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Abstract - This study was conducted to analyze character of distribution of plants by landforms and altitude in Mt.
myeonbong. The chemical properties of soil in this study sites were as follows; pH 4.86, organic 52.53 g/kg, P,Os 7.57 mg/
kg, potassium 0.18 cmol'/kg, calcium 2.45 cmol*/kg and magnesium 0.49 cmol’/kg. Generalists in the upper layer were
analyzed as follows; Quercus mongolica, Pinus densiflora, Quercus variabilis, and specialists; Carpinus cordata, Tilia
amurensis, Morus bombycis etc. In the middle layer, generalists were Betula schmidtii, Quercus mongolica, Sorbus alnifolia
and specialists; Lindera erythrocarpa, Quercus serrata, Staphylea bumalda etc. Generalist of shrubs; Lindera obtusiloba,
Rhododendron mucronulatum, Sorbus alnifolia, and specialists; Morus bombycis, Pinus densiflora, Deutzia glabrata etc.
Generalists of herbaceous layer; Rhus tricocarpa, Lespedeza maximowiczii, Polygonatum odoratum var. pluriflorum and
specialists; Liparis kumokiri, Davallia mariesii and Chrysosplenium flagelliferum etc.
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Fig. 1. Survey sites located in Mt. myeonbong for spatial distribution investigations (dot line: Research forest of KNU).
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Fig. 2. Species Area Curves for each forest layer through Esti-
mation of species richness, Chao 1 estimator were used and
error bars indicate standard deviation.

Table 1. Soil chemical properties each environmental factor (+SD, ‘a and b’ indicates that the item was shown significant different
differences among treatments at the 5% level, ANOVA, duncan’s post-hoc)

Soil Factors oM. Avail. P Exchangeable cation (cmol'/kg)

Environment pH (g/kg) (mg/ke) K Cca® mg®*
Total (n=72) 4.86+0.44 5253+12.19 7.57+4.74 0.18+0.11 2.45+£327 0.49+£0.42
=800 m (n=16) 491+£0.53 61.56+4.55 7.48+3.90 023+0.19 3.60+441 0.53+0.49
Altitude 700~800 m (n=22) 4.86+043 53.57+11.73° 732+438 0.18+0.08 234+3.62 0.46+043
600~700 m (n=23) 4.83+0.44 4637+13.59"° 7.90+5.65 0.17+0.05 2.00+2.14 0.48+0.33
600 m> (n=11) 482+029 50.79+10.78° 8.14+526 0.16+0.03 1.90+1.87 0.47+0.42
Ridge & peak (n=22) 4.59+0.42° 51.42+13.19 643+423 0.14+004 083+1.12° 0.34+034
Landform Slope (n=22) 490+£0.32" 5243+11.67 7.96+531 021+0.13 2.98+3.35" 0.57+0.46
Valley (n=28) 5.04+£0.43" 53.67+12.36 835+4.68 0.20+0.12 3.29+3.84" 0.53+0.41
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Table 2. Correlation coefficient between horizontal and vertical ecological niche breadth (Pearson’s Correlation method was used)

Index Layer — ypper (n=25) Middle (n=42) Shrub (n=61) Herbaceous (n=201)
Correlation coefficient 0.68 0.63 0.65 0.62
p-value 0.08 0.34 0.30 0.40
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Table 3. Gerneralist and specialist species through Ecological niche breadth of crown vegetation in study sites (Rank for 7 species for
each part, G: Generalist, S: Speciealist)

Layer Scientific name HD* VD’ Mean
Quercus mongolica A5 0.799 0.942 0.871

Pinus densiflora 25 0.881 0.656 0.769

Quercus variabilis =35 0.731 0.732 0.732

G Acer pictum subsp. mono L= AL} 0.585 0.871 0.728
Fraxinus sieboldiana &) =35 0.458 0.832 0.645

Styrax obassia Z-F}5- 0.564 0.724 0.644

Upper Betula schmidtii 925 0.571 0.644 0.607
Carpinus cordata 7}A8e 0.333 0.622 0.478

Tilia amurensis U5 0.333 0.499 0.416

Morus bombycis AFELEL 0.333 0.497 0.415

S Acer pseudosieboldianum FTE5- 0.333 0.458 0.396

Quercus dentata B 5 0.333 0.404 0.369

Carpinus laxiflora Ao1UE- 0.333 0.388 0.361

Platycarya strobilacea =35 0.333 0.359 0.346

Betula schmidtii ¥rg-3 0.857 0.940 0.899

Quercus mongolica A7 5 0.923 0.873 0.898

Sorbus alnifolia ZH| U 0.929 0.817 0.873

G  Tilia amurensis TV 0.926 0.694 0.810
Fraxinus sieboldiana &)=3¢|U5 0.719 0.895 0.807

Quercus variabilis =35 0.735 0.825 0.780

Middle Acer pseudosieboldianum FH3Ep5- 0.582 0.919 0.751
Lindera erythrocarpa B)EUE 0.557 0.417 0.487

Quercus serrata S35 0.390 0.543 0.467

Staphylea bumalda 315 0.333 0.492 0.413

S Rhododendron mucronulatum A =- 0.333 0.484 0.409
Euonymus oxyphyllus 235 0.333 0.476 0.405

Alnus sibirica E2 2V 0.551 0.250 0.401

Carpinus laxiflora A oU-E- 0.333 0.347 0.340

“HD: Horizontal Distribution, YVD: Vertical Distribution.

OF AU AL 27 02 s A Ak 2
UreFeHPark ef al,, 2016), AEhA A91EL 45 HEY n}. Mﬂ*ﬂwﬁa AR L A ST, 24
0,582~0.857, =212 B3 0,694~0,9400 2 LENITE

BEATSI BT L9 L0, $41 B} 00102 oI 49 22l A climan) & e 457

et T U4 (Acer spp.)oll £3l= 459 7 slto]th(Son et al,, 2016), SFA|TE &2 AL AFA] W AZUE
H3lof whE 2=apol] g WA 917t %OP Cho, 1990). /B]'%‘ OF axupr-of AYejA A9 FEHo] WAL Aojupie F2& 2L
oM AR A H Fxo] A R 2 2 Hol o7 S mgely| Ao JegEagor o
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Table 4. Gerneralist and specialist species through Ecological niche breadth of understory vegetation in study sites (Rank for 7

species for each part, G: Generalist, S: Specialist)

Layer Scientific name HD* vD* Mean

Lindera obtusiloba *373 V% 0.920 0.936 0.928

Rhododendron mucronulatum ' 0.906 0.887 0.897

Sorbus alnifolia ZH| U 0.896 0.885 0.891

G Rhododendron schlippenbachii 4% 0.896 0.844 0.870

Lespedeza maximowiczii 28] 0.926 0.791 0.858

Magnolia sieboldii SH}ZELLE 0.714 0.992 0.853

Shrub Rhus tricocarpa 7\ U5 0.950 0.742 0.846

Morus bombycis AHEUEL 0.333 0.689 0.511

Pinus densiflora 25 0.578 0.409 0.493

Deutzia glabrata “=3Ft)) 0.507 0.477 0.492

S Clerodendrum trichotomum 225 0.667 0.250 0.458

Platycarya strobilacea =35 0.333 0.500 0.417

Salix caprea SHHE 0.333 0.500 0.417

Spiraea blumei Atz EHE 0.333 0.450 0.392

Rhus tricocarpa 7\ &5 0.972 0.970 0.971

Lespedeza maximowiczii 2242 0.978 0.949 0.964

Polygonatum odoratum var. pluriflorum “g=d 0.986 0.887 0.936

G  Tripterygium regelii 1| 9&U-5 0.939 0.918 0.929

Disporum smilacinum |72 0.965 0.887 0.926

Quercus mongolica A5 0.945 0.881 0.913

Herba- Carex lanceolata 1. 5At% 0.964 0.852 0.908
cous  Liparis kumokiri = 0333 0440 0387

Davallia mariesii 9<11A] 0.333 0.440 0.387

Chrysosplenium flagelliferum ol|7]3 o]+ 0.333 0.440 0.387

S Isodon excisus 2E|HE 0.333 0.440 0.387

Anemone raddeana v} 0.333 0.428 0.381

Symplocos chinensis for. pilosa =HAA 5 0.333 0.389 0.361

Allium macrostemon AV 0.333 0.361 0.347

“HD: Horizontal Distribution, YVD: Vertical Distribution.

A9} S AR 7o) ol

A& o)
Sof gk JEFE W F7EA 0] A= Q= A o= &
CHE THSmith, 1986), 32 S w7} o] TE4E7) =
< Aol o= Akl At

SHEAMY HEHX X

~0,9200]1, 422)%] BE L0 0 742~0 9928 LJERFOH =
L ABEL AR, A, B, %, 284, Sht

BUR, SRR AYE, 2o Eeie

y

ABFS AR

PR, S, B, e, B, A 4
B S Barelo] 0,333~0,6670]0, 444 Bz ele
=]

0.250~0,689:2 Lkekgheh, AALERE Selutet AL Rlel
A A

HE=2 HASH= 4% 0 2 (Kim and Lee, 2006)
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LR, 84 #29 B 0,3330.% YEhon, 4] 39] atol 5 wlsto] s 1ETe] ol W FAHAIE ©]

A EeisEe] SRk 48E FolH AT MR

(342) T WAREGEIDY LS HEFL Y LTS T2 KBS

Fefe] Qo] Aol 7 A1) FRATRFOR A ST T AEF A7) 4efo] 800 m o, 700
3t oIk, ol YLl SPYS/Io] ERSP] A 4BE  molE~800 m Bl 600 m O4h~700 m B, 600 m v

d 100 m 7HA 02 471x]0] 220 7 Hesle] Bt MRPP-
T1of whE Seyiglo] s WAiste] vt AukE ek test Z¥HTable 5), 5T F5-2> F& SUIL%E 800 m oo
o}, o]2fgk Ho| 27] AT ASHY uSol WL A AA8l= F2/33 B s al= ko] S0 5914 Q1 Aol 7t
<3t Qo= Zlgg o] whet ks slgdE ] WskE A = AR YeRal, s 2139 749600 m "7
H7] 913t 4714Q1 By e o] QT Anlde|AE & W2 APdale 1E} B s E7ke] SR Aol 7t = A

ot
o,
o 034:.'
e
2,
=,
&
gl
>
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2
=
c
g

Yokt ABHS R waE Bl A A0 AR 02 HAEg
A FE ARG, oleft FEL S AR ARSI B o] 0 A EE B A Table 63} 2ok, 45

Table 5. Results of MRPP-test for each altitude group (T: MRPP-test statistic, A: index of similarity within groups)
1: =800 m, 2: 700 m~800 m, 3: 600 m~700 m, 4: <600 m

UL’ ML SL* HL"
T A T A T A T A

4x3 2281 0.029 0.103 -0.002 2.667 0.020 2.667 0.020
4%x2  -1.554 0.026 0.573 -0.008 2.848 0.026 2.848 0.026
4x1  -1347 0.021 -2.887 0.051 2.816 0.031 2816 0.031
3x2  -0223 0.003 0.222 -0.003 0.374 -0.002 0.374 -0.002
3x1  -3438 0.045 -6.052 0.094 -0.923 0.006 -0.923 0.006
2x 1  -3.663 0.058 -4.980 0.065 -0.157 0.001 -0.157 0.001

p<0.01 p<0.05

"UL: Upper layer, "ML: Middle layer, *SL: Shrub layer, "HL: Herbaceous layer.
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M 600 m BlEke] LA 2oUR(319)9} E3
(25.2) 2 YEIYITE 52 8oomo]ALoﬂ/\1 2234, 5) oib}
Efyto0, 600 m ujglolis ZEMLER(59, 9), BEALE39.5),

ZFEHURL(29.1), AoUHRL(26.5), MHqLT(zs 9), A7

U] AFEAAYS) A1 drteo]] whE A A9} R A EFo] B AT

AFLAF(39.5), HjAIRIZH(32,2), HIF](21.2), HEH-+(18.8)
2 uehton, 600 m n|Yke] spdar=o A A 2](37.5), HlE
LHR(34,2), F7NRUEH(27.3), E3UHH(25.5), 554
(24.6), SARFE(20,3), AILFEL(18.2), = 2AAUL(15.4), v]

(20.6), BIEUF17. 1) 2 YER) e =(14.5), ©2012](13,6) = YEFHTE
PEZE HHIE 800 m o] elA] SFF(16.4)7} A5 S SeiLbelol ABHE LR B AR S
o2 WHESC] £ AT S RO B ol 22 RS 9lov) o Fsse)] 45l st

FHlle = ATl At FARRHIOR Qlsto] Woldt Flo] of $2 sffareold AEdke AEFCZ(Kim and Kim,

S Ao AL Yt 242 flste] I shraAy 2014) 2 AT AT A = et 22504 600 m 1] Tk
5= AT AR Hig 2714l 2APE tE, 22 = HEshe ]**—E LR S ey
SOl sl 800 m oo gl £ HE(43.3), A 1314} ojFof YA|FHH & AHx| 9] FAl el A8kl 9l
Table 6. Indicator species analysis of altitude
Layers species Group IV max p
Upper Platycarya strobilacea =35 <600 m 31.9 0.001
Quercus serrata S35 252 0.021
Rhododendron schlippenbachii 2% = 800 m 34.5 0.004
Styrax obassia Z-F5- 52.3 0.000
Fraxinus rhynchophylla S35 39.5 0.007
Middle Prunus serrulata var. pubescens ZFE YL 29.1 0.021
Carpinus laxiflora Ao U5 <600 m 26.5 0.005
Quercus serrata Z735- 239 0.016
Lindera obtusiloba *373 M5 20.6 0.015
Lindera erythrocarpa B)EU5- 17.1 0.044
Shrub Pinus koraiensis A5 = 800 m 16.4 0.034
Cymopterus melanotilingia 23 = 433 0.000
Polystichum tripteron 4 AF21ALE] 39.5 0.003
Viola selkirkii 2)A|8|Z = 800 m 322 0.009
Solidago virgaurea subsp. asiatica WS F 21.2 0.025
Sambucus williamsii var. coreana TZ 5 18.8 0.015
Erythronium japonicum DY) A] 37.5 0.006
Lindera erythrocarpa B)SU5- 342 0.002
Herbaceous Corylus sieboldiana 7| A5 273 0.006
Quercus serrata S5 25.5 0.002
Rubia chinensis ZI-F=AU 24.6 0.010
<600 m
Syneilesis palmata -~ = 20.3 0.019
Acer tataricum subsp. ginnala A1U5- 18.2 0.023
Symplocos chinensis for. pilosa =HAA U5 15.4 0.047
Smilax china Z3n|2E= 145 0.030
Clematis terniflora var. mandshurica ©0}2] 13.6 0.041
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H304 800 m o] & I woj A A HFO R BAE QL]
B AR L g o] mpE 2| TE Haof| A 3

™ (Korea National Arboretum, 2019), & LA Tof|Ax= T
2=

HH T 800 m oA 123}, SEFTE 600 m n]uke] 12 o] ut
A3go] Uebie, o= A AAe] 544 BEape] 9)

o] x4 9] Wslr} oF 200~300 m I i}OMI u}
L= Al gheke ), sfaleo] uhE AlEe] S o
E2 S U A W QAR 2AIM e 4= e AR
St AR A E A o es e BRsHARE o & Al
She QAHAAAI R, 715, SEilE §) 22 o JtHlee
and Chun, 2018). WehA] P-2|ute} 4k 2} o] A §o] Jt
AR 229 AR A A S0l whE AR EI o
2A F4E e Al peluete] ZEoke ol ANY H =
oM AR Tl tigt A EF FAARIE Fot] 2tk At
HARAE olsfslr] $iat k1]l 4] Hasit.

U}

X0l TE XS
X]‘ﬂl & AN ol Al AR 2ARE AP 2
ol m 87RA AR (1 H s A

et

MRPP—test A¥HTable 7) A& 0. & 2| g0 u}e} =
Sl S0 019181 T2 $512 Hols} 5]
02 Uehdrei(p < 0,01,

Az whe F9E A EF(
oA B A EFo| et Zloz
3358 S0 02 o pehgen
HEARLHD, WS008 SR, A
EFELR(37.9), &Eé%’iur ), ERHH2T1.4), 2L

H(17.9), 7IA9E(17.9), = L]' (15.6), Y=L (14.3),

Y
A
o
g\
—Hr

w>~
>,
2=
2
a7

HOILFRA(14,9) 2 LERey, S22 AVY @ 404 42322
b8 2), 233,92 UEkon, ASRolA geE
UH(43.4), SFEUH(38.2), 7HA1HNE(28.6), AHELF(27.2),

RAUHH(25,8), HEHUHH(25,3), S5HH(25.2), AHofut
(14.3) EL}E}‘*EP =50 A|3#F B A= Al ol A
IFUE21,4), FIUHE(16.7) 2 UreRsiTt
230 A9 7P W A sEFo] Uehitet], APY B AR
oA #El(32.9), 715 HHE(24.7), 7F= 1EAR(15.5) 2 U
BRIt APHEOAE w2uK35 7) &2 UERFon, AZe]
745 7HAER(50,0), AR (48.5), ©FHH3T.8), FAE
(36.2), I3=UHA(35.9), uL}]o](35.7), =.922(30.2), 8t
S0UH(28.8), I7NUH(28.6), GRS a1 (28.4), TN
HEQ27.7), AAUR25.2), E/HEE (24 D, Ad4422.9), &
T]E(21,0), HIEUE(19,9), ARUE(17.9), A2]yo]17.9),
A0 AHZ(17,9), FWo|HK17.9), J% AY(16.5), B
(14.3), FEEE0|(14.3), AFel(14.3), AHE(14.3), @5

A(14,3) 0.2 UrERTE,
NP2 vARHE (3, =, B 5)9 dieao]
gt ZJo| 7} L ofof] w2 Qo] A o] Bk} 417
ool /45U e] M3lR 1A 9] Ftdoll & FFE |
%JE}(Chen and Franklin, 1997; Leith and Aston, 1961), A%
Hi= AEE0l A5 4= Sl Tkt AHdo] S5 o] ol 2] )
A7F A o) 2 H2E 4= 9l 2o nilE Ao ® ot
= T2 A2l vlsto] ot

HthByun et al , 2013).
0 AT e 702 BASSIE oD A2 3

‘Ii

l_T'_

5o 7HiﬂﬁL E= 7HXﬂ7J 42
3+ Aej| A o| tH(Miiller—Dombois and Ellenberg, 2003).

o) oiufs 5

Table 7. Results of MRPP-test for each landform group (T: MRPP-test statistic, A: index of similarity within groups)

1: peak & ridge, 2: slope, 3: valley

UL’ ML SL® HL"
T A T A T A T A
3 x 1 -8.872 0.093 -16.160 0.190 -18.124 0.104 -16.713 0.060
3x2  -0.864 0.007 -4.350 0.037 -4.797 0.023 -5.954 0.020
1x2  -5.120 0.070 -8.518 0.127 -6.246 0.045 -4.174 0.018
p<0.01 p<0.05

“UL: Upper layer, "ML: Middle layer,
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Table 8. Indicator species analysis of landforms (PR: peak & ridge, S: slope, V: valley)

AFEAEE) A1 aiteo]] whE AYefA A9} B A EFof B AT

Layers Species Group IV max p
Pinus densiflora =445 PR 44.6 0.001
Quercus mongolica X125 S 445 0.004
Betula schmidtii B2 -5 23.0 0.019
Fraxinus rhynchophylla =33 U5 37.9 0.000
Prunus serrulata var. pubescens P HILT- 32.2 0.001

Upper Quercus serrata S35 27.4 0.005
Platycarya strobilacea =35 v 17.9 0.012
Carpinus cordata 7FA|8Fg 17.9 0.009
Betula davurica S92 15.6 0.046
Acer pseudosieboldianum FEHELS- 14.3 0.039
Carpinus laxiflora A oW 14.3 0.035
Fraxinus sieboldiana &&=V PR 482 0.000
Quercus variabilis =35 33.2 0.006
Acer pseudosieboldianum JTHEUE- 43.4 0.003
Fraxinus rhynchophylla S3F9U-5- 38.2 0.007
Carpinus cordata 7t ¥rg 28.6 0.001

Middle Morus bombycis AFELT 27.2 0.005
Acer pictum subsp. mono L2 \% 25.8 0.025
Styrax obassia 5L 253 0.032
Cornus controversa &5 25.2 0.019
Quercus serrata Z U5 20.2 0.024
Carpinus laxiflora A oW 14.3 0.037

Shrub Staphylea bumalda 31515 v 21.4 0.003
Euonymus oxyphyllus 3|5 16.7 0.038
Lespedeza bicolor #<) 329 0.003
Peucedanum terebinthaceum 7)5\= PR 24.7 0.005
Carex humilis var. nana 7F=AT15A% 15.5 0.040
Pyrola japonica =53 S 35.7 0.002
Carpinus cordata 7t ¥rg 50.0 0.000
Erythronium japonicum QA 48.5 0.000
Dioscorea quinqueloba T+3u}t 37.8 0.001
Aconitum jaluense F-% 36.2 0.001
Staphylea bumalda 135 35.9 0.000
Cardamine leucantha WU}y o] 35.7 0.000
Astilbe rubra »=5-9.% 30.2 0.004
Lilium tsingtauense 3522 28.8 0.002
Corylus sieboldiana 7§45 28.6 0.001
Philadelphus tenuifolius 9F-2% 1335 28.4 0.002
Pseudostellaria heterophylla 7% 27.7 0.004

Herbaceous X . .
Callicarpa japonica 25 252 0.019
Pseudostellaria palibiniana Z-7\8% v 24.1 0.007
Arisaema amurense for. serratum ‘g4 22.3 0.024
Asarum sieboldii £ 2% 21.0 0.036
Lindera erythrocarpa B)&5UH5- 19.9 0.026
Morus bombycis AFEUT 17.9 0.008
Cardamine impatiens 22| 0| 17.9 0.013
Viola violacea A}5=A|v|Z 17.9 0.009
Oxalis obtriangulata Z-3§0|Q} 17.9 0.010
Rubia chinensis 2354 16.5 0.042
Dryopteris crassirhizoma 3% 14.3 0.035
Nanocnide japonica Y= 550] 14.3 0.033
Allium macrostemon Arad-zj 143 0.035
Paris verticillata A% 14.3 0.035
Corydalis remota @S 14.3 0.035
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