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Community Structure Analysis of Carpinus laxiflora
Communities in Seoul™

Byung-Chang Parl, Choong-Hyeon on’, Chi-Woung Cho™

2 o

=

Selube Lol ) SEo R deld Mojubil mASL Ha Age] A% 37 o
U AR A ATk GFE A RESL AL Mol el SHE B0, o) v
Aefuprzle) Befjale nlRal] ofet 12an AT BAoE SRtk AT RIS ARRT Ao, 22

5
[e]

Z
oft
b

i

A

e

A%, B <fe) Lol A Aol Aol Fele] e BUTE 24 o SR, S YT 58 24
! 3% W dofSl AeURTA A9 B 145 S0z QI 4 S) Baiea gl Ao g
b AV 29E9] olle] mhE Ameke Y g ASE Ueieh A8 Aol oK e Aol
ok ARGt Ajejo] S Fu WUR ] FUTAESY saizh wAstel Akgvlite] Uzh waska
9 CIUSEA IS Mol AL g U, w9 Aol A LAY WeE
A5l aS Wi glel, SWe ool FYSIA s T T AT £ AR BEEE Ao
AR Hofgkis Aol ol e YURAS} AXAS] BUEY B2 2 S nheiste] Ajofubpz
3 A YRTRpY S wete] xlo] dasit,

o
S~

T
r°1'
i

-0 32

o]

0 2

r4n:

0
ol kI mX

o L ot
£
E

o]-rrl rBL

N

ABSTRACT

Carpinus laxiflora communities are known as the climax forest community of the temperate zone of
Korea. There are three Carpinus laxiflora communities in Seoul. The purpose of this research is to analyze
the characteristics of Carpinus laxiflora communities of Seoul and supply basic data for establishing
of a management plan. The research sites are Sahmyook University, Mountain Dobong and Jinkwandong.
This study considers investigation and the analysis of communities structure, soil characteristics and the
growth increment of trees. As the result of study, we could know that the growth increment of the Carpinus
laxiflora trees of Seoul is decreasing recently because of soil acidification and so on. Also the vegetation
disturbance is increasing because of naturalized plant. Oak wilt disease has appeared in the oak forest
around Sahmyook University that is the largest Carpinus laxiflora communities area in Seoul. For that
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reason the open gap was appeared in forest, and the spread of naturalized plants has been increasing

in the gap. Furthermore, the Carpinus laxiflora trees are affected by the Platypus koryoensis which is

a kind of oak wilt disease. And so, Unless there is a specific management plan, the survival of Carpinus

laxiflora communities are uncertain in Seoul. Therefore the management plan of Carpinus laxiflora

communities is necessary such as precise investigation, annual monitoring, etc. For the conservation of

the Carpinus laxiflora communities, it is necessary to establish the management plan of the biodiversity

for Seoul area.
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Figure 2. Photo of Carpinus Laxiflora Communities in
Sahmyook Univ. site
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Figure 3. Photo of Carpinus Laxiflora Communities in
Mt. Dobong site

Table 1. The flora of study sites
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Figure 4. Photo of Carpinus Laxiflora Communities in
Jinkwandong site
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Sahmyook Univ. Mt. Dobong Jinkwandong
No. of family 22 20 21
No. of species 31 31 30
No. of natural plant family 3 3 -
No. of natural plant species 3 3 -
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TR A AoIURE Ao A BEZo)A HAAIL
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Table 2. Importance Percentage of species in Sahmyook Univ. (unit : %)
Common name Scientific name c U s M
=R Quercus variabilis BL 8.06 - 4.59 4.79
7oA R Pinus rigida MILL., 8.23 - - 4.11
AbguR Prunus sargentii REHDER 4.03 3.32 1.22 3.32
Aojugt Carpinus laxiflora BL. 75.57 78.45 20.37 67.33
Az Quercus mongolica FISCH. 4.11 - 3.44 2.63
ZzuhL}o Styrax obassia S. et Z. - 5.68 6.10 2.91
Thfj bt Sorbus alnifolia K. KOCH - 12.54 7.56 5.44
gt Rhus trichocarpa MIQ. - . 5.4 0.87
e S A Stephanandra incisa ZABEL - - 2.11 0.35
g =B A=y Juniperus rigida S. et Z. - - 0.30 0.05
SR pUpBaC Symplocos chinensis var. leucocarpa for. pilosa Onwi - - 0.94 0.16
ey Maackia amurensis RUPR. et MAXIM. - - 0.43 0.07
=R RS Viburnum erosum THUNB. - - 3.03 0.50
oS Styrax japonica S. et Z. - - 0.65 0.11
EF L Fraxinus rhynchophylla HANCE - - 0.58 0.10
AbZz LR Zanthoxylum schinifolium S. et Z. - - 0.19 0.03
AL Quercus acutissima CARRUTH. - - 1.48 0.25
AT Lindera obtusiloba BL. - - 1.86 0.31
OFTA L Robinia pseudoacacia L. - - 1.06 0.18
23 Ginkgo biloba L. - - 0.38 0.06
dEEH Magnolia obovata THUNB. - - 0.75 0.13
R Callicarpa japonica THUNB. - - 0.20 0.03
EXE Quercus serrata THUNB. - - 0.19 0.03
A Rhododendron mucronulatum TURCZ. - - 424 0.71
Fel A Euonymus sieboldiana BL. - - 0.45 0.08
&z Rhododendrons chlippenbachii MAXIM - - 32.65 5.44

*C: canopy importance value U: understory importance value S: shrub importance value M: mean importance value
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FolME Ao A SHET} 65.81%2 A3},
TOiLH9.22%), HEF(8.81%), HEUR(6.15%) 5o
el SRSt BEFME AoUHR(23.74%), @
AAIUFEY(17.90%), BHIUF(17.04%), THELLE(8.18%),
H7(6.64%), AZHH4.73%) 59 A2 BA=
(Table 3).

o] AR AG- A FAAUR, OPIAGE, HURE
TAAZ A Gojxgt MojuRg e Holrh dojupir
RO} EZF HEZo M= AU, dBEY, HE
T 5 Zol FH AR Y AR Hol of
TE0] YERAL Qlo] Amgte] zlg) Fojch.
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7t ERelA Sttt ol EF oM AojutEe] Ab)
AT} 86.22%% LHBFIL YT, AFHLI(5.21%), L]
L7(4.65%) 50| F@stqith BRZANE Aoy
A A ZT} 4326%2 S-BHT 9T, THEELF(15.33%),

—
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ohehA 2
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ok
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FUEE BALE 37 2AFRAA oA 2ARRE 22 57
ZAFH100m' 7| E AR APEtgct SThkE B4
A} AL 3RAMES] Erjoke st 1.09472 7HF =91,

obLEF, $BFN 1
S o) ehi
Hom §x8 A0 ot

L

ABF A e
o)

=
o>
R,

A5 4241771 0.60100.2 7P 2opeh o)= ARty 3
AL 18FC2 AN F 7MY Thofdt *4 Fol e

AL, RTE 4RAREE 71 AL 1050] Uehity] whio]
o} FAEE T8AF 1RAREZ) 0.9498 2 714 =9k11, A
BE 4277} 0.60100.2 7P Wott) o] AL TRA |
2AF] HZAYSHETL HoJUH(3625%), YR
(17.78%), BARIUF(16.50%), OF7HAIUR(13.25%)2} 2
o ola] Fu} A7t L=A BES] fhEoln, WuE
414%4 A AofpRel WAl $HET} 67.79%2
F o] WEE 0] Q7| HEoTH(Table 5).
Table 59| Hgkol A 7+ R ejo] HrErorol Friok

AP UNT.70%) S0 SutelA &35} QIti(Table 4). F9] Zloj= AFST) 0.1843, =EAF 0.2171, A= 0.2566
Table 3. Importance Percentage of species in Mt. Dobong (unit:%)
Common name Scientific name 1c’ U S’ M
Y7 ka2t Pinus rigida MILL. 1.76 - - 0.88
R Castanea crenata S. et Z. 10.15 8.81 6.64 9.12
Aotg Carpinus laxiflora BL. 29.73 65.81 23.74 40.76
AZF B Quercus mongolica FISCH. 5.68 3.94 4.73 4.94
OWTIA LR Robinia pseudoacacia L. 18.87 2.88 247 10.81
FAA LR Populus x albaglandulosa 33.81 - 17.90 19.89
TR Acer palmatum THUNB. - 6.15 8.18 3.41
Abgiups Prunus sargentii REHDER - 1.17 0.92 0.54
Areaji Quercus acutissima CARRUTH. - 2.01 0.44 0.74
R/ lea= Sorbus alnifolia K. KOCH - 9.22 17.04 5.91
FAZALB =N Quercus aliena BL. - - 1.23 0.21
NGB Rhus trichocarpa MIQ. - - 0.11 0.02
E A= Stephanandra incisa ZABEL - - 3.54 0.59
- p e A= Symplocos chinensis var. leucocarpa for. pilosa OHWI - - 2.11 0.35
(=R A= Viburnum erosum THUNB. - - 0.72 0.12
AP Euonymus japonica THUNB. - - 0.79 0.13
dEEY Magnolia obovata THUNB. - - 0.15 0.02
Zzs Quercus serrata THUNB. - - 1.05 0.18
FHEUE Ligustrum obtusifolium S. et Z. - - 0.11 0.02
Ag Rhododendron mucronulatum TURCZ. - - 1.71 0.28
Az Rhododendron schlippenbachii MAXIM. - - 4.64 0.77
k| BA= Evonymus sachalinensis MAXIM - - 1.77 0.30

*C: canopy importance value U: understory importance value S: shrub importance value M: mean importance value
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Table 4. Importance Percentage of species in Jinkwan (unit:%)
Common name Scientific name c U s M
2R Quercus variabilis BL. 9.69 - 438 5.58
R Castanea crenata S. et 7. 2.65 - - 1.32
AFEILER Prunus sargentii REHDER 8.10 5.21 - 5.78
ArgeLpRE Quercus acutissima CARRUTH. 11.60 - 7.70 7.08
Aojubg Carpinus laxiflora BL. 54.21 86.22 43.26 63.05
AVHE Pinus densiflora S. et Z. 0.95 - - 0.48
Alzh g Quercus mongolica FISCH. 9.83 2.05 2.49 6.01
Eufuk Sorbus alnifolia K. KOCH 2.97 4.65 4.27 3.75
LR Acer palmatum THUNB. - 1.87 15.33 3.18
IR DB A= Rhus trichocarpa MIQ. - - 521 0.87
LR Stephanandra incisa ZABEL - - 2.86 0.48
ey Juniperus rigida S. et Z. - - 1.90 0.32
AL Symplocos chinensis var. leucocarpa for. pilosa OHWI - - 0.56 0.09
=R AB = Viburnum erosum THUNB. - - 0.52 0.09
APE LR Euonymus japonica THUNB. - - 0.41 0.07
AbzUp R Zanthoxylum schinifolium S. et Z. - - 2.61 0.43
A7t Lindera obtusiloba BL. - - 0.81 0.14
et Rhododendron mucronulatum TURCZ. - - 7.69 1.28
*C: canopy importance value U: understory importance value S: shrub importance value M: mean importance value
Table 5. Species diversity index of each survey sites
site Sahmyook Univ. Mt. Dobong Jinkwan
@) Hma) @) @) @) Hmx) ¢ ©) @) mx) @) (D)
1 0.9301 1.0792 0.8619 0.1381 = 1.0886 1.1461 0.9498 0.0502 0.7935 1.0792 0.7353  0.2647
2 1.0372  1.2304 0.8429 0.1571 = 0.6792 1.0000 0.6792 0.3208 0.7592 1.0000 0.7592  0.2408
3 1.0947 1.2553 0.8721 0.1279 0.7501  1.0000 0.7501 0.2499 0.7974 0.9031 0.8830 0.1170
4 0.8409 1.0792 0.7792 0.2208 09109 1.1139 0.8177 0.1823 0.60i10 1.0000 0.6010  0.3990
5 0.9338 1.1139 0.8383 0.1617 . 0.8598 1.1139 0.7719 0.2281 0.7483 1.0000 0.7483 0.2517
Avg. 0.9673 1.1516  0.8389  0.1611 0.8577 1.0748 0.7937 0.2063 0.7399 0.9965 0.7454 0.2546
*H': species diversity H'max: max species diversity J: evenness D: dominance
o2 Uehgrh & 23 tely AiErieEe] dslel & 3o, o] UAEe] Z7he A0 dElnE cloRgt 740
TS| o] TUUSE oFY AeE o R, Flo] Wol  ojgh AkglaEAel wako| ofAbELh w3t 208k
A AAFRE BePYoltkPiclon, 1975). THBR F obRoqE FURASSHe lRE BENUTE

S B4 AR Aofo] ) AT F 71
W3 ek 0|7 Sickn 2 4 Sick oo, Aol
L ATE, SR AR 248 RolA T
QHEL UIE, B4 AT AHOR Z5E ol
ok 2eiEE Ahge] I4ue R ogssl 1BE A9 o
AE+= Fobx] il Fuhefe s WolAtHChoi ef al,, 1997)=
71ze] A7 Auiel vl wa) 2w ARl 7 A
QPYBTLT, cheoR ERAA, AE Age) 2Az
QPEEIE T otk B 4 Uk T2 A2 e Aol
HOM4E) 3 Y} 50, PURASIol Lsio
RS AT 2L 2402 skl Aojo] Boprw

of WAL|o] ExHE thallo] =Y =R ¢k $ MU
1o] x&ael §A7} of el AL AL 9rkScoul
Metropolitan Government, 2008).

3) RAE M

A Aol PR GAES HAR AT A8TE
B2 2 30.80%, ATE-ALLT 2|9 40.02%, FEALF

s A Ho] 29.40% 2 Vrebgitt 27 FAHE A7}
0.8(80%)°] 4 o= EX‘MJ koL, 0.2(20%)H] T
= A2 o]d Al AHo R 73l (Whittaker, 1956),
T 2t v E %*PEXI#% =/ YePdTHCox,
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Table 6. The similarity and dissimilarity index of study sites

Sites Sahmyook Univ. Mt. Dobong Jinkwandong
Sahmyook Univ. 69.20" 57.98"
Mt. Dobong 70.60°
Jinkwandong
* . Dissimilarity index
1976). THALXE 299 GAIE R S7) e o] 8 7+ ZAR A EFEA T ZulopAl o] AlHIA S HA

BAY] A9 EZOA Mo ojolel s el7|chauts, @ Auh Table 87} 20k BAAT BOHHE(H), 719
B, oL, BAMALRS} e 2USEE) T AKAvail-P), A7 MER(EC)E the AR} glew
L, AW ST, AR, TR 5312 Ueix] Q458 SAd ARWAT} §190T pHet Erhel

& AAegEo] o Bzl 9o} FRI o[ WHoly] S ATAS 09U 37 A= S ABTATF U

Bolch. WUBAGY A9 fARATTL 2L ol AOE Uehgon], of: £ pHYE 7129 Bajo] 2ol

ABWEI A A BE Mo Qo= GARE AjAd4:  SHe nJABO) B4l ki ] G VA7) e

Fo] FHaA EHste] FRI/} FAMor] WRolch. o Ao AZEh FrhpAT §7]A4HAvail-P), 17

HEE(EC)9te] AFmALE zHzh 0.426304, 0.4257192

1) EQEY e opel ApAS Btk AAAHOE BFEAY AL
A

ARl et BgEA] AT Table 72 2tk 2 A Aol 0] Eropy il Ewdl Go)A Al
AR S BT AEG SR ZAE o, A8 pH425, TAL gl Aoz BAHch
=g At pH447, JAWTA Y pHASSZA AJ) A 4t

BE7t P BT, ABE Ao] g WA ek, S)+5 U8 % 438 =4
Table 7. The characteristics of soil in study sites
Sites pH Humus Avail -P Ca K Mg EC
(1:5) (g/kg) (mg/kg) (cmol/kg) (cmol/kg) (cmol/kg) (dS/m)
1 4.16 43 30 0.11 04 0.1 1.1
Sahmyook 2 424 33 19 0.12 0.4 0.2 1.0
. 3 4.27 22 29 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.6
Univ. 4 4.23 03 19 0.15 0.5 0.2 1.0
5 4.35 40 27 0.16 0.3 02 0.7
1 4.54 42 30 0.07 0.4 0.1 0.4
Mt. 2 4.56 28 17 0.09 0.5 0.2 0.4
b 3 4.47 45 18 0.17 0.3 0.2 0.5
Dobong 4 4.43 39 18 0.21 0.6 0.2 0.5
5 4.36 43 23 0.21 0.9 0.4 0.5
1 4.59 29 18 0.15 1.1 0.2 0.3
2 4.54 56 20 0.16 1.7 0.3 0.5
Jinkwan 3 4.58 45 38 0.12 0.7 0.2 0.4
4 4.51 34 16 0.04 0.1 0.1 0.3
5 4.53 52 27 0.11 1.0 0.3 0.6
* EC : Electronic Conductivity
Table 8. Correlation between species diversity and soil of study sites
pH Humus Avail.-P Ca K Mg EC”
correlation coefficient -0.53974 -0.23313 0.426304 0.068927 -0.2383 -0.28395 0.425719

* EC : Electronic Conductivity
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Figure 5. The growth increment of tree specimen in Sahmyook Univ.
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Figure 7. The growth increment of tree specimen in Jinkwan
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Appendix 1. Plants of Sahmyook Univ. study site

Family name

Common name

Scientific name

el s Aspidiaceae Wl 71 A} g Athyrium yokoscense H. CHRIST.

2L 23 Ginkgoaceae 2P Ginkgo biloba 1. .

N Pinaceae 7| ays Pinus rigida MILL.

2wt Cupressaceae AP =R =] Juniperus rigida S. et Z.

B 1} Gramineae 27184 Spodiopogon sibiricus TRINIUS
FERNE Oplismenus undulatifolius ROEM. et SCHULT.

Alz T} Cyperaceae A A& Carex humilis LEYSS.

A AR 3t Betulaceae Ao Carpinus laxiflora BL.

g Rt Fagaceae 2R Quercus variabilis BL.
AR Quercus mongolica FISCH.
Argguh s Quercus acutissima CARRUTH.
SR Quercus serrata THUNB.

23 Magnoliaceae SRR Magnolia obovata THUNB."

=125 Lauraceae P AgE A= Lindera obtusiloba BL.

b o) 7} Rosaceae AP U Prunus sargentii REHDER
T Sorbus alnifolia (S. et Z.) K. KOCH
=UpR Stephanandra incisa ZABEL

T Leguminosae oEUE Maackia amurensis RUPE{. et MAXIM.
O} 7 A L} Robinia pseudoacacia L.

253} Rutaceae Az Zanthoxylums chinifolium S. et Z.

7N Anacardiaceae M ps Rhus trichocarpa MIQ.

A =lge i gl Celastraceae ZeE AR Euonymus sieboldiana BL.

Ed= Ericaceae ZAR= Rhododendron mucronulatum TURCZ.
Az Rhododendron schlippenbachii MAXIM.

= P R Sympolocaceae A Symplocos chinensis var. leucocarpa for. pilosa OHWI

o S 2y Styracaceae ZEun}m Styrax obassia S. et Z.
o Z L7 Styrax japonica S. et Z.

EFYUEL Oleaceae EFY T Fraxinus rhynchophylla HANCE

ubH 23 Verbenaceae ARAMFR Callicarpa japonica THUNB,

s Caprifoliaceae P Viburnum erosum THUNB.

L Liliaceae A7t G = Smilax sieboldii MIQUEL

Appendix 2. Plants of Mt. Dobong study site

Family name

Common name

Scientific name

ot Aspidiaceae Hl T AL Athyrium yokoscense H. CHRIST.
e L] Pinaceae 27| chauyR Pinus rigida MILL.'
= 2} Gramineae FE2MNE Oplismenus undulatifolius ROEM. et SCHULT.
Apz3} Cyperaceae A& Carex humilis TEYSS.
RS S Salicaceae HAA L}E Populus % albaglandulosa LEE
A2yt Betulaceae A ojLp R Carpinus laxiflora BL.
e Fagaceae IgR R Castanea crenata S. et Z.
AguE Quercus mongolica FISCH.
ey Quercus acutissima CARRUTH.
R Quercus aliena BL.
SR Quercus serrata THUNB,
sS4 Magnoliaceae dEEY Magnolia obovata THUNB."
ek Rosaceae Atdlug Prunus sargentii REHDER
oL Sorbus alnifolia (S. et Z.) K. KOCH
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Appendix 2. (Contnued)

Family name

Common name

Scientific name

=S Leguminosae
2123 Anacardiaceae
Lty =yt Celastraceae
SE U2} Aceraceae
S Vitaceae

A v £}t Violaceae
EIR=g:! 3 Ericaceae
AR Sympolocaceae
SR Oleaceae
o= Caprifoliaceae
L Liliaceae

EPNE
oF7HA L
A
AR
aubg
HEUE
Yol g
R EIE=
=

%
R
Agus
B
B
CEEEE
g

H7iue

Stephanandra incisa ZABEL

Robinia pseudoacacia L

Rhus trichocarpa MIQ.

EuonymusjaponicaTHUNB.

Euonymus sachalinensis (FR. SCHM.) MAXIM.
Acer palmatum THUNB.

Parthenocissus tricuspidata PLANCH.

Viola rossii HEMSL.

Rhododendron mucronulatum TURCZ.

Rhododendron schlippenbachii MAXIM.

Symplocos chinensis var. leucocarpa for. pilosa OHWI
Ligustrum obtusifolium S. et Z.

Viburnum erosum THUNB.

Smilax sieboldii MIQUEL

Smilax china L.

Smilax riparia var. ussuriensis HARA et. KOYAMA
Disporum smilacinum A. GRAY

Appendix 3. Plants of Jinkwan study site

Family name

Common name

Scientific name

jzhsi o2 Aspidiaceae
EyE R Pinaceae
W23 Cupressaceae
w7} Gramineae
ALz 3} Cyperaceae
AR 3 Betulaceae
2 Fagaceae
=Rt Lauraceae
Aa) 3k Rosaceae
-3 Rutaceae
2123 Anacardiaceae
ety =23 Celastraceae
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Athyrium yokoscense H. CHRIST.
Pinus densiflora S. et Z.
Juniperus rigida S. et Z.
Spodiopogon sibiricus TRINIUS
Carex humilis LEYSS.

Carpinus laxiflora BL.

Quercus variabilis BL.
CastaneacrenataS .etZ.

Quercusa cutissima CARRUTH.
Quercus mongolica FISCH.
Lindera obtusiloba BL.

Prunus sargentii REHDER
Sorbus alnifolia (S. e tZ.) K. KOCH
Stephanandra incisa ZABEL
Zanthoxylum schinifolium S. et Z.
Rhus trichocarpa MIQ.
Euonymus japonica THUNB.
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Appendix 3. (Contnued)

Family name

Common name

Scientific name

WE LR}
Zx it

R E=
2
SET R
AR
k=

= Sk}

=
ek
X

1=
%
B

Aceraceae

Vitaceae

Violaceae
Pyrolaceae
Ericaceae
Sympolocaceae
Caprifoliaceae

Compositae

Liliaceae

Liliaceae

At
Av)
gAolg 2
e LIES
w2
A
AR
ERIRES
Brev)
o 35w} 7]
B3]

Aot =

Aoldd =

Acer palmatum THUNB.

Ampelopsis brevipedunculata var. heterophylla HARA
Parthenocissus tricuspidata PLANCH.

Viola rossii HEMSL.

Pyrola japonica KLENZE

Rhododendron mucronulatum TURCZ.

Symplocos chinensis var. leucocarpa for. pilosa OHWI
Viburnum erosum THUNB.

Artemisia keiskeana MIQUEL

Youngia denticulata KITAMURA

Ixeris dentata NAKAI

Smilax sieboldii MIQUEL

Smilax china L.




