E N
72 VCs OB OBE) (K . WEEh 5D Cs
DFFHEWINEB LT, A>T 7T OHFEO R
VU LRBENSGR ERTZHEENH DT Mo T,
a7 T IO, BRFEMETLHEIIK B
L EHNEEEZ 5ND, K DD RNTETIEK
RAICED THO K BEZEDO LN LEND 5D,
i %3 % & Offifild K DN DanBigicd X A5,
AL TRUTZAIRRIRH Z AL S 5. & 5755 W5%
MWRETH 5,

C
PR T PR BCGERAR  BRARE PR S SR 28, e S IR AIR
BLER, BB, MR RS SP E AR SE TR
LT, WERAMEASEASS. RAITGMHES. S8
ERH T AR AL M AR AL AR IR R
B PR T BE SR AR AR B R 2 v AR B S
B BWRE BLE O BRI X AR AR, Bl
BHICBOWTEHZER > THWZ, RARITZ « B0
FRMAR B I FL T AR W ZEER PRSI T « Rk RE I 1
BADMZINT.UTIEW 2, [FARMBFZEER M V7 B b
W EAE T KICE 'PCs OO 7B DV T T
B2 THO Tz [AIHRIS B 7250 P S S5 15 B - 5O P P B e
TR OB AN IR D FHEE & it > o L OJlE
ZLUTHEHWE, Lo, B#HoEZET S, &K
W71k AR MR PE IR Bl 22 D % 0 T JFH RS O FUHH
BEREHEO—RE UTHEMUK, £z, ISPS R
JP15K07496 DBk &2 52 1) 7z,

T 1) PEEBARRS S WFL AT O HIBRIE 2K (https:/gbank.
gsj.jp/geochemmap/gmaps/map.htm) I & % &£ HRN (&
K,0 DEES H (1.525 ~1.769% D7 T Z), L
ML, KOBEEKNY TEEWOT, KORET
a7 TITDYEY 12— D PCs OBITRDE
W XLFHIHTERL,
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Transfer of radiocesium released in the 2011 Fukushima Daiichi
Nuclear Power Station accident to Eleutherococcus sciadophylloides,
a wild tree that produces edible sprouts

Yoshiyuki KIYONO "*, Akio AKAMA ”, Munehiko IWAYA * and Yukio YOSHIDA*

Abstract

Radiocesium (**’Cs) migration from the environment to wild tree species that produce edible sprouts was examined
following the accident at the Tokyo Electric Power Company’s Fukushima Daiichi Nuclear Power Station in March
2011. Compared to available data on edible herbaceous species, little is known about edible tree sprouts. The *'Cs
released into the environment following the accident has not yet reached equilibrium in the ecosystem, unlike
naturally occurring cesium 133 ('*’Cs), and its distribution is still changing. The current distribution of *’Cs in the
ecosystem, including that in plants, is thought to be approaching that of '**Cs. By clarifying the present distribution
and metabolic characteristics of '**Cs, the future state of "*’Cs can be estimated. Therefore, in 2015-2017, the current
status of radioactive *’Cs and "’Cs in Eleutherococcus sciadophylloides and its environment were examined in six
municipalities in Fukushima Prefecture. The average '*’Cs concentration in current-year shoots (leaves and branches)
was not correlated with '**Cs concentrations in litter (P = 0.425) or soil (P = 0.751) but was negatively correlated
with soil K” concentration (R* = 0.2756, P = 0.025) and deposition (R* = 0.3390, P = 0.011). The "*’Cs current-year
shoot concentration/litter deposition ratio (T,,) was positively correlated with BCs T, (R’ =0.5748, P <0.001). Thus,
Cs transfer appeared to accompany '*’Cs transfer. Comparing organ-specific concentrations in trees, the current
*7Cs/"**Cs concentration ratios were occasionally smaller in leaves and roots than in other organs, e.g., bark and
wood. Concentrations in the former will rise to those of the latter as *’Cs approaches equilibrium in the ecosystem.
In addition, *’Cs concentrations in sprouts may decline in forestland with high soil K concentrations and increase
in forestland with low soil K™ concentrations. Further studies of edible wild tree sprouts are required to verify the
findings and assumptions of this study.

Key words: air dose rate, edible wild plant, radiocesium deposition, 3 ¢s, shipping restrictions, soil exchangeable K,
standard concentration values for food
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