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ABSTRACT

This study was carried out to analyze vegetation structure and change of the disturbed area in forest
ecosystem(FE), riparian ecosystem(RE) and coastal ecosystem(CE) related to Regional Ecological
Network at Chungnam province through constancy and dominance analysis, species diversity index,
similarity index and canonical correlation analysis. Data were collected from April to October in 2015.
As a result of constancy and dominance analysis of forest disturbed area, non-effective species(NES)
was 30 species(17.0%), exported species(ES) was 98 species(55.7%) and imported species(IS) was 48
species(27.3%) among the total 176 species, respectively. In riparian disturbed area with total 139
species, there were 16 NES(11.5%), 98 ES(70.5%) and 25 IS(18.0%) respectively. In coastal disturbed
area with 140 species, there were 20 NES(14.3%), 88 ES(62.9%) and 32 1S(22.9%) respectively. In
all types of disturbed areas, the ratio of ES was higher than IS. As a result of species diversity, species

richness and shannon’s diversity index of disturbed area decreased in all kinds of crown strata such
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as tree, subtree, shrub and herb layer compared to the control area. As a result of similarity index,
that of each type between control site and disturbed site was 0.374 in FE, 0.329 in CE and 0.259

in RE in the order. As a result of the CCA analysis, the number of present species, vine plants ratio

and exported species ratio in disturbed area of FE and RE were decreased, and the naturalized plant

ratio, imported species ratio and herb ratio were increased. But environmental factors of CE were not

shown any clear tendency. In conclusion, many species occupied in control site disappeared into the

disturbed area, and the naturalized plants and herb species were abundantly imported in the area.

Therefore, it was considered that this study could be applied to the development of long-term and

short-term ecological restoration techniques in view of vegetation changes.

Key Words : Control land, Disturbed land, Plant sociology, Species diversity, Similarity index, CCA.
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Table 1. Location of study sites of controal and disturbed
sites in forest, riparian and coastal area.

Type No.

Latitude

Longitude

FECS

1

36°40 ~ 04.11 7
3636 1 11.93 7
36725 19.31 7
3626 09.85 7
3626 " 10.74 7
36°18 15327
36°17 " 34.84 7
36°18 " 32.677
36°15 " 12.87 7
3625 02.63 7
3638 " 05.86 7

126°38 " 08.81 7
126°37 " 02.67 ”
126°43 " 38.7 "
126°53 " 15.65 7
12653 ' 16.42 7
126°40 " 35727
126°41 * 06.05 ”
12642 7 04.”
126°44 * 29.98 7
127°10 “ 52.29 7
127°05 " 32.71”

FEDS

36740 ° 02.55

36736 " 12.63 7
36725 " 16.88 7
36°18 * 26.75 7
36°17 ~ 33.14 7
36°18 * 31.65 7
36°15 7 09.82 7
36°15 7 02.71
36724 " 59.46 "
36738~ 05.95 7
36726 " 09.51 7
36726 " 09.71 7

126°38 7 10.87

126°37 " 03.85 7
126743 " 37.27"
126°40 " 35.26 7
126°41 " 07.33 7
126°42 " 02.93 7
126°44 " 33.52 7
126°44 * 30.69 ”
127°10 " 45.61 7
127°05 * 30.66 ~
126°53 " 13.02 7
12653 " 17.43 7

RECS

36°17 ~ 33.48

36°16 " 34.43 7
3623 7 50.97 7
3623 7 56317
36°15 7 02.31 7
36°17 " 44.26 7
3636 " 28.08 7
36737 " 01.75 7
36737 " 54.07 "

126°41 7 57.
126°40 * 49.79 7
126°49 " 44.16 7
126°49 “ 47.13 7
126°37 “ 41377
126°41 " 39.47 7
126°48 " 18.63 ”
12648 " 2557
12648 * 55.11 7

REDS

36°15 ~ 03.39

36°17 * 41.06 7
36°17 " 36.35 7
36°16 " 34.65 7
3623 " 53337
3623 " 54.28 7
36°36 " 28.09 7
3637 7 00.14 7
3637 ' 54217

126°37 7 40.82

126°41 * 37.03 7
126°41 " 56.45 "
126°40 " 42.81 7
126°49 " 42.11 "7
126°49 * 49.63 ”
126°48 " 17.38 ~
126°48 " 27.39 7
126°48 * 533"

CECS

36726 45.34

36734~ 48.66 ”
36734 " 13.67 7
36738 “ 082 7
36°47 ~ 43.09 7
36°53 " 15.48 7

126°20 7 07.81

126°18 “ 53.41 7
126°19 " 01.45 7
126’18  07.78 ”
126°08 “ 52.32 7
126°12 © 09.44 7

CEDS

POV AAUNREWRN—ONRERLUN—,\0R IO NELN— ORI NEWN—GIEES0RAIRUN R W=D 50010V A W

3626 ~ 48.78

3634 42937
3634 7 46.15 7
36734 11727
36°53 " 14.98 7
36754 “ 224"
3626 " 49.117
3634 " 13.99 7
3638 ' 11.39 7
36°47 " 46.02 7
36°48 * 39.9 7
36749 " 24717

126°20 7 08.64

126°18 “ 55.35 7
126°18 “ 53.6 7
126°19 “ 00.13 7
126°12 " 07.02 ~
126°18 " 47.11 "7
126°20 " 09.81 ”
126°18 “ 56.21 7
126°18 " 06.22 ”
126°08 “ 52.27 7
126°18 " 12.19 7
126°20 " 05.58 ”
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Figure 1. Map showing the study sites of the forest
area, riparian area and coastal area(Forest
Ecosystem Control Site; FECS, Forest
Ecosystem Disturbed Site; FEDS, Riparian
Ecosystem Control Site; RECS, Riparian
Ecosystem Disturbed Site; REDS, Coastal
Ecosystem Control Site; CECS, Coastal
Ecosystem Disturbed Site; CEDS).

3. ORRZAL & EAJdH

ke 20159 495 EH B 108714
ok 7ol AA AAal o APxAE A
B9 AEAE ;Este] AEAREIEE WY
(Ellenberg, 1956; Braun-Blanquet, 1964)°] tu}z}
AW Edske B Fo & ASdH
€ adste] ARl Fere Fdste 4
Fo] Y I %(coverage) 9} NATE A
71 %% %(dominance) AlF= WY 7|55
o, ASAEH = T A 3

FEA ] T2 Wsh
o] oA A zA} ABZS Ms-Exceldl] &3}
23 (raw table) ZH-E] o8] ©A|9] F2AA
= AA HATHE FAES FHER UEd
219 F (differntial table) & A, 8}, Aot #4
H A EEE A8k tHMiiller-Dombois and
Ellenberg, 1974; Toyohara, 1977). 2 &&HF

24 YA BT Lee, 2003), YA =4
T7H(Hong et al, 1987)& 7|+ 3l3lom,
g3l e F7lEFE5(Korea National
Arboretum, 2014)3} Z7}BE-E2] 214 HA] 2H]



3 BAEEN D Ad=A9] 8] Y72 W 17

(Korea National Arboretum, 2014)S 7|FOo=2
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Table 2. Differentiated constancy table of forest area between control sites and disturbed sites.

Scientific name (Korean name) Layer Control Disturbed

1. Non-effective Species
Castanea crenata (SFY-5) T m13 1145

ST 112 I11

S [m+2

H I ++ m+1
Quercus serrata (75 T 122 133

ST 112 I11

S m+2 I ++

H o+2 I++
Quercus acutissima (32U T 111

ST 111 I11

S 143 I

H I I++
Pinus densiflora (2UF) T m34 144

ST 122

S I1
Robinia pseudoacacia (VMU ST 111 122

S 122 122

H m+1 I++
Carex humilis var. nana (7}FE=Y41EAM%) H m+3 o+3
Spodiopogon sibiricus (2715 M) H II+1 I+2
Clematis apiifolia (*F$12 %) H m+2 I++
Preridium aquilinum var. latiusculum (LA}E]) H I++ 111
Leersia japonica (V=7E) H 111 I ++
Polygonatum odoratum var. pluriflorum (Z-Zd) H o+1 I++
Indigofera kirilowii (%39 #H2]) H I ++ 122
Artemisia keiskeana (3T-2U1%5) H I+1 111
Kummerowia striata ("]%52) H I ++ I+1
Vitis amurensis (4™ %) H I++ I ++
Metaplexis japonica (+F712]) H I ++ I ++
Rhus javanica () S I ++ I ++

H 111
Rubus crataegifolius (AF27]) H m+1 I+1
Isodon inflexus (A3} H 111 I ++
Zanthoxylum schinifolium (2FZ-5-) S o1 I ++

H I++ I ++
Amphicarpaea bracteata subsp. edgeworthii (M) H I ++ I ++
Potentilla freyniana (MY FAZ) H I ++ I ++
Lespedeza bicolor (¥2]) S I ++

H r+ Ir+
Disporum smilacinum (°17112]) H I ++ 111
Persicaria hydropiper (°1%) H I ++ I ++
Cephalanthera longibracteata (&0)'d%) H I++ I++
Sorbus alnifolia (EWIU) ST 111

S 1+2

H I ++
Smilacina japonicum (Z%t)) H I ++ I ++
2. Exported Species
Quercus variabilis (23 YE) T mi3

S 112

H O+1 I ++
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Scientific name (Korean name) Layer Control Disturbed
Quercus mongolica (X725 T 133
ST 122
S 11
H m+1 I ++
Quercus dentata (% Z2) T 11
S 122
H I ++
Quercus aliena (234 S 11
Lindera erythrocarpa (85U ST mi2
S v+2
H m+1
Lindera obtusiloba (F73 ) S m+2
H V+1
Pinus rigida (2]7]TA&UH) T 155
ST I1
Larix kaempferi (B ¥ 725 T 144
Picrasma quassioides (Z:EVH) T 133
ST 11
S I ++
Alnus sibirica (222 U5) T 122
S 1
H I ++
H I ++
Fraxinus rhynchophylla (325 T 111
H I+1
H I ++
Parthenocissus tricuspidata (FAold =) T I+1
H V+2 Irl
Acer pseudosieboldianum (3T UF) S 133
H I ++
Smilax china (37138 =2) S I++
H V+2 o++
Smilax sieboldii (73711 W =) H M++
Akebia quinata (S5 =) S I+1
H m+3 I ++
Callicarpa japonica (‘25 S I+1
H I++
Corylus heterophylla (71 Y5) S m+1
H I++
Stephanandra incisa (UY5) S 111
H m+2
Magnolia sieboldii (32U T 111
ST I1
S I+1
H I ++
Juniperus rigida (=55 ST I+1
S JIRK)
Rhus trichocarpa (7} H5) ST 111
S m+1
H I ++
Symplocos chinensis f. pilosa (=8 A S M+1
Prunus sp. (FUFF) T 122
ST mi12 I+1
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Scientific name (Korean name) Layer Control Disturbed
S I1
Weigela subsessilis (%2 S 112
H I ++
Lespedeza maximowiczi (ZZ42]) S 111
H I ++
Ligustrum obtusifolium (3 %) S +1
H I ++
Lindera glauca (ZEIU) S m+2 I ++
H 122
Styrax japonicus (W55 ST mi2
S m+2 I++
H O+1 I++
Viburnum erosum (274U S o+2 I ++
H I ++
Rhododendron nucronulatum (2-#) S +1 I ++
H I1
Rhododendron schlippenbachii (4%) S 122
H I ++ I ++
Ailanthus altissima (7}=U5) T 111
ST I1
H I ++
Styrax obassia (%59 U5) S 111
H I+1
Rosa multiflora (B#Z% H O ++
Morus bombycis (A5 ST 111
Oplismenus undulatifolius (527N Z) H V+4 o+1
Persicaria thunbergii (1LV}2]) H 12
Calamagrostis arundinacea (AMNZ) H o+2
Rubia akane (3544) H 0 ++
Persicaria filiformis (©]2}o]7]) H o+1
Dioscorea bulbifera (57} H Or+
Phryma leptostachya var. asiatica (3] Z) H 1+3
Athyrium vidalii (" 2LAF2]) H 122
ES Others(56 species)*
3. Imported Species
Pinus koraiensis (FtU5-) S 122
Commelina communis (594 %) H m+3
Erigeron annuus (7)%9%) H m+2
Crepidiastrum sonchifolium (15w 7]) H I ++
Conyza canadensis ("93) H 0 ++
Poa annua (N 3E0}E) H 1 44
Trifolium repens (E7]ZE) H 133
Miscanthus sinensis var. purpurascens (<) H I++ 133
Artemisia montana (2V%%) H 113
Zoysia japonica (Zrt]) H 122
Persicaria lapathifolia (21<1%) H 122
Agropyron repens (T-F71'2) H 122
Plantago asiatica (373°]) H 122
Oenanthe javanica (")\42]) H 122
Setaria viridis (7oA E) H 1+2

IS Others(33 species)*

(Other 89 species omitted)*
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& 304%(0~95%), BaotuEE23E& 3.8%(0
~30%), T HESA & 5.8%0~30%), Ht
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0.4m(0~0.7m), HHFWEZF 127 8.2em(0~
32cm), HyolwEEEFa127 2.1ecm(0~9cm),
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4 103(0~20)0F 2.2 Vet

A 3 e B4 23, NESOl sl
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o7 Yeth oMU olaEFolA 1
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+302 Yehgon E7]&ME M+1004 1+2,
IAEE T++oA 111, SZFeE O+1904
[ ++, Botfeee [ +10A4 111, 9 FE 1
++o| A T ++ HETlElE [ ++ol|A T ++, AbE
71 T+1olA T +1, ARkels T 11oA T ++,
f7IdelE I ++9A 111 T2 Vesdth
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IV+2), Avleivd 2 I

A7 E(ZES M+, C8H3@ES 1
I, 225 [M+3) 522 YesTh 2B E
AT, FEINE V4, amte] 112, AA
F O+2, ZFAY O++, o]y I+, 52
ub [Or+, 3E 143, WA 122 5

g
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+

lo

© 4859 AP} AEA Y A
Axe FHEE 529459 745, svFrt
FEZo] [2202 Ugyto
AF, GeE M+3, Az 0+2, 157
O++, W2 [O++, AE}E 144, E7ZE 133,
AA 133, 2k5 113, 70 122, 399 122,
TN 122, 7ol 122, vivke] 122, %
olAlE [+2 5o YEGIth

o

2) s
4 49 9949 YABAEHL ¥

1=}
Az}, e E 71.7mQ7 ~ 162m), FFE

209.2°(10~345°), FH7AAE 52°2~15°), ¥
T =ZE 12.6%(0~70%), A EG-ZE
24%0~7%), HFd 54 ] 3.8cm(1~10cm),
PANEZATE 639%45~90%), FHitolal
B9 8 239%(0~55%), BodEZ494&
27.8%(15~45%), B2 40.0%(15
~50%), B wEE51 12.1m(10~ 15m), H
olwEZ41 6.1m(0~9m), A HAEZSF1
2.6m(1.6~4.5m), FHZxEZ43 04m(0.2~
0.8m), HH W55 127 23.9cm(19 ~34cm),
9.

Baoln HEF 127 9.9cm(0~ 18cm), H &
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Table 3. Differentiated constancy table of riparian area between control sites and disturbed sites.

Scientific name (Korean name) Layer Control Disturbed

1. Non-effective Species
Clematis apiifolia (*F$12 % H m++ 12
Lespedeza bicolor (+2]) H M++ I+1
Pueraria lobata (%) H m+1 I ++
Robinia pseudoacacia (CH/HAUF) T 111

S 122

H o+1
Smilax china (%3738 2) S m+2 I++

H m+1 O++
Dioscorea batatas (7}) H m+2 111
Commelina communis (5594 %) H o+1 o+1
Vitis anurensis (4™ ) H I++ I++
Miscanthus sinensis var. purpurascens (<JA) H I+1 I+1
Artemisia montana (2V%) H 122 122
Rubus coreanus (B-E-A27]) H 111 I++
Erigeron annuus (7)%9%) H 111 122
Phytolacca americana (W] =A2]¥) H 111 I ++
Solanum lyratum (W] %3-5) H I I ++
Prunus persica (AR S I++
Vigna angularis var. nipponensis (M&) H I++ m+1

H I++ I++
2. Exported Species
Pinus densiflora (22U T V15 122

ST m12

H I++
Pinus rigida (21719245 T 144
Quercus variabilis (&35 T 13

ST 111
Quercus mongolica (X1Z5) T 122

S 111

H I++
Quercus serrata (Z73U5) T mi2

ST 111

S o+1

I++

Castanea crenata (%Y T 144

ST 1133

H 111
Quercus acutissima (“&52] U5) T m13 111

ST 122

S m12

H I++
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Scientific name (Korean name) Layer Control Disturbed

Quercus aliena (23945 T 122
ST 111
S mi
H 111
Quercus dentata (825 S 111
H o+1
Parthenocissus tricuspidata (%7 °] %8 ) ST 111
H V+3
Akebia quinata (253 =) S I++
H o+2
Smilax sieboldii (73 7' W =) S o+1
H m+1
Prunus sp. (HUFF T 133
ST i1
N m+1
Zanthoxylum schinifolium (32U S m+2
H I++
Lindera obtusiloba (F735) S mi11
H V+1
Lindera erythrocarpa (W5 ST mi12
S mi2
H II++
Calamagrostis arundinacea (AN Z) H m++
Acer pseudosieboldianum (325 U5) ST 122
S 133
H 111
Viburnum erosum (2% Y5F) S m+2
H I++
Viburnum dilatatum (7} S mi11
Corylus heterophylla (71 ' -5) S m+2
H o+1
Diospyros lotus (IL-&5) ST 133
S 111
Securinega suffruticosa (G3HME]) S 12
I ++
Morus bombycis (ZHE) ST 122
S 111
Styrax japonicus (W ZUH5) ST 111

S [m+2 111

H o+1 I++

Ligustrum obtusifolium (315U S m+1 I++
H I++
Rhododendron mucronulatum (X'27) S mi3
H I++
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Scientific name (Korean name) Layer Control Disturbed

Styrax obassia (%9 U5) ST 111

H o+2
Oplismenus undulatifolius (553N Z) H V+3
Isodon inflexus (2FE+5}) H m+1
Carex humilis var. nana (7VF=Q1EALZ) H o+3
Meehania urticifolia (2708 ) H m+3
Persicaria senticosa (M =2]2H7N) H mi2
Dryopteris chinensis (713 ZA 8] 1LAl2]) H o+2
Others(64 species)*
3. Imported Species
Crepidiastrum sonchifolium (3LEM]7]) H o+1
Rubus crataegifolius (AF27]) H O+1
Oenothera biennis (25°] %) H o+1
Boehmeria nivea (BNZE) H O+1
Metaplexis japonica (2}5712]) H IT++
Indigofera bungeana (Z'8°}%) S 122
Rhododendron indicum (G2+%) S 122

Others(18 species)”

(Other 82 species omitted)*
BZ2F 147 38cm(2.5~6cm), BHEAET
29.6(17~39)F 2.2 UEpsIT dEA9] A g
58S w4 A3, Hs Tl 64.9m(24 ~
160m), HFHY] 211.2°(43~303°%), HAAALE
0.7°(0~5%, HAELF=ZE 0.8%(0~5%), %
T4 E40] 04em(0~2cm), w5527
& 33%(0~30%), FolnES23E 1.1%(0
~10%), B H=EZ2 9 & 50%0~25%), BT
ZRZA9E 72%0~30%), BEREEFa
0.9m(0 ~8m), FytolwEZ4131 0.7m(0~ 6m),
HAHEBEZFT 03m0~2m), FHZEESFD
02m(0~0.6m), HHFWEZF127 2em(0~
18cm), ot E55312 7 1.6cm(0~ 14cm),
BAH#EZF1H7 0.8cm(0~4cm), FHEd
ZF 62(0~2NFC 2 YENT

b @ AAlE A A3, NES| &l F
sl 1652 3R dEA 9 FAzet 4
EE SEAAAEY AT, AR ] 22

2,

e

M++ol A M120.2 Yehgton], #e]7t 223

o M++ollA] M+1, o] M+1A I ++, o}7}
AURE7E 2Bl 4Rl YeluR] &
% FEA A 11122 Yehton A==
3 2BZNE 9EANNE 22 122, TI
+10 2 YEhth ArjgE s #ESelA O
#2041 T ++, ZEZA M+1oA D++02
Uehgth 9 Fe 2EZ0AM M++old 1 ++
TOE YEiT
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I+1), FAold=
V+3), _o_ét%g(_vjrg
7‘@ }/\]qu(qiz H
+1, 2&3Z MMI+1), Léur%(ﬁ%i Mm+2, %

33, 283 111)

Isel] 8 gsh= 5*4 A= 9} 61]2-11]_4 A
AEs) SATE BEGAE AL Ao}z
7} BEZ 2207 Yehkon gatgol @
B30l 122 522 Yeiyth 2242459
AL, nSwW7] M+, AE7] [I+1, Dto]Z
O+1, BAIZE I+1, 9F7te] O+ 522 U

ebstck
) ekl
oao& 72 el GARBEYE e

3}, FFa L 9.3m(4~ 15m), Ht
(220 ~340°), HFAAIE 1.7°(0~5° ), ﬂéiﬁ%“—i
LEL 0%, FUTES-EE 3.0%0~10%), H
Y =20] 47cm(1~ 10cm), B w2529 &
81.7% (70 ~90%), ol n5Z241]& 15.0%(0
~25%), BT HESA I E 425% (40~45%), &
T2EZ298 50.8%(35~80%), W =E5

3 104m(45~13m), oIS EFI S.1m(0
~Tm), BT HEZ31 28m (2~4m), HHzxEs

4231 0.5m(0.3~0.8m), BHF W ESF 1127 17.6cm
(2.5~24cm), B ol %%‘7 A7 6.8cm (0~
13cm), HH#HEZF1147 3.7cm(2.5~5cm), F
TZ28ES 0. 5(22~39)%_0E Uehst) g
o] JAAEALS BAe Az, Fdsda
5.8m(1~ 10m), TS 235.1°(46~339°%), 7
AP 0.1°00~1°), BT L =ZEE 04%(0~5%),
HAEY-ZT 121%0~50%), HdFa540]
0.2cm(0~2cm), FTWEF43]E& 183% (0~
90%), T ZE5219& 19.4%0~98%), H 1l

5541 22m(0~ 11m), HF 223431 02m(0

T = h
£ 73T, ZEZNA ‘ﬂo}-rﬂ I44°M I
442 el W27 M+194 1+1, 7F=

23 M++oA T ++, AT M+29014 T ++
ol Z [M++ollA 1 ++, 8F5712] II+19]
AT, 2HE 12004 T ++, A 11194
[M+2, 3olw T 11904 111, 8% M++olA
[++, g2 T++olA] 42 o2 YR
ESel s date 88%<] AFAIe} A=A 4
;H_Lg]. 0241:5 ELH/H/\]%Q] 7:]_0r’ %dé_(ﬂ%
Z V45, olu = 111, #&E= V11, &=
IV+1) oMUY ES 111, oluEE 1
12, #EZF V33, 2EZ V+1), d5eivH @
55 1+, TS 122, 3535 1
2, 8% [+4), §AUR#ES 11, 22
[M++), SAIGF(etusS M1, #5535
11, 28% [0+43), ArlAdZ@EZ 1+,
23 V), A7THE2H(ZES V++) 528
Byttt 22445 A, HYY Vg, F
FENE V2, 2715M V2, HdE V+,
TR V41, 2 V13, 158 E Ve, ©f
71Ve] M+1, 98] & 1133, Eukego] M+2, 7
Aleb M+1 S22 YT
ISl et 3259 AP} &A1 A

—

LB ol

ANzt $HAEE FENES YERUA] &Sk
o ZEAE] Y, 2EZ|A 2ol
O++, 2 155 2YE 133, A9z 122

~

mAf 122, WiEE 1
2 111, 22 111, 7HM13P7HHI 11, A=
Z 111,82 111,539 111, E71% 111
o & UELiT

2. FEX9] FeY SOY=EY
A EA, SHABEAL, ABIEA L]
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Table 4. Differentiated constancy table of coastal area between control sites and disturbed sites.

Scientific name (Korean name) Layer Control Disturbed

1. Non-effective Species
Chenopodium album var. centrorubrum (*8 ©}5) H 144 144
Conyza canadensis (3) H m+1 o+1
Vicia angustifolia var. minor (7F=72) H m++ I++
Paederia scandens var. scandens (A 8-5) H m+2 I++
Cocculus trilobus (%47 °]H =) H o++ I ++
Metaplexis japonica (+712]) H m+1 I
Artemisia montana (2V%) H mi12 I ++
Miscanthus sinensis var. purpurascens () H 111 m+2
Chrysosplenium grayanum (3} ©]5) H 111 111
Pseudostellaria aquatica (31'33) H O++ I++
Erigeron annuus (7N%8%) H I++ o+2
Calystegia soldanella (AW %) H I ++ I++
Vitis ficifolia var. sinuata (7V9H™ %) H I++ I ++
Polygonatum odoratum var. pluriflorum (‘sZ#) H I++ I ++
Polygonum aviculare (V}t]E) H I++ I++
Impatiens textori (Z5-%1) H I++ I ++
Dactylis glomerata (S-2]A) H I++ I++
Lactuca indica (%1154 7]) H I ++ I ++
Bromus japonicus (A 2]) H I++ I++
Symphytum officinale (71 =2]) H I++ I ++
2. Exported Species
Pinus thunbergii (5% T V45 m3s

ST 111

S V11

H V+1 I++
Robinia pseudoacacia (VM) T 111

ST m12

S V33

H V+1 I++
Quercus acutissima (32 U) S I++
Quercus serrata (Z73) T 122

S mi12

H I++
Quercus dentata (%2} S 11

H m++ I ++
Prunus verecunda (7\E YY) S m+2
Rhus trichocarpa (71U5) S m+1

H I++
Parthenocissus tricuspidata (FAold ) ST 11

S min

H o+3
Smilax china (0] E =) S I++

H V+2 I++
Smilax sieboldii (374753 2) H V++
Phytolacca americana (V)= A2]F) S 11

H V+1
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Scientific name (Korean name) Layer Control Disturbed

Paulownia coreana (2.FY) ST 122

S 111
Rhododendron nucronulatum (A2#) S 12

H I++
Zanthoxylum piperitum (335 S I++

H ++
Rosa multiflora (B #%) S I++

H I++
Sorbus alnifolia (V) S Im+2

H I++
Festuca ovina (128) H V14 I ++
Oplismenus undulatifolius (F-5Z71E) H V+2 I ++
Spodiopogon sibiricus (271 &) H V+2
Commelina communis (5<% %) H V+1 I+1
Carex lanceolata (CLEAE) H V+1
Dendranthema indicum (7¥=) H V13 I+1
Lonicera japonica (EH =) H IV++
Disporum smilacinum (°)7]112]) H m+1
Prunus persica (B2 S II++
Phryma leptostachya var. asiatica (3}2] %) H 133
Viburnum erosum (2% YY) S o+2
Digitaria radicosa (Zv} ) H o+2
Dioscorea tenuipes (2t H O+1
Dioscorea tokoro (=121} H ++
Rubia akane (B544) H O++
Juniperus rigida (=7rFU) S I ++
Rosa rugosa (323} H O++
Vaccinium oldhamii (% 55 S 122
Leersia japonica (J=7E) H 122
Others(54 species)*
3. Imported Species
Rumex crispus (28] A °]) H O ++
Zoysia japonica (F¥t]) H 155
Sedum sarmentosum (5U&) H 133
Conyza bonariensis (%%) H 122
Bromus pauciflorus (212]A) H 122
Kummerowia striata ("5%) H I+2
Glycine soja (%) H I11
Oenothera biennis (2'%°]%) H I11
Phalaris arundinacea (ZZ) H 111
Portentilla supina () 2=A1%714]) H 111
Juncus haenkei O} Z%) H 11
Puccinellia nipponica (A&7 E) H 111
Artemisia selengensis (%) H I+1
Pennisetum alopecuroides (+2.%) H I
Trifolium repens (27 %E) H 111

Others(17 species)*

(Other 71 species omitted)*
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Table 5. Values of species diversity indices in forest ,riparian and coastal areas.
Layer ShIannon Forest ecosystem : Riparian ecosystem* Coastal ecosystem :
ndex | Control | Disturbed(PC'%) | Control | Disturbed(PC’ %) | Control | Disturbed(PC %)
D: 5.157 0.791(V¥84.6) 2.884 1.959(¥32.1) 0.748 0.000('W¥'100)
H 0.905 0.349(V¥61.4) 0.792 0.532(¥32.8) 0.096 0.000('W'100)
T Hmax 1.204 0.477(¥60.4) 0.954 0.602(¥36.9) 0.477 0.000('¥'100)
T 0.752 0.732(92.7) 0.830 0.8384(A6.5) 0.201 0.000(V¥'100)
-7 0.248 0.263(A8.2) 0.170 0.116(V¥31.8) 0.799 0.000(W¥'100)
D: 6.641 2.934(¥55.8) 7.344 0.000(¥'100) 3.983 0.000(W¥'100)
H 1.110 0.724(¥34.8) 1.092 0.000(¥'100) 0.878 0.000(W¥'100)
sT | Hmax’ 1.230 0.778(¥36.8) 1.279 0.000(¥'100) 0.954 0.000(¥'100)
r 0.902 0.930(A3.1) 0.854 0.000(¥'100) 0.921 0.000(¥'100)
-y 0.098 0.070(28.6) 0.146 0.000(¥'100) 0.079 0.000(¥'100)
D: 16.843 5.987(V¥64.5) 16.833 4.083(V¥75.7) 15.700 0.000(¥'100)
H 1.435 0.582(V¥59.4) 1.437 0.644(V¥55.2) 1.083 0.000(¥'100)
S Hmax’ 1.690 1.041(V¥38.4) 1.672 0.903(¥46.0) 1.633 0.000(¥'100)
r 0.849 0.559(W¥34.1) 0.860 0.714(V¥'17.0) 0.663 0.000(¥'100)
-y 0.151 0.441(A191.4) 0.140 0.286(A104.0) 0.337 0.000('W¥'100)
D: 38.295 28.804(V¥24.8) 32.689 16.908(W48.3) 30012 | 23.051(¥23.2)
v 1.377 1.374(%0.2) 1.341 1.261(¥6.0) 1.296 1.134(¥12.5)
H | Hmax’ 2.049 1.903(W7.1) 1.968 1.580(¥'19.7) 1.929 1.778(¥7.8)
r 0.672 0.722(A7.5) 0.681 0.798(A17.2) 0.672 0.638(¥5.1)
-y 0.328 0.278(V¥15.3) 0.319 0.202(V¥36.7) 0.328 0.362(A10.4)
(PC’: Percentage change)
of whet AFAsh AN F9E ASESG ¢ cluBIe FREE APRF 934
A= 5o AR 45 Fofslr] Sl FF 6.641004 AR 29342 558%7F AL
H-5(D,), Shnnon’s diversity(H"), ZtHFTS= ™, sbE dFA 7. 34401] A g4 0.0002
(Hmax’), TTAEQJ), $AE1-1)E 2A38 2 100% 7} 723, A& 3.9839
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o E\_
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AFA7} 111094 0.724%
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Table 6. Types coefficient

of similarity in the forest, riparian and coastal areas.

Types Forest Ecosystem Riparian Ecosystem Coastal Ecosystem
Control Disturbed Control Disturbed Control Disturbed
Forest Control
Ecosystem | Disturbed 0.374
Riparian | Control 0.669 0.380
Ecosystem | Disturbed 0.182 0.496 0.259
Coastal | Control 0.398 0.343 0.423 0.284
Ecosystem | Disturbed 0.115 0.284 0.124 0.267 0.329

#8 AAA7} 1435904 0582 594% A8t
o, sFd DA} 1437904 0.64472
552% 7raatian, Ak dFA|7} 1.083904]
0.0002.% 100% 7+43}3ith

ZE5 IR S 4871 38295
oA 3R] 28.804F 24.8% 71 FAasion, 3}
AAA] 32,6894 FEA] 16.980%
48.3%7} 7HAeta, Atd LA 3001200
A 3£ 2305102 232% At} FUR
T 2R AR 1377904 1.3742 02%
Aastdon, R LFAIF 1341904
2612 6.0% AR, AHTE AFAb
296904 1.134°.2 12.5% 748t3

Ir
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w
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[EXQ| REY FRAIZEN

7 fEE 9YA 4 dER Y THRAIES
] e 2, A 0.374, 9191 0.329, 3HH 0.259
o o2 77 vehd AHlREe] 7P e
AREZE w9, SRR TEHAE 1
vioron, AR d3dA e R 434
o] FHRAIET} 06697 YENEIL, o]& tE
Fazke] FAIEE T 0.329)0) Hlg) =& A

o)

=33

=
deE At 2 o] AFE ek sk
8429 FEHANET} 0.496, SH-538 HE A
AMFE dFA 9] THFARET} 0423, A
T8 A G} AGHE dFA ZEFAL
7} 0398 59 AR A JeRdon Ak
F A} AR AEA ] TERAE
0.115, sk rd L@AF AL FEA]

<

o K o o

N

]_

o] FEHALE} 0.1242 LR o] A A Tt
A Rez vehleh

Biplot cutoff R*2 0.3002.& 38lo] CCA
oz FA g Aabo|th(Figure 2).

CCA analysis
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Figure 2. Canonical correspondence analysis (CCA) ordination
diagram showing 6 types area and major
environmental variables(Present Spec- ies; PS,
Naturalized plant species,; NPS, Imported species
ratio; ISR, Exported species ratio; ESR, Vine plants
ratio; VPR, Herb ratio; HR; arrows) against the axis
1 and axis 2 (Cutoff R2: 0.300, Il: forest natural
plot, [: forest damaged plot, @: riparian natural
plot, O: riparian damaged plot, ¥: coastal natural
plot, ©: coastal damaged plot).
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F(557%), BA=Y $H=I FHE F
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A 122, 128 AL $H 5 W3} 7
of Ve A] ket dAled e 7=t A
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O] ZF(ES)CEE AldU, By,
5 TR FEEC] AEA AN = et
okaL, Az, A, S i

7, e AV, e, 254, A%Y
T, AT g, 2% 5 A54 FEE0l
F<o] HHA o]&HE Ao ALRHAT '
Aol =, Arlgd =2, A7MEE, C5dE &
B E e o] HHA o|EH = A
o] Yett=t guithe-del 54E& 7 2
Aol A5k, YL ET} war 7)) A
3 A7) B8 AE2X(Putz, 1983), S YA
ojuf FrdF ZHAdAM = FEoE A o
go] SR PR HIAA|, 2hE TE £3A
oA FE53ER &e] A4 (Putz, 1984)3}
© BEAE0] o|4FaS)0] obd o] EFES)
x4 $Fo2 Ak 3k, Ak BRE §3
A et A FlEA] o] BAJo] YRS B[RS
o A2, AFE, SR 5 @F3aEo] A4
& 4 9le 594 It gHF FEAQ Ao
2 AR AR A s A B A ol A
AU g7tk S, AAvE, &
b, whuE, Agevr, 2shdy, gy
T 5 e Yeive 994 JFUTEe %
(Yun, 2016)E°] 25 ©|E5 & A2 UEly:
o} ARMYENAl A ok, W, oA, xR
T YAFY Aol F2 MHske FEe] A&

23

>

9 52 of



3 BAEEN D Ad=A9] 8] Y72 W 31

HAA NN AGA] 2%, AEA] 11F0] et
woH, SPAAEANAN dGA 43, HAEA 9
&, ALY A A LA 7F, AEA 1452
2 & 20%9 A Eol YERT

2. feNlel REY SriYsEs

Fop A5 FHFY St AANFE 7]
Foz AEHM, 4474 Jesh doh ke
@rlel dg ABA AEE A7) wE]
Bel oy FeE stekshed ol BeAQ

oo
10
ko
rO
(o
frl
e
)
1o
2
o
oXx
&
)
=
>
o
)
O%

HaRgdel dake o Al

(Odum, 1969; Loucks, 1970; Bazzaz, 1979), ¥
ATA 2t 3 Fdee 4 SHE T
d& o, AL 7P A& AejAl g
AtRE A &0l o] Aol EeHA
U 547 mgho] AEHA 2 A foll= Tk
Tt EolAE Aom WaE: 9lrh(Krebs,
1985; Barbour et al., 1987). & o A= vl
o] At vl o= dEAe] §4¢] v
A, AR, A5E, AR} 2 Fuke] 37
Wslel] ofgh @ Fo] 7Hao] el o=
ALRERT FHIEATE FHE} Tl
ot AE 72 o $HE} = &
o] FERY ST 2 v FE ¢
o AR Et}a &% &l (Ellenberg, 1956), ¥
TFANE AFEAEA Y A 2R
&R FrdEe wAxe] #AE AlLst
1 YA ke Ak Bt

AEA Y] FHGEA T 4 23, TFRE
o} TOYEAAME A S A A, ok, 4
&S HAT A=A e A <)

F U AEEA,

T UG b, AHYEA L] HEA =

3. FIEX|e| FEY TARAITEAN
AR A, SPAERAl, At EiAle] #
o whet AFA| o} =] o] 7 F(HE Alel
o FAH=E £43}7] flote] Sorenseno] RAF
ASH(CCe)E AHg-ste] Blaskict. Aol 3
Sl =2etA Hu T4 R st
B FEgte] FAREA7E 20% 18 ol A
80% ]/l =™ (Bull et al., 1966), Cox(1972)°]
ol 20% 0|8t W= ol zeto|n 80% 0|3
W FYTE, 1100%)0H F weto] 93]
&< onjata ool &d g n|dt
F 05(50%)°1 deIH Bl o ]
E wgolth 7 4394 9
S vl s, A A EA,
HAle Foz dgxe} 4
7k Esken, shAE Al &
9 A= 7P S e
EAA N 7 TERET} =
AP ez FFRE |
S EN Al o] Aol 71 A
she] EeRAREAI7E 71 B
o 9ol d& Aoz ArHT
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4. 7l MESIASM B3|
Greig-Smith(1983)2} Ter Braak(1986; 1987)
+ ordination®] EA o] FHTZRE WolH &
oAx 27 A Aee] G atge ek 7}
Ao FE3) We Aelga siglon, A
< SARJNA ey o T2t debAH, uet
Al ordination& A AYES o 7l e 1 o)ge]
et Fafof] mjdsle FPo 2 thAF o

olEjolA 3 B Aol & & 9
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tKSong et al, 1992; Goodall, 1963). CCAE &
I} A3t AFAAAE B8l o g7 ol w
& T gl #H3t 5 FAES A8
Qste] AMEElo] $ktH(Song et al, 1992; 1995,
Allen, 1988). CCA HIHo & A3 ], Ak
FEA, LA, shFER], AAFA,
A=A & o7l RIS o7l e
BRAAHERTT, A B0l &, o|dTHIE, ©
ETH &, W8N g, 22 B &)1 A
HBA Z Bl wEA 517 9ste] Biplot cutoff R
= 030002 o}oj] H/ﬂs} 7-1er /\}B]/IgEH;"g].
SHAEAY ddA = olEFHE, FEFT,
FEAAEHEo] giske ZoRE Yeyio
o, IEA = olYFH &, A EHE, 284
AEH &S S7kete o2 et A
Ao AR AEAE FEl AgE Bl
2l BTk o= At AL A, ol UE

WA 2 A9 HlEo] AR Ao}
SR A Bl =347] W2Q] Ae' AtR
st

V.2 E

AR A, sP AR A, AHAEAIY 73
A et & H ZHHﬂ e B4 A
o}, AHAEA ] 7, F 176F FolA e
Gl = A=} ¢ 7‘“:7P Z st QIsid
Z(Non-effective Species; NES)< 30%(17.0%),
349 oggko 7 AR re AT} 7HA =
(Exported species; ES)< 98%(55.7%), &1$=2]
dFor FAE} FAHET S —’E(Impor-
ted species; IS)< 48%(27.3%) 2.2 UEREoH,
PR Al 9] 7%, F 139F FolA NES< 16
Z(11.5%), ESS 98%(70.5%), IS 25%
(18.0%) 2% Yepston A A S 737, &
140% S|4 NES2 20%(14.3%), ES< 88%
(62.9%), 1S NEQ29%) S Yeh} 2E &
Gl o] ZF(ES)2] W&ol o|AFAS)] Hl&

u} gon f&e o|Fodd 4, A& F

‘ElE FTHG o] EHAY ARl Fol Y

o % SJM—‘%, *Jé‘ﬁr—‘?—, ‘—‘ié‘ﬁr%’—, e
s 9948 FHFRTL olEHE A4S UE
o , AnAEE, A7HAEE,
S FEE § BEHEY olF°] olFAL e
o7 eyttt AstA s HsE A e,
AHRAEA AR A 1F, AR B
10%0] Uehton, st AejAl AdA1e] -9
3%, A A5 9Fo] vERE R, AMYH
A L3A 9 Af 7%, A4 B 15F0]
e} 2E %ﬁﬂﬂw A B T STt
& Ao ® Yyt
A, sHH AR A, A EA
AFA g A9 FHE FULE lﬁf’—ﬂ |
FTHEw sk 1.959, 4t
oF 0.0009] o2 Jehta, olmE %—8 s
2.934, 3t 3} Atel A= YEREA] 33kt
BZo e A 5987, 3HH 4.083, <oF
00022 UERg 1, 2EZM = AH 28.804,
oF 23,051, 3k 16.9089] o2 FH =7} U
Bt w830 FudEE ok 0532, 2H
0.349, 91} 0.0002] =2 2 YElyta, olusE
oM E A 0724, 313, A YERA] &3

1o,
Ho
oft

Em&

, WB3e

ool 2

rﬁor

S 2
o) #AEZM & H 0.644, A 0.582, A<t
0.0002.2 Yehgon XEZdqMe 2kl
1.374, 313 1.261, <t 1. 1344 oz 747k |
|2 4 e e = B B i i R R B
o} 3R T } 2 !
0.374, 1<t 0.329, sk 02594 oz 747k
btk CCARA st A= AEl A st ek el
Aol 9YA = o|2ZH| &, 28 ES, YA
EHlgo] aste ZoR vYehgon, &
E oolygEn g, AR B, 2R EN S
S7kete Ao yehdth dkgeAe] d
Ao} fEA = Tl A HolA| ekt

ot rlo 1
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