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Ecological Studies of Forest Vegetation in Mt. Minjuji area

by
Kang, Sang Joon and Chang Seok Lee

Department of Science Education, College of Education, Chungbuk National'Uni\.rersity

Abstract

The results of gradient analysis along the elevation of forests in Mt. Minjuji area are as follows :

In the elevation gradient, lowland to upland, Quercus variabilis community, Platycarya strobilacea
community, Carpinus laxiflora community, Fraxinus mandshurica community and Quercus mongolica commun-
ity were arranged in a series of sequence along the elevation with a few exceptions by topographic
condition. .

Climax communities predicted on the basis of the frequency distribution of DBH and gradient analysis -
were Carpinus laxiflora community in the cove of lowland, Fraxinus mandshurica community in the scree
and Quercus mongolica community in upland.

The percentage of stumps with more than two trunks were high in lowland disturbed by human

impacts, upland of coarse environmental conditions and burned areas by forest fire.
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WgFE G d A9 1 EE US Eela s s g w3 w2, oheba) AR T (BEVT 9
EFERS 27 o3 o2l 'iFoIth o 3] Bdk kAR (Bt v RAZIL—HE obg e f#t
ASIA de] &ElA QA esky] WEe vwd 2 {REE Fikel ME JolM B S EHE BE
3 ko] #EiSo] FTRES Rolth. - . ' :
BIEER wisld] o2 fEEe] HAAE Wille RET 19505 itk EEs] 7= A4 EFIER
(Individualistic concept, Gleason, 1926)¢] &3zl 71484 1L, ©] /1¥-2 Curtis® Mclntosh(1951) <] &
A SRR (Continuum concept) = Whittaker(1956) 2] BHEIERE 47 Environmental gradient analysis) -
2 AR © 3R (Climax pattern theory) 2 FRE3he #7171 H ATk TR Hstd o2 eSS EMY
B3l digte] Curtis® Mclntosh(1951), Brown# Curtis(1952), Whittaker(1951, 1956),- Peet$}
Loucks(1977) 2 Weger 5 (1983)-& it FIfES Aoz FEEHE Ao ojuzl b - Z2HC = A4E
- o} Qitha F3EAL, Buell 5 (1966)L (LHES] BEE shte] @iz 3 sl gttt S HES
L EER, WAL B ol EEhe s #bdtin Bt ow, Whittaker(1960) 2 Kessell(1979) 5
< k] HAE DHRE, BE U mEY #ta e REHe BN 5 SUHERS AHestd st
ik #4, BRAME £ 58(1973 a,b), & 5(1973),%& %(1977) 2 Z2(1979) 7} B e wftRiEA
o] Y Bl ek, Kim® Yim(1986), Kim(1987) 2 & £(1987)- +i9] REEE ] o} itk
fEE ) Ay Bkl diste], 2Ela 2 F(1973)2 HUFK(ZY] HElell w2 fEd o] A&7 sl thste
Bag b g ' :
B e e BB REEHE A 19874 87 10858 4B 714 BiES Btk & FER REZIL— =&
Biligge dgo 2, ML BE 2 oMmE Wela, 15 FEE Bllsted 53& F3urh

FRETHL HEDL

£ e Bt kRS IREZL(L, 241, Tm), F52LI(1,176m) B KEEFE(925. 6m) 9] #EHL 500m
#2ho 2 2 E TH ko] o] 2% BB A M 140 #FTE A4 BT Fig. 1). Aoz A7 |
U2 (Quercus mongolica)7} BEIH oY, BRANE *‘]ﬂﬁ-—‘?—(Ca%pinus laxiflora), L)V} 5-(Alnus japonica)
2 ST (Fraxinus mandshuricay’se] BEfE7Y 20 AT Rike AR MRATIA 43 &
B85 BEIA AEE(Fig. 2)dA B ZAMA Y £ FiRS 11 5T, £ BRkES 1,
187mmel Atk T2 =72 HEE Ltk WEIEE L (sandy clay loam) HA] AVEIZE+ (sandy loam) o)A
I(Fig. 3), 139 pHe 39S HerRATH(Table 1).

Table 1. Soil factors of the study area. WHC; water holding capacity, FC; field capacity, OM; organic
matter content

Sites WHC liG pH OOM P K Ca Mg
(%) (%) (%) (ppm)  (ppm). (ppm)  (ppm)

Minjuji 1 : 43.0 33.6 54 8.6 22.0 136.8 1020.0 206.5
Minjuji 2 55.0 32.1 4.9 8.2 7.0 199.4 693.6 ' 206.5
Minjuji 3 47.0 . 33.2 5.0 8.9 7.0 172.0 306.0 97.2

Minjuji 4 ) 49.0 27.8 59 7.7 10.0 4066  3508.8 352.4
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Minjuji 5 . 51.0 276 50 7.4 42.0 441.8 11016 230.9

"Minjuji 6 . 55.0 299 . 4.7 8.0 - 9.0 ' 273.7 530.4 1215
Kakho 1 .50.0 299 4.6 8.0 9.0 152.5 612.0 -72.9
Kakho 2 48.0 , 296 50 . 7.9 9.0 121.2 428.4 60.8
Chénmarydng 1 440 281 5.4 7.1 30 ' 1838 10812 .- 158.0
Chénmarydng 2 450 27.8 54 7.2 40 1642  306.0 97.2
Chénmarydng 3 48.0 29.3 5.1 7.0 5.0 121.2 . 285.6 97.2
Chdnmarydng 4 47.0 26.4 51 7.0 5.0 121.2 285.6 97.2

Chdnmarydng 5 45.0 28.5 4.5 7.3 10.0 125.1 102.0 48.6

Fig. 1. A mapAshowing the studyarea ( Numericals indicate study sites)
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Fig. 2. Climatic diagram of Chupoongrydng Fig. 3. Soil texture of the study area
‘near the study area
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(1) fe4 #E '

LA A TH B2 mate] EEol whet &2F7b 4000t ]3¢ #fiHES) ( pure stand )& 1302 dPUSGEE
(point quarter method or point centered quarter method, Cottam et al., 1953) 0.2 Fdrste] HHEEE,
HiRE 2 SRR R EEES AN F, EEEY Wtz FEd o2 EEL5Tme] HsE BRIk
MRS & 5 & lm X1m HHE 1008 S 32 &3t Braun—Blanquet (1964)°) w2} HIE3}
= BE o] #EE /183 AT 9, fEA ] Bifke E BifEe] MeER(DBH) S Fiho s
BEsty 159 Fu3A7% BXIEE 53l EEINTL 4 .

(2) t3e) B 2 A ‘ :

Zh 2 A} A 20 A BT RAE-S A A ST ok 10em Z o) 7HA o] ESE 5~62 Hol| A #HEte shte)
HQER| o Yol APAT $A BEAZ 3, om R A2 AN SRR At

1) (501l texture) : 2mm 2 A 2 D RS 105C TR A 48417 AZA 7] &, KithnZ X
E o] &3l Hit(clay)Z RiRb(silt) S TE3L, UYHAE bt(sand) 2 7H53be] Millar o of.(1965)2]
SHERE HMEo = 1o flEstach : '

2) B A IKE (water holding capacity) : ZEfEE=Z 51 th

3) B KE (field capacity) : Peters(1973)9] kel what =335 th

4)pH : HiEH FERKE 159 k2 Es8te 1087 {EEAZ F pHrlEE 233k

5) B &8 ( organic matter content) : [EFEHES 105C RSl A 48417 AZRAD & £Ehiw 71
o gol 600C ERIEANA 4A17t 198k & BEELESZ HFsHTh .

6) A% BE (available phosphorus) @ 3 1 g ol 0. 002N B2h-g-<8 50me S 7hste] 30827 {RBAI A Mt
8k ¥ stannous—reduced molybdophosphoric blue color# 0. 2 FEBA|A spectrophotometer 2 660nmol| A]
e EEste] Bl ch : - ‘

7)B5ol&(cations) : [aRztH# 590 2N ZNLRF 25m¢E 71kl 3083t IREA &, 7HEI(K)E
flame photometer2 #%(Ca) 2 w2u]&(Mg)2 atomic absorption spectrophotometer® 278} Th
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Table 2. Importance value of trees of each site studied

s VRN T ¢ ¢ ¢ T X E K
Quercus mongolica 749 406 691 27.21174 891 44.0 1900 75.1 9.0 1944  -230.7214.3 98.3
Alnus japonica 56.2 135 - ~ - - - - - - - - - 's54.
Styrax shiraiana 509 338 205 - - - 244 110 157 - - = 129 115139
Quercus serrata 385 87 - -~ - - - - - - - - - — 35
DPinus densiflora 208 - 211 - - - - 250 545 - - - 99 -101
Ilex macropoda S99 - - - -~ - . - - - 108 - - 24
Acer mono 137 223 - 375 556 - - - - - -+368 - -128
Fraxinus rhynchophylla 9.7 — - - - - - - - - - — - - 07
Fraxinus sieboldiana 76 - 199 1565 - - - 135 - - - - - -4
Quercus variabilis 73 - 92 - - - 1983 585 449 253 931 - - —312
Betula davurica - 643 - - - - - - - - - =311 - 178
Platycarya strobilacea - - 384 - - - - 333 - 927 2299 123 - — =290
Fraxinus mandshurica — 274 1501321 5.7 251 — — - 8.9 -121.8 — 194 311
Prunus sargentii - 191 166 - - -— - - 172 168 - - - - 54
Carpinus laxiflora - 1761041 414 - - - - - = - - - =125
Magnolia sieboldii - 78 - - - - - - = - - 213 - - 22
Cornus walferi ' - 63 - - - - - - — - - - - -05
Carpinus cordata - — 167 450 21.71461 - - - - — 611 - 134234
Acer palmatum . - - 80 71 - - - - - 100 - - - =19
Acer psendo-sieboldianum - - - - 506 398 - - - - - - =112 78
Lindera obtusiloba - - - = = = - - - - - - 94 - 07
Rhododendron schlippenbachii - - = = = = - - - - - - - 25 16
Kalopanax pictus - - - - = = - - - - - - = 97 07
Morus bombycis - - - - - = - - - - - 265 - - 20
Ulwus savidiana var. Japonica - - - - = - - - - - - 128 - - 10-
Salix stipularis ’ - - - - = = - - - - - 121 - - 09

Tabie 3. Importance value of undergrowth of each site studied

Species - . _ M1M2M3M4M5 K1 K2 C1 C2 C3 C4 C5
Sasa borealis . 110.3 9.9 55.8 '
_Stephanandra incisa . 9.2 6.1 54
Lonicora subsessilis 87 4.0 6.2 17 .
Styrax obassia o 59 20 58 3.2 78 3.6 11 26

Lindera obtusiloba ‘ 59 53 65 49 26 15 20 28 23
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Rhododendron schlippenbachii
Fraxinus sieboldiana

Acer pseu-sieboldianum
Car}ainus laxiflora

Syringa reticulate var. mandshurica
Corylus heterophylla var. thunbergii
Acer mono

Lindera erythrocarpa.

Quercus serrata

Hydrangea serrata for. acuminata .
Staphylea bumnalda

Acer plamatum

Lespedeza maximowiczii
Fraxinus rhynchophylla

Rhus trichocarpa

Quercus mongolica

Symplocos chinensis for. pilosa
Lespedeza bicolor

Pinus densiflora

Kalopanax pictus
" Magnolia sieboldii

Carpinus cordata

Quercus variabilis

Rhus chinensis

Prunus sargentii

Aralia elata

Rubus cataegifolius

Prunus serrulaya var. spontanea
Securinega uffruticosa
Chimaphila japonica

Platycarya strobilacea
Rhododendron mucronulatum
Carex ciliato-marginata

Vitis amurensis

Celastrus orbiculatus

Smilax nipponica

Sanicula rubriflora

Disporum smilacinum

Phryma leptostachya var. asiatica
Viola acuminata

Saussurea gracilis

Actinidia arguta

Polygonatum robustum
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2.6

6.5
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1.3

2.5

3.0

13
18.6

2.7
1.3
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1.5
7.8 20
2.0
1.0
4.0
38 20
2.2
115 1.5
32.3
78 4.2
47 5.0
94 88
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1.2

1.2
9.6

5.5

3.6

1.7

2.3 .

1.7
1.7
1.2

1.2
11

17

10.7
5.8

40

5.3 10.0
15
2.3
15 1.9
1.1
46
8.1
6.9
1.1
1.1
1.1
46
15
1.1
14
2.7
56 6.6
5.3 10.2
3.8 4.0
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Cryptotaenia japonica R

Atractylodes japonica

Parthenocissus tricuspidata -

Cephalanthera longibracteata

Asplenium incisum

Artemisia keiskeana

Astilbe chinensis var. davidii
. Angelica polymorpha

Lysimachia barystachys

Syneilesis palmata

Ainsliaea acerifolia

Hosta plantaginea

Codonopsis lanceolata

Carex lanceolata

Melampyrum roseum

Spodiopogon cotulifer

Galium trachyspermum

Ampelopsis brevipedunculata var. heter-

ophyla
Petasites japonicus
Mosla dianthera
Chimaphila japonica
Ledebouriella seseloides
Artemisia japonica
" Aster scaber

Pyrola japonica

" Eupatorium chnense var. simplicifolium

Arisaema amurense var. serratum
Rubia codifolia var. pratensis
Pteridium aquilinum var. latiusculum
Dryopteris crassithizoma

Aconitum. pseudo-laeve var. erectum
Ostericum grosseserrata

Hydrocotyle maritima -

Solidago virga-aurea

Celastrus stephanotifolius

Ligularia fischeri

Isodon japonicus

Veratrum nigrum var. ussuriense
Aconitum pseudo-laeve var. erectum
Lychnis cognata ~

Asarum sieboldii ,

Heracleum moellendorffii =

5.3
5.3

2.5

4.1-

4.1
3.3

2.0

2.0

2.0
20
2.0

50
5.8

3.7
52
125
10.5
9.7
9.0
6.9
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3.7.

20

2.0
1.3
1.3
1.3
1.3
1.3
1.3
1.3
1.3
1.3

13"

1.8

11.7

18.0
1.8
1.8

1.8

31.7

1.8

11.7
2.7

18.0
10.8
8.1
3.6
1.8
1.8

15 1.7

57.0
4.1

30.8
1.6
1.7

4.7
L7

1.5°

55"
4.3

20.4
10.2

59

15.1
131
11.C
10.5
9.4
59
43

59
2.6
4.2

45.3

1.3

1.3
1.3

1.3

5.0
1.5

3.0

15
47 101
142 32
38 32
3.2
1.0
6.1
28.0 21.0
15 1.0
31 1.0
42
35
1.0
22 9.1
1.0
9.2 3.2

5.3

6.6.

10.7.

124
3.1

18.0
276

2.6

2.6

—69 —
40 86
106 11.7
oLl
23 1.1
12 49
9.8
7.6
45 |
23 116
46.2 514
47 13
1.7
11.2 15
2.3
2.3
1.2 10.2

1.1

4.0
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Geranium sibiricum : 2.0

I"impinella brachycarpa : 15

Carex humilis 51.5 25.8 314 246
Hemerocallis fulva ' 92 81 1.2 18.8
Lonicera coernlea var. edulis 2.2 2.3

Adenophora stricta 4.0 4.4 23 26
Liriope platyphylla 3.2

Platycodon grandiflorum . i ‘ 2.0

Chrysanthemum zawadskii 15 14
Saussurea grandifolia ) 15 17 23
Thalictrum aquilegifolium ’ 1.3 1.2

Hypericum ascyron 1.0

Potentilla freyniana 1.0

Liparis makinoana . 1.0

Viola variegata var. ircutiana ' . : 23 11 14
Lactuca ruddeana . ‘ 2.3

Patrinia villosa . 1.7

Oplistmenus undulatifolius 1.7

Viola rossii 1.7 1.4
Bidens parviflora 1.2 11
Miscathus japonica var. purpurascens 15
Metaplexsis japonica . ' 1.1
Arundella hirta ) 1.1

Carex siderosticata
Diarrhena fauriei

Thalictrum punctatum

33.6
32.3
85

3.5

Smilax china . 3.0 3.2 1.5 14

1) REZIL

TRIEA 2| A B THE BANEA Y ST ERETHE o o uheh Al 2 RREE ~ B e R R E 4] o
URRE-Sv U R HE-A 2 TR £4 2 @RS, $8 958 B S 2o AZURs)
B3 N2 Al AT (B 630m )= A 257} Bhsla, Bad AHe 224 28
W-(Alnus japonica), %5 BV F(Styrax obassia), EFITF-(Quercus serrata) 52 BEE7}F =% EAR
& 2R (Sasa borealis)7t TS AT, WKL XAt ((Carex okamotoi) 7} k3T Table 3).
A 22 & (HE 690m) & B2 (Betula davurica) 7} 53R 2™, AZ2WVE, Z9UE 2 FoUE
((Platycarya strobilacea) 52} 87} = 5kv). RG-S LFUF-(Staphylea bumalda) 7} 53 3L, HRERel
= W71 Y2 Disporum smilacinum), 2] Z(Phryma leptostachya var. asiatica), Z5AYZ(Viola acuminata)
- TY FLAI w3 Al SHET(EE 830m )= MAUFIE AR T, AZAUFY FaX7 #3%e
ERE S ZENE (Lespedeza maximowiczii) 7t $-R3IR 1L, IR A ALz, TFH (Ainsliaea acerg’fofia)
o] A3 At. A 4HbFT (%}fg 880m )= &R EAMEA £ Y (Fraxinus mandshurica )7} A5k

=, 7H¥L(Carpinus cordata), AT 5 TA7F =N EAES 2RU7F -F R 1, AR
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= AMNZE(Mosla diauthera), ‘?l'%%], BF (Dryopteris crassithizoma) 52 F8.X7F =9th A 57 A (FEE 1,
010m )& AZWF7} st e, T2 WT(Acer mono), EWIIR, BRF(Acer pseudo-sieboldianum)
59 227 Bk IRAZILCIA o] T o148 BRI NE AR} A fike FAskT 9Ach
EARN S 28T Hof 7RAMEs ¥R digtel 8o, MRS =F2F(Astilbe
chinensis var. davidii)©) $A3Ath A 6X L (FE 1,150m )& EF3 AT EEA Y, HEKd 27}
st AZTe] FAEe] A e Fell 7R uhee] AS)Ete o) Bo| LI sk A ug
FEC 2 vH HufTolTh E HIFT A AZUREE F1F 0] 9emoll o 2= A= 2 TH photo 1),

2) FpEIL A

A 1T (EE 780em )= B4 S BAMEA IREAZILY Al 47 29} o] EW U7} A sath &R0
A& S (Magholia sieboldii) 7} BEE AR HHFH L, 548 s d5E ZAx vy nzdur
7h &8s ATh AEILS] 800m LA EAAME A2 UT7E A ¢S 9511, il e EEEE ¥4
SESkeh. A 27 (RS 880m )oll A EATE-S 2Hth7} Bt ste] 9, Al SFT(BEE 1,100m )M F 8.
A7} EA T ERAT, AT (Hydrngea serrata for.acuminata) o)\t 22X 7} B3I Al 27 491 37
AolA BT WK = BFH (Ainslizea acerifolia)®] 8317} Bew], 25t A 2740l A2 thALZ,
f7te] Bo 287} B3, Al 3X&oE AR (Carex siderosticta) 3555 (Diarrhena Jauriei) 5-<]
F8X 7 FohA] NS E Al 3R AV RS ALZ A AT ALY SE 80m LR AlghE
7 AY fitke AR, AR AR AL B (Fraxinus sieboldiana) 7} td 107) o302
#ES T AR (photo 2). ‘

3) REESR .

A 1T (R 550m ) RN Hshed (35°) KRz ol AA=EE 2o FHUR(Quercs variabilis) 7+
AP, ST o)) BifES FEMESL FUTh EWAE S MK = 2 B9 (Fraxinus seiboldiana),
M AL (Carex humilis), Z0 =28 Z (Melampyrm roseumn) 5-°] B384 ¥l WY& Rarstdch A 2
A& (EEE 570m )& AR &9} AR oul, BRd fr@Este Koikee7) 1ot BIFS #iffs AdEE
), ARy $8ety 3, SARRED g Jol 259 £/ vk =5tk EAES HEF
#, MRS o7 vbel 7} B sl th. REEES B 600m ol A 5-E 800m AtoldlE E¥UE7) $43ta )
22X A 3AA(EE 620m )9t Al 4X 2 (FE 640m )7} ool sZdeh. A 3X] 4= SHUYF7] ik

< 43I e HHTEA i B S ml¢ with AdALe STYUTFHEIMB EES] FERE
9

o

B SRS KRl A % 50m DI BAGIN BRECE o 0m WHANE & 5 Tk ol
Sl A9 M58 W0l BIE 80mol 0271744 o 200m ol AH k=] AT o1F Fo R
B 2on ol go]m, oIt o 15mol 3, F#S o 0AIAT. FAUFE DI 02 gho A
7 2717 A, SHERE ¥A B Aoz FeA fed, o)o 2ol 2717} 20 BAFS o7 £
§e Aol S7shm Arke AHe BRE WeuA o FUTEES) B % Bl B3 u}
A Pigrk 2, - -

BLES) ASTE Sohol & W, IRAZIL, il % FEHS) MR WEDTre A= Ba,
) o] Sl ok BEAT 92E Aotk |

0, fitke) BT ~ . ,
RAZIL, Al 2 FREsel A kS A8 S FERIE Hese Table 4] AT, o —#0] 5
ok M) ol W WA B(CHRS Fig. o) UehAgieh o)A e LIS 9) 2270
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£ ZUTEE S REE AR RES) HO 2 4 o] EEY BLE st ATk 2EpIe s A
AR EEfEVF Bokor, @RIV AT AxA e AU FRHEY o URREEe], Bae] Eail
E Sl REHEC], B4 9 BE X Hd e LUFHET Mol il i 51 E shlod, A=
EEE T Yk 39, =43 A2 UTEEE] A9 R 2BV EET A GelE AddyThke] A
o] JAH I Y& Fol BAT A2 Y2 AN NepHEo] LSy Yo, FEIF L A A
DTN M= F3E(Acer pseudo-sieboldianum )2} F X7} F7Fete] mE; o] HRifTol A ekl
3 FE(ES B, 1985)2 Eed 4T —FEERHEe] BEetaL gl #EHU

Table 4. Importance values along the elevation in study area
Elevation

(m) Species "Importance values
550 * Quercus variabilis 198.3
Quercus mongolica ' 44.0
Platycarya strobilacea 333
. Styrax shiraiana - ‘ 244
570 Quercus mongolica ) 190.0
A Pinus densiflora . 25.0
Fraxinus sieboldiana 155
Styrax shiraina ) 11.0
620 Platycarya strobilacea 229.9
Quercus variabilis 253
Prunus sargentii - 16.8
Acer palmatum ‘ 10.0
Quercus "mongolica 9.0
Fraxinus mandshurica - 8.9
630 Quercus mongolica 74.9
Alnus japonica 56.2
Styrax shiraiana . 50.9
Quercus serrata : ) 38.5
Pinus densiflora 20.8
Ilex macropoda , . 19.9
Acer mono 13.7
' Fraxinus rh)ﬁzchﬂph)/lld 9.7
Fraxinus sieboldiana ‘ 7.6
Quercus variabilis . . 7.3
640 Platycarya strobilacea . - 92.7
) ‘ Quercus mongolica o 75.1-
Pinus densi orfz. . ’ 54.5
Quercus variabilis . . 449 -
Prunus sargentii 17.2
Styrax shiraiana 15.7
690 Betula davurica 64.3

Quercus mongolica 40.6
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Platycarya strobilacea ’ 38.4
Styrax shiraiana . 33.8
Fraxinus mandshurica e 274
" Acer mono “ o 22.3
Prunus sargentii . ) 19.1
Carpinus laxiflora 17.6
Alnus japonica » ' 13.5
Quercus serrata 8.7
Magnolia sieboldii ‘ 7.8
Cornus walteri ’ 6.3
780 Fraxinus mandshutica ‘ 121.8
Carpinus cordata 61.1
Acer mono . 36.8
Morus bombycis 26.5
Magnolia sieboldii : 21.3
Ulinus daviana var. japonica ‘ 12.8
Salix stipularis : ' 12.1
Ilex tacropoda 10.8
830 Carpinus laxiflora 104.1
Quercus mongolica ) - 69.1
Pinus densiflora _ 21.1
Styrax shivaiana 20.5
Fraxinus sieboldiana 19.9
Carpinus cordata . 16.7
Prunus sargentii . 16.6
Fraxinus mandshurica . 15.0
Quercus variabilis . e 9.2
Acer plamatum » . . 8.0
880 Fraxinus mandshurica 1321
Carpinus cordata ) 45.0
Carpinus laxiflora . 414
Acer mono 37.5
Quercus mongolica - : 27.2
Fraxinus sieboldiana 9.6
Acer palmatum : 7.1
900 Quercus mongolica a : 230.7
: Betula davurica ) 37.1
" Styrax shiraiana 12.9
Pinus densiflora ; 9.9,
Lindera obtusiloba 94
1010 " Quercus mongolica - 1174
Acer mono o ' 55.6

Fraxinus mandshurica 54.7
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Acer pseudo-sieboldianum . 50.6
Carpinus cordata . 21.7
1100 Quercus ongolica 214.3
Rhododendron schlippenbachii 20.5
Fraxinus mandshurica 194
Carpinus cordata : 134
Styrax shiraiana 11.5
Acer pseudo-sieboldianum 11.2
Kalopanax pictus ) . 9.7
1150 Carpinus cordata . 146.1
Quercus mongolica 117.1
Acer psendo-sieboldianum 39.8 -
Fraxinus mandshurica 25.1
©
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Fig. 4. Importance value curves of species populations along an'elevation gradient in Mt. Minjuji area !
3. PRARAE

k) BRI EEES ﬁ?ﬂﬂi 2 Ciﬁ’]'?\iﬂ('Table 5), /X ZHE T3 AT LM EHE
X2 BlasAoH Fig. 5). ) :
1) AZYFRE | AZUT B MURe] B 48] 1 e s5fEo T, 1 SErkEe} 5%
R 22 L7195 0. 892X RS fEFstATh Ak =7}, EAL ¥93(Hosta longipes),
7Ive] Seo) stk ' '
2) EUIVHRRHE | B Bie 28f80) 11, 1 SARIEIEES) SRR 247 1. 2491 0.86 024 A &
ﬁﬁk EE MERFSIE o), &FHT EAhEA tﬂﬁf;ﬁﬂ @ Aoz AZtEA. AEL A=), HX -
2 AMEFol +HHh .
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3) SIVHTREE | HITE B 56180l 1, 18 SRR HSIEEE 44 1513} 0. 8602 4] HHAF
E FAIBIA T AR ZERE 7T EAL 718X (Spodiopogon cotalifer) 7} LR, EiE ke 4
g Rt Aoz AZE,
4) B VHTREE | NBE B M8 1, 18 SEEEES) SHIEEE 47 1. 385 0. 922 4] EEk
RS il ARS AU, EALS ruelst St
5) Aol REE | HTE Bie 4618 0] 1, 18 SHRiERES) HSHHERE 22 1. 603} 0. 96 2.2 4 22k
RES HERstATE AAE 27 BEAS EiiAbzst B3
6) ZAVTRLE | HEUE B AM80) T, 1 SRS HEIHENE 27} 1,149} 0.830. 2.4 ZEl
RBEE AT KAS AEFU7E, BEALE AALC] Bhste #ig Y 44S Jeh)ith
Table 5. Importance values of undergrowths by community Qm; Quercus mongolica commuhify, Fm;
Fraxinus mandshurica community, Ps; Platycarya strobilacea community, Bd; Betula davurica
community, Cl; Carpinus laxiflora community, Qv; Quercus variabilis community

Species Qm Fm Ps Bd Cl Qv
Sasa borealis - 13.9 0.5 ‘
Stephanandra incisa 0.8 2.7 31
Lonicera subsessilis - - 7. .09 3.1 2.0
Styrax obassia 1.3 0.3 1.0 29 3.9
Lindera obtusiloba ' 1.3 1.3 2.7 3.3 0.8
Rhododendron schlippenbachii 0.7 '
Fraxinus sieboldiana 2.3 1.3 . 44
Acer pseudo-sieboldianum 05. .
Carpinus laxiflora 0.3 2.7 4.3
Syringa reticulate var. mandshurica 0.3 0.8
Corylus heterophylla var. thunbergii . 0.4 0.7
Acer mono 0.3 1.4 0.3 1.0 11
Lindera erythrocarpa 0.3 0.4 53 .
Quercus serrata 0.3 0.3 . . } 3.9
Hydrangea serrata for. acuminata 0.4 3.3 '
Staphylea bumalda 0.8 \ 0.9 0.3 6.5 1.0
Acer palmatum - 0.9 3.1
Lespedeza maxitnowiczii 0.4 ‘3.0 24 53
Fraxinus rhynchophylla 0.9 0.9 1.4 2.1
Rhus trichocarpa 0z - 0.3 1.0
Quercus mongolica 0.6 0.9 1.0 0.7
Symplocos chinensis for. pilosa 0.8 0.9 13
Lespedeza bicolor 1.1 ~ 09 0.7
Pinus densiflora 0.3 ‘ 0.7
Kalopanax pictus : 0.7
Magnolia sieboldi ' - 0.2 36 0.3
Carpinus cordata 0.4
Quercus variabilis . 0.2 1.9

Rhus chinensis 04 1.1
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Prunus sargentii

Aralia elata

Rubus - cataegifolius

Prunus serrulaya var. spontanea
Securinega suffruticosa
Chimapf:ila japonica
Platycarya strobilacea
Rhododendron mucronulatum
Carex ciliato-marginata "
Vitis amurensis

Celastrus orbiculatus

Smilax nipponica

Smilax china

Sanicula rubriflora
Disporum smilacinum
Phryma leptostachya var. asiatica
Viola acuminata

Saussurea gracilis

Actinidia arguta
Polygonatum robustum
Cryptotaenia japonica
Atractylodes japonica
Parthenocissus tricuspidata
Cephalanthera longibracteata
Asplenium incisum
Artemisia keiskeana

Astilbe chinensis var. davidii
Angelica polymorpha

" Lysimachia barystachys
Syneilesis palinata
Ainsliaea acerifolia

Hosta plantaginea
Codonopsis lanceolata
Melampyrum roseum
Spodiopogon cotulifer

Galium trachyspermum

BEARREDE

0.4

04
4.3
0.5
0.4
0.5
0.4
0.4
6.2

1.2
17
0.3
1.2

1.9

0.8
1.4
54
0.4
0.3.

6.4
0.5
26
4.2
0.1

Ampelopsis brevipedunculata var. heterophyla

Petasites japonicus
Mosla dianthera
Chimaphila japonica
Ledebouriella seseloides

Artemisia japonica

0.6
04

6.8

7.7

0.9

0.9

5.9

9.0

0.9-

0.9

0.9.'

15.9

0.9
" 04
0.4
0.3
0.3
0.7
0.3

1.1

4.1
2.8

2.0

3.2

5.6
0.3
0.9
15

25
1.9
3.5

24.4
15
0.4

3.2

2.7

6.1

14.6
7.3
7.3
3.7
2.7
2.7
2.7
2.7
2.1
21
1.7
1.0
1.0
1.0
1.0
1.0

8.5
1.0

16

0.7

1.3

41
45
4.0
1.9

1.3

25
29

1.9
26
6.3
5.3
4.9
3.5
3.3
1.9
1.0
1.0
0.7
0.7
0.7

0.7 -

58
0.8

3.9
2.4

.47

0.8
24

7.1
1.9

14.0
0.8

1.6
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Aster scaber 0.6 0.6 0.7

Pyrola japonica 0.2 0.6 0.7
Eupatorium chinense var. simplicifolium 0.7

Arisaema amurense Var. servatum 0.5 5.9 : 0.7

Rubia codifolia var. pratensis 0.5 14 0.7
Carex lanceolata ’ 1.1 45

Pteridium aquilinum 0.8 ) 29 ) 0.7 1.1
Dryopteris crassirhizoma 21 9.0

Aconitum psetdo-laeve var. erectum 1.0 5.4

Ostericum grosseserrata 4.1

Hydrocotyle maritima ' 0.5 1.8

Solidago virga-aurea 01 0.9

Celastrus stephanotifolius : 0.4 0.9

Ligularia fischeri 1.3

Isodon japonicus o 1.1

Veratrum nigrum var. ussuriense 1.5 ' 0.3 4.6
Aconitum pseudo-laeve var. erectum 0.9

Lychnis cognata 0.8

Asarum sieboldii 1.0

Heracleum moellendorfii 0.4

Geranium sibiricum 0.2

Pimpinella brachycarpa ' 0.2 . )
Carex humilis 4.2 7.9 25.8
Hemerocallis fulva . . 23 0.3 . 4.6
Lonicera coerulea var. edulis 0.6 1.1
Adenophora stricta ’ ’ 0.9 0.6

Liriope platyphylla 0.3

Platycodon grandiflorum 0.2

Chrysanthemum zawadskii 0.3

Saussurea grandifolia 0.2 . 1.0

Thalictrum aquilegifolium 0.3

Hypericum ascyron 0.1

Potentilla freyniana 0.1

Liparis makinoana ) 0.1

Viola variegata var. ircutiana 0.1 0.9

Lactuca ruddeana 0.1 0.6

Patrinia villosa 04

Oplismenus uhduletﬁ‘olius 0.4

Viola rossii _ 0.1 A ] 04

Bidens parviflora ) s 0.6 )

Miscanthus japonica var. purpurascens 0.4

Metaplexsis japonica 0.4
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Arundella hirta : .03
Carex siderosticata 3.1
Diarrhena fauriei 1.9
Thalictrum punctatum 0.7

2_ (MM Species diversity '100
Everiness
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Fig. 5. A comparison of various diversity indices by community

LIS Rl B o, 7 Bigke] FRRIEE S RROKMER T MRS AL 2 JehE e e
2 AGHRT. LS S5t £ 2 R JREBAtRE Fig. 60 Uehi itk 45 9] Eiptthel 453t
T SRR RV S sifttell A sk 2R FEHE Alol 9 Aol 7t EEE S o H, AR
%, SUUTFE 2 A UTEEC] A= 7kl A st MitEL 5, TR B Aoz A7
Hauoh 2Rl OE F BES 35S AR 2RUTRES Jtoldl A8 Hely
SRRl 1l Bl A A REER oY Mo TR} FLIE AR AAske A Fog Hol 1
e Zy TS KoM e Bosta e Aow A4
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Axis T

Axis I

Fig. 6. Ordination of X and Y values of the six communities. Fm;Fraxinus mandshurica community, Bd;Betula

davurica community, Qm;Quercus mongolica community, CLCarpinus laxiflora community, Ps;Platycarya
strobilacea community, Qv;Quercus variabilis community.

4, WS Bk .

ol 3 ZHEES] Fills 2 27 HhEE 25 FnikERd B3 ZRE AT F7) v o) BHELEREE
A Bk E= AH-E < AvH(Barbour et al., 1987). 7S] Hlol|l o sho] Kiras (1964)2 HE7T 52
B M E Al7to] ANErE WREREVT SIS ERSHE(LE ) o] HEEH, Eige] A7]d 1
sto] TRV G2 BEAME ERSME(NE)e] vehdtha 31413, Ford(1975)2F Mohler 5(1978)&
e =7] 5AAE7} Self—-thinningo] Yovka e By KA A = ERSHELS 2, Self—Thinning®]
AZEA A3 ETE B R e EEAAEC 2 Yepdttn R ustged, ol AFEL [
ke BhRES A9she Aotk 22 v FlEnFko] obd AN E ZARREY T A2 xRS e T
ZF A T R BET BT B Wik o = A3k It Barbour et al., 1987). I8\ ERIRS
2 Uehe TR BHE-S FiffrE o = sl B H(Barbour ef al., 1987). £ ZAMA| 9] 242 77
oz FRAYET, o5 Tl BES SIS Hesly] S18e] DBUES 12719 EHER O 2 o] 18
SFEEAHEE femkstAh (Fig. 7). 2 #8E) 4B A AT 23 % & BifE EEX 2 MEE, Be
71} #ifge) HEE vERd Aotk AZ2uFirEe] SfilEle dAA R RS 2 Vel A
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4 Frquency(%)
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DBH class(cm)

Fig. 7. Frequency distribution of DBH of six communities in the study area. n indicate the number of
individuals and I indicate the interval of DBH class. 1;Platycarya strobilacea community, 2;Quercus
variabilis community, 3;Q. mongolica community 4;Carpinus laxiflora community, 5;Fraxinus mandshurica
community, 6;C. cordata community. Ps; Platycarya strobilacea, Qv;Quercus variabilis, Qm;Q. mongolica,
Cl;Carpinus laxiflora, Fm;Fraxinus mandshurica, Cc; C. cordata

ZUFRE ZFAHEEY o2 e AZREE] ASH A7 7 A o2 Al Y. S UTRE
o 2¥3le 2 EifEY ShEE EAEEEeE Yehid, 3Tt ShEE 94 FAEEgde s
vebseh whebA kel W B BRe] Ay BERELS Rifhel A ol HiE g ASH o
G2 7o) e BEo 2 AR AT sk ST RN FRgUEC] U A A& Ay
o vjs] Belsl7] gl 252 A2 oa) REE Aoz A==, A, S3TiEEe] A
Z R 93 thX|E Aolgh= W-&o] oln Bod v} IvHKim, 1987 ; & =, 1987). S EEE
o] STEE 2 BES ddes & AS, ZAEZ Y, 29U ExsE AFEXF o Uehyt
ok =3 Z Z7AFNE SR AL ZArAFCE Ve 5 53, AU FAREEEe s
Bl o] B9 93] Fu U EiEe] AT EEES 2 giX 2 Aoz AAAT Mo UL EER 4
il A4 Aoz ERAMAIe 2 Yehym, 718 #3F 53], 4217 F4E Mojuirn o 42 =
7] Al AR50, T FAME ofd AAEo] B HAGAHE o2 et o]Bo] Mo EEES U]
Sto] NZURFHES AT Ao AR MUTHES A Fd) QAT B HFINE 22 73
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o) B Aow AP (4 5, 1982 ; Kim, 1987} HE 5, 1987), B A 20]A] o]
A dehte A 7 A2 AZIA T W XS, AAANE AT AAH B om ASae]
Azo 2Ry AN HEoz AU SHUERMES STEE AH 202 @SS 2 et
won, SHuRy SHEE QA EASHRC S ekt EEAUREY mpS-e kiEd Je
a4 B v B RS UReHR, SRRl B ] oS KBS Y] HAE UK
S Aoz FePAR, B 2ae} o] skife] Hloket MM N @A) EASL 1= SviL Aol
AsAoz D Aoz AZEh 7 sapke) Sl AAH o2 ERSARO 2 ehE,
2 AAFAE AFIEI), B FAFE A utRe] 22 SR ARl o]
1,3\‘3]17} S, AauTe] B4l HEHE Aor Az, dAZ WETT-(Fagus crenata) 9]
A9 3 ko] HEES] ZAule] oo BE AT FeRATH Nakashizuka, 1982). 2 HFel 71| epis
& olshzro] A1Pb) Fko MHIE 1 Sk Rol 7N uko] S WAT BEO2A, 1 Btk A%
Aoz §AHo S WS 2 AAAE Bon, AFAAe Pk RS Nz 2ot £ @
(1985)2 AZFRL, 4(1977)& 7o) shits SR ure] Fabgo] @ Ao §=5z o wat
M B A 2E o3 TAE AT > 9= Mk Figtel ARG A2z BIFo] AL P SE
stckm Azhac.

& d7E v=

5. fEfHbke] HEREEE

B HEEHES Loty 98t ALY B 1,100m HhEke] "]Q‘%—rﬁ%q]’ﬂ #BEl o8 B
HE HEZERTEN Gap) 9 MERARHR (closed canopy) 9] fHA AL Table 6) 2 HIE &Y =7 H5HE
(Fig. 8) Wlatgth. MEZEfTel MRS 161. 2nf O 2 MR A BIR 1BEEYT X148k Mkt

Table 6. Importance values of plant spemes in gap and under closed canopy of the Quercus mongolu:a

stand.

Species ' Gap Closed canopy
Lespedeza bicolor ] 194 ' 0.02
Lespedeza maximowiczii  * - 12.8 -
Symplocos chinensis for. pilosa 8.3 _
Fraxinus sieboldiana - . ' . 1.1 . 0.1
Lindera obtusiloba : 0.6 0.02
Acer palmatum - 0.04
Carex lanceolata - . 394 - 39.2
Arundinella hirta ’ 6.7 . 0.5
Cymbopogon tortilis var. goerinoii 3.3 —
Ainsliaea acerifolia 2.2 .0.02
Spodiopogon cotulz_'ferA ‘ . .17 0.5
Disporum smilacinum 12 0.04
Artemisia keiskeana ' 1.1 —
Lysimachia barystachys - : 0.6 -
Hosta longipes ’ 0.6 44
Garex ciliato-marginata’ ' 06 - 52.0
Melasiiphyrum -roseumn 01 - 0.1

-Astilbe chinensis var. davidii 0.1 0.02
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* Viola acuminata . 0.1 ‘ 0.04
Aster scaber . . ) 0.02 ) 0.02
Veratrum nigrum var. ussuriense : ' 0.02 -
Sanicula rubriflora 0.02 -
Adenophora remotiflora ) 0.02 -
Asplenium incisum : - 1.5
Saussurea gracilis - ) 0.5
Diarrhena fauriei - ' 0.5
Polygonatum odoratum var. pluriflorum ) - 0.5
Carex humilis : - 0.02
Asarum sieboldii - 0.02

B|lsth. MEZERTHN A ARAE A (Lespedeza bicolor) 7}, AR 182 (Carex lanceolata) 7} s
BRI, MEREERN M BEEARE ) Bl A ZZ (Rhododendron schlippenbachii) 0] 9 2] KAty 52

o st etor, BAL Auirtzrt $AstATh @9, W AKEmes] #E ShEe RY, #*
RZEFrEel A AE)7E EE ol & ERSMECZ, WEHEETAANE @& o) £ 2 o|F ERSMECZ
el o] HERE Hol MEZERTHT s A% AL Sl s Azteed, M AKHEY
E¢] 1BV} MEZERTERl A MRS R T Bkt o) & FRAA 2 u) #2580 o8] BEAd) ojd 2=
fE)(opening) o] ARSI, BREEIEMAS] 3= (Collins ef al., 1985) 98] 79 AXEYS) Aty o
Eo] AAF-¢] 3L FEst FE 7|odte oz A4 9, o2 EEE AR E
EHEZL £ o f#l =5 gl DA A # EF7 BAFE SsE YAHY, F2 BHFEEmEe 5
st 1 A9 EHESE, fEES W 7l (Photo 3), BIEFETES] ¥] -2 18El0] H¥4S, & Bifo)
EEETE Frlste o2 AAEAY. &, A 440 B2 Aoz A (Euiise) a5 RiE) B
O 552 Aoz A4 AL Sl A S Mg e o BEFEIES] HERo] 2 ATH Table 7).

Table 7. Percentage of stumps with more than two trunks by elevations

Elevation(m) Total(%) Quercus mongolica(%)
550 - 18.8 33.3
570 56.3 76.2
620 9.4 0.0
630 ‘ . 188 : 33.3
640 125 50.0

" 690 9.4 0.0
760 50.0 68.2
780 25.0 -
830 . 25.0 40.0
880 188 0.0
900 21.9 0.0
1010 9.4 200
1100 344 39.1

1150 25.0 20.0
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Fig. 8. Frequency distribution of height of tree species in Gap and under closed canopy.

FhAE AGF v go] &4 vehd F fﬂzﬁﬁr RS S el st Sl ua, B ol k7 AR
Aoz Azttt wEhA o] Hufffel A HESFEIE HEKo] w2 Bhe kKol E_Eﬂﬁ} oz Az e,
AHId BREFEIES ATE AR oA ARbA A A B B2 G A T AT (Hanes, 1971 ; Hansen, 1976).

T, HE 2 EfES dde e 2 1 HeL BmERR 2 Aol7t YRET, BHERE A S
g0 7 gurgt)

el ) A6l % Table 8o Lehii e, 2 AR Y EH ) Ao, Rt

, S0l
% 2R 4T RG IR SBAAUT, STHIF 2 FRIR)E

gom AR, S
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b A3 674 HEsR. e, thAl Bk 370 o) stol ATk BIEFEIHS] ke AAH oz AR}
7 =oron, ULl Zhx|uiee] o2 7 v]go] Xk, oY 3ZRE A9 fi HifES] v
o ggith FUEF F 23T (Photo 4)& BIEFEMEY ¥ IHAT, HE S4B 619 o2k
AR Qo] kol el PEregEe] v gol o 2old 4% 982 YAt

Table 8. Comparison of number of sprouts by species

Number of sprouts

Species 1 2 3 4 5 6
Quercus mongolica 88 28 26 5 1 1
Quercus variabilis 47 2 0 0 0 1
Quercus serrata . 6 0 . 0 0 0 0
Carpinus laxiflora 15 1 0 0 0 0
Carpinus cordata _ 24 7 1 0 1 0
Fraxinus mandshurica 24 5 7 1 0 0
Platycarya strobilacea 40 4 1 0 0 0

6. EAe] Ry LA = LEEA

FEE ] EHR ko] W HiEa el 8LE Loliy] §isted 13 4738 - {LERRY Hitk S ZATSIATH
(Table 1). EFQ-E Bl w2 Ay 84L FF fRom, Ak 29| Aolut gt Z, ]k
Azl 4715 g3 2 27197 ol Al R I8 tha we, IRAZILS At #F
o] ThE & Aid vls] 2 HU] WFos AZAHT. 2 FAAKEIY EHAKE 59 29F 2
e T Aol 7t AT wWebH B ZAR A itk e) St i) i - (LERY ol SlsiAtE)
B i 2 mEY Aol|2RE KRS 718 2cld ostd REHe Aor A4,

i

e

o)) FERE TAA B IRFZIL ) i S A 2 fRfFe] & 8 kEd oL B+
T & BHES Sie EEl wel S e 2 Bt e v B s SR RE2Y
VR A o R~ S U R R N DU R Y] RO AT, oY BRI BRoERH
ol firigel wheh ekzhe] #ert JANTh ‘ :
EREEF e B-g Fato o] —iFe KR HES HIste] BH, [KiiFe) L5 MoluFiHE, &
Ao Eate SUTEE, 183 B A2uFiEEc s A4HI.
PFEIES) Ve ARG Fipol AT Eiyel BHEol MRS HERM 2 LABHA £k

2

I

st SKFIERS) BRAIZ (Lol TS0l Qi FRbMiBtE-S iRy (RfFo] 2 o] Y RES ARER

'
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ol o] —#rel RS FAME S 2A ADUTRE, TIERHE, BulTh I EEE Ao UERME,
SulURRSE U ZOURRE) off BE0 2 ARG 4 gk '

g o) FRiTHiRS] MARA .2 S AW Tko] ZAA 9] RS 800m o) 4de] ThEE XA
A o] SIET, 455 B e =] AT [EEE Yol e stch e o] Ro) s A
ko] WAL ROl kol Y Aol ol HERE AL, B 74X uF2EkEe) Hatd ol 9
e, o] Bifo] BB Z FEE RAA, oW o) BE, BN MRS 93 e ZAU BIE, T
% oA AT ko] BT AAA O WS FRTS MRRT 4 Yt BEO] W 2 o] dssia ol e
7} ol Fol Aok B Holth. 12T RAZILS B 880m 220 EaAY WA A5 Qt SHus
THE 94 4 BEO R A EREAME B EF FisgolTh :

=3 fpEILe) TS #7el i IS 20 2 A 245 Hffol = 41 2 FafitEo] = o] Qe
ColRe ABTAMS ot BEEE JRS WISl R By Azt
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Photo 3. A photograph showing the Quercus Photo 4. A photograph showing the Quercus
mongolica stump with trunks variabilis staump with three trunks





