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ABSTRACT

This study was carried out to investigate the structural characteristics of Taxus cuspidata
communities in Mt. DuckYoo. The vegetation was consisted of 20 species in the Ti(tree)
layer, 26 species in the T:(subtall tree) layer, 26species in S(shrub) layer, and 56 species in
the H(herb) layer. The dominant species of Mt. Duckyoo was Taxus cuspidata in the T1
Layer, Acer tschonoskii var. rubripes in the T: Layer, Tripterygium regelii and Acer
tschonoskii var. rubripes in the S Layer and Sasa borealis in the H Layer. According to the
diameter distribution of high ranking five species in Ti, T: layer at natural Taxus cuspidata
communities, these forests may be gradually replaced by Quercus mongolica, Tripterygium
regelii. The composition of biological type was Ph-D:-Rs-e.
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Fig. 1. Location map of investigated area in Mt.
DuckYoo.
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Table 1. Floristic composition, importance value(IV) and diversity indices of the T: layer of Mt. DuckYoo

No. Species v R T H
1 = = Taxus cuspidata 137.3 31 0.97 3.32
2 i =g By Tripterygium regelii 27.0 11 0.82 1.98
3 Al UF Quercus mongolica 34.0 10 0.96 2.21
4 Algr UF Acer tschonoskii var. rubripes 18.7 3 1.00 1.10
5 21 7 Abies nephrolepis 5.1 1 0.00 0.00
6 Ab2 Pt F Betula ermani 11.9 6 0.97 1.73
7 v 7F B Sorbus commixta 1.8 1 0.00 0.00
8 g % F Acer pseudo-sieboldianum 12.4 1 0.00 0.00
9 = & Actinidia arguta 3.3 2 0.92 0.64
10 HAHE UF Prunus padus 2.6 1 0.00 0.00
11 EZgUE Fraxinus rhynchophylla 1.6 1 0.00 0.00
12 £ 5 Fraxinus mandshurica 9.2 5 0.97 1.56
13 T4 UFE Abies koreana 14.2 9 0.99 2.16
14 A U 2 Pinus koraiensis 9.5 6 1.00 1.79
15 JHE-B Picea jezoensis 35 2 1.00 0.69
16 el 2 Magnolia sieboldii 2.0 1 0.00 0.00
17 & &34 Fraxinus sieboldiana 1.8 1 0.00 0.00
18 Al R Prunus sargentii 1.5 1 0.00 0.00
19 R Cornus alba 1.3 1 0.00 0.00
- 20 2 U ¥ Kalopanax pictus 1.3 1 0.00 0.00
Total 300 5 0.56 1.01

IV: importance value, H' : diversity index, J* : evenness index, R: richness index .
Table 2. Basic data of T1 layer distribution area
Species n N/ha(%) BA(m?/ha)(%) DBH(cm) HT(m)
Taxus cuspidata 71 197(45.2) 59.0(82.5) 57.3+23.1 89+13
Other Trees 86 239(54.8) 12.5(17.5) 20.5+15.7 9.1+1.2

n: No. of total individual, N: stems per hectare, BA: basal area(m2/ha).
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Fig. 2. DBH distribution of the high ranking five species in the Ti layer of Mt. Duckyoo. Ak::Abies koreana, Ami:Acer
mono, An:Abies nephrolepis, At:Acer tschonoskii var. rubripes, Be:Betula ermani, Qm:Quercus mongolica, Tc:Taxus
cuspidata, Tr:Tripterygium regelii.

Table 3. Floristic composition, importance value(IV) and diversity indices of the T: layer of Mt. DuckYoo

No. Species v R T H
1 Alg UF Acer tschonoskii var. rubripes 89.8 32 0.92 3.20
2 vz g Euonymus macroptera 33 3 0.86 0.94
3 o E U T Tripterygium regelii 20.6 19 0.94 2.77
4 a 7 B Sorbus commixta 33 2 0.89 0.62
5 g 9 = Acer pseudo-sieboldianum 30.3 13 0.90 2.32
6 AZ yF Prunus padus 15.5 11 0.84 2.00
7 3ot} Magnolia sieboldii 18.8 10 0.80 1.84
8 At A5 Betula ermani 32 4 0.68 0.94
9 A LR Prunus sargentii 6.1 6 0.92 1.64
10 = = Taxus cuspidata 43.7 26 0.92 3.01
11 ANZ VE Quercus mongolica 23.0 14 0.90 2.37
12 Ev JUF Fraxinus mandshurica 7.4 6 0.95 1.71
13 E A= Lonicera maackii 6.5 6 0.94 1.69
14 2 E3g Fraxinus sieboldiana 5.4 2 0.95 0.66
15 o U Viburnum sargentii 4.8 3 0.98 1.08
16 Other Species(11 Species) 35 2 0.38 0.35
Total 300 6 0.65 1.12

IV: importance value, H' : diversity index, J” : evenness index, R: richness index.
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Fig. 3. DBH distribution of the high ranking five species in the T: layer of Mt. Duckyoo. Aps:Acer pseudo-

sieboldianum, At:Acer tschonoskii var. rubripes, Em:Euonymus macroptera, Es:Euonymus sachalinensis Qm:Quercus
mongolica, Sc:Sorbus commixta, Tc:Taxus cuspidata, Tr:Tripterygium regelii.

a=E HRou, nae Fxgd #AsA He Fa%
AEZAN 24T F FAHFT 75 260 FolH, oqul & Ztu tn & § Yok BEF F8 74
g &R 2aX71 51.1%2A4 SHE 3, A T U YEUTF, AGUHT, H2W E U T (Weigela

S} F1AV=45.9%), H2H ZF(IV=38.1%), Y& florida), 3 B} F-(Lonicera maackii)o| ™ % IVZ]Q]
H-(IV=28. 0%) T €22 Yenith F59] IvH] 544%F AA P F2 VA & YEd T2 4 E
E74%Z nEZ v FaX| A 1/189] A E G, thejV=1.2%), 75-‘4?‘4’7‘(IV=1.0%) 5

Table 4. Floristic composition, importance value(IV) and diversity indices of the S layer of Mt. DuckYoo

No. Species v R T H
1 vl 2 Tripterygium regelii 511 27 1.00 3.30
2 Algd R Acer tschonoskii var. rubripes 459 33 1.00 3.50
3 (B R RB =S Euonymus macroptera 24.3 17 1.00 2.83
4 /Sl g® =S Ribes mandshuricum 13.7 11 1.00 2.40
5 T o9 = Acer pseudo-sieboldianum 13.9 9 1.00 2.20
6 = I o Deutzia glabrata 22.5 10 1.00 2.30
7 FE2HEUT  Weigelaflorida 38.1 18 1.00 2.89
8 ig:=igtyBa=S Magnolia sieboldii 8.9 18 1.00 2.89
9 A= = Prunus padus 5.0 7 1.00 1.95
10 ¥ E 7 Lonicera maackii 28.0 20 1.00 3.00
11 2223 5 Sambucus williamsii var. coreana 7.6 14 1.00 2.64
12 + h=3 Taxus cuspidata 7.4 5 1.00 1.61
13 S EYUF Lonicera praeflorens 4.4 2 1.00 0.69
14 ARl R Prunus sargentii 3.3 6 1.00 1.79
15 Other Species(11 Species) 20.6 2 0.41 0.50
Total 300 6 0.60 1.13

IV: importance value, H : diversity index, J : evenness index, R: richness index .
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o]t} (Table 4).

ZEZA 29T F FTFE S6MMFTIH, £
A7 BE 2EURE LRIt $HEE 2
2 (Sasa borealis) . 38 X 7} 62.5%°] 1L, 1 T}
o2 AHAV=19.5%), A8 Z, 718 (AV=17.6%),
HUIBE(IV=11.3%), 1] H(IV=11.1%) S} o2
et th VR 7} 1.0% ©] 318 JEhd & =5 17

7} o]t} (Table 5).

2 4By =4
247 Wold A 8% 483 24 4 S

Ph(X] 32 )77t AA Y 69.5%°]1 %, AAZA Lo
ZA) 3k ¥R 4] & F (hemicryptophytes) 7} 7 A 2]

Table 5. Floristic composition, importance value(IV) and diversity indices of the H layer of Mt. DuckYoo

No. Species v R T H
1 =2 e Pseudostellaria palibiniana 104 7 1.00 1.95
2 H7 W= Meehania utricifolia 11.0 24 1.00 3.18
3 Z v & Pimpinella brachycarpa 11.3 30 1.00 3.39
4 o = Dryopteris crassirhizoma 6.3 27 1.00 3.30
5 A 2 AR Polystichum tripteron 99 29 1.00 3.37
6 g A} = Carex siderosticta 3.4 14 0.99 2.62
7 P o] Ht Oxalis corniculata 6.9 9 1.00 2.20
8 Algd VR Acer tschonoskii var. rubripes 35 18 0.99 2.86
9 0 o H Solidago virga-aurea var. asiatica  11.1 26 1.00 3.26
10 94 F F Ainsliaea acerifolia 5.5 9 0.99 2.16
11 Al Arundinella hirta 2.7 14 0.99 2.62
12 =R ol io] Cardamine komarovi 8.1 16 1.00 2.77
13 v SR Tripterygium regelii 3.1 17 1.00 2.83
14 Z %W o Sasa borealis 62.5 27 1.00 3.30
15 2k Z Aster scaber 19.5 24 1.00 3.18
16 ¥ Aw] Viola selkirkii 17.6 21 1.00 3.05
17 77 9 4 Festuca ovina 17.6 22 1.00 3.09
18 72 A Asplenium incisum 10.8 6 1.00 1.79
19 v ek U E Clematis koreana 8.9 28 1.00 3.33
20 L] B o Geranium krameri 7.3 24 1.00 3.18
21 E 53 A Impatiens textori 7.0 30 1.00 3.40
22 a4 F ¢ Hemerocullis fulva 6.4 12 1.00 2.49
23 b gZ Celastrus orbiculatus 55 4 1.00 1.39
24 = Z Ligularia fischeri 4.0 22 1.00 3.08
25 5} =z Phryma leptostachya var. asiatica 32 1 0.00 0.00
26 e r 3 Sdidago virga-aurea var. coreana 2.9 1 0.00 0.00
27 Other Species(30 Species) 43.6 5 0.66 1.09
Total 300 8 0.70 1.41

1V: importance value, H' : diversity index, J” : evenness index, R: richness index .
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Fig. 4. Composition of biological types of Mt. DuckYoo.
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