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Studies on the Structure of Forest Community
at Taech’ongbong-Hangyeryong Area in
Soraksan National Park’
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ABSTRACT

To investigate the structure and the conservation strategy of natural forest at Taech ongbong-
Hangyeryong Area in Soraksan. 45 plots(20m x20m) set up with random sampling method were
surveyed. Four groups -- Quercus mongolica - Acer pseudosieboldianum community, Abies
nephrolepis - Tilia amurensis - Quercus mongolica community, Abies nephrolepis - Taxus
cuspidata community., Abies nephrolepis - Quercus mongolica community — were classified by
cluster analysis. High positive correlations were proved between Abies nephrolepis and Betula
ermanii. Abies nephrolepis and Pinus pumila: Abies nephrolepis and Rhododendron
mucronulatum var. ciliatum:. Betula ermanii and Pinus pumila: Betula ermanii and
Rhododendron mucronulatum var. ciliatum: Pinus pumila and Rhododendron mucronulatum var.
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ciliatum:. Quercus mongolica and Rhododendron schlippenbachii, Quercus mongolica and Weigela
subsessilis: Euonymus macroptera and Syringa reticulata: Euonymus macroptera and Viburnum
wrightii: Acer ukurunduense and Euonymus oxyphyllus. and high nagative correlations were
proved between Betula ermanii and Acer pseudosieboldianum: Quercus mongolica and
Tripterygium regelii, Rhododendron schlippenbachii and Tripterygium regelii. Carpinus cordata
and Acer pseudosieboldianum. Species diversity(H’) of investigated area was calculated 2.1352

~2.8016.

KEY WORDS : SORAKSAN NATIONAL PARK, FOREST COMMUNITY STRUCTURE, SPECIES

DIVERSITY, SPECIES CORRELATIONS

[o]
0
[
Hi
©
4
o
rlo
r
(i
b
1o
ot
=
-0,
ul
=
rx
2

RUNE

R

10

e

H ®

ok

ISE

offt

A

£

R

ol

o

&

olN

e
Mo o g

L B Qo T % 4

poa) =
o

kd

L

vl

ol

e

1

oo fu o

W ogrke dRe Welr] A&
oF glojx]7] wjFofl Heoto]g} o] Ee] A
) TEFe 2744H1.638m)
Eudtho] QhAH(1,563m) Aol HAglE
U ofBrhe Ale@ 19709 3¢9 249 (AME
T A 28%)0 ZEFYOE AFHATG. detat
ZPFHY) F WAL 373.0km’e|H, o|F AAR
ZATF 143.8km*, AAEH AT 223 Tkm’*E A%
glo] ok HuE9 A E(1,708m) S FA o=
gah8(1.325m), A7) AHE(1.578m), 7telE
(1,578m), B2 E(1,381m) 59 & 2%}
o] $-eix FF3 AR E o]F1 glr} o
A2 1,300mol oz A
oo Ay g d8it
g o]l& F4og ME

I S

H R
2 3
oX
ofe

N m\o —-{E
AChd

ot
o
1y
>

o 48 o
rx

A
Jl)lr
ttlo

3

t

3
rir oft

-4
M
QL
o 2
= e
i
M
N
T Tﬂ
T lo
offt
w2
B R
B
— 19
[\
r)' rlO U—:‘
ol T JE v
2 o ot ol mle O o rir lo

| ol et Hold A E o] Fo
g obETl S AHE By Fm gt

o] AAEALL 1965 11490 HAV|EER
s7ger, 19709 34 24U xHTEeR A
Fedom, 1982d UNESCO®] <l&iA MAB
(Man and Biosphere) 2 A3 € &5 fdo 4&
U BEAGoZ AdRRE 1 ey RENAE F
ol ks, dehay Ty A9 vl edA
o AAAAE DAY W YU@FsHA &89
(AAe} Wi 1985), AAURE 3R A

> oo glo X ol ux K ok or

w2k g JWomx 2
Olﬂ )FU _‘1)’

19

&>
=

W
ol

S I s
o yggAss BuUT 75 Auw
FHAYR EAUR Fo) 2GS}
dele] £x1y Agolh. o o
A, FEFOE, w2 o] Bl E 5 50
o 89427 6558 544 o] ¥Ealn S}
(4%, 1988 AL e A&, 1985).

olel o] 7L AeparRREd £ et Ao
o dABAN FARE Ax ANIRE, ER A
g FHoz Heddol B Aol 457)e) W
T(20m X 20m) & AA)slod AEFHTFEE LA} -

#H3eh

EAT M W AT

1. XA AE

2
ofN o,
A
=
kv
4
mi e
A
2
i
4
Y

e
U 2
o~z b o
ox o X
oY
) N
oftt 5

=
4 & oz

X
o
fu
N
=

slof #ld 3z 10~20m
2] Z o

Az, AY, AeE G9YE By ERIE E

&, &
ZAbetAnh. A GA 2] A A AL

o,
o] YA E Figure 19 24
2. MMEAL

7 zaTel W@ AWEATE BEARS dale



ALY T A WP E-RAY ] Al el M A 399

Taech’ gngbong é

G st

Chungch'dngbong é
. ~ .8

(T Sexe
At

ol
150 /16
"~ 18,417
/
s 20 \l o
4 222\\ 5 7
S 826
279..028

30 531
32 1933

354! ®
) 37.! .334

380I

41./ 4
4201. 3
N@ {
\ N 44e/
4

E )» 245, -~ ~ g
005 1skm Han-gyerydng/ "~

Figure 1. Map of surveyed routes
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Table |. Description of physical features, soil and vegetation for each plot

Group A
Plot number 36 45 22 28 23 34 33 11 31 6 7 5 29 37 9
Altitude(m) 1450 1410 1490 1480 1490 1420 1450 1600 1450 1650 1640 1650 1500 1490 1610
Aspect SE N NE SE S SW S NE N S SW S8 NE N N
Slope () 2 25 3 2 4 8 5 4 7 5 3 3 5 10 6
Tree cover(%) 55 60 60 65 45 50 40 75 75 50 65 55 55 70 45
Litter depth(¢m) 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 5 &5 5 5 5
Soil depth(cm) 10 15 9 9 10 13 10 10 10 5 10 10 10 10 10
Soil pH 55 57 55 55 54 50 54 6.2 64 59 58 58 6.0 6.0 6.0
Soil moisture 40 35 35 40 40 50 40 24 50 30 25 40 40 30 25
No. of species 11 12 11 15 9 9 6 13 11 16 13 12 15 12 15
(400m?)

Table 1. (Continued)
Group A B
Plot number 95 27 16 8 15 17 19 21 10 18 30 32 13 14 20

Altitude(m) 1490 1500 1530 1620 1550 1550 1550 1500 1600 1510 1490 1460 1550 1540 1500
Aspect N N SE SW E NE SwW S N NE SE SE SE NE NE
Slope(*) 4 5 4 5 4 3 5 5 5 4 5 5 3 4 4
Tree cover(%) 45 60 55 60 60 50 55 60 55 50 45 65 45 85 45
Litter depth(cm) 5 5 3 3 5 5 8 6 6 5 5 5 5 5 4
Soil depth{cm) 10 10 5 5 10 10 15 11 12 10 8 10 10 10 7.0
Soil pH 6.0 70 55 62 58 68 50 57 59 58 58 55 56 6.5 59
Soil moisture 25 30 40 20 30 30 40 30 30 40 40 40 30 40 35
No. of species . .
(400m?) 14 18 12 17 15 13 13 11 14 13 12 15 16 13 9
Table 1. (Continued)
Group B C D
Plot number 12 35 24 26 43 38 40 39 44 41 42 1 2 3 4
Altitude(m) 1550 1400 1480 1470 1360 1480 1400 1450 1400 1400 1370 1700 1700 1660 1660
Aspect SE N SE SE SE NE SE N N NW N SE SE S S
Stope(*) 1 5 2 2 15 3 10 20 25 25 20 5 5 3 5
Tree cover(%) 70 60 65 65 65 65 50 60 70 35 T0 65 70 50 60
Litter depth(cm) 5 5 5 3 4 9 5 5 5 3 5 5 5 5 3
Soil depth(cm) 15 10 8 8 8 10 8 10 10 8 10 10 5 10 3
Soil pH 57 48 58 58 58 55 60 54 60 6 66 60 62 68 6.0
Sotl moisture 32 50 40 40 40 40 40 40 35 35 50 30 30 30 30
No. of species 16 17 11 11 15 12 11 12 16 15 16 10 9 12 11

(400m”)
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Figure 2. Dendrogram of stand classification of forty five plots by cluster analysis
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Table 2. Importance value and mean importance value of major woody species for each group

W A - Group B - Group C - Group D - Group
Specles
U M L MIV U M L MIV U M L MIV U M L MLV
Abies nephrolepis 164 42 1.1 98 220 3.0 26 124 304 20 — 159 507 41 — 267
Tilia amurensis 145 28 17 85 218 17 13117 - 40 — 13 - = - -
Quercus mongolica 382 47 16 209 222 11 - 115 92 19 -— 52 216118 37 154
Pinus koraiensis 76 21 10 47 34 22 37 31 81 — — 41 116 26 24 71
Taxus cuspidata - - - - — — — 240 16 - 125 - - = -
Betula ermanii 119 16 — 65 162 24 — 89 145 70 -— 96 103 146 158 127
Betula costata - - - - - - -~ — 41 - 1.7 23 - - = -
Cornus controversa - - - - - - = - 20 -— — 1.0 - - = -
Salix hallaisanensis 19 09 - 13 — 37 — 12 177 08 -— 41 57 103 69 74
Prunus sargentii 16 27 - 17 12 43 - 20 -—- — — — e
Thuja koraiensis - - = - - - = = — 146 272 94 - - = =
Pinus pumila - - - - - = = - - - = - -~ 11.1 104 54
Alnus fruticosa - - = - - - - - = = == - 18 24 10
var. mandshurica
Carpinus cordata - - - = 40 35 35 38 ~ - - - - - - -
Acer mono 20 31 -~ 20 29 51 - 32 - - - - - - =
Acer 14 262 136 11.7 - 230 52 85 — 41 35 20 - 18 24 10
pseudosieboldianum
Sorbus commixta - 87 20 32 26 72 13 39 - 109 — 36 — 16 52 14
FEuonymus macroptera — 18 45 14 — — -— - - 28 41 16 - - = -
Syringa wolfii - - = = - 64 47 29 - — - - - = = =
Acer tschonoskii - 122129 6.2 — 119 150 6.5 - - - - - - - -
var. rubripes
Acer ukurunduense - - - - -~ 34 28 16 — 114 65 49 - - = -
Magnolia sieboldii - 52 31 23 — 74 39 31 — 22 27 12 - - - -
Prunus padus - 31 39 17 - 29 17 13 - 30 21 14 - = = -
Euonymus oxyphyllus — -—- — - - = = = - 40 — 13 - =
Rhododendron - - = - - - - - — 72 56 33 - - - -
brachycarpum
Rhododendron - -~ - - = = - - 37 27 17 - 304 223 139
mucronulatum
var. ciliatum
Rhododendron - 79 198 59 -~ 22 17 10 — 18 34 12 — 64 65 32
schlippenbachii
Weigela subsessilis - - - - - = - - - - - - - 18 60 16
Triptervgium regelii - - 203 34 —- -— 37362 - — 204 34 - = = =

* U: Upper layer., M: Middle layer, L Lower layer, M.1.V.: Mean importance value
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Table 3. Correlations between all pair-wise combinations of major woody species

sp.2 sp.3 spd sp5 sp.6 sp7 sp8 sp.9 sp.10 sp.11 sp.12 sp 13 sp.14 sp.15 sp.16 sp.17 sp.18 sp.19 sp.20 sp.21
sp. 1 74 -.05 73" 60 -23 .28 -29 -03-20 -.07 .26 -.10 .08 -.18 -.06 -.06 -.01 .03 -.13 .08
sp. 2 17 88" 76* ~10 .36 -.35" -.12 .03 -.29 -01 -.15-.04 -.09 -.13 -.13 -.13 -.06 -.10 .04
sp. 3 100 14 59* 55" 17 -23 23 -40* -28 -.10 -.14 -.18 -.13 -.20 ~-.28 -.31 -.10 -.15
sp. 4 91" -16 .31 -26 -.12-03 -.29 -.08 -.10 -.05 -.07 -.06 -.08 -.13 -09 -05 25
sp. 5 -16 29 -27 -12-.08 -.30 -.08 -.10 -.05 -.07 -.06 -.08 -.09 -.02 -.05 35
sp. 6 14 377 -28 13 -36"-.23 -14 .00 -.16 ~.13 -.26 -.20 -.27 -.09 -.22
sp. 7 -.13 -.07 .16 -22 .01 -.02 -.08 -.11 -.11 -.09 .11 -.04 -.08 -.05
sp. 8 14 .20 -.00 .03 10 .20 .20 .31 -.12 -.25 -41" -08 -.26
sp. 9 -.05 -.07 52" -20 -.05 .38* 59" 23 .23 .09 -.04 -.27
sp.10 .20 -06 .03 -.07 .02 -.10 -.07 -.14 -.13 -.08 -.04
sp.11 20 .24 -09 .10 03 -.06 -.03 02 .07 .14
sp.12 -05 37 26 29 .07 21 .04 -.08 -17
sp.13 02 -13-13-09 -.05 -.17 -.10 46"
sp.14 -.06 -.06 .20 -.12 -08 -.05 -.11
sp.15 A7 -10 -.17 -.11 -.00 ~.14
sp.16 -10 -.16 -.11 -.06 -.14
sp.17 21 -.09 64" -04
sp.18 44* 16 .03
sp.19 -.09 .22
sp.20 -.07

*

sp.1: Abies nephrolepis, sp.2: Betula ermanii. sp.3: Quercus mongolica, sp.4: Pinus pumila, sp.b:

Rhododendron mucronulatum var. ciliatum, sp.6: Rhododendron schlippenbachii, sp.7: Weigela subsessilis, sp.8:

Acer pseudosieboldianum, sp.9: Euonymus macroptera, sp.10: Viburnum sargentii, sp.11: Tripterygium regelii,

sp.12: Syringa reticulata. sp.13: Prunus sargentii, sp.14: Sorbus alnifolia. sp.15° Rhamnus yoshinoi. sp.16:

Viburnum wrightii, sp.17: Acer ukurunduense, sp.18: Thuja koraiensis, sp.19: Carpinus cordata, sp.20:

FEuonymus oxyphyllus, sp.21: Betula costata

Table 4. Species diversity indices of four plant groups at Taech'ongbong-Hangyeryong area

G No. of plots No. of species Expected No. of Species Evenness Dominance
roup
(20m x 20m) (ea) (ea) species E(Sn) diversity(H") (J" (D)

A 23 35 16 2.7438(1.1909)  0.7718 0.2282

B 12 31 18 2.7873(1.2089)  0.8117 0.1883

C 6 28 18 2.8016(1.2167)  0.8408 0.1592

D 4 17 10 2.1352(0.9273)  0.7537 0.2463

* Shannon'’s diversity index{H") in( )* uses logarithms to base 10
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Table 5. Correlations between some site factors and density of major woody species in Soraksan

National Park

7 8 9 10 11 12 13

Species 1 2 3 4 5
Altitude .36 B8**  43% 4T 42*
Slope -04 -07 -20 -07 .03

Litter depth .02 -.05 -27 -00 -.50**
Soil depth -.18 22 -.36% -.24 -.63*

.38° .31 .21 35" -41" -51" -41* -30
-.04 -18 .01 -.17 .36 62" 50" 36"
-.06 -.19
-.07 -.18

02 -10 -10 -.31 25 -1
.34 -08 -04 -07 -.03 A1

1: Abies nephrolepis. 2: Betula ermanii, 31 Quercus mongolica, 4 Pinus pumila, 5: Weigela
subsessilis, 6: Salix hallaisanensis. 7: Pinus koraiensis, 8. Alnus fruticosa var. mandshurica 9:

Viburnum sargentii. 10: Acer ukurunduense, 11:

Euonymus oxyphyllus
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