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nox, L) ¥ 7 % 4 % (Dioscorea tennipes, Fraxcu. et 8av) RUA N Y F Y (Quamoclit vurg-
alis, Cuows) OB THOTRTERY TH%. TORE 74}7;& T FEH I~ Zeo
FIERSHOMTL, BHR—BlBLHEL Y, XEFAFNEB+ABCBELN—8
X DEA+EOMCBEL, BUREA+—R XD LAFARE TR, KHke ) *
¥ {MH, BT 8 BRE VIR bk

BORHOPHREB L T2 RROH v, T HEL THAROTWERbE
STNEBKT BBERD Do 4T NFROTHSEL ZBR LR 5 LKOM D T Bo
AL BB EFRO TR T 25 % 5.2 DS HEITH Ok bFH—HROA
DHEEEI D LR T OPHOPAOR L & Dko

Table 1. Pitch and length of stem.
# 1 #RIIRTOREMAEOLH DML

Diameter of
support _

Length (em-) | o751 0.79 | 0.82 | 0.88 | 1.56 | 1.56 | 2.23 | 2.23 | 2.99 | 8.00 | 5.92 | 5.96

of Stem

{cm.)

5 85 91| 156 | 165 211 | 141 224
10 105| 83| 135 95| 152 | 158 200 | 140 | 2241 164
15 91| 95| 15| 87| 104| 130 154 203 | 139 | 224 165
20 961 90| 111| 77| 114| 184 158| 139 202 | 140 | 221 | 183
25 971 90| 116 8| 129 128 165 135| 195 | 146 | 216; 214
30 100| 106| 109| 98| 128| 138 | 169 | 124 | 188 | 144 | 211 | 260
.35 .. 97| 95| 101 112 122 143 168 | 140| 188 | 136 | 219 | 264
40 L93| 86| 91| 114 | 126) 143| 186 | 140 | 190 ] 143 | 226 ; 247
45 | 98| 84| 94 116] 137! 145| 180| 155| 185 | 155 | 228 | 250
50 113| 88| 104 128| 127 | 152 | 175 | 172| 196 | 169 | 230 | 254
55 102 | 88| 101 | 123 | 112| 156 174 | 168 | 200 | 184 | 229 [ 259
60 ' 87| go| 94| 145| 102 | 154 | 185 | 169 | 202 | 199 | 230 | 254
65 15| 100 | 101 | 125 107 | 156| 177 | 174 | 209 | 217 | 250 | 251
0 108 110| 99| 16| 134 | 147] 174 174 | 218 | 208 | 257 | 250
75 106 | 00| 98| 128| 184 147 | 170 | 171 219 | 197 | 240 | 253
80 10| go| 94| 110] 134| 157 | 163 | 172 | 212 | 200 | 287 | 268
8 18| gg! 110 108 132 | 167 | 154 | 175 220| 218 | 233 | 280
90 106 | 119 122 110| 131} 176 150 | 180 | 286 | 260 | 281 | 290
9% 110 | 130 | 124 | 118 128| 200| 158] 178 | 218 | 295 | 229 | 298
100 118 | 139| 121 | 140 | 144 | 206 | 162 | 160 208 | 300 | 223 | 303
105 100 117 144 | 163| 196 172 | 154 197 | 201 | 213 | 307
110 80 116 | 148 | 160 192 195 | 155| 185 | 266} 211 | 308
115 110 |- 150 | 132 296 | 178 221 | s11
120 147 : 238 | 230 " 231 | 314

Mean 96,7) 102.0/ 114.1 105.5 115.2| 158.4 165.0/165.0 [ 195.0 | 184.1 | 202.9 | 219.2

Probable error 6.7 9.4 88 13.2| 38.4| 545 148 14.8| 86| 37.4| 323| 93

8% AROIEBWELS LOCEANL, 7373 95HE3 L0CH 3,
Mean : Probable error {3432 b WITHERLELTHEL T

(D BBO* 2 REIRBACHOT, BASEIZALELET 5,
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Fig. 2. Pitch and length of stem.
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Table 2. Pitch and diameter of support.

# 2 XTEHEoOHUBLPBAHA
7 %% Pharbitis Nil, Crors

THEoHB B A h HELoBsH Mmoo
cm om em cm
0.04 6.06 2.35 3.70
0.65 9.49 9.47 3.02
0.75 10.03 10.18 -0.12
0.79 9.93 10.44 -0.51
0.82 10.84 v 10.63 ‘ 0.41
0.88 - 12.46 11.66 0.80
0.96 10.37 11.49 ~1.12
0.96 11.34 11.49 ~0.15
1.40 . 14.45 . ' 13 89 0.56
1.56 12.58 . 14.66 -2.03
1.56 15.76 14.66 1.10
1.72 14.53 15.39 - -0.85
1.59 14.34 14,80 ~0.46
1.94 16.13 16.34 ~0.21
2.23 16.96 17.52 ) -0.56
2.99 20.37 20.30 0.07
3.00 19.35 20.35 ~-1.00
2.23 17.56 17.52 0.04
5.96 | 2625 . 28.67 ) ~2.42
592 - : 2313 - : 28.56 ~5.43
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Table 3. Pitch and material of support.
% 3 XHEOMELBH

. diameter | R A3y | FWFH | — 8 M Pitch .
WO OHEE ) Ty o om | B | MERE | TEE | 900y
com m.m. cm cm cn
6 B & 0.40 1.97 17.41 9.26 6.05 46.53
9 & 0.65 2.82 15.00 — 9.49 4.62
14 Ik 0.75 1.97 15.45 7.08 10.03 4.95
15 v 0.79 1.77 17.03 8.59 9.93 4.00
10 ’ 0.82 2.11 16.41 9.01 10.84 4,92
12 4 0.88 2.11 17.02 9.30 12.46 4.51
3 ] 0.96 2.01 16.68 9.05 10.37 3.43
16 & 0.96 1.75 18.30 8.14 11.34 3.73
19 W T 1.40 1.78 16.54 —_ 14.45 3.28
8 * 1.56 2.09 16.31 8.11 12.58 2.57
2 v 1.56 2.08 16.08 9.60 15.76 3.21
4 o 1.71 1.85 16.28 9.44 14.53 2.69
7 B 2 1.59 2.12 15.33 7.34 14.34 2.87
17 &t 1.95 2.02 18.11 9.67 16.13 2.64
11 * 2.23 1.99 17.14 7.53 16.96 2.42
18 v 2.99 2.12 17.71 9.51 20.37 2.17
20 v 3.00 2.15 17.60 - 10.04 19.35 2.06
5 ” 2.23 1.81 16.70 6.99 17.56 7.98
13 4 5.96 2.10 18.90 8.94 26.25 1.40
1 4 5.92 1.76 17.70 7.31 23.13 1.24
p =7.02m

79 Xk Pharbitis Nil, Cmors
Ffg. 3. Pitch and diameter of stem.

(Pharbitis Nil, CHoIs.)
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na v Quamoclit vurgalis, CHols.

Fig. 4. Pitch and diameter of stem.

(Quamoclit vurgalis, CHoIs.)
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Table 4. Pitch and diameter of support. (Quamoclit vurgalis, Chois.)

£ 4. XHOHBLPH (ravVE)

¥ HOHS B > fZLoPH o
0.65 " 7.8% 7.01 0.81
0.79 7.61 7.73 -0.12
0.92 -7.65 8.34 -0.64
092 8.70 8.34 0.38
1.94 11.34 12.08 -0.74
2.23 12.68 12.96 -0.28
2.26 11.63 13.07 -2.44
2.99 13.41 15.03 -1.62
3.05 15.0% 15.19 -0.15
5.92 15.15 21.16 -6.01
0.04 3.00 . 1.81 1.27

p = 886°m
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aryx  Ipomoea bona-nox Boi.
Fig. 5. Pitch and diameter of stem

(Ipomoea bona-nozx, L.)
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Table 5. Pitch and diameter of stem. (Ipomoea bona-nox, L.)

# 5 XHOHGEPBH (arrx)

rRoH® | B H HEELOBH ® o
07 84 Lo 12"
1.5 12.3 12.3 —_
3.0 17.4 17.7 0.3
40 20.1 19.4 0.7

p = 5.10m
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v 7% 4= Dioscorea tennipes, FraNcH et Siv.
Fig. 6. Pitch and diameter of stem.

(Dioscorea tennipes, FRANCH et SAv.)
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Table 6. Pitch and diameter of stem. (Dioscorea tennipes, FrRANCH et SAv.)

# 6 HXHOHUBLPBH(vri4=)

XHoHuE : fFELOPH B &
08" 16,11 178 8.53

10 15.38 12.36 5.02

2.2 19.54 19.54 0.00

3.0 25.00 22.84 0.16

5.8 8102 3162 -0.60

p =17.6om
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EETR2RAFDCFH 202N T IRV BHHDBETRKTD Y, ZOULL—ETD
BIARELRIBTD 0 SECERLNEOMEMISMTTO LR L RTHFH 2HR D,

MR EX ORI ERLELDCEHHO mode LHIHZS5 LTHHEL VEHOKRE I L
FEORMIZHE T TH U o Bl iz BB E I ZHEOMF MR BIE FIHWTD B,

FRE R 2 EROBRBEDBR~D, '

(I) EEHH EORMRIMEBBLEMRT L L (HRE —BT %0 PEVKRE(R
DTHD L HE L OBEBSEL BOTHED LiERFEINARY, ZTTTOHCTHIHRKICALS
ZNBEREL D B ZOME L VI LR 2FERTD %,

RIS X L LR & D SR iR EOR 3 £ R0 L, MMIRHRA 5 T & Athizk
kDo 5TOPEE Critical radius AT, WHICEERBREM T2, ZOBHIX
ZRHOITLHEBIHE T 32 0T OTHIRNE TS 2,

D) HiEsBomz BARENTHOTY, BTFOMEBRPERIOTHOT Y, FROM
REREEETZDO0THOTY, KOWMERGEBTEOTY, MR 28 BHEERTD
OTHHHEDEBE~NA—~TH2RbRA—OHFHTHBLVAT LRETI b b TH
KO o AL Z OHBET 7 R RTOBT OO TH Do

III) SEmrem e, RERE, B X OoTRRINE V.

A3t e Critical radius k% OFOPLEE MT E XD TH %o

B i P DI
”» cm cm
7 ¥ ok 7.02 2.0
roa v 3.86 1.4
ER 5.10 1.7
v 7 x I 17.60 4.3

BHEROTEI R THEOBE I T O THIZEEPLESWMLTRE S, A—HEcow
TZORRREOERIFE EFA~TH 27DITHT & BRHRED DR,
HHHTIENOR2 L, ROERLOBMRLMICREBORI VEREIAL T LN
otk vo MErEHs L R4 CKOR I HOTEMRAUCROBESMTMIR 20
WELZDI» Do ZTTERT IR LMDAD DI T 70 X M HEEE & Ok,
STOHREIVB/RIBEETCRE S
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Table. 7. Relation between pitch and interval of adjacent two leaves and
diameter of stem. (Pharbitis Nil, Crors.)
# 7. HWOERY, XoHFLCHTIPHIOMNR (Tvx)
Mok | Rowm | H 4 | EMoR | mowm | » 4 | EmMus | Fousm| » »
No. 20. No. 10. No. 5.

m.m. m.m. m.m. mm. mom. | m.m. mm, m.am. n.ut,

56 199 — 120 195 135 42 171 —
160 213 140 185 203 115 130 184 156
177 200 142 202 205 100 146 174 166
167 277 164 154 200 101 146 175 178
172 208 206 167 218 99 184 190 179
183 232 215 189 238 116 191 192 174
197 237 283 182 220 118 162 187 152

210 171 212
No. 18. No. 14, No. 11.

52 213 — 56 212 - 94 183
178 200 201 151 196 95 169 196 138
168 216 191 182 182 98 177 185 138
167 213 194 148 178 97 160 201 167
205 217 213 157 - 198 102 150 202 174
154 210 222 174 207 110 180 213 177
196 214 210 162 <05 115 199 216 164

158 198 108
No. 12. No. 15. : No. 8.

89 208 — 187 191 82 108 190 92
165 182 77 169 203 94 185 190 113
168 186 105 178 190 90 201 191 127
170 209 125 176 191 90 162 215 114
199 226 125 187 199 101 171 214 135
165 225 113 175 192 128 174 225 133
236 240 146 144 239 156

No. 2. No. 13. No. 1.

60 212 — 30 190 — 31 196 -
152 195 140 171 194 176 162 180 224
172 209 134 184 203 245 181 194 217
181 199 150 185 220 254 190 200 298
176 204 154 169 210 253 183 196 247
208 208 171 212 220 275 182 188 234
177 233 196 197 216 306 170 195 219

207 298 310 188 215 226
160 196 245
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PLEOEKIZ X O THEBOHBRRE Y RO 2 &

B LrHEAE +0.374:0.062
HE L P H +0.2240.072
BRI EBH +0.42+40.062

L EEBATH 2BHHBKRE (KD, O THIID Critical radius bR EHRDTHS,
COBMRIRE I HBOFRIZED 2o

FFVENDe THHE&, VaVE alls, V2irEOEBFRBBILE~ND, %
OGDEE T2 HMIEZEDOHRE FORYTH 5, ZNRBCE(OBEIZX I TRIIN T
ETd5,
BOBRHFFIZDOVWTOXF v ORDIEOLBEAL #F v EAFINE, TOXF L
KEDRTREPWIEISEDTRERD. TOMRRRKOKRRUEMTRLTS 2,

Table 8. Pitch and Torsion.

£ 8. ¥ v iEH

O XMoo RS * v B &
cm cm om

4.44 3.0 32.5 263
4.14 80 14.4 209
3.92 11.6 — _ 176
4.06 9.7 28.8 139
3.42 10.4 58.3 140
4.00 ' 7.0 99.0 149
4.21 5.4 295.0 179
4.02 17.0 149.0 190
4.18 12.9 48.5 ‘ 215
4.11 6.9 10.8 258
4.25 17.5 23.4 260
4.30 22.6 170.1 210
4.50 20.3 34.2 200
4.56 4.1 146.0 190
4.58 13.9 32.5 182
4.61 6.1 ‘ 80.0 171
4.66 1L1 175.2 175
4.48 16.4 228.1 180
4.32 8.0 84.0 195
4.38 13.0 57.6
444 9.6 -
4.51
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Fig. 7. Pitch and Torsion

(Pharbitis Nil, Crors.)
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ON A FROPERTY OF TWINNING PLANTS
(Preliminary report)
(Résumé)
Seitaro Suzuki, Takeo NAcasawa, Fukuyosi OMORI

In this paper, we present a following theory on the growth of the
plants twinning along the supporting rod.
‘ A T'winning plant has a special propensity for climbing the support,
regardless to its thickness, with a definite curvature.”
The formula obtained is
ki
4y
Where % is the pitch of the spiral, » the radius of the support.
The theory was confirmed experimentally with following plants.

=constant=p

Plants Critical radii
Pharbitis Nil, CHOIS, 7.0 cm.
Quamcolit vurgelis, CHOIS. 3.9 cm.
Ipomoea bona-nox, L. 5.1 cm.
Dioscorea tennipes, FRANCH et SAV. 17.6 cm.
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