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Effects of Thinning on Abundance and Community Structure of
Arthropods in a Pinus koraiensis Plantation
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ABSTRACT: Thinning treatment has a huge effect on understory and litter structures in forest ecosystem, and the
resulting changes may impact some arthropod groups such as plant-feeders and detritivores. This study was carried
out to find a change in arthropod abundance and their structures in relation to the thinning activity in a Pinus
kovaiensis plantation in Chuncheon, Korea, where thinning was conducted twice: in 1998-2000 (old-thinning) and
2007 (new-thinning). Arthropods were collected using pitfall traps in 2006 and 2008. Effects of old-thinning on
change of abundance and community structure of arthropod were significant, but the effects of new-thinning were not
significant. The most significant thinning effect was found in detritivores, followed by plant feeders, but the effect
was hardly significant in predators. Among detritivores the changes in abundance was diverse. The abundance of
orthopteran plant-feeder increased, but Curculionidae declined after thinning. There was not different in abundance of
total arthropods between thinned and unthinned areas because the difference may have cancelled each other out by
increased or decreased abundance of taxa. Community structures of arthropods were most greatly affected by years,
followed by the old-thinning, but the new-thinning did not affect community structures.
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Elo] lrtk thee AR AR 5 9 SHoA
ALNH zdo| Ajd oz golsial FAole= FHL
Za Qent, dukRo R & 27 BRek Shsdot
S s ETFAl 23, HaF 5 4% A
fa50] U AFPHo) B ALE HrixElo P
(Shephed, 1986; Smith, 1986). Z1&u} > 7 AF e sl
S0l ZA AR BECFY 7R 2 FHef v)F]
£ 2YA9] 93] ZxEal 9o ol 71e-g FIA
Z 4 Sl AFEQ ATE Q] Fako] EolAlx qlrt
(Hunter and Calhoun, 1995). <, Ae8ld 2HE 18]35}
2 7ol 2R Helt ¢k | oo vl Aok
do] L3]8] FRsla, AA AHut viig] 299 AEX)
H(buffer zone) 2 24 BECIH] Fed e 716-& 0F)
g 4 Qlvhs 4] A7|E 1 ek Hartley, 2002; Brocker-
hoff et al., 2008).

HES A28 s 53 EAZ WY Assy 21
MANA AL Q800 S MAAE Bt ofyzt
(Nyland, 2002) HAQE F7tof A2 s15-4409] izt
IS f=sle] B33 8720 A5 tofde 53
AlZ]c{Hunter and Cathourn, 1995; Wilson and Puettmann,
2007). o] ¥ & Bl B vhekst AR E
F/g5hd Aot siFo] AFE e At Ado) WhE
ORI o] AHFEE] Aokt 5= A Tl Holxd
I XA LS FF5t ALY BBl SXE
4 Ath{Igarashi and Kiyono, 2008; Smith, 1986). ©]&u}
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= w9 A, A7, BETGSFEE FAA717] A%t
AP SHoA 7HE ARl e7H AREE dild A=
oy AAlsta rkKorea Forest Service, 2009).
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g Hsle) QizteHA Wkgslr] mlEol BHABAYER o
27Fs4d0] v EtHKremen ef al, 1993; Mclntyre, 2000;
Samways, 1994; Yi and Modenke 2005, 2008). -$-2jiia}o]
A= Aol AAske AAFES o143ty 7]Eusie}
Apguaste] Aks Ak (Kwon et dl, 2010), F3A12] AH|
A B¥HKwon et al, 2003; Kwon et al, 2005a; Kwon et
al, 2005b; Kwon, 2008)& mjebsi=1] {8314 o] &=%l
o} AHES] QS Wiledl® olgEe, &d3suty] -5
Do) gt FFKwon er al, 1996), W deof ofgt 4hE
9] F¥Fg Hygk d7-E°] AchKwon and Park, 2005).
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& F7lsket vig), BAA AAFTELS Hddke B0
vteldtiKorea Forest Research Institute, 2005-2009).
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"3 Ao diddct AxE5E2 ERdoly 7IsEl
upet e £ deste] il EiirhGreenberg
and McGrane, 1996). Z18ju} oF2] 7hdo) disj) dAFE
239 Gl gt A7t FdollMe +8E vk gitk

£ de o] AASEFS] Wt FRlRel i
= %S goBr] Y3l sEem, 1998~20001 7}
2007'do] Thdo] F X&) AAE AF 2HUAE tfeR
FHEYH 2 70 An} §o] AAFES] 2ot #AT
29 WsE vlwaigle) 7PEE 9 Ay AREES
712 AL Y, Halg ARAEEY A HHS
2 st @A AR 7] el ookt Wit
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Table 1. Number of Korean pine trees in 2006 and 2008.
Thinning was treated in 2007. LTG: light thinning with
gaps, HT: heavy thinning, LT: light thinning, and CN:
control (no thinning)

Thinning Treatments

Block  year

LTG HaT LT CN
A 2006 550 550 588 538

2008 275 200 400

B - 2006 294 469 338
369

2008 156 169 225

C 2006 938 675 881

1,156
2008 463 225 494

LG
HT

LT
CN

¢ 200 400 BOD Metere
S,

Fig. 1. Study sites (dark square; N37° 52", E127° 52') of
present study. Details for three study blocks (A, B, and C)
are shown in text. LTG: light thinning with gap, HT: heavy
thinning, LT: light thinning, and CN: control {(no thinning).
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AT A7 8 cm, B A 6 cm)E AN, HEYC=
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< ARSI FHEYL i ARAT A=A
e & BENRS 137 Tk & A B2 A%
oF AMef] Sl FXFES SAl ARk Aol7] wiiEd
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E A Age A7tk

AR AT EL 80% oPdEF2o)] HE 3 HfjollA
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THKwon, 2008). FERTCE, & I FEA A471s
o] H|w3 FYstHx W=7t AUAA WA gk BRds
FA0 o] 83151k %7 15(Orthoptera)2 A4 A4
8, 22 B9 Ho|d4lE she F350lZH(Rhaphido-
phoridae), et Z(Gryllidae), T§7JoFA T Gryllotalpidae)
£ A es BRSIEAUGF: Ground Foraging), 41489
NAs 22 428 B o] Acrididae), X3}
(Tettigoniidae), Ho| 57| 3K Tetrigidae)=- A]A]AJo 8 B
BFATHVF: Vegetation Foraging). A1EolA =4S Hold|
£ viulE 5 RS Aphidideeyt= AT B B o)
2 O uin|E ZZEIE(, WrsEh A= A2t
gojal7] wi&e] uju]E-2 A% EFHAphididae)2t A
(Other Homoptera)2 F2381t; kA5 (Hemiptera)-
Ho|J4)750] AT} A4o] TA o] Aol A5t
Kt

DAY E(Coleoptera)2 I} T2 FHT F Al
7} @At 7150) vlad] F48 2 7Re) HE Aol of83idl
th F£2 A4 Fo| B2 7 HH 7 (Carabidae) H HHg
7Nk Staphylinidae)9} F2 &L dAsk= vhtulT
(Curculionidag), B-4A(ZE ABA|, FEA), B, 1}
E)Z F2 Y= AXFITenebrionidae), W H|
(Nitidulidae), A~%7L&]3HScarabacidae)S £4of o]-83}
et HE| M= 244 Aol Z4Et Jin|aFormicidae)
£ B4 ZAFY, UHARs daA7lso| EAER(]
A, Aalg 5 Bl ALt weEls 7P Al

7F Bokd T3 Rt Ada71se] YA F 71e2

B olth. 2 AE0) 9 JhEishe U Ea dRe
852 AR f3(lavae) 2.2 FABI EAJ0) o] &3t
Tubo] 240 Z3HE AL YdaFol Al FAEE
%8 93 AF= EZ(Thysanura), =#7](Diplopoda), 712}
ZH(Crustaceae) ¥} EA14 AA 5B 71|E(Araneae)?} 4]
H73(Chilopoda) Soltt. AdAu|EL WEr} v|nd &
Holuh Haj7130] EA oA BAIA BEFs}
(Borror et al, 1981) EA0)A Aelstact. 4o ZaeH
AR FE0] AReE AA ARFTZHEET] Sol= A
THRG=2] 94%0] F3ie, of FAEES] Aot HA|
AASE MG ARASR)E 098601 3THn = 24,
p < 0.000).
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37H9) FeE Zzhe 47802 TR 352 PR
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Fig. 1). TakA 2006d2] 2AAT el E 27 7rEst
Foio) o] FHE o] Ve Aol 2082] Aiol=
A 7PH(1998~2000 AA), HT 7HE(20079 AHA)),
T Fgo| vehd Aok

3A 7v8 Aol 7 vt o2 AE 7] wE]
A gol} u]7)3 9] o2 B|FEH TH(block)S] I
HiAIE 4= Qick A2 A PEAEE dojd Aol=
2 7pde) aulz 7seinh 370 9 1271 Aol
£z} Uhge] 2AE X3 g2 A 71, FH2
74, dxo] A7kA] W] thEt three-way ANOVA
(number of cell = 3x 4x 2)2] B2 HiEo] glonz
B7Iskc) webA 3hA 7hd (df = 2)3 d=df = 1) B
22 7P(df = 3)T AE(df = 1)9] two-way ANOVAS
72}k A8k ANOVARAoA 2A i) digh 24
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B oA AAEEL 25496704171 A= Ak Table
2). o] F Z&7H(Insecta)o] 18,9757)A2 HA| Q] 74%E
215101 7P BSE, A Arachnida)o] Th-o2 Bo}
517874A12 RAA9) 20%%et o] F BR<tol AAFEY
94%E A8 A2 Crustacea)2 F2 FH=2]0]
o, AR7F A thEo s gkey 25749 5%
E51ct B(Orden)ot} FFamily)2] 819} £/ &

Table 2. Arthropods except springtails and mites collected at the 12 study sites in 2006 and 2008

Year Relative
Class Order Family Total Density
2006 2008 )

Insecta Thysanura 263 121 384 1.5
Orthoptera Rhaphidophoridae 383 306 689 2.7

{Other) 52 126 178 0.7

Homoptera Aphididae 998 61 1,059 4.2

(Other) 14 42 56 0.2

Hemiptera 82 65 147 0.6

Hymenoptera Formicidae 2,977 2,332 5,309 20.8

(Other) 254 235 489 1.9

Diptera 1,273 3,620 4,893 19.2

Coleoptera 2,445 3,143 5,588 21.9

(Larvae) 41 62 103 0.4

(Other) 41 39 80 0.3

Crustacea Isopoda 283 648 931 37
Arachnida Araneae 2,498 1,771 4,269 16.7
Opiliones 624 285 909 3.6

Diplopoda Juligorm 49 16 65 03
Oniscomorphia 51 26 77 03

Polydesmoides 75 6 81 03

Colobognatha 12 12 0.05

Chilopoda Scutigeromorpha 57 8 65 0.3
Lithobiomorpha 45 45 02

Scolopendromorpha 50 14 64 0.3

Geophilomorpha 3 3 0.01

Total 12,525 12,971 25,496 100.0
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A AFeZE 7P B HAFERFE 9REAE
(Coleoptera) 2. 2 A A|2] 22%, HE(Hymenoptera)Ql 71
K Formicidae)7} 21%, T}&]E{(Dipterajo} 19%, o=
(Araneae)o] 17%EA ol £ AAFTEEC] AASh:=
Hl&2 AA AAFES 79% 3t viv]E(Homoptera)-
AZE A7 hE-R ARET Aphididae) et =717
(Diplopoda)#t Z4}73(Chilopoda)2 AA|4=7}F 2jo] A
A2 1% olstol] Exsigict. A=dRE 200617}
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7] A(2006 )3 AA] Z(2008W)ol| A2 ulep Fx
=7k gebd Aol7] wiol ZhE() T A=(Y)e] F%t
FBAHTXY)o| A=A 18 dido] Vepd 7t
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Table 3. Abundance (number of individuals/a pitfall trap) according to the new-thinning treatments (LTG: light-thinning with
gaps, HT: heavy-thinning, LT: light-thinning, CN: control) and the old-thinning treatments (A, B, and C) in the study areas.

Details of two thinning treatments are shown in text

Old-Thinning

New-Thinning

Guilds Taxa Year LGT HT LT CN A (LT B (LT) C (CN)
Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE

Diplopoda 2006 069 0.13 059 0.18 1.1} 036 114 023 086 0.17 124 024 054 0.12

2008 032 0.15 010 006 028 0.13 026 007 014 005 044 009 014 003

Crustacea 20606 1.81 082 0.78 032 156 0.29 . 1.18 0.78 1.72 038 1.63 056 0.65 043

2008 319 232 317 189 272 1.55 357 132 363 119 538 105 048 0.19

Thysanura 2006 176 049 088 0.17 1.17 017 111 036 1.02 0.13 150 045 1.17 023

2008 0.68 0.2 062 025 075 035 058 017 058 0.12 066 026 0.73 0.19
Orthoptera (GF) 2006 198 028 202 053 1.060 015 214 1.25 121 043 181 046 233 0.76
Detritivore 2008 193 060 076 029 171 053 181 059 192 062 132 0.08 142 055
Diptera 2006 670 120 521 0.63 518 077 676 097 523 038 651 095 6.15 097
2008 26.15 775 1723 639 20.80 471 1826 8.66 1498 2.64 12.85 221 34.00 294
Tenebrionidae 2006 045 021 073 038 050 030 0352 006 1.05 024 057 006 033 0.14

2008 1.07 057 060 025 083 039 112 027 149 026 097 006 025 0.15

Nitidulidae 2006 002 002 008 0.08 005 000 012 0.04 008 004 003 001 010 0.05
2008 1.06 097 101 076 021 011 027 017 025 009 010 002 157 0.70

Scarabaeidae 2006 018 015 0.14 0.09 0.14 011 146 136 026 0106 116 1.01 003 002

2008 1.17 053 124 030 1.16 054 146 1.18 130 034 215 059 032 0.6
Orthoptera (VF) 2006 024 013 036 024 022 019 016 0.16 0.19 0.10 049 018 006 0.04

2008  0.69 028 071 0.17 062 025 05 0.00 0.68 0.16 086 0.13 035 008

Larvae (Lep. Hym.) 2006 0.20 004 0.17 006 024 005 015 002 0.17 000 025 005 015 003
2008 054 024 027 011 018 0.03 044 0.14 030 007 025 009 053 020

Herbivore Aphididae 2006 350 076 538 137 570 198 427 1.08 5351 157 426 034 436 1.28
2008 011 006 0.09 002 006 006 089 045 035 022 047 038 0.04 0.02

Other Homoptera 2006 0066 003 004 0.02 008 0.02 009 002 007 001 008 002 004 0.03

2008 039 022 024 0.03 006 003 015 007 0.16 010 035 015 0.12 005
Culculionidae 2006 090 0.19 080 038 0469 017 092 023 052 613 077 017 118 0.14
2008 0.19 0.07 0.13 009 014 009 003 000 005 000 009 006 022 007

Carabidae 2006 150 089 1.08 025 088 032 116 035 098 023 192 045 0.55 0.08

2008 012 004 009 003 008 002 011 0.02 0.10 002 013 002 008 002

Staphylinidae 2006 556 147 952 156 887 088 684 056 779 123 9.15 109 6.16 106
: 2008 041 008 054 004 0.62 005 066 003 063 003 055 006 050 009
Predator Araneae 2006 1443 400 1336 3,03 836 1.65 1076 223 1148 1.25 1525 330 844 134
2008 11.28 1.75 11.69 227 943 234 522 056 1164 248 936 129 722 158

Chilopoda 2006 074 008 043 005 040 0.13 049 0.16 066 009 049 012 040 0.10

2008 025 0.10 039 009 041. 018 020 002 038 0.05 032 0.13 024 011

Formicidae 2006 1198 273 12.85 1.51 1608 3.05 1490 0.35 11.80 091 16.56 051 13.50 2.69

2008 11.69 045 12,18 158 13.13 221 1156 120 12.15 1.80 12.63 094 11.63 0.78

Total 2006 52.69 12.22 5443 5.54 5261 3.04 35418 1.72 50.62 248 63.66 4.84 46.15 347
2008 61.24 536 51.08 291 53.19 3.83 47.10 8.12 50.73 537 4889 2.84 5984 506
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Table 4. Results of two-way ANOVA (thinning and year) for the response of arthropeds based on mean abundance

Taxa New-Thinning Old-Thinning
Var. daf F P Var. df F P
Diplopoda T 3 1.79 0.19 T 2 8.86 0.00
Y 1 29.07 0.00 Y 1 46.71 0.00
T xY 3 0.68 0.57 T xY 2 0.95 0.40
Crustacea T 3 0.10 0.96 T 2 14.24 0.00
Y i 2.54 0.13 Y 1 7.79 0.01
T =Y 3 0.28 0.84 T xY 2 3.05 0.07
Thysanura T 3 0.87 0.48 T 2 0.35 0.71
Y 1 9.13 0.01 Y 1 8.79 0.01
T xY 3 0.46 0.71 T xY 2 0.28 0.76
Orthoptera (GF) T 3 (.69 0.57 T 2 0.17 0.84
Y 1 0.23 0.63 Y 1 0.22 0.64
T x¥Y 3 1.28 0.32 T xY 2 1.23 0.31
Diptera T 3 0.63 0.61 T 2 8.97 0.00
Y i 37.68 0.00 Y 1 103.76 0.00
T xY 3 0.46 0.72 T xY 2 8.54 0.00
Tenebrionidae T 3 0.19 0.90 T 2 18.22 0.00
Y 1 0.80 0.38 Y 1 2.50 0.13
T xY 3 0.62 0.61 T xY 2 1.48 0.26
Nitidulidae T 3 0.40 0.75 T 2 5.06 0.02
Y i 446 0.05 Y 1 8.42 0.01
T xY 3 0.56 0.65 T xY 2 374 0.04
Scarabaeidae T 3 0.28 0.84 T 2 6.02 0.01
Y 1 5.20 0.04 Y 1 8.94 0.01
T xY 3 0.43 0.74 T xY 2 0.55 0.59
Orthoptera (VF) T 3 0.34 0.80 T 2 7.18 0.01
Y i 8.23 0.01 Y 1 15.86 0.00
T xy 3 0.01 1.00 T xY 2 0.22 0.81
Larvae (Lep. Hym.) T 3 0.80 0,51 T 2 0.48 0.63
Y 1 4.49 0.05 Y 1 4.57 0.05
T xY 3 1.35 0.29 T xY 2 1.94 0.17
Other Homoptera T 3 0.94 0.44 T 2 1.81 0.19
Y i 5.85 0.03 Y 1 5.77 0.03
T xY 3 1.62 0.22 T xY 2 0.88 0.43
Aphididae T 3 0.89 0.47 T 2 0.73 0.49
Y 1 124.87 0.00 Y 1 104.69 0.00
T xY 3 1.67 0.21 T xY 2 0.20 0.82
Culculionidae T 3 0.22 0.88 T 2 8.02 0.00
Y 1 38.28 0.00 Y 1 79.06 0.00
T =Y 3 0.38 0.77 T xY 2 1.38 0.28
Carabidae T 3 0.20 0.89 T 2 9.75 0.00
Y i 33.58 0.00 Y 1 103.24 0.00
T x¥y 3 0.10 0.96 T xY 2 7.26 0.00
Staphylinidae T 3 3.14 0.05 T 2 2.01 0.16
Y 1 455.17 0.00 Y 1 371.48 0.00
T xY 3 1.56 0.24 T xY 2 1.27 0.31
Araneae T 3 2.84 0.07 T 2 2.94 0.08
Y 1 2.29 0.15 Y 1 2.04 0.17
T xY 3 1.14 0.36 T xY 2 0.54 0.59
Chilopoda T 3 0.47 0.70 T 2 2.02 0.16
Y 1 6.29 0.02 Y 1 6.15 0.02
T xY 3 1.78 0.19 T xY 2 0.12 0.89
Formicidae T 3 0.70 0.57 T 2 1.91 0.18
Y 1 1.47 0.24 Y 1 1.79 0.20
T xY 3 0.41 0.75 T xY 2 0.86 0.44
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Table 4. Continued.

Reoh 2RF2 uAe

Taxa New-Thinning

Old-Thinning

Var. df F P Var. df F P
Total T 3 0.27 0.85 T 2 0.81 0.46
Y 1 0.00 0.95 Y 1 0.01 0.94
T xY 3 0.86 0.48 T xY 2 5.26 0.02
Axis 1 (MDS) T 3 1.31 0.31 T 2 5.66 0.01
Y 1 482.00 0.00 Y 1 646.74 0.00
T xY 3 0.95 0.44 T xY 2 0.62 0.55
Axis 2 (MDS) T 3 0.23 0.88 T 2 33.99 0.00
Y 1 0.26 0.61 Y 1 1.48 0.24
T xY 3 0.09 0.97 T xY 2 4.47 0.03
Table 5. Correlation analysis between abundance (log-trans- 12
formed mean abundance/a pitfall trap) and scores of the 10 2006 2008 //:@
main MDS axis. Figures indicate comrelation coefficient and 08 i /
asterisks show the significant correlation (p<0.05) 06 /m/"z.g /Cg“ ;‘
Taxa Axis 1 Axis 2 § 04 \o "1%» ‘\\&"’;
Diplopoda -0.75* 025 e N c A
Crustacea 0.26 -0.85% 3 00 {?;\? “&;;‘EM/Z‘?'\
Z)}rltfanura -0.53* 0.21 Kor L, ‘?:f A 7 m\‘g}’
optera (GF) -0.08 0.13 04 \< ; g‘;’ A
Diptera 0.86* 032 5 %N}\ g
Tenebrionidae 0.10 -0.55% o - o
L0 //
Nitidulidae 0.52* 0.58* R
Scarabacidae 0.42* -0.65* 714 12 10 05 06 04 02 00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14
Orthoptera (VF) 0.49% -0.51* Axis 1(71%)
Larvae (Lep. Hym.) 0.44* 0.3t
Aphididae -0.96* -0.01 Fig. 2. Ondination of arthropod communities at the 12 study
Other Homoptera 0.43* -0.40 sites in 2006 and 2008. The captions of the study sites
Culculionidae -0.74* 0.30 indicate block (A, B, C) and treatments. Treatments are
Carabidae -0.85* -0.14 same as follows; LTG: light thinning with gap, HT: heavy
Staphylinidae -0.98* 0.08 thinning, LT: light thinning, and CN: control (no thinning).
Araneae -0.31 -0.21
Chilopoda -0.46* -0.16
Formicidae -0.29 -0.14 EREE dolsigtt =371, 4, AR, &%

& A9ItiTable 4). o]0l uka) 200697} 20084 1H7]
704 7hd F A7)7} =7] el 72hde) F3k 7P
o <l folat Aol Lhehd Rolth. TA 7o) o
SolRt Holr} ekt £RF-S a1 Diplopods), 12t
7XCrustacea), T}&]E(Diptera), # A 2]} Tenebrionidae),
WA ) WK(Nitidulidae), £&%+12]3Scarabaeidae), 2]
A)A) w57} E(Orthoptera VF: Vegetation Foraging), B}
1} 2 Cuculionidae), T3 ¥ &7 Carabidae) So]ch. o}
A AR A i Tl o
SR 67} RETo| G e o] uls) H44 AR
Ae Z 5 BRF 40%0) 38z 270 BR/-tol, 24
A AT EAAME F 57 BERTF 20%0l 3Fsh= 174
Beet el etk 17 22 Qe SR Woke

Felzh A4 wiEr)|E, ST 7hE7(A, B)o
A UErt e v, vhels, debldd s, vhte)ais
BZHATAC)0lA EFrKTable 3). WS B B4
7h89] ko] UEhAE BRE BE7S §HX|H(Total)
7rge) ggfo] viehbA) QgtTable 4). o BARE 71
o o) HEEa Aolsh] Ushls UxusiEe] A2
A=y gRos A

ZHNME THA 7hd o] Fgpo| H 7hHe] Jeprct
7at @Ato] EUstA LrebdohFig. 2). Axis 12 A
#olo] 71%E YehllaL, Axis 2& 17%S Uehjo], &
714 Axisol] 2Jaf & W)} 8%} AHE|gich MDS £4
oA Hole] 71%7} HPElE Axs 1.2 A= BAE W
5.2, 200613} 20083 0.2 E=8iElA
Ea)=|girkFig 2). °l°ﬂ uks) Axis 2= A 7haT W
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Aol glom(Table 4), WSS Axis 20f oJsf F7HiT
HO24 7HETFH(A, B)E FEE, 2006130] H]3] 20081
off FhE e 7o vlgl o AHejzt Foilck o]
s Zh 58 2008'd0] 2 Z7kgRIck 1 2007
g AZTER APU(GT), Z=HHT), F=ZHALT),
HEHCNEY ol dote #sp) etz ga
ek TRl 20079 €] 2t 7hd o] Jalyt vERdctd
2008 dofli= 20061d0]] v]3f) 22 A2} i7iole A2 Agrt
7V dol Uehd Ao A=A a3 dAke
UEhtA] okgiet.

-

2 GollAl= 1998-200013 00 HAIR 2bA 789 3k
& UEhot 200790l AAIRE 2 7PEe] g UAE
A st 7R Q1gh Fgro] FAY AXEEAA 71
Fo HIEE UEINE O gEe2E A4 HAFE
w3, A AAFEAA 7P Wkth 7HdolA] o
A7t FAY AAFTESY TR H3le Ejlo] Ho,
7He 3 AN AFEY T 4R ERTAA
a7 By ol ARt HAE L, Fg 2144 AAEE
TFUEhE QIlct Algefias A EXEES] Yokn
HRE HEHAME A4 HxEE] LAz
(Molina et al, 1999). B ZAR|A 7HHT 3132142
Z7}319 2(Korea Forest Research Institute, 2005-2009)
HASL FAsI57] R ol(Park ef al, 2009) 7HH Fof
A AAFETS STl HEE e A HAE
ST A Zo] didEnt € datlME 7hde] kol
A AREE ok §A4 AR FEA WG et
AL GHS9 I Qg Qo] shEaAY W3k
ATt P Ko} TA Z-G3H= AFE vepdich e
524 dAFEY A Wt FUsA doluRE
WAL VY, B, AAEE, A5 1A
oA S7Ie ) vlsl, wejE, gepddygals Zast Ao
2 ettt A27Y gEE 71E 7PETY(A, B)o] 7
HAR(C) Bl 92 w(Korea Forest Research Institute,
2005-2009), Q12 ThEO|N WBAE GAEE BRhETe
B} #EI} 2E0] 5§ 7oA HoldAdES
wol 3 ez wekert A AXRet g4 4SS
T AE9] Z7ER Qg HEES ks ol He 2%
o] F7tR olojd 7hsAdol &k

AR YAS0 At gl g Wegaet 52
Aol 9= HIKorea Forest Research Institute,
2005-2009) w72 7hEAle] elas Ulse 7t
A0} BElo] gL Ao AFRETH Park ef al (2009)
7rd7d B} RS CollA] HatEls gt 99
g vt A3 F vlsshy P 2 Aol7t
el BFolAE U 56%, HA] 36%21d) vl C7
& Y 80%, A 13%ek Bastqich o|=gh 7hdR
g BAA Y] WIhe RAY AXFELET R
2 H3lE dog Aotk Y fas FES FE Y
7)o} Y] AAE 9o AR o EHA &
AFolME Z71E Ao vepgth o) oigt FE
FAEBL o]R3te] GF%t Yi and Moldenke (2005)2)
AT B39 AFep) Rt 7177t A=
RojA A7} Z713F Ao Uelgt}. ofof gle) St
2APRIA BIAZY)E olsto] UdEel] Aaahs
AR =L UeE 2 ZASH ZIHYi and Moldenke,
2009)o A& AAEEY] W=7}t R A9k 3
EoA YYE MAe= U= Bt ol B5Ad=
e webx R FA4 REEY S ExHs)
& nhgshy) Boks 7P R Qe s E St
A e ol zha, Hgat B 2z HHE AEH2t
Z7181] EEAo] BolatE 74 viAlE < qlrk ool
sls) mhele A RS WSl foh BT B dHA
o] Arjx o At FetaloliFe] it YESE
EZoe geEEe] me 2 U= Adska vt
(Hovemeyer, 2000). whA Yo Eoj=e 1HAAU AN
Ao A w7t EolErhe AL o189 Wit 2ottt
A& Suigich of=dlElbe] Az AT #EHS
2| gt Aol = FEA m2|e] A7t dAs]
ZH3kgtiMolina e al 1999). whebA] mhejo] o A
&S vehdle AREA §-831A AE 5 Jled@t
Atz

Korea Forest Research Institute(2005-2009)0] w2 &
AR A ‘FZ THE AT THHAR] o] w72
9 zedsh) 2 A%E REem, 7P A% rEAETE
279 A% 7)ol 1T 9] 2polE BYR, 147r
2% FHe AR et tizret Has 158004
Ao 7.7412) ZpolE Bl Aoz BuEgit) o3t &
A3k 3154 WS S AT, d2TE A9
g R 7RAEES 7 o 2239 AN T

=



196 FFEzYA A Zhdo] AAFE FR=Y ZATR viA= IF

124 B ASH0E Frleke A Hglol, BES
o AP FFREE 1Y o) Fe PSR TS Hel
F918 Ausiol olg Hol Ao ekt 19w
SN A FFHE SN 2hEAE Pmokt Hg

2ol BAE B RoE Busgh IR A 2wef

5154189 S7hs A4 AAFEY SR ol0jF AL
2 q3E:

T2 MR didEE A FAEEY S ¢4
T ERS A4S HIFT1E olglet. vitEe AES
HE B ol IANEOY AL 7RIS HAL A FE0
471 THEol(Kwon and Park, 2005) ZFER]oA BE=F7E7}
AVFEAE v @4o] Uehsith T 49 AP
AR 8 & & St gekEoE FHERHL o
AASAY ARE wj3)shs BAEEL 2A] ARG
(Yi and Moldenke, 2005), 121} o] HE AAJ]l AJ24)8}
€ AT EE 2RI Hl ARgsie A= ZokE 4= gith
of=@E| ] Azl AR HAE BEHAA
THEHS o837 2127 AR HEHL HAF
£ T2 AR g5k ARl e e
3 g2} Eo] 7 w2 vhd AER o= aiu|Fel 71
H3ITHMolina ef al 1999). Tu}E-2 M=l A2 HA]
TEY e A0St AREHR R AT JdAZ
AMAshe AAEEY BAIEAL 71s3E o &4 vk A
T 2/49] AHEA| oA P B2t FHERHS o83t
HHARE 2ARE 2HE B AEA e 2452
AXRE, 3632 NFEAAE, HUHER| (2R 28
T, 36322 tipe] A8o) AAlsh= wdelEe] AR

2 B o S RuLul(Hylobitelus haroldi)2} 431
dutolulrtu|(Shrirahoshizo rufescens)?} 72 B XA
vprn| k] B 1o AFYE WSt ¥ 5 g
Arg wo| A=Yt Kwon and Park, 2003). 18]
Aol g ZAMIAE 21444 AR]FE oiE
HHEH] fare] veligerl £ 2K} 593 A7IG
o642y FHEAYS o83l AR A3, e
Holi= R3] Aaske An| gtk oha} Aol AAlet
£ NoE= 25 Y EAHKwon e al, 2005b). TFHEH
o= gitdez v 71EE 98 EY 9ol 239 A5
AAZHTK(Yi and Moldenke, 2005). ©]% Z-Loll= THEH
A= F2 ARE wisfshe AXSER AP=A5 H)7E
| A2 X8R o A& ¥k opjat Aol AjAfst
£ AAFEY QA= 7Fssich 22U ol=3t A=

B3t FHEHL A4 AAFTEY A HF9]
Hiojgtie & 4 §l7] W & 479 Ao s
A2 H2)gEe YAt tfgt e 288 W
4= gitk

A AXFE] A tiFE A7 W) g
7H 3 Zol=e F tiilell BBk 88 AN 7184
o] &tk maEhA ZAY ARAFES thE A7l swol visk
IS A W Aolch TAY AXTE oA Y
gafol 71 £F3HA A== AL Anjoldt. fviet
77 FHA] 147]) A GollA] 2R A, Aol Bl YAl
A e D=7t §E3] 718kl o]2gt F7hs &7Hv),
YR o], FEAEt 22 22 A =t gE
o]¢lthKorea Forest Research Institute, 2005~2009). A&
A= B HAro| et tiKorea Forest Research
Institute, 2005~2000). kA ZHER QIgE o4k THHA |
A 224 A9 F7} giol "Ert 718k Aotk
Yi and Moldenke (2005)= ZF8A]7} B|ZBgEA] o H|3) 7Hu]
o] At Fryal Busigey du 2 A2a 7R
vko} Zhe AAtElE An|e] YErste}l 3K (Korea
Forest Rescar=-8 A 73 2005-2009) = JeERIR] 29
o}k 2 AR FES $dy T vho] 2Pl {2
A dert S71ck 22 ol il vise] ekt
Fof| A Zhdolut H) & 2ARRE AWM= th=T) Halaj
et al (20089)= HAE o)X TR ) DET} 60%
A5 gha B89 0, Yi and Moldenke (2005)=
SR PEAENA T Fashe o= Hist
Ak ol2dE ] AN = HAE Bddart &
ol & THMolina ez al 1999). 2|3 AML2 7HH F7F2]
B el A 08 249 d7dnE duislst]
£ ogrhe AME ujgit.

7R QIR AAEES] AA| Al u|gEE B
7ke] Aoldt W= 3} Afso] et Ao AlmErt:
Yi and Modenke (2005):= 7HHE QI3 AR}gEo| 713t
£ AR Busigol £ a7AN:s 7HR v Al
Eo| 4EH 0T F7Iste AL ofyH 47l et
Zasp|= itk Aojrk 7HE= QIR ERwt el Adolgt
U=dshe A3 272 HIE 4o sHed, £
AFollAls MDSHE o83t TR £4014 3429
RSt Ak o g 2 st Rs el el 7
£ H3lE dovle AL dxgen, IA (9] g3l
oo F8% A%S stk AA 7P FFE 2006
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doll wlaj 20084 o A ez Yepyck 1
2| 2bde] Fare vehA] agdet ol AR 2007
AR 7PHe] FERE Al7ho) o]k Fm AR & vERd
AU AR 24 o @A) 34 7k Xelreds
FoAls dAFEEY 2 E0] Ha Eg=] A2 7
Az AudEis d@4do] Uelg Aos dkibEc

3718 vieh o] A 74 Alofls Fultt zhdo)
th2A A2j=]o] it o] ggFo] Ex)sjo] 7he)
FEoll £HE 799 L AT 5 ke ol2igol
Aok 22 2 19EL FYUs ARl F2 ¥
(128haydioflA} QIska Q7] 2ol & RAfoA viehd
TFHE 7 AAEEY zpo|7t o 1§59 njAEAE
(e, PI71F ) Ael2 LojRrtn B ofhct. 7hde)
FEe motslr] fisl wel ol EE Wi Wt Y(the
randomized block design of the experiment)o|tHYi and
Moldenke, 2005). 200712} ZH8-2 o] vl oja)) A=
Aot W] IgollA] Hlof 3= 37)9) TG Eo] FAo
ZHHo| M AAI=A] elottiw ol olx|gl A9} B1Y
2 7hdE AARE 3ol1, CH2 7S AABIA %37)
wEe] ol THA 7hde) I 7o g9 G
EA=o] 2A AT SfAdo] kst itk 7hHol FRke
HasH sietsly] Yaliae 29 & 304 oWt AuEE
¢ hdo] AlE Ho| gl divtR 2HA|A 2A}
A= ook AT T A4 FRRE 27|71 o=
ok A 7PdT} 22 7R, )5 Foe) ggko] ExfEo]
ZAPETE 3jAfo] GolslA] ATt £ AR ol 3
2t ZAE REEshuicid skA 78 22 7Rl o)
Hrh BsiA grEd ez Atz

A A

2 e NN TR RAETR BA
2 AejE] A QHTAME: FE 0100-2004-10)8
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