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Crown Architecture of Pinus densiflora in Canopy Gap of
Natural Forests at Mt. Joongwang in Kangwon—do’*
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~ 890" W Atele] Hh$]el o] ¥ E3AT.

ABSTRACT

This study was conducted to understand Pinus densiflora regeneration characteristics from canopy gaps
due to disturbance in natural forests located at Mt. Joongwang in Kangwon-do. The line-transect method
was adopted to analyze crown architecture of Pinus densiflora. The saplings of Pinus densiflora in the
canopy gap showed high adaptation to growth environment at their early regeneration stage, and showed
different characteristics in crown architecture. Variation of branching angle in the main branch of Pinus
densiflora was small in canopy gap. Primary branch growth showed was high during 4~5 year-old period
and slowly low after that period. Average 5 of primary branch were generated from stem in canopy.
Average 4 of secondary branch were generated from primary branch in canopy gap. Primary branches
generated from the stem were uniformly distributed at all cardinal directions. When canopy gap size is
100~ 120m®, secondary branches generated from primary branch had mostly high numbers between S44°
E and S0 W,
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1970 ) Fubo] ¥ Abgde] AT g |
T} ol Aol wet AgeA we 22 ik
ofa A7 wEellAM 7YAle] o] FejAlckx Y3}
(Runkle, 1985; Schupp %, 1989; Yamamoto2}
Moriyama, 1995; Dai, 1996). Pickette} White
(1985)+= A elA A=) 712 Al o w3}
=, AdAg AEFH 2 AT F2E %Y
i 2] ol g sl zhle] Eodeo A
2 Eoly #$#4E& W37 = vld4H s
agelalz st a ol & ol A== o
BZo] ¥l F7HE $E(canopy gap)elzt &
o, @, £ &y ZHE A5 A&
Aol e v A AL GhE] T3 Il
o) FAE #FolA JES] e 7o) wig
o 4AF H&FH-E Jepdct, o]’ H-&HA
N FEE FH B o3 g A Y &
A d¥ == JA A Alete Kol vl 3
Ao cfE BEAHL Rolkd B3] £Ed4 7
Algl= AAE A 43 architecture el A
o8] 7} BA-& JeRACH(ArH, 1996).

FZd ale} PR 9] A% Jdll H TR EE
AL den dEL A4EF o3 Ags @
S, 7HAE g 5 F99 W T
Wol7kAl "}, Koike(1986)el- o8t 334
s A YslE 9 Rl E o 47 Frelka
o] T Froll= i, sF AdFHAA Xin
(1989)-2 o] W & 5 F8o YHzkod] o6
2] WA S gz 3L o] o
w2 WEgew rgon sk, SR g
(1982)& £ EA AvtF(Abies vertchin) 252
FHge] gulolA Aebes X el wlE] oL 4
o)l Y 344l 2.m Yamamoto®} Moriyama
(1995)e 23t &ENM W (Chamaecyparis
pisiferay 2 B el v&f o zZA v
e w Al nE a2 vebgo, A4l 7t
A) .72 5| (Aconthopanax senticosus)®l 7%, &4
AN 7hRle] BRZE 48° 2 Y F HAH 4
41 ° 9 vl& o z=A Jepda A HeH A2
ARG A= ko (E S B, 1994).

2uUFE gpRa gl Fxie] ezt s
L of Ax FA7|7Al L] AR A
o] QAT A F 8TE7}F F7F5E7] wEel] o
ol A= Q23] EakA "dchkKoyama, 1943).
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Aol A 270A o) e Rrt mabsle] AR
52 AA #5949 80% 14 AAs 2
goz os YA ol8lF & 2V FHY A
%2l fAlo "pAolci(o] A4, 1995a, 1995b).
A9 iy Y U s e do] FEAguE
Follu Ao g o) &FHIAE UAF Fae] gl
(Fisher & Honda, 1979). 4% architecturecl] =3t
AL #3E FAse Y Yo FEEEA
B oohel B34S AWt oY FdA) o
g F2 ol 4uAl g vl 5 sloM(Fisher, 1986).
wgtd LyFel ¢EdAd 43 archtecture
EAo didt #4& F& FH AFHAA 9
2uRe] Hegd 2 A s 9E S 9l
o ol AvtERe 5 M E Wi$ F
83},

Al ZFefolAis 5] 3 el architec -
ture Sl T A7 s APz YA
(Remphrey & Powell, 1988; Remphrey &
Davidson, 1992; Takenaka, 1994; Takahashi &
Kohyama, 1997; Drexhage & Gruber, 1997) |
F7kA) oA E o] Fofol I -7} vw]s}
I AavhRe] BRI Eatel 2841, 1982), A
5ol =33 (Xin, 1989), A5} (o)A
%, 1999) ¥ FdsbEutFo e (ol 2y
%, 1999) Sofl #g d¥- d7at o] Feixl A o]
L olel  dFE ¢F Ale] ol FA= &t
F& iAoz Al 271 Al glelAl BA7He)
2 W3, 7pA e Hel AR, #4] HA", 7R
4% EX £ 4% architecture S48 781

A+ AA = A,
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1. ZAIHAX]

o] At ZUE FAT A% B TFH
Tya B FEA AAEH 3T 20, ¥4
128° 307) 163, 164wk 2vb7 HAH A +3
Heloh, o] AHL Lo Faie YAz of
#73(1980-1989)¢] 714#ts ] ok HAS)
g 712 10.3C, 997 252 1,082mm
ol e AW 7L 6.2C, AHTE A
2 1,639mmel (A, 1990). °] A FellA
2y A s 700-950mAte1 ] - A
oA =] YJulE Fxxe] 9l avrge 7t
Azelde AR F 95Tl £xH 9
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o}, Avhf HAYe] JE FFPLE 12~15mA
E22 gl AR, gZag, dae, A
AR B BEeFe] vehdw SubE, B4
Iy 5 £39 A4k vehdn,

2. EANLE

2] 7|9 line transect?t whilye £#E7 24}
3= Runkle(1982)2] whdell o1& s} e
ZAAW AP sherell A 7h2h 50~T0m# WMol
FollA] RS o] 43l AAKo R FUdF v
’%~ whe} AowA ofe] s1A] Al ofsf A

, dEEe] gle o2 7H33ke
E} 52 HYydez 11Fsle] wAg A4bs}
41 (Runkle, 1985), =45l &% #F 1342
2 37]%E 30~200m*elgic},

Z %% ZAM-E Z)7) oekgt b Al
7b Zera QA A el F4F Eeye
AA el webd g5 FURsldl 4134
g A eF Aol FuEa A st F83] At
A A" 4 9le, #27F 3.5~5mel Ay
Z 71-7_} 1_*.*.4&1 A«}ﬂ{;].o:] OQ%EHAJ—OE 3]'9&‘4 2
A7 F9lellA Aztste] E219 G4 mlht]el) 2 3
A& Atz FrldA wAg HA F 7R

of el &4 FAEE A9 F, BAZ, AF
HhERe] whgl, A9 A AAeEE xzabslgl
o R 5 iAol g A AR
T ZAsIEY, =5 22 Ajde avE Hd
d G FH AdsEe dge] glo] 2=
HEANA Aok, 3 AQeA] £E5H 4vhy
et e} Bled AvSFE i 1834 38
AAstz ek FUdF o zAEld

AL 719
LI s

3. BMuY

%59 =z7)d wet A 5L 30~50m*GAH
FARE), 51~120m* (470 FAFE), 121~200m(4
N ZARE) 3 722 vk, A 130 5
FARFl A A v F 1388 Oides 7]
ol A A A F 7k FATEL Fr}el

E 2A 7] A Wz} ofAbs B4 5] 93l
72y g A e gw Bx g Asketa 400
2 dEGAN ZAFPANA At Ao} vl2s}
Art,

A4 €% AT dErH(@d® 93
A 2AES d& 25 2pzbe] Fd §A43
A HAR b 7 S 3R dAstscl, A

AEER 32 7Hx] Aol A= A8 F o] 43}
of 7bA] Al W& slx dols FAYHY A
& Tekdch, = 2" AR 4 2% 59
HE vpA e Aol FARY 71x] d#Ate]s A}
WAAE 3 A AH A - E spA] SR
W fE v, BMEd

7t £5HE 2vFY 27|28 2L AR
AL £ 7H] ol A 2AREE o] 431
o5 Aol o8 47 A HE3 adF £2719
B 7pA B 5 T, F A LA
st A7 8 A5, E7104 B AA F o
A AA 2ARE AZFA] B AFRE o] 831
slot Fd e Atstdcl.

AR A A BRI RS
AA A8
E(x) = Z_:l (i- P)

P &7 4 7FA]7)F 4 s
E(x)= £719 38 71=] 24
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Z71eA 2AsE F 749 NE, SE, SW,
W S 4l BX ofite £ES 30~50m2,_
51~120m°, 121~200m° =72 vhpo] o zzw
el ols) FAstodch(Frst B, 1988). =3 %
HAolx 2vpyel Zy|dA st ’5}7}11«1
%% NI'~45° E, N46"~90° E, SO ~44° E,
S$45° ~89° E, SI°~45° W, $46"~90° W, N1

~45° W, N46° ~90° W 5 8ubej e 1}io] »?
Aol old) uely B opAbe BAEgc)

23 ¥ 1§

. BXZY 5 B

% 4l Apebe svbrel E7ielA Fd &4
W F 79 BAj7h2 Apelr} wig- Agky &
Aawe) Frbe M s 9 Ht EAGE 2FE

a7 107 vlvkez2 A Agiv, zeln AA ¢
oA Al by F 7hAje] BA 7L A e
webal s b At oa vh2A) debdi &
Anxe] Frbd et 2% 4 F2EE £
abe] FH o] 80" ellA] Ha 507 ~60" 2 FHasisdch.
S5 Z7PEE Boke o AR Frted vet
T 79 ER 2 M st $A74e
olfg 3 Wi FAL % ZUEE Aol7}
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Fig. 1. Branch angles of primary branch at each whorl of Pinus densiflora saplings in canopy gaps.

a: Gap size 30~50m’

Ak (Fig. 19 a, b, o). v} 2709 &l
A A avkFe A, F oARe] Ex)ze 3
o 80" oA #Hi 500 vivte® 74 drix] 7}
AEo] Folalx| ¢k . wolr} vlmA =A
velgow 3 £719 ha 77k B9l
F 7FR o) BAj7tE A m RS Frlo uet F45
3 asitrl AW ImAEYEE Bx]7te] A
A8 Fazte A%e 1dFged ol ¢354
AR 5 7pA 9] BA|zhel A wE o
tzA vehdok(Fig, 19 d). ol 249 9%
o ulall FH o) g dFge Yol e £F
oA AvhF A5} Aoz 42 Pzl o
g o] 88 8-S Axsls) g gAY B 5
sick. AvM5-(Abies sachalinensis)® 3%, &4
28 F 7R Hy B4 FATE Fold]
wel 719 P AAEeE 2AA ey
(%8, 1982).

2. @7I0HM LB F J1XIQ) 20| AYEF M

£E9 =718 30~50m®, 51~120m%, 121~
200m* 35Fo 2 Fre] 2be] six|dFel ae
F 7}x19] o] F ] wWisteFAe Fig, 24
el €53 29 dEAA 2uFE A

b : Gaps size 51 ~120m?

c: Gaps size 121~200m® d : Open area

AdAle] 2% 742 3ol 4dA4Y wirlz] 71=]
Aol A Zrlofate] FABIAAR 1 o] F
ol ZlRld3e] F71§tol mal 400" Bl
At e skl e FAA o] drEHog
F7Vehe g e, €564 Aleke &
5ol AS-, €% Zvidd Abdgle] Zixldg e
Z7 el ME F 7Rl Ho] FAA}eko] Wk}
o FAMEHA viebtel, €89 AS, 71A9 o
o] 4d Aol ¥ 7HA o A d QAL 10cmrI¢te s
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Fig. 2. Changes in branch length in relation to
branch age of Pinus densiflora saplings
in canopy gaps.
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o) 2bA) ebhd wbE, 20" JEelAE 15~
20cmE fA &3 QAcHFig. 2). ol 7€
dEAAM Aebe 2vbe AS, 7kRe] AlFbe]
AHES] g wx ohgtr] Rl n(HA K,
1999), #5dAE AP PAFAAN] £F o
o] Zrbell wpe} avkFol rpxle] AAFTe] A
2 Folr] FHEL £HE A o8] FrUe]
walstel ] wteletn S ch(ER, 1981).

3. ALR| B By
SEoIA Ak e 27104 AT A
F b &, AA F AN HAT A
Zol e AN F bS] AT BYRE U F
F 7P wA4E &8 27183 Table 1o et
Heich, aubee) 27128 H BAsE F e
WARES A AR, F ARG wgse
WA el WAFET A BASE £F 2]
FHE Aol7h Gz A BARE LE)
Qe el ebdeh, SEe4 Abrel 2]
ZXEE F P74, 5, 64 BAY FEol
Z+z+ (0.246~0.267, 0.270~0.283, 0.237~0.251
24 o)t AA 7hA HAGER) 6~T9%F A=
sl 3 EE 60 o4 BASRE HES 2
7} (.158~0.185, 0.039~0.06124 w1 zhske}
(Table 1). 2708 ¥olA Aehe svbyel 7
$, Z712%E F 2H7k 4, 5, 604 HAT &
& 7H7F 0.180, 0.379, 0.28724 A A 7| H
4 Ee) UAHEE A om F AA7} 3
A mE 6 o4 AY HES 247 0.067,
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0.087% wi$ =hgkci(Table 1). 2e8lx €59 &
e Ev| 28 BAsle F oAY o 3T
4.7~4.8M=2 &g e Ak avhre
F 4R 8] g wA ol wE 7~9% AA vhE
wrh, ol dehitell A Alehs AvkFe F7]04
s F 7lA 9 HESegE vstg gy
T+t #H-$4, 1982).

2E RN ApE AvhFd uld] &5l
A Aehe avbe Fo7ERCdA F2 AR
3, ANH EAgslH s 3rpA o] Sl g SES
z+zh (0.308~0.345, 0.319~0.34234 A A7}
A A #2Eo 64~69%F AAEgch, AR
J B At avbF-o EFr|EREHE FE A
71274 3, 4, 570 wAEtel AR B Hd
g2 7hzb (0,296, 0.253, 0.23724] o|& A
Azpz] A #ge] 79%F A, F 7HA
of A wWhAlslE AR S e HA 3.8~3.97M2
A 2N Rl Aehe avFel vlsl 6~9%
A& o vhehytel,

AA Z7] sl A" R Aehe A
ol wlasl gEA Aete L5 E7)9 F
7HA 23 st JF BAS7 B Ao F
7hx| 9} #7}A] Wb EES] ZxARE zht MR
2 A vebd 2 2" gl Eod vlEl &5l
z) AbFol ool = Ateksg, "iAlspo] ol fol=l:
FAE th2r] gFo 2 (Veblen, 1992) A%
P Eol A= Foll At A4k G Ago] v o5}
Ak B Fol A Az AAe] vl
B odEuch o Alsly] dqjEeleta WA

Table 1. Probability of branch numbers and mean branches number generated stem and primary branch
of Pinus densiflora saplings in canopy gaps.

Gap area(m?)

Open area(m®)

Branch number Stem Branch
Stem Branch
30~50 51~120 121~200 30~50 51~120 121~200

2 0 0 0 0.129 0.067 0.054 0 0.059
3 0.185 0.173 0.158 0.308 0.331 0.345 0.067 0.296
4 0.255 0.246 0.267 0.334 0.319 0.342 0.180 0.253
5 0.270 0.283 0.279 0.116 0.193 0.181 0.379 0.237
6 0.251 0.237 0.244 0.068 0.079 0.060 0.287 0.113
7 0.029 0.031 0.036 0.045 0.011 0.018 0.063 0.042

8 0.010 0.020 0.016 0 0 0 0.024 0

9 0 0.010 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mean branch number 4.714 4.809 4.781 3.821 3.919 3.902 5.171 4.175
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4. 71X 2] 8 BX

vt Adgels 50 £v52 NE, SE,
SW, NW 491 5 7}2)¢] & Table 29 2
th E7]elA LR F 7hA Y Fe AR R
 EAd EE S dehidde A F
749 Aol @l olw &7HE dEelA
At avbFel 5 2R S whed A $E
FAHRE AR A FE BAFA.

Table 2. Distribution of primary branch numbers
of Pinus densiflova saplings according
to cardinal directions in canopy gaps.

Site
no.

Ke 5 10 10 8 33 2.030
Ke 14 17 16 22 67 1.119
30~50 Ku 11 13 17 13 54 1.407
Kg 9 18 21 16 63 5.000
Ky 10 20 19 14 63 4.111

NE SE SW NW Toal x°

Gap K 9 10 10 8 37 0.297
area o o0 Ko 11 12 16 11 50 1.360
(m?) Kag 16 16 17 14 63 0.302
Ki 13 16 16 16 61 0.433

Ko 11 16 14 19 60 2.267

oo Ko 19 24 12 16 71 4.324
121200 w0 17 25 24 25 91 1.967

K 15 27 22 21 8 3.4

Open area  K® 19 12 19 14 64 2.375
@) Kn 18 22 24 15 81 2.468
K 16 19 14 21 70 1.657

2%.65(3) = 7.815

% PAo1F AT F 7hA]ellA HAZ A
A A7pA o] wireg HAw] &< Table 3o et
Welck, 2u5 HAYW €504 2ufe F
ZhAl oA ARG A7k o] WY REE S F
o] ZA7F 121~200m*d o 2A0E < EA =}
gh= el fAlE FURE S e
oh. el €% =7)7F 100~120mPe) st v &
vhEo] 3 Ao A] A A 3hA e S w
e FYE EF RS JehiA| osten gqt
92 Urde W F2 S0~44° E, SI~45° W,
S46~90° W 371 wslol F71A7} ge] B EEI=
Aoz Jehgri(Table 3). ol Fz7o] o33}
o FgAde] A AYSHE SRR o] o] LS
7} Z71gchE Koike(1986)9] R ushe o x)shg]

ok, €5 55 W vle) $5F, ¢&7
FAF fEE AAlge] B dx AGE A
WHog v gFe Aol FiAde] uE 3
gxof AriA| ) WAu]-go] 713 Aelzta A
zZ+gke}k(Jones2t Harper, 1987).

2] el W= 7lx 9] A3 o8 ep)
3 7M1 ARAAE 2R EA 5 $3 architecture
= e FRE AAE B oz 4o %
Qg w3, 3 FrE £330 g} gz
AEY Ex2l BALE f44 dgE wxgt F
s29| A%, %9 architecture 4 YA
#7 o g Ao odeldx e (Kuppers,
1989). &3] AMo] 7)o vehtis Wl gAo) g
FE& Aol Frldl vl WEAe] AT 3
o vlsl 3 Aol R g AFo] vlz1 W&
Aol it 9] A B 2he] 3T o
I ] A A el 3 el o
A ¥} (Shukla & Ramakrishnan, 1986). 47§
J 2ol A et YEL AR Fate] wlwy 25
St A 7kl A Ao} wig- oFElr] Wil A&
7V Gz #3FS A o), ol AP #H
gol ate} AH-$FHE ey AEsArte &
2] A& AEr|Fe) 7% i),

3 architecturex= 5o AA 747} Az
43 Aolr}, BUIF FELAE AAHA |
o} & 27138 oA 3 architecture SA-& o}z A
Yehd & qlok. % architecture?] ol=zigh 3R
AL o)n| B AT Agd fescln
Zvo] = ch(Schlichting, 1986). A &&= Abdl
Mo JAg Age|xivt FH z14le] FHx 9
Ao oA BEIARE FYsA g B
ole} A7bel] whelw wEgicl, weby A2 H
= 24 Ao staAde] os ol=jg oAl
ALE 283 g4y AAY $ U, B A7
ol Al Z7|RAC AvF-= AR ol Qs
A BA e 3 Wz, 254, F S1A] 9
Zo| AAeFat, 71x] 9 FHEE To] »F T}
2A Jelded olzdt g4 wsle 7 o
A m= Wy Pl oig WEle pug S+ gl
t}, ofe AutETl H]E ofpoixut A A
FHAHAEL o Age] gE4a, dF54b 3k
vl 5 Azld BgddA WeAdE Jeluidet
= A2 ReE o4 & dei(d g, 1999). =3
S5dA 2vtF7 4~53 Aol FHEHE F 71A] 9
Aol AAake] 2k di7tR F AR5 AiH L

w 2 oW
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Table 3. Distribution rate(%) of secondary branch generated from primary branch of Pinus densiflora
saplings according to cardinal directions in canopy gaps.

SE

Site no. Total  x?
1-45 46-90 0-44 45-89 1-45 46-90 0-44 45-89

Koo 4.5 45 24.1 152 2.3 11.6 6.3 11.6 100 36.57"
Kos 9.0 11.2 21,9 13.0 11.5 2.5 54 7.6 100 54.14"
30~50 Ku 5.1 7.9 2.9 12.3 16.1 13.3 12.7 11.7 100 40.76*
Ku 10.3 6.6 162 177 21.0 12.6 114 4.1 100 48.85*
Ku 14.3 9.6 16.4 11.2 129 14.7 9.6 12.2 100 15.89"
Gap K 7.6 9.5 16.2 13.6 12.0 159 15.0 10.2 100 24.77"
area o0 Kao 104 11.6 153 163 14.1 12.3 8.8 11.3 100 20.8°
(m") K 8.8 10.3 11.9 17.0 16.9 13.2 8.9 13.1 100 42.97
Kus 10.7 10.2 18.9 159 10.7 13.9 7.8 11.9 100 28.89"

Kot 11.3 12.6 16.0 10.5 15.1 11.3 10.7 12.6 100 11.12

121 ~200 K 10.4 9.6 13.2 162 14.4 4.7 104 11.4 100 13.36

Kis 11.7 10.8 14.9 13.7 12,5 14.1 13.2 9.2 100 13.16

Ko 13.3 11.5 15.6 14.1 12,5 11.5 11.1 10.5 100 11.60

Open area Ko 11.6 12.9 13,5 11.8 11.8 13.1 16.5 8.7 100 12.80
(md) Ki 11.4 11.0 15.2 13.2 12,5 14.6 10.6 11.5 100 13.08

K 13.3 14.6 13.5 12.0 12.4 11.7 105 12.1 100 9.703

2%.6(7) = 14.067 ; * significant at 5% level.

2 o} go) wAZo2H Wl AY ¥ HS
st ks JehiiglEd ol chekdt AAA
oA Vel A EAL chekdt A d ol

d 8

B AFddE FYE F94
o9 &5 4 2 TE tH”&i
sgae, 7lxje] ZolAgwt ¥
£ EE F 53 architecture "é of gt A
+ Ao o Az ohgF Aot

2 AdYW SEoA AR 7}
o meb AvkFe F o8] xS A g
Zstd s 2" dEANA Aeke Aol vlE
x| zte] ol Zo] Fglirt,

o4} 25 A d#e] 4~5d4 o
wWrx] F 7Axe) o HE A 20cmeld
7} o] Zrigtel wal F 7pAe He] A4
2ko] zpaE e vla zA ebgtot,
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