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A Valuation of Grassland based on the Botanical Composition and
Fodder Value of Herbage Plants
G. J. Park and J. Y. Lee
Livestock Experiment Station, RDA

Summary

For the purpose of using the guideline to evaluate the grassland based on the botanical com-

position, a valuation figures which were expressed of nine division scale from O, very poor to

8, excellent were given to the each ;grassland species.

At first, a figure was given to the 141 herbage plants at the grassland in Korea. Fodder value

of the grassland was calculated from these valuation figures of the different species and the DM

percentages of each plants which was got by analysis or estimation, were only to be multiplied

by the different valuation figures and then the sum of these products divided by hundred,

It is suggested that the fodder value of the grassland is not only possible to express the botani-

cal conditions of various experiments in some simple figures, but also compare with different

types of grassland at the same time.
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Table 1. Valuation figure of herbages and

grassland based on the botanical

composition

Valuation

. Brief explanation Marks
figure
0 only in fodder value 910~ —16.5
very poor
1 between 0 and 2 —16.5——12.0
mostly in poor —12.0-— 7.5
2
fooder value
3 between 2 and 4 — 7.5—-— 2.5
4 intermediate fodder 25—+ 2.5
value

5 between 4 and 6 + 2.5-+4 7.5

mostly in good

6 fodder value + 7.5-+12.0
7 between 6 and 8 +12.0-+16.5
8 only in fodder value £16.5— 4210

very good




Table 2. Fodder value of herbage plants at the grassland in Korea

Scientific name (Common name)

Fodder

Value

Scientific name (Common name)

Fodder
Value

Grasses

Agropyron tsukushiense (7} )
Agrostis clavata(4} 7 o]4h)
Agrostis gigantea(? =%)
Alopecurus aequalis (5 %)
Alopecurus pratensis (o] 593~ &)
Andropogon brevifolius (2] %)
Arrhenatherum elatius (7] v} 4)
Arthraxon hispidus (27N Z)
Arundinella hirta(A)

Bothriochloa parviflora(v}% 715 21)
Brachypodium sylvaticum (57| %)
Briza minor (3% %)

Bromus inernis (B & 12}~)
Calamagrostis arundinacea (A M%)
Cymbopogon tortilis (7]% )
Cynodon dactylon ($-4+%ke])
Dactylis glomerata(22]A)
Deschampsia cespitosa (55~ %)
Digitaria sanguinalis(2}# o))
Echinochloa crusgalli (=)
Eragrostis ferruginea(TL%)
Eulalia speciosa(71 2 A)
Festuca arundinacea (-3 2= 7)
Festuca ovina(7) 2| &)

Festuca pratensis (W] ©-$-3 &= F)

Festuca rubra(8} 72| &)

Sedges
Carex breviculmis (% A} %)
Carex humilis (A+A-E)

Cyperus amuricus (8}35-4kol)

Legumes

Albizzia julibrissin(=F5] V)
Amorpha fruticosa (Z | u|«+2])
Cassia mimosoides (2} )
Indigofera kirilowii (<% ul#}2])
Kummerowia striata(v}5%)

Lespedeza bicolor (#}2])
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Imperata cylindrica(w])

Koeleria cristata(x.? o))

Lolium multiflorum(o] &t 2| kelo| T2t 2)
Lolium perenne (s # | glo] Lelx)
Melica nutans (8}2A)

Milium effusum (V5 A o]4h)
Miscanthus sinensis (23 )

Molinia japonica () # 2| A)

Pennisetum alopecuroides (-+=.%3)

Phalaris arundinacea(Z%)
Phleum pratense (3o} u])
Phragmites communis (7 th)
el
Poa pratensis (S} T o}¥)

Poa trivialis (4 £ o}F)

Sacciolepis indica(FE5 )

Phragmites japonica(%

Setaria viridis (7o}=E)
Sorghum nitidum (<+-51)
Spodiopogon cotulifer (715 A)
Spodiopogon sibiricus (7|5 1)
Sporobolus elongatus (¥ 2 2] %)
Sporobolus japonicus (V5 Akr])
Stipa coreana (P13 AY)
Themeda triandra(A4)
Trisetum bifidum %=}z =)

Zoysia japonica(Atr])

Juncus effusus(F %)

Luzula capitata(¥ 2] ¥}h)

Lespedeza cuneata(]52])

Lotus corniculatus (¥ =8 o])
Medicago sativa(=}7=12l)
Pueraria thunbergiana (%)
Robinia pseudo-acacia(e}7hA| 5-)

Sophora flavescens (3L 4h)
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Continue Table 2

Scientific name (Common name) fa(;iier Scientific name (Common name) €Z?f:r
Trifolium pratense (%257 &) 7 Vicia nipponica (] 2} 23 td ) 5
Trifolium repens(&.7|%) 8 Vicia villosa (¥l #) 6
Herbs
Acalypha australis (7 &) 1 Oenothera odorata(tato] ) 1
Achillea millefolium (4 ok &%) 5 Oxalis acetosella(ol 7] o]u}) 1
Amaranthus mangostanus (8 ) 2 Patrinia scabiosaefolia(u}E}e]) 1
Amaranthus retroflexus (& 8] 2) 1 Persicaria blumei (7} & %]) 0
Ambrosia artemisiifolia (s x)3) 0 Persicaria hydropiper (o3 7]) 0
Anthriscus sylvestris (% 3.) 4 Peucedanum terebinthaceum (7]-&-1}%) 0
Artemisia lavandulaefolia (3% ) 1 Plantago asiatica(3 73 0]) 2
Aster scaber(%3]) 2 Plantago lanceolata (& 7 o)) 6
Campanula punctate(#-574) 3 Plantago Major (9}3 73 ¢]) 3
Capsella bursa-pastoris(¥d°]) 1 Platycodon grandiflorum (%2} =) 2
Cardamine flexuosa(sh] Wol) 1 Polygala japonica(el 7]%) 1
Chenopodium album (% o}3) 1 Polygonum aviculare (v} v) %) 1
Chenopodium ficifolium (5 Jo}5) 2 Portulaca oleracea(£]v]Z) 0
Chrysanthemum zawadskii (4 T4 %) 0 Potentilla fragarioides (%F 2 %F) 2
Cirsium japonicum (3 3 3|) 0 Primula sieboldi (°d *) 2
Clematis mandshurica(2.o}2]) 1 Prunella vulgaris (& %) 2
Cocculus trilobus (d = o]t F) 1 Pteridium aquilinum (3.4}2]) 0
Commelina communis (52 2-4-) 1 Pulsatilla koreana (3} v|%) 0
Draba nemorosa (-t} =) 1 Ranunculus japonicus (v]rvhg]oba| »]) 0
Duchesnea chrysantha (e =t 7]) 2 Rumex acetocella(of 714-3) 1
Dystaenia takeshimana(4)n}r]) 3 Rumex acetosa{ ) 2
Epilobium angustifolium (5-&v}5 %) 3 Rumex crispus (42| o)) 1
Equisetum arvense (4] 7]) 0 Sanguisorba officinalis (S| %) 5
Erigeron annuus (74 v} #) 2 Scilla scilloides (5 &) 1
Erigeron canadensis(7} %) 2 Scutellaria indica(Z%E) 1
Galium verum (41 1%) 2 Senecio integrifolius (&u}rto]) 1
Getiana scabra(-+ ) 0 Solanum nigrum (7}o}5) 0
Humulus japonicus (2F4t) %) 1 Solidago virga-aurea(v] 9 F) 3
Isodon inflexus (AFuts) 1 Stellaria media (8 ) 2
Ixeris dentata(%=v}3]) 2 Swertia japonica{¥ %) 0
Liriope platyphylla(®5-%) 2 Taraxacum officinale (4] cknl E#)) 5
Lysimachia clethroides (27} 2] <<d) 1 Thalictrum aquilegifolium (¥ 2]r}2]) 0
Melampyrum roseum (% - eg|u}l&) 0 Urtica thunbergiana(# 7)) 0
Mosla punctulata (M%) 1 Viola mandshurica(#) ») %) 2

che} sl G eobiiel ARG

e, Ak, 408

1K G 3hE

__45_

st Mtk71 2l vl (Ellenberg, 19



T OBZRe R itsdsldda

52). olelqh FERHERMA T A & R
Eebol ERES T3 @A=L
ﬂ} BEEFME =L (LB Sy pr ol ol el
% WS BEHEYE 04 87hx 9B e R
ol T oll A B HE, B T EE oA
15% 8 & M#islolar, Lela ol
%i b BEEFMEC] o ubwl R ol
v R SFHE 05 BfELE} oot
% Bl %ﬁ ERHE S Sk S A2 Table
Tob 2o AKHEA <2 8 BHE THe
7 Eiskel +16.5~421. 07211 MG 8 &, —2.5
~+2.57k A= 45, —21.0~—16.5+ FRHEM 7}
g EE HEsted KEE 02 s ek
Klapp & (1953) o]+ Spatzv(1982) o] [k it bk o)
A oln] JfffHgl Hime] FIFHES Selviele] EiW
o wbx] gri= AL — & fific] 7] dhxuk MRS K
MES B O E ) ol 59 tall fescue 3= ik
Mol A= WELE7F “4" 2 slo] Aot $-zifelo
A o] REfE-E PPN o} FIRMEMZL MEsl #EHel
of BEEEMS ¥ Eo 2 A $alviel o clal 4y
A Abels EE W RA L EL FiElol
EHES 6o Bislgc], u’ﬂ- K5y el Hfg-2-
Felvhele] HE 9 B il 3 A A
B 24 o] FolA EFHES Rislme fmE
Az b FEY ¢ ek
% BHEL] o] 5L bl wel %L s 9o
el @mEA> #(1980)
o] Kémypmgs v‘&:’%-‘li Lidshedom  1411H
WAl ¥ar FIFHE Table 2 9% 3tu},

=
=

O
Fiiol

b
7k

o)
AA

of

?5'

2. MES fEHMKRER E TR Eib 5K

WREE PRt #E #Esle = =14 Kla-
pp(1930) Jjikell whel #Mio] MRS HE K
HE Jfshe & R WEHES i S W
PEILRA ke 28] (TS thAl 10022
‘ol dithel SIRHE (AHiE) & oskidl o) el %
e HEEe sbab/blE 0ol A 872 9 FHho
B By SHE S ool (Table 1).

I (Ket B widbe] FRED MAGES
& g glxlul o] RUERENS B fithe) fH
flig Table 12k -2 “Bgh Seol whel {1 A H7)
o AW obulul of WS & LiFECl oHEl RE
BEYE, SHEEE, SRS FURIME RUEHRTS Bt
of ab-mal o WIS A5y TRl 25 8
4 o GHE sielel sl (Ellenberg,
1952; Mott, 1957).

R el By Aol (Kb RHE 2} 8 o) it
B bfholsd 0ol filtiis At Mt A SR BN}
AL Fefoll Hat sEaFtEo] o} 5 YR
= (s ek Klapp 6 (1953) -2 1Lt iiste] b
it 2) ‘Uﬂlﬁ‘i}- 4 — 507 2t JERkEl i it

% 6.5~7.5 N7 slcka shelo Wik =]
LIRS A ﬁn FHE = Sifdell el 7~ 8 9] Hild
o Betelar #itataict

PREL] fFHE ok RUERKe o2 Rt(E ) Tl
FHiki-2 Table 3, 4 9} 7Fo o) o] Lol 4] 3= u}s}
Frol MR iR fRHE L & (i) ADRHE (Vi
) ol wlali~ W Higstalel, =4 Table 3, 4

% 0 ¥
b\_{

O g
LL ui%{

zh

Table 3. Fodder value of the orchardgrass-dominated grassiand

Species

Ratio of yield

Fodder value

Scientific name (Common name) component (R) of species (F) RxF
Dactylis glomerata(Q.2] ) 60 7 420
Festuca arundinacea (%53 ~FF) 10 6 60
Poa pratensis (3T o}%) 8 8 64
Agrostis gigantea(?) =%) 3 7 21
Trifolium repens (%.7|%) 15 8 120
Taraxacum officinale (A4 o¥FulEd]) 2 5 10
Capsella bursa-pastoris(4°]) 2 1 2

100% 697
Fodder value 6.97



Table 4. Fodder value of the Miscanthus sinensis-dominated grassland

Species Ratio of yield Fodder value

Scientific name (common name) component (R) of species (F) RxF
Miscanthus sinensis (2 ) 65 3 195
Arundinella hirta(+Y) 12 4 48
Spodiopogon sibiricus (2 7]-5 ) 7 4 28
Festuca ovina(7) 2| &) 3 2 6
Zoysia japonica(Akr]) 7 4 28
Cymbopogon tortilis (&) 3 4 12
Artemisia lavandulaefolia (35) 2 1 2
Indigofera kirilowii (*3 v]#}z2]) 1 2 2
100% 321

Fodder value 3.21
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