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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to survey vegetation characteristics of Jeopdo (island) for the construction of
a database. We installed and analyzed 52 plots with 100m® quadrat to investigate the vegetation characteristics.
The community classification based on TWINSPAN found seven categories of vegetation communities in the
surveyed region: Pinus thunbergii-Pinus densiflora community, Pinus densiflora-Quercus serrata
community, Carpinus turczaninowii-Quercus variabilis community, Carpinus turczaninowii-Quercus
acutissima community, Quercus variabilis-Carpinus turczaninowii community, Castanopsis sieboldii
community, and Actinodaphne lancifolia-Camellia japonica community. The vegetation in Jeopdo is largely
composed of evergreen conifer trees community (communities I and I ), Carpinusturczaninowii-deciduous
broad-leaved trees such as Quercusspp. community (communities I, IV, and V), and evergreen broad-leaved
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trees community (communities VI and VI[). The evergreen conifer tree (Quercus serrata) community is currently
competing with Pinusdensiflora and Pinusthunbergii. The current state is expected to continue due to the lack
of forces, such as Castanopsis sieboldii and Actinodaphnelancifolia, in the succession middle stage and climax
stage. The current state of Carpinus turczaninowii-deciduous broad-leaved trees such as Quercus spp.
community is expected to last for a long time due to slow vegetation development because of soil conditions.

The evergreen broad-leaved trees community is transforming from the initial stage of Pinus densiflora and
Pinus thunbergii through the stage in Quercus serrata to Castanopsis sieboldii and Actinodaphne lancifolia.
The overall ages of the specimens were similar, and the oldest tree was the 59-year old Castanopsis sieboldii.

The correlation analysis of major species showed a high positive correlation between Pinus thunbergii and
Eurya japonica, Pinus densiflora and Fraxinus sieboldiana, and Actinodaphne lancifolia and Camellia
japonica and a high negative correlation between Pinus densiflora and Car pinus turczaninowii and Carpinus

turczaninowii and Eurya japonica.

KEY WORDS: TWINSPAN, EVERGREEN BROAD-LEAVED FOREST, BROAD-LEAVED DECIDUOUS

FOREST, Castanopsis sieboldii
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Figure 1. Map of the surveyed sites.



- A= AAENEHEIX) 34(1) 2020

E4e dob] flsl 5271 2AH-E TWINSPANC] ©fgh
FEX(classification analysis)(Hill, 1979b)2 &3l 771<]
E7eton TgsiEl] AATRS HolaiRion, T
o] By EXNS Yoliy] £J8] DCA ordination(Hill,
19790 548 ] AAISHITE ANAEES B2 GALES
wlin BRI, A7 A4S Bl Ae] e 9 RE
B2 sfefsio] ARl OFE F4stiT) Harcombe
and Marks, 1978). 153k ZAR|HERE ZF314J9] tlokst A
=5 Yeljle Axe] Frofr= Shannon® 4=2](Pielou,
1975)& o]83}to] Zrlof=(Species Diversity, H'), 7%
(Evenness, 1), £ %=(Dominance, D)Z AR, the|HZ]
S(100m) 25 2 AR s

> e

1o

/|

47} 2l &k

|

1. 71254

PV QoM AFSIL gl AwTe) /PSR
20141 59 A7) HAA Qle] AECIRA7 Vel
B3 ARE ARFSRL 9or 20144 SURE A=y

oA A5 A=E AL ek A=A HSAH

FHES 478.5mo] 1 AE B=2]- 9] FEkS 5.4m(Korea
Meteorological Administration, 2018) & g1 :=9] X}fo|7}
A A=t IEAHEY AR E DEsto] 413(2015~2018)71]
7R = (Korea Meteorological Administration, 2019)5 &
HatiThTable 1), 7 A7} o] dgsle 1427, o
BAEEF 1,309.4m, 23R4 115.0C-4, YRS -5,
0C-E= 2RIEUT. AFE7]95H] dolx] 227181 AF
71, A, A S| Rt BAo]
%=Bl(Kil and Kim, 1999), FE2¢a=9] E3E= A%t 7]
£ 11~157(Kira, 1976), 3222 0~-10°C-L(Yim, 1977),
24> 85~240C-Y, 73 900~1,500mm((Hattori and
Nakanishi, 1985, Park et al., 2018) H{Z A= X|H
skl BiAlelon Mgt Hos sllEgi)

A 5271 ZAE] i3 classification H-4] 5 AJHES
ZAo& Feke BEsls TWINSPAN 714 2 8aio]
2k GE3lsl Tk Figure 2). A WA Tl s ZEN-
oF HEFH U7 Edske a0 SHUHH7 96t

T

Table 1. Climate characteristics of Jindo-gun in recent 4 years(2015~2018)

Annual mean temperature(°C) 14.2 Warmth index(°C) 115.0
Mean maximum temperature(°C) 18.6 Coldness index(°C) -5.0
Mean minimum temperature(°C) 9.9 Annual mean precipitation(imm) 1,309.4
Coldest month mean temperature(°C) 2.4 Maximum precipitation(im) 1,571.0(2018)
January mean temperature(°C) 2.4 Minimum precipitation(im) 768.2(2017)
|
I I
Level 1 Qs, Fs Cj
I
l l l
Level 2 Pd, Ej c S N/O
| | |
| | | | | |
Level 3 Pt N/O N/O Qa ct N/O Ns
I | | | | | I
1 1 i v \% VI Vil
32, 39, 40, 51, 22. 23, 25, 26, 30, 31, 41, 3,567,813, 15,16, 17, 1,2 4 14 19, 20 9,10, 11, 12
52 42,43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 18, 21, 24, 27, 28, 29, 33,
49, 50 34, 35, 36, 37, 38

Figure 2. The dendrogram of classification by TWINSPAN(Qs: Quercusserrata, Fs: Fraxinussieboldiana, Cj: Camellia
japonica, Pd: Pinusdensiflora, Ej: Euryajaponica, Ct: Carpinusturczaninowii, Sa: Sorbusalnifolia, Pt: Pinus
thunbergii, Qa: Quercus acutissima, Ns: Neolitsea sericea).
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analysis) ordination.
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Table 2. General description of the physical and vegetation of the seven communities

Community* I I I v \Y% VI VI
Plot number 5 16 21 3 1 2 4
Altitude(m) 47~102 85~134 74~171 131~143 123 78 146~150
Aspect( °) 85~350 0~350 0~354 170~292 176 140~142 142~320
Slope( °) 16~28 2~28 2~35 23~30 29 16~19 15~21
Number of species 18~27 15~23 12~29 12~19 13 7~14 6~14
(Total number of species) (48) (51) (66) (27) (13) (15) (18)
Height(m) 9.0~16.0 6.0~15.0 5.0~16.0 6.0~7.0 9.0 8.0 8.0~11.0
Canopy Mean DBH(cm) 13.3~22.0  10.4~20.0 7.8~35.2 9.2~12.3 17.6 18.3~22.0  11.5~19.9
Coverage(%) 10~40 20~70 10~70 40~50 60 40~50 30~60
Height(m) 5.0~7.0 3.5~6.0 2.0~7.0 2.0~4.0 4.0 3.0 5.0~6.0
Understory Mean DBH(cm) 4.8~6.2 3.4~7.1 3.3~6.0 3.1~7.1 49 3.9~4.9 5.6~7.8
Coverage(%) 30~70 30~60 5~70 5~20 30 50 40~80
Shrub Height(m) 0.5~1.0 0.3~1.5 0.3~1.2 0.2~0.8 0.8 0.5 0.5~0.6
Coverage(%) 10~50 10~60 10~70 20~90 50 80~90 5~25

* 1: Pinus thunbergii-P. densiflora Community, I: P. densiflora-Quercus serrata Comm., II: Carpinus turczaninowii-Q. variabilis
Comm., IV: C. turczaninowii-Q. acutissma Comm., V: Q. variabilis-C. turczaninowii Comm., VI: Castanopsis sieboldii Comm.,
VI: Actinodaphne lancifolia-Camellia japonica Comm.

Table 3. Similarity index among three communities

Community* I I I v \Y% VI
I 50.38
I 33.88 48.54
v 14.92 26.91 58.59
\% 8.49 18.65 51.30 42.19
VI 12.12 13.55 20.39 10.80 27.94
VI 6.01 7.69 13.35 10.34 34.06 29.52

* 1: Pinus thunbergii-P. densiflora Community, I: P. densiflora-Quercus serrata Comm., II: Carpinus turczaninowii-Q. variabilis
Comm., IV: C. turczaninowii-Q. acutissma Comm., V: Q. variabilis-C. turczaninowii Comm., VI: Castanopsis sieboldii Comm.,
VI: Actinodaphne lancifolia-Camellia japonica Comm.
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Table 4. Importance percentage of major woody species by the stratum for each communities
Comm.* ) Layer U S M ) Layer U S M
Species Species
Pinus thunbergii 57.34 - - 28.67iCornus kousa - 4.20 1.63 1.67
Eurya japonica - 5439 11.73  20.09: Ligustrum japonicum - 0.53 7.08 1.36
Pinus densiflora 31.12 - - 15.56 llex macropoda - 3.54 0.37 1.24
I Quercus serrata 11.54 7.35 0.52 8.31 : Viburnum erosum - 1.50 4.27 1.21
Trachel ospermum asiaticum - - 3741 6.24 : Platycarya strobilacea - 2.58 1.51 1.11
Styrax japonicus - 10.03 0.06 3.35{ Others - 11.02 3226 9.11
Fraxinus sieboldiana - 4.88 3.18 2.16
Pinus densiflora 52.12 4.78 - 27.65: llex macropoda 4.51 1.04 0.10 2.62
Quercus serrata 23.79  10.80 1.42  15.73 i Vaccinium oldhamii - 2.25 6.80 1.88
Fraxinus sieboldiana - 21.10 7.12 8.22 i Rhododendron mucronulatum - 0.36 9.89 1.77
Quercus variabilis 11.86 4.90 0.05 7.57 i Sorbus alnifolia - 2.75 2.02 1.25
I Trachelospermum asiaticum - - 3321 5.54 Cornus kousa 0.87 2.37 - 1.23
Carpinus turczaninowii - 13.26 1.54 4.68 | Smilax china - - 6.89 1.15
Eurya japonica - 11.65 3.59 4.48 i Viburnum erosum - 0.77 5.01 1.09
Quercus mongolica 5.49 2.72 0.25 3.69 i Others 1.35 1193 21.98 8.34
Syrax japonicus - 9.33 0.13 3.13
Carpinus turczaninowii 29.10  36.85 1.32  27.05: Prunus spp. 2.44 3.10 0.83 2.39
Quercus variabilis 22.78 5.01 0.39  13.13: Acer pseudosieboldianum 0.73 4.09 3.54 2.32
Quercus serrata 12.92 6.98 1.56 9.05 i Cornus kousa 0.55 5.76 0.10 2.21
Castanopsis sieboldii 9.71 3.95 3.98 6.84 : Ardisia japonica - - 11.54 1.92
11 Trachel ospermum asiaticum - - 3354 5.59 i Ligustrum japonicum - 2.67 4.60 1.66
Fraxinus sieboldiana 0.94 9.51 2.79 4.11 i Sorbus alnifolia 0.23 2.42 1.62 1.19
Platycarya strobilacea 6.64 1.50 0.08 3.83 i Camellia japonica - 2.21 2.48 1.15
Styrax japonicus 2.43 6.25 0.11 3.32; Others 6.57 9.70 3148 11.81
Pinus densiflora 4.96 - - 2.48
Carpinus turczaninowii 60.17 5.82 - 32.03iArdisia japonica - - 1484 2.47
Ligustrum japonicum - 60.36 829  21.50 Fraxinus sieboldiana 4.12 - 2.03 2.40
Quercus variabilis 4.75 16.77 4.53 8.72 : Prunus spp. 4.25 - - 2.13
v Quercus acutissima 15.40 2.47 - 8.52 i Smilax china - - 9.27 1.55
Platycarya strobilacea 5.37 3.32 0.75 3.92 : Lespedeza maximowicZii - - 7.44 1.24
Trachelospermum asiaticum - - 2015 3.36 ;| Grewia parviflora - - 6.78 1.13
Sorbus alnifolia 0.85 6.77 2.00 3.02 | Cdltis sinensis - 2.25 2.08 1.10
Quercus serrata 5.08 - 2.58 2.97 i Others - 225 19.24 3.99
Quercus variabilis 60.86  11.69 - 34.33 : Trachelospermum asiaticum - - 21.99 3.67
Carpinus turczaninowii 26.61  18.33 3.08 19.93: Ligustrum japonicum - 10.26 - 3.42
v Actinodaphne lancifolia - 2618 19.32  11.95 Ardisia japonica - - 1522 2.54
Camellia japonica - 2510 8.76 9.83 i Machilus thunbergii - - 6.16 1.03
Platycarya strobilacea 12.53 - - 6.27 : Others - - 1623 2.71
Castanopsis sieboldii - 8.45 9.25 436
Castanopsis sieboldii 88.22 3237 18.82  58.04: Quercus variabilis 6.05 - - 3.03
Camellia japonica - 40.36 7.19  14.65 : Albizia julibrissin 5.72 - 0.33 2.92
VI Trachelospermum asiaticum - - 56.22 9.37 i Actinodaphne lancifolia - 5.56 2.06 2.20
Ligustrum japonicum - 7.65 7.55 3.81 Others - 4.97 6.58 2.76
Eurya japonica - 9.09 1.30 3.25
Camellia japonica 2394 88.79 13.33  43.79: Trachelospermum asiaticum - - 1551 2.59
Actinodaphne lancifolia 47.51 - 9.04 25.26: Zelkova serrata 5.16 - - 2.58
VIT Neolitsea sericea 0.97 2.59  32.80 6.82 : Cinnamomum yabunikkei 2.87 - 5.38 233
Ligustrum japonicum - 451  16.29 4.22 i Quercus variabilis 4.07 - - 2.04
Castanopsis sieboldii 5.39 1.50 - 3.20 i Celtis biondii 2.33 - - 1.17
Machilus thunbergii 5.22 - - 2.61 : Others 2.56 2.62 7.64 3.44

! C: Importance percentage in canopy layer, U: Importance percentage in understory layer, S: Importance percentage in shrub layer, M: Mean importance percentage
* 1: Pinus thunbergii-P. densiflora Community, 1: P. densiflora-Quercus serrata Comm., II: Carpinus turczaninowii-Q. variabilis Comm., IV: C. turczaninowii-Q.
acutissima Comm., V: Q. variabilis-C. turczaninowii Comm., VI: Castanopsis sieboldii Comm., VI: Actinodaphne lancifolia-Camellia japonica Comm.
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$d) 2LEHILP. 31.12%)9F ZSFHLLP. 11.54%)vto] kel
T3 glom, ofuEZofA= AR EUH(LP. 54.39%)7F 3
HZof| A= uRAIE(LP. 37.41%)7 AR EUELLP. 11.73%)
7F A8k AoRE ERIFT + T (AaW-Eh Tt
2ho] WEZ=0 AUSYLP. 52.12%)7} $Hsk= 7ked 234
UFY(LP. 23.79%)9} (LD, 11.86%)7} =& H|& &
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g AlES FAdshe S-staL 9lon, WEFS ulAHLP.
33.21%) 9] Alglo] 7P WAl F4=lo Sict o=t 1 okt
I &= H3t P Hols o2fo 2 wESo| AU, HE,
ST 9k, ofalg AR U, SR, o
SUF Fo] WES npilEoe] fxshaL ot W2 s
HEel Aol el 7|E AFE HW¥, Oh and
Kim(1996)2 AUHE, 5, ZhA oL, SRR ol -4
BHEHE, F7HUE, 37U 58 AA SRR o
31900, Park et al.(2018)2 E<, AU, E3HE S(27]
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2 Fgelolet. oleiel A & o o 13 2= [& W2
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SARRERU R )9 w52 SARRHLP.
29.10%), ZHFHLP. 22.78%), ZHUIRYLP. 12.92%),
AZHIER(LP. 9.71%) & theFeh =50l AEs F4dok=
Zolu, ofalEZ2 AARIEYILP. 36.86%)7}F $-Hatil 9o
], TR HRAE(LP. 33.54%)0] 9-4l8k= 7Rt At
(LP. 11.54%)7} =& vl&= Edslict. w2t V& ARE:
IR U R S SARFR(LP. 60.17%)7} ofal
E53& FHHLP. 60.36%)7F S1F0RE eRIEglon, 2
20 mALP. 20.15%), AP, 14.84%), AHujzly
ZH(LP. 927%), HIFHLP. 8.29%) 5 tleFst =0 4%
o sRIEeE TR AARRER] 7 V O] s
o FARFIP. 60.86%)7} AR 71eH] AARHXLP.
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HZx0 QuMIILP. 26.18%), SMUEYLP. 25.10%), 24}
VLD, 18.33%), ZZFNLP. 11.69%), LH(LP.
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IMLP. 19.32%), AFES(LP. 15.22%), FAIRMLILP.
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57} Sl ok S0l 2R, FE, Suhi,
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AEZT} ofmEZoIN $HsHe AARFREE e Ajole)
Higto] 73t 54| &2 Edstal(Park e al., 2018), 2
o, 2ogt 719 A 59 HREY] Edske BEAS
A 2Z(Lee et al., 1999)0|, 2 |F = ARSIl EY0]
25l SAl | &2 E35k= 4~F(Korea Forest Service,
2017; Kang and Park, 2018)°0.2 T+ & X5 AZXSEAL; 24}
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T} oA =L QLo ABRY] - gt
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5) EnXZEd X U=l glom, 478 JTtofAf= AR UL 71 Hol
9 =0 oxzol giet Ae] 2 Wl ojrEge mop  TUEUT AUF-SHURIHEH 1)9] v AT
AAJBIICKTable 5). 22 1 78t oA SRR, AARER, AR R U, Al G

5 o
= -
(R AUEARH O] a1 AU AZAR Tzl 3 T oo 285 A B2 AHAE SRlEglc e W

Table 5. The DBH distribution of major woody species for each communities

Comm.* g;“; Species Shb D D Df D D¢ Df Df D¢ Dy D Dt Dy

Pinus thunbergii - - - 4 7 1 2 - - - - R R

Pinus densiflora - - - 1 3 - 1 1 - - - - -

Quercus serrata 20 - 10 9 - 1 - - - - - - -

I 500 Eurya japonica 76 4 70 39 5 1 - - - - - - -
Fraxinus sieboldiana 84 2 16 - - - - - - - - - -
Trachelospermum asiaticum 2,228 - - - - - - - - - - - -

Others 1,100 5 57 19 3 - - - - - - - -

Pinus densiflora - - - 4 17 17 11 6 - - - - -

Carpinus turczaninowii 28 - 39 13 3 - - - - - - - -

Quercus variabilis 12 - 4 19 8 - 1 - - - - - -

Quercus serrata 80 - 33 34 10 3 1 - - - - - -

I 1,600 Eurya japonica 116 3 52 8 - - - - - - - - -
Rhododendron mucronulatum 996 - 3 - - - - - - - - - -

Fraxinus sieboldiana 600 15 124 8 - - - - - - - - -
Trachelospermum asiaticum 7,148 - - - - - - - - - - -

Others 3,168 28 127 38 8 2 1 - - - - - -

Carpinus turczaninowii 40 1 154 93 30 10 2 1 - - - -

Castanopsis sieboldii 196 1 29 5 1 - - - - 2 - 1 1

Quercus variabilis 44 - 5 26 21 8 6 3 - - - - -

I 2,100 Quercus serrata 136 - 33 34 17 1 - - - - . - -
Fraxinus sieboldiana 164 6 82 4 - - - - - - - - -

Trachel ospermum asiaticum 8,260 - - - - - - - - - - -

Others 5,568 23 206 60 20 5 4 1 2 - - - -

Carpinus turczaninowii - - 9 15 8 6 1 - - - - - -

Quercus acutissima - - 1 11 1 - - - - - - - -

v 300 Ligustrum japonicum 24 1 4 6 1 - - - - - - - -
Trachelospermum asiaticum 220 - - - - - - - - - - -

Others 476 - 9 19 2 - - - - - - - -

Carpinus turczaninowii 4 - 1 2 2 1 - - - - - - -

Quercus variabilis - - - 1 3 3 1 - - - - - -

v 100 Actinodaphne lancifolia 12 - 5 1 - - - - - - - - -
Camellia japonica 8 - 8 - - - - - - -
Trachelospermum asiaticum 40 - - - - - - - - R - i i

Others 60 - 6 - - - 1 - - - - -

Castanopsis sieboldii 24 - 3 4 6 4 3 3 1 1 - - -

Camellia japonica 48 - 8 1 - - - - - - - - -

VI 200 Ligustrum japonicum 32 1 2 - - - - - - - - - -
Trachelospermum asiaticum 1,720 - - - - - - - - - - - -

Others 176 1 5 1 1 - - 1 - - - - -

Castanopsis sieboldii - - 1 2 - 2 - - - - - -

Actinodaphne lancifolia 44 - - 3 12 10 - 2 - 1 - - -

viI 400 Neolitsea sericea 260 - - 3 - - - - - - - - -
Camellia japonica 48 - 51 37 4 1 - - - - - - -

Others 240 - 4 3 5 2 - 2 - 1 - - -

% Di<2(cm), % 2<D,<T, & 7<Ds<12, % 12<Dy<17, & 17<Ds<22, 11 22 <D<27, & 27<D;<32, " 32<Ds<37, ' 37<Dy<d2, J: 42<D;<47, *: 47<
Dy<52, 1 52>Dy,

* 1: Pinus thunbergii-P. densiflora Community, I: P. densiflora-Quercus serrata Comm., II: Carpinus turczaninowii-Q. variabilis Comm., IV:
C. turczaninowii-Q. acutissima Comm., V: Q. variabilisC. turczaninowii Comm., VI: Castanopsis sieboldii Comm., VI: Actinodaphne
lancifolia-Camellia japonica Comm.
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AR B0 R AR, B, U 5
o] 237 7oA B AAIE SRl glom, AR
U 37em oo} tiE pztell A 474A 7k SelEglet.
T V(AR AR R e AR ARe] U
7h 2= V(ER- AR SAR e SRR}
2F7% FelA Eluar glom, Asheket
D)9} AT DBH 2em o4 42em m]vte] 2 tofA]
A7WA7E BRI SIC). 2 VI(SE-F L) o] St
e 2345 el SulUE 257l W
AL ShelE|Qtet.
6) ECiA=

T2l SIS A H(Table 6), TTI=r} 71 &
& P FRUE AR V)OE 2.19198 U
Epgron, 7P vk ek pAsmh e (e )R
0.9129% & et B ot Yok tha o7} Q=
o= vt 2t VI(HastuTeh e Zek ISt

Table 6. Species diversity indices in each communities

LS el & 4284} ek TUER 42
2GR T, AR HATASR) SRR, U,
PR, ST R T gt uls) W Sk
52 Ho|T, 2R VI, D] B Friopso] vl
A xohe o Sl gl

7) EE=2 oy

—= Lo

AR Y] 93F H SR S e s dRE
A2 2B Table 7). 42| Ao giA| o2 AL}
Al e glom, 7R el 2 AshRR o
Zdgo| oF 59 90|t} Ut x| 9] A=ESel7.e 1A
AA, A=A 5 ANAQ FFeE g shEe] 4
A Z3ke] S AFAI(Oh and Choi, 1993)8F 21-& et
T 30~40 ARE] 2] FEo] PofubA] il Az os
Heulo] 7He Bl o FoR wEnh o dmw
(1987d)0] Zzo g z}9lo] Zto] YaksjAl Anke o]
o] Helok

(Unit: 100 yp2)

Community H'(Shannon) J'(evenness) D(dominance) H'max
I 1.8564 0.5910 0.4090 3.1673

I 1.7216 0.5927 0.4073 2.9309

11 1.6512 0.5619 0.4381 2.9755

v 1.9673 0.7457 0.2543 2.6647

\Y 2.1919 0.8545 0.1455 2.5649

VI 0.9129 0.4248 0.5752 2.2925

vil 1.5904 0.7323 0.2677 2.2063
Average 1.6882 0.5982 0.4018 2.8690

* 1: Pinus thunbergii-P. densiflora Community, I: P. densiflora-Quercus serrata Comm., II: Carpinus turczaninowii-Q. variabilis
Comm., IV: C. turczaninowii-Q. acutissma Comm., V: Q. variabilis-C. turczaninowii Comm., VI: Castanopsis sieboldii Comm.,

VI: Actinodaphne lancifolia-Camellia japonica Comm.

Table 7. The age and the number of standard tree in the Jeopdo

Species No. of Individuals DBH(cm) Expected Age(Year) Mean Annual Growth(mm)
Pinus thunbergii 3 14.5~26.0 30~39 2.1~4.2
Pinus densiflora 6 15.0~29.5 26~41 2.4~3.8
Castanopsis sieboldii 2 28.0 33~59 2.3~24
Actinodaphne lancifolia 2 18.0~21.0 42~43 2.3
Quercus variabilis 1 19.0 39 2.3
Quercus mongolica 1 11.0 34 1.7
Quercus serrata 3 13.0~18.0 33~35 1.6~2.2
Carpinus turczaninowii 8 8.0~20.0 26~45 1.1~2.4
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8) &+ ¥ Al

T4 9 WA A2 ZF2re] ol djsl Tl A (100
n')E 7|02 ZABIGItHTable 8). &= AlE<t=to] Bt
9 FeE 18.4445.08%01%01, FHat &3 A=
685.10£547 2174 = Uepgtovt B+t =3 iAot Bes
= WAl 2 FE vA= vHiET AEE ARt
745 Hat 28 /A= 223. 7121112970419}, eha =
AR, 2e 0] 24.0043.74F0 7P B o) Bl
E)9lal, =k 17} 300.50£123. 387042 714wk 77}
SR SR AHEY, T 49 nESS dE
V7F 4.67+1.15%, ofuE52 = 1 0] 10.60+£3.21%, I
S ek 10] 17.80 487502 7 g Fo] RIS,
A0 745 v tE A5 AlQfslal wEEe et IV
7} 23.33£14.47744), oluE52 et 1 o] 47.60+5.59744,
FEZ=o0 ek 7} 260.50+119.4270A|1 2 714 w2 7jA)7}
gRl=] it

=]

=
FAE YRR 10% oVl 55 Vo=
4% 7F AREAS AASIITK Table 9). 353 A2 d|wju)
= 22 Ay S 2t ol H&o] Adll, 53,
ol At Al EFteollAl AMgshH, 53] Ei sliekrlol

N

Table 8. Analysis of the number of species and individuals in each communities

A RS 7R BT E S 7HE A% 9%(Cho, 2018)
o)1, AR AT Slebrlel A, deler =A 9
UR2]] A7|So]] BE(Yun et al., 2017)8}L HRe<SE o
oA Hedalgo] & = Az ulgh Eella] & Ahefa
450757} Ho|(Chang e al., 2011) o] e Bwr}
wE AU S 22 A ofefelld o & Aeks 540l
Qo 2geh Ao BekEk suprol AR E
3 2o o] ApEblE et 4UES) Bofo] 71Zsl
H]L 7} Lo S AAPHE (Korea Forest Research Institute,
2005)0]) ¥}, ABFARE Eofito] A%sl Hup
5t A1) E51A] &3 (Park and Oh, 2015)3}o] AYefZ] &
7} BB, £k BEAL AREure} Mg, A
Z So] 3 Bxsh= 7102 olif(Kang e al., 2016)3F 7]
o] A4S A= TS 4= Qlok L 9] AL}
YL, AU} U, SuhiRel BalR) e
Y] AE e AoR ERlEth

0 Vol HPPAS Hol % F AURSL 2ARIT}
Ut L ol AU Shhe o] Earshut Hja
73k Egeo] M2 (Yoon, 2004) SALE Aol
& H3(Korea Forest Research Institute, 2005)3}1l, AAf
L] 79 kel 2|9 nigto] 7Rt Sl = Es)
T(Park et al., 2018), ), Lt 7jE) SAR So

(Unit: 100 42)

No. of species

No. of individual

Community*
Tree  Understory  Shrub Total Tree Understory Shrub Total
701.60+465.70 753.80+464.76
-+ + =2 -+ + +
I 2.00£1.00 10.60+3.21 17.80+4.87 24.00+3.74 4.60+£2.97 47.60+5.59 (232.00437.74)%%  (284.20£40.69)
II 2.88+0.96 9.19+2.32 13.25+2.14 18.88+2.31 7.56+2.42 32.44+10.89 759.25+599.22 799.254597.33

(260.504119.42)
686.10+498.19

(300.50+123.38)
729.10+512.08

I 4.19+2.34 9.00£3.90 13.43+£3.25 20.05+4.26 11.81+6.57 31.19+21.00

(150.00£76.50)  (195.00+87.63)
240.00£224.00  271.33+235.14
+ + +. + =+ +
v 467HLIS 367:0.58 10.6744.51 14.6743.79 233341447 800:361 B0 (U0
v 3 6 10 13 11 24 124(52) 159(87)
VI 2004141 5.0042.83 9.0044.24 10.50+4.95 11.5043.54 11.5046.36 000-00=1,170.97 1,023.00+1,180.87

(80.0039.60)
148.00+68.04

(103.00+49.50)
184.50+63.51

VII 4.50+2.38 2.75+1.71 5.25+1.50 9.50+3.32 17.00+6.48 19.50+7.05

Average

(119.00+80.16)

664.23+541.72
(182.85+104.99)

(155.50+76.12)

685.10+547.21
(223.71£111.29)

3.52+1.92 8.21+£3.72 12.77+4.10 18.44+5.08 10.85+7.07 30.02+17.28

* 1: Pinus thunbergii-P. densiflora Community, I: P. densiflora-Quercus serrata Comm., II: Carpinus turczaninowii-Q.
variabilis Comm., IV: C. turczaninowii-Q. acutissma Comm., V: Q. variabilis-C. turczaninowii Comm., VI: Castanopsis
sieboldii Comm., VI: Actinodaphne lancifolia-Camellia iaponica Comm.

** Result of deleting Trachelospermum asiaticum and Ardisia japonica
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Table 9. Pearson correlation coefficient of the major tree species

Species' Pt Pd Ps Ct Cs Qa Qv Qm Qs A Mt Sa Py Ea C E § Fs
Pd  -.081

Ps -051 -222

Ct -244 "326* .107

Cs -123 -210 -124 -189

Qa -069 -.144 -014 .326* -079

Qv -222 -158 079 203 -166 -.126

Qm -079 257 -156 -216 -114 -064 -135

Qs -098 119 .117 -181 -208 -141 -179 .014

Al -101  -221 -107 -210 032 -070 -110 -.101 -286%

Mt  -083 -187 .140 -033 010 -057 .017 -084 -182 .238

Sa -165 178 006 215 -060 .139 -080 .027 -070 -.124 -.097

Psp -115 -163 -078 .583* _144 117 .097 -056 -052 -176 -132 .I51

Eja -018 -118 .106 .119 -050 -056 .025 -007 -076 -084 .340* .121 -038

Cj  -131 -273 -152 -207 127 -083 -151 -122 -341* 784** 262 -144 -187 -085

Ej  755%% 228 -161 -378% -112 -113 -266 .109 -084 -165 -133 -213 -176 .041 -193

S 194 -074 120 -239 002 -137 -128 .029 251 -163 -073 -165 -058 -113 -167 .156

Fs  -174 662%* -227 -094 -300% -063 .054 312% 215 -302* -241 .141 -035 -101 -341* 076 -.196

Lj -074 -290* 158 253 -.031 .549%* 012 -155 -256 .127 -018 .062 -150 -096 .144 -147 -.155 -282%

% P<0.05, **: P<0.01

' Pt: Pinus thunbergii, Pd: Pinus densiflora, Ps: Platycarya strobilacea, Ct: Carpinus turczaninowii, Cs. Castanopsis sieboldii, Qa:
Quercus acutissima, Qv: Quercus variabilis, Qm: Quercus mongolica, Qs. Quercus serrata, Al: Actinodaphne lancifolia, Mt:
Machilus thunbergii, Sa: Sorbus alnifolia, Psp: Prunus spp., Eja: Euscaphis japonica, Cj: Camellia japonica, Ej: Eurya japonica,
§: Syrax japonicus, Fs. Fraxinus sieboldiana, Lj: Ligustrum japonicum

Aol ZHSH= 45 (Lee e al., 1999)0.3 T 5] Ale
2} A2} ot 74 Aol Qo] ekt Aul pehelch
1 9] RO} ARSI 8 Ho] ApAE ol
L o etk

fu

10) &2 $32| ordination

AR WAL ofaEE-O] AT A7 10% o<l
T AEZYa2] 52 FHOE ordinationiA]S AlA]
SIAtH(Figure 4). #4241}, w3} ofla5-o] A4
7} 10% oVdolHA AESH42 5 5 ARbE|uuT= of
WEZO] A R|7E 10% v|gko|HA] IS Edsh=
AEEYR =, TS AL, ATV S
Y ASAFE Holal Lo} wESa} ofwmEZ-o] A%
7} 10% oPgolHA] AEEH4=] b, SHUE, FuU
TRl St BUs/dS Hole A 0E Uit
E3F AR U = 5, AU 5 A AllES 7L

2 eion Bashn Sl oft= A

1

U7 SR Aol A HAskge] 2 Ew Hxskal
2k} EQfollA] 2 Alekal L%}t #o](Chang et al.,
2011) Slo] W& Ftt &) vy Sk 22 M9
ofgflollA] T 2+ ARtz B/o] FFom ARgRt Zlow v
o} ARAEEURRL] A9 gt o] el AJEggaeo] 53t
Axe AAsk] flsl A8 64F 5 shtolal(Uyeki, 1941;
Yun et a., 2017), T2 2] 52 geFol vlste] 19le
of B35kl Q) om(Uyeki, 1941, Yun et al., 2011; Yun
et al., 2017), 7]933}e] ws st 7hs/do] = d2r
FEEETE(Yun et al, 2017)0fck E3h 2 71453} H=
7195k el gHE WRO® AlEls e ZoR ot
E, AETES Yok TR0 s v Alow w
H(Yun et al., 2017)=|52 2]&4Q1 ko] Dagh Folzt
o 4 ik
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Figure 4. DCA(detrended correspondence analysis) ordination of the major tree species.

(Pt: Pinus thunbergii, Pd: Pinus densiflora, Aj: Ardisia japonica, Ps: Platycarya strobilacea, Cl: Carpinus laxiflora, Ct: Carpinus
turczaninowii, Cs: Castanopsis sieboldii, Qa: Quercus acutissima, Qv: Quercus variabilis, Qm: Quercus mongolica, Qs. Quercus
serrata, Qac: Quercus acuta, Qsa: Quercus salicina, Zs: Zelkova serrata, Vh: Vaccinium bracteatum, Cm: Callicarpa mollis, Fo:
Ficus oxyphylla, Al: Actinodaphne lancifolia, Sh: Sauntonia hexaphylla, Kj: Kadsura japonica, Cy: Cinnamomum yabunikkei, Mt:
Machilus thunbergii, Ns: Neolitsea sericea, Pto: Pittosporum tobira, Ri: Rhaphiolepis indica var. umbellata, Sa: Sorbus alnifolia,
Psp: Prunus spp., Im: Ilex macropoda, li: llex integra, Ejap: Euonymus japonicus, Eja: Euscaphis japonica, Ap: Acer
pseudosieboldianum, Cj: Camellia japonica, Ej: Eurya japonica, Em: Elaeagnus macrophylla, Hr: Hedera rhombea, Ck: Cornus
kousa, §: Syrax japonicus, Fs: Fraxinus sieboldiana, Lj: Ligustrum japonicum, Ta: Trachelospermum asiaticum)
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