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Abstract : The purpose of this study was to understand phytosociological characteristics and
changes, providing basic ecology informations based for heronries. We investigated the 25 heronries
sites to have more than a hundred nests in the country. The vegetations of heronries were arranged
8 plant communities that consisted of 60 families, 129 genuses and 167 species including 17 species
of exotic species. The communities of heronries were composed of high NCD (Net Contribution
Degree) of plants, such as pokeberry (Phytolacca americana), japanese chaff flower (Achyranthes
japonica), asiatic dayflower (Commelina communis) including diagnosis species, that was heliophilous
and tolerance of eutrophic and/or acidic soil condition, and had the highest composition with the
annual plants. As locational condition, they were distributed a favorite feeding place (rice field,
stream etc.) inside 0.5 km radius, and located on the eastern slope of the mountain. The vegetative

composition among plants in the heronries didn’t have plant sociological characteristics for
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environmental conditions of the sites. But generally, they had trends in floristic composition like

the areas of polluted soil, open canopy and disturbance.

Keywords : Heronries, Phytolacca americana, Annual plants, Eutrophic, Acidific, Heliophilous
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Figure 1. The geographical location of the vegetation & e

study sites in the heronries (Refer to table 1 for

finding information of 1~25 site) W ke AR, A ALt el —"ﬂ—@‘ é
A3l [SYNTAX 2000](Podani, 2001)2] PCoA (Prin
Table 1. The number of nests, inclination and area of heronries in each study sites
C(IEHHLOH Grey heron | Great egret | Little egret Integr;eeflate Cattle egret B?jcgl;—:;(;zr;ed pocr?c;rifesreon oumber | inclination area
Scientific | Ardea | Ardea alba |  Egretta Egretta | Bubulcus | Nycticorax | Ardeola | ofnests ) (1)
name cinerea mdoesta | garzetta | intermedia ibis nycticorax bacchus
Site 1 v N N N N 1,143 523 4,130.16
Site 2 N N N N 325 5.77 1,223.37
Site 3 N N N N N 265 0 2,652.55
Site 4 N N N ~ N N 690 2.28 16,549.92
Site 5 N N N N N N 1,508 0 2,456.18
Site 6 N N N N N N 775 0 51,551.28
Site 7 N N N N N 922 0 4,943.86
Site 8 N 142 9.28 2,870.57
Site 9 N N N 369 0 3,535.16
Site 10 N N 265 9.29 2,576.04
Site 11 N N 150 2.18 7,504.51
Site 12 N N N N 303 0 513.68
Site 13 N N 330 19.29 4,244.87
Site 14 N N 240 1843 | 58,692.61
Site 15 N N N N 428 0 4,363.29
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Table 1. Continued

C?ll:rﬁ?n Grey heron | Great egret | Little egret Inte:)r;zcthate Cattle egret Blrﬁ;f}r]z\;?led pocr?(;r;?:ri)n umber | inclination area
Scientific |  Ardea | Ardea alba |  Egretta Egretta Bubulcus | Nycticorax Ardeola | of nests 0) ()
name cinerea mdoesta | garzetta | intermedia ibis nycticorax bacchus

Site 16 N N N N . 281 9.42 6,960.88
Site 17 N N N N N N . 560 17.55 11,314.08
Site 18 N 103 5.14 679.22
Site 19 N N N N N 274 | 27.63 7,645.17
Site 20 N 146 11.53 1,861.77
Site 21 N N N N N N . 437 0 3,170.26
Site 22 N N N N N N . 512 2.7 43,047.16
Site 23 N N 286 0 12,254.99
Site 24 N 184 0.27 2,857.39
Site 25 . N N N N N . 176 0 5,728.28

Location of study sites: 1. majundong, seogu, Incheon; 2. gonamri, pajueup, Paju, Gyeonggido; 3. hoehyeonri, yangpyeongeup, Yangpyeonggun,
Gyeonggido; 4. yulpori, godeokmyeon, Pyeongtaek, Gyeonggido; 5. Yanggiri, gongdoeup, Anseong, Gyeonggido; 6. seulhangri, godaemyeon,
Dangjin, Chungcheongnamdo; 7. unjeounri, seon gnammyeon, Cheonan, Chungcheonnamdo; 8. gamseongri, geumnamyeon, Sejomg; 9.
songjeoldong, heungdeokgu, Cheongju, Chungcheongbukdo; 10. dukdongri, tanbumyeon, Boeun Chungcheonbukdo; 1. sangsukri, busukmyeon,
Yeongju, Gyeongsangbukdo; 12. umangri, pungyangmyeon, Yecheon, Gyeongsanbukdo; 13. ocheonri, waryongmyeon, Andong,

Gyeongsangbukdo;

14. jonggokri, sanbukmyeon, Mungyeong, Gyeongsangbukdo; 15.

sunghyeonri, yeongmunmyeon, Yechon,

Gyeongsangbukdo; 16. bonggokri, nongsomyeon, Gimcheon, Gyeongsangbukdo; 17. seokjangdo, Gyeongju, Gyeongsangbukdo; 18. hageori,
ssangnimmyeon, Goryeong, Gyeongsangbukdo; 19. garyeri, daedeokmyeon, Uiryeongmyeon, Gyeongsangnamdo; 20. geumsanri, dongeup,
Changwon, Gyeongsangnamdo; 21. mugeodong, namgu, Ulsan; 22. dukgingu, chunju, Jeonju; 23. jasanri, donghyangmyeon, Jinan, Jeollabukdo;
24. yanggakri, damyangeup, Jeollanamdo; 25. eunyongri, dagjyeonmyeon, Damyang, Jeollanamdo.
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Figure 2. The types of vegetat|on (A) Korean pine (Pinus Koraiensis) forest (site 5), (B) Pokeweed bush and fruit (Phytolacca
americana) in the korean pine, (C) Sawtooth oak (Quercus acutissima) forest (site 4), (D) The bamboo grove (site
21), and the diagnostic species of the heronries
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Figure 3. The appearance frequency of the life-form in the heronries (A) and the annual plants in each site (B)
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(Kim, 2008)  (Lee et al., 1995) (Lee, 2004)

Figure 4. The composition of the life-cycles by vegetation types
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Table 2. Synthesized heronries vegetation table

I: Phytolacca americana-Cedrus deodara community, IT: Phytolacca americana-Pinus koraiensis community, I1L: Phytolacca americana-Pinus densiflora community, IV: Phytolacca americana-Quercus acutissima community
V: Phytolacca americana-Castanea crenata community, VI: Phytolacca americana-Quercus variabilis community, VIL: Phyllostachys nigra var. henonis community, VIIL: Phyllostachys bambusoides community

running no. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1011 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25
site no. 2 1 2 7 5 11510 3 6 12132 8 18 16 17 14 19 4 9 24 23 25 2
direction W NE SE SE N SE SE NE E SE N E N WS E E E S SE
inclination S 1010 3 - 5 1510 5 10 5 10 - 5 1510 5 2510 10 5 5 2
T1 height (m) 20 11 13 15 10 14 16 12 10 16 16 15 12 18 15 12 17 20 17 12 12 17 18 15 13
T1 coverage (%) 80 8 8 50 20 20 15 40 60 S50 20 70 15 70 70 20 8 8 90 8 15 70 40 8 90
T2 height (m) 7 10 38 4 1310 7 6 12
T2 coverage (%) E - T R 5 5 510 5 5 5 <10
S height (m) 30 40 30 10 25 15 30 25 30 40 20 1S 320 15 16 30 30 20 30 20
S coverage (%) 55 5 5105 5 5 5 2 155 - 10155 2 5 2 3 - 8 15 -
H height (m) 08 02 02 05 04 04 05 05 06 07 1.0 05 05 08 05 04 05 50 09 05 05 01 05 05
H coverage (%) 0 5 5 10 5 6 8 5 20 60 8 5 5 70 8 70 15 40 10 40 5 5 40 5
number of species 24 16 27 17 13 31 24 18 24 35 31 29 25 27 2 21 25 4 24 2 9 10 ¥ 5 1
scicentific name =Y 1 I il v VI VI VI Ts NCD family LF
Cedrus deodara AeZgE 9 - - . 07 Pinaceae ~ Ph
Pinus koraiensis s -9 9 5 3 e CEEE 4 78 Pinaceac  Ph
Pinus densiflora S . 15 3 7 5 7 5 2 3 2 - - 10 299 Pinaceae ~ Ph
Quercus acutissima Ay 2 . -3 2 8 8 5 6 8 7 8 9 5 8 13 766 Fagaceae  Ph
Castanea crenata LIRRes 502 05 1 2.2 8 41 1 - -2 . 121 Fagaceae  Ph
Quercus variabilis Exe . 55 6 3 -6 5 93 Fagaceae ~ Ph
Phyllostachys nigra var. henonis & . 7 9 - 2 24 Gramineae ~ Ph
Phyllostachys bambusoides S . <2 . . 9 2 16 Gramincae ~ Ph
Quercus serrata e DR A o120 2 3 8 78 Fagaccae ~ Ph
Quercus mongolica Az 11 L S ) [ EEEE . . 7 42 Fagaceae  Ph
Robinia pseudo-acacia ORAIYE 1 1 -2 32 1 13 201 7 2 5 5 - 6 . 15 470  Leguminosac Ph
Quercus aliena e 2 11 2 1 1 13 2 2 2 14 230  Fagaceae  Ph
Betula schmidtii sEuR 4 : : 4 2 12 Betulaceae  Ph
Larix leptolepis EES 1 2 . 204 Pinaceac  Ph
Zelkova serrata LEYS . B 14 207 Ulmaceae ~ Ph
Fraxinus sieboldiana HELY U . 1 201 . 309 Oleaceae  Ph
Magnolia obovata PR ) . 3 1 2 3 13 Magnoliaceae Ph
Prunus verecunda U 1 1 2 1 . 4 15 Rosaceae ~ Ph
Betula ermanii AAYUE 4 . 4 212 Betulaceae  Ph
Pinus rigida 27|chaLL . 4 103 Pinaceae  Ph
Firmiana simplex Bo%E 2 . o 2 04 Sterculiaceae  Ph
Cornus controversa ZZUR . 1 . 1 . 2003 Cornaceae ~ Ph
Morus bombycis AR . . -2 o3 <2 2 . 4 27 Moraceae ~ Ph
Morus alba LAt | 3 P 202 1 1 3o 8 84 Moraceae ~ Ph
Rosamultiflora Ay - 1 1 1 r21r 2 - - CEE 1 8 60 Rosaceae  Ph
Celtis sinensis oy 1 C D 32 135 7013 Ulmaceae ~ Ph
Rhus tricocarpa UL o1 | . . | 6 31  Anacardiaceac Ph
Diospyros lotus AR 1 1 2 2 <103 . 6 45 Ebenaceac  Ph
Lindera glauca AL B A . 2 11 2 4 18 Lauraceae  Ph
Lindera obtusiloba AR 2 2 [ 2 421 Lauraccac ~ Ph
Celastrus flagelliaris EAVR . . . 1 1 2 03 Celastraceae  Ph
Zanthoxylum schinifolium AU 1 2 | . . . 309 Rutaceae ~ Ph
Albizzia julibrissin AHIHF 12 . 1 2 2 5 30  Leguminosac Ph
Ailanthus altissima Vi . . 1 2 B 309  Simaroubaceac Ph
Ligustrum obtusifolium HEUR 1 1 . . . o1 . 4 12 Oleaceae  Ph
Elaeagnus umbellata By 1 1 2 1 . 4 15  FElacagnaceae Ph
Carpinus laxiflora AojUH . 3 102 Betulaceae P
Sorbus alnifolia Zhij 2 . 101 Rosaceae ~ Ph
Fraxinus rhynchophylla Exgun 2 o0l Oleaceae ~ Ph
Styrax obassia Zz 1 . I 01  Styracaceac  Ph
Corylus heterophylla var. thunbergii 7|98 - 2 0l Betulaceae  Ph
Rhamnus davurica ZhjuR 1 . I 01  Rhamnaceae Ph
Aralia elata FEUT . 3 102 Anliaceac  Ph
Celtis choseniana Agur 3o 102 Ulmaceae ~ Ph
Symplocos chinensis v 11 1 . 3 07  Symplocaceae Ph
Spiraea blumei AR . 3 02 Rosaceac ~ Ph
Hemiptelea davidii AJEUR 1 . 0l Ulmaceae ~ Ph
Malus baccata [ BR . 1 10l Rosaceae  Ph
Acer pseudo-sieboldianum e 1 . 10l Aceraceac  Ph
Thea sinensis P . 5 104 Theaceae ~ Ph
Magnolia kobus 58 1 . 101 Magnoliaceae Ph
Rhus javanica B -1 I 01  Anacardiaceac Ph
Diospyros kaki e 2 . 0l Ebenaceac  Ph
Platycarya strobilacea. ZTU 3 I 02  Juglandaceae Ph
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Table 2. Continued

‘runnfng no. ) 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 T NCD Sty IF
scicentific name =9 I il il v ) VI VI VI

Achyranthes japonica e 222 1 3 2 2 1 2 5 2 - 2 3 3 3 2 2 2 5 - 2 - 1 - 21 768 Amaranthaccac H
Commelina communis goE 1 1 1 4 2 1 2 1 1 2 3 1 73 4 3 1 3 1 4 . 5 . . 2 799 Commelinaceac Th
Phytolacca americana oSty 4 02 2 13 - 9 1 3 6 2 2 - 3 5 6 2 - 3 4 4 2 3 . . 20 1000 Phytolaccaceac G
Chelidonium majus var. asiaticum W71 5= 1 6 2 2 2.2 2 2 3 3 212 2 - - - . 14 334 Papaveraccac Th
Persicaria longiseta 7ol R | 2 P21 r .- 22 1 - 1 2 1 - 2 13 184  Polygonaceae  Th
Smilax china u|Szpapel 1 . . 12 I 201 12 1 1 11 1 13155 Liliaceae ~ Ph
Humulus scandens Augdz - - 2 11 12 12 2 2 2 2 2 12179 Moraceae ~ Th
Dioscorea tokoro e | 32 17 1 2 2 4 4 1 11 230 Dioscoreaceae G
Dioscorea yokusaii Eygoh . o] 1 P2 30201 [ 1 11 123 Dioscoreaceae G
Oplismenus undulatifolius FEXAE O3 - - o oo ] 30203 1 1 301 3 10 157  Gramineae H
Chenopodium album var. centrorubrum oz P 2 12 301 2 1 9 94 Chenopodiaceae Th
Stellaria aquatica Nz A 12 2 2 3 8 84 Caryophyllaceae Th
Parthenocissus tricuspidata SHolgx . 2 . . . ] 1 2 4 2 1 7 68 Vitaceae ~ Ph
Bidens bipinnata B A B | 1 11 6 31 Compositae ~ Th
Solanum americanum oz - o - o 1 4 ] 1 . 1 6 40  Solanaceac  Th
Amaranthus mangostanus VS E e A 1 . 1 6 45  Amaranthaceae Th
Setaria viridis poE - - 3 2 1 1] . . 5030 Gramineae ~ Th
Liriope spicata D e e e 5 22 Liliaceae G
Agropyron tsukusinense var: transiens g L L T R ) . 6 58 Gramineae ~ Th
Glycine soya =3 L L T R . | 4 12 Leguminosae Th
Eleusine indica D I L e | . 4 12 Gramineae ~ Th
Leonurus japonicus omz L S L | 4 15 Labiatae ~ Th
Pueraria lobata 3 L T e R A 4 33 Leguminosae Ch
Cardamine flexuosa Ao L L T B 4 15 Cruciferae ~ Th
Solanum nigrum 7jpz L L T S S | 3 07  Solanaceae  Th
Erigeron anmus gz 1 1 1 3 07  Compositie  Th
Persicaria thunbergii ofe] L L T 1 3 13 Polygonaceae Th
Eccoilopus cotulifer e P | 307 Gramineae ~ H
Cocculus trilobus gdogz - . 1 1 - . . .. ] 1 4 12 Menispermaceae Ph
Xanthivm strumarium =Ll S | . 1 3 07  Compositie  Th
Pilea peploides EEo| T S R R | 307 Urticaceae ~ Th
Parthenocissus tricuspidata L = L) L T R | 316 Vitaceae ~ Ph
Youngia japonica L) S . | 3 07  Compositic  Th
Iveris dentata 2419 L L T T S S - 3 07  Compositte H
Boehmeria longispica L e T B (1) Utticaceae ~ Ch
Phryma leptostachya var. asiatica e L T A | 3 L1 Phrymaceae G
Sicyos angulatus 7HA) ek L L | 2 03 Cucwbitaceae Th
Panicum bisulcatum H71% | 2003 Gramineae ~ Th
Carex lanceolata WSS L | 203 Cyperaceae  H
Chloris virgata L) T 204 Gramineae ~ Th
Fallopia dumetorum gogz . . . . e 207  Polygonaceac Th
Echinochloa crus-galli =1 L | 2003 Gramineae ~ Th
Polygonatum odoratum va. pluriflorum =2 FE e | 204 Liliaceae G
Liriope platyphylla AR L 203 Liliaceae G
Persicaria perfoliata L el | 2 03  Polygonaceac Th
Digitaria ciliaris o] L T ) 204 Gramineae  Th
Agastache rugosa S EE S B 206 Labiatae H
Solanum lyratum HjEs FE e . | 2003 Solanaceae  Ch
Athyrium yokoscense WAL L T T 4 15 Aspidiaceac H
Clematis apiifolia A e ] 2 04 Ranunculaceae Ph
Lilium leichtlinii var: tigrinum Zu) T 2003 Liliaceae G
Cimicifuga heracleifolia st T S S 2 07 Ranunculaceae G
Cirsium japonicum var. ussuriense BBl e | 203 Compositte H
Hosta capitata AHjElE 2 - ] 2004 Liliaceae ~ H
Carex siderosticta Az 4 2 10 Cyperaceac H
Clematis patens ookl - . . ] 2 03 Ranunculaccac Ph
Galinsoga ciliata guZofge] - - - - - - 1] 203 Compositte Th
Bromus tectorum var. tectorum L2 T T 206 Gramineae ~ H
I H; Ligusticum melanotilingia(22), 2, 1, 0.1, Umbelliferae, H / No.3: Viola selkirkii(2) 8] 2), 1, 1, 0.1,

running no.1: Viola collina(g-8 A 8] Z) 11, 0.1, Violaceae, H; Campanula punctata(235-%), 1,1, 0.1, C
Violaceae, H; Duchesnea chrysantha(271), 1, 1, 0.1, Rosaceae, Ch; Mosla dianthera(F)7}), 1, 1,0.1, Labiatae, Th; Festuca arundinacea(£712)8), 1,1,0.1, Gmmmeae,H Cardammescwala (E3HAo]), 1, 1, 0.1, Cruciferae, Ch’ n05
Actinidia polygama(Z7§CHILHD), 1,1,0.1 Actmzdmceae, Ph/no6: Sculellarla indica(Z532), 1, 1,0.1, Labiatae, H; Taraxacum platycarpum(R5#)), 1, 1,0.1, Compositae, H; Amaranthus lividus(¥]2), 1, 1, 0.1 Amaranthaceae, Th; Breea
segeta(Z40]), 1, 1,0.1, Compositae, H; Viola acuminata(ZH} 8] 2), 1, 1, 0.1, Violaceae, H; Barbarea orthoceras(\F=4 1), 4, 1,03, Cruciferae, Th / n0.9: Euphorbia maculata(Z%41H), 1,1,0.1, Euphurbzaceae.'[h/no 10: Panicum
dichotomiflorum( U]—}H}M 1), 1, 1, 0.1, Gramineae, Th; [pomoea pwpurea(‘é%%‘ 22,1, 1, 0.1, Convolvulaceae, Th; Artemisia princeps(%;), 1, 1, 0.1, Compositae, Ch / no.11: Paederia sL‘amdem(Z“.RL ), 1, 1, 0.1, Rubiaceae, Ch;
Eragrostis jermginea(l%), l 01 Grammeae H/no.12: Galium spurium va. erhznorpermon 7‘1"-]‘:45‘ 1, 1,0.1, Rubiaceae, Th; Stellaria diversiflora(3 2 #2), 1, 1, 0.1, Caryophyll H; Mollugo p I “L 7)1, 1,01,
Aizoaceae, Th; Hemzmcal[zvfdva °J-rEl 2,1,0.1, Liliaceae, G /n0.13: Agropyron ciliare( 487§ ), 1, 1,0.1, Gmmmeaz Th; Lonicera japonica(9)54 ), 1, 1,0.1, Capnﬁ)[zaceae Ph/no.14: Mosla punctulata(- ~W}lr ] 1,0.1, Labmme
Th; Persicaria filiformis(©|AFo17}), 1, 1, 0.1, Polygonaceae, G; Spodiopogon sibiricus(Z7)2MY), 1, 1, (]1 Grammeae H; Ampelopsis brevipedunculata(7§ M), 2, 1,0.1, Vitaceae, Ph; Boehmeria mvea(E*} £),2,1,0.1, Umcaceae Ch/
10.16: Quamoclit angulala(a—l%%%i), 1, 1,0.1, Convolvulaceae, Th / n0.17: Miscanthus sinensis( XLMAH 1,0.1, Gramineae, H; Lespedeza maximowiczii var. tomentella(2 22 #}2]), 2, 1, 0.1, Leguminosae, Ph / no.18: Aspemla
maximowiczii( 7)), 1, 1, 0.1, Rubiaceae, H; Salwaplebeza (E§okak27)), 1, 1, 0.1, Labiatae, Th; Plectranthus m/lexus({}‘%} 1,1,0.1, Labiatae, G; Rumex crispus(2:240]), 1, 1,0.1, Pahgonateae H; Kalimeris yomena(%5-40]), |
1,0.1, Compositae, Ch; C[ematzs mandshurica( ©-0}2)), 1, 1,0.1, Ranunculaceae, Ph; Allium lhzmbergzx(*lt' 2),2,1, O.l,Lrlxaneae G/n0.19: Rubus parvifolius( %‘*ﬁ,‘ﬁﬂ) 1, 1,0.1, Rosaceae, Ph; Carex humilis var. nana(AtA-2), 1,1, 01
Cyperaceae, H; Rubus crataegifolius(AFE7|LHE), 1, 1, 01 RUS(ILEH@ Ph/10.22: Chimaphila japonica("§ 3= 8}, 1, 1,0.1, Pyrolaceae, Ch / n0.23: Vicia ima(=2749), 1, 1,01, L G; Codonapsis lanceolata(¥ &),
1,0.1, Campanulaceae, G; Dryopteris lacera(H] 5. 2LAF]), 1,1 0.1, Aspidiaceae, H; Hepatica insularis(A} 7= 37, 3, 1, 0.2, Ranunculaceae, G; Valeriana fauriei(F] 2%-%), 2, 1, 0.1, Valerianaceae, G; Galium koreamm(Z7247 9 2), 3 l
0.2, Rubiaceae, H; Pimpinella brachycarpa(Ur), 1, 1,0.1, Unbelliferae, G Preridium aguilimum va. Iarimculum(lﬁ}al), 2,1,0.1, Preridaceae, G /10.23: Portulaca oleracea(2)¥] ), 1, 1,0.1, Portulacaceae, Th
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