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Rainwater dynamics on leaves and branches based on raindrop measurements

Kazuki NANKO !

Abstract: Forest influences the dynamics of water, sed-
iment, and materials both globally and locally since the
forest canopy intercepts precipitation and changes water
volume and quality reaching soil surface. The author has
measured raindrops and throughfall drops to estimate ero-
sivity in the forest, however, it is found that drop data is
useful tool for physical clarification of precipitation par-
titioning process by trees. The method was developed
to partition whole throughfall into free throughfall, splash
throughfall, and canopy drip using raindrop data both open
and throughfall. Foliage height to generate canopy drips
can be estimated by their fall velocities. The theory on
the interface between solid (a plant surface) and liquid (a
water drop) could explain the difference of canopy drip
generation processes among different canopy species and
between leafy and woody surfaces, as well as through-
fall generation process in different canopy layer structures.
This paper illustrates not only the fun, but the usefulness,
importance, and future prospects on the raindrop studies.
Key Words : raindrop, rainfall partitioning by canopy,
throughfall, water repellency, laser disdrometer

1. LI

BRICED S &, BEXNCEATHZEIR L,
WHIZED ECHOR KB 2 2L I 5. EHIIEK
MATRZ 3 HiEEE Taw Z0M@HE% Kz, Wik
(R IZ AR FETR) OFZEIZ 2000 45> 5 HLD $l AR 7-.
BoNTF— X BT 2 5 B2, BRI BT
EEDIDIZESL, BEHLTW D2 Z2WET — X
EHWTCHET I ENTELZ L IZEI W, [EHiE
(han i) Wk (W) FREBRREEEZ 006, W
TR E D < BHE DR & ARINFE O 2 OB IZ D0
THELS 5.
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2. EMICBEITDIRBEBARDO=—X

AR O R O 3 B % e 5 LRI H T
HD. Pz ESBHEIC & > THRKIZER X, BT
W - B - EM RO 3 BRICHEE NS (Fig.
la). JEWTARFIZ L DIEAKED 10 ~ 50 % AL IIZH]
ETHZ R RRIZEENS (Rothetal., 2007). £
B & R IR I BT B kD& L Y DR
M — 222046 2 2L X 8, LHThOMEYRERS
KOEEEILSDOES (Leviaetal, 2011). SAHR5%E
HEX/MMEE I LD, BHEIC X BBKPEAED LS
AT BDONEASNIZTSE I D, HIAKED
HEDO—DOTH 5.

TEBIIEY O - EFEORBETHY, K.RE - E
DEIETEGTED B0, TEEEIIEETHS.
TEEEOHE - HIIMRHANDONHOEHETHS. W
MOEZEIZ & b WA E 2220, REL, REKE
5, ZOMOELIZED, HEABARIZEN (F
FRELITIEND), KB AAIZ L WEEERERE A
EsNTEEBRPFEEL, HEZE VKL WL (H
WEHE, RERERLIFEIENS). BAFMKET 5L
WENYVRE, HFVRANZIEALTWL. MWt T
X, KRELWEIZEE —ROEENPRKELSE NEEIH
Wz, WEOF OEH T I LF-NKREL LD, &
BENITEL R 5.

+THEARMELREEI L TVWAEEZIZS W
&, MIFITHAESOWER HNIZMEI X NDE. Bk,
EARMIZIE HEEEZIH T 5 HAHTH 5. W
DFRTIE, FEPEBIZL D) X —P FEMHEEN M
FKEWBELUREL VD0, W0~ DOE%E
ERHiVWTA NS, WIRBENZ\VEY, THBENIED
72 < (Miuraetal, 2015), EWREREDHMERF S D (F
M5, 2010). HHKAE T HLEMERED 55, THH
TIERMR BBA ILERED R K DFHMAEiZEZ MR TH D, 4F
i 28 kML EDflifEA A EFNT WS (ZZEREW
%2, 2001).
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(a) BHEDBERDE 7 12 2 L@ 2k 5 3 .

(b) FIHRLE DA 2 35 A U 7 e @@ i D &0 0 . X1 Levia et al.

(2017) DHZE.

Rainfall partitioning and throughfall partitioning by tree canopy.

—HT, BRTHORPS )X —FEHEEIZLS
HRENH L, TERAEVPEETU X S HMKRHPME
Lo TWA., EATIE, MEENDE ) F ATHP
VHBENPHUCWHEMRIBEZETH D, WATIE, T
AR R e F CTHERIIZME S N B, X101V
RDOF—2 AT, FERRL S HLVO2—H) AT
W, HEDILANTHRTOREF D 5. BERS >
FIZ X 2N DR D AL T NEREAEEETE R
KB eX, VR=DNRLPT < HREES R
BN EHWERNTHS (Nankoetal., 2020). ZD &S
BRHEMANTEZ S LIEEEEZERMLL FHT 572012
X, RN Z A2 BER DL, KERSIE, HFEKD
e THESTL DDEFDRELRZ-DTH 5.

3. MR TWIEZAET %

M % J 2 72T 2 JIE LRI nida sk
W, A TOFREHIEIX, Lowe (1892) A3Eh Dl
THYH, TRAINDROPS] X WH DT v TN X
1 MVDHRILTHB. E>TL 5MHEE T — MROK,
AT, WEORAAA T & TR % HEE
U7-. 2Dk, A#E - NEWE - 79 AWERE D
FEBIATFIE, BHEE  EHRE  AFEREOHT)
BT ENEAHR I NS HIZES. KA TOMTERIE
I%, Chapman (1948) D& diDWETH 5. /INEME
W& 7T Hh <Y OMRHNA TR ZEEJIEL, KNT
KERWMBFET L 2HME L. T LUTHNT
BHAL D HEB TR VLF—DKREL, HHEKDEE
BEDIRE K BB R U2, MTEHIE PN D
MIIF SR D FESEIZ DWW T Levia et al. (2017) 1236 %
FeHEOT, BERINZO.

X T, FH S IIMRANH TR Z [HREGEE S 5 72
ST, KFHEO—FTHL L -V —filEitz2H SR

L 7= (Nanko et al., 2004 ; 2006 ; 2008a). L —#—¥ —
LDEW ORET 75 L —Y — ' — AN @il U 72 Wi
DRiFE L HE 2 ES BMATH S (Fig. 2), dilkD
L —¥ —WiizTd % OTT Hydromet 430D Parsivel,
Thies CLIMA #:#® Laser Precipitation Monitor (LPM)
DFE L IZIF—HETHD. AEDOL —F —NHaHEH
W I R TN TR S VOB TH B, 2
NEMAWT, BRSO~ LHEKRTHIFEZHIEL T
ER

MRAN & U 2 MM ORI N D@L TH
5. (1) BEYimo O IZER 5720, KN
DWFHEFERIMIN LD BENS. (2) MINTHAFED
BbHoTH, ML O N 5MMDOREENIHL. (3)
Byt B CRTEIA £ 2SS S B 72 O MM B TR D
WA U, KK T 5. MO TIERAE 3 mm
ZHEZ 5 WM 7Z0Y, M TIRBEICH L TL 5.
(4) ZO—7T, RSLWEPBIREIZHEET 5L ST
DS TRIRAL T 2728, IR B Z L2 5.
(5) BIEAMRWGEITIX, W OE TEE A KD
HEL RS, (6) BHEAEWEG T, M~ DN
HEI XL DAL DB REL RS,
ML T2 ADEN» S, 3 DDKDIC
gironsd (Fig. 1). HEZMNTICZOEEERT
% [EEN], BEETHEW X N2 LSS LR
AT 2 TR TN (FICEZ3mm ML), FEFETD
BRI S N TNRRAE S 5 TR (EIZER
2mm PAF) TH5D. RIKWIFAEFEL T < EHAR
ICHBAL TWd & WS A Y (Murakami, 2006),
WX TBREXPEES W2 EET S (Nanko et al.,
2008a; Tashiro-Uchimura and Mizunaga, 2017).
HEONBBMTIXZDORD DEEEAARETH 5.
I TEESIZ, MW & EEW & THFER RS
MR D I e 2GR L, BEEBNO 3 %50 % 7
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Fig. 2 L —¥—N#&HZ & 2 WHEHIEOLMA. WAL - - —L2@i#d 5L (KD
), Y —TRITWE V-V —83EPT 2 (M), Z0EMORT» S, EilL 72w
WORESILHIZWEST S, BUIENES (2017) & D ke,

Schematic diagram of drop measurements by a laser disdrometer.

Fig. 3 EORMIZH > 72K, (a) BAMEOBENAXY A, (b) kM
DEWVWEDT Y UF I, BRRIEEL KEORTOER%Z/RT. FUAKD
KD > TWBD, ZAXV A1 OSHBEMERDEL, BER/ERREA

JEN.

Water drop on a leaf with (a) lower water repellency (Castanopsis sieboldii) and
(b) higher water repellency (Phyllostachys heterocycla). Dashed line indicates
contact diameter between a leaf and a water drop.

35 FiE%EBFE L2 (Leviaand Nanko et al., 2019). [E
EWNPIMI R UK BRI 2RO EREL, Thi
ZUBIWEERD D55, KRS 2 N, IR
A ERIARE T2, LWIONRZDFEDKENR
finvcd s (Fig. 1b).

ZOFEEAWT, WA CREIR R ERE % FEHiE
U7z 3 7, 5 7/, 12828154650 1.2 R0 E
DFRFHHE T — R 2 RANITIT Uz, S DR -
e EUTIBIzEEH S, (1) BRIZERDN
TWA54E, M FHNABEEENO ERITTHS. (2)
BIRIZERDWTWEEGE, [REBOANEER LD
H I N AEHEEEN R I HD2HENEL, W
MORZEDHRKEW. (3) BIKIZENRWES, EHEN
PR EER O LD TH B0, Hib S D N E
H NS 2 CIREIRAERD 2D, HIEHED
FRIIRE LS nD, (4) FEeR L TN OERER
MRS, DE2EE X/ LT, BE@EEO SR E
FRIZDWTHRHZ ED 5.

4. HTREOERTOER

41 EHNSDET

R EE NI B NT, i FNAEARRIC ERS TH
DEEENEG. T TH FNORRESMEIZ, BfEIZ
LWV EF NS ERNEFH 7 (Nanko et al., 2013).
EX20cm BEOKEL 9 B 2 S RILL, HBE
WETKEGATH NWHEEZHEBEL, TOWHKEZ
L—F —FiMECHIE Us. T ORER, JREER IR
KA D5D025 U THKNLRERE (T5hY, I
Vi ¥) kbbb, EREBY TV T U CHIKK B
(7F, Z73XFX) OLM, HIREIKEP 7. $HEE
BT, 7hvy<e/ FAXOIEIZHE FHRFEK
Eh oz,

IS OFERIZ M5 K E ORI AR Tl
XN S 5. FEREOEKMEDK N & HE il 23N X
<, KIZD >R LB TEIZMNET S (Fig. 3a).
FRUTH U, BERMEOEARMED E W & il AR E <,
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Fig. 4 &N & L <EN TV D5 TOEER - [RIER - KD A DI R

R ODEN.

Difference of canopy drip generation processes among conifer, leafed broadleaved, and
leafless branch between wetting and saturated situation.

Kigixaoano LB THEIINET S (Fig. 3b). Z
NIZ& D, BEOEAKEMENIZY TFEEKEDREIER/
ARG BIAL< 720 (EHCE 570X, REom
JITHhBEMENKEL D), EREVPKENET S
HNBWRKREL 2D, FEAFO LS ITHEWEEED 3 KT
RICALE X 5 56 I I BEREERIC TEE L K E DI
R WARTH ] OMREMENRKEL 157280, FERM
WKEMNETEHPRELLSE., ZORERMENIC
£, EOREWKEERPERMZIIS FIFoZ L
MTEE7-0, M IFNHEORELRKEL 5.

KOEKHGRIZHE D &, FEOEAKMEINI L,
KA OMENKEL, HEOHAIXENEIEED 3 X
THRICHLE S N, EOMHE A FHTH2I1FYE, KON
BHPRKELLD, WIHEHORNENKREL LD LEE
Z5B.

— 1T, EORMTHEMBEIEELEOEDLD LD
WFT2MMEGFMET S, ZOHAIF—HRITLDED
HEAKE L, EOMEE AN WVIFE R FHRREIEAE
{73, ThETIZ, EHPKRECEI 70cm 2 X
5 F—2 (Tectona grandis Linn. f.) & F /N KRV
(Miconia calvescens DC. (Melastomataceae)) TKZ 72
W TR 2 810 L 72 (Nanko et al., 2015; 2020). Z#
5 OB IZE NP AT 7mm 28X, RERRE
143 mm %% T< % (Levia and Nanko et al., 2019).
02 KifEIE, BHRATOLEEENEBLUWEETE
»H5.

PLEE, EXBNTHE 2 /ELTWED, E
BROZEIMFEAEECEIC L 0 BIICHIREIT 5. MES
PR CIESERE & D 5 RIS 2 Z e
R XT3 (Nanko et al., 2006). FEEDFENIZ &
0 KT BOERE DA+ 43 75 R T8 T BRI (2 K0 A3 1 e
INTH T B2 ThH 5.

42 KN LDET

Bt e\ D L ERRITAG I N D DY, FEERIIEE B
HOMREZTH S, FHIZEESOEEB TR DA

D E MR T 5. e BEL TIRRREFENRL 3.
B3 ZE & 0 & R KMERMK <, X728 o dizk
DRBAART VOO TH L. Lizh> TRMA
DIFENRTIRHMTIHBEOBIIF L ETHAL > T

5.

B & O NI, Fe0 5 D4R, oMl -
R0 PR T HENER U025 DERK, o
EDSDERENDD. BAID 2 DIE—EEEME R
X, WSS IZHE-> TR N2 4R T 5726, Hiufm
WX UETHE N Rd. DX 5 RIGATIX, #ik
TOWEND & S IZFAFNIRIZE D K & 223 T il H3
Z 7 < g2 Ui 2 285, (LU (2017) 1%, #BE
JAERERIZ B\WT, Z OEHRE FRAEE FOoMED
BEWET LI 2R L. ZZTHOH SR D
bR (BARMIZIE, Do WwWe a7 28kL, #ikz
ENTZ) L BEOBIEEFT, TN O S R e A
CERRBEERS T T, O R REE R T R
NF¥F—%/NSLTBHZLIZEIIL, EOREDZHD
PR A & R U 7.

EEILER TcH B 2) /¥ (Liriodendron tulipifera
L.) DR N T, KN O D ZHiZ b % #§ < 72 (Nanko
etal,2016). Z DR, EERIZHRTEERLD LD
B AR ORI L, L0 KESAMMEAM TS &
ST o7z, MR EEFEEOENNE, EoHETEE
WOKDINSHEDL Y, HNHDOERRTH > 7235
NERbNZZ &T, S DM FHEOERMIZKAE
HUZZEWERNTHS. # NHEOKRRRbE, &
RO HHPERE & 0 BEKEA NS W &, M)A
Mo CHHMECTREDOKNEZENVPRENZ &, KR
FREEER X 0 RIRDME S KDKMEDE W & BT
HBHEFEROTTNWS.

FRELRTIE, WMIHOER SO TEHNERD
(Fig. 4). % (RuzHEERH TIdENAMICERS FED
LR PR OAER N E 5. BEXENSIZER T
MOERSIZKPEETY, EREOBEME TWE,
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Volume percentage of drops with <1 mm and >3 mm

24.4% 35.1%

18.7% 41.0%

Velocity (every 0.2 m s71)

Diameter (every 0.1 mm)

f \ f \
12 -

Diameter (every 0.1 mm)

Fig. 5 /& 9.8m O A FHATHIRE U 7= 6 e 388 58§ D Wi D RiAE & 7% FIHEDBIR. £ L DOEOR
SRWERAOHREDO®E T 2/, (a) BNE 2m (b) B FE 5m. EERIIFHEOMREE RS, &
DR 1 mm Al & Wik 3 mm L EOWHD, Bhd@EREIC Ho5EHEG2RT.

Relationship between drop diameter and velocity of throughfall under an isolated Japanese cedar canopy with
9.8 m height. Crown base height is 2 m (a) and 5 m (b), respectively.

WNESTBOANHETITHHOEL KEI L KRT S
(Nanko et al., 2008b) (Fig. 4). Zhizxf Ui (Bf) T
i, MNEoBOAMENE ZHTL D B T
WD HEDHER I N7~ (Levia and Nanko et al., 2019).
BA NG TANA T THEIEN T RF 2w Lk
&2 A, OB RO TIIHORPESTHRHM FHED
R E R TN, BRI Z OEBRHE A
TWL BRFO R I N7z, I & 0 B ANENIR D,
WBNDHNTE o AR ICEDNTVE, K
T > THIE»SRIBET 2 L D BRI > TRAIC
WETLDANTINF—2FOTICTLZOI, T
MARSDTEET DA =KL (Fig. 4) THHIeH
Loz,

5. BEDEBEZ B E A MEDIRS HE L

L —H - O R E X721 T4 < i3
EHHETE L. MRADOWTEIIHE T Izt #
D&V, FERMIZIIMEORE JIIZIHN U E - 72
B (INnZ2KRuHE L ER) THERLTL5. Ll
FRWIE, BHEMEWES I I3 RE 2 5 2 57 i
HIZEELTCLES. ZNZ2FAHL, W IEWO%E N&E
Ehs, HEICEET 55 FWEA, LomE okE T
ERIN-ONEHET EILNTES.

F e D Jog i 20N B e 3 3 T D AR BRI G- R B e B e A
R % FER% 47> 72 (Nanko et al. 2008b, 2011). BhiSERl
FHRARGCAT (D <IXT) D KB [N 2 BR M 3%
W& 9.8 m D AX (Cryptomeria japonica (Thunb.
ex Lf.) D.Don) ZAf#kL, & 16m D/ AL» oA

THEM %25 2 THE@EN Z 5 U, K iEEm o

a2 Bl L7, @pTREYD L THiEDO RS
EEAT-. HTFEP2m»5 SmiZ kW5 &, KTk

£Z£3mm ML EOKRELRWMEHIZDONT, & NHEDEN
FEAZL R TWB Z AR THNS (Fig. 5). Z
NIETH FHDOE NERE AR L7200 TH 5.

Tz, KfE3mm LA ETHETHE 8 ms™ FiEORN
WZEHT 52, HTES5m (Fig. 5b) IZHART, #TF
FM2m TENSDRFEDOEN,-> 72 (Fig. 5a). £ L
TIERE 1 mm A D [ 7 8 e 38 56 fN AR 1T 6D 5
G0, HFESmEDERFE2m DSV KREN ST
(187 % & 244 %). ZH 51X, BHENOMTFEOR i
RTINS 5. Bl L@ CERI N/ TR,
T T RS X 4 B 72 D 1T P& TR EE O i A3
WAL, KSR N ISR S 0 TRIKW &
AT, BIEMEEPERERIZY, WO BGERED
EHEZ AR D, R @ N IR DRk % Al &l - T
EREhbZeeis.

6. F&H

W RE DM @S 7 0 v A 0E, WO HIE TRERIIZ
HfEX NS 50, ERIZIKKERIZ L IEZEDRFEN
LY, BRI ORBY, BEEDORE DRI L0,
TR DI, HEDOME, U TRNDEITIZHE
5 FEEFRTH D K ME D ZE A 78 & DIEHEIZKE A G S Ml
WK OMAERIZE > TH D Lo TWVWD. &fE
ZENZ & RN D2 LR, HRREEIC X
% FRMAEIE O Z AL (K B K DI 5 R B 8
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DOTFHD7-dIzi%, TFH] OBS»S, RhAaT7y T
MIZZD 7ot A Z2ASPIZ LTV IFEE BRETH
5. IKXFIZHERTIFOBRR 2 MARAT, WYL
FAH = AT Ta—FRZDFHIT b TH
%5, #HlzIE, Konradetal. (2012) Tl¥, HEHMmEIZfS
U 7ZKD, WO cHRBEPEZ TR, %
DI EEDDN, BETH 200, I () ¢
LD EEDMEEIZL>TESEBLEha2YHET IV
T L TWa. Holder (2013) 5Tk, #KMEDE
WEIE EHAKDOBHEIFEEN RS W E2HER LT
5. INSO/EE ANRAARNS, BROFENOR
FORERBLULTWSHDEFEZTED, EHFLIIICH
BAL TWE 20,
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AfREtizB T 2 EHOMFERICED s TV
W TOMFEMEEICHEZMLU 3. KEH
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D LA TOHFKEKEBFEL TW2W 2 /NRBUL iz
BN L ET.
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