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A Study on the Plant Community Structure of Carpinus turczaninowii in Islands of Incheon and
Gyeonggi-do'
- Case Study of Seokmo, Yeongjong, Yeongheung and Daebu Island -
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ABSTRACT

This study aimed to provide basic data such as the structure of the Carpinus turczaninowii community and
characteristics of the habitat environment for ex situ conservation by analyzing the plant community structure of
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Carpinus turczaninowii, an island plant resource. For the community structure analysis, this study established
29 plots, sized 100m’ each, in Seokmo, Yeongjong, Yeongheung, and Daebu islands. TWINSPAN was used for
the classification of communities. The classification identified six communities. Group I was the C.
turczaninowii-Quercus serrata community, group II was the C. turczaninowii-Pinus densiflora community, group
I was the C. turczaninowii-Quercus mongolica community, group IV was the C. turczaninowii-Sorbus alnifolia
community, group V was the C. furczaninowii typical community, and group VI was the C. turczaninowii-Quercus
variabilis community. The species diversity was 0.90008~1.12868, the dominance was 0.17536~0.25665, and the
similarity index was 17.1429~38.2979%. The result of correlation analysis of 7 environmental factors for 6 communities
by RDA ordination showed a positive correlation between the crown density and litter layer and a negative correlation
between the bare rock, soil hardness, and altitude on the 1st axis. On the 2nd axis, the bare rock and crown
density showed a positive correlation, and the slope showed a negative correlation. In the C. turczaninowii-Quercus
serrata community (I), the crown density and the litter layer were the environmental factors affecting the vegetation
distribution. In the C. turczaninowii-Pinus densiflora (1) and C. turczaninowii-Quercus mongolica (III)
communities, the slope was the factor affecting vegetation distribution. In the C. turczaninowii-Sorbus alnifolia
(IV), C. turczaninowii typical (V), and C. turczaninowii-Quercus variabilis (V1) communities, the bare rock,
altitude, and soil hardness were the factors affecting vegetation distribution.
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Figure 1. Location map of survey area in Seokmo island, Yeongjong island, Yeongheung island and Daebu island.
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Figure 2. Classification of 29 plots by the TWINSPAN analysis(Pd: Pinus densiflora, S¢: Smilax china, ¥r: Fraxinus
rhynchophylla, St: Stephanandra incisa, Qa: Quercus aliena, S&: Sorbus alnifolia, Rm: Rhododendron
mucronulatum, V€. Viburnum erosum, SS: Symplocos sawafutagi> QS: Quercus serrata, Ah: Ampelopsis

heterophylla, Pt: Parthenocissus tricuspidata)-
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Table 1. General description of the physical features and vegetation of the surveyed plots

Community* 1
Plot 1 2 3 4 6 7 8 9
Altitude(m) 120 115 131 125 140 133 125 125
Slope(®) 10 16 19 24 26 14 10 10
Aspect(°) 105 340 319 342 160 102 37 37
N 37.27277 37.27284 37.27310 37.27248 37.27281 37.27021 37.27023 37.27012
Coordinates
E 126.46349 126.46363 126.46367 126.46274 126.46299 126.46381 126.46431 126.46486
Height 10 12 12 10 12 10 12 10
(m)
Mean
Canopy DBH 10 8 9 8 13 11 10 10
(cm)
Coverage 60 75 60 62 60 80 70 80
(%)
Height 6 4 6 6 6 6 6 5
(m)
Mean
Understory DBH 5 4 5 5 5 7 7 5
(cm)
Coverage
o 60 60 80 80 80 40 60 30
Hzlngjht <1 <1 <2 <1 <03 0.5 <05 <05
Shrub o
verage
o 50 40 80 80 30 10 20 5
* Plant community names are referred form figure 2
(Table 1. Continued)
Community* I i
Plot 5 10 1 12 13 28 23 24 25 26 27 29
Altitude(m) 121 28 2 2 28 235 234 234 232 242 226 241
Slope(®) 24 33 33 33 33 14 25 25 29 24 10 18
Aspect(°) 340 355 0 5 355 315 242 242 257 138 9 65
Coondi N 3727279 3723319 372334 37338 3723333 37480 | 3749085 3749288 37AMS4 374935 374955 3749436
oordinates
E 2646293 12654534 12654541 12654550 12654538 12651741 | 1265169 1265105 1265165 12651651 1265172 12651765
Height 10 10 8 8 8 8 6 8 8 6 8 6
(m)
Mean
Canopy DBH 9 10 7 8 4 8 14 12 10 8 8 6
(c)
C"E’f‘;"ge 60 60 50 40 50 80 70 70 60 60 80 80
0,
Height 5 6 6 6 6 6 5 4 5 4 5 4
(m)
Mean
Understory DBH 6 6 6 6 6 6 7 6 5 6 4 4
(cm)
Ooz,i";“ge 80 60 40 50 60 60 50 50 50 80 40 80
0,
H(eig)h‘ <1 <2 <1 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2
m
Shrub
CO(V;I")“ge 30 20 20 10 20 40 20 20 40 60 40 60
0,

* Plant community names are referred form figure 2
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(Table 1. Continued)
Community* v v VI
Plot 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 2
Altitude(m) 216 220 213 226 226 217 196 196 197
Slope(°) 7 12 2 2 2 18 19 19 19
Aspect(°) 348 270 101 265 265 268 265 265 281
N 37.68587 37.68567 37.68547 37.68686 37.68691 37.68684 37.68731 37.68746 37.68658
Coordinates
E 12633115 12633160 | 12633229 12633297 12633294 12633270 i 12633214 12633210 12633218
Height 6 8 6 7 8 6 6 8 6
(m)
Mean
Canopy DBH 6 10 9 5 8 6 9 8 8
(cm)
Coverage 80 70 80 80 80 70 70 50 60
(%)
Height 4 6 4 4 4 4 5 4 4
(m)
Understory a0 DBH 4 6 6 5 6 4 6 7 6
(cm)
Coverage 70 50 50 40 20 20 50 40 60
(%)
oot <1 <2 <2 <2 <2 <1 <2 <2 <2
Shrub
C"Z,Z‘?ge 20 80 50 40 40 30 20 20 30

* Plant community names are referred form figure 2

7§, DBH 2~45cm?] EujLbE 77§, DBH 2~23cm?] Az
U5 14707 & & 132 88704171 &331ch DBH 6cm¢!
A= 199 A0l o, DBH 23emdl AlZU= 26
Aol qich

w2 V(AR AgdEho] Ed RARHARE
16~19)9] salte= 213~226m2] FAl AHA|H O 2A 5
H101°), A3H265~268°)0]c}. A= 18~22°% tfFE 7
AR 9 FZdARR|o]H, B = 0.10~0.26kg/enf, &H| 4=
63~78%= BAE|th S L-ZT 60~80%E Y= ¢
Aok AR A A wEJolA AARFEHLP.:
85.32%), ZZRIEYLP.: 4.91%), AIZUELP.: 3.79%), &
FHUHLP.: 3.55%) 59 o= 9453l on, ofuEg
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Table 2. Mean importance percentage of woody plants by 6 classified communities
Community* 1 11 11
. Layer™ 1 ¢ U S M C U S M C U S M
Species

Pinus densiflora siebold & Zuce. 8.9 - - 449 | 2099 415 - 1188 | 1.68 - - 0.84
Pinus rigida wmill. - - - - - - - - - - - -
Juniperus rigida Siebold & Zucc. - - 023 004 - 192 020 067 - - 059 010
Smilax china 1. - - 208 035 - - 176 029 - - 098 0.6
Smilax sieboldii Miq. - - 155 026 - - 020 003 - - 052 009
Platycarya strobilacea Siebold & Zuc. 1044 418 537 751 i 225 353 041 237 - - - -
Carpinus cordata Blume - 0.78 - 0.26 - - . - - - B -
Carpinus turczaninowii Hance 4895 8274 121 5226 | 4647 7465 320 4865 i 7004 5879 - 54.61
Corylus heterophylla Fisch. ex Trautv. - - - - - - 041 007 - - 210 035
Quercus acutissima Carruth. 134 - - 0.67 - - - - - - - -
Quercus aliena Blume - - - - - - - - - - - -
Quercus variabilis Blume 0.87 - 027 048 | 245 - 052 131 - - - -
Quercus mongolica Fisch. ex Ledeb. 280 134 010 191 | 1284 353 380 823 | 158 1418 581 1362
Quercus serrata Murray 2419 570 109 1418 § 501 - 320 304 | 373 642 305 451
Clematis heracleifolia pc. - - - - - - - - - - - -
Akebia quinata (Houtt.) Decne. - - 064 011 - - ; ; ; - - -
Cocculus orbiculatus (L. DC. - - 028 005 - y - - - ) N )
Lindera obtusiloba Blume - 177 749 184 - - 2164 361 - - 485 081
Lindera erythrocarpa Makino - - - - - - 393 066 - - - -
Stephanandra incisa (Thunb.) Zabel - - - - - - 090 015 - - 088 015
Rosa multiflora Thunb. - - 008 001 - - - - - . - -
Prunus serrulata Und. va. pubescens (Mekino) Nekai | 1.82 - 040 098 i 796 - 136 421 1.46 - - 0.73
Malus baccata (L.) Borkh. - - - - - - - - - - - -
Sorbus alnifolia (Siebold & Zuce.) K.Koch 051 084 304 104 | 202 1098 245 508 | 58 1520 1372 1029
Maackia amurensis Rupr. - - 348 058 - - 124 021 - - 199 033
Indigofera kirilowii Maxim. ex Palib. - - - - - - 05 0.09 - - - -
Zanthoxylum schinifolium Siebold & Zucc. - - 028 005 - - 181 030 - - 167 028
Orixa japonica Thunb. - - - - - - - - - - - -
Toxicodendron trichocarpum (Miq.) Kuntze - - - - - - 024 004 - . . .
Acer pictum subsp. MONO (Maxim.) Ohashi - - - - - - - - - - 056 009
Ampelopsis heterophylla (Thunb.) Siebold & Zucc.| - - 152 025 - - - - - - - -
Parthenocissus tricuspidata (Siebold & Zuce) Planch. | - - 042 007 - - - - - - - -
Actinidia arguta (Siebold & Zucc.) Planch. ex Miq. | - - - - - - - - - - - -
Elaeagnus glabra Thunb. - - - - - - - - - - - -
Kalopanax septemlobus (Thunb.) Koidz. - - 058 0.0 - - - - - - - -
Rhododendron mucronulatum Turcz. - - 2539 43 - - 3621 603 - - 3159 627
Symplocos sawafutagi Nagam. - 160 124 077 - - - - - - 158 026
Styrax japonicus Siebold & Zucc. - - - - - - - - - - 236 039
Fraxinus rhynchophylla Hance - - - - - - - - 137 542 430 321
Ligustrum obtusifolium siebold & Zucc. - - 086 0.4 - - - - - . . -
Trachelospermum asiaticum (Siebold & Zucc) Nekai |~ - - - - - - - - - - - -
Clerodendrum trichotomum Thunb. - - 677 113 - - - - - . . .
Callicarpa japonica Thunb. - - - - - - - - - - 126 021
Viburnum carlesii Hemsl. - - 142 024 - - 1210 202 - - 1004 167
Viburnum erosum Thunb. - 094 3190 563 - 124 389 106 - - 446 074
Viburnum dilatatum Thunb. - - 233 039 - - - - - . - -
Weigela subsessilis (Nakai) L.H.Bailey - - - - - - - - - - 169 028

* Plant community names are referred form figure 2

** C: importance percentage in canopy layer, U: importance percentage in understory layer, S: importance percentage in shrub layer, M: mean

importance percentage
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(Table 2. Continued)

Community* v A% VI

Layer**
Species

Pinus densiflora Siebold & Zucc. - - - - - - - - - - - -
Pinus rigida Mill. - - - - - - - - 261 - - 131
Juniperus rigida Siebold & Zucc. - - - - - - - - - - - -
Smilax china L. - - - - - - - - - - - -
Smilax sieboldii Miq. - - - - - - - - - - - -
Platycarya strobilacea Siebold & Zucc. - - - - - - - - - - - -
Carpinus cordata Blume - - - - - - - - - - - -
Carpinus turczaninowii Hance 7636 7812 - 6422 © 8532 8743 - 7180 ¢ 7379 7711 - 62.60
Corylus heterophylla Fisch. ex Trautv. - - - - - - - - - - - -
Quercus acutissima Carruth. - - - - - - - - - - - -
Quercus aliena Blume - - - - 491 1.13 4.62 3.60 - - 477 0.80
Quercus variabilis Blume - - - - - - 0.51 0.08 17.16 - 6.09 9.59
Quercus mongolica Fisch. ex Ledeb. 8.18 - 14.96 6.58 3.79 8.88 2.09 5.20 - - 0.99 0.17
Quercus serrata Murray - - - - - - 1.03 0.17 337 - - 1.68
Clematis heracleifolia DC. - - 1.86 0.31 - - - - - - - -
Akebia quinata (Houtt.) Decne. - - - - - - - - - - - -
Cocculus orbiculatus (L.) DC. - - - - - - - - - - - -
Lindera obtusiloba Blume - - 15.86 2.64 - - 17.32 2.89 - - 23.15 3.86
Lindera erythrocarpa Makino - - - - - - 141 0.23 - - - -
Stephanandra incisa (Thunb.) Zabel - - - - - - 7.66 1.28 - - 3.87 0.65
Rosa multiflora Thunb. - - 1.68 0.28 - - - - - - - -
Prunus serrulata Lindl. var. pubescens (Makino) Nakai 6.33 - - 3.16 - - - - - - - -
Malus baccata (L.) Borkh. - - - - - - 0.39 0.07 - - - -
Sorbus alnifolia (Siebold & Zucc.) K.Koch 739 21.88 3.36 11.55 - - 10.29 1.72 - 5.84 852 337
Maackia amurensis Rupr. - - - - - - - - - - - -
Indigofera kirilowii Maxim. ex Palib. - - - - - - - - - - - -
Zanthoxylum schinifolium Siebold & Zucc. - - - - - - - - - - - -
Orixa japonica Thunb. - - - - - - - - - - 1.80 0.30
Toxicodendron trichocarpum (Miq.) Kuntze - - - - - - - - - - - -
Acer pictum subsp. mono (Maxim.) Ohashi - - - - - - - - - - 436 0.73
Ampelopsis heterophylla (Thunb.) Siebold & Zucc. - - - - 242 1.16 - 1.60 - - - -
Parthenocissus tricuspidata (Siebold & Zucc.) Planch. - - 3.54 0.59 - - 2.29 0.38 - - 2.50 042
Actinidia arguta (Siebold & Zucc.) Planch. ex Miq. - - - - - - - - 1.54 - - 0.77
Elaeagnus glabra Thunb. - - - - - - 0.47 0.08 - - - -
Kalopanax septemlobus (Thunb.) Koidz. - - 13.42 224 - - - - - - - -
Rhododendron mucronulatum Turcz. - - 3245 541 - - 41.92 6.99 - - - -
Symplocos sawafutagi Nagam. - - - - - - 1.50 0.25 - 9.63 11.31 5.10
Styrax japonicus Siebold & Zucc. - - 0.96 0.16 - - - - - - 10.69 1.78
Fraxinus rhynchophylla Hance 1.74 - 7.83 218 355 1.41 4.16 294 1.54 742 15.61 5.85
Ligustrum obtusifolium Siebold & Zucc. - - - - - - 0.47 0.08 - - 0.90 0.15
Trachelospermum asiaticum (Siebold & Zucc.) Nakai - - - - - - 0.39 0.07 - - - -
Clerodendrum trichotomum Thunb. - - - - - - - - - - - -
Callicarpa japonica Thunb. - - 1.68 0.28 - - - - - - - -
Viburnum carlesii Hemsl. - - - - - - 347 0.58 - - 0.99 0.17
Viburnum erosum Thunb. - - - - - - - - - - 4.45 0.74
Viburnum dilatatum Thunb. - - - - - - - - - - - -

Weigela subsessilis (Nakai) L.H.Bailey - - 243 0.41 - - - - - _ - _

* Plant community names are referred form figure 2
** C: importance percentage in canopy layer, U: importance percentage in understory layer, S: importance percentage in shrub layer, M: mean importance percentage
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Table 3. The species diversity of 6 communities

Community* H’(Shannon) H’max J’(evenness) D(dominance)
I 1.09802 1.47712 0.74335 0.25665
il 1.10702 1.34242 0.82464 0.17536
11 1.12868 1.39794 0.80739 0.19261
v 0.90008 1.11394 0.80802 0.19198
\% 0.94597 1.25527 0.75359 0.24641
VI 0.99475 1.27875 0.77790 0.22209

* Plant community names are referred form figure 2
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ZroFE s 0.90008~1.12868 % UERom, ek o]
1.12868% 714 =9k} Shin and Yun(2014)9] 23U 7}
OFAF AARE 2] ZETROFE(H?) 0.4632, Lee ef al.(1999)
O ZEE AAE AR AAR R k] FTFE(H’)
0.9075 %t} =71} H|=5GiT). E3E Kim er al.(2018)9] 4
e S DA o 1L.977HoE Wlth SEe
0.17536~0.25665% UERFOm(Table 3), w2 17}
0.25665% 714 t=9)c}. Whittaker(1965)9] Zo0] SAE kS
7IEo® & o 0.1~0.304= o] 8ol sl =7t
AL 2 6719] 2 0.17536~0.25665 % th4=2] £o|
sk okl & 4= Qlok fARE A= Table 49F Zom,
FAEEAG7E 20% ofstd o Feke- o] &Ao)a1, 80% o)t
A = ZF Ao} & 4= 9t Whittaker, 1956; Lee et al.,

Table 4. Similarity Index(%) between each communities

1999). o} 7lEom % u] 7k 22 o] fAEAGE
17.1429~38.2979% 2 Hukd o & o] o] ujia Ao et
o2 wobd) o] & gt [~ 32.6923~38.2979%,
2 V~VI& 3421052 A=Y =tk
2. 2t BIRL MBI BA S

Figure 3-2 TWINSPAN©O]| 95} classification 40 %
FEE 2 [~WS o 2AR|] ohuedE, Bop
A%, GES FHol, sk, A, 3 &8s 5 7709 24
91Z}= RDA ordination= £45t Ayjo]th A 128 9=
W el 2o} kel AR Rolon], AR, o
7AE 9 sl 30| A Belth Eo Al 252
QA-BES} Solwrt o] ARAAS Helon], HAwk
=9 AHAE B

T [ (AR F2he 22 2un U e
Zo7h AR Foks A= SR e S
wglh 22 T(AAEAUR 22hel 22 TEARF-
AR Z2he AARErE Ao QRke vAlE B9
AR FO| IS Belon, de V(AR ZHlURE
2o, P VAR AT} 2 WA 23
W e Qi i, EAErh Ayne
QP HAE BAIAR o) AlE Ryt

Fet (ARSI 2Ehe 02 2eur o
Z10](1~7em), EOFAE(0.06~0.23ke/ar) S EoFET|aHAo]
faeiglt w3 Frioke 9 Akt §u 4o

Community* I I I v \%
I 32.6923
il 32.7273 38.2979
v 23.2558 17.1429 26.3158
\% 22.9167 22.5000 25.5814 25.8065
VI 22.0000 19.0476 26.6667 21.2121 34.2105

* Plant community names are referred form figure 2
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Figure 3. RDA ordination diagram of 29 plots( | : Carpinus turczaninowii - Quercus
serrata community, || : Carpinus turczaninowii - Pinus densiflora community,
Il - Carpinus turczaninowii - Quercus mongolica community, |\/: Carpinus
turczaninowii - Sorbus alnifolia community, \/: Carpinus turczaninowii typical
community, \/|: Carpinus turczaninowii - Quercus variabilis community) and
environmental variables(arrow/Al:altitude, As: aspect, BR: bare rock, CD:
crown density, LL: litter layer, Sl: slope, SH: soil hardness).
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Table 5. Distribution of DBH for all individuals of Carpinus turczaninowii found within the study area
DBH class Community
I 11 I v v I
=’ 26 3 2 2 ]
5-10 51 9 5 7 9 14
10 - 15 2 10 " > )
15 - 20 17 10 3 1 . ,
20 - 25 2 6 5 ) , i
25 - 30 - 1 i )
30 - 35 1 i ; ] _ 1
35 - 40 - 2 ) ) ] )
40 - 45 ) . | ] _ _
45 - 50 ) ) ] ] _ _
50 - 55 ) . | ] _ _
55 - 60 ] . | ] _ _
z}
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