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ABSTRACT

This study is one of studies on the analysis of vegetation, spatial image and visual preference of
roadside slopes in Chi-Ri Mt, national park. In this article, we analized the soil characteristics and
the actual vegetation within slopes and forest lands contiguous to those, The results obtained were
summarized as follows;

The physical and chemical properties of soil in forest lands were better than slopes and Cheoneun
temple - Seongsam pass was the best fertilized among 3 sector. In the structure of woody plants in
forest lands, the high importance value species were Pinus denciflora, Quercus aliena within Ukm-
ojeong-Deokdong sector, Q. aliena, Q. variabilis, Q. serrata within Banseon-Seongsam pass sector, and
P. denciflora, Q. dentata within Cheoneun temple-Seongsam pass sector, And also, Aster scaber, Aru-
ndinella hirta, Pteridium aquilinum were the high importance value herbs within &ll sector. In slopes,
the species diversity indices of woody plants were low, but that of herbs showed slightly high. By
the cluster analysis used in similarity index, it was observed that woody plants structure between
slopes and forest lands made little, but the herbs made slightly higher than woody plants.
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figure 1. Survey sites of the parkway in Chi—Ri
Mountain national park.
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—Sandy Soil Slope : d_
—Clay Slope : e

— Boulder Stone Slope :
—Rubble Stone Slope : g
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Table 1. Slope Condition on Each site
Type of Scale of slope
Site Elevatior Direction Grade( °)
slope(%) Bottom Length(m) Vertical Height(m)  Gradial Lenght(m)  Area{m?)
(M) H M L H M L
j9) Ga-100 320 N6OE 222 492 448 394 500 455 400 9990 80
U2 Cd-100 540 NIOE 76 97 79 54 110 87 60 646 65
U3 Fh-50 1,050  N6OW 60 106 78 57 130 95 70 700 55
Fi-50
U4 Cd-% 790  S60E 60 13 74 37 160 105 45 65 45
Ce-10
Bl Cb-20
Ce-2 930  S60E 117 75 232 92 550 340 135 4007 43
Cd-60
B2 Cb-170 740 SBE 57 154 109 63 170 120 70 684 65
Ce-30
B3 Ca-100 730 S30W 126 122 80 28 130 85 30 1638 70
B4 Cd-100 550  N3OW 65 106 81 60 150 15 85 764 45
C1 Cc-50 250  NIOW 50 73 50 31 95 65 40 338 50
Cd-50
C2 Cb-100 700  NISW 50 116 82 29 120 85 40 400 75
C3 Cg-100 800 N4W 30 40 3l 20 57 45 30 17 44
C4 Ca-50 960  N3OW 88 92 75 58 95 78 60 682 75
Cc-50
—Hard Rock Slope : a
—Mild Rock Slope : b
Cut slope(C)— [~Weathered Rock Slope : ¢

Fill Slope(F )—Debris Armoring Slope : h
C

Soil Armoring Slope : i

H:High, M:Middle, L:Low
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Table 2. Vegetaion works on Each site
Site Seeding  Works Soding Works  Grass Planting Works Tree  Planting  Works
Materials  Species Materials  Species Species Position Species Pattern
U1 - - - - - - - -
U2 Seed Spray 1 -~ - 2 Ups-S-D-W 4 R.-plant,
5 R.—Plant,
6 ‘G.—Plant,
U3 - —  StripSodding 1 - - - -
U4 Seed Spray 1 - - - - - -
Bl  Seed Spray 3 - - - Ups-S-D-W 7 R.—Plant.
B2 Seed Spray 2 - - - Ups-S-D-W 4 R.—plant.
B3 - - - - - - - -
B4 Seed Spray 1 Sod-Pitching 1 - - - -
Cl  Seed Spray 3 - - - - - -
C3 - - - - - Ups-S-D-W R.-plant,
C3 - - - - - - - -
C4  Seed Spray 2 - - - - - -

Ups-S-D-V : Upside of Side-Ditch Wall, R,~Plant. : Row Planting, Gr.—Plant. : Group Planting, 1. Zoysia japonica, 2. Poa pra-
tensis, 3. Eragrostis curvula, 4. Forsythia koreana, 5. Acer palmatum, 6. Rhododendron yeddoense, 7. Ligustrum obtusifolium

Table 3. Physical characteristics of soils on each site

Site  Particle size distribution(%) Textural class Soil
name Sand  Sit Clay (USDA) hardness(mm)
Ul-F 736 96 168  sandy loam 5
U2-F 720 86 194  sandy loam 4
U2-S 81 50 109  loamy sand 9
U3-F 455 150 395  sandy clay 10
U3-S 8238 76 96  loamy sand 14
U4-F 47 213 280 sandy clay loam 6
B1-F 406 191 403 day 6
Bl-S 744 10.0 156  sandy loam 14
B2-F 483 254 263  sandy clay loam 4
B2-S 694 118 188  sandy loam 19
B3-F 412 246 342  clay loam 9
B4-F 342 U1 318  clay loam 5
B4-S 523 241 236  sandy clay loam 9
Cl-F 813 39 148  sandy loam 5
Cl1-S 828 56 116  loamy sand 9
C2-F 729 117 154  sandy loam 9
C2-S 833 6.8 99  loamy sand +
C3-F 469 37 294  sandy clay loam 8
C3-S 715 126 159  sandy loam +
C4-F 532 231 2137 sandy clay loam 9

F : Forest land, S : Slope
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Table 4. Chemical properties of soils on each site

Site

name

pH

oM

(%)

T-NPO, CEC Exchageablecation

(me/

(%) (ppm)100g) Ca

(me /100g)

Mg

Na

K

C1-F
C1-S
C2-F
C2-F
€3-S
C4-F

521
551
6.13
5.08
6.05
541
4.86
553
528
7.88
543
590
6.46
500
549
5.65
493
576
541

488
2.50
0.10
6.53
0.16
424
819
0.60
174
0.66
6.07
440
3.00
089
0.16
3.38
6.33
0.14
357

036 764
015 320
009 88
041 372
002 88
086 16.0
062 180
004 47
058 80
028 47
086 92
089 6.7
034 47
021 88
0.03 27
007 100
064 346
015 60
024 89

13.0
9.0
44

20.7
47

3L5

218
6.6

121

106

195

211

160
72
5.7

115

201
8.2

161

218
119
2.36
0.89
347
317
0.79
0.89
040
572
3.66
782
6.83
040
0.69
1.39
L19
317
359

1.09
1.09
0.99
1.59
059
089
040
149
148
376
2.08
297
1.39
217
2.08
287
1.09
1.98
3.20

0.14
0.25
0.58
049
0.36
0.39
0.38
030
048
0.60
0.54
057
047
039
0.4
042
0.57
043
0.56

0.28
0.39
043
0.27
0.16
0.66
0.39
0.22
032
048
071
048
122
0.26
0.27
035
057
0.29
0.53

F : Forest land, S :

Slope
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Table 5. Mean of each chemical characteristics of forest land soils with the section

Section Site pH oM T-N P,0s CEC K
No. (%) (%) (ppm) (me/100g)  (me/100g)
U 4 53+ 01 454 £ 16 045 £ 0.2 404+222 186+99 040 £+ 0.1
B 4 53403 354422 229 +02 105+ 44 137455 043+ 0.1
C 4 54 + 04 510 4 2.7 0.74 £ 01 154+111  186+44 048 + 0.1
Total 12 53403 439421 049 + 02 21+196 170+68 043 + 01

Table 6. Mean of each chemical characteristics of slope soils with the section

Section Site pH oM T-N PO CEC K
No. (%) (%) (ppm) (me/100g)  (me/100g)
U 2 6.1+ 0.0 013+ 00 0.054 0.0 88400 46+ 02 030+ 01
B 3 58 £ 03 028 +02 0.07 £ 00 47400 75415 034400
C 3 66+ 1.1 142+ 13 022 +0.1 49416 111+ 47 064 £ 05
Total 8 62+07 0.67 + 09 012+ 0.1 58+20 81+38 044 £ 0.3
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Table 7.

Importance values of woody plants of forest land at each site

Layer

Species

Ul

U2

C1

C2

Upper

Middle

Philadelphus screnckij

Acer mono

Platycarya strodillacea

Stewartia koreana

Pinus densiflora

Pinus koraiensis

Quercus aliena

Acer pseudo—sieboldianum

Salix grandulosa

Quercus variabilis

Fraxinus rhynchophylla

Fraxinus sieboldiana

Quercus serrata

Castanea crenata

Quercus monglica

Betula schmidtii

Celtis sinensis

Styrax japonica

Pinus rigida

Alnus firma

Quercus dentata

Aluns hirsuta

Rhus trichocarpa

Acer mono

Quercus variabilis

Symplocos chinensis for,
Pilosa

Rhus chinensis

Lindera obtusiloba

Celtis sinensis

Coylus heterophylla var,
thunbergic

Stewartia Koreana

Hydrangea serrata for.

acuminatads

Zanthoxylem schinifolium

Pimus densiflora

Quercus mongolica

Quercus serrata

Morus bombycis

Salix glandulosa

Magnolia sieboldii

Staphylea bumalda

Betula schmdtii

Elaeagmua umbellata

Ulmus macrocar

Fraxinus rhynchophylla

158
231
61.0

610 - -

389 347
- - 278

443 370
- 209 -

- - 68
- - 68

- 147 220
- M1 -

|
l
]

|

|
o
to

I\
0oy
o

I

!

31.6

51.4
168

- 269 423

18.6

156 660 57.8

- 35

438 205




Layer

Species

U3

U4

Bl

B2

Lower

- Rhododendron yedoense var.

Rgamrus davurica

Fraxidrus rhynchophylla

Styrax obassia

Pyrus calleryana var,
Fauriei

Lindera erythrocarpa

Zelkova serrata

Styrax japonica

Weigela subsesilis

Juniperus rigida

Quercus dentata

Pinus rigida

Alnus hirsuta

Sasa coreana

Robinia pseudo-acaia

Chamia pseuolo-acacia

Vuburnum dilatatum

Vaccinium ddhami

Acer pseuolo-sieboldiarum

Prunus sacryentii

Eucuyonus alatu

Alamgium platanifolium

Salix Koreensts

Stephanandra incisa

Staphylea bumalda

Securinega suffruticosa

Stephannadra incisa

Aralia elata

Styrax japonica

Weigela subsessilis

Rhus chinensis

Hydrangea serrat for,
accuminata

Rhus trichocarpa

poukhanense
Lespedeza bicolor
Sasa borealis

Rhododendron mucronulatum

Corylus heterophylla var.
thunbergii

Acer mono

Actinidia arguta

Rubus crataegifolius

Ligustrum obtusifolium

Styrax obassia

Cornus controversa

Fraxinus rhynchophylla

16.6
129
51
234
10.7
6.8
2.1

19.3

16.3
5.5
16.3

9.8
134

75
86
194
36
75
6.0

16.5
100
10.0
10.0

6.4
4.6

10.0

19.0

57 -

57 -
103 -
244 -

76 -

82 -
167 -

12.6

204
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Layer  Species

B3 B4

Betula schmidtii — —
Lindera obtusiloba - -
Fraxinus sieboldiana - -
Ulmus macrooar - -
Rosa multiflora - -
Symplocos chinensis for, - -
Cornus kousa - —
Zanthoxylum schinifolium - -
Quercus serrata - -
Fraxinus mandshurica - -
Malus baccata - -
Pyrus calleryana var, - -
fauriet
Torreya nucifera - —
Zelkova serrata - -
Celtis sinensis - -
Quercus acutissima - -
Viburnum dilatatum - -
Rhamnus - -
Alnus hirsuta var, sibirica - -
Elaeagnus glabra - -
Malus sieboldii - -
Euonymus alatus - -
Acer pseudo-sieboldianum — -
Quercus dentata - -

77 - - - - - -
140 209 - - - -
1w - - - - - - - -
77 - - - - - - - -
03 - - - = - - - -
42 42

s - - - - - -
00 - - - - - -
201 - - - - - -
2 - - - - - -

53 - - - -
08 - - - -
247 313 - -
54 - -
54 - -
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Table 8. Importance values of woody plants of slope at each site

Species Ul U2

U3

U4 B1 B4 Cl

176 -
253 -
176 -

Broussonetia kazinoki
Rubus crataegititolius
Hydrangea serrta for.
acuminata

Betula platyphylla var,
jopouica

Ulmus parvifolia 215 -
Sslix hulteni - -
Acerpseudo-siepoldianun - -
Lespedza vicolor - -
Lonicera zaponica . - -
Pueraria lobata - -
Pinus densiflora - -
Rhus chinersis - -
Alnus firma - -
Quercus acutlssima - -
Sasa coreana - -
Robinia pseudo-acacia - -
Ligustrum obtusifolium - -
Celtis sinensis - -
Stephdnandra incisa - -

176 -

0w - - - = -
86 - - - - - - - -

- 26 500 - -
- %5 - - - = - = -
- 182 - - - -
500 - - -
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Table 9. Species diversity indices of woody plants of
forest land at each site

site species  species  H'max evenness dominance
No. diversity(H') (J) (1-1
ul 16 2519 2772 0.908 0.091
U2 14 2420 2639 0917 0.082
U3 " 16 2519 2772 0.908 0.093
U4 15 2.582 2.708 0.953 0.46
Bl 8 1.255 2079 0.603 0.39
B2 16 2543 2772 0917 0.082
B3 11 2.100 2.397 0.876 0.123
B4 11 1.968 2.397 0.828 0.171
C1 16 2.590 2772 0.934 0.065
C2 13 2.237 2484 0.099 0.09
C3 18 2.609 2.8%0 0.902 0.097
C4 13 1.998 2.564 0.779 0.220
U 4 3.569 3784 0.942 0.059
B 29 2.684 3.367 0.797 0.202
C A 3.206 3526 0.909 0.090
T 72 3732 4276 0872 0.127
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Table 10. Species diversity indices of woody plants of
slope at each site

site species  species H'max evenness dominance
No. diversity(H') J) (1-7

U5 1S4 169 092 00
vz - -

U3 - - - - -
U4 -~ - - - ~

Bl 4 1.386 1.386 0993 0.001
B2 2 0.693 0,693 0.999 0.001
B3 2 0693 0.693 1000 0.000
B4 - - - - -

Cl 8 1706 2079 0.820 0179
C2 5 152 1.609 0.949 0.053
C3 - - - - -

C4 - - - —_ _

U 1710 1791 0954 0.045
B 1.831 1945 0941 '+ 0058
C 12 2.386 2.484 0.960 0,039
T 20 2.642 2.995 0.881 0118

UFel4 6Fol, B 7gel At 750l C 72kl
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Table 11. Similarity indices(%) of woody plants betw-
een forest land at each site

Ste U1 U2 U3 U4 Bl B2 B3 B4 Cl C2 (3

wees - - - - - - - - - -
U3 128 54 - - - - - - - - -
U4 1212 208 740 - - - - - - - -
Bl 571 2466 32 1027 - - - - - - -
B2 1168 2807 1230 2222 %54 - - - - - =
B3 2767 1022 592 2654 2094 %% - - - - -
Bt 2352 176 613 992 273 1226 3214
Cl 530 1728 198 LIl 1% 297 - 4% - - -
C2 419 3125 - 824 571 1176 483 - 3360 - -
C3 479 1195 979 1818 2211 1958 2027 - 1488 2272

C4 1658 1441 1546 1257 1603 1215 1290 -~ 1897 2588 3608

A depted, R B 478 93 247
#40] B&nolg] 48 A2 g
YR BENEY fAmd #F BHAde

Table 129}' 2t & 73 Az B 73HB,,
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Table 12. Similarity indices(%) of woody plants betw-
een slope at each site

Ste Ul U2 U3 U4 Bl B2 B3 B4 C1 C2 C3

1
B - - - - - - - - - - -
M - - - - - - - - - - -
Bl - - - - - - - - - - -
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Table 13. Importance values of herbs of forest land at each site

Species Ul U2 U3 U4 Bl B2 B3 B4 C C2 C3 C4

Osmunda japonica 20 - - - - 307 - - - - - —
Artenisia 207 - - - 95 - - - - 34 - 34
Hosta longipes 23 - - - - - 211 - - - b5 -
Mublenberdgia japonica 91 - - - -~ — _
Aster scaber 110 - 88 127 193 457 - - - 94 101 71
Pteridium aquilinum var, latiusculum - 305 - 262 388 - - - 2.7 197 -
Polygoum aviculare ) ‘ - — -
Arundinella hirta - 402 - 3B3 - - - 357 423 172 104 53
Moscamtjis sinensis - 198 - — - - - - 576 199 81 160
Persicaria hydropiper - 60 36 -— — — - - — — — _
Phragnites communis - - 160 - - - - - - - — —
Leersia oryzoides var. japonica - - 27 - - - - - - - - -
Juncus effusus var. decipiens - - 86 - - - - - - - - —
Lysimachia barystachys - - 129 - - -
Ambrosia artemisiifolia —  — 43 130 28 111 84 - - - - -
Ixeris polycephala - - 26 - - - - — — — - _
Rumex crispus - - 23 - - - - - - — — -
Ixeris dentata - - 52 - - - 328 - - - - -
Arctium lappa - - 118 - — — — - - — — —
Bcehneria spicata - - 183 - = = = = = = = =
Plantago asiati - — 43 - - = = =
Ainsliana ecerifoia — - - 31 - - 113 236 - - - -
Polygonatum odoratum var, pluriflorum - - 5 - - - -
Hosta lancifolia - - - 63 - 72 91 46 - - - -
Commelina communis - - - - 64 - 109 - - - - -
Artemisia ReisReana - - - — - 50 - — — 51 13 47
Inula japonica - - - -4 - - = - - &6t8 - -
Solidago virgauea var. asiatica - - - - - = - - = 53 - -
Lysimachia clethroides - - - - = = = - - 58 - 69
Aster tataricus - - - - - - = = = =29 -
Festuca ovina - - - - - - - - — — 40 -
Commelina communis - - - - — — — - - - 12 -
Ranunculus japonicus - — - - — - - - - — 96 -
Lonicera chrysancha - - — — - - - - - - 29 -
Lactuca raddeana - - - — — — - - - — 18 -
Artemisia japonica - - - - — — - - — — 18 —-
Arisaema amurense var, serratum - - - - - - - - — — 90 -—
Pyrola japonica - — — - - - - - — - — 28
Astilbe chinensis var. davidil - - - — — - - - - - - 26
viola collina - — — — — — — - - - - 15
Duchesnea chrysantha - - - - - - - - - - - 40
Carex humilis - - - — — — - - - - - 132
Arundinellg hirta — - — - - — — — — — — 114

|
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w
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Table 14.

Importance values of herbs of slope at each site

Table 149} 2}, ¥lgel 259 742 U]
A Az, 4, A, Bz, B 7INNE AEYR
s, of, —.q, CTMINE gz, AL

, A, 2o 5o 42t &

Species Ul U2

110 -
47 -
217 -
117 127
104 71
65 187
152 -
75 -
49 -
Asparagus schoberioides -
Pilygonum aviculare -

Eragrostis ferruginea

Commelina communis

Clematis apiifolia

Artemisia princeps var, orientalis
Lxeris dentata

Arundinella hirta

Miscoanthus sinensis

Boehmeria spicata

polygonatum fakatum

Erigeron canadensis - 114
Lespedeza cuneata -
Zoysia japonica -
Inula japonica - -
Sanguisorba offisinalis - -
Cassia nomame - -
Allium fistulosum - -
Equisetum limosum - -
Persicaria hydropiper - -
Poa paratensis - -
Setaria viridis - -
Commelina communis - -
Lysimachia bavystdchys - -
Aimsliama ecerifolia - -
Erugrostis curvula - —
Oenothera odorata - -
Dudhesnca dhrysantha
Scorzonera dlbicaulis - -
Rumex acetocella — -
Clinopodium chinense var, parviflorum - -
Qsholizia ciliata — -
Carex siderostica - -
Ranunculus japonicus - -
Achyranthes japonica - -

16.3

34.6
148

89 - - - - - - - -
04 - - - - - - - -
- - - - - - - -
193 157 249 212 - - -
~ 667 274 488 -
uy - -
58 - - - -
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Table 15. Species diversity indices of herbs of forest

land at esch site

Site  species species H’ max evenness dominance

No.  diersity(H') {J} (1-7)
U1 5 1.449 1609 0900 0.099
U2 9 0.839 1609 0521 0478
Us 13 2.229 2564 0869 0.130
U4 7 1.247 1945 0641 0.358
Bl 5 1.293 1609 0803 0.196
B2 5 0.868 1609 0539 0.460
B3 6 1.270 1791 0708 0.291
B4 3 0.944 1.098 0859 0140
C1 2 0.681 0693 0983 0016
c2 9 1.852 2197 0843 0.157
C3 16 2413 2772 0870 0.129
¢4 14 2188 2639 0829 0190
U 24 2.158 3178 0679 0320
B 12 1.991 2484 0801 0.198
C 19 2610 2044 " 0886 0113
T 45 2730 3806 0717 0.282

28F5E Ul 4% 22 71 B2
Test Blad $e AL =8A 993 &
E o] go} #AEI w7l MEddd, ole 4
Z FEE 3 AKPAY =2 st TL
& Fo] B3P} ol FolAA] Rt 7] HEY A
o2 Algdd,

279 FOYEE AL AXE @sd L
00, 39239, FHEAl 47 0.021, 1.289"°]
Qedl, oled vudd ¥ AT ta =
et o] & 2AME AQdd 4429
9 2FAE WPLE ZAHY F7] dEe 471
o A7AHEH thh A7t Yle ALE A7
.

Hgd 22429 Frdzd #3 EHAd=
Table 169 viebdt uhe} 2o}, & U F3telA U
o] ZAME, BEZelE Bl 2AME, C oM e
Cd ZAM7L 204w FRAE AoiM vl
A 2L & vehlol ¥l gE F9 7S
31 9es & & Ak 2, Uy, By, G 2
Aol AE E8ZF7E B v FAET}
Hmd B AE 2B 83 Fo] 87l W
Aoz A4dEn.

T

M

]

Table 16. Species diversity indices of herbs of slope
at each site

Site  species species H' max evenness dominance
No.  diversity(H') () (1-7

U1 9 1.981 2197 0901 0.098
U2 8 0.701 209 0337 0662
U3 6 1107 1791 0618 0381
U4 4 0508 138 0366 0633
Bl 4 08 136  05% 0403
B2 6 1491 1790 0832 0.167
B3 3 1.024 1098 0932 0.067
B 13 1491 2564 0581 0418
cl 7 0856 1945 0440 0559
C2 4 1235 1386 0891 0.108
3 10 2077 2302 0902 0097
C4 3 0558 1098 0508 0491
U 18 1207 2800 0417 0582
B 19 2557 2044 0868 0131
c 15 2422 2708 0894 0.105
T

H 1.879 3.526 0.531 0.468
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Table 17.  Similarity indices(%) of herbs between
forest land at each site

Ste Ul U2 U3 U4 Bl B2 B3 B4 Cl° C2 (3

7 - - - - - - - - - - -
U3 1288 11 - - - - - - - - -
U4 898 6180 1223 - - - - - - - -
Bl 205 28 BT 4B - - - - - - -
Bz 2406 - 1900 2tl1 46 - - - - - -
B3 357 - M4T NI UBNY - - - - -
Bt - My - BB - 4B UL - - - -
a - 31 - 1me - - - 542 - - -
C2 1782 2846 666 2068 1635 1025 - 3913 6862 - -
C3 1863 2335 1111 2800 3105 1666 - 2368 4320 5000 -
C4 1244 1980 1257 1720 2140 1283 — 1120 2479 3560 3580
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Table 18.  Similarity indices(%) of herbs between slope
at each site

Site Ul

Uz 13

U4

Bl

U2
U3
U4
Bl
B2
B3
B4
Cl
@
]
G

242
6.10
L3
443
12.39
1758
447
6.68
373
30.26
800

U8B -
591 558
050 3%
149 475
060 665
4402 6682
213 1445
197 670
491 2450
120 493

393
456
269
427
302
444
948
265

5242
521

395
7811

817

3836
8 6% - - - -
015 2154 916 - - -
- - 1006 9B - -
980 1419 1733 1702 3129 -
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Table 19. Similarity indices of woody Plants between
forest land and slope at each site

Site UL-F U2-F U3-F U4~F BI-F B2-F B3~F B4-F C1-F C2—F C3-F C4F

Ul-S 198

Uz-S
U3-$
U4-§
B1-§
B2-§
B3-$

B4-§
C1-S
C2-$S
C3-$
C4-§

160

29

3977
1904
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Table 20. Similarity indices of woody Plants between
forest land and slope at each site

Site  Ul-F U2-F U3—F U4-F BI-F B2-F B3-F B{~F C1-F C2-F C3-F C4-F
Ul-$ 12

U2-$ 2084

U3-s -

U4-S 3410

Bi-§ 386

B2-§ -

B3-S -

B4-S 786

C1-§ 73

C2-S 4554
3-S5 4086
(VI 620
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