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ﬁ
AARIZE O35 02RFkiIcEBbiL Ty, A THHEEOHFEMAKE
ThHD, HRBEDOKL0% DB AXRE  FIBBb It N TKRE - T
WD (MREFFT, 2015), ABifEE Tld, EEDOKTO%BHFEMKICE DO TND
b DD AR D EVLE O RIRIREBAR Z R T, £ < 28 ZIRAY 7R IR BER AR
RBFHRIRAA, SHEBEARE o TS, o, ALHKROEREIL, 504
(1970~2018) THIS.AMFITHIML T2 (L¥iEiE, 2019), RAMOKkER
RN, ZRAR O W A LCRi A E DB b &5l & 2 L, BB EEE O
R IT 2 728 % H. 2 T 5 (Duchesne et al. 1999; Kotze &

i

Samways 1999; Werner & Raffa 2000; Miller et al. 2002; Waltzl &
Covington 2004; Koivula & Spence 2006; Cobb et al. 2007) . Z® 7= .
B EER~DRENBEINLDN, TNE TORKEH T, HAREESR
THEVBRESINT I Rholz,

A LCHPRT FRASY LA VHEAA Y LACRHCBE T 2R BB AR L.
MR PR h o T H L < (AR TH 25,000 FE, HATHK 1,200
) | B 0 B FE Y R T OB WK ST L TV D A A B BRI
BT - EEFHICES< LA THAZ LITMAT,. ¥y 74—V T
v T HWTESITERIATRER 2 & 0 b s E AR O 2L 23§ 2 7=
DREREHERRE L TAHATOHL EIN TS (Eyre et al. 1996; Lovei
& Sunderland 1996; Niemela et al. 2000; Werner & Raffa 2000), *7-.
% < OFEDIIERANE T H D 72O B BEEN MK < L WBESAT (3K 5
X pH) AR (EA) OZICHBUKRICKIS L, £ DORISIIFEIZ L - T
b eRMmbiTn5 (Niemeld 1997; Duchesne et al. 1999; Yu et al.
2002, 2006), D7z, FHREFLIZBEE S 5 Hk D AW L AR DR 8 2 5
M3 20 EWfEE & LT, 9 —n1 v /) (Humphrey et al. 1999; Magura et

al. 2000, 2001a; Koivula 2002a; Rainio & Niemeld 2003; Finch 2005;
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Lovei et al. 2006; Karen et al. 2008; Lange et al. 2014; Negro et al. 2014) ,
7 7 U 7 (Rainio & Niemeld 2006) . PR3 L TIET A U 7 (Klimaszewski
et al. 2005; Ulyshen et al. 2006), F[E (Yu et al. 2002, 2006), HA (K
Jt PR 1995, A4 1996; M 2003, 2012; Osawa et al. 2005; Fujita et al.
2008) 72 & Okkx ik CHEMA STV 5,

BRI T 240 A VEH RO IR L RBRSORE AR TE O RRBE O
# (Baguette & Gerard 1993; Fahy & Gormally 1998; Ings & Hartley
1999; Baker 2006) . Z&MH DO W ik D2 (Halme & Niemeld 1993; Fujita
et al. 2008) , #rAk & FHLH O = » &R (Heliol4 et al. 2001; Magura et al.
2001b; Magura 2002) . SFEEM AR & JRZEBARIZ I 1 2 BEEEME & O LS

(Butterfield et al. 1995; Fuller et al. 2008; Yu et al. 2008) 72 &, £k 4 72
BLEINOITON TS, 0. kA2 mBlL L TOF Y AR H B R4
i IE DTENIZ DWW TE, KRR & B~ Y #k (Yu et al. 2010) . #7581 (da
Silva et al. 2002; Do et al. 2012) . EHOFIHIRIL (Purtauf et al. 2005;
Vanbergen et al. 2005) 72 EOWENHLH, LrLaenb, MKRICHNWD
B S RARDALE T 2 I DOFEWIT L 5 AV A R BEE ORISR
MOV AICET 2 I AR U VBRBEER & A A o B hEgE & o BAfRIC
DWTIEHUKIZ Lo THRAED EEZOND, I HIT, HNREBRORELE
H2ITo ETIE BRA RBERIZBNTINODOFEmREZINE L, HREHOE
Bt T 2 LERD D, £, EHRIC L DBHREEROTH EBIWREE~D
HEPRBMIEL 2 LIT NN ERELEZEZ TV O X TEHETH D,

ZZ T, AFETIHLTO2HASRICOWTHLNZIT 522 L2 AL
T2EHIZ, bOETHENREHR - XL AV 2R RBEEICHET 2 /M2
TAEREMET L LT,

[R5 O Z R R OHEAR I 81T 5 A5 A U B H BBk 4E
L HEAMRICHWD B (T Aoy ~Y « bRV« B T7<Y) OEWVIC
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2. T~ YAEMHE D DJKTE IR OALE T HHE (BIR - &) ORfF
HEREIE A~ DB

3. b R~ VRMME IDIALE S DA S A 7 UREE IR - FHIRIR AR
TR ITHIT D HEEREE DE
B - JE RO RIRAR, TR K OV AR 2 361 D MR O 4 B &
S — R IREERFRAFN RO T L alLr v a o
A —

4. B REHITORKMKE BT 5~ K~ Y REARMIC 1T 5 dbiEE o 1R
F6fl (B DAY Ly, A F YL ANV ALY, T
IRAXTARTV, VNN T FHIAILY A ey e T
I AY) ORISR

5. JE R - RO LEHIAIZIT AW EOHFK A ¥ U X [ 2fE (7
AXXUFY LR ANV Y LY) OIEESAR



I T AD—RHREUVEMRMICETE2A LR PRESE
F1E EMICAVSGEE (ZFHTYTY., FFTY, A5TY) DOELIC

FETE

1.1 XL ®HIC

RIRIR DR & B~ D FE R IR FE DOREARIL AT 2 R oo 2Rk
REEE FEHOWAD L E T E LS RWVWEEZEZ L2 LRI NATH
% (Fahy and Gormally 1998; Magura et al. 2000, 2002; Yu et al. 2006),
Fo AR OZL X 1T FBEOBE THR SN2 HEKRTH DL Z L E <,
WONERMNBEN L TCLEN AT LAV HROZHEEORDEDADE
BN DHZENRE SN TS (Magura et al. 2002, 2003), dbifFEE ICE
W HAEARHL D 2 < (X EHERB AR O BLARAR THRERL S v AV A VR A~ D
BEBRRREIND, TOO, A TITILEEIZB W THEKIZZ S Hnb i
TWAHRETH 57 B = <Y Japanese spruce Picea glehnii (F.Schmidt)
Masters, b K<’ Sakhalin fir Abies sachalinensis(F.Schmidt) Masters.
717~ Larch Larix kaempferi (Lamb.) Carriére O HAAM T4 % %
ML, AEARICHWDBIFEIC L > TAY AR B ofEH, Ak LR
BICHEZ DB EHONITDHZEEHME LT,

1.2. HEFE

AT, LEEELTICAIET D 3 XA FOSHERS O BRI O 2k4
M7y <=Y, hRFvY ERERBE: hT~Y) TITo7, AL E
fi U 72 Ui T UL R AR D IR BERBE AR 3R S 4L, & D% EHIEB AR S iz 2 &
XY JREBRICEBRL WA AR BHERNEL LD EE X
HiLd, 2011 & 2012 4F THFH 20 8 (T =y~ 6 #i5; b RKvY

4



THLRS BT~ THIR) TMAEZFEMLE (R1-1), EMOmEIZ, 7
A=Y MA 5—12ha, b N~V 2—12ha, 7 7 vV 2—14 ha
Thote (£ 1-1), #EET Y~ VK2 23—41 i, b R~ Y KA 35
—43 i, BT YN 3543 I TH o= (F 1-1), MEMAE ORIBELD
28— 41 F L B 5 TWD D, 2160 D~ Y RO AV L FLH BRI —
IR Bl CThH b EME SN THY  (Baguette & Gerard 1993;
Niemeld et al. 1994; Butterfield 1997), 4 [ElOFHAHIT S~ TIA U s Bt
BEDOBEE T D L Hlp LT, A O MK OB EFEITWT oA AL 2
~ AP Thotl (X 1-1),

llll

AV A VEOREFIE L AEHNH
FHLAVERFRBEORELITIT, By b7+ =V b Ty FEEHWZ, T
FIWFBEFEBRHAOT 4 AR vy~ (D8 cm, mE 9.5 cm, A&

300ml) ZEMA L7, Iy 7OPFIEECKKEAORER T, EiCBHAE

I L DWEED T OICEAREZ2 6 AHY f1F7-, WEBIZIX, #5IH

BRORAKE U TR =R Ok © BbE - fifg - =%/ —)L=6:2:

1:1) ##30 ml Afv, BHAEAHEREFCESICRD Lo IR LR
(K 1-2), b7 v 7%, Magura et al. (2001b) (2SN T= v VR %

BEVT D T2 OISR 50 72 < &b BOm B L 7= FRARANERIC 1 A Hlc o &

15 i & BT 2—3m BEILD £ 9127 X AICERE L, 2011 421 8 FH A Hh

THFF120 8, 2012 1% 12 FRAH TEF 180 . 2 M THFF 300 @D
Ny 7 aRE LT, £, AV AVEBRRICEEEZEZDEZEZXONDHER

BRER & LT, i R IR MO R | BRIR IR D F A AT o 7o
FHAE ML, 2011426 A 30 H~10 A 13 H, 201246 H 9 H~10 H

13 H& L, HIMHPICK 2 BRBEICNT vy 7OEINEZITV, 16 [E O

HEITo7=, LinL, N R~YOFEH 3 2B\ T, BEBMIZ L DHFE

ﬁ
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[Z& Y 2011 4 10 A 13 ADOEINAIT R RN oTolo®, Bk a a7
ElOBEUR E 7o o, TRESNTCRERIT, T XTHIREICRLRD . OFE
BIOMEKRE O ZITo7c, MOREX., HEARARAFTRKE (LEOHRE
1985) 72 b NI AFERE R BRSO B BIEEARICE SN TITo 72,

REAK

FHAVRRAOSMICHBY 525 B2 0N REERE LT MWE
BEEE . MRORBREE . HIEWmI R THEIR R A A S A R ORI L T, AR
K OBRIRBEEE 1L, 2011 FFE R T 2012 FF D 7 HIZK ARG NIZ T v 2 LI
RE LT 1228 CERE bm OF) THRIZXVHE L, HEREELKO+
BOREIXAMAAEAIC 1 BoFEE T, HEKS - RE - BEREHENE Y =
— 7 %Y 157 ProCheck /~> R~/L N J —%— (DECAGON #-#) %
MAWTHIE Lz,

T — B R

AT L IZHE N T —Z ZMATICHY, B UHA# T 2 FEH L
TREZIT LA, FZ LMo T—2 & LTHITICHW., 72,
EMTEICEINENT N T v TRIZER D DT OWEEEKRE 1 T v
BT VITHIIE LTl & 7 — & fEMTIZ O 7o 3R A ST o0 A L R g
D1 b7 v 7 H7 0 OEEE BREL R O iR I35 B i (ANOVA)
¥ £ O Bonferroni DL EMRE LT o7z, £lo. B I & OREMIEDOE N
EHEEME I T 2 REEREOBERMZIRE T D72 DI 0K MEAT

(Redundancy analysis: RDA) #1757z, Z O, RAROREEMEZ R
T 570, FAEHMZE L CaE CRELD IV (5 K
LIF) I3t e bBRA Lic, E7o, BEMEZHHT 2 BEEROAE

PEIINR— 27— a7 A+ (4,999 permutation) AW TRE L7,
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T = DOESEMEEZAM O 72 OIZ Log (X+0.1) B EIT-70, 7 — X OfFEMT
(21X, R-2.15.1 (R Development Core Team, 2014) % FH\ 7=,

1.3. #&ER
fE A & O R

FEDER, 3 ¥4 7O THE 15 J8 31 # 16,150 fE{K D A4 L > F
FRPAMER SN (R 1-2), BHEMZ A T OMEEEL. F R~V T 7,349
AL R HELRWTT I~ T 6,276 lk, 71T~ T 2,525 fil{k
Thole, £le, HHF:MKIZA TOMEEIT, PR~ YT2THERHE, K
WCT ATV T 28, #T7~vYT2MThol, RMEHMEIL, Y
~)V 7 FJi 3 2 LY Pterostichus thunbergil Morawitz Th V. K%L
D 39.4% (6,363 k) Z 5 kW TaraYvt F %33 L Synuchus
melantho (Bates) 7% 15.7% (2,533 fE{&), & X 7 v 4% L Leptocarabus
opaculus opaculus (Putzeys) 7% 12.8% (2,066 fE{K)., = 7 v 444
LY Leptocarabus arboreus arboreus (Lewis) 7% 10.6% (1,717 fE{X) T
oz, EFO 4 MTREERBD 18.5%% Hbic, THZY <Y Tix,
YANTFTHAILTURRBEES L KW TEY 7 a4 LAY e A
s aF Y LATRESRESNTZ, PR Y THEY UL T F T I AU
LELEL RN TarzaYy Y e 74 ALV RO v AT EFTIAI LY
Pterostichus adstrictus (Eschscholtz) "% < BEE STz, 7 T~ Tlk,
A7 F VLA KEPazaYyYe I X aAILTRELEL RVWTZY 70
FHAY L KRR vy T X3 ALY Synuchus cycloderus (Batea)
"L RES T,

1 N7 7470 OREBEFEIT. TH=y~Y L N RVl TH T
Y THEILYD -7 (KM1-3;p <0.01), 7A=Y~V & N <Y TlX
EEBICABREZTIR OGN T IO WT I T~ Y TET Y
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Ve R RV RTHEEICAD o7 (K 1-3; p <0.01),

RIEER

3R B R OVBRRE B B . AROR R 1, MlAR 7 f TR TR B R ER A LR
= (£ 1-3), HEBEMEIX, PR~V TH I~V THEIZED» -2
(£ 1-3; p <0.05), MEMHEIX, ¥ T~V THRHEKLS (25.0%), kK~
YV Clb@mmnoz (717.9%) (F 1-3; p <0.05), — 5T, WELET, &
T=Y Tiebmm< (92.9%), N K=Y THRbLEKN -7 (20.0%) (F 1-3; p <
0.05), LHEOREIX, AT A 7RI THEREZRON R 2T,

A bR REEE L REER

AR CHBERENERB SN 3 DOBREERN (HBBME, Mk
B MORMREE) v TE M L2 uREMST (RDA) OfR. 7hxy~
VEH TV OREBEIBEAKOLM, BT~ AEMC AL (K
1-da) . FEARFEIOF Y LAV F PR OBEMEITIAEICR 2L Z LR ENT
(P<0.001), F7o. BRI & IR AV A B EEEICA RIS
WEELHEZTWDLZERALNITRoT (P<0.05), Yo~ v 7 =3
Ly, ~ VA HFH I I LY Pterostichus subovatus (Eschscholtz), =
saf ALY, A ar Y AVIE, THAZY Y EOREMENERL
FA vy ¥ I %I 5y Synuchus nitidus (Motschulsky) 1%, b K
~ Y L OB EEN RN LR E T (K 1-4b), — 5T, AT~V ICEE
PERTRWREIIAAIE L 22 o 72 (K 1-4b),

1.4. 8
L4 (1996) LI (2003) ICHESWT, BE SN AE MR & IEH
MRMEFEC 0 FET 5 & 16T BRARMERE, 15N IERMRERE CH - 72, B L
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&M DOEI AT, LB BT 2 INAAR TIT O gE (BF 2003) @
FIG LRIBRED -7z, BARIZEWT, HRMEE L B %OMMKIT, 49250
B BICRELZ KEL, Z2< OMBIERESCHRDEEZ AL H L T D (B
4 2006), A ANV F Y A Damaster gehinii (Fairmaire) 1%, KIRJILLE
BHRICERT D2 HEMAN Yy U 2 N THY ORJE - RH 1995), AHFZED
FHEERT O TITERE S N o 7o, RIXIATERIAAR O Bk & EAR DR E X
RIRIRERBRIZER T DHFMRART v U X MOHERZSI SR T2 L0 H
H I T 5d (Niemeld et al. 1993; Niemeld 2001; Koivula et al. 2002;
Magura et al. 2002, 2003; Koivula & Niemeld 2003; Yu et al. 2006) , A
WEFE D B EERBEAR T RRILBERBAARIZAEL T 20 OO FMRA T v U R
MIADOEEL G X T-AREEND D,

Greenslade (1964) (. MM E WK E XAV LR FAOBE O
ENREELEE T 2WME LN, —FH T, A2 Rl
(i b BT D REERIL, HHRTHE (Niemela et al. 1992; Jukes et al.
2001) & ARG F 7o I3 O B EAIEICHE S S A (Day et al. 1993;
Jukes et al. 2001) THDHZ ERHEINTWND, S HIT, BHEMOIEIX
TEABELL, AL RFREEE L oMk, BEpHICEBEIN D Z L
Nipd SN TW5 (Paje & Mossakowski 1984; Butterfield & Benitez
1992; Butterfield 1997) ., 7=, A% A FHA BOHER & 7 5o HiE
B (FmE, NEAvH, BRE, 207/, AT/, M, EHE)
X, HEpHICHUKTHY . TR o TAHY LA VEHFROSGMICLEEL
TWAB RN H 5 (Magura et al. 2002) , AAFZETix, RV I35
LT, BEHIEMTHL I 7Y%, TEpHIZEELZ 52 T
HEZEZOND, BT=VIZEBWNWT, 187y 7Y ok bis L
BMMERE (27 27 B AR AV b Carabus conciliator hokkaidensis

Lapouge, v /WA X FTHAI LY VoYL F 3 L) OB EE
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B DD T S1E AR T ALK 3 D AR 0 | & & ERREE 0K X
DEETHLARENHY, TEPpHLEMRL TWLI I B2 6N D,
RIRPR DR & FE RIRBIFE DO REARIL AW & o B BRSO Rl 22 AR ME 0

R EBE 5252 LRHE I TS (Fahy & Gormally 1998;

Magura et al. 2000, 2002; Yu et al. 2006) . —J. Yuet al. (2008) |

BT =Y PNREBFETHHHPEMEET CTIE, V7~ VI X DMHARIE A9 A

VAR IBERICHBICRE REEIT W E WS Lo, AF5E 5 | JbYEiE LS

BWTHRABETH DN 7~ TlE. WL O OHFEMMEFR (Carabus & .

Pterostichus J&. Synuchus J&) (Z LR LTERIEEROZIC LY EEE

T HZEMBRIBND,

A D Carabus B OFEIL, NZARIN<EL ((kE%E) ORELZ TR
TNZERMBN TS (Halme & Niemeld 1993; Rainio & Niemeli
2003; Magura et al. 2004; Purtauf et al. 2005) , -/ & (2009) IX. Carabus
J& (Leptocarabus J&) OFEIX, WIRHLE DRWEREIZH W2 & 2 WiE
L7c, RBFRIZEBWT, Carabus J& (Leptocarabus J&) OFENT 1=
TVICBWTELSREINTHRENS, THY < ViE, 3OOEMKOHF T
I% Carabus J& (Leptocarabus J&) \Z& > TlFE LWERELZ#EZML T\ D
TN ENT, £, Synuchus BOMEIT, KT =T VA RNTHDY

(Fujita et al. 2008) . AMF3EIcBWT, A7 Yy ¥ 74 33 LU0,
h N~ EBREMENE <. Synuchus BOIENDO2fE (/7 vy ve T4

Ly, amazmaYyvYe I F4IAILY) bR RTVICEBWTE R INTZ L

NH R R VIEHEARY =T U A NOSynuchus JEIZHFE LWEREE & #2{ik

LTWA AR HSH, LrL, FRYTEHREKR =TV A D

Carabus J& (Leptocarabus J&) OEERENT 1= <= V1T~ THAR L,

IR#Z FE DA & 28 Carabus J& (Leptocarabus J&) DA% 5 %2 C
WHAREMER B D, o, BT =% T U R hD Pterostichus J& D~ V7
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BFAIAILEY XN TFHIILVIE, BT~ TREEER DL
BAOBRERHA LN E R TR, BT~ VML, Pterostichus J&
EORMERIZLE > THELIRVWRE TH DL Z EDNRBINT,

BIARICEE % R BREE A A U UM RO RE)EMZ ER ¢ 2 L i
A LR RBE L ST T 203, B BIC K DA, UNREE
— Lo T LEW AV LT BREIL. AORELZTLZ ERALN
T\% (Magura et al. 2000), AFEICHNT, THZY v YRk RvY
. —HOBRY =7 VA NOARIZHE LERETHD Z ERRBINT
IS KRR E OENR AT DAY LR BRI EL 5 2 TV 5 Al ke
PEDS & 0 ZRAKIE D A4 2 BL B R 0D 43 A7 1238 L 72 PR PR 3 R0 BRI 1 88 12 B
BAEHZ DIMHREEIZONT, SOLRIMIENPLETH D,
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7 1-1. AP

T A5

s

R B

PRPR 5 B

A HR (ha) (year) (%) (%) WEF
T = 1 5.38 39 65 80 2011,2012
2 10.92 23 55 85 2012
3 10.92 23 65 70 2011
4 14.04 41 65 80 2012
F R 1 12.6 35 75 25 2011,2012
2 12.6 35 75 15 2011,2012
3 2.36 35 85 10 2011,2012
4 4.04 38 80 25 2012
o= 1 6.88 35 30 90 2011,2012
2 5.00 39 25 90 2011
3 5.00 39 20 95 2011
4 9.8 39 25 90 2012
5 2.32 41 25 90 2012
6 14.40 43 25 95 2012

1-1. A HL MR

(A) Thx =,

(B) kK=,

(C) o~
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Hh 3R

IKIR I

HEE

1-2. ¥y N 74—V b T v TREA A —
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K12 TR A T TRE SN A Y L B H RO FRE & E AR5

By A7
2 N A
4 F 73;/ MRy h 5y ARt
@ XA LY Cychrus morawitzi 8 5 14 27
@ T AL ea ALY Calasoma unquisitor cyanesecens 0 1 0 1
@ =T RUT IR A L Carabus conciliator hokkaidensis 86 90 6 182
@ =Vt Lay Leptocarabus arboreus arboreus 866 463 388 1717
@ AT ALY Leptocarabus opaculus opaculus 969 479 618 2066
@ —~A~ATTY Damaster blaptoides rugipennis 66 58 39 163
@ X/ hUIILY Leistus nigar alecto 21 13 16 50
@ v/ eraI sy Loricera pilicornis 3 5 5 13
O FoFraaIsy Pterostichus hoplites 2 8 0 10
@ < NWIEFTHTIAILY Pterostichus subovatus 124 176 6 306
@ =N EFTII LY Pterostichus adstrictus 100 608 48 756
@ VAT FIAI LY Pterostichus thunbergii 3209 2918 236 6363
® 7 h~ LI LY Pterostichus orientalis jessoensis 72 159 80 311
O =V eRAFHIILY Pterostichus subgibbus 0 0 2 2
@ S VEVETIXIIALY  Colpodes daisentsuzanus 19 43 3 65
O ®TAETFIAILY Dolichus halensis 0 1 0 1
@ 1A YT X AILY Synuchus nitidus 19 233 53 305
@ /YT xIAILY Synuchus cycloderus 240 562 367 1169
@ /Y IHxII LY Synuchus melantho 453 1450 630 2533
@ LAYV THIAILY  Synuchus congruous 1 16 7 24
O =N HTEYYeTHAI LY Synuchus arcuaticollis 11 23 3 37
O FXTrivrveoFaiLy Synuchus callitheres 0 1 0 1
O AR FTH=NITEIILY  Amara communis 1 27 1 29
O avwVisal Ly Amara simplicidens 1 0 1 2
O wNAHTHEAI LT DO—FE Amara sp. 1 0 0 1
O rax7 sy Harpalus vicarious 0 1 1 2
O URTAradEes Ly Harpalus sinicus 3 2 0 5
O eoxaE7 LY Harpalus platynotus 0 1 0 1
O ZJETAYYIAET Ly Trichotichnus vespertinus 1 2 0 3
O EXYYIET LY Trichotichnus congruous 0 0 1 1
O T7HII LY Chlaenius pallipes 0 4 0 4
Tk 23 27 22 31
ARV (@) 16 17 15 17
FEHRMMRE (O) 7 10 7 14

&R %% 6276 7349 2525 16150

@ G ARVERE ; O FEAMIERE (64 (1996) & (2003) (2X-S5< 0%H)
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14 - a
@ 124 T ab' 3
1 + b'
~ -
E 10 a T
g 1
i 81 l
o 691
A L
& b
B 4 T

N I

0

THITYIYIY NNV hS5<IY

- 20

- 15

X 1-3. 3 ODEMNRZ A TIZBIFTH 1 b7 v 78720 oKL K
XFEIULT VT 7Ry hEROBEMKREY A T TIZTABEEN RN

(Bonferroni % p <0.05)

15
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K 1-3. 3 1 OO AE AR M 0D BR 57 22 (A

i i R I TR

i (m2/m?) () (%) (%)
T 0.174+0.012ab 19.9£0.142 63.3+1.93P 75.0+2.36bP
NN 0.199+0.0052 19.3+£0.312 77.91£2.112 20.0£3.40¢
BT = 0.149+0.01P 19.1£0.112 25.0£1.08¢ 92.9+1.002

MKEILT VT 7 Xy NEFFOBMEMB CIIAEZEN W & 277 (Bonferroni ¥5: p <0.05)
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RDA2

(a) (b)

O S | Foliage
S O | 70
O | X S | -~
O | Foliage BT L op e
3 O O i ~ | 7'\ LAR A /7
. o CH DR i ///
N
A

Canopy //‘PJE

0 >Moisture 1 N !

S X [] [] 3 v APAOSCY
e § ‘ < Moisture SME‘}
o 3 o THTS VY S ;
< : x MY :

3 B33y SN
>2< T T i T - 17 g L A f
T T T T T
-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0
RDA1 RDA1

1-4. (@AY L TBFAFEOTTEMEMTHER. AL FRRL
B 55 22 K] oD BE

Moisture; +HRME, Canopy: MM, Foliage: MM
A AVEABOKH: LAR, =Y 7 a4 Ly CHO, a7 AT T x4+
LAY, LOP; e A7 uAH L DRU; =V ~A~A BTV, PAD; =V~ /L& F
HAILY PIJE; 7 b~V T HAI Ly PSU; ~ VT2 F AL PTH Vo~
NNV T FHTIILY, SCY; 7uYyveo&aILd SME, a/7ueyvbe 7 4a3

LY, SNL A 7uyve o X4aI Ly
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B2E HASIVEKMEAIDEE_RKOMUET Stz (BIR-8) O#H
%*ﬁﬁ’\wiﬁla

1. EL®HIZ

MMBREICRB T 24 A VR BB OBFEI3 K E < Sl S h AR o
ERHE STV DH D (Baguette & Gerard 1993; Halme & Niemelid 1993;
Fujita et al. 2008; Magura 2002; Yu et al. 2008) . EEHIIZI W\ Tl £z
R SN AR EREARIC BT I ICE B LIERIEH ED 2T
RN, FEMR DB 2 B L, B2 B/ NRICH A 5 72 0121%, B ALE T
LDHZIZOWTHER L, AV LAVHERROKICEBRET H2LENH L, £

L AbHEE O ICRBE R 23T, TOHBFAE LR K

MR Z N &0 9 RN B 0 | E N O o il TIT o5 & 134
AUEH B ORGSR | BRARERE S e W EO RN S D, T
DI AFETIL, WEIZ KRR S 7o il o R HIZ IV THIIZ IC
EHL W T~ YR L Z O fEORRSCRICIE T D IR THE % %
i U B DOEWIZ K2 A A B o fE, SRS M OB S~ D5
BErRALNITLHIEXHAMNE LT,

22. M EARE
2T A

FRAEIX., ALMEEDOFEICNLET D 4 XA TOBKRTERE LT- . BIRIAIE
TR RURTE IR RIS 72 AR O UE B ZRIRTE IR AR (HE S8 AR |
T~ VMR, EHR IR EZBRNT, SHFRHKZ A 7L 3 KEERD KD
[CHHAHL R A8 E L, MEE R RAMIT, FIH TR R RS AAAE L e o
Tele, [A—FFRMAND 100m UL L7 3 &SI A 25 E Lz, i
RO EIX, 284—389m, FAEMOmEALIL, BARILHE ZRHES 1.7—
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48.5ha, RILHE KM 1.0—1.4ha, #EHK LM 130 ha, » 7~ Vil
M3 1.2—15.6 ha THh o7z (K 2-1), Mmid, RBRIKLE KM 70—120
M. PRURTE MDY 55—120 fiv, HEER TR 60 . U 7 < Y HHKN
38—42fn TH -7z (K 2-1), BARILIE “RMIE, O REISAE L, R
JRZE ZRARIT N O JED O SEHUTALE L Tuvie (K 2-1), HHRMZ A 7O
MRORE DB BRI RARISHE R TIE I X7 IRIAE KK TIE T v~
N )X AR TR TIII AT T, BT VHENRTIEII I ~wY Tholz
(£ 2-1), MROEEREIL, BRIAKE KA, EEARZRK, 77~V
TR 7~A P, WEE KK TIETZ7X, YHFHETHo (F2-1),

T AVEOBRETTE L HEIR

Y LR BHOREIT, Vv b7+ =AM T v TEZHWTE 1 &
ERUGETITo T, 12REMTEF 180D~ T v 7 2E L7, A
WL, 2015426 H 20 H~10 A 17 A & L, WP ICH 2 @B =
7y ORI EAT > 1o, tRESITAEARDOLHE, FE, EEK O - HH
HEE 1\ LR FIETITo 2,

RIEEK

A AVRHBOSMICEBE 525 EBEZONDHREER L LT MWE
BREE . ARIRMEEE . THEimiM A 88 pH & 45 d0 A R TR L 72, AR #k B
MOMPRPEEE 1L, 2015 4F D 7T HICHRAERANIZT o F LICRE LT 110
A CEZ 5m o) THRICKVHEE L, TEREE LK O LS pH X, %
FAEHIC 1 EoHE T, LK - IRE - EXEEENE e —7 210
1} 7= ProCheck -~ K~/L K U — 4 — (DECAGON #1:#) & 8 LAOUAct
(JESHER) 2 W THIE L7,
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T — & T

AT L IZEN SN N T vy TRICEND DT, BEMKKRE 1 b
Ty T HIVITHIELIEEZ T — 2T Wz, &M LG
T—=HEMATICHGC, 1 N7y 7m0 oGRS, B S REEA ST,
Bonferroni ™% &t & Kruskal-Wallis © / > 85 2 b U v 7 #E 2
T 4 A4 TOFMKE TR Uiz, Fo, A OMEEROENIC X D
B2 72D, EEEY 720 OFES AR U7 A bt fg 2 /E Rk L 72,
BRI B & A o R AR O BALRME 2 B & 2T T 2 7o DI U R MR AT
(Redundancy analysis: RDA) %#17-7-, Z O, 2RO REEMEK Z 1 E
TH0IC, REMMZEL CRREM TORELRD 5 KL T ORILMH
Wt R bIst L, 23 FRZ T IC 72, BRESZEIN & REAERE I O BIFR I &
ST 57201, “ordistep” EWH a~vwr ReEHWTHRERET VA
BIRL 7 HEMELZHNT IREERNOFEHII A =27 —va T X
k(4,999 permutation) ZHWTRE LTz, T — X DFEEMEZA O 120
IZ LogX+0. D) E# 21T o 1=, T —F OfENTIZIZ. R-4.0.2 (R Development
Core Team, 2020) % i\ 7=,

2.3. #R
TERE R & OFERE AR

BRT 15 )& 36 fi 14,939 EA DAV L FHF AR FE ST (F 2-2),
AL, T~ VAR TR BHZ < (4,166 i), RV TRARILIE R
(4,100 fE{K) . PFURZE AR (3,459 fE1R) . HEH K Ak (3,214 fE{K)
DIETH -7, FEEIL, FVAE XK TRHEZ B1HE), RWTH T~V
FEAR (23 Fl) . RARAZE kAR (21 ), ¥EHAR R (19 ) DOIETH
ST, G4 (1996) ¥ (2003), Working Group for Biological Indicator
Ground Beetles Database Japan (2015) (21> CTRRMM:FE & FEARARIEFR
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ST D L, AR TIRE ST 36 FEP 22 MARMKER TH - 72, &
PRVERE L, JRARIR ZRAR T 16 B, JUAZE ZRMT 18 i, #EHR IR T
L7THE, BT~ VHMKT 16 AR I iz, FERMMERIT. BRIKIE KA
THM, RUATE IRART 10, AR RT3, 77~ VAT 5 H
WNHEFR S iz (R 2-2), FERITIX, Yo R_ATFHIILTBERLELE
I (5,207 K, 2ED 34.9%), KWTE A Z BAY LT (2,593 fH
BEBED17.4%) AF 7wy v e T %I 5T (1,37T3 K, 2D 9.2%)
DIETH-T=, ZNHDOEE 3 FETRIED 61.6%% Lz, Vo~ Lr7F
HTIDLVIFRRE R ZBRS TRXTOHRKRS A 7 TRELTETH - 7,
~NNHEFTHITILUIE, WEREZRKR TR EL o7,

L 1 M7y U ORERMEEIIENRZ A TR THERAEITRD
NI o T, AR IR TO R s Bn A6 (K 2-2), 72,
AECHARORE R LY | EEITRRE KRR TE L 2 AR A B iz (K
2-3, % 2-2),

RIEZER

TR R e OV 4 pH 13, RJAZE IR CTHER R TR E T~ VAR
IZHRTHEBICE - (£ 235 p <0.001), £/, WEHEIZ, 7
<~ VR TR LEN- 72 (£ 2-3; p <0.001), HREBLEIZ, 4 DO/
A TR THEREBEWIZIA LR o2 h HEH R AR TR VME 23 7 6 v,

A AR R L REEE

TEEMRIE R, M. AR A2 WV TR L2 U R MM (RDA) @ 2 D
HIZ L - T, AV LR R EEREZERNOEBIED 54.1%BHH ST,
FAHA M OREEM G X, T L mAE, MBI LT 1 s 2 fihic
Bo CRUE Sz (K 2-4), MM 88 T m O ARilis o Ff A e oo FEEE RS & 13
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ORI L, REREBOFMEMOFHEME L, KO HAm LT
(K 2-4), HRZ A TROFTY LAVEFROFHEME T, AEICRRDZ
EMRDAICE > TmmEniz (p <0.001), £/, HEBEENAY LR
HBRBEICHBRICEEL EZ TVWD I ERHALNIR>7- (p <0.01), =
SRNTEFHIAINY WXELIAXY A3 LY Bembidion pohlei
Kirschenhofer. %7 v & 7 % = I &Y Synuchus callitheres (Bates)

WX, IRIAIE IR E OBFEMENFRWNZ E 23Sz (X 2-4),

24. B

AWFFEOTEMER L, dbiEE TOJREBARTOFE (J& 2003) . SHEEMHHE
HToOFiA (Kaizuka & Iwasa 2015) #HF & HEIL T\ 5, FEIT, BRARY
23X T VA RNETH DN DD KD Carabus BRAD DKL A 71T

BLTESBRESNTZ, Lol biEERA DA ALY A% L30T

BREIN o T2, HA - KR (2013) X5 &, AREIFEREH SN
AR E TR WERRICAE R T 203 REB AR INRZRIZZ N E ST
WhH, LarL, RFEOAET D FE ML, AbiEE N R TR < FIRE O
L0 /NS INE R EDREDOHIBUZIR 5N TRV AT A B 1o B 4%
FHIIZ K> TR D FREMERH D, I (2003) (X, RKFEZHFHRAT ¥
JARELTHELIARBRHIBEZ RO RKARILEBKRO T TORMHERIND
HTHDLERLIZ, BHRANT 2 U 2 I, RARBIAROER & HEARZ IZTH R
THZERHESN TS (Magura et al. 2002, 2003; Yu et al. 2006), &
FFEIZ BT, HE B R R AARIL130had 5 K 72 [ FE O JL BER AR T d o 7223,
FHANY A LR EINRP T2 LD IREE T RIR - HEH SR R
T, BRRART vy U R MZADOEEL X, ENLEMHERT 2720 DO KKK
EBRHROEENZHI W ENRBEIND, S HIT, A A VHEF RZ v
ToIRZE Z IR DFHBIC I W TR FRECPZARIETZ S T kAU v U
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2 FDOFEICOEET OLERD D,

RIRMRD R & FE RN OREARIL AV & 2B O FEZ RIS
BOXEE 5 2% (Fahy & Gormally 1998; Magura et al. 2000, 2002; Yu
et al. 2006), ALMEHEICB W TH T VITIERARBHETH Y | RFEOMAMAIT
BREREROZEZE L T DO RKERICAOEE LY 5 % 5 (Kaizuka
& Iwasa 2015), F 7o, MEAREL OILERARIL, H{R-OMAKROEELE Z 1) 72
B AEBME U CTHREL AT AR AR EOHECH 2 =—F
A& SE > T % (Koivula 2002b; Magura et al. 2002),

IRBERIAR & SHEERIEARIC B T D2 A A VBRI EO SN2 LT 5
L% < ORFZE TRV T A L R BB O ZEEME DR & s S
N TW5 (Butterfiled et al. 1995; Fahy & Gormally 1998; Magura et al.
2003; Yu et al. 2006), — 5 T, ¥ A HEOME L BAEEIEL, R L 724
MRRHGE L 7 R T W AERS/ NS R BFARE R L0 0702 &
I T 5 (Halme & Niemeld 1993; Niemeli et al. 1993; Koivula et al.
2002; Yu et al. 2006), AWFIEDHERIL, HEHFHICH B TR 72D,
A 5 R H R BEE OB R E SO BRAK L 0 b K E A A TR
MIRNWZ EER LT BREOHREFLIL T, ZoERIE, BELEDOL
BRMEZHIIN S 5 &V 5 Levin & Paine (1974) IZ X 5t E# XFF LTV 5,

Y LR RO EARECTESIL, 13K (Butterfield et al. 1995) |
T3 pH (Baguette & Gerard 1993). #HEHEE (Ings & Hartley 1999) .
Wi DL OE (Niemeld & Halme 1992) 72 &0 & & S & 285 HKIC
BE L TWD Z LR RENTWDN, £ THIC HEpHD BN K E W
NN TS (Paje & Mossakowaki 1984; Butterfiled &
Benitez-Makvido 1992; Butterfield 1997), Kaizuka & Iwasa (2015) I,
TEPBHEALTH2 DT~ VHERTIIA T LA URRBRENRZ LI 2D &
ERBELTWD, SbiZ, hofigdEy (FhE, FeAvHE, 20T A,
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YA7ZH, EREM, FWE, E#E) 2503 LA VHEFROME G i
WHBETHY, AT LAVRHEROSHICEEL G2 TWDLELLLD
(Magura et al. 2002), Niemeld et al (1992) X, AV A B H BBEEIC
FICE B 52 D REERITHREEETHL LR LT, AFRIZEWT,
ST (=Y~ N AEFHAAILY, AFXFELUIAFTIIALY, FT VY
74 I AY) E, BEIREE S BEpHAE BIZE D o 72 IR IRFE R
EHEERBEBENRAONTL, m AT EFT I ILUINE, B RIREREE
ERTO/RMICELL (U 2003), IFXFELIXFTIIALVEFT VY
YeIZ2IAILVE, WIIBUCAET D (A8 1996, At « fRH 1995),
WRIRFE ZRHRIZ, TNH3RICHELVWRETHL EEZEZOLND, S HIC
RIRZE IR TIEL, AR CTHE L72BKY A 7O TR b % < OFMIE
Fli FERMMUEREO A LB FBRNER LTS, 2 E TRO ZBLICER
YT AV LR BAOFEMESCHMICEAT LZHRITIEE AL LRV A
WRFEDFERN S RILRFE RN L OFFO A L FRFRICE - TiFE
LWAEBHTH Y EEHEO A LB R RBEEDOLEMEICB W TEET

DL ERRBINT,

IERFRE D AV A R BT, 100m O B2 B84 2 Al EEES R S
TW% (Mascanzoni & Wallin 1986), F7z. Y = X7 U X ME, MK
FOMEZRIZHEMHOLEB KRN DRI E L Han=—lkT 52 &
PHTH AL TV S (Spence et al. 1996) , KAFFEIZIHNT, B A7 A L,
T <A ~A 417 VU Damaster blaptoides rugipennis Motschulsky, > 7
B ALY, VT FHII LD RFENR T 2 xT Y X M
BRSO FENDOIRFEZ RN S I T~ VHRICBE L THar=—F L
LB OND, FARME L ORTEB MK Z R T 2 Z L 13, T =TV
A RNDOHFFLEHan=—ERKOLEOICAED THLEZEXDBND,

BRIy FOEYA ZAIROBLE D FBLL ~L THA Y LSRR RS
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EE D EREENEE SN TWS (Butterfield & Benitez-Malvido 1992;
Koivula 2002b; Magura et al. 2002, 2003), ABFFCIZEWT, BRJILZE
KHRIT MEHREDO a0 == OO O BIRE LTl & RLZE AR,
FRR R HEMEZHER L TV 26N 2 b mBlL L TOF A
VR B OZEENEE LV ED DO ARy FITN 2 THIE S T HUR
IZOWTHLZEBE L TWSKERDDL EEbN D,
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# 2-1. A OB E
syt s memp  EEC mE 0B DR ——
(ha) (m) (year) (%) (%) R IE A AR AR A A

RIS M 14423401222811‘]2 267 285 70 90 90
2 14422359922811‘]2 485 296 80 85 ) I RFT U~ A P
3 fj;f(fgfg 17 353 120 70 100

PURSE — I 1 330:‘012'?2011\115 12 289 8 80 90
2 1442203599'?20(% 14 297 55 70 90 HF¥wrF :/7&%
3 l“g 3(%‘,‘38}% 1.0 316 100 90 90

LIS O 1o AZA0N 130 284 60 80 65
2 ff;fg{}fg; 130 356 60 80 80 IS 7~ A YA
3 1442; j‘(?l' ,14951‘]2 130 38 60 60 90

AT AR P AN 300 295 38 30 100
2 14422359911861‘12 12 35 42 30 95 BT~y o~ A P
3 l“g 35023911‘12 156 348 42 30 100

KUEH AR IR E — AR 3 MR O FR A2 5 E L7729,
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2-1. A ORI
(A) BARILZE AR, (B) RUKZE R, (C) ALK WML, (D) B 7~ VM
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# 2-2. FHME A T TRE S NI AT L TFH R OFEE & E R

B AT =

2L =
e Fhh T VF Lo 1A &t
@ XAV LY Cychrus morawitzi 34 19 18 21 92
@ /ulFZvuttiy Calosoma maximowiczi 1 1
@ TAhFZvuFYLY Calosoma inquisitor cyanescens 2 1 3
@ TRIUTHIRAY LT Carabus conciliator hokkaidensis 7 8 32 47
@ —VI/ufiitHhiay Leptocarabus arboreus arboreus 284 200 18 65 567
@ tAZuFHLY Leptocarabus opaculus opaculus 789 218 453 1113 2593
@ VA~ AHTY Damaster blaptoides rugipennis 50 25 22 30 127
@ X/ HhUIAILY Leistus nigar alecto 67 22 31 25 145
O HIXEVIAXYUAIALY  Bembidion pohlei 2 209 211
O IYTFIAXTUIAILY  Bembidion tetraporum 2 2
@ X SrIILY Pterostichus planicollis 4 4
@ IAF FHIILY Prterostichus samurai 2 4 6
@ ~INHETFTIILY Prerostichus subovatus 31 112 59 22 224
@ —VVNHEFHIILY  Prerostichus adstrictus 133 843 10 33 1019
@ VAT FHII LY Pterostichus thunbergii 1894 369 1930 1014 5207
@ T hvATHIILY Pterostichus orientalis jessoensis 234 217 130 529 1110
O FAEATFTHTIILY Pterostichus diligens 3 3
O T¥IVbvAETHII LY Agonum thoreyi nipponicum 1 10 11
O EBARVETFHZIIALY Agonum impressum 2 2
@ K A(BYEYETIZIILY Colpodes daisentsuzanus 32 46 25 59 162
@ T HEVETHZAILY Colpodes japonicus 1 1
@ U \TITHEYLTFZAILY Colpodes lampros 1 3 4
@ A uYvvTXII LY Synuchus nitidus 174 173 93 933 1373
® /uYveIHAILY Synuchus cycloderus 104 43 355 72 574
@® /Yy IXIILY  Synuchus melantho 172 450 39 178 839
@ Lt AITYYETHIAILY Synuchus congruus 4 1 2 7
O wIWHEYYEeTHAI LY Synuchus arcuaticollis 81 364 20 18 483
O F7rvve7XTILY Synuchus callitheres 79 79
O ~NHEIAILY Amara chalcites 3 3
O ATFNHTEII LY Amara macra 2 2
O raxrsxry Harpalus vicarious 8 8
@ TAXITEILY Harpalus quadripunctatus ainus 5 1 4 10
O Z7ET7HIYYIET LY Trichotichnus longitarsis 2 21 1 2 26
O FEIZFANITILY Badister nakayamai 2 1 3
O 7HIFIsy Chlaenius pallipes 9 1 10
O AT FFVIILY Dromius prolixus 1 1

¥ 21 31 19 23 36

AL (@) 16 19 17 18 22
FEHRMERE L (O) 5 12 2 5 14
A% 4100 3459 3214 4166 14939

HF, BARIAZE "W VF, RIAEE kAL LH, %8 K ) LA, 77 < VK
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species richness
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X 2-3. FEALHARIC X DR RS A T OHEEFEE
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& 2-3. 4 DO/ME A T OEREER

w7 CRHME 5 pH HRHE HARHE
FEAR R TE IR AR 0.277+0.01ab 5.97+0.182ab 81.7+6.01b 90.0+5.772
PFURTE AR 0.321+0.02P 6.43+0.11P 80.0+5.77b 90.0+0.002
% g R AR 0.214+0.012 5.06+0.122 73.3+6.67P 78.3+7.262
17 = REAR 0.223+0.012 5.26+0.272 30.0+0.002 98.3+1.674

MKEILT VT 7 Xy FEFFOBRKRY A THITIIAEBEZN 2V & 277 (Bonferroni i p <0.05)
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2-4. AU A UFH BREE & BREE R O LR AR RS R
Moisture, TR E; Area, [HFE; Age, Al
A AVHEAFEOKIR: Pad, =Y <V FTIAI LY Bpo, WXELIAXFT

I35 8ca, ¥FT VYT XTI LAY
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EBI3IE FFIYEMBEARDICHET SRGIHEME A T (BEZRHM - #
BLREZRMK) ICHITHHEEEDELN

1. [FL®HIC

REAR D JEDAFAES 2 IR ZER AL AR D & 2 T 7o A A v F)
F o R AR TR oD B S BT 0 40 B & L O AR L BRRERBEIC R I 2 40 A
DEH R OMR L B =—JBIZA M TH 5 (Koivula 2002b; Magura et
al. 2002), L2 L72A 5, MEAMRHEDICALE T 2 HRICONT, ZHET
FEAR & JRBEBR COIIEZ <ATH N TE 7228 (Butterfield et al. 1995;
Fuller et al. 2008; Yu et al. 2008) . ##Z A T DE W L 54 Y L FH
DA DOENTH E VLRI N TR, DT, AIFSETIL, FEARH
E X DD DRI DD Z A T (RHE M SHARR M) ICE B L,
W BN RIRMRPK B SN/ IIZ W T, b R~ R & 2 0 JE0 0 Ik
HWTHREZFZE L., RARE A T OB L DAY LR H o, #iRE
BLOBHEEE~OEELZHOLNTHIEEFHNE Lz,

3.2. MHEEHE

7R 2 A

AR VL ALHEE B O H IR T ORSMIALE T D B & RO B o R AR T 52
i U7z, FAAHIEIT, FICIREE ZRAR, $HIRIRAZ IR, F R~ Y fERICE
biv, JFABIZIZF BRI E DR T WD, 3 DDHEMKRZ A7 (4% 3
FAE) Tz SEfi L7z: (1) JRZE AR (Bro) | (2) $FHATE A — Rk (Mix) |
(3) F F=YHEM (Con) (F 3-1), sHAHIL, & 425—650m ([ZAZE L
TWiz, AEMOEBEIL, JKE RN 2.7—30.2ha, FHATRZ ZIRAEN
0.9—4.9ha, ~ K~ YVHMHN 1.1—-2.5ha Th o7, VA hOMEMKE I
PR % DML, 40—50 i Th o 72, HilmiL, K4 F TR L2, 21
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—60 WO~ Y OHEFIFR CE 2 7ATHDLE—BNITEZLNDTZD
(Baguette & Gerard 1993; Niemeld et al 1994) . AAFZEOFFEHIT, T
NTR L7 7 ATHD &R LT, FHRKRI A T ONREOE E/IFEIL, A
EZRNKRTIEIRFT T E VT X $HARR KK TIEIXAFZ & R Rvr,
N R~ YRR TIE R R Y DAMEIAR Do 7o (B 8-1, & 3-1), MRIKRHE
EOBEEEIL, TRTOBKRIA T TI~AF Y Tholz (£ 3-1),

AV L VEORR T R O A H

FHLAVERBEOREIX, ¥y N T7+— N Ty TEEZHNTE 1 =
ERIUCFETITo T, 9B TEE 136D 7 v I aikiE Lz, il
fiX., 201646 H 18 H~8 H 26 A & L, MR TIZHK 2 BB IZ T v
TOEIRZAT o7, B 3 OoDORME (8 4 17 H, 21 H, 23 H) SFH&H
i L, AR L7272 e fl o B RN @ 2 LR ERE S vz
LD A E AW, REINTEROLE, FE., EERKORE - ZHLH
1 EERIBROTIETIT o7, £ AKX -k (1995)., i (2003) ., Working
Group for Biological Indicator Ground Beetles Database Japan (2015)
IZHESNWT, WL OPOEHESCREEL TR U X170 “FRk
VX T UARN KL, 200X 5%, Jukes et al. (2001) (ZHE -
T.UTO#Y &L, BHRART ¥ U R bt BRRSREAMN I & O BRKAE
BHIZHR S BEE T L0 FART =T U X b fRAKRZ 3 g IR W R A
PSNERPAY

HE

FTHLVERAOSMIZEELHEZ D EEXONLEEERKE LT, M
BEEE . ARIRHEEE . I A +88 pH & 455 A M TR U 7o, ARORE A
K OVBRIR L 1S, 2016 4R 0D T A IZA AR RN T 2 DIZRE L2 1 7
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pr CEE bm OF) THRICEVHE L, HHERMELKO 185 pH 1%, 4%

A AIC 1 EOBEET, hEAKS - RE - EXEEENE e —7 20

fFiF 72 ProCheck /~> R~V K J — % — (DECAGON ft%) & ' LAOUAct
(B E) 2 AVWClllE L,

T — X R

A S /O NT T —Z 2T R R L R AT
Bonferroni ™% H tL#% & Kruskal-Wallis © / > 85 A b U v 7 BE 2
T 3 XA T OFRME T LTz, FAME OB OENC L DL R
T2z, MIEECE 72 0 OB AR T 2 72D I A bl # 2 1ERk L 7z,
BREEELIR & A A B B O BRI Z B & T D 7o O I TR MR AT

(Redundancy analysis: RDA) #4177z, BRIEEZER & BEEMEE O BRIES
52T D 729012, “ordistep” &\ H 3~y REHW, HE & K KE
EFEDETANRRE CHL ERINT HEMELZTHT 2REZROAE
PiFR—= 27— a3 T A+ (4,999 permutation) Z W THRE LT,
T — 2 DESBYEEA O 7201 LogX+0. D) EM AT -T2, 7 — & DFFENTIC
I% R-4.0.2 (R Development Core Team, 2020) % v 7z,

3.3. ¥R
SR L OER#E R

BRT 68 15 3,476 [HIA DAY LB AR EI N (K 3-2),
REOTRFE R TR b %< (1,393 flK), R\ T ~ R~ Y4tk (1,296
B . $HAEAZ kAR (787 fE{K) Thovz, FEIL, RERMKTEHERD
%< (156 ). W TEHARA “ kAR (11 ), b R~ fEsk (10 fE) T
Hotl-, BT, A7tV Akt S BRESH (1,426 HE, 4
KD 41.0%) , IRNTY L7033 Ay (1,216 ik, 20 35.0%)
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Thbh, Zhd 2 ETEEKD 76.0%% HO, 74 XX FHHy
Procrustes kolbei (Roeschke) MH&MIOH THHESAE <, HEDK
XRRERKRCERE SN, E A7 a A LT, RE KK TR S 2 <R
LINTDH, bR YA TITIEF D RPo7z (R 3-2), a7 ATTH
HE AL eV T HITILVIE, P R YHENKRTEZL, 2T
2IRD 65.0%, 67T.0%0EE I T,

i e 1 b7y 7N OREMMELIL. 3 DO/MY A T THERZE
FRONR»o7 (K 3-2), LoLanh, BESNEEE MR cE
EALLTEGE RE R T ORMKR S 4 7 L0 AL D EHER S
iz (1 3-3),

RFEERK

MRS 1T, FHEEBIAEAR ThR B AR, BT 72K TH 0 | JRTE IR & 3
JRIRAE ZWRIE, R Uik Th 72 (£ 3-3; p <0.001), THERH
BE R OVRR B E 1, 8 D DM Y A T CHEREBEWVIZRA L Rh o7z, L
L. b F= Y HEAIZ I THIRHEE 2300 @ W 23 2 B L7z,

A AR REEE L RIEER

TLEMMAT (RDA) © 2 DO®HIZE > T, A A TFF R EREERO
BALRMED 72.2% 3 FH S 47z, A M O FEEME L. i fE & OPRIR g B
WZEAEE LT, RO KR & oA T, A2 AN ARIRHE FE oD i O FE A A RS
BliE S (M 3-4), il HETHEEO EWIREMOFEME L. Mofh
Mo L, REREEOFEMOBEEME L. HoOEMIZHM LT (X
3-4), HME A THOF S LB BOBERSIIAFEICR R Z LN
RDAIC L »TREhiz (p <0.05), £7o, MHFH & RIKRPSE D A Y L 2B H
BHEEICARICEELZEZ TVWDL ZERHLMNIR o7 (p <0.001, p <
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0.01), =V Z7urhFHrreAraArYirso2fEiL, @EE OEE
PEMRFRLS . Y UL I ATk, ARRRREE & BEEME SR 2 & AR &
j/l/f: ( 3'4)0

34. BK
AWFFE TR ST A D L DB UL 1T iR E T O L BERT AR T o A
(J& 2003) . SFEERBEMK TORA (Kaizuka & Iwasa 2015) O#HE & FH L
LTWd, AT Y U X ME, RERTHERG LIERKTORTRE SR
(Halme & Niemela 1993), KARDKER LEMARDRZIZIHIT HZ L H5
NTW5% (Magura et al. 2002, 2003; Yu et al. 2006) , JiZEMH AR EH AR AS
W E SN TWHALIBEBEA OA ALY A AL AR EEZ b o
RIRILIEBAARIC O AR ENHFE ST 5 (i 2003), AHFIE CTARE
INHER SN2 T2 2 &0 B JNEE IR K OEHRTRAZ IR T, AR
BT HZENTERVAMREELN RSN, — AT, LFEBRAOT A4 X ¥
YAV L UINR BT LTEAREDAFIET DA U 7o SHEERT AR O IR TR A2 MK &
HeZ LML TS OFF - KR, 2013), AWFFEICEWNT, 1 &HFTO
REBPRFF SNTCRE R TOARARFERRE SN L6 JKRRHE
BEDHERF STV D IAEE MR CIRARRITAEFATRETH D Z &R E N7,
A A VR B A T IR BE RS EHEIR A TR AR O FMNIC B T
MO T TR HFEMRARY Y VR MOHFEICHEBET 2LERS D,
ZH A B BB DS ARME T L IR ZERT AR B TRHEERS AR TRV 2
NS TV 5 (Butterfiled et al. 1995; Fahy & Gormally 1998; Magura
et al. 2003; Yu et al. 2006), AREFFEIZIBNT b AELHHRORFER, b F~
VMR I b RSP IR o T T BT TN D DEITHIRE DR R & —FE L7,
SR AL BHEEREAR IR T WL O DA AU FH BIZE - Tl L
TBRE LR TVDAEMR B b, =Y 7t F Lt A n
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FHLNE, WIENWERICERT L2 THL LI TVWD R (O~ - fRH,
1995; HHAF - KR, 2013) . AHFZED RDA (CEB W T, JAHE " RAKICEIE L T
WD ZEBRRENTZZ END, R 2 BRI, REMMKEFA TERET S AHE
MRRESNTZ, o, VST P A TIATIE, b RV REARICEIE LT
WD Z END | RIS OBEELIZTR W ATREMEDN R S vz,

FHAVRRROSZEECHET, e RBEEERN (5w E

(Butterfield et al. 1995), 13 pH (Baguette & Gerard 1993). #H/EH%
i# (Ings & Hartley 1999) . HE (Niemela & Halme 1992) & ik
MWD ZERHE S TWVWD, Greenslade (1964) (X, A A VFEHF RO
ITEIRHREREICL > THIBRSN D Z L 2R L TW5D, dbiEEICB W T
RBSORERZ ATV T MRA L IR R & < 2D RN & 0 | Z i
IR EE I O MEDOEICRES B ELEZTDHLEEALND, Y LT
FH T A AE, R & 0 B A R X v AHR IR AR 03 i O AR
Thaun=—ElN A Th s L bbb, Kaizuka & Iwasa (2015) 1%
7 b~ v 3 X MY Pterostichus orientalis jessoensis X°~ V71 %%
ETZAILVDRIR—MOBERT =T U R ME &R B R E
THEWENAMIELD I N R~ YA TIEFICEZ VD E RS L, #
H - 2 (1992) X, Synuchus sp. (Y Y7 X IILVED 1) X
PRIR B FE DA IE W IR VAR TR R W 2 A L, 20 FWLU
RO T HREWEOE NS L > T AT LA VE R RBER R D Z &
PR S ATz, RIS, @A BRI L 2 ARIRHEE OAR T i, R E O FE O i
BN T2 @Erd 5,

BN OB NEREE DO RLEEN A AR R ROLZHEEZ&ED D 2 &N
WEEINTEY (Butterfield & Benitez-Malvido 1992; Koivula 2002b;
Magura et al. 2002, 2003) ., AHFFEIZIB T, AR “IRKIEZ ~ R~
AR T N OO HRMIEREIC L > THE LWVWEREE Th D ATHEMEAN R
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SN b FHIEBHEARPNIZIRER O LT e L, $HARZ " kkz
o S E 5 &9 I BRMRE BT AV L B O ZERNE % 5 6 D AT REE
WD, Stk BAEMRDIEMIZIBNTIE, IR ORECHE (M - 56
)L MR SOREAR DRI 72 & DRk 4« 7R SR 2 B L THGES D 2
B D,
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* 3-1. A

Hbks A7 g

A MR L AR 4

R (ha) (%) (%) MR e AR PRI AE A=
i HE T RAR 1 650 30.2 70 80 2 s
2 470 3.7 85 70 ;T/ﬂ? <A HH
3 425 2.7 80 85
FHEIRAZ RIS 1 483 4.9 70 70 N
2 475 2.6 75 85 RN <A Y
N4
3 448 0.9 75 80
kR~ RE AR 1 457 1.1 60 95
2 495 25 65 90 ckR~=Y I AYH
3 458 1.5 55 100

3-1. AL Hh DR
(A) JEZEZWRM, (B) BHRIRAR ZIRHK,

39

(C)

bR ik



# 32 BRI A T TRE SN AT L B H RO FRE & H AR5

B AT

o A

b T Bro Mix Con """

v XA L Cychrus morawitzi 61 31 5 97

W S == VN Calosoma inquisitor cyanescens 10 1 0 11
AT AT AHFAY LY Carabus conciliator hokkaidensis 48 46 174 268

S A= as b AV N Leptocarabus arboreus arboreus 80 0 0 80
A7 aAHh ALy Leptocarabus opaculus opaculus 938 404 84 1426

TAXF ALY Procrustes kolbei 2 0 0 2
T A~ AT Damaster blaptoides rugipennis 33 38 78 149

~NNAVHEFHIAI LY Pterostichus subovatus 2 2 0 4

TN BT T I LY Pterostichus adstrictus adstrictus 13 13 49 75
VT A A Pterostichus thunbergii 171 226 819 1216
T hNTFHII LY Pterostichus orientalis jessoensis 22 17 82 121

XAV EVETHXIILY Colpodes daisentsuzanus 4 1 1 6

A ey vYe I X II LY Synuchus nitidus 1 0 2 3

rayve ALY Synuchus cycloderus 6 0 0 6
a7uYYe 77X IILY Synuchus melantho 2 8 2 12
fE k% 1393 787 1296 3476

HEE 15 11 10 15

Bro, K% "R AR Mix, #FHAIRAZ R Con, ~ R~ VAR
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X 3-3. f i LEIARIC K DKL A T OHEEFEE
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RDA2

15 A [REZRK
| X SHESESE Yk
| O kR UkEhk
10 Bro1 i
R e
i foliage
05 |
5 . Pih
00 777777777777777777777777777777777777777:%::" 777777777777777777777777777777777 ‘:Li:“:::z 77777777777777777777777777777777777777777777777
05 4 . ’/,/:’//J:,
Bro2 i
10 ;
15
T T T i T T
15 10 05 00 05 10
RDA1

3-4. AV AR REEE L REER O TR MRS R
Area, [Hf4; Foliage, MKW
FH A VIEASEOKER: Lar, =Y 7 a4 Y% A5 Lop, B A2 a4 AL; Pth,

DAV VI i al v = SN
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# 3-3. 3 ODHEMY A4 T OEREERN

P Doy VLR R
JREE IR 0.241+0.0072 78.3+4.412 78.3+4.412
IR AZ ZIRAK 0.252+0.0122 73.3+1.67ab 78.3+t4.412
kR~ AR 0.246+0.0042 60.0+2.89b 95.0+2.892

MKFERILT VT 7 Xy EFFOBRKY A TR TIEAEEEZEN 2V & %2~ 7 (Bonferroni i%: p <0.05)
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I.BR - EHOXAM (LEEM - HHEERXHK). HEMHBR U ILUERTFIC
BITA2HZMEBOER LS T —HLEBERZEREMEEDOA YL OL
233O RE—

FA4E ERHFMFTORANR (LEMH - HLERXH) EHBETLIFETY
EHICHTEIRRHLGHMHEE 6 B (EFhA VLY, EXVDFY L
DoFFNIAYLY, TITRARA AT, YORLITFHII LY,
FAoBAYVYESETILY) OERMEIFNY

4.1. [FL®HIC

KRR - YER KM & Z D RN BRE A BT 54 A S BEE D IC B L
TlZ. Fahy & Gormally (1988), Baker (2006), Yu et al. (2006), Fuller et
al. (2008) 72 EDOWEN D D, ALUFE O FEH ORI - WERKMK E 2D
JFANBREIZB T A4 A VEEICET A 2HE TR Th7a<, HH

(1983) . AA « f£H (1995). i (2003, 2012) R ERH HITTE R0,
BB IS T DR T L DR T AR =T VR DL D
FTH Ly, AT aFY LYy VRATFHAILY, A~ AT
TY,. A ruYre T2 I LU, A RBECHEZIBES L TY
% (ORIt - R 1995; i 2003; Kaizuka & Iwasa 2015), — 5, JdbifEiE
A DR ARY ¥ U A NOAANY AW L 0E B 72 KEE ORI
ARTLEINTWD (B 2003), LarL, dbiFBEICBNT I OFE
[ZDOW T, A B OB MEZ MREE L 722813 D T 7, ZRRIERE O 4
BHIOEGFMHEZI OIS T 52 LIE, 2D 2 fEE & U CARMEREE 2 77
T2LORXATHETH D, KETIE, W)K& ERT B R PSP O A4 Y
LAvarryarERAnT, LEEICE S FET D HE CGRIRIEIEM A,
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KIRGHIIRZZAR, b R~ Y HEMARH) 1T W T 2 b 6 O M L,
ARREORGMEZHLNITLZE2HME L,

42. MPEFE
2 HAE

Y LR R ORET ALEE O RE O E BRI ATICALE T 2 KR
BN O RIRIZIER AR, KIREHEIBZMAR L O N R~ VbR D 38 % 1 7 D2
WCeHEiiShiz, AEMSIT. 355—406m OEFEICH V| HEIEIT, RAKIL
TERIAR T 6.9ha, KIREHILIRZH T 3.4ha, b R~V Hi# T 4.83ha Th- 7=
(£ 4-1), HERANRY A T OMRTEOBE EBIFEIL, RILIER AR TILIIXTFZ
F % RARBHEBZHRTIT N R~y & A B, b K= YR T
MRy DORIEoTz (F4-1), WERMAIZ, RBIREBMAKRTILT v ¥V ¥
PEELRWTY v~ A VA TH oo, RARSHRRZKTIZ Y ~ A4 %
.7 yFIUBELEL RWTU X B THoTZ, M R VHENKRTIE Y v A
FHREE LT (F4-1),

FY A VEORRTIER CRERH

Y LUBHBEOREICIT, H1IELFERICEY F 74—V FT7 v
Eae v, 3 OOFEMTEEIOMMDO FT v FERE Lic, AR,
200846 H 16 H~10 H 31 H, 200946 H 6 H~10 H 20 H & L. HifH
PICR 2 BB EIZ F T vy 72 B LI, sRESHTERIZT. TR
FICFLIRY | BBEAR, £3WEER, Tra—gERE LTRIFSH
Teo BOFRIER I OEEEOLEKIT, ZNbDEKREL S LIITo 7,

4.3. R
KIFFEORNERE LT 6 fE (X DAYV LY, X7 utV LAy, 4L
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VALY, 2 A~A DT, VT HIAI LY, A Fr7uery
BT X AILY) T, HIMAF T3 T HENRES N, ¥X AT LY
1L 168 iR, B A7 oA Y A 0X 1,299 HIK, ALY AV L% 134
., = ~A~A 7 VI 425 fEIK, Yo~ rF 03I 50% 1,093 &
k., ¥4 7aYy¥e 72T LU0F 606 HIKZ -7, BFEDOSAmMENAIL,
Y H T AV DT RRILIER I T 59.5%., KIREHLIRAZHK T 31.6%, ~ F
~ VR T 8.9% Th o7z (K4-1), B A7 aAH Ak, RIRILERMART
80.8%., RKIREHAIRZH T 10.9%, b R~ VHEART 8.2% Th -7 (KX 4-1),
FANY AW LE, RIRIAERBAMAT 53.0%, KARFHEIRALZKRT 44.8%,
RV T22% ThHh o7z (K4-1), =V ~A~A D7 ViF, RKRLEE
IR T 36.2%., RIRSFHLIRAZH T 51.1%, b R~ VKR T 12.7% TH - 7=,
VNN T T I A I AVIE RIRISERAART 17.5%, RKAREHEIELZHAK T
51.6%., b R YHIMHKT30.9% Tho7z (K4-1), AA7mn Y THII
LAE, RIRIRFERIA T 33.5%, KRARBHEIRAZHRT 23.8%., F R~ VHEhk
T42. 7% TH - T,

4.4. EE

RKIRBIARDOER & 2 iTihe < $HEEB ORMRIL AT L VB LA D
WA G252 LN Mb5NT WS (Fahy & Gormally 1998; Magura et al.
2000, 2002; Yu et al. 2006), ARHFFETHRE LIz X WAV Ly B RS
BFY ALY A DT VIZMEENFERICAEET DR =T
AR THLN, AFFEORER I | ARITRANILES M2 TR E LT
B, RARHRIBELZHARTHERAIBTH D2, M R VKIS £ 0 @IS
TEhRWERBINTZ, £, ANV AV AL, bEEA O T, #A
R L 7o RIEFE D IREBMRICORART 2 Z LR HEINL TS (JE 2003),
AWFFRDOFERNS, A4V AV AT iE, RARTHIIR., IRZERBA & A
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BAEMOEGICERT 2 BN, o, BT D b R~ VM T
DENPLDPRESINR P STZZ LD AFEOA BT, $HEER o B —HKI
AL Bond, AV L VHEBORIT, 1 2Y L) RLEHBE O AL
52 ENE L R YRR TITARIR S DR S CAMRIRAE A D A ME DR &
MOEEEREN AR L OMICEELZE X TV D ARERB X b, — 7.
VNN TFIHAILY A F 7YY TH A I L VIE, KWV RRITE
BT2HMY =F VA MTHLNR, D 4TI T, A TORES
BRENT LS | AREITEBECRA &V o eI E O REAbICHR #
SLRICIIARESE ST 2 EMEN TR S D vREEN R S iz, £,
e - Rk (1992) 1%, Synuchus J&DFEIL, ARIRPE 23 IEF TRV AR

TIEEEBENRZE L SN L2 @ME L, DEV | BRBEMTHDL F R~
Y OREARIT ARIR DI < 72 5 2 LA T 5 IR E OIK & 22 & | Synuchus
BO XD e —MOFMRMEREOELICHE LBRE L R HAREEREZE X NS,

ARWFIETH & 7 & 72 o T ALl O ARARER B (R I8 22 RAARERR I S T
IO DOEBMDIEBEMZESE 2 T ARL RERICB T 24V L B R
FaE - M2 LI D | RSO & o T BRI 2 D 528 2 M
TOBLENRD D,
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7 4-1. AP

fRm mR MO RAR

AT MR AE A FRRAE A=

(m) (ha) (%) (%)
KIRIRZERIAR 380 6.9 35 80 N VA
/% R
A HA
N R=Y I I AT
KIREFINIRAZMH 406 3.4 30 55 . A A
T HEA TN 7o
-
MR~ >HERk 355 4.3 85 10 KRy AP

B KL ERAR D RIREHE IR AR o b R~V REAR
4 4-1. BREE S T BHAREIS
T A UEH EFEOKH - C.mo, B X AV LY Lop, B A7 a4 L Doge,
FANY A AT Dbl, = ~vA~A BT V;Pth, VN7 AT AV Sani,

FFrmYyvYe 7T LY



ESE ER-EROUEHMTOZFRICETEIHEMARV Y YR F25E (7
AXRFUFHLY, FFNVIVEFHLY) OBESH

51. ZFLC&IC

DREOIEMAFICRKIT DAY L HOBEESAMICE L T AIMNOIET
VT AE A (EA D 1962) B 7V A W3R » & - T 0 (Martin 1992;
Suttiprapan et al. 2006) H[lI (Hiramatsu 2002; FAfx 2008) T E A
B 5, ALUEE O LEHE O A4V A O EE/SAMIT BT, FBIL O~RT
fRHE 1991), FI L ORI - fRH 1992a) . B&E OKot - fRHE 1992b) 72 &
THEINTWDLD, BROINEMFICBIT 2HEZTIZEALLERY, o,
VEECEAORETH D BB LR E I A TEET /MR v U X
FCTHDLITAXFT AL RO AN Y Ly (B 20038 HAF AR
2013) X, AESAEERRENEUL TWDLI OO, EEIZL > TEAST
MENTWNDEFEDLNTWVDN ERICEIT DM 5T > T,
BHRAANT v U R b OEROF T RGBT (B E U 7o R
BZ21TH) ETIE. O THETHY, 2N OO ERREOFEMZH 5 )
IZTOMENHDH, £ CARETIE, 2N E TICHIAEERTR B FPII=E
ICBWTHRESNIZER - BRDO 6 OO LHBEHRTOR 2FEDT — % 2 H
MEEL, EESAEZHONZTHZ EZHAMNE LT,

52. i EFE

A 2 Mg

AV LR ROREIE, BR - ERICMET S 6 2oL FH i GER
Ak, ER  RHEE, FEE, RLE, FBRAE. BEE) OfK
THEMSNTZ, FREILEHZ 3 >OEEXS (KILH (low) : 700m R
i, FIUHE (middle) : 700—1,400m £, & L% (high) : 1,400m LA
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B) o, SESERICET S 2O MIEIG 2R Lc, KILHFICK
Oy SR AT, ARET 2 MR, RIEE T2, FEET2H
My RAEET I HR, HBSIRAEC 2 A, B2HET2HETH T,

FHLAF Iy SV fA R IE, YRR T 2 R, RIEE T 4R, 3F=E
BT 4R, REET 4R, HBIRAE T 5 #im, HdET 4 AT
bole, MILMIZKy SNICHHE AT, YIRET 1 HA, REET4

iR, FFEE T2, (RAE T4 A, FRIRAE T3 M, RivE
TI#MRTH o, FEEKODRICEBOMERDFET 5561215, BRE
{8 A% 2o A R B THEN D SRR R R 2 B U 7 AR LA o BRORERE AR 1
FKEEZRODTEHRRZRTH Y BEHBEIII P~/ % F R,
e/ XEThoTe (£5-1), EEEITILEBKTHY | B EBRET
V=L A XY HTT Thotz (F51), TIWHOKREMAIL, iE
ZERWTEINRZHRTH Y . BEBHEIII Y~/ F, TV =Y
AT TEHETHoT (£5-1), EEEITREBMKTHY , B ESBHEITT
T~ R, T BN ThHoTe (R51), mILEIX, 6 DOL{EHIHA T
WLTHE TN A PEETLRINREZHR TH -7 (K 5-1),

(I & H AT O MRRRE A O # EREIT, 3 DO LA GFEEIRRE,
R AE) T ~A Y 3o uEE (YRR, REE, K5 E)
TF o~ I Thole (51, @IIFEOKKMEADE 5L, 6 2Dl
mHcHRmL A ryay Iy, aFEETholn (£ 51),

FY A VEORRGER CRE R

FHAVERBEOREIZIZI. Y N7 — AV Ty FEEH W, T
vy AN, TSI ARAF Yy (B Tem, &S 9em, A& 230ml) Zff
AL, ®1EEFAKOFESFFB LORFIRE U CHRREER Ok @ BpE
Fefg © =% 7 —1=6:2:1:1) ZHWTITo7, FERFFHIL, 4 EETIE
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1981 4, RHEE K OV IEFE Tid 1983 45, H IR E Tl 1986 4, (R ALE
TIX 1987 2, FHETIX 1995 FE Th o7, HAMMIZ, HFHFEFED 6 H
~10 A& L., HIFPIZKH 2 8MBEIZ T vy TORI Tz, $RES
NIRRIE, TXTHREICRDIFY | EBIEAR, 3G EEAR, T2
—ER L L ThRfEES T, BORER I OEEBOFLEIT, 26 OFEAR
b EITITo T,

5.3. ¥R

KRBT, 6 DD IIFEHE THERS « FE SN AT ¥ U X b
OEEEIE, A4V A AR 174 BIE, 7T A XF A H L UP 4,490
& CTH o7z (F 5-2), IWEHNCHD & ALY FH L OEEEIT
HRETHR S, WOTREE, REE, FBRAE. FEE, BKEEO
IECTHoTe, 7TAXF AT LT OFEEEIT, FFICRAETEHELIEL, K
WCHE . HFRERAE, YRE, FEE AEEOIETH -T2, 6 DD
EHAE ISR 2 2 OIS KB HHBLE G 2 M 5-1 IR Lz, A4 ) A4
LY Do AEIE, 400m (&R, HKibE) 205 1,790m ((RAE) £ TH
WENTEH, &R E LT, TOHBEBIGIE, 25 E 2RO TR T i
MAA LN (K5-1), —F, 7TAXF A% A0 50mkix, 400m (&
) 25 1,800m (HBEIEAE) £ TR SN, Zo@EK, BA L

(ZHLAE B A LA TES L RLE TS v Em S b i (5-1),
L L VRAERESTECIHRLUFETHL 7 A XX A A OEIG @O E
AR (K5-1),

54. 8
FANT Y LT FFRAR Yy U AR ELTHBEIN., AR EEE
HORRINEBHRIZORERINLIELE S TWS (3] 2003), — 5.
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Fe KR (2013) 1%, AL OB S 1L OB AR ICE 5 £ THF
JRWERBICAERT 2L ME L TWD, RIFEOFMERL LY | dL¥EOER - &
BHI OO LR MU 12 WD T A A0 U A A 130 B S0 R R 7 e R & 1K
e h | FEITRK - ERBRM O ILH (T00m £ii) (25T 25 & Bbils,

LaxL. 6 2D g o The b IRKRE I ALE LTV 2 30 T AR
EILE TEWEIA TRESNE Z L1X BEEMuO L & EV KL
eI & BITIREB AR E > TWVD Z ENBER L TWDAREERE X5
i,

— T A RFX AT LU, FE LT L R S EE R AR £ R
RHRICA LD (OKIE « R 1995) & S TWDH A, FEMl 7R EE DA 12D
WTiE, B HO 1,100-1,700m OKJE + fRH 1992b; 1995) . F#EiILId 700
—1,700m (KRG « fRH 1991) OABEARINTNDITT E 20, A
FENZBNT, TAXF A L3, HERVHA T 400m (ZEdH{E) 7
LT 1,800m (BRI ) ECHRRINTZZ END, AFITER - H
IR TIE, REWEREXIY b oMl s KW TEERH 5, FriZ, RAE
&M CHER S LR LA I DA D ENEIE T AT O A BB O
B SRNEORE A DE NIRRT S Z RN E T, £, AL, il
DG FEELOBMRIC L AL T D2 EBME SN TVD GFF - KR
2013) 23, ZDO LI ROoMITERTITA LNV E BbiLs,

IS 2FEDHAMIT OV TR, #ilk, A, ERBERLEDENICLY
RELSEVELDEEBEZOND T SRITLVFEMARSM EBREZEK & O
B2 HRE L TW BER D D,
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3% 5-1. A A SR
18 5 o) A 8 5 AR PR HE AR
ﬂ'{jiﬂﬁ :H—IE‘ */T‘\‘ETA
(&) FEPE - RRJE 5 LA H L aeRiipe
(low) (middle) (middle)
43° 05" 59N
(1981)  149° 15’ 04E
LS . 1 547m F~HFY
ia 20 AR/ J18 ) X F
43° 45 5N P
(1983)  14q 43 03p 7 M S OYE?
\ﬂj;/;f\/ﬂ? a2
- 1,754m A ~ VR
FERE LT, ~ Y e
(1983) 12,72 08 Lo SR VA ! -
142° 47" O7E h e FHT Y PN VDR
S 1,792m ’ 7 F}
RIIE 576 saN R T XF5 :
(1987)  149° 45 56E X7 Aha;
. 1,846m
s LS
(1986)  149° 51’ 33E
o = A SR
B 450 1%1, S FFH~ K
(1995) a3 40’ a9E HZEYR W XM F P
ABXNTET TR

53



#* 52, [l B PR AR R 2

A N
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RIRMR D fRER & (B~ D FE RINBRE OREARIL, A0 & 2B oD LAk
RMEEREICHE LS RWEELEX L2 R RINTWS (Fahy &
Gormally 1998; Magura et al. 2000, 2002; Yu et al. 2006), £7=, 15D
B O TIZTA Y LR AHETADOEELZ TS (Magura et al.
2002, 2003), #H 1B THOL N E o7 L9512, dLMFE IV TIERIRB R
ThDHH T~ OREKRIE A LB L OEERESCER OB 25 & L,
BOEENRKRENVWEEZLND, £, THZY <Y OEKTIEZ, —HOX
MOBRY =27 VA MOARIZHE LIZERENGFIEL TV AEENRE X
57z, Greenslade (1964) 1T, MUGIZEWAAMKEE L, A LR HR
DOIEEZIMHEIL, ZLWHEMEE 222 tx@HmE Lz, — /T, KOS
PLAVEFR (Ve F A AvE) T MIREEDOZ LWEREZ I £ 720
ZERHEINTWD (EHD, 2009), T72bbH, MKMAEDHFEEIZ, K
BMOAYLAVRHARORNFE LR  ZNOLOBOAEEBNAREL 2D L& 2
bid, THAZY VKRB RBEEOARIZHE CHLIERD 1 D& L
T, MERWEE (75.016.32%) BEx HNDH, b K~V OfEMKIZEW T
IR R E L <{EWEHE (B 1 % @ 25.029.183%) . —#HOHFKT =17
VDA NOARIZHE LTERRE TOAS Z & —HF HWIREEI O TEmWisae (6
3% :95.052.89%), KEOHEMEFEOLELNKNETH L L BbiLs, [FA—
BIFE C b AR BE IS R OR - 2 ARGEEE & BRI EE DB VA A5 2 SR i
THELZZILSE D 2 L DVUREE S, FRAE B ZEIZ 3V TR, BHFE O Fe itk &
ERELICHEU 2R EE 2R L TS UERH D,

IETRFE D AV L FBHH BT, $ 100m O REEEZ A TR BT 5 ATRENE
PWRENTWS (Mascanzoni & Wallin 1986), £7-, AP = %F U 2 b
(AR DR ELZ IS RIEB AR DREAMAMICEE L Fan=—ElT 2 2 &
MHTH LTS (Spence et al. 1996), HEARHIE L O IRBERI AR, ELOMHE
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MOFEELZ T - RO A B E U CTHEE L. A A B REEE DM
e an = —ERIC&K > TV 5 (Koivula 2002b; Magura et al. 2002),
B2 EORRND . REAHE L O RBARICALE T DA RSB T 24
AVHEHOBEME G L, EANTOZALICEELTEY, 2D DRRDIL
TE IR AR AR L2 MELORBEZ T =AY L VR BHEDO AR
HIC B & U CHEBE L C 0 D ATBEME S B, 72, RO BB 4 5
RO EDIAFAET D/0 ST R O JRZE ZRMIE, JBE &38R 0 )1
MEHATERTAIFE L IAFTUIILAIRRT VYT TXITI A
VENERL, MEHEMEEED WL EEDbND, B 3 BOBENL, B
BEd 2/ S 7R T FE OO TR HE TR & BHETR S TR AR BE SR AR & A3 0 SR 1 KA
LlFstHmbnd, HBHKASYyTFOEFA ZROEESFB L)L TEHY A
VR RBEE O SRR A m O D AR R ST S (Butterfield &
Benitez-Malvido 1992; Koivula 2002b; Magura et al. 2002, 2003)
Magura et al. (2000) X, PV e OHMKEZREKT L2 LICEoTFr v
ZAED Z IR AEROBEOF 2w =—JFk & Z ik < EERE O EHE &’
T 52 & E/R LT, Fulleretal. (2008) 1%, #FEERBFHMARD FIZ KR DA
R OBEEAMFFT D Z L IX AR MRIC Lo TREEZ T AV L8
HEARNAERTHOICHEARIRTHD ER LT, FHARHIEIZLOJRHE K
MROKERF S O I B L 72 RBAR &R D IR HE “ IR OHERRIL k2R T o
AR R AR EOZRMEDOMRFICEECHDLI EEZE LN, $1-, #3E
BIREAR N IR ZERT O A B &R U SHRIRA K EZ LT 5 2 & T/ & 72 Ff
DJRIERBI AR & Bl 72 K D 7R BEEME IS 2 HEFF T & D W REME R R & T,

R 22T U A MI kx RBRREEICEALS ST 2L MmbitTs
nTws (Jukeetal 2001), LU, JLHEEDOHRKICRENRHETH 5 &
ALy e X7t Ly =< A~vA DT VNV TFAA
T AVIE, SR DA E CHRESHIZICEGRSERES R (B 1
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~3F) ZEnL, INOLDOREIIEIERHTHRE A FITERTE L LEE X
bild, LnL, RERKToOZ A TRIOEE (5 4 ) Tk, ¥4V
LAyl A 7t AUITREMKTHAERSSELS, —F, =A< A
77 VSRR CE L 2D HEMA R LIV, 25 O RKKTOME M IZA
ROEEMZ R L TWDAHREMERE 2 bz, £, ALHEEO R TR
SOMERBIE T T AMRA L, MEBEDS @ 25 BAAH Y . 2 b ORIEE
AMGI SN ARERH L, — VRNV T FHIAI LA F I e
YEeTHIILAVIIMEICEST, R TORIERNEmroTe (5 4 &)
b, In 2 FEIE, RO L W o BELICIEE B BELE
IZae=—RETOMIRENbDLEEZ BND,

BHRART 2 U R M, REBAROEERSLE BB ORMIC L > THEL
(Magura et al. 2002, 2003; Yu et al. 2006) . B AZIL)A K 72w D KA
DIREMMEPRNLETH D &SN TV D ALFER A OHFRA LT ¥ U X R T
HDAA N AY N UITRRRERZ S O RRIKERKICOBMHER SN D
L &En (M 2003), —FH. 7A XF U 4P L UIFREMAEFT 2 & 250
HITWD (A - KR 2018), 26 4 RO 5 O END, 441D
A B AT LA O KIRTEZEB AR RN EHRIR AR /3 A5 T 2 28 BT %
MR~ YHARICOT N THLIN DL TV D AREMERE 2 5z, LiL,
AL, 8 1~3 ETHEXAT o ML (700m Kiif5) O kA (RZER
PRROSHEIRZEA) TSN TR LT MM ES A TS < B Rk L
2o TWADIKILE (700m Kiifi) TiX, TOAEEDRRNEL > TND EEZ
bz, —H T, TAXF U AHLu0L, EicH - &l (700m 2LE) @
B CRES N (B 5 3]) Z &b, Ao TEALRMITR - &L
DRIKBHETHDEEZOND, L L, EEE CRANRLRDREED
400m HIR TEREE S 7z 2 & OERIER L O i WK BLE 0 700m #7 T”Z )
o722 (3B 5 F|) b, REOSAMITME RIS ECH AL L - TR
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HERb, lx OBRMREBEEICBONTABEOSMAERT 20BN 5,

TRERSOMEAR &\ o 7o B 36 13, I KRR D IR FER AR « SR IR A AR DS 4 B
TH D ALWEE AR DOHFARAR T ¥ U A MTTRENKE L BUFT 2 REBH
DREIFMO TEHE LD, =T, ZLOFMKT =T U X MIxF LTI,
Har R FRICE > THBELZTELRVIMADLIENARTHDL EELLN
Do H 1 BOMRLIY . MHKRZITOHEIZIIERROBME (W7 ~Y) T
X< fERFE (T =Yy <YM R=Y) WD Z L RFEHRERER~D
WEEMADZ ECoRn b EEbhd, £, HEOBREOELZKIT, &
MEREMEDOREICEECTHDHZ L5 (Butterfield & Benitez-Malvido
1992) | MEARICB W THIERMBEEEHWTREHK (Thoy =Y & bR
<) BT HI L OB EMZ D LICORBLAREMENR D D, AN
O REAE (Z LWETITBE) b AV A VHICEEL KT T RERER
Th Y FRMWE I IS T D AR EE 0D F 00 B 72 BXI] 0 oD S 55 o> B BN
WS, £, H 2 BEOMKRELD . FARHE L CREAME OS5 BIR & L
THE Han=—BRICEE AL D BRAKE KRR/ S Z2EMTH
FRER IR BE SRR E 2 MR L CO D RIRE R B2 D - Bl L~ LT
DERMEDBLENO B ERVB DD LEDNLD, SHIZ, F3IHEDERLY .,
FHRIEAZ R/ S 2R OJRFE IR E U LGS L D 2 &
D HEARPIZ IRTER A A FF U, BHAIRAZ IR EZ TR 2 2 L b A TH
59 AbiEE T 38 W T U B HE A A AR PN T R ZE A & MERE T D O AR b 2
(REFRESH : Retention Experiment for plantation forestry in Sorachi,
Hokkaido (dtyffiE, 2018) ) NHMBMICEm I N T WD, ZD K H RFHIH
ZED T AT LAVR R RO BRE & SO REICHR A Z BT AR
fi 13, ARARAERER ~ DR 2 R L | Frfe AT RE e R E BRI AN FH G
HEBDIAES HIZEET 2EIC OV CREMARMRAEE D TV M
B D,
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ARz Liwm L o7 —~ & LTSS Y R R FM b REREBEE
THxEEZEDLRBY R 5EFE HHEEL SV £ LICHIREERT
DEMENTEL EBIRIZE LR L ETFE3, 70, ka5 82 L T<
ZEWE L, ARFOMEFERER. RE TINKEZESZ, GLRTRK O PAT
ZWBEICIRSEHHA L LT ET, £, 7225051 hHT>THR
RPIEE W W (BR) F—a ol RERERICE S #HLEB L £,
74— FREICBWTIE, W, BiE 2 THW I K& ER PR AR =
v DEREE R R IE R AR O REli AR R G & SR 1L B RIAIF SR 2R D K
FAEIZDDBEHNTE L ET,
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E 8

AL E DOFMIZAERT DAY LB H B OREMIE, oA L O BRREERK
EOBEBREWHL TS ET, T O R & ORI BT B
TD325DH (1~3) IZOWTHELIT-72: 1, ARIZHWL/HE (74
T e NR=Y - TwY) OEWVIZLDEE; 2, T~ REAKHE D

JREE IR DALE S 2 #E (BAR - &) OREEMEE~DZE 3, MY
AR H B AN 3~ D bk & A 77 URFERAR - BHERIRASHR) (281) 2 BESEME
DB,

Fio, HboWE THER - ERO KRR, AR K O L #1238 0 D Rk
FEOARESMICEALT, LTD 2205 (4,5) ZBHOLNIT H729IC
WINGEERFRBPFREFTEROAL Y L a Ly va vV THELLT
o720 4, B BEHIT ORI - FEARRIZ 36T 2 Akl O RE R 22 Zj AR ME 6
B (B ALy, e X 7uadHay AAVIFT LY =Y~ A <A
BTV, YT FHIAI LY A raYyve T H I LY) O4 M
BAFME; 5, JE I B RO LR IZ BT D IbiEE A OFARANT v U X |
20FE (TAXFU AV LY ROAFTNY FHF L) OEESM, £ DhE,
TRICTTHMENG LT,

1. +HH GO 3MFE (T h=y <=y, <Y, BT7<Y) ORKRIT,
13 J& 31 1 16,150 E{ADO AV AR R BB RE SN, 2k LT, ¥V
YRV FHAILVREBELEL, KNTarze Yy Y7 XTI LY,
EAZ YAV RESRESNT IFRARBETCHL T~V TD LT
o U0 OREBEEIT. T I VL R R VIR THEEICLD A
Mmolz, KO Carabus ROFIL, 7=y ~Y TibErolc, TU
EMEMYT (RDA) 1%, BHER AV LA HOMEMENAFEICRE RS Z
EERLTE, ERICBEHRY =T VA MDY R T FHII LYy, <)L
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HEZFHAI Ly, 2y r7uFHFYLArBlRe A7 ot Ld0E, 7
N ERENEL A A/ e Y T XTI AVIE N Re Y Ll
B L7z, —H . AT~V TEEDORIRFMRT =T U R F & DRV
fRIT RSN, Carabus J&. Pterostichus J&. Synuchus J& OB A% H
Dipinole, AV AUHRRFRICEEBEL G AR EERREERN T,
TR & ARRAE AR TS o T

PR D T~ KRR & RIS AEAE T D RAR IR HE TR A ZE Tk
MR VR & 72 FE O Y HARIRHE ZIRRD 4 S DRI Dbk & A T2
T, 15 )& 36 i 14,939 KO F Y AR F BB RE ST, &K T, ¥
YRVTFHAILVREBELSL RNTEAZ oAy A AT m
VYXYETZHZIAILVDOIETESRES N FBEE T v 7N ORE
BB, k2 A TR CHBERZLHR DR Do 728 Fr ik s o
REV ., BEITPTUARE R TEL R A A bz, TURMEMAT
(RDA) &, AV A VEOBEMREN 4 DOBRKY A TR THEICRZ
HZEERLE, FRIC, =2V HEFTHIAILY, IFELIAXTA
SAVBIRXRT OV YL TX DI AUT RIAEE RIS TR B A
Roilc, BEEROT T, HERMENFEBECRbARICEEL L
2T, PURZE MR, mRE /N S < T FERR e BEEAR S & HEFE L T
BO HMELZEZOLRBL NV TOREOLERMEOHERICEE TH L vl Rk
DRI T,

BT O JREE TR OV RIR A IR MR OY b R AR IS 380 T
6 J& 15 1 3,476 fEAD A LA PR BRRE SNz, BETE A7 A
VLAV REBES L, ROTY SV T AT LVRNENo T2, HARA
Ry UARNDT A XX AT AP, HEOKE 72 JLEE RO 650m
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MR CRESNT, L T v Y20 OB, AR F A THITH
BRAZZTRONR D> 7o, AEALih#RIC L - T, FMBULIAE ZRK TS
KDL ENRMS b, TUERMMHT (RDA) X, HkZ A T oA
YA OREMIE TR R (AL IR E DS A A VR ICHEICK
BrGZTWhleamLlic, RiZ. =y ruFUAxyrverrsng
YO IBAARE R & OREMESA R <L Y L T T AR IR
& DENEMEDR o To, £, HRO /NS ZRJREE IR & HRIRAZ IR
MRITHEEREE LI L T e,

. BRI O RIRIRHEM  RIREHIRIR A I L OBERET 2 N R~ > fif kit
IZBWTHER SN ALEE ORKBR R BEHRMERE (EX DAV L B XY
nAY LY AN TV LY A A DT VRNV T F A
SAYV, A FruYyYeITHFIAILY) OO, BE DALY A
BAYAVBLOBKRART v U R RO ALY A A E R
IRBERI R Z R 5 Z DRI, £, ALY FH L TiE, KRR
T HIVTIRE KR ORHRIBERZHR O FIZERT D AIEEMENE 2 bitl,
F Y RXVTFHIAILV RO A7 vy e T4 T LI RREHA
B ET T b R~ YR &3 2 ATREME A RIE S L7z,

CES - ERICET D 6 oo LT GER : ARE, GEKE: MHRE, F
EiE. RAE, FBIRRE. BEE) CBT 2B KAy ) 2 b 2
(AAN VAT LY TAXFAY L) OBRESMICEHT 2REICS
WT, AANVT AV L viE BRI (700 m RKi) . 7 A X F A
LFdEs (700 m BAE) 2o mili# (1,400 m BAE) ORI - HERIR
WICAfidT a2 Enmaniz, L L, ERRRLBEERETOL ALY
FH L OFLUERLEILE TONMC AERBENE L EWRALETO
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TA XX A LTOKILF TOSAA NG RO (L E A C o E 5
X RREECRE Y EDOEWICE N T DA OB E R E E I L » T
b+ 52 N RBINT,
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Summary

To clarify the assemblages and distribution of ground beetles (Coleoptera:

Carabidae) and their relationships with environmental factors in various forest

types of Hokkaido, the investigations were conducted in the following three

perspectives in the Tokachi district: 1. The effects of the three tree species

(Japanese spruce, Sakhalin fir, larch) on carabid assemblages in plantations; 2. The

comparison of carabid assemblages among the three secondary broadleaf forests

(hill forests, valley forests, and a large hill forest) and conifer (larch) plantations;

3. The comparison of carabid assemblages among secondary broadleaf forests,

secondary mixed forests of broadleaf and conifers, and conifer (Sakhalin fir)

plantations.

Moreover, the habitat preferences and distributions of forest species in the

natural forests in plain and mountain areas of central and eastern Hokkaido were
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analyzed using the ground beetle collections in the Entomology Laboratory of

Obihiro University of Agricluture and Veterinary Medicine in the following two

perspectives: 4. The habitat of preferences of representative six forest species

(Cychrus morawitzi, Leptocarabus opaculus. opaculus, Damaster gehinii,

Damaster blaptoides rugipennis, Pterostichus thunbergii and Synuchus nitidus) in

the natural forests and adjacent plantations (Sakhalin fir) in the Furano district: 5.

The vertical distribution of two forest specialist species (Damaster gehinii and

Procrustes kolbei) in the mountain areas of central and eastern Hokkaido.

As a result, the following findings were obtained.

1. In plantations of three tree species (Japanese spruce, Sakhalin fir, larch), a total

of 16,150 carabid beetles consisting of 31 species in 13 genera was collected.

Pterostichus thunbergii was most predominant, followed by Synuchus melantho,
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L. o. opaculus. In the plantation of larch which is an unnatural tree species in

Hokkaido, the numbers of beetles per trap were significantly fewer than those of

the Japanese spruce and Sakhalin fir. Large Carabus (Leptocarabus) species

were the most abundant in the Japanese spruce. RDA analysis indicated that the

carabid assemblages were significantly different among the plantations of

different tree species. This analysis also showed that four forest generalist

species (Leptocarabus arboreus arboreus, L. o. opaculus, P. thunbergii , P.

subovatus, S. nitidus) were associated with the Japanese spruce, and S. nitidus

were associated with Sakhalin fir. On the other hand, there were no significant

forest generalist species associated with larch. The most important

environmental factors influencing carabid assemblages were soil moisture and

foliage layer.

In the three types of secondary broadleaf forests (hill forests, valley forests, a
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large hill forest) and coniferous plantations (larch), a total of 14,939 carabid

beetles consisting of 36 species in 15 genera was collected. Pterostichus

thunbergii was the most predominant, followed by L. o. opaculus and S.

nitidus. There was no significant difference in individuals per trap and

numbers of species among the four forest types. In rarefaction analysis,

species richness in the secondary broadleaf forests was estimated to be higher

than in other types of forests. RDA analysis indicated that the carabid

assemblages were significantly different among forest types, and three species

(Pterostichus adstrictus, Bembidion pohlei, Synuchus callitheres) were

significantly associated with the valley forests, although the area sizes are

small. The important environmental variable influencing carabid assemblages

was soil moisture. It is suggested that the valley forest may be important for

maintaining the species diversity at the hilly landscape level involving terrain
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features.

In secondary broadleaf forests, secondary mixed forests of broadleaf and

conifer trees, and conifer (Sakhalin fir) plantations, a total of 3,476 carabid

beetles consisting of 15 species in 6 genera was collected. Leptocarabus

opaculus opaculus was most predominant, followed by P thunbergii. The

forest specialist P. kolbei was found at a 650 m point in a large area of a

secondary broadleaf forest. There was no significant difference in individuals

per trap and numbers of species among the three forest types. However,

secondary broadleaf forests were estimated to have more species in rarefaction

analysis. RDA analysis showed that the carabid assemblages were

significantly different among forest types, and that the area sizes and foliage

layer significantly have an influence on beetles. In particular, Leptocarabus

arboreus arboreus and L. o. opaculus were highly associated with the area
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sizes, and P. thunbergii was associated with the foliage layer. The carabid

assemblages of the small secondary broadleaf forests and the secondary mixed

forests of broadleaf and conifer trees were similar to each other.

Among the six representative forest species collected in the natural broadleaf

forest, the natural mixed forest of broadleaf and conifer trees, and conifer

(Sakhalin fir) plantation in Furano district, C. morawitzi, L. o. opaculus, and D.

gehinii are suggested to be mainly distributed in the natural broadleaf forests. It

is possible that D. gehinii can also inhabit the natural mixed forests, but the

conifer plantation is not suitable for this species. On the other hand, P.

thunbergii and S. nitidus are distributed in Sakhalin fir plantations at a

comparatively high ratio, suggesting that these species may not be sensitive to

deforestation and can survive in the conifer plantation.
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In the survey of the vertical distribution of two forest specialists (D. gehinii and

P. kolbei) which are endemic to Hokkaido, in the six mountains (Mt. Yubari, Mt.

Shari, Mt. Memuro, Mt. Fushimi, Mt. Tokachi-Poroshiri and Mt. Rakko), it was

indicated that D. gehinii is not very abundant and mainly distributed in low

altitudes (less than 700 m), and P. kolbei is comparatively abundant and mainly

distributed in middle (over 700 m) to high altitudes (over 1,400 m). Both species

inhabit the natural and semi-natural forests in mountains. At Mt. Rakko, however,

it was found that D. gehinii is distributed also in the middle to high altitudes;

this is may be due to different vegetation derived from the lower latitude of this

mountain. On the contrary, it was shown that P. kolbei has spread to the low

altitudes at Mt. Fushimi, where population density of this beetles is very high. It

was suggested that altitudinal distributions of these two species vary depending
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on vegetation and climate conditions derived from geographical differences and

their population densities.
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