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A Study on the Plant Community Structure of Carpinus Turczaninowii in Chungcheongnam-do'

- Case Study of Anmyondo Isl., Hwvanggumsan Mt., Gayasan Mt.(Wonhyobong) and Palbongsan Mt. -

Yong-Hoon Kim’, Oh-Jung Kwon®, Bo-Kwang Chung®, Jong-Won Song’, Choong-Hyeon Oh**
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Ofgt classification 412 SFIT:. ST A AR AU el 1), SArbR-au e (D), SAhub-a
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ZQ0|: TWINSPAN, RDA, SCIYE, LEE, SALE, A2

ABSTRACT

This study was conducted to provide basic data on the structure of the Carpinus turczaninowii community
and the characteristics of the habitat environment for ex situ conservation. To identify the current ecological
environment, 27 plots (each measuring 100m®) were selected for analyzing the detailed structure of plant
communities in Anmyondo Isl.(Jungjangri San 14-217), Hwanggumsan Mt., Gayasan Mt.(Wonhyobong) and
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Palbongsan Mt.. The research methodology employed in this study was qualitative analysis. The TWINSPAN

classification yielded a total of seven distinct communities. Group I represents the C. turczaninowii - Quercus

mongolica community, Group I represents the C. turczaninowii - Pinus densiflora community, Group I

represents the C. turczaninowii — P. densiflora community, Group IV represents the C. turczaninowii — Q.

mongolica community, Group V represents the C. turczaninowii — Q. variabilis community, Group VI

represents the C. turczaninowii - Prunus serrulata Lindl. var. pubescens community, and Group VI represents

the C. turczaninowii - Styrax japonicus community. The species diversity ranged from 0.8056 to 1.1568, the
importance value ranged from 0.1214 to 0.3024, and the similarity index ranged from 9.37% to 36.36%. Based
on the correlation analysis of six environmental factors for the seven communities using RDA ordination, the

results indicate that on the first axis, Altitude, Crown density, Bare rock, and Slope exhibited a positive

correlation. In the C. turczaninowii - P. densiflora community (Group III) and C. turczaninowii - Q. mongolica

community (Group IV), altitude, bare rock, and slope were analyzed as factors influencing vegetation

distribution. In the C. turczaninowii - Q. variabilis community (Group V), C. turczaninowii - P. serrulata Lindl.

var. pubescens community (Group VI), and C. turczaninowii - S. japonicus community (Group VII), crown

density was analyzed as a factor influencing vegetation distribution.

KEY WORDS: TWINSPAN, RDA, SPECIES DIVERSITY, DOMINANCE, SIMILARITY, CORRELATION

ME

AMAA o2 7)1 H3L g3 COVID-19 W9 J3F 5
oz ety 2R F84S dAsHA Hlon,
2022 129 7Huth ZEEolA AHEH A1SAF GA
3ol A 20209 o] AJA HETHHY A X &7Hsr
o8 5= FHoE A 5= 7IRE T FH-EELE 2=
Aethdd Za A= 7 AR ole} HEe d=
FJHHCDB) 2] A|AAEE A HZHGSPC 2020)0] 4
7 = 7ke] AR T5% o= AA| 9 HAAolA
A - BeEst=s o] wet w7b7]Ee] 29l
71558go] ZFRE I Qlom(Kim ef al., 2014), A|F2443}
ol T2 A4 ofstE Qs AHH o BEFol Ha
E3 9lo], AL S 9 AEFTRY BHo| B F
Q3R 9

Pl B MY Hel 54 o] £ 31707
A7} BEERT 9)om(Kim, 2004; Choi ef al, 2016), ©]2]
3w R SAdARE AelEo] Qo] 4o
SEg) 3o M8 1eEol} SiAEE ugo] By
=1 =X 579 AEAE Fdskal otk Whittaker, 1998;
Lee et al, 2003; Choi et al,, 2016). =AX] &L BET|EZILA
Z NP 7150 BAS 7H SR o] e,
ofeiat AR TIE B4 A4e1aid 2ol A 7154
Sqoe WERd) FEAN 548 71T JokKin and
Lee, 20006).

gy I

N

20149 TUCNZ o559 B WAl 9 AEttdde
HEsE7] flsf BE710] At Fofl wet M EZ(IUCN
Red List of Threatened Species) & AAPFEE A OAT
(LC:Least Concern) .2 7}t Shaw et al., 2014).
DA = F2 T, Fan, Q2o BES, oAl
AfHo s A7|e, A%, ek, 4= 4 Zde 59
A9E SHOE HE S3E mA 04 7= ek 5
F2 B33t Flora of Korea Editorial Committee, 2007,
Shaw et al., 2014). T3t F2 EA X9 SAEHL} A H,
PR S S o= Hirh Z EaL oFAlo] Qle HEH
oA F&2 Bxsl= EAL 71X 2L QtkLee et al., 2003;
Song et al., 2008; Choi et al., 2012; Bae et al., 2014;
Choi et al., 2015).

AR gt A AR Kim er al(2012)2 A%
W SAREE A o A4 72 U SO
3}, Kim er al.(2021)2 Q1A 2 A7 % EA| Q) AR
o FATERAE A7 b ok AAnbRe] $44 7}
A W Aeigy wae gle) Qug $AF AFE B
& qle|male i ol 2R ek 1504 A WERe

HEQYT, FFE AR Aefoll TR AP
A9 Ysle} @R dEAcls BAe ¢
7h Az 52 23 Belsln QtiLim ef al, 2015). 53

QoA Aok skl Bk Alss AT )
AARR 15(314m) S A7 EE A5025(2 4 : 2009

o o2 Hi |




295

oY
o

S - He - ARG - S5 - 234

A AAENELEIA) 38(3) 2024

H9¢ 16¥)= XAzl BE W #a]s}ar Qlck(Cultural
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Figure 1. Location map of survey area in Anmyondo Isl.(Jungjangri San 14-217), Hwanggumsan Mt., Gayasan

Mt.(Wonhyobong) and Palbongsan Mt..
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A BH 1@‘0&/‘1 F3H90°) 0|tk HAME 16°= FAFA| (LP.: 7.17%)9] o= Aot TE32 APEZ(LP.:
o, 5 FAEL 1.00~1.50kg/cr, QPALEZEE 30%, Y 46.75%), AIZFR(LP.: 18.63%), AZFE(LP.: 9.00%),
Hs Hol= 0-5~1cm, 2T = 33~38%= EA = ok 4 GRYLP.: 7. 84%) S UF(LP.: 5.40%), 3

A3 B An} wEZo|A AZULLP: 50.86%), &  (LP.: 4.81%), AFRUS(LP.: 4.62%), BEZU(LP.:

ARFE(LP.: 49.14%) 9] %08 o H¥sigon] ofEEo  295%) 59 Si o sttt AL B4 A et
ZAPFE(LP.: 79.17%), AZLP.: 13.66%), 23U [ 2 200m W DBH 6~20cm¢l AAR}E 87115, DBH 8~19

Level 1 o !
1 division Ps(+), Ap(+)
Level 2 T .
Ry(-) 2 division Aa(-) 2division
Level 3 3 division 3 division |
Qd(+) Zp(+)
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Level 4 Pd(-)
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7 ’ ¥ 1 1 2 ) By 2y 4, 5
10,11 7,13,14 25, 26, 27 8,19, 20, 8,9,12 6
21
Group 1 Group 2 Group 3 Group 4 Group 5 Group 6 Group 7

Figure 2. Classification of 27 plots by the TWINSPAN analysis(Ps: Prunus serrulata, Ap: Acer pictum, Ry: Rhododendron
yvedoense, Aa: Aria alnifolia, Qd: Quercus dentata, Zp: Zanthoxylum piperitum, Pd: Pinus densiflora).

Table 1. General description of the physical features and vegetation of the surveyed plots

Community* I II I
Plot 10 11 7 13 14 22 23 24 25 26 27
Altitude(m) 34 34 33 97 51 282 282 282 301 265 265
Slope(°) 16 16 12 13 6 16 16 16 10 19 19
Aspect(°) 90 90 101 106 149 38 38 38 85 87 87
Coord-i N 36.99561 36.99564 36.98706 36.98863 36.98760 36.80496 36.80489 36.80472 36.80356 36.80430 36.80420

nates
(dogress) E 126.33063 12633065 126.33148 126.33094 126.33078 126.37370 126.37372 126.37383 126.37414 126.37446 126.37442

Height

8 8 8 10 8 9 8 8 9 9 8
(m)
Mean
Caopy  DBH 15 17 21 20 15 17 15 19 2 15 18
(cm)
C"z, /el)age 50 30 70 60 40 50 60 50 50 60 50
0,
Height 5 6 6 6 6 6 5 6 6 6 6
(m)
Under Mean DBH ¢ 7 11 12 12 7 8 19 14 9 8
-story (cm)
O"z;rfge 20 20 50 60 60 30 30 40 70 40 30
0,
Height <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <> <1
Shrub Co(m)
Verage 80 80 60 40 40 40 30 40 50 50 50

&)

*Plant community names are referred from figure 2
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Table 1. Continued
Community* v
Plot 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 8 9 12
Altitude(m) 560 514 514 483 444 444 452 97 97 97
Slope(°) 17 25 25 18 30 30 35 13 13 13
Aspect(°) 126 174 174 172 126 126 94 106 106 106
Coord-i N 36.69985  36.69907  36.69854  36.69808  36.69742  36.69730  36.69883  36.99048  36.99047  36.99028
nates
(dearesy) E 126.61990 126.62020 126.62070 126.62110 126.62210 126.62210 126.62230 126.33080 126.33080 126.33070
Height - - - - - - - 10 10 10
(m)
Mean DBH
Canopy . y . . y . y 32 31 29
Coverage
s . . . . - - - 70 70 80
Height 3 3 4 5 5 5 6 6 6 6
(m)
Under Mean DBH 12 10 12 12 12 14 17 14 26 8
-story (cm)
C"z,j‘;“ge 60 40 60 60 50 50 60 30 20 60
0,
H(i%ht <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <2 <1 <1 <2
Shiub -
Z° /e‘)age 70 60 60 50 50 70 60 60 60 40
0,
*Plant community names are referred from figure 2
Table 1. Continued
Community* VI Vil
Plot 1 2 3 6 4 5
Altitude(m) 28 28 28 15 10 10
Slope(°) 10 10 10 7 3 3
Aspect(®) 347 347 347 327 235 235
Coord-i N 36.47274 36.47282 36.47288 36.48083 36.47642 36.47643
nates
G E 126.33120 126.33120 126.33120 126.33490 126.33350 126.33350
Height 8 8 7 8 8 8
(m)
Canopy  Vican DBH 11 11 14 16 1 10
(cm)
Coverage
oy 80 80 70 60 60 60
Height 6 5 5 6 6 6
(m)
Under Mean DBH 6 4 4 12 3 4
-story (cm)
Coverage
Py 60 50 80 30 30 60
H(e;]g)ht 2 2 2 1 1 05
Shrub
Coverage 40 40 50 60 40 40

)

*Plant community names are referred from figure 2
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b M(AAPE-AUS 22ho] ST RARH(AARA]
AL 7, 13~14)9] ST 33~64mQ] d4H T} 717t
& SHEA AT A ARA e mA FEHH101°)T HE
3H(143°, 149°)0|t}. AAF= 6~12°8 AR o], kA
T 0.17~0.50kg/cm, QA =Z T 3%, 20%, 40%, S
3 4ol 3em, SH|EE 29~58%= EA = Tk Ate-H
A EA A wEZFolA AUHLP.: 45.84%), AR
(LP.: 23.46%), ©®ZN}E(LP.: 27.65%) 59| o2 © A3}
Jon ofmEZ=o AXAUFELP.: 80.55%), TrufjLhEL(LP.:
7.43%), ZIUJELP.: 5.00%), DZU(LP.: 3.72%) 52
w02 LHSYh WEFE APHE(LP.: 33.75%), A7
IULP.: 12.26%), BZUELP.: 12.10%), DHHLP.:
9.14%), BojUHL(LP.: 7.29%), ZHFE(LP.: 5.57%), &
APUFE(LP.: 4.44%), 23| UEY(LP.: 3.84%), AFZUHH(LP.:
3.65%) 9 +o2 Hskeh Al 4 A e
12 300m' U] DBH 6~31cmd] AARFE 167)7], DBH 5cm
o]3FQl ARG 17§A], DBH 14~26cmQl AUt 8744,
DBH 8~28cmol WZ}2 67)4], DBH 5cm o]} wzht}
5 87§, DBH 8cmel Zujubi 1704, DBH Scm o]kl
U 17]4), DBH 10cm¢] 23U 17)4), DBH Scm
olsk¢l I U 27hA|, DBH 7emQl =3 U-5 1744,
DBH 6cm?l ZH UL 1704, DBH 5cm ©]31Q] 3
3IAA 5 F 14% 897MAI7F &5k

e M(AAPFE- AU Leh)o] ST RAFHAARA]
AL 22~27)9) FEAELE 265~301me] HAl AHRA Y
O 2 A 55338 FH85~87°)0lt}. A= 21.7~40°
2 FAAR oW, EYAEL 0.10~0.50kg/cm, P -EE
L 10%, 50~60%, 80%, Y= Zlo|L 0.5~3cm, W E=
29~38, 46~75%= A= e AR 24 A} wk
Zof Al AUFHLP.: 58.32%), AARFEYLP.: 29.95%), AlZ
UELP.: 3.37%), ZFUELP.: 3.14%), Z3UE(LP.:
1.82%) 59 o0& 33t on, ofuEEE ARt
(LP.: 65.57%), RFEHLEY(LP.: 8.42%), H]Z(LP.: 6.82%),
2 UELP.: 6.28%), SHIEL(LP.: 4.66%), A1ZUH(LP.:
3.59%) 59 +£o8 AU S P
36.26%), A7FHEHLP.: 16.14%), H]=(LP.: 11.76%), AA}
UEULP.: 5.65%), TjZUHLP.: 4.97%) S0 Loz o4
stk AR B4 An 22 1S 600m' U] DBH 13~38
cmQl AU 267§, DBH 5~29cmQl AARFE 43744,
DBH 5cm 0]8F01 2AR}FE 57)4], DBH 6~17cm¢l AlZht
XL 5704, DBH 5cm ©o]3}Q1 A1z 37114, DBH 6~29cm

o1l ZFh 27114, DBH Scm o841 =3+ 27114, DBH
17em?l 3+ 1704, DBH Scm o]8kQl SR 67114,
DBH 6~8cm?¢l ZrE U2 2704, DBH 9cm?l H]E 17}
|, DBH 5cm o]a}¢l #]% 137§, DBH 1lcm?®] Zu|ibit
17)4), DBH 5cm o]8}¢] 2t 17]4), DBH 8~12¢m?l
HHLEL 270, DBH 10cmQl 328U 1714, DBH 5cm
o3kl =W 2704, DBH 11emQl L& &L 1704,
Scm o]&kQl WZHE 2704, Scm o5kl LR 271A]
TORE F 22F 1837047 &5k

2 V(AR AU F2ho] 2d g ZARL(AlAL
o 7FoRA LFE 15-21)9] il EL 444~560me] A
ARAA(FARE 15~20)T AFA (AR 2D 02 A F
A AARA S SERH126°) 3 FRK(172~174°), AGAS
2 FHO)OIT). HAl= 17~18°, 25~35° 2 ZJAMA|9t G
AR o)W, EOFAELE 0.10~1.00kg/cn, LA -ZEl 60~
80% Y% ol 1~5em, LHEE 17~38%2 EAE9
of A 24 da ol EZoA AARHLP.:
49.87%), AZFUE(LP.: 25.48%), 2USH(LP.: 6.43%), =
ZUFEYLP.: 4.70%), BHILFEHLP.: 421%) S9] oz &
detglon, Bed2 ZADH(LP.: 16.80%), B7HHLP.:
12.82%), AZHFE(IP.: 11.50%), Z2RE|(LP.: 11.14%),
H]EZ(LP.: 5.93%), ZHUHLP.: 5.29%) 59| o0z o3
stoict. A 24 23 F=F V2 700m" Jf DBH 6~38
cmQl AR 307]1A], DBH 5cm o8}l AARTE 3714,
DBH 6~30cmo] A1ZH}E 197)4], DBH 5cm 0|3kl Alzht}
T 15704), DBH 12~15cm¢l 25t 5714), DBH 12~15cm
Q1 =3 3714, DBH Scm o]8}] =3+ 7704, DBH
6~10cmel ZujutE: 3704, DBH Scm o]5)Q] Bufjubi- 87K
Al, DBH 7em<l ZFHUE 1714, DBH Scm o]sfel 2+
AU 170, DBH 5~12cm@l 23U 3704, DBH
5cm o] 8kQl EFH| U 6714, DBH 8cm?l =EjLH 27}
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Table 2. Mean importance percentage of woody plants by 7 classified communities

Community* I I I
Specios Layer** C U S M C U S M C U S M
Pinus densiflora Siebold & Zucc. 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4584 0.00 0.00 2292 5832 145 0.00  29.64
Platycarya strobilacea Siebold & Zucc.  0.00 7.18 5.40 3.38 0.00 5.00 3.84 2.31 0.00 6.28 0.56 2.19
Carpinus turczaninowii Hance 49.14  79.17 0.00 5096  23.46 8055 444 3932 2995 6557 562 37.77
Castanea crenata Siebold & Zucc. 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.16 4.66 0.00 2.13
Quercus dentata Thunb. 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 27.65 372 1210 17.08  0.00 0.00 2.82 0.47
Quercus mongolica Fisch. ex Ledeb. 50.86 13.66 18.63 32.94 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.37 3.59 1.41 3.12
Quercus serrata Murray 0.00 0.00 4.81 0.98 0.00 0.00 5.57 0.93 1.82 0.00 4.40 1.65
Quercus variabilis Blume 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.77 1.13 3.14 1.69 0.89 228
Lindera erythrocarpa Makino 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 682 1176 423
Lindera obtusiloba Blume 0.00 0.00 9.00 3.00 0.00 0.00 1126 1.88 0.00 0.00 16.14  2.69

Aria alnifolia (Siebold & Zucc.) Decne.  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 7.43 7.29 3.69 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Prunus serrulata Lindl. var. pubescens
(Makino) Nakai

Lespedeza maximowiczii C.K.Schneid.  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.45 0.41
Neoshirakia japonica (Siebold & Zucc.) Esser  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.52 0.09
Zanthoxylum schinifolium Siebold & Zucc.  0.00 0.00 4.62 0.73 0.00 0.00 3.65 0.61 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 331 0.00 1.10 0.00 8.42 0.00 2.81

Acer pictum Thunb. var. mono (Maxim.)
Maxim. ex Franch.

Euonymus alatus (Thunb.) Siebold f.
ciliato-dentatus (Franch. & Sav.) Hiyama

Rhododendron mucronulatum Turcz. 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 36.26 6.04

Rhododendron yedoense Maxim. f.
poulkhanense (HLév.) Sugim. ex T.Yamaz.

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.39 0.00 0.00 0.69

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.55 0.26

0.00 0.00 46.75 6.05 0.00 0.00 33.75 5.63 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Diospyros lotus L. 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 241 0.40
Styrax japonicus Siebold & Zucc. 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.97 0.83
Symplocos sawafutagi Nagam. 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.87 0.64
Abeliophyllum distichum Nakai 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.05 0.00 0.00 1.52 0.85 1.53 0.54 1.02
Ligustrum obtusifolium Siebold & Zucc.  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.59 0.43
Viburnum carlesii Hemsl. 0.00 0.00 2.95 0.98 0.00 0.00 1.92 0.32 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Viburnum erosum Thunb. 0.00 0.00 7.84 0.98 0.00 0.00 9.41 1.57 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Weigela florida (Bunge) A.DC. 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.25 0.21

*Plant community names are referred from figure 2
**C: importance percentage in canopy layer, U: importance percentage in understory layer, S: importance percentage in shrub layer, M: mean importance percentag
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Table 2. Continued

Community* v VI VI

Species Layer** Cc U S M Cc U S M € U S M € U S M
Pinus densiflora Siebold & Zucc. 0.00 643 0.00 428 0.00 0.00 000 000 000 000 000 000 0.00 000 0.00 0.00
Pinus thunbergii Parl. 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 000 0.00 000 0.00 000 000 000 000 1039 000 0.00 520
Platvearya strobilacea Siebold & Zuce.  0.00  0.00 041 0.14 000 0.00 000 000 435 000 000 218 0.00 000 0.00 0.00
Carpinus turczaninowii Hance 000 4987 183 3385 5824 69.62 000 5233 5516 4973 1510 4667 4268 7707 000 47.03
Quercus dentata Thunb. 0.00 0.00 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 821 000 000 4.11
Quercus mongolica Fisch. ex Ledeb. 0.00 2548 11.50 2082 0.00 0.00 0.0 0.0 559 2.62 000 3.67 000 000 000 0.00
Quercus serrata Murray 0.00 0.00 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 770 128 616 000 662 4.18
Quercus variabilis Blume 000 470 529 489 3796 0.00 2.54 1940 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 000 000 0.00
Zelkova serrata (Thunb.) Makino 000 165 000 110 000 0.00 000 0.00 000 000 000 000 000 000 0.00 0.00
Morus bombycis Koidz. 0.00 0.0 0.00 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 LI3 0.19 000 000 000 0.00
Lindera erythrocarpa Makino ~ 0.00 0.00 593 198 0.00 0.00 502 084 000 000 000 000 0.00 000 0.00 0.00
Lindera obtusiloba Blume 000 000 128 427 000 000 2629 438 0.00 000 614 1.02 000 000 000 0.00
CGocculus orbiculatus (L) DC. 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 000 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 000 000 000 000 4173 6.96
Aria alnifolia (Sicbold & Zuce) Decne. 0.00 421 336 3.93 3.80 1499 0.00 6.89 427 699 2460 856 000 0.00 000 0.00
Pourthiaea villosa (Thunb.) Decne.  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 000 000 000 073 012 000 000 000 0.00
mﬁos)e’;ﬁ“““dl var. pubescens 0 082 0.69 078 000 671 000 224 1453 730 891 1LI8 1364 7.09 000 9.8
Indigofera kirilowii Maxim. ex Palib. 0.00 0.00 348 1.16 0.00 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 0.00
éfggiiﬁé?”mow"cz"i 0.00 000 1L14 371 000 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 000 000 000 000 000 0.00
Pueraria lobata (Willd) Ohwi  0.00 0.00 0.00 000 0.00 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 697 1.16
Zanthoxylum piperitum (L) DC.  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 0.00 000 1441 240 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 000 000 473 0.79
i“”ztﬁz’;yl”"’ schinifolium Siebold 0 60 426 142 000 000 000 000 000 000 073 012 000 000 000 0.00
g&’:i;‘)’dé’;‘z;’g trichocarpum 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 073 0.2 000 000 000 0.00
fg’ﬁ“g{"ggﬂ“:ﬁ var. mono (VBXIm) - 06 0,00 0.00 000 0.00 000 000 000 000 1139 1726 667 560 000 1709 565
Ilex macropoda Miq. 0.00 0.80 0.00 053 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 0.00
Euonymus hamiltonianus Wall. ~ 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1394 232 0.00 000 000 000 0.00 000 0.00 0.00
Elaeagnus macrophylla Thunb. ~ 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 000 579 096 0.00 000 0.00 0.00
Rhododendron mucronulatum Turcz.  0.00  0.00 1680 5.60 0.00 0.00 328 055 0.00 000 287 048 0.00 000 0.00 0.00
Rhododendron schiippenbachii Maxim. 0.00  0.00 536 179 0.00 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.00 0.00 000 0.00 000 000 0.00 0.00
Styrax japonicus Siebold & Zuce. 0.00 248 4.66 321 000 869 000 290 1227 881 000 9.07 1332 1585 1143 13.85
Symplocos sawafutagi Nagam. ~ 0.00 0.00 3.17 1.06 0.0 000 1.65 028 0.0 0.00 0.00 000 000 000 0.00 0.00
Abeliophyllum distichum Nakai ~ 0.00 3.56 4.54 3.89 000 000 3.69 061 3.83 1316 000 631 000 000 000 0.00
Ligustrum obtusifolium Siebold & Zuce.  0.00  0.00 296 099 0.00 0.00 873 145 0.00 000 000 000 0.00 000 000 0.00
Clerodendrum trichotonum Thunb. 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 0.00 000 5.12 085 0.00 000 0.00 000 000 0.00 000 0.00
Lonicera harae Makino 0.00 000 1.16 039 000 000 0.00 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 0.00
Viburmum carlesii Hemsl. 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 000 000 834 139 0.00 000 000 000 000 000 1143 1.90
Viburnum erosum Thunb. 0.00 0.00 000 000 000 000 7.00 1.17 000 000 831 139 000 000 000 0.00
Weigela subsessilis (Nakai) LH.Bailey 0.00 0.00 0.65 0.22 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 000 000 000 000 000 0.00

*Plant community names are referred from 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. Distribution of major woody plants’ DBH by 7 classified communities

Community™ oo DBH(m) — _ 5 540 1015 1520 2025 2530 3035 3540 4045 4550
Carpinus turczaninowii Hance 2 2 3 1
I Quercus mongolica Fisch. ex Ledeb. 7 1 2 3
Platycarya strobilacea Siebold & Zucc. 2
Quercus serrata Murray 2
Carpinus turczaninowii Hance 1 5 4 3 1 2 1
Pinus densiflora Siebold & Zucc. 3 2
Quercus dentata Thunb. 8 1 2 2 1
I Aria alnifolia (Siebold & Zucc.) Decne. 1 1
Platycarya strobilacea Siebold & Zucc. 2 1
Abeliophyllum distichum Nakai 1
Prunus serrulata Lindl. var. pubescens (Makino) Nakai 1
Quercus serrata Murray 3
Carpinus turczaninowii Hance 5 10 19 9 5
Pinus densiflora Siebold & Zucc.
Quercus mongolica Fisch. ex Ledeb. 3 3 1 1
Quercus variabilis Blume 2 1 1
Quercus serrata Murray 6 1
Prunus serrulata Lindl. var. pubescens (Makino) Nakai 2
I Lindera erythrocarpa Makino 13
Platycarya strobilacea Siebold & Zucc. 1 1
Castanea crenata Siebold & Zucc. 1 1
Abeliophyllum distichum Nakai 2 1
Acer pictum Thunb. var. mono (Maxim) Maxim ex Franch. 1
Quercus dentata Thunb. 2
Diospyros lotus L. 2
Carpinus turczaninowii Hance 3 7 10 5 5 2 1
Quercus mongolica Fisch. ex Ledeb. 15 11 5 2
Pinus densiflora Siebold & Zucc. 5
Quercus variabilis Blume 7 3
v Aria alnifolia (Siebold & Zucc.) Decne. 8 2 1
Prunus serrulata Lindl. var. pubescens (Makino) Nakai 1 1
Abeliophyllum distichum Nakai 6 2 1
Zelkova serrata (Thunb.) Makino 2
Ilex macropoda Miq. 1
Carpinus turczaninowii Hance 1 2 2 2 2 1 1
Quercus variabilis Blume 2 1 1 2
Aria alnifolia (Siebold & Zucc.) Decne. 2 2
v Styrax japonicus Siebold & Zucc. 1
Prunus serrulata Lindl. var. pubescens (Makino) Nakai 1
Abeliophyllum distichum Nakai 2
Carpinus turczaninowii Hance 10 6 3 7 1 1
Prunus serrulata Lindl. var. pubescens (Makino) Nakai 3 2 3
Styrax japonicus Siebold & Zucc. 1 3 1 1
VI Quercus mongolica Fisch. ex Ledeb. 1 1 1
Platycarya strobilacea Siebold & Zucc. 1
Abeliophyllum distichum Nakai 2 3
Acer pictum Thunb. var. mono (Maxim) Maxim ex Franch. 6 1
Carpinus turczaninowii Hance 7 9 3
Prunus serrulata Lindl. var. pubescens (Makino) Nakai 1 1 2
Styrax japonicus Siebold & Zucc. 1 3 1
Vil Pinus thunbergii Parl. 1
Quercus dentata Thunb. 1 1
Quercus serrata Murray 1 1
Acer pictum Thunb. var. mono (Maxim) Maxim ex Franch. 1 1

*Plant community names are referred from figure 2
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o, o2k V7F 115682 7H8 =34th Kim et al.(2021)9]
old @ A7|E mAR| Y AP feke] ErhoFE(H)

0.9000~1.1286, Shin and Yun(2014)¢] ZXJw 7fopat A
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0.1214~03024% T}4=0] Fo] SAs}T Qra £ 2= glrk
GAHEA G Table 59} 70w, 7 2 7ke] GAREA] 4
L 937-3636%% BEAEQLE o] & gt [~Io
34.78%, et M~V 36365 SAH=7} =9kt}. Table 6
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Table 4. The species diversity of 7 communities
Community* H’(Shannon) H’max J’(evenness) D(dominance)
1 0.8203 1.1760 0.6975 0.3024
1I 0.9880 1.1760 0.8400 0.1599
1T 1.0501 1.3424 0.7822 0.2177
v 1.1568 1.3424 0.8617 0.1382
A\ 1.0332 1.1760 0.8785 0.1214
VI 1.0237 1.2304 0.8319 0.1680
VII 0.8056 1.0000 0.8056 0.1943
*Plant community names are referred from figure 2
Table 5. Similarity Index(%) between each communities
Community* 1 1T 1 v \% VI
1 34.78 - -
1 12.90 25.00 -
% 16.12 25.00 36.36 -
A 16.66 24.13 27.02 29.72 -
VI 26.92 25.80 25.64 25.64 25.00
VII 15.78 20.83 21.87 9.37 16.00 18.51
*Plant community names are referred from figure 2
Table 6. MRPP test between each communities
Community* I II I v v VI
1 0.413 - -
11 0.405™" 0.304™" -
v 0.320™" 0.409™" 0.270™" - -
Y 0.280 0.301" 0.300"™" 0.235™ -
VI 0.433" 0.435™" 0.418™ 0.376™" 0.309™
VII 0.399 0.386 0.270™ 0.339™ 0.306™" 0.380"

“Plant community names are referred from figure 2
P < 0.05, ""P < 0.01
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Figure 3. RDA ordination diagram of 27 plots( I : Carpinus turczaninowii - Quercus mongolica community, II: Carpinus
turczaninowii - Pinus densiflora community, [l: Carpinus turczaninowii - Pinus densiflora community, IV:
Carpinus turczaninowii - Quercus mongolica community, V: Carpinus turczaninowii - Quercus variabilis
community, VI: Carpinus turczaninowii - Prunus serrulata Lindl. var. pubescens community, VI: Carpinus
turczaninowii - Styrax japonicus community), environmental variables(arrow/Al:altitude, BR: bare rock, CD:
crown density, LL: litter layer, SI: slope, SH: soil hardness) and location(A: inland area, []: coast area).
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Table 7. Kendall rank correlation coefficient by environmental variables

. : Axis 1 )
Environmental variables
BR(bare rock) 0.516" 0.208
SH(soil hardness) 0.047 -0.029
LL(litter layer) 0.016 -0.201
Sl(slope) 0.718" 0.112
Al(altitude) 0.752" 0.206
CD(crown density) -0.289" -0.578"

P < 0.05, 7P < 0.01

Table 8. Enviornmental characteristics existing research literatures of Carpinus turczaninowii dominance area from Korea

Environmental variables

Survey area Location - Researcher
The lay of the land Slope(®°)  Altitude(m) Aspect
Yeongheung Isl., Incheon coast  bare rock(0-5%, 10~40%) / ridge  10-26 115-140 N, SE, NW
Yeongjong Isl., Incheon coast bare rock(1-5%, 20%) / ridge 120;‘_212’ 226-232 SwW
Kim et al.(2021)
Seokmo Isl., Incheon coast bare rock(60-80%) / ridge ?8-1222, 196-226 E, W, NW
Daebu Isl., Gyeonggi-do coast  bare rock(1-5%) / bottom of ridge = 24-33 22-28 N, NW
0 _609 0
Palbongsan Mt., inland bare rock(lOA)3 50-60%, 80%) / 21.7-40 265-301 E. NE
Chungcheongnam-do ridge
Gayasan Mt.(Wonhyobong), ;1. g bare rock(60-80%) / ridge 17-18, 444.560 E, ES, S
Chungcheongnam-do 25-35 )
H b k(3%, 20-40%) / bott This study
wanggumsan are rock(3%, 20-40% ottom : )
Mt.,Chungcheongnam-do coast of ridge 6-16 33-64, 97 E, ES, SE
Anmyondo Isl.(Jungjangri San bare rock(5%, 10%, 15%) / bottom
14-217),Chungcheongnam-do coast of ridge 7-10, 3 10-28 NW, WS
Heuksando Isl., Jeollanam-do coast  bare rock(3%, 19%, 22%, 34%) 7.5-18  148.7-315.8 N Lee et al.(2018)
Hongdo Isl., Jeollanam-do coast ridge, top - 252.4 NW.’ NW’ all Lee et al.(2013)
directions
Jeopdo Isl. at Jindo-gun, coast ridee 2-35, 29, 74-171, 123, N,WES,“S]% SI’\I%\VN’ :1\178, Kang(2020)
Jeollanam-do ¢ 2330 131-143 PR W ¢
directions
Gyeokjabon Mt. at Bogildo Isl., bare rock / ridge 11.7-19.6 304.5-382.3  SE, SW, NW Lee et al.(2022)
Jeollanam-do
Namhae-gun, coast bare rock / top 23.9 over 440 S Lee and Kim(2005)
Gyeongsangnam-do
Garasan Mt. and Nojasan Mt. . EN, SW, WS, NW,
at Geajae, Gyeongsangnam-do coast ridge 7-48 406-549 WN Lee et al.(2021)
Deokhang Mt., Kangwon-do  inland bare rock(45+30%) / ridge 45+14 732+208 - Bae et al.(2014)
Ag molek 2ot MAARb- 2 22hat 22 V(& 39 47E B9k o) Kim e al(2021)0] 214
A=A 22 2 NAE, PAeEE, A4 47)E BAX0] AR 2A7EEA d7e4 RDA

E7h AEES] G nlXE BHARE ool A
S Bgou], 2 VAARFLZT 2, P V&

NEEE L

5 g e 2o VAR Sy

T 2 S AREE S viRle A=

ordination #4143} 9|k, A EEE, SiUILE, FAE
SO SRR AHBAE Hol= A} 2 dAtolA A
TS Hol= SN LE, W%, AEE, 7
AHE) @b AR U]
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T} M(EARP- 25 F2he A4 BRAF 54 4
37003 Fef V(AAPFF-AZULE 2ehi oAb 7}
opik QIEE HA A ool SIXWow, ke Zeft o
27 Ygol 9IAa) ek Eak e MAARFR- A
Feha 2o VEAARFEAZUE Fehi Qhinde
(50~80% / 60~80%)7} =1L FHAFA](21.7~40° / 17~35°)
olm, t}2 FetRt}l UL E(265~301m / 444~560m)7}t
=2 EAS HY 29 = 29~38%, 46~75%, 17~38%
2 g R v Wity oot MI(aAb-auhy
)9 FE 5EH38) Y FHB5-87°) 0l om, et
V(@A A2 U Jeh o) 32 5Ea(126°), J3F
(172~174°)2} “53H94°) 013tk Holl §IAF ek =2
S 9 ol el wt B AR, B A,
HAAA, & dEaE o= HiR, x5 Aol
Zo= sh= A0 Edst= AoRE wE

&t V(@A 22, e VI@ARE-2E
gl o9, 2 V(AR - Sue 222h) A4
o FEAR Eiok oS St o] SER dEerA
= (FLILE 97m / 15~28m / 10m)T} 7}7-e 541 A
Hx|dof 9123 S}t YA =ZEE(20~40% / 5~15% / 5%)
7F BlaLA] A, AARE W FARR|(13° / 7~10°) H g
Z(3°) olt}. EH =Y 71~79%, 46~75%, 50~54%= TF=
et FoTh 2E V(A2 )]
EH106°), 7 V(AU Leh) 9] 32 &
A %H(327~347°), vtk VI(AAR-T ST oH2h) 9 3k
AegR235%) 0 EdsHeITh sfigtoll YIAIRE e A
A E2A B3, gHAo] R E9, AR 9 W s
T 39 e = Edst=s AoE wgEH

2 Aol Al BRI et S-S die R A€
Aol2 B} 98 siokt WES FEslel A4 1F
s} stglon), Aglsl £ A 719 HolE Uv] 99
chp A EAHMRPP) A4S AAlshic a2
AL zjol7) 9li= Ao & BAEQTHA=0.008, P<0.01).
AP QuEOR AYE Sl ARE BEA
(Lee, 2003), HISE7Iel H(HE-5E- 74 7]-F3l)(Lee, 2007),
Aafer W Tafor, 73w AHA, &7y % (Korea National
Arboretum, 2010), A-F8ieHE 7], 6, A&, AH, F'H)
ofd, W&o FH(HE, Ad 5) 9 FH(F)(National
Institute of Ecology, 2018) X|H}o]| B3xs}l= Ao = ATA
Uk 2 A 2w HH(Table 8)5 F3l] SIS ARt
O FAA ] YA == sfictol] fIAIRE Aol 35k
QP 9 ), QEReEA|o, B, SAN, AR o
Z3sct . IdE 4 943t Lee and Kim, 2005; Song
et al., 2008; Lee et al., 2013; Bae et al., 2014; Lee et
al., 2018; Kang, 2020; Lee et al., 2021; Kim et al., 2021,

>

Lee et al., 2022). o]&gt YR|+= dxTFo| I
& 37 won Azd EFRA(YE FHxEA, F
A, sfigkel A W Ay, e 2 ad

jul
Er
3
i
8

of fel5t7] WEez FdEHKim ef al., 2014; Shibata
and Nakashizuka, 1995).
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