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ABSTRACT

The habitat typing method of classification based on community has been developed on many forested
areas in the ROCKY MOUNTAINS of WESTERN NORTH AMERICA, and is being used in providing an
objective principle of guide for classification of forest sites, land classification, vertical distribution and
multipurpose management of forest.

I actually made a trial of forest habitat type classification - The methodology can be segmented into a
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number of tasks including reconnaissance, selection of stands to be sampled, location of plots, data

gathering, preliminary and computer analysis, preparation of key and map of habitat type and description
for sach habitat type in a view of forest management - on UNIVERSITY OF MONTANA FORESTS in

order to examine whether its application is fit or not in korean forest circumstances : these are composed

mainly of artificial forest and forest in the early stage of succession.

The main results obtained from this study were summarized as follows :

1. A hierarchical classification-Climax, Habitat type and Phases-of forest sites was developed using the

Fabitat typing method of classification.

je-]

A diagnostic key is provided for field identification of the types based upon presence and number of

indicator species, and forest managers could prepare a map of habitat type and classify forest habitat

types by reference to it.

3. The classified habitat types were considered to be effective on providing an objective principle of guide

for multipurpoose management of forest including potential productivity for timber, feed productivity of

forage and wildlife, selection of the right species in the right sites, application of method of treatment

and so forth,

4. Forest habitat type classifications based upon extrapolation which used relict species and associated

stands is considered to be suitable for korean forest circumstances and objective in studying potential

vegetation, vertical and horizontal distribution of forest.
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Fig. 1. Flow chart showing the development of a habitat type classification.
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Table 1. A diagnostic key to climax series, habitat types, & phases

1. Key to series

1. Abies lasiocarpa 7} Q3 Ffrel mrhiyolch. -

1. Abies lastocarpa 7} Qick, (BREH BEES] ohufth.) corerre 2
2. Piceaz} )3 EHrol HIhgoe|ch,
2. Picea7} @M BE%o| okt 3

3. Pseudotsuga menziesiizt 3 B ol RBIFAGOITE. coovrimii i

3. Pseudotsuga menziesiiz} @A oyt L. 4
4. Pinus ponderosa 7} QU3 B0l FKIPATOILE. wrovrrriii e
------ Pinus ponderosa series (DIPO)
4. ko A ¥ (2% Pfister S 1977)

I1. Key to Abies lasiocarpa series
1. Mensiesia ferruginea >Ho# 5% -+ocoorerrireres .
------ Abies lasiocarpa (ABLA) / Mensiesia ferruginea (MEFE) H. T

1. Mensiesia ferruginea L 59 ---cceveevrrereennn
2. Galium triflorum (GATR), Actaea rubra (ACRU), Streptopus amplexifolius

(STAM), or Athyrium felix—femina (ATFE)7} 2 el Qlep, v,
------ Abies lasiocarpa/ Galium triflorum
2. BAolE Alebe EEHMO) Sk e 3
3. Linnaea borealisydg 1% 00 e Abies lasiocarpa/ Linnaea borealis (LIBO)
........................... 4
3. Linnaea borealis Gy 1%
4. Alnus sinuate>ipd 5% 00000000 e Abies lasiocarpa/Alnus sinuata (ALSI)
4. Abmus sinuated W 5% e 5
5. Xerophyllum tenax> i 1% ---Abies lasiocarpa/Xerophyllum tenax (XETE)
5. kaget A= gt e (8% Pfister 5 1977)
Ill. Key to picea series e (g% Pfister 5 1977)
IV. Key to Pseudotsuga menziesii series
1. Vaccinium caespitosum>1% «-oeoemmrmemmimmneen
------ Pseudotsuga menziesii (PSME) / Vaccinium caespitosum (VACA)
1. Vaccinium caespitosum>1% e 9

2. Physocarpus malvaceus>5% ++-rereereereeeenn
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2. Physocarpus malvaceus<5%
3. Linnaea borealis>1%

3. Linnaea borealis>1%

4. Vaccinium globulare or Xerophyllum lenax>5%

4. Vaccinium globulare or Xerophyllum temax 5%

5. Svmphoricarpos albus>1%

5. Symphoricarpos albus<1%
6. Calamagrostis rubescens»1%
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Pseudotsuga menziesii/ Vaccinium globulare (VAGL)

------ Pseudotsuga menziesii / Calamagrostis rubescens (CARU)
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V. Key to Pinus ponderosa(PIPO) series
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Fig. 2. The instructions for H.T. classification
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