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Population Structure and Growth Dynamics of

Dendropanax morbifera Lev.(Araliaceae) in Mt. Halla

Sea-Hyun Kim, Hun-Gwan Chung, Yong-Seok Jang and Sun-Chang Kim
Div. of Special Purpose Trees, Dept. of Forest Genetic Resources,
Korea Forest Research Institute, Suwon 441-350, Korea

ABSTRACT

Dendropanax morbifera Lev.(Araliaceae), Korean endemic and evergreen small tree is a
component of evergreen forest and mainly distributed in sourthern region and islands in
Korea. The ecological characteristics of 4 natural stands of D. morbifera(Sundol, Suak,
Hannam, and Sangho populations in Cheju island) were studied. In most of the D. morbifera
natural stands, the following tree species appeared predominantly: Castanopsis cuspidata
var. sieboldii, Carpinus laxiflora, D. morbifera, Quercus glauca, Quercus myrsinaefolia,
Camellia japonica, and Acer pseudo-sieboldianum. Two tree species, such as C. cuspidata var.
sieboldii and C. laxiflora appeared in the all investigated stands. D. morbifera occupied
17.2% of the upper story, 12.9% of the middle story, and 10.3% of the lower story,
respectively. The distribution patterns by Morisita’ s Index showed that D. morbifera was
distributed randomly in the three stories. The frequency distribution of DBH D. morbifera
species showed reverse J-shaped, therefore it seems to remain as a dominant species.

Key Words : Dendropanax morbifera, Distribution patterns, Species diversity,
Vegetation structure,
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Table 1. Comparisons of the importance values of major tree species in studied districts

SCt:)(;}v/vn Species Sangho Suak Hannam  Sundol Total CZI:HI?:I]
Upper  Castanopsis cuspidata var. 50.0 8.4 22.5 43.8 1247 FAATGE
sieboldii
Carpinus laxiflora 19.4 36.2 19.1 11.3 86.0 A ojLhR
Camellia japonica 13.0 13.0 Zul R
Dendropanax morbifera 12.1 335 15.8 13.2 74.6 gz
Eurya japonica 5.5 5.5 A~ H U5
Quercus glauca 35.8 150 508 ZT7IA U7
Acer pseudo-sieboldianum 6.8 6.8 (= gn s
Magnolia sieboldii 6.6 6.6 figel S B
Quercus myrsinaefolia 10.2 10.2 A B
Acer micro-sieboldianun 5.1 5.1 ol 7| E LT
Acer palmatum 8.2 8.2 SF U
Distylium racemosum 8.5 8.5 ZEE
12 100 100 100 100

Middle Camellia japonica 18.2 21.6 6.3 46.1 ZHiv
Dendropnax morbifera 26.8 5.9 29.4 13.4 75.5 A
Ligustrum japoicum 34 3.0 6.4 B
Cinnamomum japonicum 9.0 3.8 12.8 Al
Carpinus laxiflora 3.4 3.4 A ojb 5
Callicarpa japonica 2.4 2.6 5.0 eI g gB =S
Acer palmatum 5.3 5.3 g9EGE
Eurya japonica 29.4 18.1 11.1 5.9 645 Al UE
Daphniphyllum macropodum 11.5 4.0 15.5 =AY F
Castanopsis cuspidata var. sieboldii 3.4 7.2 106  FARPENR
Cleyera japonica 53 53 v 27T
Quercus glauca 2.3 6.2 9.8 13.6 31.9 Z A
Viburnum dilatatum 2.4 2.4 AR=iE B =S
Magnolia sieboldii 4.9 6.1 11.0 Shulz )
Elaeagnus glabra 2.8 2.8 R AT
Torreya nucifera 8.6 8.6 B AL} 5
Acer pseudo-sieboldianum 3.3 8.4 11.7 FE
Acer micro-sieboldianun 5.0 55  op|eIFuER
Taxus cuspidata 3.3 3.3 T
Maackia amurensis 2.6 2.6 oE 5
Styrax japonica 4.1 4.1 uf S}
Meliosma myriantha 7.2 33 10.5 Uzt
Viburnum furcatum 54 54 A
Distylium racemosum 254 25.4 ZEVUE
Quercus myrsinaefolia 9.1 9.1 A
Neolitsea sericea 8.1 8.1 ZF2 2
Hugeria japonica 4.6 3.8 8.4 Abul) b 5

27 100 100 100 100

Lower Camellia japonica 10.1 24 19.0 6.7 38.2 FHUE
Dendropanax morbifera 18.3 10.8 15.1 21.0 65.2 A
Ligustrum japonicum 4.6 6.3 10.9 o
Cinnamomum japonicum 8.5 9.5 2.9 5.7 26.6 A2
Lozoste lancifolia 1.3 1.3 SR
Eurya japoniaca 8.2 22.6 14.5 52 505 AlA# S UE-
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Table 1. Continued

Crown Species Sangho Suak Hannam  Sundol Total Common

story name
Castanopsis cuspidata var. thunbergii 0.7 0.7 A
Euonymus oxyphyllus 14 37 5.1 A gCI RN RES
Acer palmatum 0.7 1.4 2.1 4.2 E) 5
Meliosma myriantha 0.7 2.1 2.8 JUzuhgg
Callicarpa japonica 35 4.3 37 11.5 ZH AR
Ardisia japonica 7.9 35 2.5 11.5 254 A5
Quercus myrsinaefolia 1.5 0.7 52 7.4 TR GF
llex integra 0.3 0.3 ZreER ]I
Zanthoxylum ailanthoides 35 35 HAUYE
Rhamnella frangulioides 03 0.3 7k el vl Al
Neolitsea sericea 5.0 10.6 15.6 FAFSRD RS
Lindera obtusiloba 24 2.5 2.7 7.6 A PAgE A=
Elaeagnus glabra 4.0 2.9 2.0 5.3 == A B Ass
Vitex rotundifolia 2.4 24 &H) 71V
Stauntonia hexaphylla 0.7 03 1.0 ot
Daphniphyllum macropodum 1.3 4.3 2.1 77 AR
Quercus glauca 34 0.7 9.6 13.7 Z7A VR
Castanopsis cuspidata var. sieboldii  16.9 2.4 2.5 15.1 369 FAARNSE
Viburnum furcatum 0.7 5.3 6.0 B
Distylium racemosum 6.8 6.8 FE2UE
Viburnum dilatatum 35 35 AnciZigBass
Magnolia sieboldii 0.7 24 2.1 52 Subz L2
Viburnum erosum 13 7.5 8.8 |= R AR A=
Ilex crenata 4.8 4.8 T
Carpinus laxiflora 04 24 2.8 oy H-
Clerodendron tichotomum 0.7 0.7 FE A5
Maackia amurensis 0.7 0.7 ST
Sorbus alnifolia 3.4 3.4 v F
Lindera erythrocarpa 0.7 0.7 Hl 2} 5
Morus bombycis 04 0.3 0.5 1.2 AL}
Ardisia crenata 1.9 1.9 Wk
Celtis sinensis 1.2 1.2 b AW A=
Cleyera japonica 35 35 vFEIIUYER
Ficus stipulata 1.1 0.3 0.5 1.9 S
Kadsura japonica 0.9 0.9 Feovlat
Trachelospermum asiaticum 1.9 1.0 1.2 1.2 6.2 upak=

var.intermedium
Smilax china 1.7 0.7 2.4 Hulggd =
Aralia elata 0.7 0.7 TEVE
Hedera rhombea 0.7 0.7 &0}
Ampelopsis brevipedunculata 04 04 7 2
var. heterophylla
Euonymus japonica 0.3 0.3 e
Mallotus japonicus 0.7 0.7 SRR A=
Meliosma oldhamii 1.1 1.7 gtole v+
Quercus serrata 1.0 1.0 Zz2} 5
50 100 100 100 100
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Table 2. Morisita’ s index showing the distribution patterns of 5 major species in D. morbifera stands

. Crown story
Species - Total
Upper Middle Lower

Dendropanax morbifera 1.0242 1.0842 0.9410 1.1494

Castanopsis cuspidata var. sieboldii 0.7866 1.4211 1.6882 1.6316

Carpinus laxiflora 0.6746 - - 0.1176

Camellia japonica 1.9203 1.1616 0.8538 1.2038

Quercus glucaa 0.9161 0.2333 0.6737 1.2339
Table 3. Species diversity of woody plants in the studied districts

Characteristics Sangho Suak Hannam Sundol

No. of species 30 33 33 17

Speices diversity(H' ) 0.9199 1.2073 0.9524 0.9650

Maximum H' (H’ max) 1.0325 1.5185 1.6251 1.2304

Evenness (J' ) 0.6227 0.7950 0.6271 0.7842

Dominance(1-J ) 0.3773 0.2050 0.3729 0.2158
oz AATY RFERS BAN YA AR E  ZolA YFEFAD mEEAAE FARES
A Aol e HERE, FHEE AFTEE b= »}E}km Hed, FALE AL 2
o ANA Rz TR F s, #F 20 Aol JAAHYI ez st FEHFEFHE LS 3
WAl oA Histe AFS BolA ¥ A= ‘—’r‘ﬁ%ﬁ-’? ol 2214 o 2 2 H o] Mot
73 % && ¥ E(Goldsmith & Harrison, 1976), FW A T2 FAE oS & ol FARI A A Hol7h A
ol X 5 FhijEol 2+E A5 TR g ojzte met A A BTz A
T, TR AdAY @420 v uA EFY ot H=7H AP r E F 3o, FER
& RA+E ATEER FAT F dh(Brower & Fotd MojuFe AEJA 7L Bl FTHAYF
Zar, 1977). Morisita’ s index= 712 2%, 35 & U FAARUT 59 ZEEGT Y AR 2Tt
AFRL NSS40, Ln@EAT el 7 of FHRE A2 48T A Ao B9
A4AA A Aoz FeA YEHOdum, 197), T 3D FO Mol ASHom Aol o
Table 2614 o} o] FAURE 223, ol2B%, 4 dABA5A HolyRe 42250 o) A
B2 2ol 0.9410-108429] WHE JERo] BE A FLAANA Weivh ATk Alebd Aoz 2
XL AES L+ A et

olf g A3te FAUTIL 2 £ 0] YA £ ZAA 9] S48 28 F 5 /i A<, Shannon
Fahe Fol ofn WAV 2d F2 FF2 ol FHUE, AT HIE, TAE # = 5
2 a1 HgH A= X]-rﬂ Lol x o] éﬂf'»‘}‘?i*i A2 3 A # = Table 33 21} FAURI B ¥ dt=
WEZ7HA ol EthE AL Avlste Aol &, & e FRFEe FdRdol 1207302
AvFe Az 44d gAAME dEsF b Egka, AR EO] 091992 ZH UHA b}E‘r‘%
o o1& FAH FA7 b st A& Qvidntn AAA ez FHF=7E0.9199~1.20738] HHAE
& Utk 3, FARNUT = B55H olu & Aok ol e 23 2t F o G R 9 9 H]Z}Ur
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Fig. 1. Height class structure of the portion for D. morbifera populations.
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Fig. 2. Diameter at breast height(DBH) class structure of the portion for D. morbifera populations.
53] Ao od AAEL £ BER FH3| o
ko 2 o] Fuix|do] Q19 A o 2 v x @1 Morisita’ s index®& 53 FUHEEXE A F
QAR WolA o] ASHTH PR YR B (seedling)® o} 7} Al (sapling) 5L A2 L2 A
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A 22 FHEE Yz ey, XY 4 Vegetation 35 : 22.
% 5% ok FEE X Aoz Vel Bernart, M. W., J. H. Cardellina, M. S. Balaschak, M.
FAYF AL GG EEFA HolgTs $do R. Alexander, R. H. Shoemaker and M. R. Boyd.
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MEFAFE - o= = FRo2 AAHE A Dendropanax arboreus. Journal of Natural Products
olgAlCl il en, FAURE ol E YA F2 59 : 748-753.
29 ol - FolAY F29 $HFo 2 VENY Brabour, M. G., J. H. Burk and W. D. Pitts. 1980.
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