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Phytosociological Study of the Forest Communities
in Mt. Wolak and Mt. Juheul
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o] Filie] IS £ R (Pinus densifiora) st A 2k (Quercus mongolica) 0.2 = o) 9l
3L 2~V3EE RIZAR KHEE BHESE gibke] bR HiFTAE we] oleh

AL WA = 1008mel FEsle AR ZolxE =3 87t 3, 2 "ol 22
| 7 (Acer mono) 8¢ B2l 15 (Fraxinus rynchophylla) 7+ BETE-S o] 23 gl o.v) Ehzilie} IH

A

o

< AT (Quercus mongolica) 8% &5 V5 (Fraxinus rynchophylla) 7v BEE-S HEEE olth
ol RIET <otRsl el AFe] AT #Ils Eimilie] A3 BB R A
BERY SHEBE 252 59 (Table 1,2).

Table 1. Monthly temperature (0°C) of Jecheon and Munkyeong

Month 1| 2] 3] 4] s 6’ 7 8| 9l 10| 1| 12 ‘Mean
|

Jecheon —4.1y —1.6; 2.8 10.4 15.6/ 20.0

23.9 23.7| 18.1 11.3 3.3 —3.7,  10.0
Munkyeong | —1.3] 0.6, 5.1, 12.3 17.1] 21.6| 24.9 25.3 19.7 13.2] 5.5 —0.5j 12.0
Table 2. Monthly precipitation (mm) of Jecheon and Munkyeong
Month 1]2 3 | 4 5[617 8| o 10 11| 12| Tota
Jecheon 43.6) 32.7| 67.9} 103.0 105.5 64.6| 180.6| 280.9 118.8| 43.3] 36.4 23.9 1101.2
Munkyeong 40.2, 37.5| 73.1) 120.1) 135.5/ 92.6| 205.1| 186.4| 87.3| 53.6| 43.0] 25.8 1100.2
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HEE HEstd BEES HEAA, oIF o&dtd BEd w2 ZESMHEE WA =T
AFsE Bz Mg ELUES Gleason (1920)9] Hikdl =t srEF .
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BEL 9 FiEUeY FEBE-S FRWN (Pmus densifiora) 3% A 25 (Quercus mongolica) %0 2
HRRSTIERIL FEEERSS BEMNE ol Fx gk WEl s AL &3 HKiko] EH
BE LR =el AEUdAs 3T Quercus variabilis) 7V, EIEA A & =€l U5 (Zelkowa
serrata) 7t HEIHAl el Al BRI REFTE ol Arh. IEMIEA & A2 UFot
EgstA ek

ol % EHHES] EE(EE Table 3,49 2l

Table 3. Importance value of leading dominant species in Mt. Wolak

Species Mean of Maximum
importance value importance value
Pinus densifiora(F42) 106.0 258
Quercus mongolica( ] ZVF) 68.6 292
Quercus variabilis (F 3% 63.5 248
Fraxinus rynchophylla (B3 J5) 28.8 105

Table 4. Importance value of leading dominant species in Mt. Juheul

Species Mean of Maximum
importance value importance value
Pinus densifiora (Fxin) 88.6 191
Quercus mongolica () ZV-5) 75. 4 196
Zelkowa serrata (2] v-5-) 49.1 178
Fraxinus rynchophylla (Z-5-4 V-5) 47.7 89
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Table 5. Importance value according to the elevation in Mt. Wolak
Elevation Species Relative Relative Relative Importance
(m) P density frequency dominance value
350 Pinus densiflora(GRH2%) 80 100 78 158
Larix kaempferi(-ed <) 20 40 22 82
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500 Pinus densifiora(FfR) 75 80 62 217
Zelkowa serrata(=%] J-5-) 20 25 27 72

Larix kaempferi(3=hod <) 5 10 9 24

650 Pinus densifiora(FrtR) 45 55 58 158
Quercus variabilis (&3 1F) 20 35 13 68

Acer mono(iL 23 VF) 10 10 13 33

Fraxinus rynchophylle(E-F-2) -5) 5 10 8 23

Cornus controversa(ZZ1}%) 5 5 4 14

700 Quercus variabilis (F3 5 70 85 93 248
Praxinus rynchophylla (532 J-5F-) 30 40 7 77

750 Qitercus variabilis (F35) 45 70 60 175
Quercus mongolica (A 7 V-5-) 40 60 30 130
Platycarya strobiliacea (F3] V-3) 10 20 8 38

Acer mono (3225 5 10 2 17

850 Pinus densifiora(F:#) 65 80 70 215
Quercus mongolica (A 7 5) 30 40 28 98

Quercus variabilis(FZ -5 8 10 2 17

950 Quercus mongolica( A 2 VT) 92 100 100 292
Fraxinus rynchophylla (B3] VF) 8 17 + 25

1, 050 Acer mono (L2 4 V) 50 78 42 170
Fraxinus rynchophylia (&3 V%) 33 56 16 105

Cornus controversa(ZZ ) 11 22 29 62

Quercus mongolica( A 7 V-5) 6 11 12 29

B 350mell A= el BiES olFaL glom ANIEMT 7EERe] BAstx, AL #el
VB (Lespedeza bicolor), =% #}2) (Lespudeza maximowiczi) 8% EFel V5 $hd o] A£FSL 9l
th, #EEA = =zl (Sasa purpurascence var. borealis), ) AFi& (Carex siderosatica) o] 4y7is)
z ek

Bz LAl Aok kel B BibEx, B 500mel A% =e ok Vel EEE 550m
dl A 2~3% Fi7bA kES FHET wo] glow orlel e wx (Erigeron canadensis) ol AE
(Cassia nomame) o) Bk BRI 9l

BE 600mel Ak EAUTS EFANT el fefrstel BIE T00me] AR EA
UE7 e e dalsleh =T 3714 Fe AAUFoR el e BARR 2%
A2, EIF (Rhusjavanica), A w3 (Vitis flexuosa) B ) A IF (Clerodendron trichotomum)
o] SR MRl E Zddlsh @

B 800mel A = kel thAl BN AW, WAS AR (Lindera obtusilobum), 2547,

AR T, BRI Yhtke] HE T, MR wHEH (Ainsliaea acerifolia), &Ew (Polygona-
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EBt L, BT, S5, ALY o] AT MY =37 (Hepatica asiatica
form. acutiloba), 5312 (Lychnis cognata), 71%M (Eccilopus cotulifer) W whE3] &o] A&shw
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Table 6. Importance value according to the elevation in Mt. Juheul

Elevation Species Relative Relative Relative Importance
(m) pect density frequency dominance value

450 Pinus densifiora (Fri) 62 65 64 191
Carpinus laxifiora(X o] ) 12 10 9 31

Zelkowa serrata(=¥] J5F) 8 10 12 30

Cornus coreanc (& V-5-) 6 8 19

Ulmus coreana (3= %) 6 6 17
Fraxinus rynchophylla (3= J-5) 5 1 12

550 Zelkowa serrata (=] %) 60 45 73 178
Quercus variabilis(F 3 V-F) 15 20 16 51
Fraxinus rynchophylle (B34 V-3) 10 35 2 47

Acer formosum (xFF1 1) 10 20 4 34

Quercus serrata (F3 ) 5 10 5 20

650 Zelkowa serrata(=e]}-5) 30 50 56 136
Acer mono (L 24 25 50 9 84
Fraxinus rynchophylla (859 V-3) 20 40 13 73

Cornus controversa(ZZ}4-) 10 20 12 42

Carpinus laxifiora (A o] V) 10 20 7 37

Pinus densiflora (Fin 5 10 2 17

750 Pinus densiflora (Fi) 50 50 81 181
Quercus mongolica (4] V) 17 33 2 52

Abies holophylla (A V5) 17 17 15 49

Quercus serrata (34 8 17 1 26

Acer formosum (53 F) 8 17 1 26

850 Pinus densiflora(Fz#) 45 50 48 143
Quercus monogolica (3] 7L14'—‘?‘) 30 40 28 98

Fraxinus rynchophylla (532 V5) 15 20 10 45

Styrax obassia(Z-F#) 5 10 8 23

Carpinus erosa (7} vbgh 5 10 6 21

1,000 Quercus mongolica(A] A1) 56 a7 53 196
Pinus densifiora(F7i) 19 38 31 88

Fraxinus rynchophylla (539 V-F) 19 38 11 68
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Acer mono(IL 23 VT) 6 12 4 22
1, 100 Quercus mongolica( A 7 5) 45 60 77 182
Fraxinus rynchophylla (¥ V%) 30 40 19 89
Acer formosum (%EU-F) 15 20 2 37
Acer mono (322 V-5) 10 20 2 32

B £ A EEFEZ Bolrte AR HE 450mel v FRe] &S ofFI 3o
A o] Y5 (Carpinus laxiflora), =¥\ V-5, A5 (Cornus coreana) %ol BAIAL 9ok TR
o Az U5 (Fagare mandshurica), 2 5 (Clerodendron trichotomum), 3r=f 5, 24|
VT gk Ko 2 iRl gk

EEe RRARE KR Sfie HA= =HuFot BB BE 500mbl bl Aw S
folse] 650m7hA R =Y BFA T nEAUFIr BB AFSe, TRk
W E B (Weigela subsessilis), el N5 (Palura chinensis var. pilosa), Z4&vT (Callicarpa
jtzpom'c@, ML (Rhus trichocarpa), L35 (Philadelphus schrenkii) %6 2 BEEE o] gl vt
MEEQl Atezuld (Lactuca triangulata), 234 (Impatiens textori), 7 2\ vhe] (Thalictrum aquileg
ifolium var. japonica), A o)) X}z (Carex okamotor), T5A\] (Rubia akane), ZulA v & (Viola
acuminate) o] HFIch

BE 700mbl kol thA el ELfEel S o} 900m7bA] fEHEE = ALAVT-sh Tt
EAS Qv 48] EE 800mel & 20BREERIC] KHEE BHEIE X3 SATel 18~209F 0] SRIL
o] #peba glow BRERal AlAUF ghtEol Aletn glel BB —HE & 5 vk 3 o Xl
= 308REAS Al UTFo EFN - (Styrax obassia) ¢ BE%-S ol -5 gl

B 850mol A e 54 AR FIt BEE ol F 3 glvh
BE 900mBl kel A Al AT EEES ol F glor FFHY, wbiursh EFSH

e WTEZA R 2l n B Ribe] FulTdl My MR £FSI gl e#Al
ol & el BEel AL REE Toh

WIEHA = W2, 25U, S9U-5 (Stephanandra incisa), 35 (Staphylea bumalda
var. bumalda) o]l TAME o]F1 i KKl = oA & (Carex dimorpholepis), LEALZ
(Carex lanceolata), > Q% (Astilbe chinensis var. chinensis), <23 (Synurus deltoides) o] 4

sk glet

(3) FHMIFES TEDM

D AEW

BEIL EAEY EEY #ke Fig. 13+ 2ok
AEIL RS (U 2 e (WIES [e HRIREEVE (Pinus densifiora Community), Z 3t
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Fig. 1 Curves of Importance valve on the elevational gradient of Mt. Wolak.
@ Pinus densifiora @ Larix kaempferi @ Quercus variabilis
@ Quercus mongolica ® Fraxinus rynchophylla ® Acer mono

ik (Quercus variabilis Community), FR¥A—A] 25878 (Pinus densiflora—Quercus mongolica
Community), 4l 2 5% (Quercus mongolica Community), 32 J-5-57% (Fraxinus rynchophylia)
Community) &) JES 2 HiERYl #2353 o o}
2) £dz W

Fhzil RS Y ¥k Fig. 29} 7ok

ol BRARFE-S UECZNo WES Ml RIREETE (Pinus densiflora Community), ]k
T— L2 NFRE%E (Zelkowa  serrata——~Acer mono Community), FRIZEEE (Pinus  densiflora
Community), g1 2} 5 —&-F-2 V5% (Quercus mongolica——Fraxinus rynchophylia Community)
o JHe 2 EERQ #ELE sta gtk
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Fig. 2. Curves of Importance value on the elevational gradient of Mt. Juheul

g, FRYeES

@ Pinus densifiora

D Quercus mongolica

@ Zelkowa serrata

e gl vl (Table 7,8).

® Acer mono

Table 7. Soil properties of Communities of Mt. Wolak

@ Fraxinus rynchophyila

(2£S)
Community Soil pH Total N(% Loss of ignition (%)
Pinus densifiora Community 5.6 0.43+0.073 8.7340. 455
Quercus variabilis Community 5.8 0. 48£0. 050 9.1340. 177
Pinus densifiora—Quercus mongolica Community 5.7 0. 55+0. 100 9.17£0.524
Quercus mongolica Community 5.7 0. 73+0. 050 11. 77£0. 040
Fraxinus rynchophylle Community 5.6 0.63=+0.222 11.14+1.025
Table 8. Soil properties of Communities of. Mt. Juheul (& +S)

Community [ Soil pH | Total N (%) | Loss of ignition (%)

Pinus densifiora Community 5.6 0.51+0.094 9.03%0. 387

Zelkowa serrata—Acer mono Community 5.8 1.00+0.141 11.6540. 721

Pinus densifiora Community 5.6 0. 26-+0. 090 10.224-1. 466

Quercus mongolica—Fraxinus rynchophylle Community I 5.9 0. 8640. 109 11.5241.656

i pHE BENE B30 MERES FRYSES Fst BERED Jeby s

€ BE LM pHE BRI ey os MERSES FRMERS AL K =
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71 - Eoleba H#EES v}
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Summary

The vertical distributions of the canopy trees in Mt. Wolak and Mt. Juheul were studied by
random pairs method.

Leading dominant species were Pinus densiflora, Quercus mongolica and Quercus variebilis in
Mt. Wolak, and Pinus densiflora, Quercus mongolica and Zelkowa serrate in Mt. Juheul.

From lower latitude to higher, plant communities distributed in order Pinus densiflora, Quercus
variabilis, Pinus densiflora—Qercus wmongolica, Quercus mongolica and Fraxinus rynchophylla in Mt.
Wolak, and Pinus densiflora, Zelkowe serrata—Acer wmono, Pinus densiflora and Quercus
mongolica— Fraxinus rynchophylla in Mt. Juheul.

The index of similarity of the forest communities between Mt. Wolak and Mt. Juheul was

79.9.
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