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Ecological Characteristic of Warm Temperate Vegetation Distributed around Hakdong and

Haegeumgang at Geojae Island™

Soo-Dong Lee**
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ABSTRACT

This study was conducted to identify structural characteristics of the evergreen broad-leaved forests
distributed in Hak-dong, Geojae island. For a survey, 52 sites were set up in areas with changes in the vegetation
community or location environment where Cinnamomum yabunikkei, Neolitsea sericea, and Machilus
thunbergii dominated or appeared in the canopy, sub-canopy, or shrub layer. The community classification with
TWINSPAN identified the following communities: N. sericea-C. yabunikkei, C. yabunikkei-Camellia japonica,
Ca. japonica, Quercus variabilis-Ca. japonica, Pinus thunbergii—Ca. japonica, Castanopsis sieboldii, P.
thunbergii, and Platycarya strobilacea-Mallotus japonicus. Considering the result of the study that succession
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series of warm-temperate forest reflecting the latent natural vegetation is the transition of conifers and deciduous

broad-leaved forest to evergreen broad-leaved forest, the communities predominated by the communities

predominated by the communities predominated by P. thunbergii, Q. variabilis, and Pl strobilacea are likely

to transform into the evergreen forest predominated by N. sericea and C. yabunikkei. The sites where C.

yabunikkei, N. sericea, and Castanopsis sieboldii are dominant in the canopy and sub-canopy layers are likely

to maintain the status quo if there is no artificial disturbance. The relationship between the impact of the

environmental factors and the vegetation distribution showed silt among the physical properties of the soil

directly or indirectly affected it, which was judged to be due to the fact that it was located on a steep slope. The

soil acidity (pH) was 5-5.84, electrical conductivity 0.047-0.139 dS/m, and organic matter content was 3.32-

12.06%. Although there were differences by the colony, they were generally low.

KEY WORDS: EVERGREEN BROAD-LEAVED FOREST, SUCCESSION SERE, POTENTIAL NATURAL
VEGETATION, ENVIRONMENTAL FACTOR

i

x

20417] §3F AT B T oF 0.7C, B A4
© 2% Z71 A0 Foka gt ol Aol 75
JaFE 1) A0 oigska QIEHIPCC, 2004). AR
HAAWAUCN)L o] = <l MA| & 5 oF 33%7F 4414
ol W Wste] $IFle] AT 4= Qlizdl, 2% Tt 720
2, 8% /4B ujRoleka =g vt gk 7| wate)
SEoh i A AES Qi Fol ARe B4 2o
189 5 gl Seg 29t Zol] o] BEEL 2
71t Aolth(Reed, 2012). T, AETIHY S AesHa 0.
2 BeAQl qulag AgsHst, A A 24 40%

T
= AR A HAEE Z02 sebrT glor}
(Patil et al., 2021) HAIX] 97, 2, 1% Wk A%
B20) sl uhgo] ARLPAL AT 1 3
Al aelolmg a7t Badth Aejo|thBrook er al,
2008; Guo et al., 2017). FE5LHrE2 AT &= gl=
SAAY, AR W BEE BT Bk o2l AAB £
AW e EwdHE AAAel e #usT Aot
(Riswan and Hartanti, 1995). |23t AE2&A-HS HT
sb7] 9k 219 Apele] Aeara ThAlL skl e
o) WS WrNR 4= ol TRt AR TH ] 7]
&2 st Py qlrkal 819 tiLuna-Kamyshev et al.,
2020). E3L 7| SRS ETAd] vAE FFE P
sHA g8t Hlelide 5 Fe Ad, mdof tigh 57,
A3l f 89l AW 5ol Fasiohal &1¢l=d|(Botkin er
al., 2007), AA| HIE oAZs7] HeliA= st 22 &
= 2ARE HEo] A7 BUEE AA "o Basith
L el

14%_ ]

4k FHFoR dHA
‘ T oF Bxgh TZ2E ¢
A® 7hseh e aEthdde BA
o=t Fa3 Js $ys LA Wang et al., 2007,
Huang et al,, 2007; Yu et al., 2020), 71 A7t F<2F 7dkete
of 2o WA ZAE I Q= AXo|th(Zhang ef al,
2021). efgele] Z¢ Ak ol 24 AoR ksl
U=t (Myers, 1991; WRI, 2001), S1-+7F S7}gko]| whet
sk 7KL A, dabE AF Fol A Fi a9l
o]g}al st Dale ef al., 2001; Devi and Yadava, 2006).
olo} ) A|Tekeks AR Ael wheo) wajel 21 P2
of YHoR S vlAE e WA o o
(Nakao et al., 2011; Wiensczyk et al., 2012). 9-2|y2}of|
A AZDASUE G ek AR S FAoR BESE
Z10] FIE =tl(Yoo et al, 2016) 194]17] &, A7
7], Aoz Qs Azt Fies 2 o] Fof Ho] %3
E)37 Ikl 3O and Choi, 1993, Lee et al., 2010).
@e AT A4S dATAsE A
gt

_('?r

o

on)
2]
! 84

3

M
o

ME G vo

%71 wZell(Song et al., 2011) gt WA], HHLXH
A, A B 5 AL 93 Aglo] Waseh

2 Aol sk AES AbololA]
Sl chopelat WEAL ool shag|(Patil er al, 2021), A
Sggeddola oA B2, F9, A 53 Z2 o
o) $4F AT A W H whs)
% B4R 5o FUE was 2o 5 drkn
5} th(Pattanavibool and Dearden, 2002; Nguyen ef al.,
2018). o] @]of TH3lE 1 FEE AEZ A EAK
< H|AF, v7]% 5ol whet wgke] gk vhg-o] HebR| 7]
mFo] EY: ojHrl= Ao|th(Devi and Yadava, 2006,

=i}
O o

oA Z



74 ol5E S 3 A EsE] 4] 36(1) 2022
biz et al, 2010). A0 ABTIPAS A B, AR Felis 2 AL AR ke ACR SRIF]
EoF g4, o EZ Hj|, 7| orAA SR Sof =29 uw}2Laurance et al., 1998; Linares-Palomino et al., 2008)
7] wfZoll(Patil et al, 2021) FEH &2 AIH= == AEAo] fFARE 213 e AR 2AHE A4
2)7] i el Wik, tiuk, 9] QFHel BUS 3 7, wHETYI(Quadrat Method) S K 85101 298 51
Aol e 2hEsHE =4 W3] AA| o] AT TFd e 4 45 S5 9ok BRlsiA= Bt =
FASE= At gl A2, i A, e A=Y AstA HAE o] Eishs S, iE 3=
9] A JLRE Tioldl= A &5t Geldenhuys TFA &= Ao] YubAo|gtal }o(Lalzarzovi and Tluanga,

and Murray, 1993). 71 9|o] R|Gt&d3}= S48 o A
EA80] 10| 0.011kme] &5 & ¢ =2 IEF,
169kme] 58 1 F& S ofFal B % o) uE
of|(Groffman ef al., 2014) 33 <= Eof giv|g Q9 7}
olck. ololl Tulals] e Aae) B waeh
o AEPUFEE oSl AL 35 2Y g 5
7| 9lsh BoH ek

AR O] 712 A Q] Hie FAtollA i Tt o
W& F/dst= AE4 B olsfist= A olthNguyen
et al.,, 2018). Tt A o] 7|k = AEEH-H &
A o|&35haL Qlof(Park et al., 2010; 2016) % 249
29 9 2o o 2HL Aok HESH 4R
9 25 mofsh= 22 F4# o). Schowalter(2006)+=
%2 B AHAL BASH B, 2, A aclnt A4
Fzo $4S o) 0jE G2 4 Ao et Ea
o] Wsll OE ARl L vE 4 o] e
of Ut Af A 9 EAo] aFErh e & A
A-extsiol T2 4SS s} A Bt ojjel
2ol B S Y3t 7| 2ARE AlFetaA AAE i o
o] 4L BEeh RS GHOR ABEYT
=

=
N

Bl

E

(e

A

2 ATE AR oA SFOR olof A FAbd
AH o] B FRBYSAY ARZYTLE BHE
sofst] gfstol, WES, ol BEE) 4EUETH
AT 9o PATE AASh ABAGSE 149
FEG FHUOE X o ofREn ARzt mae
S ARRE vt AgoR Bust 9o} nxy el
stel 541, A%, AAA) B QABA e Wabt U 2o
AgFee o 5He) YT AshrkFigure
1). ZF ZA= 10mx10m(100m?) 2L 7|50 = 27 Ei=
IN2E FU Ao AXI F FE AYTE} 70
RS srerstgick. 2AE A QlolH, A Bel
WS A% GO A0 FS Fele] BT Be
oleh 7= qlout e shuskey) Glof A B

2017), 2} Wgdlel]l Edsk= 455 o= 419 91
o uheh WG AP Wi DEZ, F9) OFLER, 430
om ofsiel PEFOR 22k Tsle] 45 FAL B
& F 71= 3 AL FLAHDBH) 2 o141 BE
W ofnzol thoiilis FILAZE, 47 2m ojslel TEE
© SPES 77k F|Zalgl) B olsehY B8 Bael
71§13t A& RS 2ol B3l didshs EYS
oA AFHsHR e E9F pH, F71=2FE, FolAehsdE,
FAEUAE A7 AEE 52 E45}4 tH(National Academy
of Agriculteral Science, 2000).

2 20 50 AAel $AIE ekt Curts
and MclIntosh(1951)2] %8 X](Importance Percentage: L.P.)
S Faslol BEgR el AYSHAE SuEgue
B A5Gt Brower et al., 1977). At]2-4 X](Importance
Percentage: 1L.P.)= ZF £ (AL e+A g 2)22 AXL
SiolT 7t A e] AR Solg Tejslel U
NFAE Hofat (B2 LPx3)HOHLES LP 2y HIHE
= LPxD)}/6 oz FgH-HAMLP)E A5t
(Park, 1985). AYEARRE vt Fehs Rkt
TWINSPAN©]| 2]3} classification £4-2 AA| S CHHIl,
1979). % T4 TR AES Lkl HEol Frjoprl

wkdong

40%3

48,49
o0
5051

17:20
Son 2526

f 0.
o ¥ )D S AR,
5 ! ? 20%31
\fg R e 32935
&) 3
. 3639

W%’ Garasan
esi QS, T
e s C o
AT+ s oS

B B

$%

—_—
Haegumgang

Figure 1. The location map of study site at Hakdong and
Haegeumgang, GeolJae Island.
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Figure 2. Dendrogram of 52 sites classified by DCA
classification.
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Figure 3. Dendrogram of 52 sites classified by TWINSPAN Ordination.

Indicator species - 1: Camellia japonica | Quercus serrata, Styrax japonicus, Platycarya strobilacea, Meliosma myriantha, 1:
Neolitsea sericea | -, M: - /| Machilus thunbergii, : - / Pinus thunbergii, Castanopsis sieboldii, V: Philadelphus schrenkii,
Actinodaphne lancifolia, Styrax japonicus | -, VI: Pinus thunbergii | Litsea japonica, Eurya japonica, VI: - / Prunus sargentii,

Philadelphus schrenkii, Quercus variabilis
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Table 1. General description of the physical and vegetation of the surveyed site

Community Name 1 poniea o aponica e Co fapomea 05 Seboldi P thunbergit O
Altitude(m) 102.5(40~165)  62.5(32~93)  80.5(32~129) 24(16~32) 28(16~40) 53(15~91)  75.5(60~91) 63.5(36~91)
Aspes NiSE Sase, MR NIOW. Ry RIS s, nase VR NIOW. NIOESKOE.guop g

NI12E S25E

Slop(®) 17.5(21~30) 20(10~30) 20(10~30) 30 30 20(10~30) 25(20~30) 20(10~30)
Heighr(m) 15(13~17) 15(8~22) 11.5(2~23) 16(12~20) 17(12~22) 15(10~20)  18.5(15~22) 15(10~20)

Canopy  Coverage(%) 80 70(60~80) 75(60~90) 65(60~70) 70(60~80) 70(60~80) 70(60~80) 80
DBH(cm) 20(15~20) 25(10~40) 15.5(2~31) 27.5(15~40)  27.5(15~40)  17.5(10~25)  25(15~25) 17.5(10~25)

Heighr(m) 6(2~10)) 6.5(2~13) 13(3~10) 9.5(6~13) 10.5(6~15) 7.5(3~10) 6.5(3~10) 6.5(3~10)

Understory Coverage(%)  45(30~60) 50(30~70) 40(10~70) 60(50~70) 50(30~70) 60 60 60
DBH(m) 8.5(2~15) 6.5(3~10) 9(3~15) 8.5(2~15) 8.5(2~15) 6.5(3~10) 6.5(3~10) 6.5(3~10)
Shrub Heighr(m)  <1..5(1.0~2.0) <1.5(1.0~2.0)  <1.3(0.5~2.0) <1.0 <1.0 <1..5(1.0~2.0) <2.0 <1.5(1.0~2.0)
Coverage(%)  25(10~40) 25(10~40) 25(10~40) 10 10 30(20~40) 35(30~40) 35(30~40)
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2o WEFOAL TURI(LP. 7245%), ofil B33}
YESAE FULUT7E 42 49.22%, 20.78% = 9-3F0]
AL PEFoM = FASIHHLP.: 16.62%), AT
(LP.: 12.41%), SHRF(LP.: 10.15%)7} St 23 3h9ch
AFE SUEAcIAE AR} $ots Pt
oLzl FuRel o] LAt Han ef dl.,
2007) AAE] A= FAFE AFlSAT. Eapaehe
Fmi hlo] QIAlg Fofl BEshe Edwee) Ru
A= FELP.: 79.12%)0] 9-sh= Hhdof, ofuESof=
FUILLE(LP.: 19.48%), SHRFR(LP.: 12.04%)7), 2S04
AP 48.85%), SHUL(LP.: 15.81%), FAILE
(LP: 1154%) 5 mRApe] AF=aeidt S 8519 21
Lol e vt e B gl As 2T UHILP.: 22.03%),
SEUH(LP.: 20.56%), SFCFEILFA(LP.: 11.81%)2 ARALe

1o
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o]tk ot EZo| A= WHUFIP.: 16.74%), TESolA H= 3 Aoz HEQich Ao R AR} 4] Ay
= AGUHLP.: 22.31%), FAUHLP.: 20.76%) 5 154 S EX3E A zAA 7kl FgFo] viAIE NS HS-
Aol AEEA47E -5k FAE = 53 A48 ld|(Chiarucci et al., 2010), HoiF

R S92 wgt o] % FE, AL o] 933519 o] A AELHFTE 40 Aoz Aoy ok

o1} o] 713 270 gk ZARAA A, o] kAo
o =2l MskE &8 tHCho er al, 2017;
Lee and Ahn, 2013). AR A= T<&o] A5k
U sleo s A5 Aol ofste HhHo|, AP, XA
U 5 452949 AlEgo] SAlsiAl= 22 Hol7k 2l

o] o
IA——

(Jung and Lee, 1965). wjetr] 7|59} 37 7o) A=W

G Y] =A 292 FARAAE FEEE 2 A
o|7} Xggd 4 ittt A4 AHE W (Kim et
al., 1984; Lee and Ahn, 2013; Cho et al., 2017) A1}

Sl FAILR, AU PR, AR 9

Table 2. Importance percentage of major woody plants by the stratum in 8 communities

N. sericea-C. yabunikkei

C. yabunikkei-Ca. japonica

Ca. japonica Q. variabilis-Ca. japonica

Scientific Name

C.I1P U.LP S.I.P MILP CIP U.LP S.I.P MIP CIP U.LP SIP M.IP CIP U.LLP S.LP M.LP
Rhus succedanea - - - - 2.78 1.75 - 1.97 - - - - - - - -
P. thunbergii - - - - 12.43 - - 6.22 - - - - - - - -
Cornus macrophylla 7.42 - - 3.71 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Ligustrum japonicum - 2.83 4.95 1.77 2.88 13.26 0.96 6.02 - - 0.12 0.02 - 4.11 - 1.37
Q. variabilis - - - - 3.61 - - 1.81 - - - - 56.93  3.02 - 29.47
PI. strobilacea 1.61 1.9 - 1.44 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Litsea japonica - - - 0.22 0.6 0.17 - 3.39 3.16 1.66 - 2.27 17.7 3.71 - -
Kadsura japonica - 0.91 0.41 0.37 - - 1.89 0.32 - 3.19 245 1.47 - - - -
Ca. japonica 993 2362 181 13.14 1143 423 284 2029 8756 73.03 2.87 68.6 - 62.34  12.07 2279
Styrax japonicus - 0.67 2.59 - 1.2 - 22 - 0.73 - - - - - - -
£ :faii’flifns””’"“"’ - LI6 2319 425 - - L1201 - - L3 017 - - : -
Cornus walteri - 4.08 - 1.36 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Zanthoxylum ailanthoides ~ 3.99 1.39 - 2.46 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Eurya japonica - - 0.22 0.04 - 4.2 1.95 1.73 - - - - - 1.3 - 0.43
Prunus sargentii 3.38 3.71 - 2.93 6.51 0.63 - 3.47 0.46 - - 0.23 21.8 1.3 - 11.33
C. yabunikkei 12.04 3539 4391 2514 29.72 2042 3824 28.04 574 11.11 69.83 18.21 336 12.89 7024  17.68
Mallotus japonicus - 2.13 0.74 0.22 1.35 - - - - - - - - - - -
Ac. lancifolia - 0.58 - 0.19 6.86 0.77 9.37 5.25 - - 0.76 0.13 - 0.79 - 0.26
N. sericea 56.33 2036 2143 3852 273 - 2822 6.07 0.59 1.2 1099  2.53 - - - -
Ficus erecta - 0.42 0.41 0.21 - 2.56 - 0.85 1.21 1.28 - 1.03 - - - -
Meliosm oldhamii - - - - 0.92 - - 0.46 322 0.79 - 1.87 - - - -
Ma. thunbergii - 2.74 0.41 0.98 431 2.47 2.79 3.44 2.46 2.09 6.69 3.04 - 7.87 - 2.62

Cephalotaxus koreana, A. pictum
subsp. mono, Carpinus cordata,
M. myriantha, Celastrus
orbiculatus, Zelkova serrata, A.
pseudosieboldianum, Viburnum
erosum, Pittosporum tobira,

Acer pictum subsp. mono,
Parthenocissus tricuspidata,

platanifolium var. trilobum,
Elaeagnus macrophylla, Elaeagnus
glabra, Cryptomeria japonica,
Hedera rhombea, Distylium
racemosum,

Etc.(M.LP < 1.0)

Sambucus williamsii var. corean,
Euscaphis japonica, Stauntonia
Stauntonia hexaphylla, Alangium hexaphylla, Alangium platanifolium
var. trilobum, R. sylvestris, Morus
bombycis, Celtis aurantiaca, Q.
acutissima, Picrasma quassioides,
Hedera rhombea, Fraxinus
sieboldiana, Albizia julibrissin,

M. myriantha, Actinidia arguta,
Cocculus trilobus, Stauntonia
hexaphylla, Daphne kiusiana,

Elaeagnus glabra, Rhus sylvestris,
Ma. japonica, Q. serrata,
Ligustrum obtusifolium, Smilax
china, Pueraria lobata, N.
aciculata

Neolitsea aciculata, P. densiflora,
Sorbus alnifolia

Ardisia japonica, Callicarpa
Japonica, Q. serrata, Ligustrum
obtusifolium, Corylus sieboldiana,

Euonymus oxyphyllus, Smilax

china, Corylopsis gotoana var.
coreana
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Table 2. (continued)
Scientific Name P. thunbergii-Ca. japonica Cas. sieboldii P. thunbergii Pl strobilacea-Mallotus japonicus

CIP UILP SIP MILP CIP UILP SIP MIP CIP UILP SIP MILP CIP UILP S.I.P  MIP
P. thunbergii 61.34 - - 30.67 514 - - 257  79.12 - - 39.56 10 4.06 - 6.35
Cornus macrophylla - - - - - - - - - - - - 291 - - 1.46
Ligustrum japonicum - 5.46 - 1.82 - 9.96 4.21 4.02 - 7.49 - 2.5 - 6.4 1.15 233
Cas. sieboldii 554 1057  3.81 693 7245 749 16.62 4149 - - - - - - - -
Q. variabilis 10.27 - - 5.14 2.08 - - 1.04 - 1.19 - 0.4 9.7 - - 4.85
PL. strobilacea - - - - 2.55 - - 128 1394 429 - 8.4 22.03 171 - 11.59
Litsea japonica - - 11.94 199 - 0.38 5.15 0.99 - 0.65 0.58 0.31 - - 0.31 0.05
Carpinus cordata - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
M. myriantha - - - - - 1.5 - 0.5 - 4.1 - 1.37 - 3.49 - 1.16
Viburnum erosum - - - - - 0.66 2.14 0.58 - 1.37 6.1 1.47 - 3.12 1036 2.77
Ca. japonica 1.71 583 3574 2625 453 4922 2078 22.14 - 19.48 1581 9.13 - 9.66 8.12 4.57
Styrax japonicus . - - - - 0.91 1.24 - 0.87 - 11.55 - 3.85 6.29 16.74  0.53 8.81
Trachelospermum asiaticum - 1.05 7.41 1.59 - - 8.64 1.44 - - 8.76 1.46 - - 4.84 0.81
Euscaphis japonica - - - - - - - - - - - - 4.73 2.09 - 3.06
Z. ailanthoides - - - - - - - - - - - - 4.54 - - 227
Eurya japonica - 2.46 - 0.82 .16  11.15  3.71 4.92 - 2.43 - 0.81 - 6.26 4.65 2.86
Rhus sylvestris - - - - - 0.77 0.25 0.3 - - - - 3.74 0.61 - 2.07
Prunus sargentii 4.78 - - 2.39 - - - - 2.63 2.61 - 2.19 - - - -
C. yabunikkei 14.4 8.43 3187 1532  4.67 253 1241 5.25 - 8.67 4885 11.03 - 525 2231 5.47
Picrasma quassioides - - - - - - - - - - - - - 4.71 - 1.57
Mallotus japonicus - - - - - - - - - - - - 20.56 1.8 0.31 10.93
Ac. lancifolia - 5 - 1.67 - 2.53 297 1.34 - 6.43 2.03 2.48 - - 8.34 1.39
N. sericea - 2.14 6.29 1.76 1.25 - 2.05 0.97 2.04 3.01 11.54 395 - 2.09 2076 4.16
M. oldhamii - - - - - 0.46 - 0.15 - 2.77 - 092  11.81 8.59 - 8.77
Ma. thunbergii - 5.07 1.67 1.97 1.02 412 10.15  3.58 - 12.04 437 4.74 - 5.17 - 1.72

Etc.(M.LP < 1.0)

Rhus trichocarpa, Pittosporum
tobira, Smilax china, Sorbus
alnifolia

Bidens tripartita, Cephalotaxus
koreana, A. pictum subsp. mono,
Zelkova serrata, A.
pseudosieboldianum, Pittosporum
tobira, Sambucus williamsii var.
coreana, Stauntonia hexaphylla,
Elaeagnus glabra, Sapium
Japonicum, Cornus kousa,
Zanthoxylum schinifolium, Ma.
Japonica, Q. mongolica, Akebia
quinata, Albizia julibrissin,
Ardisia japonica, Ligustrum
obtusifolium, Euonymus
oxyphyllus, Ficus erecta, Smilax
china, Sorbus alnifolia

Cephalotaxus koreana, Carpinus

tschonoskii, R. succedanea,
Symplocos chinensis, Zelkova
serrata, A. pseudosieboldianum,

Sapium japonicum, Cornus

kousa, Callicarpa japonica, Ficus

erecta, Smilax china

Cephalotaxus koreana, A. pictum
subsp. mono, Staphylea bumalda,
Stephanandra incisa, Kadsura
Japonica, Symplocos chinensis,
Zelkova serrata, Alnus
maximowiczii, Stauntonia
hexaphylla, Fraxinus
rhynchophylla, Sapium
Japonicum, Carpinus
turczaninowiim, Callicarpa

Japonica, Ligustrum obtusifolium,

Styrax obassia, Corylus
sieboldiana, Smilax china,
Zanthoxylum piperitum, Fatsia
Japonica, Sorbus alnifolia, Rosa
multiflora

(Table 3) FHA| - AR L Ehof| A
2~37cm Atolof z¢
30871417} &35}
=] Qi) o] €] *JJ%PH%Q} SHUETL

Fd Aer

SEEZ 2~1671A17},
AL SHHE QA Zefel

L)
on BlEo A

10747)
o} SuLb2ete] 4 FULHE7E DBH 22en v]ghe] 4
o L 7 s=adg oF 36-1017)4)7}

DBH 2~27cm Atoo] Z+z} 2~67)A)| 7}, T
324704, 3270 A17F HEE Lo Al

FolA 22t
A

o mju|shet,

Ut et Ae EU-ret %‘@L“/}—rﬂ DBH 12
7t SHHER oF 22~617§A17Y,

olFelME

ofaf, PEEA L AT} d4) A ok

ool A= 10777 v,

BEZo| A 100747} Yekde). 1 olo] gl 38
WA, TEZ] 166474717} Sste] BuiLTsL S
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Table 3. The distribution of major woody species’ DBH by 8 communities

Community Name Scientific Name SH D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D7 D8 D9 10D 11D
C. yabunikkei 324 56 4 6 3 1 - -
A. pictum subsp. mono - - 1 2 2 - 1 - -
N. sericea-C. yabunikkei
Ca. japonica 32 4 6 3 2 3 2 - -
N. sericea 308 16 10 4 9 8 4 2 -
Ma. thunbergii 32 4 3 2 1 - - -
Ca. japonica 36 61 32 7 4 3 - -
C. yabunikkei-Ca. japonica
C. yabunikkei 484 55 22 10 3 2 1 - -
Ac. lancifolia 116 3 1 1 - - 1
N. sericea 288 3 - 1 - - -
C. yabunikkei 1664 25 4 4 4 1 - -
Ca. japonica
Ma. thunbergii 72 6 - 3 - -
Ca. japonica 100 33 101 84 36 9 2 2 1 -
C. yabunikkei 260 3 4 3 - - -
Ca. japonica 24 12 16 8 4 - - -
Q. variabilis-Ca. japonica
Q. variabilis - - 2 5 7 3 - -
Prunus sargentii - - 1 - 1 1 2 - -
Ca. japonica 128 53 33 15 5 - - -
C. yabunikkei 156 4 5 3 5 - 1 - -
P. thunbergii-Ca. japonica
Cas. sieboldii 4 1 1 3 2 2 1 - -
P. thunbergii - - - 2 1 6 1 4 2 1
Ma. thunbergii 120 6 2 - - - - -
Ca. japonica 96 78 10 2 2 - - -
Cas. sieboldii
C. yabunikkei 124 6 1 1 - 1 - -
Cas. sieboldii 148 1 3 8 14 16 4 1 -
C. yabunikkei 184 23 1 - - - - -
N. sericea 72 9 1 - - -
P. thunbergii Ma. thunbergii 16 12 5 2 - - -
Ca. japonica 80 21 2 1 1 - -
P. thunbergii - - - 3 8 7 2 1 1
N. sericea 188 3 - - - - -
PL. strobilacea-Mallotus Ac. lancifolia 76 - - - - - -
Japonicus M. oldhamii - 6 2 2 2 - - - - -

Pl strobilacea - -

1 1 1 1 - - -

**SH:Shrub, D2:2<=ba<7, D3:7<=ba<l2, D4:12<=ba<17, D5:17<=ba<22, D6:22<=ba<27,

D11:47<=ba<52

A ST A7) o RE AT Mol
oVl glTh BB uI o] o] 27} DBH
7-27an TR 27 BESAT S1Eo Fult
o} LRI} 3167444, TEo| A= 77t 24, 2607
A7t BRlE QLo FHRE Tan v]Rol AL LR

ool A7 Mo R EA JEUGSEE] Holrt o5

olck. Wieige] AAo] AGe T, AUk, BHUE 5

& A AR, AR,

Z8YL o =3}aL 216{(Oh and Cho, 1994; Park et al., 2018;

Lee er al, 2019) ngto] it AE5ZY4 3 A9

QS FASHIOY 38, 2TUF 52 g, 34
% So| $aske 2erome] Holsh dAEgh

FHIE 5 ABTA420)

o

D7:27<=ba<32, D8:32<=ba<37, D9:37<=ba<42, DI10:42<=ba<47,

FE-EUULEZS F 342 DBH Tan ol4old 53
M2 1674 Z3HO DBH 17en w2k #5504
L gHEA) ook vhe, Fubyel YU E DBH
22em oL oL olBlel At SR 5537
W UL Wl ket BEZAAE 242} 12874, 156
AL E@ste] A3 o5 o) Aol LA Solck.
A2k A A7 DBH 2-37an A}
ololl 2 FFUR I~167A7), BEZ) AL 1487 &
Aste] AAES SPAHL 2ol §AF Holc. o] oo
BULER, AR, F8RERE DBH 2-32an Apolo] 212}
I~T8 7Y, oA k2 967)A, 124704, 1207)7)

7F SRIE I shollA AEE A4 o] Esh
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AR = HolA|GA S A|(Park et al., 2018)0] <4
gt= Fol7] ol EHEHE FAT Aolch F&4 &
H4-2 DBH 17cm o/dollA] GEHE 1~87HA1% ESd39
©1} DBH 17cm 19} HEo A= IHEEA] kot i,
Zuh e AT} SEl e DBH 27em ©)A ol A= &
=R gForot oo A= SHER 1~2370A414, BES
ol A= 22t 8070 A, 184704, 167447} & ste] 5 A
E2A47E St FEto 2 HMaks Aotk A4, H]
Aw 53 e =ARGL Q17ke] 7Hdef o3l ghajE &
F&o| TS FAT 0%, o] FHEEA SR
doz o7l AdPH ZAoR =3 v Qlil(Lee er al,
2016; Lee et al., 2019), T4} 22 A2 Q4= A28
Frete] A4 E=EHETI SFPOHE(Lee et al,
2010; Park et al., 2018) &> AT = AN 9]
Zo)7b ol dH ). Fau-dlg Rt A s vt
7} DBH 7em o[4dolA SH-E 17RAI7E doheluit=
DBH 2~22cno| A SHEZ 2~6704|7} T2= ik

g diofA= F&, AUE, dagdsadA 4584
F2 Hol7} A=t AAs dAE Ao Holil
Q1O K(Cho et al, 2017; Kim et al., 2018; Park et al.,
2018; Lee et al., 2019) /A oA LHE = Q= Fol
A= o] A= Ao mrotE| Qe ok, FHA
o A= FERGR, AR, AU 52 Aol L-As|
A= Ao R AAGE v} Qlof(Park ef al., 2018) AA = &%
Ao Ao Hxdl= HEAGeet ddg s o
22 o5 FOE Ho|7h HdE Aoy A, A%k
WU So] @8k w2 dAE oA FASH 2 s}
£ 7Igs7]E ofEe AR HuEo] 7] BYE o]
a3t AoRE ARECH

3) BUYE U QA=K
Zeh FTIPES 49 v (Table 4) F4(0.8913), T
MBI ZRH0.8772), 23] UHR-of E L 2H0.8665)

Table 4. 8 communities’ species diversity indices

o] {2 Rido|, Fuluatel, S-S u e, 2
AU e Eke. 747k 04611, 0.4975, 0.5904% U
ofth. AjFEE FWEAF 1.0268~1.0717(Kwak ef al., 2013),
AAE =24 0.9075~1.1951(Lee et al., 1999b) K}
wkoro i} AFAL 0.1920~1.1253(Lee ef al., 2019)T= &
ARHA] YebE= She L] A9 AR, AAA
SO a7 A o] Gotgr] WO R AFRES)
o} &, Uyt Fokekdol A
07 Fok=dl ol Aol 7] dAlA Edsh= 9 A
3 AN fZQl Ao g At QlehKwak et al, 2013).
ARt A9 MApARe] AR A BAEAY YEE
7t AT ko] =9 A(Lee et al., 2019) £
Atdatete skt §3], FAGE- g2t
A B2 AL ST shSollA ASE RS UETt w2
745 Yehd o= ks @Aoletal shel=di(Lee, 2013) 3
AR AU ELGE), Suluel, S -
ol A= AR, AU, R -7 Eof
IER Qe ohs A9 gl EvFgt Zlo] I YjIeR
A= 9}

TEE FAHEA]SX(Table S)= AN Aauhrate
I AR F MU, FE-Sul U R ) gt
LS Rt U R B S B A i = TS
o] 50%= oo g FAMIo] 2 Ao & UEgTh v,
TABh R, FUR-dEut ety o2 et
9] FAHE= 30% W2 FAE|o] o]dAQl A og ]y
At} ol= @Al wEkEol olu| Hol7t XlgEe] E3kE
Feko WerE Ao 1 Yolo g ke ek, Whittaker
(1956)= o] I} QA Q] 7|20 2 20%, 80%S A4St
vh gl=dl, 9e9gdert S8sks 2uuF-dguiae
I AED A TR, SRRt
O] SAIELE 21.19~21.41%2 o]A A0l AEE Jo|AA]
SE7Fs/d0] gle Ao Yt ol X TR S
2 A% wiep T FAR T AR YAHQL 2el]l

Community Name H'(shannon) J'(evenness) D'(dominance) H'max
N. sericea-C. yabunikkei 0.5904 0.6732 0.3268 0.8770
C. yabunikkei-Ca. japonica 0.7269 0.5224 0.3348 1.0280
Ca. japonica 0.4611 0.6205 0.3795 0.7648
Q. variabilis-Ca. japonica 0.4975 0.5345 0.4655 0.9161
P. thunbergii-Ca. japonica 0.6311 0.6883 0.3117 0.9106
Cas. sieboldii 0.8772 0.7614 0.2386 1.1438
P. thunbergii 0.8913 0.7279 0.2721 1.2249
Pl strobilacea-Mallotus japonicus 0.8665 0.6856 0.3144 1.2166
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Table 5. Similarity index among 8 communities

Comm. Name 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
2 51.51 - - - - - -
3 36.1 47.66 - - - - -
4 36.33 48.1 45.59 - - - -
5 37.18 55.25 47.83 52.35 - - -
6 25.5 45.35 34.8 35.13 48.84 - -
7 32.34 46.5 28.56 28.66 64.4 34.35 -
8 21.41 39.23 17.06 21.19 30.99 30.29 47.02

* 1. N. sericea-C. yabunikkei, 2. C. yabunikkei-Ca. japonica, 3. Ca. japonica, 4. Q. variabilis-Ca. japonica, 5. P. thunbergii-Ca.
Jjaponica, 6. Cas. sieboldii, 7. P. thunbergii, 8. Pl. strobilacea-M. japonicus

Ao WHE 9.

1
A S S 23180181 dEhE B+ £
Fot 6.5-27.5%0|9L00 ZuUr-deur e, AY
R Te, Ba7ee) 49 uad tht Tol
Z @S Tabe 6). Zed AA] 28 F50 B &4
B0 A7k 2 e AAH 2Ae] 47 i H

T 100md @ WAl 28T 5~1670A], obals
% 9.5~37.5704, TEZT 52~2867HA 010t TR
oflA] 5ol 1670412 7H Wokal Agur-gaiuiw
2, AR, S EuE el 10774
ofgolgitt. o2 AL e, s
Wi e, s&e, Sue-oguZol 30714 ©f
ol @il ou suvraE, AU AE T
2 10704 Wel= Yepdt). #Es-2 Fuurae, =

o SR 2ol A 200704 oo Hokan B et
& Bt 10004714 o)/ F@sHAh tdA|I A Fuju-
Uirhpetel A A7t Boked o= BAsh: &
2ol 508 ARFH FHE, A} slSollA 5

Q4o Wt B A9 AT BE 5 rkn s

, =2}

dl(Lee, 2013) ZHAILHE AV e, B2,
e A

S-SRy ok A9 ARGt Agl
Fo| qaroz BeE,

5) E£280] 0|3fats S

e Egfolleld 5498 A E(Table 7) E4HE
(PH)= 5~5.842 Uehtout S -l u-i2ls), &
E7E(5.25), Lol U H(5.3) Rl Ao
2 BEAEQ o= el EAXH AAE AT
H| o H3Esh= AE5Egeateh2 pH 4.72~5.558
AFSFAtHLee et al., 2016; Lee et al., 2019). A7) A E=E =
Hat 0.047~0.139dS/m=Z 7 ZARL| A Wty i
+ YU YU E 0.047dS/m, HAZRIUEE
0.055dS/m, Z&+e, SR wUREFEeko] 0.061dS/m
o8 ot RS Wt 3.32~12.06%°]%1.0.H,
AU 12.06%, SWUE 9.56% 2 =30d
W, TASRIR e, Bdwe 2oUoE g
2 4% nlgloIiek. ZHAHE $ske ek uS et wep
oA E¥IITh= A5+ AHKim et al, 2013)9}F FARSFGICH
sfietoll sl FEEATEY 71E TS Aol wet
5.13~17.2%(Kim et al., 2013; Lee et al., 2016)= H$7}
HAE A2 opefet Ao EEstHA Uehts d4oR
e Aok Syt A=K (Yoo er al., 1995)} H| 5]
H EQRAESl 715 w2 A8 UEloY fa

Table 6. Mean analysis of the number of 8 communities’ species and individuals(units : 100m?)

N. sericea- C. yabunikkei-

Q. variabilis-

P. thunbergii Pl. strobilacea-

Comm. Name C. yabunikkei Ca. japonica Ca. japonica Ca. japonica -Ca. japonica Cas. sieboldii P. thunbergii M. japonicus
Canopy 7.5(4~11) 13.5(5~27) 16(4~28) 7(4~10) 5(1~9) 10.5(9~12) 8(3~13) 12.5(5~20)
Understory 17(11~23) 37.5(25~50) 9.5(0~19) 22(13~31) 25(17~33) 31.5(14~49) 31.5(16~47) 31(26~36)
Shurb 172(40~604) 122(0~244) 286(48~524) 118(56~180) 52(4~100) 158(68~248) 98(56~140) 228(144~312)
Total 199(64~334) 172(52~292) 309(72~546) 153(91~215) 85(32~138) 183(95~271) 143(93~193) 270.5(183~358)
Species No. 7(5~9) 17(9~25) 6.5(2~11) 9(8~10) 8.5(5~12) 13.5(9~18) 17(16~18) 27.5(24~31)
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Table 7. Soil physics and chemistry characteristics of 8 communities
Community Name pH EC(ds/m)  Avail-P(mg/kg) T-N(%) OM(%) Ca(cmol/kg) Mg(cmol/kg)  K(cmol’kg)  Na(cmol/kg)
N sericeaC. vabunikkei 5.84 0.138 1.69 0.65 12.06 0.345 0.121 0.135 0.104
- Sericea-G. yabunikier (5.81~5.87)  (0.095~0.181)  (0.77~2.60)  (0.27~1.02) (6.54~17.57) (0.450~0.239) (0.064~0.177) (0.122~0.147) (0.099~0.109)
C vabunitkei-Ca. iavoni 537 0.093 2.07 0.29 534 0277 0.059 0.113 0.099
- Yavumikert.a. Japonica 5 07.5.67)  (0.065~0.120)  (1.05~3.09)  (0.12~0.45)  (3.30~7.38) (0.117~0.437) (0.025~0.092) (0.104~0.122) (0.095~0.102)
Ca. iavon 5.62 0.139 1.69 0.49 9.56 0.502 0.080 0.129 0.101
d. Japonica (5.07~6.17)  (0.091~0.186)  (0.77~2.60)  (0.27~0.70)  (6.0~13.11)  (0.117~0.886) (0.029~0.130) (0.105~0.152) (0.099~0.102)
abilis-Ca.. iamomic 5 0.061 1.58 0.43 7.69 0.204 0.052 0.103 0.21
Q. variabilis-Ca. japonica 4 o375 07y (0.03~0.091)  (1.05~2.11)  (0.41~045) (7.38~8.00) (0.117~0.290) (0.029~0.075) (0.101~0.105) (0.102~0.108)
P dunbereii-Ca. iavonic 535 0.070 1.83 0.29 5.65 0219 0.053 0.110 0.104
- funbergli-ta. Japomed 4 93.5.77)  (0.030~0.109)  (1.05~2.60)  (0.12~0.45)  (3.30~8.00) (0.117~0.321) (0.025~0.080) (0.101~0.118) (0.099~0.108)
Cas. sicholdit 5.15 0.055 1.16 0.18 378 0.128 0.026 0.099 0.105
as. sievotatt (5~53)  (0.047~0.062) (1.05~1.26)  (0.17~0.19)  (3.32~4.24) (0.087~0.168) (0.016~0.035) (0.092~0.106) (0.103~0.106)
P thunbereii 525 0.061 1.40 0.20 3.63 0.160 0.032 0.112 0.102
- fhunbergtt (52~53)  (0.047~0.075) (1.26~1.54)  (0.19~0.21)  (3.32~3.94) (0.151~0.168) (0.029~0.035) (0.106~0.118) (0.097~0.106)
Pl. strobilacea-M. japonicus 53 0.047 1.26 0.19 3.32 0.168 0.035 0.106 0.106
Uncultivated mountainous
soil(Yoo et al, 1995) 4.8 36 64 0.7 0.25 2.27 -
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