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3 agd el FholAL 2R Wl £X3
EES9 o}3HQ BE, n2AY, F/)H0E 2 B
H3lA HtE g 7@ AR st FEFgE WL Jle
g mARRELAEY 1AL 23 v Bx2s
ABEY FHET) AP 9%s FA I (Tur-
kington and Harper 1979, Montagnini ef al. 1986, Inoue et al.
1987, 71 1998, Lee and Cho 1999, o}&} % 2000). A& <3
o] &89 ALY FEAd wetA d2A FAdYE A
HAES AAgUANY B2Bdeg0) FHE0R B
s BESE 188 2ol AEZHY T F2
5 ARolgts AL AwASo ot (Grime 1979, Huston
1980, Tilman 1982, Robertson et al. 1988).
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(Tilman 1984), E%E 2 7(Bazzaz 1969, Zedler and Zedler
1969), 2 % 7(Barclay-Estrup 1971, Armesto and Pickett 1985)
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2L ARHA ST 245N S 22 2L
AEHA B0 AEAEee AYENT ¥ + Yot
(Lavorel et al. 1994, Pickett and McDonell 1989, Reader and
Buck 1986, Armesto et al. 1991). A& P A FEH= ¥
ZHlAR L m A% gAY o] B A Wl HEE719
B7E8 2% @ Fof(Koch and Matzner 1993) A7171 % &
Aut 2 Ay YoX EqAsA dojue XL g&d
AT GE A AT (Sousa 1984). TR 9 A& HelA
B A #FEE T o N@A Y Ael(FZE olE
e AR AARTGE 94 A8 23 B2 9% 7)
A AR gEA vk (A 199).
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T WHEYd dF dte F5F AAT (Amesto et
al. 1991, Muraoka et al. 1984, Robertson et al. 1988, 1993,
1997, Gross et al. 1995, Peter et al. 1997, Pastor et. al. 1998).
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od AT FIFE AE 2t AAA(128°25 ~12
8°30'N, 38°0 ~38°S'E)e] YAatz itk QA2 7)A
AR e B ZARA G AB#7]12-E 107 Co)L
AHF F5FE 1,169.7 mmo|th. X ZAA G L FYF A
SHo) 2 BEd AQe2N AFFAE FLIYA 60~70
em@l AZVFS ubRrh 3T Y3, ok EFelE
FHEH 7hA o] $AFI Qe HEZAA $Hs}
T AR IAE &5 FHAM XN, guE 3
IR BEol g SusEE dx)e AZR-nuR
EHRAM A FEFol A Frtete EFHL
29 Aot d . #5ZFAE 2o we 230, 3%

£ 2 LANIRI ST YL, ZEFAE 2BolE

N7 RA, dEA), vtFLER, FAHZE Fo] 2 7
EE BESL beddle @A, L8N E, HEE =R L
Z Zo) LAsty Yut EF E AR Y FH = dA4F
g, RUvE, TEAEAY, FH2E 59 sy E &
o] ¥X3X ¥, A, FUE, F3 59 1F At
Bol At Jonz Zhds HEA o] BRE X 9o
th 2 ARGl ok 2o M FRAFREH EA T
#7250 3t A%E ook 2000 BT

o171

YTy UAMEEAEY TAL

£ ATFe ol9} 2(2000)0] &3t} A 7tZ 70 mx A
2 70me ALY AY9E oA Smx5Sme wiAARAE Y
¥ 19670 ) Qo)A zhzre] vl AR A o) 2.5mx2.5m 7
of W E Al 199799 2B8(5Y 203 782
sty W) Edste BE B2 Yr 2 A6

TR E gopainh Z nA Aapg e A8 FZH
AF} Pl2EH LY AL o9 (200005 Bt

EE dAEd 71E8A, YR ENES 44 ¥
A8 Q79 FHE AL SYSTAT 7.0(SPSS, 1997)& of-&

>

AU A23P A3 L

YT QHEBA R TRA o248l FHE GSH(Gam-
ma Design 1998)Z- o] &35} #4513 t}. Varlogram model-&
HrAeH O 7 F319 3, variogram®] semivariancer 9 lag
TFgo 8 TR lag distance 7.35 mo} gt} (Gamma
Design 1998). Variogram R d oM 54 8919 LHoER
T EY AZY FHEDY FIH: CCotO)xt R +
z# 34 9 vz e, o gl 1o FesE
BAEEI FL 0 eSS FVAZEI RS
EPTh Rangew 37HAEARE Uit X9 A2 £
HCotC)el £ AZ LAE)T FALFE RYAA T8
T EA L (range)7t AA97E AT, E Aol YEIETE
RdoN T3 FTHIEAYRY AAY FTHIEA- L
AZ FE U8 el 1Y Fo7 gelol FYsA
B2 NERLEE YL FHYEEF o0 FLYE
A=7F Ao, 1 2919 FTEEIF ZARA U9 5FA
2o BHe FEdte Ao Aves A& 9gd
(Robertson et al. 1993, 1997).
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58 Table 19] LEhR It B @797l 28] 28
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WIS T2 2BZ0) FUPRAFE 059~2529] ¥
g GERIT 9T 19 2 2000) B FPFR TN EB

2L

o £¥sE F2 9 F 7ted /P $-EE 22 P
% B%E UEkd A7 SES Rl AeH, of 7)1 SR
Y= 0~80%2) WAL E e} o 60%2] HolA S veh
Ath (Table 1). BZ A3} of 7] 2] o] WHol A& 200% ©]4
08 A&zbe 7HY & WolE REY, =FAME, IR,
Heuts, Bolutex, SohulgE, Al 100~170%
o #Wol& JEMY AT (Table 1).

23 F¥3e FR 9 F AT ERY FUE
B & Jell & variogram®] 29 wj 78 5 Table 201
ERH AT HHAY, Fopu|utghE, slejuiedE ¢
TEEE Wkou A4, ofy)vte] B myAu) e
FAEEE W E3%h (Table 2). Fopanlge) F749
g E S0mo|L, EHAY FTIEAE 54mo|A
on, yua 25 EE9 FHIEALE 60m o|iFolA
o (Table 2). Sobiuld %, Helx] & 2 o] RS}
% F AT B9 8 08501302 oA 28 B
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Table 1. Coverage of some selected spring ephemeral plants investigated in early spring in temperate hardwood forest in Mt. Jumbong.
All values are untransformed and calculated on the basis of » sample locations. CV=coefficient of variation

Property Units Mean SD CV %) Skewness Kurtosis n
Coverage of SYNI < % 332 20.0 60.2 0.52 -0.51 196
Coverage of VIOR < % 4.1 59 144.0 1.55 1.58 196
Coverage of ERJA 4« % 69 73 105.7 141 1.91 196
Coverage of ANRE « % 1.0 1.6 166.1 278 9.85 196
Coverage of ANRA % 2.8 49 172.5 237 578 196
Coverage of ANKO « % 3.1 4.6 145.1 248 8.11 196
Coverage of COTU «¢ % 4.1 9.1 2223 2.85 7.69 196
Coverage of VEPA <« % 4.0 5.0 123.1 1.38 1.60 196
Coverage of DISM <« % 1.4 35 246.6 438 22.65 196

o SYNI: Symplocarpus niponnicus o} 7}2-2 52, VIOR: Viola rossii %A1 ¥1%2, ERJA: Erythronium japonicum 2# x|, ANRE: Anemone
reflexa 32|81, ANRA: Anemone radeana 7 &) BV, ANKO: Anemone koraiensis Z-oyv| v, COTU: Corydalis turtschaninovii &
3N VEPA: Veratum patulum 2+, DISM: Disporum smilacinum )71} 2]

ymplocarpus niponnicus 4718 &30 4 Viola rossii ‘@AW E Erythronium japonicum §93
. &8, - 5. .
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5] " 3 ’ :
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Fig. 1. Isopleths for coverage of some selected spring ephemeral plants investigated in early spring in a 70mx70m plot.
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Table 2. Variogram model parameters for some selected spring ephemeral plants across each site. Co=nuggest variance, C/(Co+C)=
structural variance C as a proportion of model sample variance (Co+C), range=distance (m) over which structural variance expressed,
sz=sample variance

Model parameters

Variate Model type 2 3
Co C/(Co+C) Range (m) r CotC )

Coverage of SYNI Linear” 161.4 0.716 623 0994 5674 400.3
Coverage of VIOR Exponentialb 93 0.808 91.5 0.987 48.4 352
Coverage of ERJA Spherical® 26.9 0.572 544 0.958 62.8 54.0
Coverage of ANRE Linear 1.9 0392 62.3 0.874 3.18 2.62
Coverage of ANRA Linear 9.0 0.744 623 0.986 35.0 238
Coverage of ANKO Spherical 11.7 0.500 49.5 0.942 234 20.7
Coverage of COTU Linear 12.8 0.905 62.3 0927 1344 834
Coverage of VEPA Linear 20.8 0228 623 0.906 27.0 24.8
Coverage of DISM Linear 24 0.873 623 0.928 19.2 124

* Spherical model ¥ (h)=Co+C (1.5 (W/range)~0.5 (Wrange)’) for h<range

b Exponential model ¥ (h)=Co+C [l-exp (-/range)]; range=the distance at which the semivariogram value is 95% of C+Co.

y (h=Co+C for h>range

¢ Linear model ¥ (hy=Co+[h (C/range)]; h=lag distance interval, C=structural variance, range=maximum lag used in the analysis, Co+C

=semivariogram value at maximum lag,

Table 3. Coverage of some selected plants investigated in autumn in temperate hardwood forest in Mt. Jumbong. All values are
untransformed and calculated on the basis of n sample locations. CV=coefficient of variation

Property Units Mean SD CV (%) Skewness Kurtosis n
Coverage of ISEX <« % 79 13.0 165.5 222 5.06 196
Coverage of MEUR < % 40 59 148.7 291 10.3 196
Coverage of AIAC <« % 1.5 133 1154 1.83 375 196
Coverage of CASI « % 33 52 155.5 235 6.15 196
Coverage of PSHE « % 6.5 6.4 98.8 1.68 375 196
Coverage of SASC < % 72 75 103.5 1.65 2.7 196
Coverage of ASCH < % 59 8.9 150.3 1.98 3.80 196
Coverage of FIMU <« % 2.7 48 177.5 3.07 10.65 196
Coverage of PIBR < % 24 29 123.5 241 6.80 196
Coverage of MEON ¢ % 6.1 8.6 141.8 1.89 347 196
Coverage of ADGR < % 0.8 0.9 115.8 240 9.05 196
Coverage of LIFI 4 % 04 13 280.1 526 3441 196
4 ISEX: Isodon excisus 2.2]"}E, MEUR: Meehania urticifolia B7 W&, AIAC: Ainsliaea acerifolia &3], CASI: Carex siderosticta

AL,

PSHE: Pseudostellaria heterophylla 7W8 %, SASC: Aster scaber %3], ASCH: Astilbe chinensis xF 2%, FIMU: Filipendula

multijuga 2%5-E12]E, PIBR: Pimpinella brachycarpa Z1E, MEON: Melica onoei &), ADGR: Adenophora grandiflora ‘=212 EA| T,
LIFL: Ligularia fischeri &3
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Table 4. Variogram model parameters for some selected plants investigated in autumn across each site. Co=nuggest variance, C/(Co+C)
=structural variance C as a proportion of model sample variance (Co+C), range=distance (m) over which structural variance expressed,

2 .
s =sample variance.

Model parameters

Variate Model type ; "
Co C/CotC) Range (m) r CotC s

Coverage of ISEX Exponential® 852 0.620 110.1 0970 2244 170.0
Coverage of MEUR Linear® 11.8 0.771 62.3 0.822 515 352
Coverage of AIAC Exponential 98.1 0.612 1389 0.966 253.0 1759
Coverage of CASI Linear 20.0 0.378 62.3 0.827 32.1 26.5
Coverage of PSHE Linear 30.7 0.366 62.3 0.890 484 413
Coverage of SASC Exponential 317 0.500 165.6 0.968 754 56.1
Coverage of ASCH Linear 46.6 0.546 62.3 0.892 102.6 78.6
Coverage of FIMU Linear 16.5 0.410 62.3 0.931 28.0 233
Coverage of PIBR Linear 6.6 0.335 62.3 0.798 99 8.4
Coverage of MEON Exponential 18.0 0.765 20.1 0.577 76.5 743
Coverage of ADGR Exponential 0.21 0.738 84 0.192 0.79 0.76
Coverage of LIFI Linear 0.90 0.574 62.3 0.788 2.11 1.58

* Linear model ¥ (h)=Co+h (C/range); h=lag distance interval, C=structural variance, range=maximum lag used in the analysis, Co+C=
semivariogram value at maximum lag.

® Exponential model 7 (h)=Co+C [l - exp(-hrange)]; range=the distance at which the semivariogram value is 95% of C+Co.

3t Fi3 WolAF 5 Table 39 Jehlich £ -+
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31‘%“, 2, AEE 2 = F2F0 IFEE Y
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(Table 3).
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2 EHARAd e AR 22 FHYEEE YEN
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Fig. 2. Isopleths for coverage of some selected plants investigated in autumn in a 70mX70m plot.
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A4 g ABAAL, N/IGSRA, BeutE, A3
2 e BPSRRYC) B RE AT (Table 5).
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Table 5. Pearson correlation between site factors and coverage of some spring ephemerals

SYNI VIOR ERJA ANRE ANRA ANKO COTU VEPA DISM

Height of tree layer -0.08 0.13 0.02 0.06 0.23** 0.06 -0.13 ~-0.03 -0.03
Basal area -0.10 0.12 0.03 0.07 0.05 0.03 -0.11 0.03 0.02
Coverage of tree layer 0.05 0.05 0.07 0.14 0.26** 0.19**  -0.01 0.03 -0.06
Coverage of subtree layer - 0.22%* 0.17*  -0.10 -0.05 -0.12 -0.16* -027%* -0.14 0.08
Coverage of shrub layer 022% -0.16* -0.06 -0.19%*  -0.02 -0.14 0.19** -0.10 -0.17*
Coverage of herb alyer 0.76¥* -0.13 0.36%* 0.13 0.40%* 0.37** 0.48** 025** -0.05
Species richness of herb layer — —0.28%* 0.44%* 0.28** 0.35%* 0.13 020%* - (.33%* 0.13 0.31**
Species diversity of herb layer — —0.70** 0.54% 0.22%* 0.30** -0.01 0.13 -0.32%* 0.10 0.41%*
Sasa borealis 0.01 -0.13 -0.14 0.06 0.03 -0.17* -0.13 -0.16+ -0.11
Trypterigium regelli 0.26%* -0.15* 0.11 0.01 0.10 -0.01 021**  —-0.03 -0.09
Acer barbinerve 024**  -0.14* 0.08 -0.10 -0.04 0.06 0.56**  —0.02 -0.08
Symplocos chinensis for. pilosa 0.10 -0.11 -0.04 -0.06 0.06 -0.04 -0.08 -0.11 -0.05
Rhododendron schillipenbachii 0.28** —0.17* 0.01 -0.05 0.05 0.08 0.23** 0.03 -0.11
Stephanandra incisa -0.15*  -0.00 -0.17*  -0.06 0.01 -0.13 -0.16*  -0.10 -0.07
Altitude 057  —0.34%* 0.18* 0.11 0.51%* 0.35%* 0.39** 020*  —041%*
Slope —0.62** 0.34**  -033** -0.07 —038%  —0.34%*  —0.65%* -0.20%* 0.24**
Relative light intensity 0.14*  -0.10 -0.01 -0.06 ~0.03 -0.08 0.19** 0.02 -0.05
Organic matter 031 042 -0.06 -0.07 0.14* -0.03 0.37%* 0.12 —0.33%*
N 0.28** -039** -0.03 -0.07 0.18* 0.15* 0.41%* 0.06 0.25%*
AP -0.00 -0.14 -0.04 -0.07 -0.13 0.03 0.15* 0.11 0.01
K 0.01 -0.18** -0.15¢ -0.02 0.22**%  -0.07 -0.08 0.01 —0.22%*
Ca 023*%  -047%%  -025%*% -0.12 0.21**  -0.09 0.27+* 0.07 —0.33**
Mg 020*%*  —-040** -0.19** -0.14 0.15*  -0.04 0.19%* 0.22*%*  —0.26%*
pH -0.08 -0.04 -023**  -0.08 0.09 -0.08 -020** -0.07 -0.05
Soil depth —0.27** 0.52*+* 0.07 0.13 -0.19 0.06 -0.30**  -0.08 0.32%
Litter depth 0.16 -0.50** -029** -0.19 -0.03 -0.23* 0.22* 020  —0.30**
Soil moisture content 035*%*  —044%*  —-0.07 -0.19 021*  -0.11 043+ 0.24*  -0.20

** * indicate significance at 1, 5% level

SYNI: Symplocarpus niponnicus o 7)%-2-%-5), VIOR: Viola rossii ‘=%A81%, ERJA: Erythronium japonicum B # 2|, ANRE: Anemone
reflexa 32U}, ANRA: Anemone radeana 72| v+2, ANKO: Aremone koraiensis Z-op|vlgE, COTU: Corydalis turtschaaninovii
5 M. VEPA: Veratum patulum ¥}X, DISM: Disporum smilacinum | 711}

Table 6. Pearson correlatin between some selected spring ephemerals

SYNI VIOR ERJA ANRE ANRA ANKO COTU VEPA DISM

SYNI 1.00

VIOR —0.50%* 1.00

ERJA 0.04 0.20%* 1.00

ANRE -0.10 0.22%* 0.35%* 1.00

ANRA 0.28%* - ~0.18* 0.28** 0.18* 1.00

ANKO 021**  —-0.04 0.32%* 0.20%* 0.21%* 1.00

COTU 048+  ~0.28** 0.10 -0.17* 0.06 0.07 1.00

VEPA 0.13 -0.10 0.07 0.07 -0.06 0.26%* 0.08 1.00

DISM —0.34%* 0.50%* 0.16* 0.22%*  -0.15% -0.06 -0.16* -0.04 1.00

** % indicate significance at I, 5% level

SYNI: Symplocarpus niponnicus o 71%-&-33), VIOR: Viola rossii ‘=41 81E, ERIA: Erythronium japonicum # 2|, ANRE: Anemone
reflexa 3|2 8H4E, ANRA: Anemone radeana % & ¥F2E, ANKO: dnemone koraiensis Z-otv|ukbdE, COTU: Corydalis turtschaaninovii
A5 A, VEPA: Veratum patulum 2}A, DISM: Disporum smilacinum | 71142
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Table 7. Pearson correlation between site factors and coverage of some summer green plants
ISEX MEUR AIAC CASI PSHE ASSC ASCH FIMU PIBR MEON ADGR  LIFI

Height of tree layer —015* —-003 014 -003 -004 002 009 -013 007 007 003 00l
Basal arca ~014 006 007 000 002 008 009 -003 0I5 005 004 —006
CIZ;:&%C U 007 00l 010 008 -010 003 -000 004 021% 006 002 008
C;ﬁ;iiel:;er —021% —013 -001 03  020% 003 007 —002 -022% —002 006 —004
C:hvr:)ag;y‘: 002 006 -011 —013 =011 —026** —027% —0I3 —005 -023* -004 —-0.06
C;:riraagfye‘r’f 009 013 0A4%  033% 017+ 053 0% 010 013 044 016* 003
Sﬁ:rcﬁa;ffmss O oz —0m9  02m 026 oa7r 030 013 006 01 034+ 033 -002
Species diversity of

berb aler —026% 001 007 026" 014+  020% 003 018 01l  0.14% 023 (.04
Sasa borealis —016% —013 013 —-023% —008 —-0.I1  -020% —009 -0I12 021 -009 009
Tryplerigium regelli  038** —003 -010 -002 -016* -008 -014 000 012 001 —-002 0.3
Acer barbinerve 027 004 -011 003 -012 -013 -013 -002 -001 -014 -013 -0.03
}qj:”p;;(c)‘s’i PSS g9 —003 -002 -002 -000 -000 013 -002 Ol -012 -005 00l
Rfc‘;‘j;f;e":;;’zhﬁ 003 005 -008 —-005 -005 ~-014 -017* -012 008 -0I8 -002 001
Stephanandra incisa 002 004 003 00l -004 004 —009 -014 -014 -001 006 -0.10
Altitude 020% —000 -005 —007 —036** —023** —027% —018 017 002 -010 026
Slope —044% —015% 000 006  029%* 021** 013 002 -031% 011 006 —030*
Rs;z;yhgm 024% —007 -001 008 -013 005 00l 006 —003 001 -004 —002
Organic matter 030% 005 -022% —013 —019%* —034* —025% —001 005 -—0I8 —011  0.19%
N 0324 —002 -013 —010 —011 —024% —022% 002 010 —020% —-019% 0.19%
AP 022# -001 —-011 -007 -004 =-020% 011 -006 007 010 -0.12 000
K 012 001 -002 002 -001 -012 -0Il 014 001 -004 -010 002
Ca 028%* 008 —036™ —022%% —024%* —037%* —031%* 011 —003 —034% —026** 0.16*
Mg 038% 012 -022% -0.13 =014* —-027% 010 011 005 —0.I7% —019% 008
pH ~015* —001 -017¢* 003 007 008 -0I1 014 -007 -—0.06* -001 002
Soil depth -026¢ 011 030% 011  021*  04l**  020* -004 010  022* 015 -0l
Litter depth 038%% —007 -041% —015 -023* —044** —-013 —006 —016 ~-036** —025*  0.I5
Soil moisture content  040** 0,05 —031** —004 -025* -036** -010 01 004 —027%* —018 0.9

** % indicate significance at 1, 5% level
ISEX: Isodon excisus . 21*}&, MEUR: Meehania urticifolia 87192, AIAC: dinsliaea acerifolia S3E3], CASL: Carex siderosticta thALZ,

PSHE: Pseudostellaria heterophylla 7\'8Z, SASC: Aster scaber &3, ASCH: Astilbe chinensis

x22F,

FIMU: Filipendula multijuga 3%

B8] Z, PIBR: Pimpinella brachycarpa 2} &, MEON: Melica onoei 24, ADGR: Adenophora grandifiora = 2YX RAVN, LIFL: Ligularia

fischeri 33
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Table 8. Pearson correlation between some summer green plants in autumn

ISEX MEUR  AIAC CASI PSHE  SASC ASCH FIMU PIBR MEON ADGR LIFI
ISEX 1.00
MEUR .03 1.00
AIAC —23%* 07 1.00
CASI -.02 1e* 20%%  1.00
PSHE —21% - 06 16* A3 1.00
SASC —20% 13 33%F 3% 26%  1.00
ASCH -4 -00 .08 04 07 20%*  1.00
FIMU -.03 12 -.16* J9% - 02 04 -.09 1.00
PIBR -.02 01 .09 A5% 04 03 .02 10 1.00
MEON -20% -07 37 14* 01 2% 23%* - .06 -.05 1.00
ADGR -.09 -.16* 200 11 01 A7* d5% 0 -.06 07 35% 100
LIFI 27%* 05 -.18* 2% 17 ~02 -.10 27%* 10 -1 -.06 1.00

*** indicate significance at 1, 5% level
ISEX Isodon excisus 9.¥}E, MEUR: Meehania urticifolia

2, PSHE: Pseudostellaria heZerophylla N8, SASC: Aster scaber 33|, ASCH: Astilbe chinensis

WA Z, AIAC: Ainsliaea acerifolia &332, CASI: Carex siderosticta T A}

202
__1_—[—_9_‘5‘,

FIMU: Filipendula multijuga

SZ e 2| E, PIBR: Pimpinella brachycarpa }E, MEON: Melica onoei 22, ADGR: Adenophora grandifora T2} SRAIH, LIFL:

Ligularia fischeri &%
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