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Vegetation-Environment Relationships in Forest
Community of Ulleung Island"

Ho-Kyung Song, % Soon-Ku So’, Mu-Yeol Kim’, Jong-Min Park’, Sang-Hwa Lee’ and
Gwan-Soo Park’
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Sorbus commixta community) ©. 2 B3 5| ¢t} A EA}LS| 5 Wb u TWINSPANO| 03 #e2t ER L AXAdS R
o131 Q10| AE HeHE 4 912 A 0= werslvh. Bobo| jeta] B4 e ok Rol7} = A2 Lhehite
W, 71 E8E, AE L, fAAL 18| 1 ofol 22 3Hg-32 Sl utete] AnbA Ql At E okl vl 3 w A vhel T
EOFpHE 46658002 o AMY EOFS] B4 Ui T 19lom, 4L FEUAFER et A2
BB AAET] A HPAE AW B, Y39t X34 ol 2(Na, K, Ca, Mg), E¥ pH 123 EA F 9 silte}
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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this study were to classify community and to analyzse vegetation-environment
relationships in the forest community of Ulleung Island. The forest community of Ulleung Island
was classified into Pinus thunbergii community, Pinus densiflora community, Neolitsea sericea
community, Pinus parviflora community, and Fagus multinervis - Sorbus commixta community.
Since the results of phytosociological community classification were consistent with that of
TWINSPAN, it proved that these two methods could complement when one does a community
classification. There was a difference in chemical characteristic of soil among study communities.
The community had high soil organic matter, total nitrogen, available phosphorous, and cation
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exchange capacity compared to forest soil of Korea. The soil pH ranged from 4.66 to 5.80. The soil
texture in the study communities was loam or sandy loam. According to the ordination analysis,
elevation, exchangeable Na, K, Ca, Mg, soil pH, and content of sand and silt affect the distribution

of community.
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Figure 1. Sampling plots of Ulleung Island
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A1)t eH, cut level-2 0%, 2%, 5%, 10%, 20%E 0]
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1. Braun—Blanquet Hol 2|8t Z& &

ZALA S W 9] 4F 4] A& Braun-Blanquet 'H(ZM 2]
EAEEA W) o2 B daf YA @) et
=4 2 (Pinus thunbergii community), &5
ZF2(Pinus densiflora community), 24 UE2 7
2 (Neolitsea sericea community), 43U F &
(Pinus parviflora community), v =% F-0} 7}
B L2 (Fagus multinervis - Sorbus commixta
community) 2.2 £-55] 92 #(Table 1), 2} 224 &
2 ot o} gt

A. E&7=(Pinus thunbergii community)
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B. AU RF2H(Pinus densiflora community) %, Az, Quitrt 243513 Q.

o] Teh Il 445met 485mo] Z¥ e Feto g D. AT L2 (Pinus parviflora community)
REZT ol R 3o Moot $A R A7} S} o ZeE ot A o] U FhoE WEFo]
T30, o3 $(2006)9) ST AAIELLY] PRI $HT T ol Fo) &HRI S
LR o] sgsicta B 4 gl TOR o|F R §(2006)9] St 3L-FEel

o) L TEZo| 24T, HILFR, SAMZAY St BB SHFOR YprIgon B
27h 950 Qlon], olmB o) AHFUR, $ATZ Rl
HUF, F3UE, BEZ 259, 2830 255 o] &t WEZFof A F7L S skar glon, of
ol E, S8hEotA ], Autd, Alokg §ol St R WEZ) HHET o7, BES o AR, F&u
ATt 7, u7bE, 2230 oL AbE, njAuAte, H2

C. AR H(Neolitsea sericea community) O}Z, H&HA o] o] 481 QI dch

ol e AEZO| HYURA SHok M ok LBF B YEYUT e Fagus multinervis -
of LRI LA E FEFOR o]F A 5(2006)9 Sorbus commixta community)

SR I Agshl, nEE) $AF BAY o) Fee 4B A o) de| BES PO g
FLHOR BRI o U= got uprbeoe} S AsT gl FHo

o] TL BEZO| FAUT, FULE HUFUT  o|FH 5006)°] UEHUTZEo R BRT 223
Hoet Glom, ok mEFe] FUGE, B2 H P
AU, SUUR, 2uEe] gof, Guj9, o S melA} o Pkl e YRR, $4 T2,
Table 1. Synthesis table of forest communities in Ulleung Island using ZM school's method

A. Pinus thunbergii community B. Pinus densiflora community C. Neolitsea sericea community

D. Pinus parviflora community E. Fagus multinervis-Sorbus commixta community

Community type A | B | C | D | E

Serial number 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
Relevé number g 15 13 7 12 9 14 1 3 4 10 2 S5 6 11
Altitude 340 105 365 485 445 360 110 455 520 895 725 490 865 800 825
Direction 298 202 344 110 165 148 100 - 356 80 227 350 233 5 17
Slope degree 17 30 15 5 22 43 32 30 17 17 35 30 36 23 35
Coverage of upper tree(T1) layer(%) 75 8 70 80 80 85 90 8 70 90 70 85 90 85 90
Coverage of lower tree(T2) layer(%) 10 30 10 30 40 60 40 50 10 5 7 10 10 15 20
Coverage of shrub(S) layer(%) 10 35 40 5 10 20 25 20 10 5 8 60.40 10 10
Coverage of herb(H) layer(%) 100 90 100 95 100 40 35 30 100 95 100 100 95 100 70
Number of species 24 9 22 25 30 28 12 19 23 20 28 26 25 23 14
L% (Pinus thunbergii) T1 5 5 4

E&(Pinus thunbergii) T2 . 2A . . .

2V (Pinus densiflora) T1 .. .14 4

F AW (Neolitsea sericea) T1 ... . .13 2A

A Y5 (Neolitsea sericea) S . . . . . 12A 2B

A Neolitsea sericea) H A B

WU (Camellia japonica) T2 R R I S

WY (Camellia japonica) S .. .. . ]2A 2A 1

WY (Camellia japonica) H T I

BT Pinus parviflora) Tl 5

£4$U5(Tsuga sieboldii) Tl 1
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Table 1. (Continued)
&2 )Y (Tsuga sieboldii) T2 1
&\ Tsuga sieboldii) S . 1 e
Y =9 2 (Fagus multinervis) T1 2A . 2A 2A 2B 4 . 4
=8NS (Fagus multinervis) T2 . 1] . 1 2A 2A
Y =¥ (Fagus multinervis) S 1 + 1 2A
Y =¥} B (Fagus multinervis) H N N S
ul7} & (Sorbus commixta) T1 . 114 3 3 2A 2A 2A 2A
u}7} & (Sorbus commixta) T2 1 2B | 2A 1
u}7}E(Sorbus commixta) S + 2M|2A 1 2M +
w7} Z(Sorbus commixta) H . + |+ . . . .
T%#(Dryopteris crassirhizoma) H . 1+ + + 2M 1 2M 1 "3 2A 2A 2A
Avlct)(Dystaenia takeshimana) H 2B + 2A 2B 2A 2M 5 2A 3 3 2B
2| &(Phryma leptostachya var. asiatica) H =~ 2A 1+ + 1 1 R 1 2M .
AHE V2 (Acer takesimense) T1 . 2B . 2M 2A 2A +
AR (4cer takesimense) T2 L1 2B . +
AdF 2 (4cer takesimense) S 2A +  + 1 1+ +  +
AGF VI (4eer takesimense) H . L + .t .+
252 u|E(Majanthemum dilatatum) H 2B 3 4 3 1 2A 2B 2M 2M
v} 9)43-(Schizophragma hydrangeoides) T2 1 + +
v}l 4==H(Schizophragma hydrangeoides) S + . .. e
v} Q| =H(Schizophragma hydrangeoides) H . + + 2A . + 2M 2M . 2M . 3
Avabz(4llium victorialis var. platyphyllum) H 2B 2M 2B 1 1 + 3
A2 FA(4sperula odorata) H . 1 2M 1 2M + 2M 1
A& BAo|(Aster glehni) H 3 2B + . M 2B 2B + .
SHE ol ¥ (Disporum sessile) H 2B 2A 3 . 1 1 + 2M .
A 2 | (Hepatica maxima) H M 24 1 M 2A 2A 1
DUE(Smilax riparia var. ussuriensis) H + + 1 + . 1 .o+
A BYUT(Prunus takesimensis) T1 2A 2A 2A 2A 2A 2A
ABUL(Prunus takesimensis) T2 + . 1
AW B (Prunus takesimensis) S + 1
AN (Prunus takesimensis) H . . .
QAF31 2 X(Acer okamotoanum) T1 . . 2A 2A 2M 3+ 4 2A
QAF31 2 A(Acer okamotoanum) T2 1 + 1 2A | 2A 2A
LAt 2 N(dcer okamotoanum) S + + 1 1 3 +
QA1 & M(Acer okamotoanum) H .. + + o+
E &Y A 8| E(Viola kusanoana) H 2M 2A 2M2M + 1 2M
42 (Hedera rhombea) S + . .
+(Hedera rhombea) H .+ 2A + 2A + + .
ZZwl(Styrax obassia) T2 1 + 2B 1 2A
ZZW(Syrax obassia) S 2A + o+
Z2Z Wl (Syrax obassia) H + +.
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Table 1. (Continued)

AHF I (Ligustrum foliosum) S 1 . 2B . . . . .1 .
A A S (Ligustrum foliosum) H e
AU E(Tilia insularis) T1 .. . 2A . . . . 2A . . . 2B 4
AW (Tilia insularis) T2 T
A3\ (Tilia insularis) S e

A d(Arisaema takesimense) H .+

&9 (Gynostemma pentaphyllum) H R T R
AHB U (Morus bombycis) Tl L

APE LB Morus bombycis) T2 ..+ 2A 2A

AP (Morus bombycis) S + . 4+ ) . ) . . . ) ) )
AR (Lilium hansonii) H .. .1 .. 28 . .. 2A
AW} (ducuba japonica) S T S

A E(ducuba japonica) H +

AR Z(Trillium tschonoskii) H B e

S 2(Vitis amurensis) H T .

&5 193 (Solidago virga-aurea var. giganteay H .+ . . 1 . . . . . +
W (Cornus controversa) T1 T |

W (Cornus controversa) T2 ... 2A

off ol ol ofj

W (Cornus controversa) S e
U

(Cornus controversa) H . . . R

N o ofke o o

A U5 Euonymus fortunei var. radicans) S

EMNEYF (Evwonymus fortunei var. radicans) H . . . .+ + +

FAGE(Celtis jessoensis) T1 .. ... 2A

FAVT(Celtis jessoensis) T2 ..+

SAH(Celtis jessoensis) S + . .+

FA UG (Celtis jessoensis) H . . . R .

3| & (Taxus cuspidata var. latifolia) T2 ) S

3| (Taxus cuspidata var. latifolia) S ... ... . 2M

3 &Y (Taxus cuspidata var. latifolia) H B R .
A LA 2 (Athyrium acutipinnulum) H . S Y.\
Y5572 (Desmodium oxyphyllum) H N

=3 (Aralia continentalis) H L. ...+ 2A

%5+ (Hydrangea petiolaris) T2 . |
S (Hydrangea petiolaris) S e

5= (Hydrangea petiolaris) H r . . . . . . . .1 . 2A

O S (Sambucus sieboldiana var. pendulay S . . . . . . . . 2M . +

DO EU Sambucus sieholdiana var. pendulay H . . . . . . . . . . . + .
UM DAL (Rumohra standishii) H ... ... .. 52 . . 3
HA v Z(Viola selkirkii) H R
B 2| AU (Elaeagnus glabra) S +

AL B (Smilax nipponica) H s - S
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Table 1. (Continued)
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AUEB7|(Rubus takesimensis) S

A7) (Rubus takesimensis) H

Az (Sasa kurilensis) S

Az t(Sasa kurilensisy H

Az EF(Campanula takesimana) H

X 3Lo}E(Poa takeshimana) H

oA\ 2(Carex blepharicarpa var. insularis)H
A& A o|(Aster glechni) H

Zr AV E(Callicarpa japonica) S

25 (Callicarpa japonica) H
FHEUF(Ligustrum obtusifolium) S
FEJF(Ligustrum obtusifolium) H
Zl(Pueraria thunbergiana) H +
B9 o\ E(Tiarella polyphylla) H
Sub R (Machilus thunbergii) T1

Stk B Machilus thunbergii) T2 . 2B

Buh} Y (Machilus thunbergii) H +
e (Ulmus laciniata) S
SE|YFE(Ulmus laciniata) H
S F 0 EE(Valeriana officindlis var. latifol) H 2A

Y] Q\(Farfugium japonicum) H .5

M .+
: 24 . 3
2B
M . . M
LM . .M

2A 2A
Y
2A . . . 2B

2B

AR, o} BB o YRR, 0L, BB o] &
AT AR, A2, 2o Aute], YA,

Ababs, SE20)E ol $¥5kn et

2. TWINSPANO 28t =

157} 7‘/\}—7“1]*1 AT NF F 2L oA &
#2752 ThALO 2 TWINSPANS A3t 23, &5
R IO X PESSEREENLEE
SR Feo| RR T, AReEadE 2R B
o] gRo] mat RRE o0, A3FRol e ALpRe}
A Rel §50] w2, JUslHE AR §
ol theh Y ERRLE-oh Bz ee] RR ], $55
AREee 4 Bl ueh FER I Machilus
thunbergii community), 2VHEZEN(Pinus densiflora
community), F<&EH(Pinus thunbergii community),
Z AR (Neolitsea sericea community), A AL
2 (Pinus parviflora community), \{ = 3h}E-0 71 =2
:T_’-Q(F agus multinervis - Sorbus commixta community)

B 55| 9 cHFigure 2, Table 2).
" ol g daos oe

2 ER

S5 570 A4 e slet

Ir

® A @) * B A
Figure 2. The path way of subdivision into
groupings of forest communities
using TWINSPAN
A = Machilus thunbergii community,
Pinus thunbergii community,
Pinus densiflora community,
= Neolitsea sericea community,
= Pinus parviflora community,
Fagus multinervis - Sorbus
commixta community.

O*xme >
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Table 2. Synthesis table of forest communities
in Ulleung Island using TWINSPAN

Vegetation A B C DE F
units
Releve 1 1 1 1 11
number 72 83 5123460 1 9 45
PIN DN [55] - -—----- - - -
PINTHU - [55] ---—--- - - 5
FAG ML -- --[5541434]1 3 --
SR COM 1- 1-| 33455354 - --
PINPAR -- -- -----—- - -
NED SER - -- - - B ¢
MACTHU - == —ooee- - -
MR BOM 33 1 - - - -
AETAK 11 -2 1114134 3 4 -1
SASKR -~ - 42 - - --
SMSIE -~ — -12-1 - - -
LIG OBT -- - -—-1--1 - - --
TUSIE - - e 2 - -
CAL AP -- - -2--- 2 - -
X QS -~ 1o -———n- 121 -
TILINS 31 - 435 1 - --
PRUTAK 3- 13 3-1--34 1 3 -1
ACEGKA 14 11 54541 - 3 --
HD PET ~ 1- ——-11- - - -
CRON 3 — 121 - - -
STY OBA 14 11 11--13 - 1 -
LIGFOL 1- 13 --11-1- - - -
CEL JES -1 11 - -3 -
EAGA —~ 1- - -1 -
SHHD -- 11 -—--- 1 - - -
AC JP - 11 ——e- -1 1-
CAM JAP — - e 15 4

00 00 0000000 0 O 11

00 00 1l 1 1

00 11 0000000 0 1

- 0000000 1

PIN DEN' Pius densifiora, PIN THU: Pinus thunbergii, FAG MUL!
Fagus multinervis, SOR COM: Sorbus commixta, PIN PAR Pinus
parviflors, NEO  SER: Neolitsea  sericea, MAC THU:  Machilus
thunbergti, MOR BOM Morus bombycis, ACE TAK: Acer takesimense,
SAS KUR Sasa kurilensis, SAM SIE Sambucus  sieboldiong  var,
pendula, LIG OBT Ligustrum obtusifolium, TSU SIE: Tsuga sieboldi,
CAL JAR: Callicarpa japonica, TAX CUS Taxs cuspidata var. latifolia,
TIL INS: Tilia insularis, PRU TAK: Prunus takesimensis, ACE OKA:
Acer daotoawn, HYD PET. Hvdrangea petiolaris, COR CON
Cornus controversa, STY OBA: Styrax obassia, LIG FOL: Ligustrum
foliosum, CEL JES Celtis jessoensis, ELA GLA' Elgeagnus glabra,
SCH HYD:  Schizophragma hydrangeoides, AUC JAP:  Aucuba
Japonica, CAM JAP. Camellia joponica.

) 3)) ¥, TWINSPANC] o3} Fet B-Foj| A Tk
27ghe 239 67 #EeE EREY oe
TWINSPANO] &j3lo] B55 Fuh}Rdeto] 3&+
g AR etol) e AR AR =T, 2709 £
SHbdo] AR AFE Kol ME BYst=wyos
AHEE 4 9le Ao 2 wehdT

3. EY B%

o

SEE 43T, AUREE, AURFe A
Uz, 1183 ey Raprt g Ege &
A3t A3t Table 33 ek A1 B Ao 383 9F¢E
o X, E9F0| 0|38ty EAS Aulst= 712
£.530-11.53%2 v) 3 B4 Vehd o, Fahi s of
ZHA Q) Zolzt Qlglch ¥ 520003 ofm| A
(2000)9] HuoNE 55 4UE FH EFQ| §7]
B3her o w9 A vebgeh $eivher 4Rkl AH
E9Fo] 87| B%aFo]| 4.49% F =YL 7Hore gi(F A
# 5,2002) B ZAA| 9] R EGFE F2 F 082 A
a9

EoF 2 AAAAE 0.14-0.48% 2 H I 3}o] Yuk
el B9 HALTF 0.19%(HE &, 2002)°] H]
3 £ AAFFS 2k 0] A(2000)2) A AF
N E A% FH HYLTHL0-10em EF 710
oAl B 0.70%2 2 A7 hAAFGANAE A
etk 7182 EY 5 A9 BE Fa9 3EY
(Miller and Donahue, 1990)0]7] wj&9] o] 2|3t A i}=
B0 {r1ETFol M U] fEC R AtRHTE
E9F & $01AeEEL 33.5-306.0ppm O & FEhE R
chokslA et oo, 7158 L AR B A
3 v & A debg) o] AR B EF F w2 7]
ST AR FFg o r AmETh

B 10| BoF Z X FA K, Ca, Na, 12| Mg 3
2w 5(2000)0] 18 25 % A% FH Y A
3HA] oFol 259 Tt AL RE MY E HoliL gle
o, F2hd 2 of7hR o) 2to|E Hole Ao 2 LEhytTh
E9F pHE4.66-5.80 2. & o3t AHd B E4& et
Y ek e, Wk 5(2000)3} o] 7] F(2000)
2 225 A% 1 E0-10cm Z oo A EFpH
3.78 - 4.88 2 -3 73k AbA & Ve 1 Qlekal ®arst
g} whgg 5(2000)T} 01} %(2000)2] 79 o} 27t
o] -2 3124 Ao 2%t 714t W Y WECR
AHstgon, B 2R ol & Bl AL AT
oAl A & ztol7F 7] HE22 AbmETh

EOF & 0fo] 2| 318K CEC)E 13.00-27.700.2
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Table 3. Soil characteristic of forest communities in Ulleung Island

sol . 'Community th};ll'zr;)g'gii deﬁ;:;}lgra Neolitsea sericea pa}::;;llzra I:g)%smgéz’zg;:
characteristic community community community community community
Organic matter(%) 7.96 10.69 7.78 530 11.53
Total N(%) 0.41 0.38 0.37 0.14 0.48
Available P(ppm) 132.0 335 185.7 306.0 131.0
Exc. K (me/100g) 0.55 0.36 0.49 0.12 0.25
Exc. Ca. (me/100g) 1.96 3.44 3.07 0.71 0.90
Exc. Mg me/100g) 1.55 1.12 1.66 0.41 0.47
Exc. Na (me/100g) 0.63 0.25 0.77 0.25 -0.24
pH(1:5) 5.70 5.80 5.06 4.66 4.90
CEC (me/100g) 27.30 24.00 22.07 13.00 27.70
Sand - 55.00 51.00 48.00 67.00 59.00
Silt 29.00 ' 29.00 30.00 20.00 21.00
Clay 16.00 20.00 22.00 13.00 20.00
ML &A et of 2e 23 B3 wEs 5
(2000)2] A AT Ao}t FASHH, £ AFAH =
& $718 %l 7| dsts Ao waslY, 718
<= EY 5 CEC 3% 30-70%E AlF3tH £3t 0|59 n s
FA0 2 Qlste ol 2 A3 YA 7 Al F-E7] j&olct . .
(Miller and Donahue, 1990). E4J-2- OFE 1} AFFE 2 1 e o
B o, Bk 5(2000)2 HEVM Y2 AER BT Yoo
3o} 2 2ol & ®o| T ot
e
4. Ordination 24 o
Figure 3. 15709 2AMe} 157]9] A aclos
DCCA ordination 235 I/ 1 JHA o) Vebd Aot}
Figure 304 B4 tio} o] $FE0] 49 FAEL
15719] §74 89l weh REst3 glon, o] 5 g m S P

¢1E-2 DCCA ordination Z23}o]] of ] &3 8 S0 &
o] Bmol YA ARAB/AL U F, AlS A=
Na, K, 33t Mg, silt7} 52 AWBJAE BojF o
o, A2& o A= Ca, sand, pH, silt7} A LA S HolF
I ok o714 sftael X3k oke]2(Na, K, Ca,
Mg), E4pH 18|31l EA £9]5ilte}sand 7} ZEHo 2
2o FEFE PR USE L 5 AUk $37(1990a;
1990b), 34121} 4 5.7(1989), $3 7 5(1992, 1994,
1998)2 &9 H2o JF S njA= FH29EL 2
Lol o] Q)= iua, s R ATe] JlE X de A
&, 123 A e [ EFFE| wEe 2oL A}
ol Y= AL R Hudtg o, o] 38 5(2006) 3

Figure 3. Vegetation data of forest communities
in Ulleung Island, Ulleung-Gun :
DCCA(detrended canonical correspo-
dence analysis) ordination diagram
with plots(A, @, M, %,0) and
environmental variables(arrow).

The plots are :

A = Pinus thunbergii commmunity,

® = Pirus densiflora community,

W = Nevlitsea sericea commumity,

% = Pinus parviflora  community,

O = Fagus multinervis - Sorbus
commixta community.
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