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Change for Eleven Years(1994~2005) of Plant
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ABSTRACT

This study analyzed the changes in vegetation structure of Quercus mongolica
communities, Pinus densiflora communities, Robinia pseudo-acacia communities and Pinus
rigida communities for the last 11 years(1994~2005) to provide basic data for ecological
restoration. We studied the vegetation structure of four communities within a plot(unit:
1,200m” and concluded that Canopy Layer continuously preserved and expanded existing
superior species, Understory Layer grew Styrax japonica which is highly adaptive to
urban environment, and Shrub Layer grew more Stephanandra incise. An analysis on
species diversity indicated that Quercus mongolica communities(1.0921—1.0381—1.0633),
Pinus densiflora communities(0.7071-—0.8553—1.0164), and Robinia pseudo-acacia
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communities(0.9255—0.8392—0.8721) sharply decreased in 1998 and are gradually increasing

these days. Also, Pinus rigida communities decreased from 0.9008 in 1998 to 0.8850 in 2005.
Fluctuation in numbers of species and trees were similar. Acidity of soil was 4.34~5.31 and

improved compared to 20 years ago.

KEY WORDS : URBAN ENVIRONMENT, SHANNON'S DIVERSITY, SOIL pH, STYRAX JAPONICA
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Figure 1. The location map of the survey plots in the Namsan
* Pd: Pinus densiflora, Qm: Quercus mongolica, Da: Deciduous broad-leaved, Qa: Quercus acutissima, Qal:

Quercus aliena, Q. spp: Quercus spp., Sa: Prunus sargentii, Sal: Sorbus alnifolia, Zs: Zelkova serrata, Aa:

Ailanthus altissima, Rp: Robinia pseudo-acacia, Pr: Pinus rigida, Pk: Pinus koraiensis, Ah: Alnus hirsuta, Pa:

Populus x albaglandulosa
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Table 1. General description of the physical features and vegetation of the surveyed plots
. Quercus Pinus . . . ..
Community mongolica densiflora Robinia pseudo-acacia Pinus rigida
Plot number 1~12 1~12 1~4 5~8 9~12 1~12
Aspect N45E S30wW N20E N50E S65W S45W
Slope(®) 13 7 12 17 11 6
Height(m) 16 14 14 15 12 14
Canopy Mean DBH(cm) 30 30 25 20 25 30
Cover(%) 85 80 65 60 65 70
Height(m) 8 4 7 8 6 7
Understory Mean DBH(cm) 8 4 10 10 6 8
Cover(%) 40 80 80 70 60 40
Height(m) 1~2 1~2 1~2 1~2 1~2 1~2
Shrub
Cover(%) 30 30 20 15 70 40
Height(m) 0.5 0.5 1.0 0.5 1.5 1.0
Herb

Cover(%) 20 30 15 15 70 80
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Table 2. Change for eleven years(1994~2005) of importance percentage in Quercus mongolica

communtiy, Namsan(unit: 1,200m2)

. 1994 1998 2005

Division ¢ v s M ¢ U s M ¢ s M
Quercus mongolica 84.37 448 4.02 4435 90.74 13.06 3.25 5027 88.49 896 6.95 4839
Quercus serrata - 232 - 0.77 432 - - 2.16 599 170 136 3.79
Quercus aliena 8.86 - - 4.43 275 - - 1.38 - - 0.17 0.03
Robinia pseudo-acacia 1.59 621 256 329 2.19 647 1504 5.76 338 539 6.65 4.60
Sorbus alnifolia 248 2461 11.82 11.41 - 2158 972 8.81 1.08 24.02 6.51 9.63
Acer pseudo-sieboldianum - 16.18 12.67 17.51 - 13.65 12.86 6.69 1.06 1432 23.86 9.28
Rhus trichocarpa - 063 047 029 - - 0.80 0.13 - - 038 0.06
Stephanandra incisa - - 1580 2.63 - - 15.03 251 - - 19.46 3.24
Zelkova serrata - 0.29 - 0.10 - 030 - 0.10 - 0.38 - 013
Acer palmatum - - - - - 041 - 0.14 - 0.66 - 022
’;‘r’l’éﬁ;fzjzus - - 830 138 - - 412 069 - - 252 042
Viburnum erosum - 1.07 348 0.94 - 034 889 1.60 - 0.42 1489 2.62
Styrax japonica - 2584 431 933 - 23.12 331 8.26 - 26.65 282 935
Fraxinus rhynchophylla - 0.31 - 010 - 0.30 - 0.10 - 0.34 - 0.11
Prunus sargentii 270 559 133 344 - 9.16 338 3.62 - 8.60 - 287
Callicarpa japonica - - - - - - 076 0.13 - - 218 036
Rhododendron - 883 2425 699 - 929 1719 596 - 720 7.77 3.70
Smilax sieboldii - - 199 032 - - 278 046 - - 139 023
Cornus controversa - 1.12 - 037 - 0.91 - 030 - 136 0.83 0.59
Maackia amurensis - 1.89 0.19 0.66 - 141 - 047 - - - -
Aralia elata - - - - - - 135 0.23 - - - -
Lespedeza cyrtobotrya - - 228 0.38 - - 152 025 - - - -
Symplocos chinensis for. 963 940 028 - - - - - - 048 008
pilosa
Samvucus williamsii } } } } } _ } } } _ 036 0.06
var. coreana
Lindera obtusiloba - - - - - - - - - - 024 0.04
Kalopanax pictus - - 191 032 - - - - - - 0.67 0.11
Ligustrum obtusifolium - - - - - - - - - - 034 0.06
Euonymus oxyphyllus - - - - - - - - - - 0.17 0.03
Lespedeza maximowiczii - - 069 0.12 - - - - - - - -
Celastrus orbiculatus - - 0.59 0.10 - - - - - - - -
Weigela subsessilis - - 239 040 - - - - - - - -
Smilax china - - 0.55 0.09 - - - - - - - -

* a: Canopy layer importance percentage, b: Understory layer importance percentage, c¢: Shurb layer importance

percentage, d: Mean importance percentage
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Keymap [ Plot number | " legend
RN 1. Quercus mongolica 8. Acer
: S 2. Q. serrata pseudo-sieboldianum
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BN { Ty [" : [ ] [~ i ! 1 \6. Sorbus alnifolla 12. Maackia amurensis
T2 A8 8 | soran japonica 13. Rnogodendron
. * - T - o mucronuatum
| 14. Viburnum erosum

Figure 2. Stand profile of Quercus mongolica community in the Namsan
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Table 3. Change for eleven years(1994~2005) of importance percentage in Pinus densiflora
communtiy, Namsan(unit: 1,200m2)

L 1994 1998 2005

Division ¢ v s M ¢ vt s M ¢ s M
Pinus densiflora 86.90 44.87 - 5841 8747 2092 - 5071 g4.14 2.84 - 43.02
Prunus sargentii 12.11 792 152 895 1061 1060 041 891 13.52 493 027 845
Ailanthus altissima 0.99 .02 - 0.84 1.92 0.57 341 1.72 2.34 - 2.60 1.60
Styrax japonica - 39.87 164 16.02 - 59.79 4.19 20.63 - 86.41 4.89 29.62
Stephanandra incisa - - 63.4 10.57 - - 6620 11.04 - - 5275 879
Rhus trichocarpa - 296 226 136 - 396 251 1.74 - - 770 1.28
Symplocos pilosa 04 244 054 - 068 632 128 - - 248 041
Quercus mongolica - - 1.41 0.24 - 051 476 097 - 136 583 143
Aralia elata - - 093 0.16 - 0.71 2.05 0.58 - - 416 0.69
Clerodendron - 068 099 039 - 034 247 053 - - 112 019
Cocculus triobus - - 0.11 0.02 - - 294 0.49 - - 133 022
Juniperus rigida - 0.69 - 0.23 - .18 - 0.39 - 097 - 0.32
Sorbus alnifolia - 03 075 023 - 041 1.19 034 - - 0.27 0.05
Castanea crenata - - 0.27 0.05 - - 1.23 021 - 1.03 6.18 1.37
Celastrus orbiculatus - - .71 0.29 - - 0.56 0.09 - - 0.57 0.10
Acer palmatum - - - - - - 048 0.08 - 246 - 0.82
Lespedeza cyrtobotrya - 029 229 048 - - 031 0.05 - - 0.44 0.07
Lespedeza - 03 048 018 - - - - e
Smilax sieboldii - - 0.15 0.03 - - 0.29 0.05 - - 1.74  0.29
Malus sieboldii - - - - - 033 - 0.11 - - - -
Elaeagnus umbellata - - - - - - 0.37 0.06 - - - -
Smilax china - - - - - - 031 0.05 - - - -
“var. Samgmeun S R
Rubus crataegifolius - - - - - - - - - - 0.86 0.14
Rhododendron :
yedoense var. - - - - - - - - - - 1.37 0.23
poukha-nense
ZS"C’;I’IZ‘;}OW[’;;'; - 034 047 019 - - - - - oL 019
Quercus acutissima - - - - - - - - - - 0.25 0.04
Magnolia obovata - - - - - - - - - - 031 0.05
Callicarpa japonica - - 1.58 0.26 - - - - - - 1.36 0.23
Quercus serrata - - - - - - - - - - 0.67 0.11
Ligustrum obtusifolium - - - - - - - - - - 027 0.05
Rosa multiflora - - 0.31 0.05 - - - - - - 044 0.07
Rhus chinensis - ‘034 036 0.17 - - - - - - - -

X

Ptf)lryr;lel:;iglandulosa ) ) T ) . ) . ) ) 0.0 0.08
P ens -
R cromiatum - - oz - - - - - - - -

* a: Canopy layer importance percentage, b: Understory layer importance percentage, c: Shurb layer importance
percentage, d: Mean importance percentage
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! 1. Pinus densifiora 5. Acer palmatum
‘r 2. Prunus sargentii - 8. Allanthus altissima
: 3. Quercus mongolica 1. Castanea crenata
4. Styrax Japonica 8. Juniperus rigida

Figure 3. Stand profile of Pinus densiflora community in the Namsan
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Table 4. Change for eleven years(1994 ~2005) of importance percentage in Robinia pseudo-acacia
communtiy, Namsan(unit: 1,200m2)

Division 1994 1998 2005
¢ v s M ¢ U s M ¢ v s M

Robinia pseudo-acacia 6996 16.12 7.71 41.64 76.53 21.19 3335 50.89 7605 9.94 2791 4599
Quercus mongolica 9.62 - 6.18 5.84 738 3.53 18.01 7.87 721 852 2053 9.87
Alnus hirsuta 9.59 - - 4.80 6.71 599 - 5.35 9.94 - - 4.97
Prunus sargentii 800 5.68 0.08 5091 559 7.64 121 5.54 313 808 191 458
Styrax japonica - 37.10 12.76 14.49 2.11 4594 12.39 1843 2.05 5737 11.57 22.08
Sorbus alnifolia - 141 139 0.70 1.68 9.00 6.98 5.00 1.62 1071 7.67 5.66
Rhus trichocarpa - - 0.15 0.03 - 052 055 027 - - 030 0.05
Stephanandra incisa - - 16.17 2.70 - - 16.13  2.69 - - 691 1.15
Acer palmatum - - - - - - 0.40 0.07 - 058 4.10 0.88
Viburnum erosum - - - - - 025 412 077 - 032 688 1.25
Fraxinus rhynchophylla 157 187 095 157 - - 0.75 0.13 - - 092 0.15
Castanea crenata - - - - - - 1.27 021 - - 0.49 0.08
Pinus densiflora 128 5.02 - 231 - 1.58 - 0.53 - 2.84 - 0.95
Callicarpa japonica - - 030 0.05 - - 249 042 - - 0.46 0.08
Quercus serrata - - - - - 032 - 0.11 - 038 - 0.13
Rhododendron mucronulatum - 19.08 259 6.79 - 338 235 1.52 - 062 645 1.28
Ailanthus altissima - - - - - 039 - 0.13 - - - -
Quercus aliena - - - - - 027 - 0.09 - - - -
Rubus crataegifolius - - 1135 1.89 - - - - - - 061 0.10
Morus bombycis - - - - - - - - - - 0.37 0.06
Quercus acutissima - - 1.61 0.27 - - - - - 033 030 0.16
Pinus koraiensis - 13.25 10.86 6.23 - - - - - - 2.04 034
Lespedeza cyrtobotrya - - - - - - - - - 031 0.58 0.20
Juniperus rigida - - 0.08 0.01 - - - - - - - -
Corylus sieboldiana - - 0.10 0.02 - - - - - - - -
Cocculus triobus - - 1.38 0.23 - - - - - - - -
Prunus mandshurica var. ) 046 115 035 ) ) ) ) ) ) ) )
glabra

Celastrus orbiculatus - - 0.79 0.13 - - - - - - - -
Acer pseudo-sieboldianum - - 0.80 0.13 - - - - - - - -
Parthenocissus tricuspidata - - 23.11 3.85 - - - - - - - -
Syr.nplocos chinensis for. ) ) 009 0.02 ) ) ) ) B ) ) )
pilosa

Smilax sieboldii - - 042 0.07 - - - - - - - -

* a: Canopy layer importance percentage, b: Understory layer importance percentage, c: Shurb layer importance
percentage, d: Mean importance percentage
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1. Robinia psudo-acacia 8. Styrax japonica

2. Quercus mongolica 9. Acer palmatum

o | 8. Prunus sargentii 10. Pinus densifiora
0] 9 ﬁ 4. Alnus hirsuta 11. Rododendron
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5. @ gcutissima mucronulatum
6. & serrata 12. lespedeza cyrtobotrya
1. Sorbus alnifolia 13. Viburnum erosum

Figure 4. Stand profile of Robinia pseudo-acacia community in the Namsan
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Table 5. Change for seven years(1998 —2005) of importance percentage in Pinus rigida communtiy,

Namsan (unit: 1,200 m*)

Division 1994 2005

c U’ s° M c U’ s° M
Pinus rigida 90.56 30.00 - 55.28 83.41 18.69 8.23 4931
Prunus sargentii 4.99 9.61 2.40 6.10 8.84 2.83 0.66 5.47
Robinia pseudo-acacia 3.44 1.91 - 2.36 4.39 - 0.67 231
Alnus hirsuta 0.52 0.46 0.68 0.53 0.50 - - 0.25
Styrax japonica 0.49 45.09 8.48 16.69 151 61.82 2.15 21.72
Malus sieboldii - 4.02 4.96 2.17 0.88 5.66 5.01 3.16
Ailanthus altissima - 0.26 0.98 0.25 0.47 - - 0.24
Stephanandra incisa - - 11.37 1.89 - - 8.76 1.46
Celastrus orbiculatus - - 0.58 0.10 - - 0.33 0.06
Acer palmatum - 360 3718 7.40 - 7.01 54.77 11.47
Fraxinus rhynchophylla - 1.07 - 0.36 - 0.80 - 0.27
Castanea crenata - - 3.39 0.57 - - 0.61 0.10
Prunus sargentii - 0.32 - 0.11 - 0.31 - 0.10
Rubus crataegifolius - - 0.66 0.11 - - 0.33 0.06
Quercus mongolica - - 1.46 0.24 - - 6.30 1.05
Callicarpa japonica - - 0.66 0.11 - - 2.85 0.48
Quercus serrata - 0.56 - 0.19 - 0.51 1.05 0.35
Ligustrum obtusifolium - 0.19 - 0.06 - - 1.38 0.23
Rhododendron mucronulatum - 0.74 0.15 0.27 - 0.24 1.55 0.34
Smilax sieboldii - - 0.72 0.12 - - 1.53 0.26
Sorbus alnifolia - 1.26 1.70 0.70 - 1.89 1.09 0.81
Rhus trichocarpa - 0.17 0.70 0.17 - - - -
Parthenocissus tricuspidata - - 0.50 0.08 - - - -
Acer pseudo-sieboldianum - 0.39 0.16 0.16 - - - -
Rhus chinensis - 0.18 - 0.06 - - - -
Zanthoxylum schinifolium - 0.17 1227 2.10 - - - -
Acer ginnala - - 0.40 0.07 - - - -
Populus % tomentiglandulosa - - 0.30 0.05 - - 1.54 0.26
Rosa multiflora - - 9.06 1.51 - - - -
Corylus sieboldiana - - 0.66 0.11 - - - -
Euonymus sachalinensis - - 0.58 0.10 - - - -
Elaeagnus umbellata - - - - - - 0.33 0.06
Celtis sinensis - - - - - - 0.29 0.05
Euonymus alatus for. ciliato-dentatus - - - - - 0.24 0.57 0.18

* a: Canopy layer importance percentage, b: Understory layer importance percentage, c: Shurb layer importance

percentage, d: Mean importance percentage
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8. Sturax /aponica
8. Acer palmatum

4 Lo

. \. Pinus rigida

2. Prus sargentif :

3. Robinia 10. Fraxinus riwnchoohviia
pseudo-acacla 11. Malus sieboiall

: - " . Quercus serrata 1% s trichocarpa

X : 5. Ailanthus aitissima 13- EUONYmUS lalus for.

6. Alus hirsuta ciliato-dentatus

14. Rnododendron
- 1. Sorbus ainifolla mucronuatum

Figure 5. Stand profile of Pinus rigida community in the Namsan
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Table 6. Change for eleven years of diverse of
four communities in the Namsan(unit:

1,200 m)
. Year
Community

1994 1998 2005
Qurecus mongolica 1.0921 1.0381 1.0633
Pinus densiflora 0.7071  0.8553 1.0164
Robinia pseudo-acacia 0.9255 0.8392 0.8721
Pinus rigida - 0.9008  0.8850
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Table 7. Change for eleven years of species and individual of four communities in the Namsan(unit: 1,200 m*)

Community  Qurecus mongolica

Pinus densiflora

Robinia pseudo-acacia Pinus rigida

N Nf N N
Y N°¢ N° N° N°
o o T c v s T c v s 7 v s T
1994 56 187 1,044 1287 26 84 182 1.804 2,070 25 50 202 2,740 2992 24 - - - - -
1998 47 186 636 869 22 85 175 816 1,076 21 48 218 648 914 18 132325 1,384 1,841 31
2005 48 160 1,228 1,436 25 67 117 828 1,012 29 56 183 828 1,067 21 45 54 1472 1,571 25

* a: Canopy layer, b: Understory layer, c: Shurb layer, d: Total, No. e: No. of Species, f: No. of individual

3) &4 U A%
Table 72 YA 47 Zeto] ey 224 9 x4

oh2 BHY Rolth 40 A9 APUREFLL 265
—18% —21%, AURTT 25% — 215 —29%, oft
AR 245 18F —21%, 2l7|chau 2 ge 3]
525502 27 sttt A E S5 w4
AZYRZE, ApRZe, ophA RS 19984
of FASIATHH 20059 24 THA] F7HEA 0] 91T,
e7|hadRaYe B8 Al g 2712 Qs Ho|
ES e UL EERPECEEDEEE S
7} z2she,

AA% 7ol = AZURR2(1,28745 — 869
A~ 1,4367H30), ob7HAl R 22,9924 3] —914
A — 1,06743)2- 1998 = o] H43H9 Tk} chal
Z7hohe 2 A10)903 AR ZH2,07044] — 1,076
WA — 10127433 )71 ch R 221,841 A —
LSTIAAA) X480 2 704 Aefol ek,

0 A% o M
WAL B B R F R ATl AP 152
EEEOE AYstel £ 11AFL AT AT £
& AX3 A o] Table 8o]ch. A2 222 107) =
AR 1742 AA3tel ZYRG0m FH5 B
s

35~66 Ao it

AUR O AR 630} 2ot A4
Hol QL AFHLES 358 ARSI oH S e At
AUHR 40~6014, APELES: 24 ~53W AJo] Ak o7t
AR A o 7HAI LR 45, LR 25, 41
U258 242 gstel SA A om $9L ol
UFR 26~60W1A, LR 24~4794), AIZUR 3
2~33d 40|tk ef7|chaLk 2 B9 gf7lcke
UR4F, AU 128 2459 00 $ae 27|
AVHE 38~45AY, APHILEE 413480 ek,

3. E¢#E

SENYE AGH 2, 4R BHAQ), EUE
29, S E, 57 5 Thore 2.0lef o8] GRe A

Table 8. The edtimated age of four communities
in the Namsan

Size
Community Plot  Species Height DHB Age
(m)  (cm)
2 Q. mongolica 14 28 66
3 Q. mongolica 15 30 60
4 Q. mongolica 17 355 42
5 Q. mongolica 15 235 35
Quercus 7 Q. mongolica 12 235 47
mongolica 8 Q. mongolica 15 283 57
9 Q. aliena 16 335 64
10 Q. mongolica 16 35 42
11 Q. mongolica 17 36 46
12 Q. mongolica 16 35 47
1 P. densiflora 14 36.5 40
2 P. densiflora 13 315 51
5 P. densiflora 14 252 61
Pinus S P. sarzentii 12 312 24
densiflora 6 P. densiflora 11 26.5 45
7 P. densiflora 13 20 40
9 P. densiflora 12 24.5 51
10 P. sarzentii 14 315 41
11 P._sarzentii 9 31 53
| R pseudo- 16 30 26
acacia
Sorbus
3 alnifolia 10 20 47
4 O mongolica 9 15+8 33
Robinia 7 Q. mongolica 9 155 32
pseudo- R pseudo- 18 31 60
acacia acacia
7 8. alnifolia 8 11 24
o R pseudo- 14 28 33
acacia
11 R pseudo- 16 265 31
acacia
1 P rigida 11 225 38
. 3 P. rigida 11 6 44
P.’”.ZS 4 P. rigida 13 19 38
rigiaa s P rigida 15 27 45
5 P. sarzentii 10 24 41
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Table 9. Soil properties of four commuities in the Namsan

. ++ ++ + +
Community Plots _PH EC__OM Aval-P Ca’ Mg K Na Soil texture
1:5 dS/m % mg/kg cmol/kg
1 5.31 0.02 1.43 2.11 064 010 053 0.12 sandy loam
2 4.78 0.02 1.84 6.25 019 007 017 006 loam
3 5.06 0.02 1.43 2.17 013 0.05 025 0.07 sandy loam
4 4.77 0.03 1.43 1.45 0.09 006 026 010 sandy loam
5 4.74 0.02 2.38 132 0.08 005 0.17 011 sandy loam
Quercus mongolica 6 4.52 0.03 7.42 1.70 0.13 0.08 026 0.13 sandy loam
7 4.69 0.02 3.33 1.70 0.07 0.05 021 0.12 sandy loam
8 495 0.02 2.45 2.11 0.04 0.04 0.19 0.10 loam
9 4.64 0.03 1.84 1.27 0.05 005 022 0.10 loam
10 4.72 0.03 4.76 2.02 0.92 0.23 0.30 0.18 sandy loam
11 4.99 0.02 1.16 1.32 039 010 022 0.08 sandy loam
12 4.73 0.03 2.79 1.81 003 005 027 0.10 loam
1 4.56 0.03 2.99 225 020 0.05 018 0.14 sandy loam
2 4.61 0.03 2.52 5.86 0.06 0.04 0.21 0.15 loam
3 4.61 0.03 1.50 81.73 0.18 005 025 0.12 loam
4 4.64 0.02 2.45 20.25 0.13 0.04 020 0.10 sandy loam
Pinus densiflora 6 4.74 0.03 1.91 247 0.09 0.06 024 014 loam
7 4.76 0.02 2.31 2.11 020 0.07 033 017 loam
8 4.61 0.02 3.40 5.10 0.12 006 021 0.1 sandy loam
10 4.95 0.02 1.84 3.54 0.10 0.05 018 0.13 sandy loam
11 5.04 0.02 1.29 2.26 0.06 0.05 0.24 0.07 sandy loam
Robinia 1 4.87 0.02 3.13 3.05 0.10 0.06 048 005 loamy sand
. 5 4.34 0.04 4.29 1.93 013 0.09 024 0.05 sandy loam
pseudo-acacia 9 436 004 735 11.32 027 008 022 003  loamy sand
1 5.16 0.03 4.90 1.87 1.81 0.73 0.33 0.17 loam
Pinus rigida 5 4.85 0.03 4.76 23.02 0.53 046 0.28 0.19 sandy loam
8 4.86 0.03 3.54 1.64 056 042 025 0.16 loam
gholF B a5 A A dFL A e FojR e, Y AR A [FaQlAte] Hh 2] 7 Lt
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Figure 6. Change for twenty years of pH three
communities in the Namsan
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