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Biodiversity of Herpetofauna in Dong-Gang

by
CHUNG, Kyu-Hoi and Jae-Young SONG
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ABSTRACT

Herpetofauna biodiversity was surveyed in Dong-gang. The results are as follows : During census
periods presence of 2 orders, 5 families, 10 species of amphibians and 2 order, 5 families, 13 species
of reptiles were observed or found indirectly by auditorial recording from residents in Dong-gang.
Among them, 2 protected wildlife (Elaphe schrenkii, Agkistrodon saxatilis) and several rare species
such as Rana nigromaculata, Rana rugosa, Pelodiscus sinensis, Trachemys scripta legans, Scincella
vandenburghi, Elaphe rufodorsata, Elaphe dione, Elaphe shrenkii, Dinodon r. rufozonatus,
Agkistrodon saxatilis were identified,

Hynobius Iéechz’i, Onychodactylus fischeri, Bombina orientalis, Bufo stejnegeri, Rana dybowskii
and Takydromus amurensis were found in all surveyed areas. Dominant amphibian species was
Bombina orientalis and reptile was Takydromus amurensis. Among 4 regjons, Yeongwol-Ub and
Mitan-myeon showed the highest level of species richness, diversity, and evenness indices. The
species richness of amphibians for Nam-yeon was lower than other surveyed regions. Rana
nigromaculata, Rana rugosa, Pelodiscus sinensis, Trachemys scripta legans, Scincella vandenburghi,
Elaphe rufodorsata, Elaphe dione, Elaphe shrenkii, Dinodon r. rufozonatus and Agkistrodon saxatilis
showed low frequency of occurrence (=25%) and efforts to protect them are required.
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ZEA 8] G- 33319, 3 1,000-1,500me] 3LE-0] SH|e}kL, IAX| G| FHEE AF o= A
W2A AHEL ¥ 23 A XT Ao FL 300-500me) R o] EEFITH w3k YA ek YR GL ¢
S GolA £ 200m Wj€]9] FHAUE FASAL itk 573 F FrEHAL o 2,267ki2 A ] BF-
AQA TELFL2E F2E(1,421m), =91%8(1,338m), "1%8-(1,173m), & (832m), T2 %
(1,123m), ASE(1,052m), SeHE(1,069m), AHAK1,055m), AHAHE72m), HLAKI70m), F=4
(1,403m), FEMK1,362m), §&4H1,070m), Y& 2F wl8-4H1,303m), FH4H1,572m), 44
(1,426m), F$18(1,465m), FE(1,014m), FEIH916m), AZ0 2+ H2KH823m), A2HE(1,055m), S
2H(1,255m), F94K1,376m), YA44K1,364m), B2 4K(1,141m), ALK, 577m), L4k ] 2%(1,563m),
F48(1,493m) T L%H TS dEse AGolrt. ol ol 1990 dd] FHkRE Ty,
A =l 3k BAI2 98] AR AE 271A) 9o Siler, AFH oz Jead XS FE 2
A Fo| WAIZ=RCE AT B AL & FATA|, A Y FH] 5o ko WA E F4] v 7o
TV, A& 5 e &3 dut AISA ®o] ¢ejid) mah o]3-& F= B o] o8] 73 &4 0]
A 3)EEe] AAa s Aot

A, E A7) B3 A Go) gt XA IA] F-4E7] A2 1999358 BA7EA ¢ ©A|
ZALE 7] ERE £8E B3 A - S e Wshs A E A g

=z &% T=

ZAx G4 AT 573 g ZARE 20019 395E 10871A] ZASA2 P, 78 7 41 &
¥ Be gdo 2 A '

FHFRFT THERE B T2 AF F& S50 U XL Fol AL HE £ 7S
FAsEAL, Bol I JE FE Tl BT L Fol F-& sk EE o83, e
9490l g SAF 2287 Jle 15E EFAY, BEAAM SIS =3 TR 24
FA Y FH HZ 7T AGE w5 ImBH 22 053U AN AFe v & T2 = F=2
T AFA FHAN EZTE o83t AT YEHE 2A7RR = =olu & oA, 72 T
Qo] TR B £7] el $F4H2 F& AHIAE

NEFe] ¥ AT =l Re 5L ¥ 22y 42 FHe o] # == R4 B9 3
T B EF FIA o, AFe AAU Y] dE9F 4o, 589 FAN B9 2378 o83
33kt

(1)

ZAHE AQeA A7 2 g9 S5 dsixE o) A} uich obgel 7183t 3 2 g9 A
o] N8R 222 715330 £ 7 o el met 3R (aduld), 4 (Tadpole), ¢HEgg) B &
S2:8)(Call) T-0.2 TES}F BI85
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(2) ZEEY

A doelM AR GEZ F 2 FUHE FE thste] wj3] ZAF wjnich AR 5§ 7153 o}
ot Z& A5E ABH o= A3

- 7%= (Dominance Index, DJ): 2t ZA} APER JiH$ A2 oJste] $AEE A&
(McNaughton, 1967).

- $H¥% (Biodiversity Index, D'): Margalefe] A H.0]& (information theory)d] 3l §-=d
Shannon-Weaver function Pielou (1966)& AF&-31o] A&314T) o) T ETH Y & TRwol 4
o] A F88E T3 AL E TR EFAE Yehit

- 5% (Evenness Index, EY): 5% A+ T3 £749) #d5F AEE VeER)E= AL 2 Pielou
(1975)2] A& AHE-31e] AE310 T (Ludwig & Reynolds 1988)

+ & FH% (Richness Index, R) : FFHE ASE & /A5 F T4 /AL 234 3s
k= AFRA, Aol BETE T T4 TR HER 3739 ATt FEFhE AL
A2 sar Yok & STAE hEA 2 A< Margalef (1958)9) A& AME-51a] 231930}

ki
A
- A% (Relative density, R D) : §3%2] /A2 3% AAFE e $ M2 BI85t

(3) $Ig= @ot

B AR L B P - 5 F Fol S2AY A3 A, B3opIEE 191 Hage Y
3o] Patton(1992)¢] Wlel) Slate] ZAPASENA 2 ZAAER A B F9) FaA5o) e 2H
e, B8 190 FPEd AP EE Wi

Rt

()5 2= ¢ 58475

9 QoA BAE PAF F H0F £ mARNET o] 22 TAHA B 2N =
5 94 SRS TARFH, HAAAETS NS L LN LIS TAAG. FIFF 7
AT e Ao WA REST i AL Fgon, 34 T B A7 EAEe
o B8, BRWNTE SIS HAE . |

AFE G PARE AR Fost FART 4017 259 BE5) mARAEF ol BT 22

SH3low, F7ATE e HET = YA FARTE] FAY], EFARPL 42 2Es e, 3
T2e) 72, ey FATE, ST, BT SR E e H, B 2AA UM e
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Table 1. Coliection and observed amphibians and reptiles in Dong-gang

ZAKIE
=o = MES ojEetH dEs ZH $hat &, 1998

CE= E3, A5 E3, T2, Al E)10, A8 T3, Al E)13,T5, A15 *
BE| XY EEs A2 T7, A3 AY10 A6 T7,A)21 .
R+ A)30 A)30 E)50,4)50 Al3 E)50, A) 123 d
FI4H| - Al A3 Al A5 *
EFAH| A3 A7 ©Al3 Ad A27 .
HIjF2| - . Al A2 Cl A3,Cl1 *
e - A3 - - A3 _
172 - A5 - - A5 *
SarADITEE] A4 A2 A5 A2 Al3 .
ENY - Al A2 Al Ad -
Xet Al - - - Al *
g2HHE - - - Al Al *
o - - A2 - A2 *
0| 2= 0y - Al - - Al -
3=N=F VL) A2 A3 Al Al A7 *
SRR - - A2 - A2 *
TEH - - - A2 A2 ’
TES0| - - A3 Al Ad .
20| - Al - - Al *
=ST30| Al - - - Al *
At} - - Al Al A2 .
2 ALRAL A2 - Al - A3 *
TR A2 AL - Al - - Al *

EA(BT 9 14 14 13 - .

Legends : E, Egg; T, Tadpole: A, Adult; C, Call

2 AT 3=

HgE ddo] FAFEE =8, XY RS0 A7 EAFHCH, F3 T2 50744 o) T
A=Ak, T 378R19 B 137447 2R 0, T2l 5te] AT, AT-lwte] B
TE} AF T2 = A2 EEH

L5 A9 FMFE =58 UVIAG BAHESs /14, 97078 1374A7 A HR e H,
AuFe] T, EFAYE 2EHAT. FE5 FAAA AT AT E AR, 2
T AF AT = A FARANT. & FATA 5 5(1998)9] E <) waslig ) FU1HH 0=
AFINTE 150] F7HA R o & F A& =iiee] &1 Yang et al(2000)°] o8] Al5o2
o] FojF o, 1 A)7]7} §5} F(1998) B} o] F-4)| 7158 A 71§ Aot
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EZ, & ZAA G FR A 2 ASY S22 o] Fold WX FF AT AT At
BRG] B3] v W1k Ao 2 fgekdn). £ 24P 7P o] $EE FATEE FEE F9 U4
719 ZAF o] Fo FA =2 B2 7iA7 TR AL 2 AdHH, ZANZE $71H(E~397) o
T =553 AR =T €% A 22T 5 e TR o ZAMA S | EE 5
A 3302 Bad F& £357 £5%, BNAEEY, TANH B5AM, AT B
7h7E] ol )

FFFE AHEE F AGA EF 249 FL oA 1502 AT FHAgN 22
HFL oFFERAM VA 570 VA, AEEAL 27037 2 A T, A5 QA 2
d Fo=2e vEErPl VA, ob-=3A 374, @785 AF 25471858 TRl 3 &3
AR B3 oPISEU 7R EAT 42 A A A v 2 gl X 23 E g3Fe T 2
73, oFF-=RA 1AAZE ERHZ L, FAA, fFEF I ERHN. AR T ARALS) SR
ARE 42 IR FE5 dujdA B2E SFFe oA, 75U, 880 2 ARAp 2
3. 5} $(1998)5% | st E v 371202 ERlE F& viEupl o 2 AR AT
SRR £ F B, S 29 715 oA AP} o] FolRd] wi, B4 £ F& S8l HeA|
RIAL US7) dEolct. WA, A W& B Y 3l M3kE o) JlaL e $4S & W oFAE ¥
A5 2 7] Wt 9% FA e A2 sy, B3 Age) Adolv 2.9 T4 g3 547
L2 YL & 7 T g wEA, FRET o} o gL A&E 0 2 dolof drlal Bt

(2) ZEEN

FAAGe] B - HEF B TR SAE AT, FRE, TR FEES RSN
H, 2 A% olefe B,

Table 2. Dominance and relative density for amphibians in Dong-gang

A — Dom. RD\ \naw. | pom.% | RD.% | Remark
%=3% Hynobius leechii 15 638 122
B XY =2% Onychodactylus fischeri 21 96 17.1
F37W+F2 Bombina orentalis 123 56.2 100
Y| Bufo gargarizans 5 23 41
UME S5 Bufo stejnegeri 27 123 220
(Amphibia) | H7)72) Hyla japonica 3 14 24
7N+ Rana nigromaculata 3 14 24
270+ Rana rugosa 5 23 41
B8 Rana dybowskii 13 59 106
A28} Rana huanrenensis 4 18 33
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Fig. 1. Relative density of amphibians in Dong-gang

) ¥ = S BAE PAFE F 10% 2970A(RF) 7132 7P Bo) BHE F& T
2 12374A)7F 2AFH FA] AR FF 56.2%E A AT T2 2 Bo] HAE Fo2E EFAHZ
% 277047} 27=e] 123%E ARG AFF FA FAE Fo 2= JA TS Tz 4 37
A 1.460) Y& v &2 Ve 71 Bo] 9" TS Eo AR E Avnd 25
AR} 22.0%2 7P ko, mElNEEE%(17.1%), EE5(12.2%), BHRIT-E(10.6%), A9 s
LAATRE19%), AZATE(B3%), FAT-E S AT (2.4%) £0.2 ekttt & dsjox) ZAHA)7)
o Sl G e FRATE} 5 EAE Aoz Bk, Al J3) 5 e Bl vt 3
ATt AT Be v g dAd Ao wadch

Table 3. Dominance and relative density for reptiles in Dong-gang

=54(Sentific name) Pom.. RDIjnav. | pom.% | RD.% | Remark
A&} Pelodiscus sinensis 1 36 143
E-&HAAE Trachemys scripta legans 1 36 143
ol Scincella huanrensis 2 7.1 286
X Scincella vandenburghi 1 36 143
o2& Takydromus amurensis 7 25.0 100.0
e FAA] Elaphe rufodorsata 2 71 286
=™ | 29 Elaphe dione 2 7.1 286
(RePIa) |y e o] Rhabdophis £ i 4 143 57.1
¥ 0| Elaphe schrenkii 1 36 143 Endangered sp.
578 9] Dinodon r. rufozonatus 1 36 14,3
AR} Agkistrodon brevicaudus 2 7.1 286
HARA} Agkistrodon ussuriensis 3 10.7 429
TALRA} Agkistrodon saxatilis 1 36 143 Protected sp.
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Fig. 2. Relative density of reptiles in Dong-gang

B 2AN S5-F7e F 1335 287147 23530, 71 Bo) 3 E FoBE off 2o e &
771A1(25. 0% AA TR, Tharo 2 FEE|(47A), 14.3%), SJZEAL 374, 10.7%), TEA H =
(A2 2704, 7.1%) £02 AHNT. £F, 71 Yol ¥ HE o 2AAEE VEe 2 A
£ HEE FEE)7} 57.1%E A0, AARA} 42.9%, EEALSE Tupilo] 242 28.6%E A
et 5o, o] AFA 2HE A5Fe] 53E AHEH A YT o] HLAAT ) HAE A €
A GBS FEARZE ST EAE Fe & 7 on, T AR @RS Reopieed
T} TR RARE W H o] JFFdo] FHFRE & 3Tk

T TREY BHE AHER V) & B B F F FFTH P & FL AFFLE 22568
2 UERton, 7P W e @02 10572 YET TFEe] B4 A%50] 155008 F Ty
o] 7P #A UEhstor, thiro 2 g950] 15092 ¥A vepsdth 5% B85 9€+0] 07752 1
ERton], T 2 m|’klo] 07170131, 7P ¥ A G- g e 2 06522 Yepsith. 3578 B¢ 4
250] 22322 7P =/ vEieH, tEe g wjEie] 21712 yeidth B, @8 Aswe 44
1.674% YElsit, SUFEE A¥E A vjeHo] 1.6052 7P 7] vebgen, 9E50] 156022 ¥7

Table 4. Custer analysis of herpetofauna in Dong-gang

e AR g NES I qUg b
Zew 1.057 2.256 1.544 1.800 1670

UMF =R 1.049 1550 1492 1509 Co1s;
Sin 0.652 0673 0.717 0.775 0.660

= 1674 1.674 2171 2232 3.601

=R ThFE 1329 1.242 1.695 1.560 2331
5% 0959 0.89 0.964 0969 0909
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Table 5. Comparison of cluster analysis for six surveyed area.

B = geg | ol | ame | so
E=2 1670 1838 1.241 1414 3.680 1.255
CHE 1521 1970 1299 1.623 2315 1.034
TEE 0660 0.947 0591 0.739 0.786 0.960

ZNES | Thisstudy | 553 (2001) | BAQ1997) | A5 3(1997) | 454 5(2000) | A 5(2000)

Vet FEE] A 99-80] 09692 Vet v, nlebdo] 0,694, Yo 0959, vl %o 2 A%
0] 0.896.2 2 VERT),

A AYe) g 4 ZAE e Ak FAFE BS FFHET 1.670, hgEeT} 1521, FEET
066002 VERtow, B3-Fe £F55 571 3.601, S04t 2331 £ #5527 09092 Rt Ao
B2 B o FAFE vdas 9290 FUYE € 5% WA g A gt 28 & vepged, 3
7 T 0] AF9Y E0] Bt A G vl F) A o2 EA Vet (Table 4).

TS THE F O] A9 HEA BHAE v|LEE, FHREE &3 Ao 368002 7 )
veElton], the-o 2 WebiN1.838), $74(1.670) £ 2 YEith $7 A Ge Qo] S5 AEA
(1.241) AYRTE & 3h& vepgor, 7P e (9L $oto 2 12552 et thxe] 3¢
&7} 23152 718 A JeRston, theo 2 MeH1.970), 7HoRH(1.623), $72(1.521) €22 e}
sow, #EEe] B4 5740.660)0] Bt AFEt 7P v 3 Ueilie AL E 4 I3rH(Table 5).

(3) S8z Lo}

B3N AR & FR1E A - FF7 T 714 A3 YA, B3 oPYSE 18l 4%
3} Patton(1992)] ¥ o] &3t RARA GollA ZF RARAE R 7A] 11 £ A3 B2 &4
e 88 181 FHEE F7EIETH(Table 6).

B 2N 285 28, REREEEY, FATET FTE, FANHY] 574, AT
gite] BT, FA A ol 2 A o] A1t TR F o2 FAHN W, FAY|, AT
g 2 HHRALE EIH] B 5 JE T2 IR M7 T TS AT B AL A 94
A - 4 A0 2 e 855 5 2397158 T RS oIS ES AAEREAYT i
T Ao 2Rt ¢ho 2 B Fd] v gk FElieto] " sirial Azt
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Table 6. Comparison of probability of Patton’ s method in Dong-gang.

= o B v @aam) | ve (o) zRE
E=3% Hynobius leechii 4/4 100 VA
B AYEF% Onychodactylus fischeri 4/4 100 VA
E37+-8] Bombina orentalis 4/4 100 VA
=AMY] Bufo gargarizans 3/4 75 AB
E57H| Bufo stejnegeri 4/4 100 VA
2717+ Hyla japonica 2/4 " 50 cO
Z7N+8) Rana nigromaculata 1/4 25 VR
€178 Rana rugosa 1/4 25 VR
B8 8] Rana dybowskii 4/4 100 , VA
A= 78] Rana huanrenensis 3/4 75 AB-
A&} Pelodiscus sinensis 1/4 25 R
E-LAAL Trachemys scripta legans 1/4 25 R
vy Scincella huanrensis 2/4 50 CcO
| Z%rpl Scincella vandenburghi 1/4 25 | R
ol E2ALA Takydromus amurensis 4/4 100 VA
EAA] Elaphe rufodorsata 1/4 25 R
=24 FElaphe dione 1/4 25 R
8 5-0] Rhabdophis t. tigrinus 2/4 50 CcO
¥ o] Elaphe shrenkii 1/4 25 VR
S 9°] Dinodon r, rufozonatus 1/4 25 VR
AEA} Agkistrodon brevicaudus 2/4 50 CcO
AR A} Agkistrodon ussuriensis 3/4 75 AB
MR RA}- Agkistrodon saxatilis 1/4 25 R

*ERT BR: Very abundant(V.A: W]$- F%), Abundant(AB: F%), Common{CO: &%), Rare(RA: 32&)
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