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Abstract: This study was carried out to compare stand structure in Bihwajin basin Samcheok-si, Gangwon-do, Korea
for ten years between 2003 and 2014, in which occurred the east coastal forest fire in 2000. Data were collected
from 32 quadrates that followed by the analysis of vegetation classification according to plant sociology, importance
value by Mclntosh and Curtise, species diversity and similarity index. In the result of vegetation classification, the
vegetation unit decreased from 7 units to 4 units, and the number of species groups changed from 11 to 7. As a
result of importance value (IV) changes, IV of Quercus mongolica, Q. serrata and Q. variabilis was increased by
6.8%, 5.2% and 2.9% in the order, respectively. However, that of Pinus densiflora was decreased by 2.8%. That of
major planted species such as Castanea crenata, Chionanthus retusa, Prunus armeniaca var. ansu, Acer triflorum and
Koelreuteria paniculata was reduced. As a result of species diversity, it was increased from 0.252 to 0.287 in tree
layer, from 0.252 to 0.434 in subtree layer, and from 1.293 to 1.333 in shrub layer. But that in herb layer was
decreased from 1.745 to 1.646. As a result of similarity index, it was 0.78, 0.65, 0.72 and 0.55 by layers that showed
most difference in herb stratum. Considering the results, this study would be applied to the ecosystem diagnose and
management of forest fire damaged area similar to the investigated area.
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Figure 1. Map showing the study site in Bihwajin, Samcheok.
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Figure 2. Climate diagram of Uljin (a) and Donghae (b) close to the study area.
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Table 1. Differentiated constancy table of forest vegetation in 2003 study area.

Community group I il
Community B A B
Group a b

Sub group 1 2 3

Vegetation Unit VU1 vu2 VU3 VU4 VUS vu6 VU7
Altitude(m) 1352 1026 1614 176.5 86.1 76.5 45.7

Slope degree (°) 25.7 22.5 24.2 25.0 15.0 18.8 32.5

Topography 6.7 6.0 6.3 6.2 4.0 2.0 5.0

Bare rock (%) 2.9 7.5 11.7 4.0 - 2.5 37.5

Bare soil (%) 23.6 15.0 27.5 18.0 - 27.8 7.5
Litter layer(cm) 1.4 0.8 0.5 2.0 3.0 2.3 2.0

Coverage of tree layer (%) 45.0 21.7 22.5 65.0 88.8 45.0 77.5

Coverage of subtree layer (%) 45.5 - - 33.8 60.0 75.0 70.0

Coverage of shrub layer (%) 54.2 75.0 55.0 69.0 52.5 47.5 45.0

Coverage of herb layer (%) 479 58.8 48.3 43.0 63.8 65.0 35.0

Height of tree layer (m) 5.0 43 2.9 124 17.5 7.3 14.5

Height of subtree layer (m) 6.6 - - 6.3 9.0 6.0 7.0

Height of shrub layer (m) 1.7 1.7 1.3 2.0 34 2.3 2.5

Height of herb layer (m) 0.5 0.5 04 0.6 0.6 1.0 0.7

DBH of tree layer (cm) 9.8 5.0 53 24.8 23.0 14.3 32.0

DBH of subtree layer (cm) 8.0 - - 10.3 12.5 14.0 15.0

DBH of shrub layer (cm) 2.1 1.7 2.7 3.0 4.3 3.0 5.5
Number of present species 21.4 23.0 17.2 18.4 393 39.5 34.0

Releve(32) 7.0 4.0 6.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 2.0
1. Character species and differential species of Quercus mongolica community group ;
Quercus mongolica V14 323 V13 IV13 4+2 111 A5
Quercus serrata m+2 413 V+2 V12 312 ZxR
Pinus densiflora 1r4 1++ Mrr 11145 111 122 a2uxr
Quercus variabilis it 3+1 vV+2 1012 111 2R
Pteridium aquilinum var. latiusculum m+1 4+1 V+2  IVrl 122 A
Carex humilis var. nana V+1 3+1 Im+1 I11 1++ I++ 7= asAx
Potentilla freyniana IV++ 3++ Vr+ Irr 2++ 1rr A Qo x| &
Solidago virga-aurea var. asiatica Mr+ 2rr r+ 1rr u| o
Sanguisorba officinalis m++ 2r+ Irr Qo]&
Aster scaber Mr+ 1++ Mrr Trr 3r+ 2+
Rhus trichocarpa [m+2 [ ++ 2++ N2 E
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2. Character species and differential species of Q. mongolica-R. mucronulatum community ;

Rhododendron mucronulatum
Arundinella hirta
Rhododendron schlippenbachii
Pinus rigida

Lespedeza bicolor
Spodiopogon sibiricus

Chrysanthemum zawadskii var. latilobum

3. Character species and differential species of Q. mongolica-C. crenata community ;

Castanea crenata

Prunella vulgaris var. lilacina
Ailanthus altissima

Agrimonia pilosa
Scrophularia buergeriana
Taxodium distichum

Diospyros lotus

4. Differential species of Fraxinus sieboldiana group ;

Fraxinus sieboldiana
Atractylodes japonica
Patrinia scabiosaefolia

Artemisia keiskeana

5. Differential species of Polygonatum odoratum var. pluriflorum subgroup ;

Polygonatum odoratum var. pluriflorum
Melampyrum setaceum

Viola orientalis

Adenophora triphylla var. japonica

6. Differential species of Polygala japonica subgroup ;

Polygala japonica
Asparagus schoberioides
Peucedanum terbinthaceum

7. Character species and differential species of Trifolium repens community ;

Trifolium repens

Amorpha firuticosa
Kummerowia striata
Humulus japonicus

Plantago asiatica

Salix purpurea var. japonica
Persicaria thunbergii
Hypericum erectum
Celastrus orbiculatus

Rumex crispus

8. Character species and differential species of Juniperus chinensis community ;

Juniperus chinensis

Rosa wichuraiana

Metaplexis japonica

Cirsium japonicum var. ussuriense
Celtis sinensis

Aster spathulifolius

V+2 3+1 V+1 IV+1
Vrl 211 W+1 M1
Vi1l 211 M1 m+1
1125 2r2 1123 1123
V13 423 V13 V+2 1++ 2r+
V+1 3+2 V+3 o++ 2++
Irl 3++ Il m+1 1++
111 312
3r+
222
2++
2++
155
111
V+2 3+1 V+1
Vr+ 3r+ Vrr Irr
Vr+ 3r+ Mrr 1rr
Vr+ 2rr Irr
IVr+ I ++
Vrl I++
Mr+
Mr+
3++
2r+
Irr 2rr [ ++
412
3+2
3r2
2++
2+1
222
223
2++
2++
2rl
222
211
2r+
2+2
211
2+2

=4

o7 =2
oA 3
Eias|

o} 7] &
2
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9. Differential species of Alnus hirsuta group ;

Alnus hirsuta I ++ 2 212 222
Commelina communis I+ 2+1 2+1 2+1
Erigeron annuus 1++ I+1 413 4+2 1++
10. Differential species of Lonicera japonica group ;

Lonicera japonica I++ 4+1 211 2+1
Zanthoxylum piperitum 3+1 111 2+2
Rubus oldhamii 111 211 122 111
Ligustrum obtusifolium [++ 2++ 111 211
Pinus thunbergii 212 244
Cocculus trilobus I ++ 1++ 2++ 2++
Chrysanthemum indicum 1++ 2+1
Smilax sieboldii 1++ 2++
Chenopodium album var. centrorubrum 1rr 1++
Angelica decursiva 3r+ 1rr
Dioscorea batatas 2r+ 1rr
Bidens frondosa 122 Irr
11. Differential species of Rosa multiflora group ;

Rosa multiflora [ ++ 3+1 111

Leersia japonica 3+1 2+1

Rubus phoenicolasius 3rl 111

Rubus crataegifolius 323 122
Lindera obtusiloba 3+1 111

Galium verum var. asiaticum 2rr I++
Diarrhena japonica 2++ 1++
Artemisia princeps var. orientalis 3r+ 413
Ambrosia artemisiifolia var. elatior 1++ 4r+

Juncus effusus var. decipiens 122 313
Stephanandra incisa 2+1 211
Artemisia japonica 1++ 3r+

12. Character species and differential species of Robinia pseudo-acacia community group ;

Robinia pseudo-acacia It 413 JIRN! V24 335 3+5 122
Smilax china m+2 4+1 m++ IO+ 211 1++ 211
13. Companion species group ;

Miscanthus sinensis var. purpurasens I++ 4+2 o+1 I11 2+1 122
Quercus dentata 211 m+1 V+1 211 212
Isodon inflexus 3r+ Trr I ++ 2++ 1++
Zanthoxylum schinifolium I+ 2++ [ ++ 2r+ 111

Lactuca raddeana [rr Mrr 2r+ 1++
Pueraria thunbergiana I ++ [++ 111 211
Eupatorium chinense var. simplicifolium 1rr 2r+ 1++ 1++
Themeda triandra var. japonica Orr [ ++ 1++

Viola mandshurica 1++ Orr lrr
Lespedeza maximowiczii I+1 1++ 111

Sedum kamtschaticum Irr 1++ 2+1
Parthenocissus tricuspidata [++ 2+1 2+1
Aster yomena Irr 1rr 1++
Clematis apiifolia [ ++ 2rl Irr

Populus tomentiglandulosa 111 155 111
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Table 1. Continued.

Artemis iaiwayomogi lrr
Callicarpa japonica

Chrysanthemum boreale

Lysimachia barystachys

Syneilesis palmata o+1
Prunus serrulata var. spontanea

Acer pseudo-sieboldianum 111
Persicaria hydropiper

Hemerocalis fulva

Lysimachia clethroides 1++
Morus bombycis

Rubia cordifolia var. pratensis

Oxalis corniculata

Solanum lyratum

Oplismenus undulatifolius

Others (117 species)

1rr 111 ¢ £ #] 7]
[++ 1++ 111 ZFAL R
I ++ 2+1 2r+ Ab=t
IIrl lrr VA ESSS]
1+ oA} E
122 111 Hip
111 T
[++ Irr o] 7
459
111 7 4G
122 211 ApEopo
[r I ZHBEAY
I++ 1rr
[++ 2r+ " EE=
I ++ 2+1 FEXNE
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Table 2. Differentiated constancy table of forest vegetation in 2014 study area.

Community group 1

Community A B

Group a b

Sub group 1 2

Vegetation unit VU1 VU2 VU3 VU4

Altitude(m) 58 143 124 98

Slope degree(°) 20.0 23.6 23.8 27.5
Topography 3.5 5.8 7.0 4.0

Bare rock(%) 12.5 3.1 22.5 -

Bare s0il(%) 2.5 15.5 45.0 48.0

Litter layer(cp) 2.8 1.6 0.0 1.0

Coverage of tree layer(%) 72.5 72.2 30.0 10.0

Coverage of subtree layer(%) 47.0 51.4 25.0 -

Coverage of shrub layer(%) 55.0 66.7 78.3 25.0

Coverage of herb layer(%) 73.3 51.9 51.3 65.0

Height of tree layer(m) 17.8 8.4 6.5 6.0

Height of subtree layer(m) 9.0 5.5 5.0 -

Height of shrub layer(m) 3.6 2.1 2.3 2.0

Height of herb layer(m) 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.5

DBH of tree layer(cm) 27.0 15.6 13.5 8.0

DBH of subtree layer(cm) 14.0 10.3 11.0 -

DBH of shrub layer(cm) 5.5 4.1 3.7 3.5

Number of present species 32.0 23.0 12.0 22.0

Releve(33) 6.0 21.0 4.0 2.0

1. Character species and differential species of Quepcus serrata community group ;

Quercus serrata I 12 14 312 111 2R

Robinia pseudoacacia 25 v+5s 222 212 O} 7P A L} -

2. Character species and differential species of Quercus mongolica community ;

Quercus mongolica I+1 +5 313 e

Pinus densiflora sz \2R 414 FABR=E

Quercus variabilis 12 E‘B 4+1 =3

Quercus dentata g% IVH 3++ o R

Fraxinus sieboldiana ml2 +2 211 HEF YU
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A106H A22 (2017)

3. Differential species of Smilax china group ;

Smilax china I‘\r]+2 v+2

Lindera obtusiloba mH! m+l
Calamagrostis arundinacea m o+l 1++
Aster scaber m! v+t

Solidago virgaurea subsp. Asiatica o+t v+l

Artemisia keiskeana ot mt+ 1++
Rhus tricocarpa +1 m+3

Pinus thunbergii 34 1+4

4. Differential species of Zanthoxylum piperitum subgroup ;

Zanthoxylum piperitum v+3 1+1

Rosa multiflora v+l 1+t

Rubus oldhamii v 13 123
Parthenocissus tricuspidata v+3 1+1 111
Lonicera japonica v+l 1+t

Clematis apiifolia v+l

Eupatorium japonicum v+l

Castanea crenata w13 112

Commelina communis v+l 1+t

Ligustrum obtusifolium m22 R11

Phryma leptostachya var. asiatica m+2

Diospyros lotus o+t R++

Angelica decursiva mrl

Viola verecunda o+t

Persicaria thunbergii ml2

Vicia unijuga liga!

Callicarpa japonica Jigh!

Sedum kamtschaticum o+l

Dendranthema indicum o+l

Celtis sinensis mll

Metasequoia glyptostroboides 155

5. Differential species of Rhododendron schlippenbachii subgroup ;
Rhododendron schlippenbachii 1+t V12
Spodiopogonsibiricus o+l v+3 1++
Atractylodes ovata 1+t vr+

Potentilla freyniana mtt
Zanthoxylum schinifolium m+2

Lysimachia clethroides o+l
Polygonatum odoratum var. pluriflorum o+t

6. Character species and differential species of Coreopsis lanceolata community;
Coreopsis lanceolata

Indigofera pseudotinctoria

Oenothera biennis

Hemistepta lyrata

Melilotus alba

7. Differential species of Pinus rigida group ;

Pinus rigida y 4 133
Lespedeza bicolor +3 412
Pteridium aquilinum var. latiusculum 111 v 12 4+1
Carex humilis var. nana V+3 111
Rhododendron mucronulatum nt3 212
Miscanthus sinensis var. purpurascens +1 211
Adenophora triphylla var. japonica ort Irr

1++

1++

111

2+1

1++

212
2+1
2+1
2r+
24+

1++
24+
2+1

1++
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Table 2. Continued.

8. Companion species group ;

Alnus sibirica m+2 1+4 111 29 g
Prunus pendula m+2 R11 2++ S
Oplismenus undulatifolius m22 1++ FE2ZNE
Isodon inflexus o+l o+ Apub)
Asplenium incisum o+t 712 ILALE
Dioscorea tokoro nt+t T2}l
Juniperus rigida o+t R++ AEp =B =
Rubus crataegifolius ml2 [+ 1++ Apak7)
Populus tomentiglandulosa ré 111 1++ O AFA L}
Stephanandra incisa mi2 1++ ER A=,
Arundinella hirta I+t o+l 412 212 A
Lespedeza maximowiczii 1+t 1+t Z 22X
Syneilesis palmata 122 liga! S A} E
Onoclea sensibilis var. interrupta 144 o} Ak 311
Hemerocallis fulva o+l 2] 27
Sanguisorba officinalis 1+1 Qo]
Styrax japonicus 111 113 ) U}
Disporum smilacinum 112 o] 7)1 )2
Lactuca raddeana 1+t 2++ Ap2zu})
Cocculus trilobus 1+t 1++ o)y =
Others (98 species) 1+t 3o}
2. ZeX| 2) ofiE3
A wjslage] U APANE AEASSH  2014UE ofREZo] FaXt AR} 238% 7
(Ellenberg, 1956; Braun-Blanquet, 1964) ¥ 0.2 HX 5} AF =oFal, S22 9.4%, oAU 9.4%, WU 8.3%

o FLEH 2003 Eof ZAME 7709] ATl 2014
T ZARSE 47119 A9 E 7]& 2 2 Curtis and Mclntosh
o] S 5835t R ERE SaAE ST A

£ oot 2t

17.0% o]Ao2 , 27Tk 13.2%, Az
U 11.7%, SR 8.7%, 24 83% 59 £o0=2 U
Epth ZF AT S a2 TE0] 22.9%((A) At
A1), AU 21.1%AATS] 2), 27| oA AR
91 3), OFZHAIFE 100.0%(A1 89 4)7F 718 =4 UrEt
ok 2003 =9t Bl Ekl S i AU 6.8%, S30t
L 50%, ZHUEE 2.9%, 24 1.4%, AFEUEL 1.0%2)
=07 FUFHAAL, AUF 2.7%, B 2.1%, 7IHE
1.8%, O] 1.8%, AU 1.8%9] 4202 7H4styl
ok E3 20149 wEZo| AEA S FFoEE
AHEUROL TR o]l o, A u|AE], HAFEUE,
EA7], AU, ol FUR, 7IH S UERER] gttt
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Table 3. Comparing importance value of tree layer in 2003 and 2014.

Year
. 2003 2014
Scientific name Vegetation unit Vegetation unit Percentage
I 2 3 4 5 6 7 oM Ty 5 3 4 SUM hange

Quercus mongolica 6.7 - 20.0 - 8.6 - - 4.9 57 143 - - 11.7 6.8
Quercus serrata - - - - - - - - - 6.9 - - 5.2 5.2
Quercus variabilis 6.7 - 200 13.0 - - - 5.8 - 103 314 - 8.7 2.9
Pinus thunbergii - - - - - - 77.2 7.0 229 48 - - 83 1.4
Morus bombycis - - - - - - - - 5.7 - - - 1.0 1.0
Ailanthus altissima - - - - - - - - - 1.4 - - 1.0 1.0
Robinia pseudoacacia - 18.5 - 6.5 327 514 - 16.8 16.2 16.0 - 100.0 175 0.7
Alnus sibirica - - - 6.5 - 41 - 3.1 57 3.7 - - 3.8 0.6
Pinus strobus - - 20.0 - - - - 1.8 - 2.7 - - 2.0 0.2
Acer tataricum subsp. ginnala - - - - - 102 - 1.3 72 - - - 1.4 0.0
Pinus rigida 413 185 - 206 - - - 13.7 - 149 686 - 13.2 -0.5
Prunus serrulata var. spontanea - - 20.0 - - - - 1.8 - 1.4 - - 1.0 -0.8
Metasequoia glyptostroboides - - - - 18.0 - - 4.4 162 - - - 35 -0.9
Acer palmatum var. amoenum - - 20.0 - - - - 1.8 - 1.1 - - 0.9 -0.9
Amorpha fruticosa - - - - - 10.2 - 1.3 - - - - - -1.3
Populus tomentiglandulosa - - - - 18.0 - - 4.4 13.0 - - - 2.7 -1.7
Koelreuteria paniculata 9.1 - - - - - - 1.8 - - - - - -1.8
Acer triflorum - 315 - - - - - 1.8 - - - - - -1.8
Prunus armeniaca var. ansu 9.1 0.0 - - - - - 1.8 - - - - - -1.8
Chionanthus retusus - 31.5 - - - - - 1.8 - - - - - -1.8
Salix koriyanagi - - - - - 14.1 - 1.8 - - - - - -1.8
Castanea crenata - - - - 15.6 - - 3.1 - 1.4 - - 1.0 -2.1
Pinus densiflora 272 - - 534 70 - 228 198 72 21.1 - - 17.1 -2.7
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0
Table 4. Comparing importance value of subtree layer in 2003 and 2014.

Year

L 2003 2014
Scientific name Vegetation unit Vegetation unit Percentage
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 M Ty 5 3 4 Sum change

Quercus mongolica - - - 196 67 - - 7.1 7.6 320 181 - 23.8 16.6
Castanea crenata - - - - 67 - - 27 235 18 - - 8.3 5.6
Quercus serrata - - - - 108 - - 4.4 3.8 13.0 - - 9.4 5.0
Fraxinus sieboldiana - - - - - - - - 61 29 - - 3.7 3.7
Quercus variabilis - - - - - - - - 61 13 101 - 3.5 35
Prunus verecunda - - - - - - - - 3.8 18 - - 23 23
Styrax japonicus - - - - - - 84 1.7 - 48 - - 3.0 1.3
Pinus strobus - - - - - - - - - 1.8 - - 1.1 1.1
Tilia amurensis - - - - - - - - 3.8 - - - 1.1 1.1
Acer triflorum - - - - - - - - - 1.3 - - 0.8 0.8
Zanthoxylum schinifolium - - - - - - - - - 1.3 - - 0.8 0.8
Smilax china - - - - - - - - - 1.3 - - 0.8 0.8
Pinus rigida 500 - - 120 - - - 5.5 - 96 - - 6.1 0.6
Populus tomentiglandulosa - - - 76 41 - - 34 98 - - - 3.0 -0.3
Celtis sinensis - - - - - - 84 1.7 3.8 - - - 1.1 -0.6
Juniperus chinensis - - - - - - 291 55 98 1.8 - - 4.2 -1.3
Quercus dentata - - - - 41 - 145 44 61 18 - - 3.0 -1.4
Diospyros lotus - - - - 4.1 - - 1.7 - - - - - -1.7
Acer pseudosieboldianum - - - - - 160 - 1.7 - - - - - -1.7
Morus bombycis - - - - 41 - - 1.7 - - - - - -1.7
Rhamnus ussuriensis - - - - 4.1 - - 1.7 - - - - - -1.7
Taxodium distichum - - - - - 237 - 2.7 - - - - - 2.7
Pinus thunbergii - - - - 108 - 229 88 6.1 47 - - 4.8 -4.0
Alnus sibirica - - - 176 67 237 - 9.4 3.8 29 181 - 4.1 -5.3
Ailanthus altissima - - - - 134 - - 5.5 - - - - - -5.5
Pinus densiflora 500 - - 313 - - 8.4 11.6 - 42 537 - 5.6 -6.0
Robinia pseudoacacia - - - 120 243 365 84 188 61 11.8 - - 9.4 -9.4
Total 100.0 - - 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 - 100.0 0.0
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Table S. Comparing importance value of shrub layer in 2003 and 2014.
Year
L 2003 2014
Scientific name Vegetation unit Vegetation unit Percentage
I 2 3 4 5 6 7 S Ty 5 3 4 SU™ change
Pinus densiflora 2.1 - - - - - - 0.4 - 6.3 30.8 - 8.0 7.6
Rhododendron mucronulatum 7.5 - 75 29 - - - 3.1 - 9.9 5.0 - 7.1 3.9
Prunus pendula f. ascendens - - - - - - - - 39 05 - 7.9 1.5 L5
Fraxinus sieboldiana 103 2.7 175 - - - - 3.5 1.6 65 33 - 49 1.3
Alnus sibirica - - - - 50 36 - 1.1 48 2.1 - - 2.4 1.3
Rhus tricocarpa 4.8 - - 1.4 14 - - 1.3 1.6 34 - - 2.5 1.2
Pinus thunbergii - - - - - - - - - 1.4 - 3.9 1.1 1.1
Acer tataricum subsp. Ginnala - - - - - - - - 5.4 - - - 0.9 0.9
Castanea crenata - - - 21 - - - 0.4 30 08 - - 1.1 0.7
Zanthoxylum piperitum - - - - 39 3.6 97 1.6 104 0.5 - - 2.3 0.7
Rhododendron schlippenbachii 83 27 14 21 - - - 2.4 - 4.7 - - 3.1 0.7
Smilax china 48 47 14 21 25 - 92 3.1 55 41 - - 3.7 0.6
Wisteria floribunda - - - - - - - - - - - 19.0 0.5 0.5
Indigofera pseudotinctoria - - - - - - - - - - - 12.5 0.5 0.5
Styrax japonicus - - - - - - - - 1.6 03 - - 0.5 0.5
Lindera obtusiloba - - - - 39 36 - 1.0 09 1.9 - - 1.4 0.5
Ligustrum obtusifolium - - - 1.4 14 - 92 1.2 9.0 - - - 1.6 0.4
Zanthoxylum schinifolium - 2.0 - 14 14 36 - 1.1 - 2.2 - - 1.5 0.4
Diospyros lotus - - - - - - - - 0.9 03 - - 0.4 0.4
Quercus aliena - - - - 25 - - 0.4 - - - - - -0.4
Clerodendrum trichotomum - - - - - 3.6 - 0.4 - - - - - -0.4
Acer palmatum var. amoenum - - - - 2.5 - - 0.4 - - - - - -0.4
Weigela subsessilis - - - - - - 46 04 - - - - - -0.4
Prunus japonica var. nakaii - - - - 2.5 - - 0.4 - - - - - -0.4
Salix caprea - - - - - 3.6 - 0.4 - - - - - -0.4
Rosa multiflora - - - 1.4 50 36 - 1.3 3.1 03 - - 0.8 -0.5
Lespedeza maximowiczii 2.1 - - - 14 3.6 - 1.0 0.9 0.3 - - 0.4 -0.6
Rubus phoenicolasius - - - - 1.4 3.6 - 0.6 - - - - - 0.6
Amorpha fruticosa - - - - - 6.7 - 0.6 - - - - - 0.6
Boehmeria spicata - - - - - 6.7 - 0.6 - - - - - -0.6
Lespedeza cyrtobotrya - - 3.5 - - - - 0.6 - - - - - -0.6
Morus bombycis - - - 37 25 - - 1.0 - 0.5 - - 0.3 -0.7
Acer pseudosieboldianum 2.1 - - - - 3.6 - 0.7 - - - - - -0.7
Pueraria lobata - - - 1.4 - 36 92 1.3 1.6 - - - 0.3 -1.0
Quercus dentata - 54 41 36 25 - 6.9 3.0 3.1 1.1 - - 1.3 -1.7
Quercus variabilis 62 54 90 37 25 - - 4.4 - 30 58 - 25 -1.9
Pinus rigida - 42 95 21 - - - 2.7 - 06 33 - 0.7 -2.0
Rubus crataegifolius - - - - 116 67 - 2.1 - - - - 0.0 -2.1
Quercus mongolica 302 15.0 232 157 5.0 - 46 162 - 182 129 - 13.6 -2.5
Lespedeza bicolor 164 241 186 11.6 - 22 - 12.5 - 11,5 116 79 9.2 -3.3
Robinia pseudoacacia 2.1 162 41 273 19.1 103 9.7 122 46 77 50 276 7.4 -4.9
Others (33 species) 34 177 103 158 21.6 278 369 168 382 120 224 212 185 1.7
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0
YU 1.5%, 2 EF U 1.3%, 222U 1.3%2] <& 7P =04aL, 2E7] 4.9%, AdUT 4.3%, LA 3.7%
©F ZISYUIL, IR 49%, 27 33% AZU 5o fow vehdth 44U @ FRAE FW
2 2.5%, A7) 2.1%, B7|hAUE 2.0%9] &0 ZhA 11.4% (AT 1), 7F= 15 AR 16.9%(A1 4TS 2),
Shleh 3 20149 e WSO MEA S8 TR Ze} 16.8%(A AT 3), o= A7E 13.2%(A1 8T
B AR, EUE, 23U, U, 0Us 5 9 92 47 7P S0 dehdth 20038 =e} u]wste
17go13l o, AR, TE7], SAMIAM, e, & ul TR TE AR T0%, 8] 44%, Y 1L7%, ©
A7) 5 % I15%0] UK FUTHTable 5 FE).  WOIPT 16%, AU 1.5%0] &0 Z71ola, A
3.7%, MNEZx 2.5%, =% 2.2%, oAU 1.8%, S3t
4) 5= T 1.7%98 &2 AskAct TS 20140 FE 29
WIAEE 2EZ0 FRAL EATEAE 95%2  AlB7 FAS FoRE & 540 o7, HEiy,



164

[N

Bl G sk

A106H A22 (2017)

ER=E
o2 E, A, EobE, A, rk, EFUE S0l e T A=gudAT, cote, §9 5 F 105F°] st
A skl glE, 284, A7k s, #9l, got A gSktH(Table 6 3F=).
Table 6. Comparing importance value of herb layer in 2003 and 2014.
Year
L 2003 2014
Scientific name - - - -
Vegetation unit Vegetation unit Percentage
I 2 3 4 5 6 7 UM Ty o 3 4 SU™ change
Carex humilis var. nana 56 28 25 20 04 00 13 2.0 0.0 169 27 0.0 9.5 7.1
Rubus oldhamii - - - 20 1.8 - - 0.5 114 23 - 4.0 4.9 44
Zoysia japonica - - - - - - - - - - 168 - 1.7 1.7
Parthenocissus tricuspidata - - - - - 1.2 51 0.5 50 07 27 - 2.1 1.6
Pinus densiflora 21 06 12 28 - - - 0.9 - 20 139 - 2.4 1.5
sibilis var.
gj@ofrf[fl;e" - - .- .09 - 02 55 - - - 17 1.5
Oplismenus undulatifolius - - - 0.8 1.8 - - 0.4 54 03 - - 1.8 1.4
Lindera obtusiloba - - - - 0.4 - - 0.1 23 1.1 - - 1.3 1.2
Syneilesis palmata 1.7 - - - 0.4 - - 0.4 1.8 1.6 - - 1.5 1.1
Calamagrostis arundinacea - - - - - - - 0.0 .1 12 14 - 1.1 1.1
Solidago virgaurea subsp. Asiatica 12 1.2 1.7 - 0.4 - - 0.7 1.1 23 - 1.6 1.8 1.1
Rhododendron schlippenbachii 35 32 25 49 - - - 1.8 04 49 - - 2.9 1.0
Quercus variabilis 13 12 19 - 0.4 - - 0.7 1.6 16 42 - 1.7 1.0
Disporum smilacinum - - - - - - - - - 1.6 - - 0.9 0.9
Styrax japonicus - - - - - - - - 04 1.2 - - 0.8 0.8
Aster scaber 1.6 06 12 08 13 - - 0.8 1.5 19 - - 1.6 0.8
Phryma leptostachya var. asiatica - - - - - - - - 2.5 - - - 0.7 0.7
Coreopsis lanceolata - - - - - 0.4 - 0.1 - - - 132 0.8 0.7
Rhus tricocarpa 0.4 - - - 0.4 - - 0.2 04 1.1 - - 0.8 0.6
Smilax china 08 28 12 16 18 04 - 1.2 23 19 - - 1.8 0.6
Metasequoia glyptostroboides - - - - - - - - 1.8 - - - 0.5 0.5
Medicago sativa - - - - - - - - - - - 9.2 0.5 0.5
Zanthoxylum piperitum - - - - 04 09 13 0.4 29 0.1 - - 0.9 0.5
Arundinella hirta 29 32 45 36 - - - 2.0 04 1.1 112 132 2.5 0.5
Clematis apiifolia - - - - 1.8 04 - 0.4 32 - - - 0.8 0.5
Artemisia keiskeana 24 12 12 - - - - 0.8 07 15 14 - 1.2 0.5
Avena sativa - - - - - - - - - 0.4 - 4.0 0.4 0.4
Artemisia montana - - - - - - - - 0.8 04 - - 0.4 0.4
Poa sphondylodes - - - - - - - - - 0.4 - 4.0 0.4 0.4
Lysimachia clethroides - 0.6 - - 1.4 - - 0.3 - 1.1 - - 0.7 0.4
Equisetum arvense - - - - 04 28 - 0.8 0.8 - - - 0.2 -0.6
Persicaria thunbergii - - - - - 5.7 - 1.5 2.6 - - - 0.8 -0.7
Leersia japonica - - - - 32 12 - 0.8 - - - - - -0.8
Kummerowia striata - - - - - 32 - 0.8 - - - - - -0.8
Miscanthus sinensis
var. purpurascens 04 76 19 20 18 1.9 - 23 - 1.7 55 16 1.5 -0.8
Quercus mongolica 11.1 48 107 6.1 23 - - 5.1 0.7 69 27 - 43 -0.8
Patrinia scabiosaefolia 20 1.8 1.7 - 0.4 - - 0.9 - - - - - -0.9
Rubus crataegifolius - - - - 142 - - 2.0 26 03 - 1.6 1.0 -1.0
Oenanthe javanica - - - - - 38 - 1.0 - - - - - -1.0
Trifolium repens - - - - - 4.0 - 1.0 - - - - - -1.0
Spodiopogon sibiricus 70 50 144 1.6 - - 2.6 4.6 12 55 14 - 3.5 -1.0
Dendranthema zawadskii var. latilobum 1.7 1.8 1.9 49 - - 1.3 1.4 - 0.4 - - 0.3 -1.1
Artemisia princeps - - - - 1.3 53 - 1.6 0.4 - - 4.0 0.3 -1.3
Pinus rigida - 44 35 48 0.0 - - 1.7 - 0.3 - 1.6 0.3 -1.4
Quercus serrata 35 86 38 36 1.8 - - 2.9 - 1.7 2.7 - 1.2 -1.7
Robinia pseudoacacia 1.3 32 19 212 32 12 - 3.9 0.8 19 27 179 2.0 -1.8
Juncus effusus var. decipiens - - - - 35 6.6 - 2.2 - - - - - 2.2
Erigeron annuus - 0.6 - 28 94 40 13 2.8 0.8 0.1 - - 0.3 -2.5
Lespedeza bicolor 11.8 145 123 85 04 04 - 6.8 - 47 56 - 3.1 -3.7
Others (203 species) 37.5 30.2 304 257 450 558 87.1 419 375 29.0 250 343 31.1 -10.9
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0
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Table 7. Values of species diversity indices between 2003 and 2014 by layers.

Layer
Species diversity Tree Subtree Shrub Herb

2003 2014 2003 2014 2003 2014 2003 2014

S 1.400 1.800 1.400 1.900 6.600 7.600 20.900 17.900

1’ 0.297 0.317 0.297 0.368 0.677 0.656 0.603 0.594

H' 0.252 0.287 0.252 0.434 1.293 1.333 1.745 1.646

D 0.158 0.169 0.158 0.251 0.602 0.648 0.761 0.703

Table 8. Community coefficient of similarity in the study area.
Layer Tree Layer Subtree Layer Shurb Layer Herb Layer
03 - '14 0.78 0.65 0.72 0.55

3. BCios 2 F T4 AUT9IE Vehg, 0149 E 2AG AL
U S Ul LS AN BAPIAS VRl BT 29 29 2 2 2
(Ellenberg, 1956; Braun-Blanquet, 1964)2] =} 2 72A O] AFOo R Z 4719 AR BEEQich oF 104
shof TR 2003UES 0IaME] ZAT FHE T o A T AZURRLZAH ERIREEATOD bl
OFEAgE Hagh datolrk Ao, AyEd= 77 EelolA 47 FHR Sols
NEZo ZFHT L= 2003¥%E 1400004 20149 %= Ao, 2 = 117 2LA T 22 =4F
1.8000.2 =750, dAEE 0.29794 03172 = Hef 2 AAFEo] ERES & 4 A%tk 20009 = 5
Fhetoith. ThFEL 0252004 02872 Z7beH Aom 1 ok Aol Wl F, flzUsgol A4 a9
Elgt) ofnE=9] FHT = 2003dX 1.4000]4 2014 glo] HURE AR ms ] B St
AxE 1.9000.2 Z715t3 o, A= 0.297°f 4] 0.368 Z ol Ut & o8] 2Y4EE AASE A3 2003W =
2 Z715Leth ThFEL 0252014 04342 718k A0 AJIEAL AL 11 Fo] Uehbs Thore Ak 7t
2 Yehgt #5359 FHEs 20039%= 6.60000 4] A 2HAAARE 10d0] 35 7, AAA] Holahg%
760002 F7tstglon, dAEE 0.677914 0.656. 2= of 2o 2HFol e E AL S, Al
Tk ghaskelnh thFEs 1293004 1.33308 F7tgh 5o AUFRIE wE ol il Holn Al=E We vt
O 2 YEPdTh 282359 $HEE 20.900014 17.900 = oz doE ik 20009 % FEioF AbRo] WAyt
or fgastglon, dAfEs 0.6030)4 0.594=2 s} Sof AAEAL ARE BT Zol7] wiwe] Ab= ol
Gtk CHFEL 07450041 164602 714 AOR et B} o]50] WSS sheld £k QA AR X e}
W THTable 7 =) AlZkol et whg AAHSE whefstal o Ssh=t
AHEE 4 slont e ol viehe W), i 99
4 BARNE AU AP o} £ =} oF 10¥19] Algto] 5o
A UlSP ele] 2003KEe) 2014 vEe] 291 & e W AupRe) AAES: SRR WA b
SHAEE H]LOF& Z¥7} 0.78, 0.65, 0.72, 0.55% L&} AL o 5= QliTh o] 2000 = FaoF Aol uhys)
Hor] HEET} ol mEZ, PEEY FEGAEL 2 7] o4 AAAelGH AR AHRusA o] 47140l
2o Fepg o] Hls) o BAA FHOE ey BAREe AR o, @4 A9 BUL FEsw
g A Z9l0) ZeheAtdo]l TAES Aolsk A ke Gl HIURS AQUE F HURRE §5 St
O PekE|drkTable 8 2% %9 APHQ 45 TR BYUD FoE SHFOD
& lolu] 412 A SFOIYH AU E Yol g T
o & ojg] WrElgl 5 WwEw Ay o A% &
o ureh ke B} APURE EEE B
2003 % FA}SE AFA w3}z §of Aol AFHAAEA| oz EAro] ZF A(Jung et al., 2002; Lee, 2007)o]| 2}
AL 7o) wek, o] #e 2Ae] 34 awe = s)Ee] ol wisgt ATk ehth A, B,
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[e)

°

) A% Fio SRl e B Sl 3ok

I ohE AEo] Hlste] ko A5 4= Q=

L2 yuo Aoz AHA QJrK(Shim et al, 1985; Park et

al., 2004; Jeon et al., 2010; Byeon and Yun, 2016).
2003 =9} 20149 = QX5 SR LE3}o] At

23 A3, DEFIAL AU 68% 71 Bol

SRRl SV 52%, U 2.9%, HE 14%

o o %7}@2";@. I, 2R = 2.8%E MY W

o] ZHABFGOM, WU 2.1%, 71HS -1.8%, o] T

-1.8%, AU -1.8%, EAF7|UE -1.8%, MU

-1.8% = JHEO ZPYLE AHo] oflE S nEE =

axE o & 5 Qe ol Faete] Asix|olA
AARA| e} 2R L] AL H@F Ao
A AQRLAS} o w2 el A Lol 4
ol HPH 3 3~4% Tx0| FHE XL A HUE
2 Szo] B Hox ST oR dg Aojzhs 7|
= 79l 7

F& HEPATHJung et
AvimE, Az
U 5.6%, S3UF
3.

al, 2002). ofu %2 QX%
16.6%= 7}XP U}O] Z7Fel o, u

5.0%, &= 5%9] Lo ' 27}
atol ﬂﬁ SR SRR 2ol 1040] A4
o) AEo] ARXE Aoz Uelgt) v, ol7pA LR
9A%E 1 gl LT 5 010400% ZLHR -6.0%,

vreRich s o] Aizto) E} 20| MRS u]els)
U dAlshs FEiE He Ao AREIY #5S
A5 AWEE, 2URT} 7.6%08 7P wo| F7}
stgon ke 3.9%, SHUR 5%, 28Tyt
1.3%9] o2 S7kE Wehilith uhd, oA urt
49%0 2 7P B2 A yEhlen, A2 -3.3%,
AZFR 2.5%, AFg7] 2.1%9] o2 74aFHe Uet
e 20039 = AFA BB o) AL BA] AREe] 3
Ao W2 AT ZAo] o]2oH T A4 G} &3
&= 50% wiRk 2], AbE wEfolE wEng -3dFe] ot
A= A go g U l=t|(Song, 2016), FEZo] A ALt
o] H]g Z7lo) 1A 2 GRS n] AAThe] 38 =
AV 2, 4, 22, 230 Bt *“JﬂDPHOIEﬂl 200049 = &
ok AR A 9hd ALE U Z o)) o] AbE

[e]
(Jeong et al., 2015). 2EZ=9] 29 x& A EH, 7}
TEAETL 1% MY gol Fskgon, 28]
4.4%, At 1.7%, FA0IE = 1.6% +22 Z7152 2
STk WHE, A 3I%E 1 B TS Bol,
MYZ -2.5%, TZ -2.2%, OMHAIUSE -1.8%2] o2
Fathe e,

2003 =2} 2014 9] =9 ZrlSE X455 Ay
Hy wEZofA] 0.25294 02872 thAh Z718HS B
Zo]| A 0.25200|4] 04342 Z7letglon, ==

of Al 1.2930]4 1.33302 =7}5FS Yellich v =5
Zol A= 17459014 1.646 02 7HA3II=t| o= 2003 W=
of ol Haste] M Aol FAAES HFESH
of YEAHABY FYUCR 3| FEUY FrhEA]
427k AlRbo] AUt 4ol ol wet Beelol
2 Y= A5 B3 Zo] Eol Aoz AlREHAY
(Jeong et al., 2015), 2003 A =2} 2014 =of] AT A
717kt Apol7t qlo] 7182t o] W 225
E3of Aol %S Aoz HHEHTh

7FE A a]g].x]OOﬂ O]‘:H—J A A1 A
&} (Ellenberg, 1956; Braun-Blanquet, 1964)

AEho] LEE 2003 =} 2014 E 0] = Ht}g ‘:_L o}
=X “’u%EEﬂ TEZ0]| 4] 0.78, o
a4 0.72, 225004 0555 1)rEP”“’Jr Buell %
(19662 20135 5 4l A el 574 4
7h eestEnE ez fALE 257} 02 ofakel o)
L ol@ Q] 22, 08 ol oWl FAHel Fetoletu 5}
gou, 1oyl = 2eto] 4Hs] 24 ejujetiL, 0 of

#4031 H22, 05 olgold 2450l Ao} G
0.5 OW% Upehu 3

al, ofnlE=

4] Ax}, T709] ARl ol A 47]9] ATk
ol ztaslgon, 117]9 ZLo|A 7T7)e 2Low 7t
aateleh o 24 Ak, wE5ST) ofaE oA Al

O
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