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Vegetation Structure and Dynamics of a Betula davurica
Forest in Mt. Chiri’
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(49.04%), W H5(25.58%), F3HT(25.02%), x=AF(14.49%), ot EFeAM  SxtEvy
(70.81%), EHIF(@7.47%), EFdHF(25.35%), I 5H7(24.52%) R x7+7(18.86%)7 %2
AL B3, AF3odEe 2N (28.28%), WIE(24.94%), HEH7(20.42%), =HF(19.90%),
aelz 2EZAE 2vxH(18.51%), F#(12.26%), °H7121(10.63%)2 AT UK. 3070
AT A3E ez 28 vEdd A% 179F WY £ FAAAS AT - 45
W, ez - xS, FeE - ARt 359 fode] AN, = Uk 9
g Pearson 4@l ME & AAdA ok, & TH Fe fejade) AR, Spearman Aol A
B 25 18709 Abto] le el AAHG Bubduidel d Ao FExe ST
A go) A%E Aoz AAHAL A5 LAl A glo] dom FAUF, xAUF §F A5
olwEE L PAINZ Ut BATFHN AA A3t Helrt gl& AL AgRTt.

ABSTRACT

The present study focused on the vegetation structure and dynamics of Betuwia davurica forest were
to provide the information for management, distribution and utilization of B. davurica forest in Mt.
Chiri national park, southern Korea. The layer structure of B. davurica forest were consist of tree
layer(18 species), middle layer(29 species), shrub layer(43 species) and herb layer(68 species). Accord-
ing to the importance value of stratification of layers, In tree layer, B. davurica dominant the highest
value of 123.97%, Alnus hirsutz 49.04., Castanea crenata 25.58%, Quercus serrata 25.02%, Stewar-
ta koreana 14.49%, in middle layer were B. davurica 70.81%, Q. serrata 37.74%, Fraxinus rhyn-
chophylla 25.35% Lindera ervthrocarpa 24.52%, S. koveana 18.86%, shrub layer were Sasa borealis
98.98%, L. ervihrocarpa 24.94%, Rhus trichocarpa, 20.42%, Stephanandra incisa 19.90% and herb
layer Schizandra chinensis 18.51%, Aster scaber 12.26%, Disporum smilacinum 10.63% etc, respec-
tively. Results of chi-square test statistics based on presence-absence parameters, the positively asso-
ciated species pair were Quercus variablis - Q. acutissima, Stewartia koveana - Symplocos paniculata,
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Acer pseudo-sieboldianum - Quercus mongolica. And covariation was calculated based on quantitative
measure of density. The results showed that the association and covariation values among species not
agreed with each other. The frequency distribution of DBH Betuia davurica species showed reverse J-
shaped, therefore it's seems to remain as a dominant species. When predicting succession in Betula
davurica forest, it is seedling and saplings were not richness, succession was governed by competi-

tion of hardwood species of subtree and tree layer.

Key words : Betula davurica forest, Structure and Dynamics, D.B.H., ¥ test, Mt. Chiri.
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Fig. 1. Location map of the survey area of Be-
tula davurica forest,
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Table 1. Comparisons of chemical properties of soils at the northeast and northwest in the Befwlz

davurica forest

H EC

N p T-N o.M
Direction a:5

(ms/em) (%) (%)

Av.P:Os Ex-Cation cmol+ /kg CEC
(mg/ke) K Ca Mg  cmol+/kg

Northeast
Northwest

4.54 0.07 0.60 13.1
4.96 0.04 0.80 12.3

171.0 091 3.35 1.8 18.0
185.4 1.66 6.29 2.4 2.1

Eckg EUE AS5F7E FAsin, 2okEA
W} 3o Brddn delAe FHEAT
g2 A "ol 2o, B, AEE M2 A5aee
ge Eoke gt A AE2AM T4
H7l W&ol BEFzAlel &ste o o9 &4
27§ 2% 5 oA HE, 1989).

Table 164 EJALEE 4.54~4.9608 741
A& vehdd e, ole fehvel AlAl meke]
Eotolut mAfz) ¥ St =& HgdHolet
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718 g vty F& AFE 2y, $U1E
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F4 FAE FEHEIEE F 1995), =AAE
%, 197 Fo 5o 018 T
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stek. Selvel AAleAM FAEYEE A9, &
A, 7, AAEEE Aolrt gled BE 52~
103g/kege] Wl FAUt, AT 0.4
ojgtelm REF ALUH, =AAHY S
0.60~0.80% =l ¥4 Yz, FHELAk]
thx A Jehd AL 2w AR A
o] W FAA HAY Hart 9lov), Ao v
Fol 3 wif B]SF B2okdg vehiinl, A
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Table 2. The Importance value of tree layers in the Betula davurica forest

Scientific name RD RC RF 1.V,
Tree layer
Eubeh s Betula davurica 57.23 48.22 18.52  123.97
Eegy Alnus hirsuta 14.06 19.24 15.74 49.04
dh R Castanea crenata 6.64 6.90 12.04 25.58
3ty Quercus serrata 8.40 4.58 12.04 25.02
R4 g8 B Stewartia koreana 1.95 7.08 5.56 14.59
A Quercus acutissima 0.58 6.90 1.85 9.33
15 Quercus variabilis 2.14 0.74 5.56 8.4
E¥aF Fraxinus rhynchophylla 1.76 0.93 5.56 8.25
Akt R Prunus sargentii 1.17 0.51 5.56 7.24
Az Quercus mongolica 1.75 0.92 3.70 6.37
&5 Cornus controversa 0.78 1.26 3.70 5.74
A Pinus densiflora 0.98 0.90 3.70 5.58
SR AR Maackia amurensis 0.98 0.55 3.70 5.23
oy Platycarya strobilacea 0.58 0.64 2.78 4.00
A5 Albizzia julibrissin 0.39 0.24 0.92 1.55
B EAR S-S Hex macropoda 0.19 0.24 0.92 1.35
AHgL) 5 Morus bombycis 0.19 0.12 0.92 1.23
e} Carpinus laxiflora 0.19 0.04 0.92 1.15
Subtree layer
Erpehr Betula davurica 26.82 29.29 14.70 70.81
33 Quercus serrata 15.12 8.72 13.90 37.74
EFA 5 Fraxinus rhynchophylla 9.47 7.35 8.53 25.35
1R Lindera erythrocarpa 0.9 20.43 3.10 24.52
ezh}s Stewartia koreana 5.52 8.69 4.65 18.86
285 Alnus hirsuta 4.34 5.57 8.53 18.44
Mg Rhus trichocarpa 10.06 0.34 6.98 17.38
S Acer pseudo-sieboldianum 8.09 4.29 4.65 17.03
R Castanea crenata 2.56 2.45 4.65 9.66
ZEuh 5 Styrax obassia 0.99 5.61 1.50 8.10
e Quercus variabilis 2.17 2.54 1.50 6.21
7 2 2] Symplocos paniculata 1.97 0.58 3.10 5.65
F3 Cornus controversa 0.79 1.21 3.10 5.10
R AR Lindera obtusiloba 1.97 0.59 2.32 4.88
AR Morus bombycis 0.79 2.00 1.50 4.29
oy B R Pinus densiflora 0.79 1.17 2.32 4.28
Algue Quercus mongolica 1.38 0.48 2.32 4.18
A Ulmus davidiana var. japonica 1.18 0.95 1.50 3.63
Abiv) Prunus sargentii 0.79 0.80 1.50 3.09
Z9 3 Platycarya strobilacea 0.79 0.61 1.50 2.90
At Zanthoxylum schinifolium 0.39 0.16 1.50 2.05
Bl Elaeagnus umbellata 0.79 0.4 0.78 2.01
LB Sorbus ainifolia 0.99 0.03 0.78 1.80
bty Magnolia sieboldii 0.20 0.19 0.78 1.17
Aot F- Carpinus laxiflora 0.20 0.18 0.78 1.16
Al Quercus acutissima 0.20 0.15 0.78 1.13
Eu5 Maackia amurensis 0.20 0.15 0.78 1.13
o)} Tilia taquetii 0.20 0.05 0.78 1.03

FE5rHr Aralia elata 0.20 0.01 0.78 0.99
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Table 2. Continue

FRWL BT s sk

Scientific name RD RC RF V.
Shrub layer '
8 Sasa borealis 11.11 1.71 15.46 28.28
H & Lindera erythrocarpa 8.61 7.43 8.90 24.94
4L e Rhus trichocarpa 7.50 8.00 4.92 20.42
ety Stephanandra tncisa 5.56 2.86 11.48 19.90
R g A Weigela subsessilis 5.56 5.14 6.79 17.49
g Acer pseudo-sieboldianum 4.72 5.14 6.21 16.07
bR Stewartia koveana 5.83 5.71 3.98 15.52
% 2/ 48 S Lindera obtusiloba 5.28 5.14 3.40 13.82
HZu] Y Styrax obassia 4.44 4.00 2.93 11.37
3T Quercus serrvata 3.89 4.57 2.69 11.15
ZEHE Lespedeza maximowiczii 4.16 4.00 2.10 10.26
2 U] Symplocos paniculata 3.06 2.29 4.68 10.03
AR Zanthoxylum schinifolium 2.78 4.57 2.11 9.56
A e Rhododendron mucronulatem 2.78 2.29 4.45 9.52
EFHE Fraxinus rhynchophylla 2.78 4.00 1.99 8.77
= QR Sambucus williamsti var. coreana 1.67 3.43 1.40 6.40
AR Rhododendron schlippenbachii 2.22 2.29 1.76 6.27
HE3F4 Fraxinus sieboldiana 1.94 2.29 1.29 5.52
Ab7) Rubus crataegifolius 1.39 2.29 1.05 4.73
AP Philadelphus schrenckii 1.67 1.71 1.05 4.43
o] Ag}x| Prunus japonica var. nakaii 1.39 1.71 0.94 4.04
235 Cornus controversa 0.17 2.29 1.17 3.63
Eoeys Alnus hirsuta 1.11 1.71 0.82 3.64
B Sorbus alnifolia 0.83 1.7 0.70 3.24
by Betula davurica 1.11 1.14 0.70 2.95
A A Ulmus davidiana var. japomica 0.83 1.14 0.59 2.56
Il ie e Staphylea bumalda 0.83 1.14 0.59 2.56
2 3E Clematis heracleifolia 0.83 1.14 0.59 2.56
L1aR S Castanea crenata 0.83 1.14 0.59 2.56
walg Elgeagnus wumbellata 0.83 1.17 0.59 2.56
o g A7 Hlex macropoda 0.83 1.14 0.59 2.56
A5 Prunus sargentii 0.56 1.14 0.49 2.19
7t AR F Viburnum dilatatum 0.56 1.4 0.47 2.17
Z3te Stiraea prunifolia var. simpliciflora 0.56 0.57 0.35 1.48
o Hu}5 Styrax japonica 0.56 0.57 0.35 1.48
Ei R ETaR S Colylus sieboldiana 0.28 0.57 0.23 1.08
e Maackia amurensis 0.28 0.57 0.23 1.08
TR R A Acer mono 0.28 0.57 0.23 1.08
ul) - Lindera glauca 0.28 0.57 0.23 1.08
AAADF Smilax sieboldii 0.28 0.57 0.23 1.08
S5 Salix hulteni 0.28 0.57 0.23 1.08
FEUF Aralia elata 0.28 0.57 0.23 1.08
5 Platycarya strobilacea 0.28 0.57 0.23 1.08
Herb layer
2917} Schizandra chinensis 15.21 3.30  18.51
23 Aster scaber 5.67 6.59 12.26
o7}t Disporum smilacinum 6.61 4.02 10.63
A& Carex humilis 5.24 2.56 7.80
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Table 2. Continue
Scientific name RD RC RF 1.V.
Herb layer
ZE 44 Lespedeza maximowiczii 4.30 1.47 5.7
xR Astilbe chinensis var. davidii 2.20 2.93 5.13
7} 43 Lysimachia barystachys 2.10 2.93 5.03
ez N Stewartia koreana 2.41 2.56 4.97
a] & Lindera ervthrocarpa 2.41 2.56 4.97
84 Impatiens textori 1.99 2.93 4.92
g2 & Phryma leptostachya var. asiatica 1.99 2.93 4.92
N zAtel Athyrium niponicum 1.05 3.66 4,71
|2 FYE- Carex siderosticta 3.57 1.10 4.67
AN E Syneilesis palmata 2.20 2.20 4.40
RUE Pyrola japonica 1.99 2.20 4.19
THx Chrysanthemum zawadskii 1.78 2.20 3.98
AE] Pteridium aquilinum var. latiusculum 1.78 2.20 3.98
AMNE Calamagrostis arundinacea 1.57 2.20 3.77
(5 1] Codonopsts lanceolata 1.47 2.20 3.67
ged % Avrtemisia keiskeana 1.78 1.83 3.61
EFERYET Quercus servata 1.47 1.83 3.30
Zxu Styrax obassia 1.47 1.83 3.30
LEu-E Isodon excisus 1.47 1.83 3.30
FEZME Oplismenus undulatifolius 1.36 1.83 3.19
o} Ate] 7 Persicaria filiforme 1.36 1.47 2.83
9aF Acer pseudo-steboldianum 1.26 1.47 2.73
7182 Spodiopogon cotulifer 1.26 1.47 2.713
A5 Rhus trichocarpa 1.05 1.47 2.52
Abe- Atractylodes japonica 1.05 1.47 2.52
Al ofAl % Potentilla freyniana 1.05 1.47 2.52
Zubeh) 2 Betula davurica 1.05 1.47 2.52
ALE Paederia scandens 0.94 1.47 2.41
&4 Polygonatum odoratum var. pluriflorum 0.94 1.47 2.41
Z2 Yy Cornus controversa 0.94 1.47 2.41
Yol Commelina communis 0.84 1.47 2.31
AN 2 Vitis flexuosa 0.63 1.47 2.10
1} Tricyrtis dilatata 0.94 1.10 2.04
R AR Weigela subsessilis 0.94 1.10 2.04
AR Lindera obtusiloba 0.94 1.10 2.04
e i Cephalanthera longibracteata 0.63 1.10 1.73
PGS Avrtemisia stolonifera 0.63 1.10 1.73
&2y E Asarum sieboldii 0.73 1.10 1.83
Al¢] 4 v Clematis apiifolia 0.73 1.10 1.83
qE Smilax riparia var. ussuriensis 0.73 1.10 1.83
CIR=RE S Angelica decursiva 1.57 2.20 1.79
v o] 3 Solidago virga-aurea var. asiatica 0.63 0.33 1.36
FEE Eupatorium chinense var. simplicifolium 0.52 0.73 1.25
N F Ampelopsis brevipedunculata var. heterophylia 0.52 0.73 1.25
Z Boehmeria spicata 0.52 0.33 0.85
Wl g Castanea crenata 0.31 0.33 0.64
2oj=2yrE  Melampyrum voseum 0.31 0.33 0.64
GEH Ainsliaea acerifolia 0.31 0.33 0.64




452 BRI Fubehbake] HEMES BB

Table 2. Continue

Scientific. name RD RC RF I.V.
Herb layer
55 Fraxinus rhynchophylla 0.31 0.33 0.64
3 Pueraria thunbergiana 0.21 0.37 0.58
FFA4 Rubia akane 0.21 0.33 0.54
A A Avisaema amurense var. serratum 0.21 0.33 0.54
Ahn] o] Servatula coronata var. insularis 0.21 0.33 0.54
g4 Miscanthus sinensis 0.21 0.33 0.54
S 7 Lactuca indica var. laciniata 0.21 0.33 0.54
g Lilium tigrinum 0.21 0.33 0.54
AR Morus bombycis 0.21 0.33 0.54
FAHE Agrimonia pilosa 0.21 0.33 0.54
Abedvu) R Prunus sargentii 0.21 0.33 0.54
FHEo] B Geranium stbivicum 0.21 0.33 0.54
et Luzula capitata 0.21 0.33 0.54
X Scilla scilloides 0.21 0.33 0.54
ZH-A) Melandryum firmum 0.21 0.33 0.54
T}l Actinidia arguta 0.21 0.33 0.54
Table 3. Species diversity indices of tree layer in the B. davurica forest
No.of No. of Speci Maximum Evenness Dominance
Crown story species  individual div&lr):it;?ﬂ’) H'(H'max.) an a-m
Tree layer 18 512 0.803 1.255 0.640 0.360
Subtree layer 29 507 1.287 1.462 0.880 0.120
Shrub layer 43 379 1.429 1.633 0.875 0.125
£ AYAY REPES Rk EE dlsteh o] ¥ 59 %4 gl $APE Qo2 e
Aol BulUEyL B, Eadz{ge 1=
LT 500mel A 800m Ao AN BEE X A& ohefgt eE3 #79 Aaatged 9
ol=dl, 550~700m Aol HFHA £XE st o FAFHER -fr:— T3y Ao g9 8
i F2 ATRE vl F5% XG FHF F U 8 E AL w30 g FARE 4SAE
Ben EAes EAUuc. EdRTed  ABaAd 34 A%AE e 44§ 4
A FRE 394 F SE dERPUT YN F0) AHY =& wEe] YAV g 4
AEZ 20EF, oluEE 9%5F, d5E 4HF TRAZ 9 AS7E Sloh, g a7 A
®, 283 62 79 #A £¥949E Red BARAZE 9lE 5 Yv BE SFE Yo §
(HEF, 1997). AH AxE B3] HAAe| sl
#2029 29 F2Y EoAE Table 3 Fig, 25 2WauTes] za4uy7 304

of Jeldigded, 2539 £dF4E 18FF
ol E-ZolA 29%FF aEl3: REFTAAM 43FF
2 Jehyga, 44 £oY=@l)e 27 0.803,
1.288, 1.4202 AA=E9lz, FAE()AME 2
2% 0.640, ol2E3 (.880 z8j: #ES (.875
2 Jepygd, $AEA-DE AR JdA o
elt}, Table 2014 Heulel 7o) the] Fof
st AuiE T Qe HoR Jehgm, nEE
qde Buetuy, BEjuy, vy, i

10% ©14al 37l 2dAHE Bl 1T
& tAeg Z3(presence)-¥]E % (absent)<
ARE vl o R F HAYL AAY Ao2H, B

vt S A g rellA] 23] 9Fd in-
termediate® 2i3te] A A Hel, FoA4 BA

o] 71EL 5%SFENA AFE@H7 10 Fgke)
3.8415t} zow FFrAHE ubopEolm, “ 3
o} 3.841 ¥} aA J|4dstd F $£EZ $-2
Qo) SIhe AEg WA,
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Alnus hirsuta
Castanea crenata +,++ : Positive association ; «<0.05, «<0.01
Quercus accutisima —,—— ' Negative association ; ¢<0.05, «<0.01
++| Quercus variabilis )
Platycarya strobilacea. . .
Fraxinus vhynchophylia
Lindera erythrocarpa
Cornus controversa
Quercus serrvata
Acer pseudo-sieboldianum
- - + Quercus mongolica
Prunus sargentii
+ | Lindera obtusiloba
+ Rhus trichocarpa
+ | Stewartia koreana
+ |++4| Symplocos paniculata
} Pinus densiflora

Fig. 2. Chi-Square matrix for 17 woody plant species in the study area,

+(++) signe %9 AE-& debd Aol:,
—(——) signe +9 AFE A3tz e,
EF 9 gelA felAe] e Ao EA4EY
o}, Aol F Y, 99Ed A,
Ay gel AR EFAVF g,
AghEst ezhd 2 AR e At
b Rel AixdAuRe ok A vehy
A, &3 et AxAAqUty ey
ot FahRoAe 7 ok Abde] dAEd
o}, F&Re AR, Fegl Rl Alzhd

FE g9 Al felgel AL, of
5 g0 ARe 2 FEE& AAYe AUA
Hols ol MNZ e A% AUA He B
94 486l wet 424 A9E A4
9 Aoz AAEG. PAF FU9PS AT
Hagel YErz A4e Fakod eeldid

9] &9 Aol oo F FFL
AR B AHE MR Asdon 23y b}
ek, B 2AAMNE F $EF 12 ¥
Aol JAHAEH ol ZAAAY FHFo|
gutehgfolm, Table 2e48t o] F3htbF
o} Ay F - 2539 $AHEs do} o}
A hA7 A9E PAHA X Aoz A=md
ot

Table 4= Bt bielx folde] dA =

97 $E£7e ARAFE T3 A2 F £F
Zhol| A3 ABRA7} %iw‘f 0.0004 Hsre] A
FAE orlste 1.09 F7e USE RAgFa
glth. Schluter(1984) £8-u%dg ol4% ¥
A A AAFR] S(overall association)®] o]
$(variation ratio ; VR)e] VR>1el"d g 4}
#g 73, VR<Ield &9 A4#& 7kzlda
stodedl, ¥ A E VR>0.9924 A 4
o] &9 ARE JHAlE ZLE AT A
ol 1o s AxtE Bk, o A Al
Fo} 3R a8z 24UFe AxdAAT
A Y T2 AR AFE BGx, T3
Al belle M3 Ade] gl MR EAQl
Aoz vebgrr, g} EAIR(W=20.602
18.49~43.779] T3kl E ool 9N FEF7e
Abgho] glebe AR E £4359d, = 24
A Aoz oW $Fo €7 vEYLE
o] &% ARHA Hole HE, Fauwdd, o
X, biomass & 01%-‘7} A8E E3ld o B
& AWE de e A F der, qx ¥
%2 oFHql E.E-%lc'l Z7 gl wel & <
Fo| ggle] FEAY Fradte At
27} FHo|AAE HAHE £ v (Ludwig
Reynolds, 1988 ; Kim#% Kuen, 1991). Table 5
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Table 4. Interspecific association indices and test statistics between seventeen trees in the Betwla

davurica forest

Multiful Species
VR, Index of overall association = (.99
W, Test statistic = 29.67

Association P Association indices

Species pair type value  Qchiai Dice Jaccard
A. hirsuta - Q. mongolica - 5.185 0.385 0.333 0.200
Q. acutissima - Q. variabilis ++ 8.235 0.707 0.667 0.500
F. rhynchophyila - R. trichocarpa + 5.061 0.7388 0.737  0.583
C. controversa -Q. mongolica — 5.714  0.000 0.000  0.000
A. pseudo-sieboldianum - Q. mongolica + 5.488  0.667 0.667  0.500
P. sargentii -L. erythrocarpa + 5294 0.612 0.545 0.375
R. trichocarpa - S. koreana + 5.089 0.680 0.667  0.500
R. trichocarpa -S. pamiculata + 4.314  0.577  0.500  0.333
S. koreana - Symplocos. paniculata ++ 8.235 0.707 0.667  0.500

Table 5. Pearson{upper-right triangle) and Spearman(lower-left triangle) correlation coefficients for tree

species(Spp) by density data

S Pearson Product-Moment Correlations

PP B D.JAH|C.C.|Q.A JQV.|P.L.|[FR.|LE.|C.0.|Q5.[a.P.JaM[p.s.[L.O[R.T[S.K.[S.P.[P.D.
B.D. I 05 |- | A |06 |-157 |- |00 | 160 |-348 | 21l | 52 | o7 | .00 | 38 | 215 |-
A.H.|-30 3 |-od1 |- 1-108 |- | | et .o |-180 |-0r| 067 |-.200 |- 127|197 | %
C.C.|-2% |-am | 25| 26 |-z | 6 |-a] o | 2w | 28 -3 (-1 | 02 | 51 |-.068 |-
Q.A.|-15% | 03 | & 39 | 26 -8 | 012 |-.0%0 |-.308 | 549%-.019 |-.065 |-.134 |-.25 |-.285 |-.12 |-.1%0
Q.V.|-06 -25 | 20 | 65 90" -9 1131 |-.184 |-.300 |-.081 | 59%-.172 |-117 |-.198 |-.166 |-.107 |-.102
P.L.|-134 |-1% | 31 | .39 | 59 83 |07 (-3 -2 -2 | 398 |- | et | s | s | e | 0
F.R.|-26 |-08 |-127 |~260 {~.30 | .16 o0 |-.001 | 055 |10 | oo | 130 | am | | s | A | 0
L.E. |-23 | 22 | 456 | .18 |-.082 |-.041 | .168 1| 06 (=097 -85 |-.on6 | 62 |-.167 | 212 |2 |-.174
C.0. |18 | 5"~ |-.080 |-.106 [-.081 [-.0%6 |-.140 057 |-210 (412 |-0m | 191 |-0m2 |- |- | a2
Q.S. | 08| .15 |-067 [-367 |-54-.1% |-.049 | 020 |-.085 19 -2 | 38 | 313 |-.0u |-.116 |-.070 |07
AP -39 [-om | 26 |13 | 096 |-.100 | 120 | 319 |-.25¢ |-.001 02| s |-0% | 065 |10t |-.085 |08
QM| 9 |-50" 4 | et | IR | 3 |- | 3 |-46Y| 4 | 4 “360 -2 | 3 |-006 | 09 |29
P.S. | 16! .0 -m |-07 |-149 |- | 18 |17 | am | 40| 186 |- 163 (-1 138 | 054 |13
L.0. |-10 |-107 |-083 |-.15 |-200 1 om | An|-am | s | 47| 09 |- | g6t 26| 1% |-.100 |-.15
RT.| 165 -5 |-09 | 38 |-43 | 250 | 42| o0 |-005 | 141 | om0 | 41 [-0m | 30 28 | 2% |-.180
SK.| A -0 | 05 |-29 [-185 | 67 | 152 | 230 |-a62 (-0 003 | 019 |12 |89 | .20 30 |-.219
SP.| A0 -2 |- |-19 [-215 | 190 |-046 |-166 |-~.240 |-.161 | 067 | 198 | .06 |-.1%0 | 45| 476" -1l
PD.|-1% | 35 |-21 -1 -0 | 27 | 178 | 208 | 6807-.167 |-.269 |-.%9 |-.084 |-.1%5 |-.182 |-.269 |-.1®

Spearman Rank Correlations

B.D ; Betula davurica, A.H ; Alwus hirvsuta, C.C; Castanea crenata, Q.A ; Quercus aculissima
Q.V'; Quercus variabilis, P.L ; Platycarya strobilacea, F.R ; Fraxinus rhynchophylla, L.E ; Lindera
ervthrocarpa, C.0 ; Cornus controversa, Q.S ; Quercus serrata, A.P; Acer pseudo-sieboldianum,
Q.M ; Quercus mongolica, P.S ; Prunus sargentii, L.O . Lindera obtusiloba, R.T ; Rhus trichocarpa,
S.K ; Stewartia koreana, S.P ; Symplocos paniculata, P.D ; Pinus densiflora

o] A@e ¥AF A, Pearson A#E o
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o, avFe 3347 bt & 0.7429 @
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t}, Spearman Ar#elAE =% 1842 F7b 4
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Fig. 3. Size-frequency distribution of major tree species in the Betula davurica forest
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