73 4ee3A) 9(2) @ 166~ 181, 1996

it g3 AAA-HZ IR S
LEYE 2HRE
olFM - =AME - Y

The Community Structure in Old-Growth Forest
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National Park’
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ABSTRACT

This study was conducted to investigate the community structure of old-growth forest and
vegetation-environment relationships in the Sangwonsa-Bironbong area, Odaesan National Park.
TWINSPAN and DCA were used to identify and describe the community types for 45 sample sites.
The results of DCA ordination showed that soil pH, soil organic matters and soil moisture played a
role in determining community types in the study area. Community types of the study area were
classified into 6 groups by TWINSPAN: Abies holophylla-Carpinus cordata community, A. holophylla-
Quercus mongolica community, Tilia amurensis community, . mongolica-T. amurensis community,
@. mongolica community and @. mongolica-Pinus koraiensis community. Each community types were
significantly different in soil pH and soil organic matters. And each community types can be explained
by geographical features.
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Figure 1. Location of the study area in Odaesan National Park
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Table 1. General description of the geographical location, soil, species richness and the vegetation
structure for the sample sites surveyed in the Sangwonsa-Birobong area, Odaesan National
Park. Communities were classified by TWINSPAN

Community |

Site number 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 25 21 33
Altitude(m) 975 983 1030 1036 1035 1044 1063 1070 1080 1010 1037 1135
Aspect N50E N22E N75E N50E S15E S85E NAHS5E N10OW N40E S45W S15W N8OE
Slope(*) 5 5 10 10 5 5 10 5 10 15 10 5
Height of canopy(m) 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 25 30 28 25 40
Mean DBH of canopy(cm) 30 30 30 3 3 35 35 40 40 40 35 70
Cover of canopy(%) 80 80 75 75 8 80 70 70 80 70 175 70
Height of understory(m) 10 10 10 10 12 10 12 15 100 15 10 12
Mean DBH of understory(cm) 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 10 10
Cover of understory(%) 60 60 60 60 60 60 60 60 70 60 60 50
Cover of shrub(%) 20 40 30 30 20 20 30 40 20 30 40 60
Number of woody species 28 19 28 24 27 23 31 23 28 21 13 18
Soil pH 49 512 501 539 514 523 529 506 543 547 508 545
Soil water content(%) 22.95 2947 2257 19.89 1152 12.93 17.32 10.30 31.48 14.30 16.04 16.92

Soil organic matter(%) 717 522 439 580 447 631 854 412 759 473 372 516
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Table 1. (Continued)

Community 1 i

Site number 26 28 30 31 32 10 22 23 24 40 44
Altitude(m) 1017 1042 1100 1123 1127 1123 1236 1160 1155 1240 1092
Aspect S35W S40W S50W NSOE N45E  N20E N30E N10E N50E N40E N 5W
Slope(”) 10 15 5 5 5 10 5 5 10 5 5
Height of canopy(m) 25 25 18 30 25 35 25 25 35 30 30
Mean DBH of canopy({cm) 35 40 30 30 30 50 45 40 40 B0 50
Cover of canopy(%) 70 80 75 85 75 80 60 60 60 70 70
Height of understory(m) 10 10 8 8 10 10 10 10 10 12 7
Mean DBH of understory(cm) 10 10 10 10 10 15 10 10 15 10 10
Cover of understory(%) 60 60 50 50 40 60 50 50 50 60 50
Cover of shrub{%) 40 40 85 60 40 40 90 90 80 80 40
Number of woody species 20 20 11 11 21 24 20 30 27 21 18
Soil pH 490 483 513 481 490 541 536 492 568 521 495
Soil water content(%) 19.44 17.00 14.06 1792 2000 21.25 20.36 23.03 14.70 16.29 37.29
Soil organic matter(%) 434 409 -363 663 548 734 648 625 570 272 11.14
Table 1. (Continued)

Community vV

Site number 11 12 14 17 18 21 34 37 38 39 43
Altitude(m) 1162 1190 1225 1325 1340 1270 1163 1180 1180 1190 1369
Aspect N20E N4OE N55E N75E N70E N20E NI1OW N55E N1OE N20E S 5E
Slope() 10 10 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
Height of canopy(m) 35 22 25 25 25 20 25 25 2230 22
Mean DBH of canopy(cm) 50 30 35 35 35 40 50 40 40 50 40
Cover of canopy(%) 80 80 80 70 60 60 70 70 75 70 70
Height of understory(m) 10 10 12 12 12 10 10 12 12 12 7
Mean DBH of understory(cm) 15 15 15 15 15 10 10 10 10 10 10
Cover of understory(%) 60 60 50 40 30 50 50 70 70 60 50
Cover of shrub{(%) 30 60 40 80 80 85 40 75 8 80 70
Number of woody species 24 17 19 19 23 21 20 22 27 22 20
Soil pH 523 467 501 508 476 509 485 493 475 539 495
Soil water content(%) 2454 2245 2311 16.85 21.41 16.21 2497 1947 23.09 22.71 22.18
Soil organic matter(%) 511 534 466 747 482 491 716 583 757 533 569
Table 1. (Continued)

Community v Vi

Site number 13 15 19 20 42 45 16 30 35 36 41
Altitude(m) 1208 1257 1360 1346 1329 1081 1288 1100 1203 1163 1287
Aspect N70E N60OE N50E N25E SI10E N20E N70E S55W S25W S25W S20W
Slope(*) 5 5 5 5 10 5 5 5 5 5 10
Height of canopy(m) 22 25 18 20 22 30 22 18 22 22 22
Mean DBH of canopy(cm) 35 35 35 40 40 40 35 30 35 35 40
Cover of canopy(%) 80 80 60 60 70 70 70 75 70 70 70
Height of understory(m) 10 12 10 12 7 7 10 8 10 10 8
Mean DBH of understory{cm) 15 15 10 10 10 10 15 10 10 10 10
Cover of understory(%) 60 50 60 60 50 50 40 50 70 70 60
Cover of shrub{(%) 70 50 90 85 80 70 9 85 70 70 80
Number of woody species 16 17 18 17 17 23 16 11 8 11 16
Soil pH 477 508 524 448 521 552 476 513 465 477 455
Soil water content(%) 26.34 16.85 2748 2597 1571 19.18 21.41 14.06 17.31 19.94 11.59
Soil organic matter(%) 6.38 747 757 971 845 712 482 363 513 457 454
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Figure 2. The dendrogram of TWINSPAN stand classification of sample sites in Odaesan National Park

Table 2. Importance value of major woody plant species by the stratum in each community classified
by TWINSPAN in Odaesan National Park

Community Type I I
Species Name C 8] S M C U S M

Pinus koralensis 0.76 0.88 0.52 0.76 12.01 470 1.08 7.75
Abies holophylla 3769 14.86 244 24721 33.86 1149 856 22.19
Populus davidiana 0.27 0.00 0.00 0.14

P. maximowiczii 0.25 0.00 0.00 0.13

Ulmus parvifolia 0.00 0.26 0.00 0.09

Juglans mandshurica 0.51 0.05 0.00 0.27 1.72  0.00 0.00 0.86
Betula costata 6.60 0.67 0.00 3.52 ~

B. schmidtii 230 098 0.00 148
Carpinus cordata 13.73 16.00 2.21 12.57 1.78 771 0.00 3.46
C. laxiflora 062 0.10 0.00 0.34
Corylus heterophylla 0.00 0.06 0.00 0.02

C. sieboldiana 0.00 2.78 1.52 1.18 0.00 1.26 10.81 2.22
Quercus acutissima 0.00 0.00 0.13 0.02

®. mongolica 15.43 0.43 0.44 7.93 32.73 481 0.11 17.99
Ulmus laciniata 2.58 1.84 0.18 1.93 0.00 0.29 0.00 0.10
U. davidiana 0.28 0.06 0.00 0.16 0.00 0.00 1.21 0.20
Zelkova serrata 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.01

Magnolia sieboldii 0.00 3.46 0.47 1.23 0.00 355 098 1.35
Lindera obtusiloba 0.00 0.06 0.15 0.05

Deutzia parviflora 0.00 0.00 0.43 0.07

D. glabrata 0.00 0.10 0.81 0.17

Philadelphus schrenckii 0.00 0.24 4.00 0.75 0.00 000 054 0.09
Neillia uyekii 0.00 0.05 4.60 0.78 0.00 0.00 0.51 0.09
Stephanandra incisa 0.00 0.05 0.89 0.17

Pyrus pyrifolia 0.75 0.11 0.00 0.41

Sorbus commixta 0.00 0.15 0.06 0.06

S. alnifolia 0.00 0.79 0.66 0.37 1.28 122 0.00 1.05
Prunus maackii 0.00 0.00 0.20 0.03
P. padus 0.23 0.34 0.00 0.23

P. maximowiczii 0.32 0.58 0.00 0.35 3.87 078 0.00 2.20
P. sargentii 2.02 1.91 0.56 1.74 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.04

* C: Canopy Importance Value, U: Understory Importance Value, S: Shrub Importance Value,
M: Mean Importance Value,
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Table 2. (Continued)

Community Type 1 I
W C U s M C U s M
Lespedeza maximowiczii 0.00 0.00 25.06 4.18
Maackia amurensis 0.23 0.00 0.09 0.13 0.00 0.38 0.00 " 0.13
Phellodendron amurense 0.25 0.11 0.00 0.16
Rhus succedanea 0.00 0.05 0.70 0.13
Euonymus oxyphyllus 0.00 1.88 3.51 1.21 0.00 0.84 12.89 243
E. sieboldianus 0.00 0.28 4.96 0.92 0.00 0.00 3.11  0.52
Tripterygium regelii 0.00 0.00 2.05 0.34 0.00 0.15 2.12  0.40
Acer mono 2.53 4.20 1.48 2.91 4.00 3.42 0.85 3.28
A. tegmentosum 2.49 473 11.39 4.72 0.00 0.10 2.00 0.37
A. tschonoskii

var. rubripes 0.00 5.18 1.66 2.00 0.00 4.72 7.65 2.85
A. barbinerve 0.00 3.35 0.35 1.18 0.00 1.23 0.00 0.41
A. ukurunduense 0.23 2.45 2.58 1.36
A. pseudo-sieboldianum 091 21.94 3.78 8.40 0.00 3094 3.73 1094
A. triflorum 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.02
A. mandshuricum 0.35 0.72 0.07 0.43 0.00 0.00 0.26 0.04
Tilia rufa 6.34 2.60 2.35 4.43 471 1051 528 6.74
Actinidia arguta 0.00 1.23 0.00 0.41 0.00 0.63 0.00 0.21
Kalopanax pictum 1.88 0.14 0.64 1.09 1.13 145 0.00 1.05
Aralia elata 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.03
Cornus controversa 3.08 1.58 0.00 2.07 0.00 0.51 0.00 0.17
Rhododendron fauriei

for. rufescens 0.00 0.06 0.00 0.02
R. mucronulatum 0.00 1.32 0.00 0.44
R. schlippenbachii 0.00 0.05 1.19 0.22 0.00 468 089 1.71
Symplocos chinensis

for. pilosa 0.00 0.17 1.05 0.23
Styrax obassia 0.00 1.98 1.13 0.85 0.00 0.14 0.00 0.05
S. japonica 0.00 0.00 3.27 0.55
Fraxinus mandshurica 0.32 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.00 0.90 0.00 0.30
F. rhynchophylla 0.00 0.05 1.54 0.27 0.00 0.00 0.21 0.04
Syringa reticulata

var. mandshurica 0.00 1.05 1.79 0.65 0.00 0.10 5.14 0.89
Callicarpa japonica 0.00 0.00 0.62 0.10
Viburnum wrightii 0.00 0.10 0.44 0.11 0.00 0.20 0.93 0.22
V. dilatatum 0.00 0.00 1.18 0.20
Weigela florida 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.30 0.21 0.14
Lonicera maackii 0.00 0.00 0.92 0.15
Smilax china 0.00 0.00 0.14 0.02
Sasa purpurascens 0.00 0.00 30.39 5.07 0.00 000 472 0.79
Euonymus oxyphyllus 0.00 0.14 0.62 0.15 0.00 0.32 0.94 0.26
Sambucus williamsii

var. coreana 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.03
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Table 2. (Continued)

Community Type \'
W C U S M C U S M
Taxus cuspidata 0.00 093 0.00 0.31
Pinus koraiensis 2.64 0.38 1.59 1.71 6.54 5.31 1.63 5.31
Abies holophylla 14.01 2.48 0.27 7.88 12.75 411 047 782
A. nephrolepis 3.25 1.71 0.55 2.29 4.87 417 0.32 3.88
Juglans mandshurica 2.02 0.00 0.00 1.01
Betula costata 1.94 0.00 0.00 0.97 2.89 0.00 0.00 145
Carpinus cordata 7.38 1.74 0.00 4.27 0.00 1.32 007 045
C. laxiflora 0.00 0.48 0.00 0.16
Corylus sieboldiana 0.00 5.29 1.45 2.01 0.00 7.80 6.57 3.70
Quercus mongolica 2.10 0.00 0.00 1.05 40.75 2.47 049 21.28
Ulmus davidiana 0.00 0.60 0.00 0.20 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.01
Berberis amurensis 0.00 0.00 047 0.08
Magnolia sieboldii 0.00 8.01 3.82 3.31 0.00 144 3.22 1.02
Deutzia parviflora 0.00 0.00 0.55 0.09 0.00 0.00 089 0.15
D. glabrata 0.00 0.00 0.20 0.03
Philadelphus schrenckii 0.00 0.00 3.31 0.55 0.00 0.04 270 046
Ribes fasciculatum 0.00 0.00 1.35 0.23
Stephanandra incisa 0.00 0.00 2.06 0.34
Sorbus commixta 3.13 0.00 0.00 1.57 0.45 2.17 054 1.04
S. alnifolia 0.00 0.89 0.08 0.31
Prunus padus 0.00 2.20 1.64 1.01 0.00 0.25 0.00 0.08
P. maximowiczii 0.00 0.42 0.00 0.14 0.82 092 031 0.77
P. sargentii 0.00 1.39 0.29 0.51 1.17 272 096 1.65
Maackia amurensis 0.00 0.27 0.00 0.09 0.40 0.00 000 0.20
Phellodendron amurense 0.00 0.11 0.00 0.04
Rhus succedanea 0.00 0.12 0.060 0.04
Euonymus oxyphyllus 0.00 0.96 2.53 0.74 0.00 0.65 6.89 1.37
E. sieboldianus 0.00 1.04 6.95 1.51 0.00 0.33 297 061
Tripterygium regelii 0.00 0.11 12.21 2.07 0.00 0.04 548 0.93
Acer mono 3.38 0.49 0.00 1.85 0.98 2.11 0.83 1.33
A. tegmentosum 1.47 18.82 8.99 8.51 0.00 1.80 2.26 0.98
A. tschonoskii

var. rubripes 1.50 18.98 6.65 8.19 0.00 17.28 1591 841
A. barbinerve 0.00 0.59 0.00 0.20 0.00 0.73 1.11 0.43
A. ukurunduense 0.90 0.58 0.00 0.64
A. pseudo-sieboldianum 1.66 18.06 0.75 6.98 0.00 21.33 9.63 8.72
A. mandshuricum 1.78 2.92 5.72 2.82 0.00 068 1.23 043
Tilia rufa 42.90 3.41 11.07 24.43 20.65 566 3.79 12.84
Actinidia arguta 0.00 0.40 0.00 0.13
Kalopanax pictum 7.31 0.00 0.00 3.66 6.90 0.18 0.00 3.51
Aralia elata 0.00 0.00 0.24 0.04 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.01
Cornus controversa 1.70 0.86 0.53 1.23 0.84 0.95 0.00 0.74
Rhododendron fauriei

for. rufescens 0.00 0.50 2.75 0.63 0.00 167 523 143
R. mucronulatum 0.00 0.60 0.00 0.20
R. schlippenbachii 0.00 2.49 9.42 2.40 0.00 920 11.53 4.99
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Table 2. (Continued)

o ——Communiy Type m '
Species Name C u S M C U S M

Vaccinium oldhami 0.00 0.00 397 0.66
Symplocos chinensis :

for. pilosa 0.00 0.11 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.36 0.09 0.14
Fraxinus mandshu7ica 0.95 1.25 0.00 0.89 0.00 006 0.00 0.02
F. rhynchophylla 0.00 0.17 0.18 0.09
Syringa reticulata

var. mandshurica 0.00 2.72 5.63 1.85 0.00 0.74 184 0.55
Callicarpa japonica 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.01
Viburnum wrightii 0.00 0.12 6.77 1.17 0.00 0.33 6.28 1.16
V. sargentii 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.01
Weigela florida 0.00 0.11 2.13 0.39 0.00 0.37 0.00 0.12
Lonicera maackii 0.00 0.07 0.00 0.02
Euonymus oxyphyllus 0.00 0.24 0.39 0.15 0.00 0.07 225 0.40

Table 2. (Continued)

W v kil
Species Name C U S M C 8) S M

Pinus koraiensis 11.22 5.83 2.06 7.90 29.36 30.26 5.05 25.61
Abies holophylla 1.63 0.23 2.04 1.23 1.73 1.95 3.63 2.12
A. nephrolepis 11.18 7.43 6.29 9.12 1.62 3.47 1.43 2.21
Betula costata 0.59 0.12 0.00 0.34
Betula ermanii 0.56 0.22 0.00 0.35
Salix hultenii 0.00 0.08 0.00 0.03
Betula schmidtii 0.59 0.00 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.12 0.00 0.04
Corylus sieboldiana 0.00 7.80 9.79 4.23 0.00 0.14 2.66 0.49
Quercus mongolica 62.75 2.36 0.00 32.16 67.28 8.10 8.08 37.69
Magnolia sieboldii 0.00 0.40 1.93 0.46
Philadelphus schrenckii 0.00 0.00 0.34 0.06 0.00 0.00 3.26 0.54
Sorbus commixta 0.00 3.24 0.00 1.08 0.00 0.14 0.00 0.05
S. alnifolia 0.56 0.09 0.00 0.31 0.00 0.68 0.00 0.23
Prunus maximowiczii 0.66 0.22 0.00 0.40
P. sargentii 0.00 1.73 0.00 0.58 0.00 0.20 1.41 0.30
Euonymus oxyphyllus 0.00 0.64 8.13 1.57 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.03
E. sieboldianus 0.00 0.00 0.54 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.32 0.05
Tripterygium regelii 0.00 0.00 5.09 0.85
Acer mono 0.60 0.80 0.00 0.57
A. tegmentosum 0.00 0.00 0.61 0.10
A. tschonoskii

var. rubripes 0.00 2.29 6.00 1.76
A. barbinerve 0.00 1.24 1.34 0.64
A. ukurunduense 0.00 0.55 0.00 0.18
A. pseudo-sieboldianum 0.00 26.12 5.00 9.54 0.00 583 15.24 4.48
A. mandshuricum 0.00 0.00 0.64 0.11

Tilia rufa 8.61 7.86 4.173 7.71 0.00 0.70 5.00 1.07
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Table 2. (Continued)

Community Type Vi
W\ C U s M C U s M
Kalopanax pictum 1.08 0.00 0.00 0.54
Cornus controversa 0.00 0.45 0.00 0.15
Rhododendron fauriei

for. rufescens 0.00 0.12 0.00 0.04
Aralia elata 0.00 0.20 0.00 0.07
R. mucronulatum 0.00 2.19 0.00 0.73 0.00 24.31 9.25 9.65
R. schlippenbachii 0.00 2554 2429 1256 0.00 23.22 17.39 10.64
Symplocos chinensis
for. pilosa 0.00 0.99 0.00 0.33
Vaccinium oldhami 0.00 0.00 1427 2.38
Fraxinus mandshurica 0.00 0.08 0.00 0.03
Syringa reticulata
var. mandshurica 0.00 1.10 15.80 3.00 0.00 0.07 0.00 0.02
Viburnum wrightii 0.00 0.06 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.99 0.17
Weigela florida 0.00 0.00 2.26 0.38
Lonicera maackii 0.00 0.00 0.44 0.07 0.00 0.46 6.48 1.23
Euonymus oxyphyllus 0.00 0.30 2.70 0.55 0.00 0.07 540 0.92
Table 3. Soil characteristics for each community in Odaesan National Park
Soil Communitiy
Variables I i il v v Vi
Soil pH
5.22+0.18a 4.91+0.12b 5.256%0.29a 4.97+0.21b 5.05%0.37a 4.77+0.21b
Soil moisture
(%) 18.81+6.74 17.68+2.35 22.15+8.01 21.54+288 21.92+526 16.86+4.06
Soil organic
matter(%) 560+1.51bc 4.83+1.21bc 6.61+2.72ab 5.81+1.08bc 7.78+1.15a 4.54+0.56¢

Note: Values in the same row followed by different letters are significantly different at the p{.05 level
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TWINSPANe <& #eld 6709 2ol izl
2}E FUFFENE HAE A= Table 49 e}
23 09 Shannond FHAYEAF7F 71 Fo}
1.2501%t}, o] 23L& U7t 3 Foln FAZ 4
Eo} thF3 Fo] FTnF BEE D AT E3J o
3o wEZo Yehde AVE 7Axed, okw
2 FFZo| vehvbe AUE, AU AAEU
& US4l A% #FololM 3 E TR &
€} Shannon® FUAFEAF7E HF &

9 2@ T NE 1.0287°14ct. 28 W& A%
AFEEP ez A2{ GAde) 2 HAEIn

>

Lo A o e e

ol, ol@ & R BEFd e P2 R Fdste 7
gt 2T st 2 vehda ok & 2AR
AA e #F FuFdArE dR2 12N F,
1994). BS54 &, 1990), 7tokit(e|EA %,
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4. Ordination®4]

ZAE 45709 AMTE e g 2HEke A4
HE F8XE ol &3t DCA¥-AE dHtH(Figure
3). DCA9l 28 ZFAIF ordination? ZA3}s}
TWINSPANe® 98 A3E v w3 vH(Figure 3), A
Z 2 dAEgrt A 15E F422 AFAMYE @
E&oz AUF-ZAwad ey, AUE-Az72ugey
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Table 4. Values of various diversity indices of each community classified by TWINSPAN in study area

Community H’(Shannon) Simpson'D PIE. J'(evenness) D’(dominance) H'max
I 1.1587 8.2492 0.8788 0.7051 0.2949 1.6435
I 1.1306 8.2248 0.8784 0.6921 0.3079 1.6335
i 1.2501 12.0372 0.9169 0.7607 0.2393 1.6435
v 1.1544 9.3161 0.8926 0.7308 0.2692 1.5798
V 1.1092 9.4866 0.8946 0.7184 0.2816 1.5441
Vi 1.0287 8.5079 0.8825 0.7555 0.2445 1.3617

*P.I.E. =the probability of interspecific encounter
*Shannon’s diversity index uses logarithms to base 10

Axis1

Figure 3. Ordination of sample sites along first two axes. The numbers refer to the six TWINSPAN
community types shown in Figure 2

3 qUREY, ARUE-IUREY, ALRE

i)

Table 6. Correlation coefficients for DCA first

and second axis with soil variables vt iee 2 Wdsd A 1534 2%
9] eigenvalue® 2z} 0.47, 0.192.2 A 1% A
Soil DCA Scores do| s3teh. DCAS A 153 2%9] 4HAQ onlg
Variables First Axis Second Axis A3l et A 123 229 stand scored B9
Soil AAel EGSR, EF A f71E88%E AAdAR
PH 5041 -.1115 A& AA1% vl(Table 5), Al 157 EIAAY 45
P= .000 P= .466 BA BN A BEFitrsle] Fejydo] AR HAUT 18
Soil moisture U A 223 AABARLSA e ESFEEFTE &7
.0818 -.2559 Ed3aes 52 A9 ARAAIE eI HTable 5).

P= 593 P= .090

Soil organic 5. XAHZ 24

matters .0614 ~-.3984
P= 689 P= 007 TWINSPANel ola) ¥2d 6709 $1& tgez
F8 55Tl W AAF 4L sged,. & &
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Figure 4. Diameter-class distributions of major canopy species for each TWINSPAN group. Each
community types were explained Figure 2 and Table 2
(Ah:Abies holophylla, Pk:Pinus koraiensis Qm:Quercus mongolica, Ta:Tilia amurensis,

Cc:Carpinus cordata, An:Abies nephrolepis)
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Quercus mongolica-Pinus koraiensis

@ Quercus mongolica(Qm)

& Acer mono{Am)
@ Pinus koraiensis(Pk)

@ Pinus maximowiczii(Pm)

@ Juglans mandshurica(Jm)
(® Quercus mongolica(Qm)
& Weigela florida(Wf)

@ Pinus korajensis(Pk)
Coylus sieboldiana(Cs)
(®) Magnolia sieboldii(Ms)
(® Rhododendron mucronulatum(Rm) (O R. schlippenbadhii(Rs)
@ Tilla amurensis(Ta) @) Abies holophylla(Ah)
& Acer pseudo-sieboldianum(Ap) ©) Sorbus alnifolia(Sa)

Styrax obassia(So)
(® Carpinus cordata(Cc)
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Pinus koraiensis-Quercus mongolica
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@ Quercus mongolica(Qm)
® Juglans mandshuricalJm) @) Acer mono(Am)
@ Pinus koraiensis(Pk)

@ Prunus maximowiczii(Pm)

(® Quercus mongolica(Qm)
& Weigela florida(Wf)

@ Pinus koralensis(Pk)
® Coylus sieboldiana(Cs)
(@) Magnolia sieboldii(Ms)
@® Rhododendron mucronujatum(Rm) @) R. schlippenbachii(Rs)
@ Abies holohylla(Ah)
@ Tilla amurensis(Ta) @ Abies holophylla(Ah)
&) Acer pseudo-sieboldianum(Ap) © Sorbus alnifolia(Sa)

Styrax obassia(So)
(&) Carpinus cordate(Cc)

Figure 5. Two profile diagrams of representative sites for Quercus mongolica-Pinus koraiensis and P.
koraiensis—Q). mongolica in Odaesan National Park. These sites are number of 30 and 37

shown in Table 1
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