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The Plant Community Structure of Pinus
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ABSTRACT

To investigate the plant community structure in Pinus densiflora forest of Chuwangsan National Park,
twenty five plots were set up and surveryed. The classification by TWINSPAN and DCA ordination
techniques were applied to the study area. The plant community were divided into five groups in twenty five
plots by DCA and the dividing groups were Pinus densiflora-Quercus variabilis community( I ), P. densiflora-
Q serrata community( ¥ ), P. densiflora-Fraxinus sieboldiana community(ll), P. densiflora-F. sieboldiana-Q.
spp. community( V) and P. densiflora- mixed deciduous forest community( V). The successional trends of
tree species by DCA ordination techniques and DBH class distribution analysis seems to be from P, densiflora
through Q mongolica, Q. serrata to Carpinus laxiflora in the canopy layer group. And in the subtree and
shrub layer, it was expected that Lespedeza maximowiczii, L. cytobotrya, Rhododendron mucronulaturn—
Styrax obassia, Stephandra insisa, Zanthoxylum schinifolim— Acer pseudo-sieboldianum, Lindera obtusiloba,
There was no difference between the stand scores of DCA and soil pH, and soil moisture,
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Figure 1. Location of the study area in Chuwangsan National Park.
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Table 1. Description of physical features and the stratum of each plot for classified type by TWINSPAN in Pinus

densiflora forest of Chuwangsan National Park.

Community I I ) |
Plot number 7 18 19 1 2 3 2 21 8 9 1 12 14
Altitude(m) 480 285 285 350 350 360 285 285 510 530 370 370 350
Aspect SW SW SW SW SW S SW SW S NwW S S Sw
Slope(°) 35 5 5 20 2 23 10 10 40 3% 28 28 23
Height of tree layer(m) 14 10 10 1 11 15 10 10 11 16 15 15 19
Mean DBH of tree layer(cm) 32 20 20 1 17 17 20 20 28 3% 17 17 17
Cover of tree layer(%) 60 85 85 9 90 90 80 80 45 50 60 60 60
Height of subtree layer(m) 7 6 6 75 7 756 6 3 45 75 75 75
Mean DBH of subtree(cm) 8 45 45 6 6 6 5 5 3 5 6 6 6
Cover of subtree layer(%) 65 40 40 5 50 50 50 50 27 5 50 50 50
Height of shrub layer(m) 15 15 15 15 15 15 2 2 08 12 15 15 15
Cover of shrub layer(%) 35 70 70 3 30 30 60 60 40 45 30 30 30
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Table 1. {Continued)
Community |\ v
Plot number 4 5 6 10 13 15 16 17 22 23 24 25
Altitude(m) 360 370 370 530 350 340 340 340 305 33 430 385
Aspect S W W NW SW W W w NW NwW NE NE
Slope(°) 23 35 3B 3h 23 34 34 34 7 10 5 5
Height of tree layer(m) 15 15 15 16 19 14 14 14 12 12 13 14
Mean DBH of tree layer(cm) 17 17 17 33 17 17 17 17 15 15 20 20
Cover of tree layer(%) 90 60 60 55 60 60 60 60 90 75 80 80
Height of subtree layer(m) 75 7 7 4 7 7 7 7 7 6 6 6
Mean DBH of subtree(cm) 6 6 6 4 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6
Cover of subtree layer(%;) 50 50 50 45 50 50 50 50 50 40 60 60
Height of shrub layer(m) 15 15 15 12 15 15 15 15 2 2 2 2
Cover of shrub layer{%) 30 30 30 35 30 30 30 30 30 40 15 10
v

I "] Il I v

7 18 19 2 3 20 1 21 12 8 9 11 14 4 5 10 16 6 13 15 17 22 23 24 25

Figure 2. The dendrogram of TWINSPAN stand classification of twenty five plots in Pinus densiflora forest of

Chuwangsan National Park.
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Figure 3. DCA ordination of the sample plots in
Pinus densiflora forest of Chuwangsan
National Park.
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Table 2. Importance values of major woody species in each plot classified by TWINSPAN in Pinus densiflora

forest of Chuwangsan National Park.

Community I I |

Plot nummber 7 18 19 1 2 3 20 21 8 9 11 12 14
Pinus densiflora 5000 2456 3509 5642 5516 4684 3924 5409 5675 5268 5837  50.00 4062
Quercus serrata 111 2794 779 1259 1115 1508 2206 1356 053 . . 210 .
Q. mongolica 5271 297 016 132 786 208 030 077 1214 641 030 551 519
Q. vanabilis 2319 2818 2805 1224 006 1633 1469 497 361 1116 10.06 789 3246
Q. alienna . R R 046 234

Q. dentata 345 729 0.70 1.09

Carpinus laxiflora . . . . . . R

Fraxinus rhynchophylla 028 036 029 . 093 1.30 046 . . 1327 . . .
F. sieboldiana 889 148 064 1116 729 412 389 1034 1473 1416 2164 983
Prunus sargentil 0.04 0.71 0.19 220 087 0.57

Acer pseudo-sieboldianum 0.04 . . 0.06 040 . . .
Styrax obassia 1.07 . . 168 032 397 285 176 113 0.20
Rhus trichocarpa 005 136 465 172 . . 055 . . . .
Lindera obtusiloba 0.78 . 010 050 012 038 037 118 113 026
Zanthoxylum ailanthoides 0.29 0.20 . 0.12 0.55 .

Euonymus oxyphyllus 0.22 0.10 0.11 . . 0.17 0.10

Callicarpa japonica 116 R 0.89 069 040 R

Stephanandra incisa 122 043 021 . 150 412 654 . .
Lespedeza maximowiczi 455 . 7.66 9.24 704 02 247 . . 6.90 1021
L. cyrtobotrya 006 025 . 015 [115) S 244 . 965 387 049
Rhododendron mucronulatu 648 090 . 0.52 012 887 736 164 .

R. yedoense var. poukhanense R . . . . 582 0.97
Smilax china 100 016 1.00 0.07 057

S, sieboldii 0.04 0.36 0.07 0.19
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Table 2. {Continued)

Sl is k- S8 AH AT 8(2) 19%

Community v

Plot nummber 4 5 6 10 13 15 16 17 2 23 24 25
Pinus densiflora 5886 5000 5000 5000 50.00 50.00 50.00 60.11 2333 2141 2495 1847
Quercus serrata 845 617 55 . 966 088 308 012 455 986 243 025
Q. mongolica 389 1454 1315 1107 998 2676 622 961 1570 1068 1065 2227
Q. variabilis 241 534 . . . 091 192 101 . . 878 090
Q. aliena . . . . . 461 . 284 .
Q. dentata . 439 . . . . . 0.17
Carpinus laxiflora . 191 R R 2589 367 541
Fraxinus rhynchophylla 048 R . R . R R R R 0.12 . .
F. sieboldiana 1008 703 2016 1231 1564 518 1299 1642 . 480 055 553
Prunus sargenti 0.79 R R . . . 1301
Acer pseudo-sieboldianum . 0.79 . . . . . 698 187 1101 1533
Styrax obassia 144 194 199 040 052 222 031 267 692 1419 .
Rhus trichocarpa . 0.17 . . . . . 0.96 . 539 112 578
Lindera obtusiloba 010 096 . 302 077 276 232 197 338 280 070 604
Zanthoxylum ailanthoides 045 0.16 . . 013 058
Euonymus oxyphyllus 096 048 217 106 056
Callicarpa japonica . 3.25 . .
Stephanandra incisa . . . . . . . . . . 341 .
Lespedeza maximowiczii 443 229 . 754 1012 . . . 050 064 08 188
L. cyrtobotrya 069 217 216 183 02 182 . . . 031 .
Rhododendron mucronulatum 314 265 517 1216 146 1117 188 9.09 29% 1% 020

R. yedoense var. poukhanense 0.63 . 105 - . 0.14 . 099 041 . 095

Smilax china . . .

S. sieboldii 0.50
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Table 3. Importance values of tree species by the stratum in each community classified by TWINSPAN .

C U S M C U S M

COMMUNITY I
Pinus densiflora 7164 0.00 000 3582 Rhus trochocarpa 000 318 036 1.12
Platycaryrya strobilacea 151 0.00 0.00 0.76 Eunymus oxyphyllus 000 000 090 015
Betula davurica 0.00 0.00 138 0.23 Acer ginnala 000 000 013 0.02
Alnus japonica 384 000 000 192 A. peudo-sieboldianum 0.00 000 013 0.02
Q. variabilis 21.19 5033 219 27.74 Parthenocissus tricuspidata 0.00 000 0.13 0.02
Q. dentata 0.00 901 000 3.00 Rhododendron mucronulatum 0,00 131 805 178
Q. mongolica 000 355 250 160 Symplocos chinensis 0.00 000 010 0.02
Q. serrata 1.82 21.19 20.83 1145 Stryrax obassia 000 000 320 054
Lindera obtusiloba 0.00 0.00 215 036 Fraxinus mandshurica 00 000 045 008
L. glauca 000 000 016 0.03 F. rhynchophylla 0.00 000 172 029
Stephanandra incisa 0.00 000 417 070 F. sieboldiana 0.00 9.00 11,01 4384
Malnus baccata 0.00 242 000 081 Ligustrum obtusifolium 000 000 033 0.06
Prunus sargentii 0.00 000 013 002 Callicatpa japonica 000 000 277 046
Lespedeza maximowiczii 000 000 29.15 4386 Lonicera maackii 000 000 126 021
L. cytobotrya 000 0.00 044 007 Simiax china 0.00 000 324 054
Maackia amurensis 0.00 000 086 0.14 S. sieboldii 000 000 028 0.05
Zanyhoxylum aitlanthoides 000 000 118 0.20
COMMUNITY I
Pinus densiflora 84,75 2682 0.00 51.32 Rhus trochocarpa 000 065 110 040
Quercus variablis 10.78 6.65 2.62 8.04 Eunymus oxyphyllus 000 000 040 007
Q. dentata 0.00 118 0.00 039 Acer ginnala 0.00 000 020 003
Q. aliena 0.00 269 000 090 A. mono 0.00 000 033 0.06
Q. mongolica 315 190 094 237 A. peudo-sieboldianum 000 030 010 012
Q. serrata 1.32 31.30 1871 14.21 Berchemia berchemiaefolia 0.00 245 000 082
Zelkova serrata 0.00 000 084 0.14 Rhododendron mucronulatum 0.00 000 090 0.15
Lindera obtusiloba 0.00 000 155 026 Stryrax obassia 000 102 738 157
L. glauca 000 454 110 170 Fraxinus rhynchophylla 000 100 0.65 044
Stephanandra incisa 000 000 817 136 F. sieboldiana 0.00 14.85 1183 692
Prunus sargentif 000 091 288 078 Ligustrum obtusifolium 0.00 033 011 013
Lespedeza maximowiczil 0.00 151 2852 5.26 Callicatpa japonica 000 053 201 051
L. cytobotrya 0.00 000 139 0.23 Lonicera maackii 000 000 024 004
Maackia amurensis 0.00 137 136 0.68 Simiax china 0.00 000 264 044
Zanyhoxylum ailanthoides 000 000 094 0.16 S. sieboldii 0.00 000 040 0.07
COMMUNITY I
Pinus densiflora 91.89 1231 0.00 50.05 Lespedeza cytobotrya 000 357 1228 324
Quercus variablis 8.11 2979 519 14385 Eunymus oxyphyllus 000 000 015 003
Quercus mongolica 0.00 1810 259 647 Rhododendron mucronulatum 000 224 1628 3.46
Quercus serrata 000 119 123 0.60 R. yedoense
Lidera obtusiloba 000 070 245 0.64 var, poukhanense 0.00 000 7.03 117
Ribes fasciculatum Stryrax obassia 000 000 198 033

var. chinense 0.00 000 027 005 Fraxinus sieboldiana 0.00 3212 1860 1381
Prunus sargentii 0.00 000 070 0.12 Lespedeza maximowiczii 0.00 000 3047 5.08
Lonicera maackii 0.00 000 078 0.13
COMMUNITY N
Pinus densiflora 00.00 644 000 52.15 Zanyhoxylum ailanthoides 0.00 000 0.89 015
Platycaryrya strobilacea 000 046 000 015 Rhus trichocarpa 000 000 070 012
Carpinus laxiflora 000 136 000 045 Eunymus oxyphyllus 000 000 184 031
Quercus variablis 000 376 121 146 Acer peudo-sieboldianum 000 030 000 0.10
Q. dentata 000 173 000 058 Berchemia berchemiaefolia 000 044 000 015
Q. mongolica 0.00 2824 11.12 1127 Kalopanax pictum 000 072 021 0.28
Q. serrata 0.00 1038 801 4380 Rhododendron mucronulatum 0.00 1621 1013 7.09
Lidera obtusiloba 000 000 676 113 R. yedoensis
Spiraea blumei 0.00 000 134 022 var. poukhanense 000 000 183 031
Prunus sargentii 0.00 039 000 0.13 Symplocos chinensis 000 000 021 0.04
Lespedeza maximowiczii 0.00 000 2400 4.00 Stryrax obassia 000 093 462 108
L. cytobotrya 000 056 571 114 Fraxinus rhynchophylla 0.00 027 000 0.09
F. sieboldiana 0.00 27.54 20.20 1255

C:CANOPY, U:UNDERSTORY, S:SHRUB, M:MLV.
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Table 3. (Continued)
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C U S M

COMMUNITY V

Pinus densiflora 4478 000 0.00 2239 Eunymus microphylla
Platycaryrya strobilacea 0.00 0.00 024 0.04 var, japonica 000 000 792 132
Carpinus laxiflora 1183 12.37 0.28 10.09 Rhus trichocarpa 0.00 884 274 340
Corlylrus sieboldiana 000 050 215 0.3 E. oxyphylius 0.00 050 331 0.72
Quercus variablis 376 056 000 207 Acer mono 507 127 089 311
Q. dentata 000 0.00 028 0.05 A. peudo-sieboldianum 0.00 1680 1379 7.90
Q. aliena 0.00 568 0.00 1389 Rhododendron mucronulatum 0.00 321 389 172
Q. mongolica 2066 1349 044 1490 R. yedoensis
Q. serrata 6.06 524 046 485 var. poukhanense 0.00 062 090 0.36
Zelkova serrata 239 057 000 139 R. schlippenbachii 000 000 348 058
Celtis sienensis 000 078 000 026 Symplocos chinensis 0.00 000 125 021
Lindera obtusiloba 000 057 1900 3.36 Stryrax obassia 0.00 1954 090 666
L. glauca 000 0.00 046 0.08 Fraxinus rhynchophylla 000 000 024 0.04
Stephanandra incisa 0.00 000 379 0.63 F. sieboldiana 0.00 180 19.04 377
Prunus sargentii 249 488 0.00 287 Ligustrum obtusifolium 0.00 000 022 004
Lespedeza maximowiczii 0.00 000 584 097 Callicatpa japonica 0.00 000 162 0.27
L. cytobotrya 0.00 000 075 013 Viburnum erosum 000 050 055 026
Maackia amurensis 298 0.00 000 149 Lonicera maackii 000 056 031 024
Zanyhoxylum ailanthoides 000 052 028 0.22 Simiax sieboldii 0.00 000 024 004
C:CANOPY, U:UNDERSTORY, S:SHRUB, M:M.LV.
3. ZEY BUAEEER 2 FFAME Aolub® 7}t DBH 7emeolstollA thd
FE 2YVEE Bo o] @ol YaRdo FE
TWINSPAN®] ojs) £2l8 54 2ol thate] AP EIshe AUPuce Wyl 38
#9 4%0 g DBHEEE BAaicHFigure  AojUFe $AA7 2718 Aoz nt. 23

4). DBHEZ & 53 39 729 o3 ¢ AH4
Hol#HH e 2L 719y ¥ Ay(y), 1985 9
5, 1988: o} %, 1990b: o] %, 1990c; o] %,
1992a; ©] %, 1993a, 1993b; o] %, 1994)7} UYL
B, £ d7QMe drddxe LuFge J4d
2AA L A232R e ol & [4dAa &
UEE DBH 7~42cmoA ZE2A ¥,
DBH 7cmo|3tellAd = &83A %3 ZHUTE
DBH 2~17cmold £& ZHNEE 1ed, A7
U, 23, 4EF4d+ DBH 7cmol sl A g &
sl oh(Figure 4). 24 1dxe= 44UFE DBH
2~2Tcm7tA] 2E2A & FEVIEE HYJo, &
F}F 7 DBH 7cmol sl & EHVIEE Ho]
3, FFUEsH AR, 4 EFH7 DBH 12cmo]
slellA o 33T 23 KAdM= LuUFt
DBH 7~37cmdld ZZ2A w2 FJWUZE HAUL
w, 2 EZgvl DBH 17cmo]dtilA & 2@YE
g By, 2R, 3R, AZUFE &7
ZdsA gty B 23L AUFEILE /A
g Aoz q&Hd

23 Ve 24527t DBH 2~47cmolX 1E2 &
I g RBAXN, AZUFs HEFHrE DBH
12cmolld e 28WEE B YtHFigure 4). T3

al,

V& 2427 DBH 22~42cmolAl ¥ 28NS
Bgon, 4zZyfst DBH 17cmelstls & &
HYIEE BN, AMJUFEE 12cmeo]dtolAa L
2EVEE Byt g B 2L AduEEy
Fe Mourzioes Wild Aoz Holy, ¢E
233 vzs E o vl SUFE-YY] Ho
AYPFA(SYESFYEFHAAYR, 7t
@9 (s 9, 1985; uh, 1985; ¥ 5, 1988; o] %,
1990a, 1990b, 1990c; + £, 1991; o] %, 199 =
2o g2 49 FHET Ho|Hdo] mE ez
Bt

4. Bohe

TALEX| =24

Table 4= 2z F4¥ ZUFY L ALY Zolth
23 Ve B2ogs(H )7 1228 744 A4 Jebg
o, 28 I+ 111, 23 1& 10102y, &4
N, I 7tz 094, 0882 Tt ZAET Aze
2 @A vegd 23 Ve aUF5-8d5E8d
2R ZEFFY AMAURrt & JeH,
23 12 2uT-AsFazy, 3 Ve 29F-
HEFH-FUEFZAAL olv AT HE
Foe AR zdodM F Agte £Fo2 FY
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Figure 4. DBH class distribution of major tree species
in each community classified TWINSPAN
in Pinus densiflora forest of Chuwangsan
National Park.

(Pd: P, densiflora, Qm: Q. mongolica, Qv:
Q. variabilis, Qs: Q. serrata, Qa: Q. aliena,
Fs: F. sieboldiana)

Table 4. Various species diversity of each community classified by TWINSPAN,

Community H’ (shannon) Simpson’ PLE J’ (evenness) D’ (dominance) H' max
I 1.0103 5.6015 0.8215 0.6543 0.3457 1.5441

I 11142 7.6190 0.8688 0.7105 0.2895 1.5682

E 0.8842 5.6503 0.8230 0.7518 0.2482 1.1761

V 0.9635 6.5345 0.8469 0.6523 0.3477 14771

v 1.2231 10.6505 0.9061 0.7535 0.2465 1.6232
mean 1.0390 7.2117 0.8533 0.7045 0.2955 1.4777

*PLE. = the Probability of Interspecific Encounter
*Shannon’s diversity index uses logarithms to base 10.

LSNP AoRPYAY 27 vehte FFl
o (Jo, 1994), A A7t MojupiE 2uio} HE
FAET HoldAY F7194 dete FFoIth E
g Holsk AYHABN F gFAol Tl B
o2 wFo] £ W FLi AuRde] HAojnyY
2 2™ Vb 73 se Aoz wddr.

50 ZFe HaAe 10422 2R $HES

Aol W AL LFEF B 117(9 %,
1987), Wg4F 1.3219(e] %, 1987), x|}tk 133(u}
5, 1988), o}k wgron, £2)4k 1.00(0] &, 1990c)
I vlsd g 2y, F44 AUFEe OE AY
AR PR F24g0] o}F gF3tA Ftch
Table 5= 571 239 FARAFE T8 Aot}
FAEAFE AT 20%0Y #Y e A2
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Table 5. The similarity indices between communities o] AAQ Fdol, 8%l 4 We ME FAFQY
in Pinus densiflora forest of Chuwangsan Agolgtx B UAtH(Cox, 1972; =, 1987). 3
National Park. I3 Ne $AE7} 8256%2 M2 449 gu
. oA, 23 Vo 23 I, T2 Auzyez g4
Community 1 r _« al EA%7} S} oW Rolgen, BE AUEL Uz
1 7092 H M2 58 FAEXFES 4K Table 5).
1 65.29 74.22
g 56.57 7383 8119 Azo o ination =AY
v 4136 s1 3973 5048 5. £Z9| classification ! ordination 24,
ALUAAEA

2 ZAAY 2854F 5 UL 5304

[ il

Ap Am Ma Lg Qa Ps Cj Si So Cl Eo Rt Ss Fr Za Qd Qs Lo Qm Qv Pd Lm Fs Rm Lc Ry Sc

N

Figure 5. The dendrogram of TWINSPAN species classification of twenty seven woody species in Pinus
densiflora forest of Chuwangsan National Park. (Ap:Acer pseudo sieboldianum, Am:A. mono,
Ma:Macckia amurensis, Lg:Lidera glauca, Qa:Quercus aliena, Ps:Prunus sargentii, Cj:Callicarpa
Jjaponica, Si:Stephanendra incisa, So:Styrax obassia, Cl:Carpinus laxiflora, Eo:Eunymus oxyphyllus,
Rt:Rhus trichcarpa, Ss:Smilax sieboldii, Fr:Fraxinus rhynchophylla, Za:Zanthoxylum ailanthoides,
Qd:Q. dentata, Qs:Q. serrata, Lo:Lindera obtusiloba, Qm:Q. mongolica, Qv:Q. variabilis, Pd:Pinus
densiflora, Lm:Lespedeza maximowiczii, Fs:F. sieboldiana, Rm:Rhododendron mucronulatum, Lc:L.
cyrtobotrya, Ry:R. yedoense var. ponkhanense, Sc:S. china)

CANOPY UNDERSTORY & SHRUB

2nd Axis

®Rm

1st Axis
Figure 6. Species ordination on the first two axis, using DCA (Legends of twenty-seven woody species refered to
Figure 5).
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Table 6. Correlation among the importance values of the major woody species in Pinus densiflora forest of

Chuwangsan National Park.

Pd CI C Qv Qa Om Qs Lo Si Rt Ps Lec Zs Am Ap Ry So Fr Fs (C Sc
co--
Cs -
Qv .
Qa - S S
Qm . . . - .
Qs . . . . . -
Lo . + . -= . ++
Si . . . . ++ . . .
Rt -- ++ . . . . . +
Ps - . . ) N ++
Le + . . . . .t .
Zs . . . . + ++
Am - ++ ++ . ) .
Ap -- ++  ++ ++ ++ 4+ ++
Ry . . . . ++ .
So - 4+ . R ++ ++ + o+
Fr . . . . . - ++ .
Fs ++ . + . - - + -+ - -
L T o ++ - -
Sc . . . . . . . +  + . . . . + . .
Ss - ++ ++ ++ . L. - 4+
1. 1-tail signifi. : +, -:5%, ++, --:1%

2. (Pd:Pinus densiflora, Cl:Carpinus laxiflora, Cs:Corlyus sieboldi, Qv:Quercus variablies, Qa:Q. alfena, Qm:Q.
mongolica, Qs:Q. serrata, Lo:Lindera obtusiloba, Lg:L. glauca, Si:Stephanandra incisa, Rt:Rhus trichocarpa,
Ps: Prunus sargentil, Lm:Lespedeza maximowiczii, Lc:L. cyrtobotrya, Zs:Zanthoxylum schinifolium, Am:Acer mono,
Ap:A. pseudo-sieboldianum, Ry:Rhododendron yedoense var. poukhanense, So:Styrax obassia, Fr:Fraxinus
rhynchophylla, Fs:F. sieboldiana, Cj:Callicarpa japonica, Sc:Smilax china, Ss:S. sieboldir)

= F8 FZd vsd TWINSPANY)
classification ¥ DCAol] 21§ ordination¥A &
oH(Figure 5, 6). ZE4%& TWINSPAN|
7zt iR e aFoE REEHJeH, DCA 93t
A vus & o 2§52 P =5 4
9 Ao}7r A HFigure 5, 6). & TWINSPANE
A A A 2 divisionol| A HE 47§19 2ELZ YUYy
A+d(Figure 5), [ 28& 22ZHUE, ZIUT,
AAUE, gEUF, 12§ Aoy, I 2§
EFY Uy, 9, E3vE, N 282 4z
T, FguE, 2uFst 32 (Figure 5), DCA

o &
3%
EE)

BAN [2§ BFAGR, 23R, gauyy
12§ E3UT 247, 1 1§ 2345, 2

2T, gFUF, T 28
AR 7L St v (Figure 6).
ZEEE W BEJANE 2FFFoIMG mp
74 2 TWINSPAN DCARAMAA 4719 2§28
2 rojlev A FAste FEAE Aolst
ATt TWINSPANEH AN [2§e B3, 9
FUUE, R, I5UF, 1

age Ay

AR, Hojur

2, FAUT, AU, I 1§ /92,
O, AU, 2842, § 25L H8%d, A2
B, FAE, 2, FuAGIo Ssgew
(Figwe 5), DCARMIN [ 2§L uguyy, 3

REY

NAYE 1 2§ 2543, A, 48, HE
A, B 28 3792, AT, 34g, &

SR, U8R, AdxUFE, N 2§
SEE, MEHFE7E &3 o (Figure 6).
23N Fhe] F5FLL t$ Fad oz
ojZd FEFES U= Uy E g ARt
o & A Hrh oue T £ Ao
ol FFo] MEZe e NAHE HYsAY,
2L f 2 B8R L aFEA € W ANA 2
tHLudwig and Reynolds, 1988). ulz}r B RA}x)
AX Zt FF7he] AR BAE BEXHF] Hslod F
85FY AR FAEM S FHcHTable 6). &
Uie HEFHY 1%5FAN 52 Ao 4anA
Ho o]5 T 4% A AGAE F A}
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Table 7. Soil characteristics of each community for classified type by TWINSPAN.,

Exchangeable Cations(m,e/100g)

Community Moisture{%)  Humus(%) pH - - -
Potassium Calcium Magnesium

I 5.36 5.66 52 0.72 1.31 0.26

I 6.90 2.05 53 047 1.95 0.26

| 6.34 5.89 52 0.67 175 0.25

v 728 5.64 5.0 0.71 192 0.25

v 6.06 6.43 52 0.57 1.49 0.29

Table 8. Ratings of representing range of environmental variable.

Exchangeable Cations(m,e/100g)

; P 2
Class Moisture(%;) . Humus(%) pH Potassium Calcium Magnesium
1 {5.16 {3.38 {491 {0.54 {1.26 {0.18
2 5.17-6.39 3.39-4.76 4.92-5.06 0.55-0.64 1.27-1.74 0.19-0.22
3 6.40-7.62 477-6.14 5.07-5.21 0.65-0.74 1.75-2.22 0.23-0.26
4 7.63-8.85 6.15-7.52 5.22-5.36 0.75-0.84 2.23-2.70 0.27-0.30
5 8.86¢ 7.52¢ 5.36¢ 0.84< 2.70€ 0.3
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Figure 7. The distribution of environmental variables on the first two axes of DECORANA stand ordination,
The rating for range of environmental variables should be refered to Table 8.
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