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Effects of Small-Scale Soil Scarification under Canopies on Carabid Beetles (Coleoptera: Carabidae) in Conifer—
Hardwood Mixed Forests after Selection Logging in Northern Japan. Satoshi YAMANAKA,"* Katsuhiko SAYAMA,2
Shigeo KURAMOTO,3 Shigeo IIDA,4 Yuichi YAMAURA® and Kenichi Ozakr’ 'Graduate School of Agriculture,
Hokkaido University; Kita-ku, Kita 9 Nishi 9, Sapporo 060-8589, Japan. *Hokkaido Research Center, Forestry and
Forest Products Research Institute; 7 Hitsujigaoka, Toyohira-ku, Sapporo 062-8516, Japan. 3Forestry and Forest
Products Research Institute; 1 Matsunosato, Tsukuba 305-8687, Japan. 4Kyushu Research Center, Forestry and
Forest Products Research Institute; 4-11-16 Kurokami, Chuo, Kumamoto, Kumamoto 860-0862, Japan. Jpn. J.
Appl. Entomol. Zool. 60: 3341 (2016)

Abstract: Small-scale soil scarification under canopies has been proposed to remove regeneration inhibitor plants
that often dominate the understory in natural forests after selection logging. We studied the impacts of the small-scale
soil scarification on carabid beetle assemblages in conifer-hardwood mixed forests in northern Japan. We sampled
carabid beetles using pitfall traps in scarified sites and adjacent unscarified sites two and four years after scarification.
Forest species made up 98% of the total catch with only a few individuals of non-forest species occurring in scarified
sites. Species richness of forest species did not differ significantly between scarified and unscarified sites, whereas spe-
cies richness of non-forest species was higher in scarified sites than in unscarified sites. Carabid species composition
differed between scarified and unscarified sites in each of the two study years. Dissimilarity measures between scarified
and adjacent unscarified sites were smaller after four years than after two years, indicating that differences in species
composition associated with scarification declined during the study period. Some forest species were more abundant
in scarified sites, whereas other forest species were more abundant in unscarified sites. Our results suggest that small-
scale scarification may have a limited impact on carabid beetle diversity.
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Y, OURA L JIIN B3 T L ISR DR LI - IS
T AT ETH D, KR TORIKIZITHEA 221
MRS T3 3 00 (R, 2003), BHIREDM
DEFRSTEE IR LT, HW SRR DM 53 5 1
MR REE R, BELX TR WK S o4 My dsk i
(biological legacy) (Franklin et al., 2002; Bauhus et al., 2009)
ERUDDKRMAEFEEITI ZLNTED. 202D, KA
PRPURIE AR ERER DR & A ERE A S &5 LT
Wi D—>TdH 5 (Noguchi and Yoshida, 2007) .
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FIRRIRIK 2 HHiGe 1247 S 721210F, RIRIRZER X N
DR v v FIZFENEF L, B VITRIERER ORE
PR NS Z & T, B IRR SN L8R H 5. L
NLUEDNL, JLEESOLFHIRTIE, RIKBEOMKIKIZY
PN, M OTEHAIH NS Z L@ E k- T
% 7= (Noguchi and Yoshida, 2004, 2005). —J5, S/ A
BT Y ERE LA ES Y3 L LT, Y
7L OHENAE A, ERAEHCTIIEL 22 &R LA
<HibhTnsd (MR, 2003). LU, ZOHEEH Y
INEORGERTEIZ K 2 — AR AR L3 <, SRkakifE
DHRER I N HAROEENFHE LV E WS ERNDH B (I
K, 2003). ZhoOREERRT S HEE LT, Rk
BN 2 v v 7OHNT E A 4T S /RN R g &
PREIN TS (BAS, 2011, 2012). /INERHENE T i
FEE, EEOBIEIZ L > TREEETIRT 2 Z & Th
YOOGS &Y ol A R U, SEETTE O £ kL
IZEBAT 2 (BARS, 2012). iz, dLHEEOSHARK
T, AR T ER X T A VN Betula ermanii
Cham ZOGHBIEOREDFEEIAZ, b K~V dbies
sachalinensis Masters X° 4 4 Y 71 L5 Acer pictum Thunb. %
OffEOBECEOFEEEERRE LTS (AK
5,2012). [/NEREEGE P E ] &0 HEEICBE L T,
ZOMEBEUHNPE LTV ERETEEOTIEAWE
W, INETO [HERI L] &FRED [HudE | &LL<
F A E ] RTINS EF LGNS, AU TS,
[HUZ & | IZHE 5 5. 9ERD» & T LIS AT/
ThdZrl, FMEBSICHENRTHEZLEEWRTS
72012 [N RS R b ¥ | OFEE W 3.

HE MR AL L 2B s ¥ 5720, MWK
LR 2HEEYOREREEZ LS 25560°H 5 Z
ENA Y AR B (Beaudry et al,, 1997; Koivula and
Niemeld, 2003 ; Klimaszewski et al., 2005; Pihlaja et al., 2006)
A A 7 VR B (Klimaszewski et al., 2008), 136
¥ (Siira-Pietikdinen et al., 2003) THILNTW5. * ¥ 4
VENZB AWM GhY 2 v HE WD) MR TART
ZREMNLEHEHTHY, FENEZL THHI L, LEN
3R LD L K< HMEhTWBEZEnE, Hitkliiks
GO LHAHZCOEENTH A CE 250 Th 5
(Rykken et al., 1997; Rainio and Niemel, 2003 Karen et al.,
2008). ZD7/®, WX EDOHEEW - -MRITH 4
FTe o3 ERIh TS, HlzE, Hkikicizxs
T o 7oy AT D i 5 7oy & JUB U 7208 T, Bk
R BDH & il 212 X 2R O Z i ha <,
D FAMEFEDEIARE A WA U 72721 TH - 72 (Beaudry et
al., 1997; Koivula and Niemeld, 2003). %7z, [6l—##3HNT
0.06~0.25ha O/NAFE R (gap cut) %12, M E %47
X vy TEefTbhahrokXy v THBELZMETS,

L

WIZEIZ X DEBEEEIIAL NG D 5 7= (Klimaszewski
etal, 2005). —J, BERZOKTNT 50cm IHOHIT X5
L ZRICHEET I FIC L DR T L AR A R L
7 A, MEAVERGI & LS U 7 F 28T, ARbAVERE & 72 1 3R
BT 2 WREDO ARSI T X5 & 0 @ MALPEY| T A
2% <, WCPBOb RO MBI 5 TE 2 5 72
(Pihlaja et al., 2006). Z DX 2 IZERHOHIEEFIZEIL T
1F, FFZER L 5220 2 7 — L AVN X WE L B
S AEAAH S, UL, PFURBOHIEE 2 EMEEEC
5z 3B AWNS ML I NE TITaN.

NIRRT EE P X 42175 T & Rk A fER L, UK
FROIIFERRRC M i 2 MER 9% 2 &3, RIMIZI3AE
MERRMEORARITETIRT 2 & Wiff S h 5. LA L&
K AR OBELZ, FEI IR ORI 124 B 2 8
MO SRMEICEBRE A RIZ TR & 5. Z D72 0K
7% T3 ALEEALB O EHARZ R IAMIZ TN T, /NI Flhl et
THUE EHE L% OA % &4 S HEDOZEAL &R, Biko &
T, FENRE T HREMA T —LAVNEWNZEHIZ E D
WBMNIHEIZ R AL H . ZDOAMETIE, [H—
MO NG & & AT - 7250 £ AT D 27 o 7550 & B L
THEL, NERZEM A —LTOX % 4 VO L &
OMEARB O & 1T - 72, F§, /NS T E %
1o 72 2 FEBITHNT F X & 2 A% 2 I T &
O, A AVREICRIETHIZEOMEL TN K
12, WX EFDO 4ERICHECH 2 &L, € ORBOR
FEL AR L 72,

KR EHED Z12H 720, ARIBK, @EERK, dofE
ARG PR AR IR £~ & — 123 ER 0D B8 & MERE
%, MFEETRAICIIAEFEOW &, FEABK, EH
PRI, JRBARICIEA & 4 VORI E X B4, MY
RACIBEAER A LW, 2 2I0R#OB4s£T 5
AWFEiE ISPS BHFEE 25252030 D BhK % 22 1F 7=.

ks KOsk

1. SAEMEHEEOBME

EEEE w3 e W N 2L NE PN <Y Iy 3 W W] B
SRR BEE 2069 PRFE & /NPE, LA 44°05, TR 142°48
' MEE 410~550m) TAT o 72, ARERMNE, FEAIE X R
WO EHARZHIZH D, ZOHIZ 1Tha (100mX100m) D
Ty FEHEL T3 ARRE SN TS, Tay D
Ja L S em BB D SEAREEE 1 1,100 A/ha, e 5 D 1
AEHE 39.8mha TH B (AARS, 2011). EAKEO HBUE
Bl 28T, F F~¥Y & IXF T Quercus crispula Blume
BRLE LD, ZhUIHNA 2 Y HTF, V<Y Picea
Jjezoensis Carr.,, 7 X A 717N Betula maximowicziana Regel
BB (AARS, 2011). 72, WEIEZZ 4 Y Sasa
senanensis (Franch. et Sav.) Rehd. MEH L T\ 5,
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lha 782y DI HBD_DIZEWT, 200849 A» 5
10 Ik FEfn < 7z (MRHRIKE 17%). 2L T, #
2009 -8 HIZ, =DM lha 7’2 v MNT, &FF10 #FFD
AN RS P ¥ AT 572 (BAS, 2011). MU ¥ %
o728 znzh20m Bl Efi Tz, i =iz
Ny zxwaEHO, RRIZXDER IR ZHREXy v 7
(10~20m MU ) NODMEZEZIZEW 7. HWIZEDOH A4 X
FEMEDETEICRD ANDE Z & L hEMIEEN T X
&2 5m, BX8~10m& L7z /N7y b4
PIZREAEICREN A REEZE LiIAAR, MIREE S Y OREZ
EhaFEb EFZ itk THhEMA L ) 4 — 4213 &
Worz. ZOREIZ, N7y b#BELOTD, $HoREIC
fELEZRRLEZTZS2ETFS20WEE L mREZRICELDLY
B UL A7 v b TR 2D, Fo 2MREE K
EH A LIk AR LZ AR T, HdER
To7210 Wz EXE LA ZLT, ZTheliid
278, WIIEREFUHEX v v F7NT, KHIZERX D
5 2m BN ¥ AT 5 TR WIS 2 3 E L
7=.

P E DO L LT, Rk EIT 57220 lha
7a oy b ORIV & LTINS B U CEMEEANE 5 T
5. F/z, Tay O S8 100m HE 7T LG
WD 5. 7y bNIIIEERSE > TOhEH, 20
RigghaEicE b T O B % > T,

2. FYLIERE

I EH» S 2 4F5%D 2011 - & 4 R0 2013 4412, MEEH
Vy b 74— b7y TEHNTEY A HHEEL /2.

ey b 74—ty A2 EEAE Tom, WX 9em D
EBHT S AF 2 Hy TR, EHEEXOHFLH 6

FIZ2MfT O 8lA ImBLU 2mEiL TA%&EL 72 &
Fo oy AT ERELTCTa YL YY) T —)L 50ml &
AN, FEAFYFIHIZLD LTy TOMELEF S 72DIZA
PRAHET (1998), EHI (2015) 1S& 6\, —BREET-% 0.2¢
MAZz. F72, BWNICKRAEDOTHREV 720, B
575 AFy v BOBRERE L2 A4 Y HO M
d, 6 H, 7H, s HicthFhdim7 HIM + 5 v 7 & %E
LTiro7z. M L7244 4 8T, RS (1985) B &
O AT FEEWITEIAR (2015) 128 & DWW THEZ[EE L
7=, F72, ¥ (2001, 2003, 2008) ¥ & U Kaizuka and Iwasa
(2015) 12® EDWT, HBLL 724 % 4 VK RO4: BB
B % R & JERRRME IS S L 72,

3. HWERZE

HE EFROMAZLL A2 RS 5 72912, 2011 & 2013
D9 AITHAEREEIT- 7. WIIEX TR L% 45y
L, “%Lt%h%h@E 2 1m’ OFLK A 3~4H
FTOREL (1 AEXICOEEE 2~16MH). F72, X
HEIX 12 inn®ﬁﬁﬂ%8MTO RiE L7z, ATOHRE

g

PUZBWTH S OE S LhapE LA L 72, 2 L THHE

KON AR L, Z O3l & FEMER 2 4 g X &
FHHEIX Z & 123k 7=,

4. FRAHE

fRATIIZ B HEX D 6 H, 7 H, 8 HOEFHEMAL %
vz, 9, ZFAEXOFESZ & OFE L & R % 7%
FRPERE & JEARMMERIC 3 TR L. 2 LT L 72
3 F X & SHHEX % X7 & §° 5 Wilcoxon D 15 AN M 7E
12 & DRl KO 1)

(Wilcoxon signed-rank test)

ZiE XX ERIX OENEBOE Lz, KIS, KHEXO
AR O & ORI & T 5 5 729012, JEEHER Z K0T

JERER (non-metric multidimensional scaling) 12 & 5 &S
D EAT - 72, BFOMHAEIE 1 2 A T 5 BRREE
U, JEFRUE I Bray—Curtis $550 & FVy, R O 03
2 & L7z, Bray-Curtis f88d ~ 204 v iz, i
BLU 2= T8 AL DZE%E $ &Sy v TV OIREE £ &
3 2E5THD, MYy TILOMFEERERKLFC Tdh
nForLy, B<HEAENE 1 &L 5 (Faith et al, 1987).
g F X & R HE X O FERE R O E O DALY % T 5 72
DIZ, B L 72 H0d X & B IX OB O Bray—Curtis 5%
R L, [H UBEEXEO 2011 4-& 2013 FFOME T &
9 % Wilcoxon D FNANME %17 - 72, wfklZ, SO
AR 2 I3 F X & FHRIXTIE S 5 728, BB L Z28iid
FX &R HX & X7 & § 5 Wilcoxon DR 5 AR kR E % 3
B/HEZ LT 5 72, AFROMER LA WALPEX T 5 fif
Fricid, mitEoAEr 40 AR D S B 10 FALERX L L THBR
L7=fiDAE R E L.

2 TOMHIZIZ R Ver. 3.02 (R Core Team, 2013) % [
W 720 Wilcoxon D £ 5 I {7 B %€ 12 13 exactRankTests R
Package Ver.0.8-27 (Hothorn and Hornik, 2013) %, JEZI&E
2 RTCFUE R IZ 13 vegan R Package Ver.2.0-9 (Oksanen
etal,2013) & Hun 7z

i R

1. MEIEOF YL BEANDOEE

AR ORE, AdtT 248 14,721 fAAD A 4 P KA
% L 7= (Table 1). IR 5FEIE 2011 4F, 2013 - & & 12
Y YRGS T I LAY Prerostichus thunbergi Morawitz C
HY, WnTaruayy¥vIxITI LY Synuchus melan-
tho (Bates), ~JLJ & F 53 I &Y Prerostichus subovatus
Motschulsky 25 D #EAMAEFED WAL A £ 5 - 72 (Table 1).
TMMEfEI 24O 17 TH D, KL D K}
(2011 4F- 97%, 2013 4F- 98%) % (& T\ 7z, —J7, FEFRMK
PERETIZ 7 4 T 3 &Y Chlaenius pallipes Gebler, I 47+ 7
F H I I LY Prerostichus microcephalus (Motschulsky), 7
2T A9 TEY LY Harpalus sinicus Hope 2327 - 7.

FEX H 720 OFER A HIZ EX & IX THKR T 5 &,
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Table 1. Carabid beetles sampled in scarified and unscarified sites in 2011 and 2013 using pitfall traps

Scientific name

Total catch No. sites sampled

@ Pterostichus thunbergi Morawitz

® Synuchus melantho (Bates)

@ Prterostichus subovatus Motschulsky

® Carabus conciliator hokkaidensis Lapouge
® Leptocarabus opaculus opaculus (Putzeys)
® Colpodes daisetsuzanus Nakane

® Pterostichus adstrictus (Eschscholtz)

@ Carabus granulatus yezoensis Bates

® Pterostichus orientalis jessoensis (Tschitsherine)
O Chlaenius pallipes Gebler

® Damaster blaptoides rugipennis (Motschulsky )
® Synuchus cycloderus (Bates)

® Cychrus morawitzi Gehin

® Damaster gehinii gehinii (Fairmaire)

O Pterostichus microcephalus (Motschulsky)
® Colpodes buchanani (Hope)

O Harpalus sinicus Hope

@ Leistus niger alecto Bates

O Synuchus arcuaticollis (Motschulsky)

O Bembidion galloisi Netolitzky

O Pterostichus planicollis (Motschulsky)

® Synuchus nitidus (Motschulsky)

O Platynus thoreyi nipponicus Habu

® Calosoma inquisitor cyanescens (Morawitz)

8,139 40
1,680 40
918 31
888 37
808 40
497 40
407 39
376 36
364 39
203 22
168 24
148 34
42 23
23 16
20 5
12 5
7 4

7 6

5 3

3 2

2 1

2 2

1 1

1 1

Species were listed in descending order of the total catch. Dominant species, which were sampled in more than 10 sites in total of two years, were
shown in bold. ®; forest species, O; non-forest species according to Hori (2001, 2003, 2008) and Kaizuka and Iwasa (2015).

FRMRMERE T 2011 47, 2013 - & B ICH BRI A > 2 h
(2011 4F-: V=26, p=0.344; 2013 - V=12, p=0.563), IE
FMMERE TR ME & IS EX DAL H - 72 (2011
1 =36, p=0.008; 2013 £F-: =45, p=0.004, Fig. la).
FRARVERR & JEARMMERE 2 £ & 0 22 2R EIE 2011 1213
FERXD N L 05720 (V=40.5, p=0.035), 2013 121
HEFEN 5> 72 (V=37,p=0.106).

—Ji, #EX B 70 O A I EX & xHIX T
W55 L, BT 201 FICIIAZTEN L) 572
2 (=25, p=0.846), 2013 FLITIE R DI 2L 5 - 7=
(¥y=0, p=0.002, Fig. 1b). Z#iZ 2013 X T~
NS FH T I LY 456 R S i S 220 T,
ZOMAEBRNTRIEAET S &, 2013 4 Mg FIX & HEIX
OMIZERBZEI B 572 (1=9, p=0.064). FEFMMRET
AR & B2 X O T AMEREIE L A - 7= (2011 4F:
V=55, p=0.002; 2013 if-: =55, p=0.002). FEbEREL
JERFRMERE 2 & & 0 7= AR EUL 2011 FFICIFAREED K
o2 h (V=28, p=1.000), 2013 SFLIZIZ X DT A L
257z (V=0, p=0.002)

FEFHEM 2 R U BEREIZ L D AKX OEES T %
1T o 72655, stress 1% 0.127 TdH 0, FEFEE F oo PE

A X O JESFHLE A2 121E K L Tuvv7z (McCune et al.,
2002). VFERES I OREER, Hud X & HEKIZHAESE L
ICEREDHNCE L o TED T 5N (Fig 2). Hud
X 1 o 77 ZMNALE DT S, DI 1 il
DO~ AF 2N EDT 6tz F7z, 2011 FDOTw b
B 2D~ 4 - ZANAED T B h, 2013 FFDT ey b
2 D75 AR ED T 5. ORI, Y
L VORI E DA, FTPFEFIC LD R
5ZLmRLTWA. F72, FEEFEDEICET2HITE
X &xtHRIX O FRREE 2011 & D & 2013 SED DN 720
(Fig. 2), M3 X & W HAX ORERERIE 2013 40075 3 H{DL
LTWdEELbhi, 7227, BEETIHIIEX L AR
X[ D Bray—Curtis {65 & bR L 72 & 2 5, Z OFHEEIT
2011 4F120.302 72 5 2D A 2013 fF1213 0229 £ & 0, A
BICE G 5 Tz (V=55 p=0.002). ZOfEFIT, i
FROERIFGET 51205 T, Mg FX & FHEIX o fdig
BAFEP L 722 & 2R LTV 5.

2. AHLIEBEOMIEIETADRE

MFEDAEF40HEX DS B, 10 HEX ETHBL
72X 14FETH > 72 (Table 1). Z OO 13 Flid AR
MHTHD, FEHFMUERETATILCETTH - 7

1)
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(a) Number of species
15 7

D Scarified site

. Unscarified site
* % *
0

(b) Number of individuals

..

2011 2013 2011 2013 2011 2013
All species

o S
I L
EF

800

600 -

200 -

=

Forest species Non-forest species

Fig. 1. Mean number of species and individuals of carabid beetles
in scarified and unscarified sites in 2011 and 2013. Error bars
show standard deviation (SD). Asterisks (*) indicate <
0.05 in Wilcoxon signed-rank test.

2011 Scarified site
0.4 - Unscarified site A
. . A
2013 A Scarified site
@® Unscarified site A A
0.2 - A A
. tia
(]
2 ° i
[=] 0.0
S
-02
-0.4
T T T T T
04 0.2 0.0 02 0.4
NMDS1
Fig. 2. Non-metric multidimensional scaling (NMDS) ordina-

tion of carabid beetles in each site in 2011 and 2013.

2011 2 i F X THRBAX K 0 iR B D 220 5 72D
Y URLMLTFHITILY, ATAVTHAHIAY LY
Carabus conciliator hokkaidensis Lapouge, & X 7 a4 4

. JH
% 37
@ Prerostichus th @ Prerostichus subovatus
800 80 80 4
600 60 60 * *
200 - 20 4 20 4
0 iﬁ 0 0
@ Carabus conciliator @ Leptocarabus @ Colpodes daisetsuzanus
hokkaidensis opaculus opaculus
8- 0 % .
] 50 25 *
0 %0 * 20
2 40 4 30 4 15 4
10 4 51
_g 0 4 e—— 0 0
=
aB @ Pterostichus adstrictus @ Carabus granulatus yezoensis @ Pterostichus orientalis
5 - . Jessoensis
- B * -
o = 21 s s
15 15 15
54 54 54
o o] e 0
E
Z. O Chlaenius pallipes @ Damaster blaptoides @ Synuchus cycloderus
rugipennis
po I * » 7
2] 15 15
151 10 4 10
10 & ‘£ 5 f i 5 I =
H o o] EE—
2011 2013
@ Cychrus morawitzi @ Damaster gehinii gehinii
519 51
3] * 3] I:‘ Scarified site
24 24
;:i; iﬁ V] em d':‘ . Unscarified site
2011 2013 2011 2013
Fig. 3. Mean number of individuals for 14 dominant carabid bee-

tles in scarified and unscarified sites in 2011 and 2013. Error
bars show standard deviation (SD). Asterisks (*) indicate
»<0.05 in Wilcoxon signed-rank test. ®; forest species, O;
non-forest species according to Hori (2001, 2003, 2008) and
Kaizuka and Iwasa (2015).

7 hF A
T 3 &Y Pterostichus orientalis jessoensis (Tschitsherine) T
Ho7 (Fig. 3). TDIBDYUYNATFHITILY, b
AouaFHLy, TIIAFHITILTIE203EICEH
FEX TR D 5720, AT AT HAH I FH 4
/@ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬂi%EtﬁmE®m CHEENEL B>

—J5, 2011 SIS X TR & 0 A B S 5 -
t@d:ﬁmv?tiﬁjiAv,7»ﬁ7%ﬁj34
Y, THAITILVTHoT. TOS5BDYLAH LA FHTI
AT ETATI L VI 2013 FIZ I E X TR L
Motz ArVYYE T ET I LY OMAEITIT I
EFXTHLL o7z 2011 I HbIE X & B X O il A
BOBIZHEEN B> 7D B, 44 YE) T L
I 3 &Y Colpodes daisetsuzanus Nakane & ¥ & 71 F # 4 &
Cychrus morawitzi Gehin & 2013 F-12 13 3 & X CHE A EL
YL KD, T HH AKX Y LY Carabus granulatus
yezoensis Bates (31113 & X TREIAKA L < & - 7=

K ) kA LY Damaster gehinii gehinii (Fairmaire) (&
2011 ISR IX T O Al & 7278, 2013 12 b
FX L HIX Ol 5 THifE 2 h 5 K 5 127 > 7= (Fig. 3).
L2r L, 2011 4F, 2013 4 & S IZHIE & X & BRI Ol (4K
DOENICARZE T L - 7.

> Leptocarabus opaculus opaculus (Putzeys),
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3. HEDOZEE

FHOE XK, 2011 TN EX T 11.8+10.2em (F
Y+ iR %), HEIX T 120,624 7ecm TH D, HFE
X &xtHAX TiE 100ecm & DEWD S > 72, Zhht 2013
12T X T 32.5419.9cm, HHAX T 140.8+£19.7cm &
B, WIXEXTIZ 28 fFICHEIML, WX TEHHDE
EMETREML 72, RERERIE, 2011 1213 HNE F X T 26.7
+21.8%, XHEX T 95.34+4.9% 72572075, 2013 4R12idih
X EX T 64.0124.8%, XHAXT974+3.8% &0, Ml
FX T 2.4 fHITHEIIL 7228, RRX TIIZL L > 72,

=] E

1. WMEEOF YL BEANDEZE

RFEEDOMER, FEFRMMERE O L & AR EIE 2011 4F,
2013 4E L BITHIZ EX O T AKX & D & £ - 7= (Fig.
1). EHMMEoh T 7TATIL VR AH YT F AT
LY, YATHIOTEY LAVIFOTRE EEHSEDRIK
A FERERGAETAHETH S, 20X ik
UL E I K ORI A EAE, T4 YTV FO Py ek
TERBOHNE X)) & ALEEY| & % [Lig U 72#%% (Pihlaja
et al., 2006) X, AL#EEDOREF v v T THRIALLEFEIZFEK
TEH->THLZOBRITHKRETT > v v 778, FIRL
HMOARET>72F v v 7L &L 2% (B, 2012) &
—34 5. LAL, Pihlaja et al. (2006) &3 (2012) Tid,
M 212 & 0 IERRM R O A A B bk tifdi & Lol 720
IR LT, APFAETRIEARMMERE L AR D 2~3% %
HOBEFCThotz. 2, £ENBHL 2B A BT
T 5720, WHKNERHBOGMREE 22 TE 2 4 2l
(Harpalinae) R vJ)L 4 4 3 3 A V)& (Amara) 2@ 3 558
B AT HIUTET AP TH -7,

HZ S & B BB RE D BN A 7 2 > 22 R K & L
T, BBGOPEREO R A IZER A 002 Bl REME &, R
FX A PACPETEIZ & o ChF i 2 BRI Tl D il RE A
¥Fons. BAZTIZTh»BHERIZB L C, REFE
EBROF & VHHEORFEZ A TR TIE, ol
PERE I FE S S RAZ MY, HUd E 2 F5%ICIE R
B —5E & % - 72 (Koivula and Niemeld, 2003). AFHET
E, 7a ey b AR O POE S O B Ot RO 4 D 5
Frek S 25MBH0 N5, HILE 4F%0D 2013 F
DA TGRS D 572, ZDZ 6, Bk
HPEREASD L LB L 22 0 5 2RI A FEA & TORFRIAR
EEEEEZIZW, —F, BREIOBEIFICBEL T, B
FE RIS 2 L A U RS O SR (Pihlaja et
al., 2006 Niemeld et al., 2007), HZ{EL 7= H 720 DR
Wit & 153 (Beaudry et al., 1997). /NEfRHETE Tk ¢
1, FEEORBHEIC & D ARIROFRENHIR S5 (AARS,
2012) 728, HUIEXOH Y20 1R A6 $THIZREKE D

BAE »

LFU o 2285, GO REOR AT 2 b hiz &%
AZ6N5. £, KDY & —EORNNE P PERE O ¥
HEE 7259728 (Koivula et al., 1999), JEPHDEI A 5
gy 2 —NELEE S22 & L HBObMERED b
DML o> ZRKO—27FEZ 50 5.

KWL T, RISk > TR EhZNEhx vy v T
T/NAMOMIE E 21T - 7285, 4 4 S SHOMREKIZH
52 BELAET 72 (Fig. 2). UL &2 & 2 IERRMMERED
BmnbianZ e, FERERZ O FERIS AR
ZANRE 2720 F L 6Nn 5. EEE HEHRE 217>
72 1I3FEOBMMERED 5 5, 2011 413 6 8, 2013 -1 8 7l
THUE EX & xFHX DER OB REE D 7. ZD
& 9 L ARRERE D RS D ZLIZ ALK R ALK THiE & D3¢
B RTINS TRy (Beaudry et al., 1997;
Koivula and Niemeld, 2003 ; Klimaszewski et al., 2005; Pihlaja
et al,, 2006). AWFZECRMMAED MK 225 U 725 A
E LT, ARKRRAERR TId MR AEAE 23 2 LWy (Jalonen and
Vanha-Majamaa, 2001; Prévost et al., 2010) DIZxF LT, &
FAETIE DKL TBD, 2OV 442 E50MKEE%
BEL7z720eEZ NS, Y ORISR R
PSR X LB a RIES Z L3RS O BILEFET Y
HonTEhD, HHRMREN D E S 72 TIE 7 4+ 4 4
Y Carabus insulicola Chaudoir 25 O 57 O M Fl A3 5
FTHIRREE &5 (FAA, 2008). 72, WEEsibTs o SHAR
ZHIZENT, Y HO|EEBIZK DBV OBFREI DL 7=
LAIcs, SRR A2 $ 5 (EH S, 2009).

2. WIZETHROBEZL

g & X & B9 5 B IX o B o JEFEBUE 1 2011 4F
KD E20BEOHFIH/NEL, HIZEH 6 ELPRET
B> THY L VHHDOHERR A EPIL 72 Z LAUR & h
7z (Fig. 2). HUIFXOH 4 OF & Rfp T 2013 12
2011 FED 2 fELL Bz b, HHEKICIE BT 70 & D O i
ADEEREIZEHELTE TS, 250, ALY
mh, JAMOBGE A 5 OEREDOHAZIZ L > T Y & —HiRd
HAMELTECWBEEZ OIS, SHEOMKE (Fig.
3) BABE, ATAVTAHIFFLVIE2011 I3
1 E X CIRAREA D 22 5 7278 2013 IS HEZED 5 <
B0, HIEOENEMEIhILELZ NS, £z, F
AN FHLUITE &y EEREEMEUWD, HITEX
EXHHEX ORICHRZE I A 728 EZ 6B H, 2013 4
RO TG EX TR, AL FH 40
RELUREAIFOMHNETH D JE, 2001), MEESRY
A —DEEIZ XD HIEFIXIWET 3 XS 5 -7-8E 4
bhb. —HT, #4VEVLTIZTILLEREZ IS
B 4 ¥ OMEEIZ 2011 FFITIF T EX & OB IZH
HEN G571 BbH 5T, 2013 FRICI3ITF EX TH %
{mofz. A3 AVENOHMEOEDEENL, Hil



ANTREE T RIS 2 455 ¥ 4 212 5% B 3

#3~5 RV EBHN E WAL H 5 (Niemelid et al.,
1993). ZD728%, ZhoDEDOHIEEANDKIRIE, HuU
ERDIHEEDFERSFEEL TrLIEE DS Lk
W,

3. NEBBERETHEEEEA T L EOSHEM

TR ED A & D HHIZ RIETRE N2 < O
FTIE, RFRFOMMZEIZ KD HMEREZRA L, Bk
PEFIZEEINd 5 2 EAHS 127 - Ty b (Niemeld et
al., 2007). ZD7=%, FHLAVHEREOBE,»BIE, T
WO 2T 2MEINLEE LV EELZLND
(Klimaszewski et al., 2005; Niemeld et al., 2007). & E[D/h
ARG TN E 2 X0, FAMERE ORI L ORI
WALz, 2O s, /N i x4+
T A VIHD SIS RITTHEANS WERE(ETH D &
Fiohd., 72, HFHUEOEEEAZENL 722 L2UR
FTEITHIZEX EXFHRIX D2 N F N A BT 20072
Z e 6, /NIRRT T 3RS NS HARPERE D £ 1%
BERBRREEAFEONTEELOND.

— T, HUIEX & FHAX DRI A & 7z ARk RO Tl
R DAY L VDOV A Zunte 4y FEIROAGR
TH5EEZ 5N (Niemeld et al,, 1992), BFEOLERIMEIZ
D 5 WIS AR B A RT 2O TId AW, A4V
DT 5B 2 — LIk > TRAE 5729
(Niemeld and Spence, 1994), 5#:id, PURMNO—F DI
XED, MOEEROA VL VHEIZENRL SO EE L
ABDONERGTH20ENRD B, 72, RHNIZAS L,
/NIRRT IS 3 B AR A BIREO BRI 5 L, RARM
O BT REE DM I IR 2 Z L 3 s h
5. ZLTC, ZThidgrHay e, RARMIZEETS
MO BBIROREIIDEN D EEL NS,

1 £

KIRMIR % OB % fRe 4 2 ke LT, Uk
DOMIEF + v T THUE E %47 5 /INERTBHE ik ¥ 2342
FENTW D, KT I E LT 0 gHARS K IR
B, NEREHE b 5 5 4 R HI RIE T
AN X 2 IERHR L 4 ERICTANS, WU FRX & 2k
BT uBXICEy T+ — L b7y TEREL T A
VIR L AR, WA D 98% IZFRMMRETH O,
HE EZ & B IERRMMFEDOFREAIKIZ E A E o 72 Ribk
PEREORERBUI M & 123 FX & HEX OB EZED
B o7, IERMUEREOREIIME & & ITHE E XD
MEMP ST £z, L SHOMERRILm T & & 1ISH
FORBIZIDEE 5T BEET 2 X &K
BOIEFEPE IIHITE 2 F% & D & 4 FHDHFINEL,
HHZ 202 X BFERER OE O IZHNE F R OERSFOET 5 1F
EWA U7z, ATROMEREA BT U 224558, HtktEfdo

IHNE E R T WL, WICBX TS WERA L .
X L VSRR A OBUS A & XA ORI O IR % R
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3 &, SHOHIEE XA Y 4 VO S REAOBE N X
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