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Abstract

In wetland protection areas, a phytosociological research was conducted on willow forests, which plays an important ecological
and environmental role and is the main material for ecological restoration. A total of 61 relevés were collected according
to the Z-M(Ziirich—Montpellier) school's method and the characteristics of plant communities and the composition of
the species were identified. A total of 9 plant communities including 237 taxa were differentiated. Willow species showing
the high r—NCD(relative net contribution degree) value in study areas were Salix korivanagi, Salix chacnomeloides, Salix
triandra subsp. nipponica, Salix gracilistyla and Salix pierotii. Poaceae was the most diverse in species, followed by Asteraceae,
Apiaceae, Polygonaceae and Fabaceae. Life form type of willow forests in wetland protection areas was determined to
be Th(therophytes)—Rs(non—clonal form)—Ds(clitochores)—e(erect form) type. The naturalized plants and invasive alien species
were identified as 24 taxa and 4 taxa, respectively. Naturalized and disturbance indices were 10.1% and 41.4%, respectively.
The results of the site—species ordination by Non—Metric Multidimensional Scaling®NMDS), wetland types and altitude
gradient were the main ecological factors determining the spatial distribution of plant communities. Diversity index and
evenness index were high in mountainous palustrine wetlands with relatively high altitude, and the disturbance index, naturalized
index and appearance rate of annual plant were high in riverine and lacustrine wetlands with low altitude.

Key words : Phytosociological research, Plant community, Relative net contribution degree, Wetland protection
area, Willow forest
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Table 1. The status of the study wetlands

Wetland name(abbreviation) Locality No. of relevés | Area(km) | Altitude(m) Type Survey year
Upo Wetland(UP) Changnyeong—gun 3 8.651 5 ngﬂqnee 2011
Jangdo Island Wetland(JD) Shinan—gun 5 0.09 105 M;aﬁgiiloeus 2018
Wolyeoung Wetland(WY) Jeongeup—si 25 0.375 300 M;SEEZIEEUS 2016
Han River Estuary(HR) Goyang-si ~ Ganghwa—gun 2 60.668 0 Riverine 2016
Ungok Wetland(UG) Gochang-gun 2 1.93 37 Lacustrine 2018
Damyang Riverine Wetland(DR) | Damyang—gun, Buk-gu(Gwangju) 5 0.981 24 Riverine 2019
Hanbando Wetland(HB) Yeongwol—gun 9 2.772 214 Riverine 2019
Chimsil Wetland(CS) Gokseong—gun, Namwon-si 10 2.037 49 Riverine 2019
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Fig. 1. Cluster dendrogram classified 61 sampled stations into 9

plant communities( T : Sk, 1 : SaSt, Il: CmSp, IV: CeSt, V : StSc,

VI: PaSc, VIL: MvSp, VI PtSp IX: Sg). The abbreviation for plant
community is shown in table 4.

FHE-ZETE, HEUT Uk lite, HEUR-11
nhe]7e, AW Eaeh)o] E 2ok(Fig. 1 and Appendix 1).
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Table 2. The main families of willow forest in the wetland
protection areas

Family No. of taxa Ratio(%)

Poaceae H3} 30 12.7
Asteraceae =3}} 21 8.9
Apiaceae "]zt 13 5.5
Polygonaceae ott]&1}k 13 5.5
Fabaceae &7t 12 5.1
Rosaceae Zm]3t 11 4.6
Cyperaceae Ak}t 9 3.8
Lamiaceae HE7} 9 3.8
Brassicaceae 4JA}s}at 8 3.4
Salicaceae H=LHEE 8 34
Others(60 families) 103 43.3

211(55.7%), AtEHEH(disseminule form)2 XS (D)
o] 1028R7w43.1%), 82 (Growth form)2
852 F(35.9%) % A= A (Table 3).

A= v=7HaALe, AVRESE, BX, 2t 5 1237 24
F, AT 22 HAE, FFAHAE, HAEL Y
28 37} 4%o0] A YK Appendix 1). AL 10.1%,
WA= 41.4%2 FAE SCHTable 4). A2 1912
ZHdo] Wi WIHRE (18.4%~23.7%, Cho et al, 2014;
Cho et al., 2015; Kim et al., 2020), ¥~(18.2%, Kim et
al, 2019a)Ht= 2A 24 = o o] =2 =H3¢
(3.8%~7.2%, Lee, 2020; Lim et al., 2006a; Jang et al.,
2007), AR S A9(2.3%~8.5%, Byeon et al.,
2013; Byeon et al., 2014; Byeon et al., 2017) Hrt}= =7
et a4l o 2R 550%(Kim et al., 2015),
= 58.6%(Kim et al, 2019a), = 47.0%Kim et al.,
20192)¢1 7S 12l FAETAY Y HEURHL F5)
& AT} fAHA A91A o] RIvgE AR H)

AAA7F g Elo] kil TRty A ESAGL 5
2] 9 A|7RR| 9} e W EZ]olgo]| oJFt Wit 5
o] golotH, gl o5t MY 5 293 IS B

HE=rH(Cho et al., 2020). o]=2 <Is]] o5 AA8e] wto]
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3es AlEwEhEE Am Ry GHE-ZErEo] 21.2%
2 7P =91 o g gHE-AHELEN17.0%), AHE
-28E72H(14.5%) w=ol%om ARG Ao| RiEsk= WS
T2 HER-UHRo|fiF e et Eo] THEE
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Table 3. Life form of vascular plants in willow forest of the wetland protection areas
Life form Types
DoF* Perennial Annual
Ch G H HH M MM N Th HH(Th)
No. of taxa 12 35 38 23 13 14 16 74 12
Ratio (%) 5.1 14.8 16 9.7 5.5 5.9 6.7 31.2 5.1
RaF™’ R1-2 R2-3 R3 R4 RS
No. of taxa 2 38 44 21 132
Ratio (%) 0.8 16.0 18.6 8.9 55.7
DiF"™" Dy D12 Dig D, D4 Ds D32 Dy Da D, Ds4
No. of taxa 40 2 16 39 8 19 1 102 6 2 2
Ratio (%) 16.9 0.8 6.8 16.5 34 8 0.4 43.1 2.5 0.8 0.8
GrF™™" b | b-1|b-p|b-ps| e | eb Il [I-b| nr | p |p=b|p-l|p-ps| pr | ps |ps—b t | tp
No. of taxa | 13 6 9 3 85 3 21 7 2 3 1 1 2 10 | 31 2 4 31 3
Ratio (%) 551(125]38 |13 (3591138929 |08]13]04]|04)|08]|42]131]08 | 1.7 13113

" Dormancy form: Ch: Chamaephyte, G: Geophyte, H: Hemicryptophyte, HH: Hydatophyte, M: Microphanerophyte, MM:
Megaphanerophyte, N: Nanophanerophyte, Th: Therophyte

" Radicoid form: R;-,: plant with rhizomatous mutation of Rj(widest extent of rhizomatous growth) and Rp(moderate extent of
rhizomatous growth), R,-3: plant with rhizomatous mutation of R; and Rs, R3: narrowest extent of rhizomatous growth, Rg:
clonal growth by stolons and struck roots, Rs: non—clonal growth

""" Disseminule form: D;: disseminated widely by wind or water, Dy disseminated attaching with or eaten by animals and man,
Ds: disseminated by mechanical propulsion of dehiscence of fruits, D4: having no special modification for dissemination, Ds:
not producing seeds, Di,: plant with Dy and Dy, Dy4: plant with D; and D4, D,4: plant with D, and Ds, Ds35! plant with
D3 and Dy, D4yt plant with Ds and Dy, Day: plant with D4 and D, Dsa: plant with Ds and Da

EEET

pseudo-rosette, e: erect form, 1: liane form, l-b:

Growth form: b: branched form, b-1: b form with liane stem, b-p:

b form with procumbent stem, b-ps: b form with

| form with branched form, p: procumbent form, p—b: p form with

branched form, p-1: p form with liane form, p—ps: p form with pseudo-rosette, pr: partial-rosette form, ps: pseudo-rosette
form, ps—b: ps form with branched form, r: rosette form, t: tussock form, t—p: t form with procumbent stem, e,b: e form

and/or b form, n,r: floating form in HH and/ or rosette

form

Table 4. Eco—floristic characteristics of willow forest in the wetland protection areas

Community” Sk SaSt CmSp CeSt StSc PaSc MvSp PtSp Sg Total
No. of taxa 37 62 19 21 88 33 32 105 14 237
No. of naturalized plant 5 9 1 1 15 7 4 24
No. of therophyte 16 28 5 12 48 21 20 86
No. of chamaephyte 2 3 1 0 2 1 9 12
Naturalized index(%) 13.5 14.5 5.3 4.8 17.0 21.2 0.0 3.8 0.0 10.1
Disturbance index(%) 48.6 50.0 31.6 57.1 56.8 66.7 31.3 27.6 28.6 414

"Sk: Salix korivanagi community, SaSt: Stellaria aquatica—Salix triandra subsp. nipponica community, CmSp: Carex mivabei—Salix pieroti,
community, CeSt: Calamagrostis epigeios—Salix triandra subsp. nipponica community, StSc: Salix triandra subsp. nipponica—Salix
chaenomeloides community, PaSc: Phalaris arundinacea=Salix chaenomeloides community, MvSp: Microstegium vimineum=-Salix pieroti,
community, PtSp: Persicaria thunbergii—Salix prerotii community, Sg: Salix gracilistyla community

33 254
FARD2GNA ZAHE AR E v o R FHEALS
vlwslr] flste] HESTRLSHEZHINMDS)-S &85ttt
(Kruskal, 1964) (stress value 0.1842; Fig. 2). 159] =2
= FIFAWY)E At HAE5Z| (D)4 AR @+

7t B g =] gl o HEVE -T2 (PiSp) I HEWF-LE
HEJo | ZE(MvSp) 22 75 rhFig. 2a). HEWF(Sa.pi),
20t} (Pe.th), olU=](Oe.ja), ZtH(Ph.au), ZEZ(Ju.de), 2/=7]
(Eq.an), ZHFRo.mu), EF(Glso) 52 2EFo] |5}
ActFig. 2b). 159] 2502+ HASFA(CS), FIsPEA
(DY), $25(UP), THRIEHA|(HB) SollA AR W7t
HigEglon, S-S GiSo), SHeE-dET
(PaSc), AHE-2EEF2HSaS), AHE-AZETFZHCeSt)
o= EREM 5 Hlo] WA A 2SRl
t}, olof mwet GHE(Sa.ch), AWE(Sa.tr),
AgAo]l(Ru.cr), ZE(Ph.ar), EAM(Mi.sa), HH(ELts), 2

A
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Fig, 2. Biplots of nonmetric multidimensional scaling (NMDS)
using vegetation data in the wetlands. (a) arrangement of all
quadrats (CS, Chimsil Wetland; UP, Upo Wetland; JD, Jangdo
Island Wetland; HR, Han River Estuary; WY, Wolyeoung
Wetland; UG, Ungok Wetland; HB, Hanbando Wetland; DY,
Damyang Riverine Wetland). (b) Distribution of all species
(Ac.bi, Achyranthes bidentata; Ar.in, Artemisia indica; Bi.fr,
Bidens frondosa; Bo.is, Bothriochloa ischaemum; Ca.di, Carex
dispalata; Ca.ep, Calamagrostis epigeios; Ca.mi, Carex
miyaber; Elts, Elymus tsukushiensis; Eq.ar, Equisetum
arvense; Ga.sp, Galium spurium; Gl.so Glycine soja; Hu.ja,
Humulus japonicus; Im.te, Impatiens textors; Ju.de, Juncus
decipiens; Li.ob, Ligustrum obtusitolium; Mi.sa, Miscanthus
sacchariflorus; Mi.vi, Microstegium vimineum; Oe.ja,
Oenanthe javanica; Pe.hy; Persicaria hydropiper; Pe.pe,
Persicaria perfoliata; Pe.sa, Persicaria sagittata; Pe.th,
Persicaria thunbergit; Ph.ar, Phalaris arundinacea; Ph.au,
Phragmites australis; Ph.ja, Phragmites japonica; Ro.mu, Rosa
multiflora; Ru.cr, Rumex crispus; Sa,ch, Salix chaenomeloides;
Sa.gr, Salix gracilistyla; Sa.ko, Salix koriyanagi; Sa.pi, Salix
pierotii; Sa.tr, Salix triandra; Si.an, Sicyos angulatus; St.aq,
Stellaria aquatica).
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Appendix 1. Vegetation table of willow forest in the wetland protection areas. Values represent the relative net contribution
degree(r—NCD) of species

Plant community Sk SaSt | CmSp | CeSt | StSc | PaSc | MiSp | PeSp S

No. of survey data 3 5 1 2 16 4 5 7B 2

Mean no. of species 173 | 40 | 190 | 125 141 145 | 174 | 167 90 Life form

Occurrence species 3 62 19 21 8 3 3 105 14 DoF | RaF Dif GeF
Differential species of communities

Salix koriyanagi Kimura ex Goers 7|HE 100.00 . . . . . . 406 . N Re D b
Saliy chaenomeloides Kimura 485 . 158 . . 100.00 | 100.00 ) 0.07 . MM Rs D, e
Phalaris arundinacea L. 7% . . . 625 | 1693 | 3357 . 217 588 HH Ry Dis e
Torilis scabra (Thunb,) DC. 2AA . . . . . 314 . . . Th Rs ) ps
Salix triandra subsp. nipponica (Franch, & Sav.) AKX, Skvortsov A& o 10000 | .| 10000 | 6275 . . 087 | 882 M Rs Dy e
Calamagrostis epigeios (L) Roth %% . . . 62.50 . ) . 0.05 . G Ros Dy t
Stellaria aquatica (L) Scop. 48% . 55.26 . 6.25 641 | 1929 . 0.05 . They Rs I b
Sl gracilisgls Mig, S s .| |l | | . o |wmw| N[ R D | b
Salix pierotii Miq, HEWF 417 1 2526 | 10000 | 2813 | 2248 . 100.00 | 10000 | 882 MM Rs D e
Carex miyabei Franch, A2 556 | 1263 | 55.56 . . . . . . HH Ry Dy t
Persicaria thunbergii (Siebold & Zuce) H. Gross 2] , 1.05 . . 425 . 4186 | 4517 | 418 | HHm | Re Dy | bp
Microstegium vimineurr (Trin,) A, Camus Wzttel . . . . . ) 84 1. . Th Rs Ds b-p
Companion species

Humulus japonicus Siebold & Zucc, $HGZ** 2083 | 4737 | 8889 | 2188 | 2876 | 7114 . . . Th Rs I |
Qenanthe javanica (Blume) DC, |ut2] 18| 1579 . , 523 . 465 | 1560 | 4118 | HH R Diu | pps
Artemisia indica Willd. % 125 0.3 2.2 . 458 . 0.3 121 . CH Ry Dy pr
Rumex crispus L. 22%0]* 833 | 18 | N2 . 68 | 1500 . 005 . H Rs D, ps
Fauisetum arvense L. 47] 5.56 . 222 . 052 ) 837 1217 588 G R4 Dy e
Galium spurium L. 23992 . 20| 22 | 6 216 | 1714 . 01 . They Rs D, b-l
Flymus tsukushiensis Honda 749 1389 | 5789 | 6667 . 261 . . 017 . They Rs Dy t
Miscanthus sacchariflorus (Maxim.) Hack, £9A . . . 125 | 1882 | 214 9.7 0.24 . H Ry D t
Persicaria perfoliata (L) H. Gross ™= . 6.32 . $B75 | 41 50 . . . Th Rs Dy b-|
Persicaria hydropiper (L) Delarbre ¢}7] 278 | 474 . 125 | 013 . . . . HHm | Re Dy eb
Achyranthes bidentata var. japonica Miq. 455 . 3.16 . 6.25 1176 | 571 . . . H Rs D, e
Rosa multiflora Thunb, B2 . . . . 0.13 357 | 32 | 3 . N Rs D, e
Persicaria sagittata var. sieboldii (Meisn.) Nakai o[ F]5HA] . . . . 0.39 . 3488 | 043 | 588 | HHm | R Dy b-|
Phragmites australis (Cav.) Trin. ex Steud. Z} . , 021938 | 013 . . 580 , HH | Ri D, e
Bidens frondosa L. w]=7FehAe)* 1667 | 632 . . 0.20 . . 13 . Th Rs Dy ¢
Metaplexis japonica (Thunb,) Makino B37}2] . 158 | LI | 625 | 013 . . . . G Ros Dy |
Glycine soja Siebold & Zuce, &% 1.39 . . 6.25 . . 093 309 . Th Rs Ds [-b
Rubia argyi (. Lev. & Vaniot) H. Hara ex Lavener & DK Ferguson Z54Ho| . 316 . . 0.13 143 . 0.05 . G Rs D, b-l
Stellaria alsine var. undulata (Thunb.) Ohwi HE2UE . 105 . . 0.13 214 . 0.05 . They Rs Dy b
Chelidonium majus var. asiaticum (H. Hara) Ohwi of7]%% . 1474 | 333 . 0.52 . . . . Thyy Rs Diy e
Phragmites japonica Stend, 2322 2500 , . , 1333 | 337 . . . HH R D, e
Morus bombycis Koidz, AFEUE . 842 . . 007 . 093 . . MM | Ry D, e
Veronica arvensis L, A7j22E* 139 . . . 0.13 114 . . . They Rs Dy b
Conyza canadensis (L) Cronquist §%* . 053 . . 314 429 . . . They Rs D pr
Celastrus orbiculatus Thunb, k882 139 | 42 . . . . . 0.19 . M Rs Dy |
Juncus decipiens (Buchenau) Nakai 2% . . . . 020 . 093 | 386 , HH R Dy t
Persicaria nodosa (Pers.) Opiz otAtel ] 278 . . . 065 | 071 . . . Th Rs Dy e
Torils japonica (Houtt.) DC. AV . . . . 020 . 093 | 07 . Thy | R D, ps
Beckmannia syzigachne (Steud.) Fernald 745] . 1.05 . . 007 071 . . . HHmwy | Rs Dy t
Anthriscus sylvestris (L) Hoffm, A3 ) 2947 | 00 . . ) . . . H Rsy Dy ps
Pilea mongolica Wedd, BA2%0| 972 | 35719 . . . . . . . Th Rs Dy e
Morus alba L. 22 . . 4444 . 0.13 . . . . MM Rs D, e
Bothriochloa ischaemum (L) Keng HFJolA) . . . . . . . 145 | 35.29 H Ry Dy t
Persicaria japonica (Meisn) H. Gross ex Nakai 3126 . . . . 007 . 3256 . . HH | R | Dy ¢
Silene baccifera (L) Roth 382 278 . 2.2 . . . . . . H Rs I |
Celastrus fagellarss Rupr, EAUTF . 105 | 22 . . . . . . M Rs Dy |
Setarta viridhs (L) P. Beauv, 7J0}A% . . . A8 ] 013 . . . . Th Rs Dy t
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Carex dickinsii Franch, & Sav, T7jE[At% . . . 6.25 . . 11.16 . . H Ry Dy t
Pueraria lobata (Willd) Ohwi % ) . . . . . 1674 | 005 . Ch Rsy D, I-b
Corydalis raddeana Regel 7F=3235Y a1 | 1y . . . . . . . Thy | Bs Dy b
Lonicera japonica Thunb. %1% ) . . . . . 116 | 043 . M Ry Doy I-b
Brassica juncea (L) Czern, 7t . . . . 052 | 1071 . . . They Rs I ps
Astragalus sinicus L, 744 . . . . 0.20 10 . . . They Rs Dy b
Lycopus lucidus Turcz, ex Benth, 4142 . . . . 0.13 . 9.77 . . HH | Ry D, ¢
Rubus parvifolius 1. §4%7] . , . , . . . 019 | 882 N Rs D, pl
Hydrocotyle maritima Honda A15]5] . . . . . . 837 | 019 . Ch R D, P
Potentilla rosulifera H. Lev, Me%A 2 5.56 263 . . . . . . . Ch Re I pps
Pilea pumila (L) A. Gray £2%0] . . . . . . . 1.88 588 Th Rs I e
Setaria pumila (Poir.) Roem, & Schult, 2730k % 139 . . 6.25 . . . . . Th Rs Dy t
Carex dimorpholepis Steud. OJAAZ: . , . , 58 | 143 . . , H Ry Dy t
Barbarea vulgarss R, Br, S Yol* 5% | 138 . , . . . . , H Rs Dy ps
Impatiens nolitangere L. =F2%A 278 | 4l . . . . . . . Th R D ¢
Bidens tripartita L. 7% A}e] 5.56 105 . . . ) . . . HHm | Rs Dy e
Ligustrum obtusifolium Siebold & Zuce, HFUF . . . . . . 0.93 5.56 . M Rs D, e
Sium ninsi L ZATEUE . . . . . . . 043 | 588 HH Ry Dy ps
Mosla punctulata (], F. Gmel.) Nakai S74% . , . , . . . 04 | 58 | Th Rs Dy e
Lythrum anceps (Kochne) Makino F4Z . , . , . . . 019 | 588 G Ry | D e
Bromus japonicus Thunb, FA|2] 1.39 . . . 425 . . . . Th Rs Dy t
Trigonotis peduncularis (Trevir,) Steven ex Palib, 22 417 1.05 . . . . . . . They Rs I b
Viola verecunda A. Gray 3AHIZ . 421 . . 0.39 . . . . H R Dy b-ps
Hemistepta lyrata Bunge A7 . . . . 013 | 429 . . . They Rs D, pr
Ixerts polycephala Cass, B4 . 41 . , 007 . . . , H Rs D, e
Arenaria serpyllifolia L. ¥E0] 23] . . . . 0.52 286 . . . They Rs Dy b
Galium dahuricum Turcz, ex Ledeb. 297% 278 | 033 . . . . . . . H Rys D, ¢
Acer tataricum subsp. ginnala (Maxim,) Wesm, AIUF . . . . 007 . . 309 . M Rs D e
Oplismenus undulatifolius (Ard.) Roem, & Schult, FE274% . . . . 0.13 . . 174 . H R D, D
Geranium thunbergit Siebold ex Lindl, & Paxton 0]4% 139 . . . . . . 0.19 . H Rs Dy psb
Youngia japonica subsp. elstonii (Hochr,) Babe. & Stebbins #e]2o] . . . . 013 | 14 . . , Thy | R D, ps
Lepidium virginicum L, ZTreyol* . . . . 013 | 143 . . . They Rs D, pr
Cardamine flexuosa With, ZAJo] . 0.53 . . 098 . . . . Thyy Rs Dy ps
Pacderia foetida L. 785 . . . . . ) 0.93 0.19 . Ch Rs I [-b
Clematis apiifolia DC, AS12% . . . . 0.13 . . 077 . N Re D |
Commelina communis L. $94% . . . . 0.13 071 . . . Th Rs I bp
Oxalis corniculata L. Fol5t . 053 . . 0.07 . . . . Ch R Dy pb
Leonurus japonicus Houtt, 422 . 053 . , 007 . . . , Thy | R Dy pr
Erigeron annuus (L) Ders. 7f3%* . . . . 052 . . 0.05 . Thy | R Dy pr
Spirodela polyrhiza (L) Schleid. 7A-+e]s . . . . 0.2 ) . 0.19 . HHm | Rs Dy nr
Qenothera biennis L, 9%o]Z* . . . . 0.13 ) . 0.05 . They Rs Dy pr
Spiraea prunifolia var. simpliciflora (Nakai) Nakai ZHUF . . . . 0.3 . . 005 N Rs D, eb

Species that observed in a single plant community: Sk: Viola patrinii DC. ex Ging. SAIHZ 13.89 H Rsw) Ds r, Poa pratensis
L. &EoE* 972 H Ry3 Dy t, Chenopodium album 1. Hots 2.78 Th Rs D4 e, Cerastium fontanum subsp. vulgare (Hartm.)
Greuter & Burdet HUZWE 278 H Rs Ds b, Equisetum ramosissimum Desf. 7§&M 1.39 G Ryos Dy e, Astilbe chinensis
(Maxim.) Franch. & Sav. =F2F 1.39 H R; Dy ps, Stellaria media (L.) Vill. 82 1.39 Th) R4 D4 b, Poa sphondylodes Trin.
Ho}E 139 H Rs Dy t, PaSc: Vicia sativa L. 223 12.86 Thw Rs D3 1=b, Celtis sinensis Pers. WUHF 7.14 MM Rs D, e, Vicia
tetrasperma (L.) Schreb. GA|7|&5F 5.71 Thay Rs D3 I=b, Sporobolus fertilis (Steud.) Clayton FHEZAHE 3.57 H R; Dy t,
Capsella  bursa—pastoris (L.) Medik. Jo] 2.86 Thwy Rs Dy ps, Vicia villosa Roth ¥lA* 214 Thy) Rs Ds b-l, Boehmeria
tricuspis (Hance) Makino 71&2#2] 0.71 Ch Rs Dy e, StSc: Persicaria senticosa (Meisn.) H. Gross ex Nakai ®=2]24I7} 1.37 Th
Rs D4 b1, Phytolacca americana 1. v]=A2]l5* 1.18 G Rs D, e, Lactuca indica L. FaEwW|7] 1.18 Th,They Rs Dy pr, Scirpus
radicans Schkuhr =F8t0] 1,18 HH Ry-3 Di4 t, Populus X tomentiglandulosa T. B. Lee 2AtAIUE 0.78 MM Rs Dy e, Vicia
amoena Fisch. ex Ser. ZFYE 0.65 G Ryz D3 |, Actinostemma lobatum (Maxim.) Franch. & Sav. =74%Z 0.65 Th Rs Dy |,
Ophiopogon japonicus (Thunb.) Ker Gawl. £28WESF 0.65 G Rsg Dy t, Elymus ciliaris (Trin.) Tzvelev 8719 0.65 Thy Rs
D4 t, Veronica anagallis—aquatica L. ZEHNHE 0.65 Thw Rs D4 e, Irs pseudacorus L. =HZEFE* 02 G Rz Ds ps,
Schoenoplectus tabernaemontani (C.C. Gmel.) Palla 23] 0.2 HH Ry3 Dis4 e, Ranunculus sceleratus 1. 7§7-21A=2] 0.13
HH(Thy) Rs D4 ps, Lamium amplexicaule L. 3 & 0.13 Thw Rs D4 b, Carex bostrychostigma Maxim. ZEHAZE 0.13 H Rs
Dy t, Datura stramonium L. S%EZ* 0.13 Th Rs D4 e, Ambrosia artemisiifolia L. A Z*** 0.13 Th Rs D4 e, Sedum bulbitferum
Makino @FH]E 0.13 Thw) Re Dy b-p, Bolboschoenus maritimus (L.) Palla WZt7] 0.13 HH Ry Dia t, Salvia plebeia R. Br.
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itxt=7] 0.13 They Rs Da ps, Cnidium monnieri (L) Cusson HAMEZF 0.13 They Rs Ds ps, Mazus pumilus (Burm. f.) Steenis
FE9 0.13 Thwy Rs Dy b-ps, Xanthium orientale L. 2=30t2]* 0.13 Th Rs D, e, Ranunculus tachiroei Franch. & Sav. 7}8]
o] 0.07 Thay Rs Ds ps, Persicaria maackiana (Regel) Nakai ex T. Mori Y=o FE]wA] 0.07 HH(Th) Rs D4 e,b, Xanthium
strumarium L. =X0F* 0.07 Th Rs D, e, Pinellia ternata (Thunb.) Ten. ex Breitenb. ¥tst 0.07 G Rsw D4 e, Melothria japonica
(Thunb.) Maxim. ex Cogn. ¥ 0.07 Th Rs D4 1, Calystegia hederacea Wall. of7]1®& 0.07 G Ryp3 Dsg 1, CeSt: Perilla
frutescens (L.) Britton E7] 62.50 Th Rs Dy e, Panicum bisulcatum Thunb. 7§71% 9.38 Th Rs D4 b—p, Erechtites hieracitolia (L.)
Raf. ex DC. H2AUE* 9.38 Th Rs D; e, Arthraxon hispidus (Thunb.) Makino Z7]& 9.38 Th R4 D4 b-p, SaSt: Sicyos
angulatus L. 7YA8F*** 60.53 Th Rs Da4 |, Ambrosia tritida L. FELHAE*** 15779 Th Rs D4 e, Poa trivialis L. S EE
3.68 H Rs Dy t, Salix babylonica L. +¥HE 2.63 MM Rs Dy e, Angelica dahurica (Fisch. ex Hoffm.) Benth. & Hook. f. ex
Franch. & Sav. 3t 2.11 G Rs D4 ps, Prunus padus L. ASHF 2.11 MM Rs D, e, Isodon inflexus (Thunb.) Kudo 4Hdtst
2.11 G Rs D4 e, Lamium album var. barbatum (Siebold & Zucc.) Franch. & Sav. Zdl5=d 1.58 G Ry-3 Dy e, Poa hisauchii
Honda W& 1.58 Thwy Rs Du t, Eriochioa villosa (Thunb.) Kunth YU=70m] 158 H Ry Dy t, Artemisia selengensis Turcz. ex
Besser B4 1.58 H Ry3 D4 e, Angelica polymorpha Maxim. -83°] 1.05 G Rs Dy ps, Barbarea orthoceras Ledeb. }Z=1go] 1.05
HH(Thy) Rs D4 pr, Sanmicula chinensis Bunge 3%tt] 1.05 Thq) Rs Dy ps, Fallopia dentatoalata (F. Schmidt) Holub & old=*
1.05 Th Rs D4 |, Juglans mandshurica Maxim. 7FiUE 0.53 MM Rs Dy e, Artemisia sylvatica Maxim. 154 0.53 H Ry-3 Dy
e, Solanum americanum Mill. v]=7t0t5* 0.53 Th Rs D, b, Thalictrum filamentosum Maxim. A eltta] 0.53 G Rs Ds ps,
Chrysosplenium pseudofauriei H. Lév. A3 ol 0.53 HH Ry D4 b—p, Rorippa palustris (L.) Besser £45°]& 0.53 They Rs D4 ps,
Chenopodium ficifolium Sm. EHorF* 0.53 Th Rs D4 e, Aristolochia contorta Bunge FH-29= 0.53 H Rs D; I, CmSp:
Ampelopsis brevipedunculata Maxim.) Trautv. NHF 22.22 N R3 Da, 1, Alangium platanifolium var. trilobum (Miq.) Ohwi 85
W 2222 N Rs Dy e, Persicaria posumbu (Buch.—Ham. ex D. Don) H. Gross ZHoH] 22.22 Th R4 D4 e, Calystegia sepium
(L) R. Br. 2% 11.11 G Ry3 Ds4 1, PtSp: Carex dispalata Boott AtZFAZ 10.22 HH Ry-s Dy t, Impatiens textori Miq. &%4
7.25 Th R4 D3 e, Akebia quinata (Houtt.) Decne. 2 5H =& 3.67 N Rs D, |, Styrax japonicus Siebold & Zucc. WFUF 3.48
MM Rs Dy e, Hydrocotyle sibthorpioides Lam. m@o] 329 Ch R4 D4 p, Trisetum bifidum (Thunb.) Ohwi ##t2]n] 2,71 H R;
D4 t, Boehmeria platanifolia Franch. & Sav. 7HRAE 2.54 Ch R; D4 e, Geranium sibiricum L. F<£°]& 1.33 H Rs D; ps—b,
Hylodesmum podocarpum subsp. oxyphyllum (DC.) H. Ohashi & R.R. Mill =5591238 0.97 H Rs D, e, Arundinella hirta
(Thunb.) Tanaka A 0.97 H R,-3 D4 t, Lindera erythrocarpa Makino 8|5 W5F 0.87 N Rs D, e, Leersia japonica (Honda) Honda
UEAE 0.77 HH Ry-3 D4 t-p, Geum japonicum Thunb. W5 0.77 Ch Rs D, ps, Cardamine scutata Thunb. %Mo 0.77
HH R4 D3 ps, Pilea peploides (Gaudich.) Hook. & Arn. B%°] 0.51 Th Rs D4 e, Murdannia keisak (Hassk.) Hand.-Mazz. A9t
AE 0.51 HH(Th) R4 Dy4 b-p, Tephroseris pseudosonchus (Vaniot) C. Jeffrey & Y. L. Chen &&%%o] 0.43 H Rs D; ps,
Angelica decursiva (Miq.) Franch. & Sav. HFW&E 0.43 G Rs Dy ps, Aster yomena (Kitam.) Honda Z37°] 0.43 Ch R; Dy pr,
Parthenocissus tricuspidata (Siebold & Zucc.) Planch. §3o]d= 0.43 M Rs D4 |, Onoclea sensibilis L. ©FF11H] 0.34 G Ry-3 Dy
e, Lindera glauca (Siebold & Zucc.) Blume ZEIUF 0.24 N Rs D, e, Salix integra Thunb. 7WZ7IHE 0.24 N Rs D; e, Molinia
Japonica Hack. AHEA 0.24 HH R Dy t, Daphniphyllum macropodum Miq. 7245 0.19 M Rs Dy e, Quercus variabilis
Blume U 0.19 MM Rs Dy e, Eupatorium japonicum Thunb. SZWE 0.19 G Rs Dy e, Monochoria vaginalis (Burm. f.) C.
Presl B27H4] 0.19 HH(Th) Rs D4 ps, Castanea crenata Siebold & Zucc. FrWF 0.19 MM Rs Dy e, Thelypteris glanduligera
(Kunze) Ching Ack]ARE] 0.19 G Ry-s Dy e, Prunus sargentii Rehder APHEUE 0.19 MM Rs D, e, Lespedeza bicolor Turcz. %
2] 0.19 N Rs Dy e, Persicaria filiformis (Thunb.) Nakai ex T. Mori ©|&to# 0.19 G R; D, e, Albizia julibrissin Durazz. A
F 0.19 M Rs Dy e, Leersia oryzoides (L.) Sw. FAE 0.19 HH Rs Dy4 t—p, Iris rossii Baker ZrA 2 0.05 G R; D3 ps, Liriope
spicata (Thunb.) Lour. 7H¥&E% 0.05 G Rs D; r, Juncus alatus Franch. & Sav. @7H&ZE 0.05 HH Rs Dy4 t, Aralia elata (Miq.)
Seem. FEUF 0.05 M Rs D,u e, Metathelypteris laxa (Franch. & Sav.) Ching =34 0.05 G Rys Dy e, Eupatorium
makinoi var. oppositifolium (Koidz.) Kawah. & Yahara @5 3WUE 0.05 G R; Dy e, Elacagnus umbellata Thunb. R 2|4 0.05
M Rs D, e, Chamerion angustifolium (L.) Holub E&H5% 0.05 G Rs Dy e, Potentilla freyniana Bornm. MLFAZE 0.05 Ch Rs
D4 b-ps, Scirpus karuizawensis Makino &%-21120] 0.05 HH R D4 e, Rumex acetosa L. =9 0.05 H Rs D4 ps, Pennisetum
alopecuroides (L.) Spreng. =33 0.05 H R3 D, t, Disporum smilacinum A. Gray §71vg] 0.05 G Rs D, e, Typha angustifolia
L. 97185 0.05 HH Ry-3 Dy t, Pourthiaea villosa(Thunb.) Decne. +x8UF 0.05 M Rs D, e, Callicarpa japonica Thunb. 2}t
U5 0.05 M Rs D, e, Agrimonia pilosa Ledeb. ZAWYE 0.05 G Ry D, ps, Acorus calamus L. %23 0.05 HH R,3 Dy r,
Lysimachia clethroides Duby 274 0.05 G Ri-3 D4 e, Clinopodium multicaule (Maxim.) Kuntze ©Z 0.05 H Rs D4 b-p,
Cryptotaenia japonica Hassk. TTEEWE 0.05 H Rs Dy ps, Epilobium amurense subsp. cephalostigma (Hausskn.) C.J. Chen,
Hoch & P.H. Raven =H=Z 0.05 HH Rs Dy e, Amphicarpaca bracteata subsp. edgeworthii (Benth.) H. Ohashi A& 0.05 Th
Rs D3 I=b, Lemna perpusilla Torr. E7§=2% 0.05 HH(Th) Rs Dy n,r, Athyrium niponicum (Mett.) Hance 7HaAFE] 0.05 G Ry-3
Dy t, MvSp: Isachne globosa (Thunb.) Kuntze 71HE 22.33 H Ryp3 D14 t—p, Mallotus japonicus (L. f.) Mill. dFUE 9.77
MM Rs Dy e, Cocculus trilobus (Thunb.) DC. @dold= 8.37 N Rys Dy |, Hypericum erectum Thunb. Z5UE 558 H Ry Dy
e, Imperata cylindrica (L.) Raeusch. @ 4.65 G Ri-, Dy4 e, Rubus hirsutus Thunb., #E7] 4.65 N R,-3 D, e, Smilax china L. %
o2z 3.72 N Rsg Dos |, Capratia japonica (Thunb.) Gagnep. AAA Y= 1.4 G Ryos D, |, Liriope platyphylla F. T. Wang & T.
Tang WE% 0.93 G Rag Dy r, Rhaponticum uniflorum (L.) DC. W&} 093 H Rs Dy ps, Vigna angularis var. nipponensis
(Ohwi) Ohwi & H. Ohashi A& 0.93 Th Rs D3 1
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