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Species Composition and Community Characteristics
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Abstract: In this study, overpasses and their adjacent habitats were classified into three landscape
types, and species composition and community characteristics were examined for each type in order
to propose directions for vegetation establishment in wildlife crossing structures. A total of 282 taxa
were recorded, and species richness and diversity were highest in the transition area. The artificial
area showed low species diversity and high dominance, indicating that a few species dominated the
community, whereas the forest area exhibited intermediate levels of species richness and diversity
between the transition and artificial areas. In both the transition area and the artificial area, Asteraceae,
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Poaceae, and Fabaceae accounted for high proportions of the flora. The proportion of perennial species

decreased from the forest area to the transition area and the artificial area, while that of annual species

increased in the same order. Detrended correspondence analysis(DCA) showed that the forest area

was strongly associated with tree layer cover and height and litter-humus layer, the transition area

with sub-tree layer cover and height, species diversity and slope, and the artificial area with herb layer

cover, rock exposure and dominance. Consequently, the forest and artificial areas had distinct

community structures, whereas the transition area displayed a mixed structure encompassing

characteristics of both types. For future vegetation management of wildlife overpasses, enhancing

vegetation in the transition and artificial areas to more closely resemble the structural characteristics

of forest vegetation will be important for strengthening ecological connectivity.

Keywords : Wildlife Crossing Structure, Multivariate analysis, Ecotone, Diversity indices, Ecological

connectivity
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A A1 2] o Sl= oA E O] A0l 918 = 7o,
Aol BF= 2ot 8 Ao E 283ttt
(Hilty et al,, 2006). ©] = 3] 25}7] 95t HIeto 2 AA|
HAHEE= oM EY tE T A Eol LA
g2 A2 352 9IRt J 2 e th(Hilty etal,
2006). =W o] Ael& == AA7IA] 56470427} H AL E]
0.1, o] F °F 64%7} 51 G O S FRITHSong et al.,
2023). £ A e 2= T2 WY 472 WA
15 51, 4% ZFFoA= AAAE Al5st

2 & 4= Q) tH(Choi et al., 2012; Jeong et al., 2023).
, S 1LY YEH Szt go] A9fAor 4%
FREL 7| AYA N AEotE S
2 A5 4= U th(Bennett et al,, 2011; Rodney
etal, 2015). 53], Y S 2} Abglo] AR FAF=
7P Ak (edge effect) 2} FHA TR oY 522
AAA A8 7Hs S wolH, AETIA STt e
SAZ 9 JFS v]E 4 It (Lourenco et al., 2019;
Song et al, 2018). S5t Ekee] AE B Bt
S0 7]50] 12 2, 2 447/ 2}o] o2 4]
et a2 7F RESHAL, A4 £/ FE0] HE = Al
9ro. A9 7} okl (Woo et al., 2018; Kim et al., 2024).
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O EE9] o] 54 THAZIIL AP AAS 48t
Sl o $83 8RICE B & Qo TAASHEA
W A5z 2= e 522 A2 29 = 13
7¥st7] 913t RARS TATSHAL Qlom, S F.o) Ty H]
= AA 2 B AR (ME, 2023) ol Al &= A48 B9
EOlE A 2R AT AZ Halsta Qi) o
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on(Figure 1), 2 N BEE AHFA, Aol 91 AHoR e, ol At e EE ] BAY
BRAAY T AU GYOR FHAI NS AY  FE HFAY Aol FARE BBk 29 7
SoickFigure 2). A A AEEE 2 QAFER Re] AT 100m o] o A] 542 (Fischer et
B 4)go] 325t Zo|thete] o] Aol AA S al,2021), Fo| A thi AEEEZFE 100m ol A %

w00 s T Va0 Va0
. . . . e . Years since -
Province/City ~ Width(m) Length(m) Altitude(m) Latitude Longitude construction Abbreviation
Gochang-gun,
woo 30 30 3037100 354138 126.7472 1 ws
Wolsan-ri
Dong-gu,
) 30 30 177.7£21 36.3411 127.5042 1 SS
Sinsang-dong
Asan-si,
) . 30 25 229.7%15 36.6519 126.9824 5 GS
Geosan-ri
Gimcheon-si,
. 46 46 239.3%1.2 36.2025 128.0071 6 GC
Gwangcheon-ri
i Geochang-gun,
woo 38 25 688.7+3.1 35.8989 127.8654 7 BG
Bonggye-ri
Namwon-si,
42 42 195.315.0 354228 127.3619 9 SG
Sangok-dong
woo Gwangju,
. 49 32 787129 35.1442 126.7274 12 1
Jijeong-dong
‘Yeongcheon-si
. 68 40 259+114 36.1044 128.7499 13 HS
Hwaseo-ri
oo Cheongju-si
32 32 105.3%15 36.5852 127.4761 15 JA
Jangam-dong

Figure 1. Locations and spatial attributes of overpasses
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Figure 2. Schematic diagram of landscape types inside and adjacent to the overpass (forest, transition and artificial areas)
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J75 AAsGom, 5 671 W4 44 %
A Sttt AR 20049 585 6271
AEIR08, ARSI 29l Z-M sinte] 1
SRS A&+ THKim and Lee, 2006). 3129 2
7= A1) 9 ol Aol AE 10x 10 m, VEZA
Aol e B2 0] F2E 25}o] 5x5 me 44
stk

A= 572 LA A== A (Lee, 2003)3 B}
Atz A E =7 (Cho etal,, 2016) & E-&o1% 0™, A&
FH2 7MY EFE = (National Institute of Biological
Resources, 2024)2 7|50 & 317|519t}

5 ol Fa Ao, Mol Alef, Q124 374

ABBRIER 1%%@ 22 AR 7)ol =

H7Vol7] Y3t AFdl 7] o I (relative net contribution

degree, r-NCD)E AF&E013it r-NCD= ZF £-2] Arjf

7|9 E(NCD)E & Y] | 7] o] = ZH(INCDmax) 2.

2 Asie AR 2, g Ao) et Aot
(Kim and Manyko, 1994).
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r-NCDx 0~100 Alo] 2] 23515 7108 o] 2 &3
7+ 9] A% 710 & A O & W) WYt

FA 0 & " sl7] Y3l, 55 L (Species richness
index, S), & T} % I (Shannon-Wiener diversity index,
H'), €4 &= (Dominance index, DI), 7= % (Evenness
index, )9] A2 TP A5 TR 29
TFollA EERAEFY ¥ = Fh ol-&5to] YA A
+E2S AEIA,
. %FTE(Speaes Richness, S)+= ZF ZAFR] A of| A
S LECPE IS
« Z T} I X 42 (Shannon-Wiener Diversity Index,
H)E S3 RS 4555 BF LG A RE, 4
of thop A S HBT 4 ULk o] 242 B2
gol 1E2A EEEHH o] = ofH|gttt
S
H=- [;l piInp;
pi: 7+ 2] A3 & (pi=ni/N), ni: iF-9] 2=,
N: 2ARAE W BE £ Y& 53
5 A5 (Bvenness, )= 2 W F=9 22
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Table 1. Variables used in the distribution patterns by

landscape type
Category Variables Abbreviation
Altitude A
Slope aspect SA
Abiotic ;
factors Slope gradient SG
Rock exposure rate RE
Litter layer LL
Tree layer canopy cover TLC
Tree layer height TLH
Sub-tree layer canopy cover STLC
Sub-tree layer height STLH
Shrub layer canopy cover SLC
Biotic Shrub layer height SLH
factors Herb layer canopy cover HLC
Herb layer height HLH
Species richness S
Dominance index DI
Shannon-Wiener diversity index H
Evenness J
o] A4 Aol 2 A7el B1ho] W dstol A7s}ahe
E‘rﬂqa‘iﬂl ZMeg, s Ee e 819 9
2 ordination £1}9] HHA S E3) 7t H 0= 3
g3tk £ A7 AL A A, Aol A, AF 2
4719 58 Ar7lo| =g 7120 2, 9] WYE 2

AAALZE, HAFAS, L, A, BAHE)

3} 12719 B2 29T ES 1 E U o], o} B 1]
5 9 0], 5 305 5 o), 225 315 9 o),

4310l 4 9 2 Aol S BAISITH Table )

5. 84 &4

|
.

2} ehopg 2|4

Hat + FEAARE YERf oM,
Al 7}A] A3 58 7S] &}o]= Kruskal-Wallis testE- &
o 245} Ea, 5 710] L& 7H] foli= Mann-
whitney U testE AH8-0F0] H] W otGit §A £4 4
go]E] A|ZFe}= STATISTICA (Version 7, StatSoft, Inc.,
Tulsa, OK, 520 USA)¥} R(Version 4.4.1, R core Team,
Vienna, AT)& AF&-3F Rt BT 4] 242 PC-
ORD version 6.0(MjM Software, Gleneden Beach, OR,

USA)S AHg-st9ict.
11, Ax}

1. 32 RAE S AME EY

ZAHE A S0 g S 2ol|A ld A&
L 22828 =(857} 194% 2523 501 16H1E 8=
o192 AT FPE2E YA oA 1472
S, Aol A o] A 2058, Q1-FR A A o] 4] 166
RO R, Ho o] A 7} W2 EFto] &l

& QI TH(Table 2). £3F, 2= FF0|A SEHCE =
S} (Asteraceae), ¥l T Poaceae), -3} (Fabaceae), 1]
TH(Rosaceae)7} =& H|-& 2 LYEFSTHTable 3). =+8}}
+ A HEoA 11%E AFAI5HH, Mol At 9 9l
EA AN A S 212 12,792 AG AT R o 279
AT B h= A vl A 103%5 AR5, Q5 &
ZgA0NA 12.7%2 71 =2 Bl B AL, AP Ao
ofl A oF 3.78 F vl Uehllth T3 AA Hl&
A 7.19%Z 2R 5k, o] 2|t e} Qlg- 2/ 2 ol A ZF
7+ 7.8%2}9.6% 2 ThA =2 2& v| &2 UEht T, AL

Table 2. Proportional occurrence of major plant families by landscape type

Family name Total . For.est area . Tran.sition areaT Miﬁcial area.
No. of species | Ratio (%) | No. of species | Ratio (%) | No. of species | Ratio (%) | No. of species | Ratio (%)

Asteraceae 31 11.0 7 4.8 26 12.7 21 12.7
Poaceae 29 10.3 5 34 19 9.3 21 12.7
Fabaceae 20 7.1 5 34 16 7.8 16 9.6
Rosaceae 18 6.4 13 8.8 12 59 15 9.0
Others 184 65.2 117 79.6 132 64.4 93 56.0
Total 282 100 147 100 205 100 166 100




Table 3. Proportions of perennial and annual species by landscape type

Cat Forest area Transition area Artificial area
atego!
- No. of species Ratio (%) No. of species Ratio (%) No. of species Ratio (%)
Perennial 129 87.7 156 76.2 116 69.8
Annual 18 12.2 49 239 50 30.2
Total 147 100 205 100 166 100
Table 4. Major species occurrence by landscape type
Category No. of species Indicative species composition(r-NCD)
Oplismenus undulatifolius (Ard.) PBeauv.; 2271 Z(100), Artemisia indica Willd.; 25(79.76),
Total 282 Erigeron annuus (L.) Desf.; 7} %(58.95), Robinia pseudoacacia L.; O}7FA LE(57.88),
Humulus scandens (Lour.) Merr.; S8 2(43.93)
Oplismenus undulatifolius (Ard.) P.Beauv.; 527§ Z(100), Lindera erythrocarpa Makino; H]
Forest area 147 Z1LFEH(94.95), Ligustrum obtusifolium Siebold & Zucc.; 55 U-5-(83.78), Castanea crenata
Siebold & Zucc.; WrU-5-(77.13), Smilax china L.; 1] ﬂ}‘:“é"(74.34)
Oplismenus undulatifolius (Ard.) P.Beauv.; 5278 Z(100), Artemisia indica Willd.; 2+(81.13),
Transition area 205 Robinia pseudoacacia L.; OF7HAU-5H(75.63), Erigeron annuus (L.) Desf.; 7§72(64.5), Pinus
densiflora Siebold & Zucc.; AU(58.5)
Artemisia indica Willd.; é‘-‘,—(lOO) Erzgeron annuus (L.) Desf.; 7] %(65.74), Oplismenus
Artificial area 166 undulatifolius (Ard.) PBeauv.; 2 Z 7| & (33.91), Robinia pseudoacacia L.; O} 7HA| L 5+
(29.65), Humulus scandens (Lour.) Merr.; ZHI=(21.91)

Ao A= oF 2.84l) 7hd W2 HleZ Bt ]

= AA v &0 A 6.4%E AHAI G 21, 152/ A9
A 9% = 7HE = 4aL, Mo A o A= oF 158 7HE R
ZHEE YERT

Ao FIEE T A A2 E3HE
< T2 ZQITH(Table 3). 7 R EE thAA) A=
(Perennial) 2 AF x|t} of| 4] 87.7%, Z1 0] X[l of| A 76.2%,

AFZAA N A &= 69.8%% LFEFEH, AF A Hfjof| A
AFTXAAE 2445 Bl &o] FAasdhs FdS EAH:
HHH, QA4 A& (Annual)> AFH A o A 12.2%, &
A ol A= 23.9%, AFRAA A= 302%F B
o, AFXAHAE Z4E v &0 F7Iohe A=
Hejch

7191 = (r-NCD) &4 23} A5 = A 971
29 A9 552 FELME(100), £(79.76), NT =
(58.95), OFZFA|LF5-(57.88), At E2(43.93) £ 0 &2 =

A VFeFSLTH(Table 4). 733 538 2= AP A ol A
= T Z7NE(100), H[HU(94.95), 7 EH(83.78),
HHUEL(77.13), A0 2(74.34) £ 0 2, W&, of
&, T, 2 20| oA UetuH, A3 Al «9

Nl

¢

[e]

5442 Bt "ol Ao M= FE27ME(100), &
(81.13), OF7FA| U5 (75.63), 7N 32(64.5), ALFF(58.5)
+£0 &2 =, AFRAA A= £(100), /Y=
(65.74), FE XN E(33.91), OF7FA L4 5(29.65), T4t
PZ(21.91)0] A UErTh eHH, HA| 2ARE A

Ao A A nhE2 TP =, HAE, GF A

A&, 7HA EF, oFu| ‘I‘H 5 SeRwol gl
(Appendix 1). 0] & 3HE 0] At 7] o] =71 43.930.
2 7P ERAL 50] AZRAGA A 2EAE F

M Bl 2 7|0 g HYlo dojA|diek lE
FAA) i oA RO g 2o} e F YA 94
€01 24 PHolslon, £ 79 3 A3 A7t
BEA LSS ol e F gl vlsh w2
A%e vt
2. 34 RYE 2 EY

7} A5 E TP A S-S e ZATH Table
5, Figure 3). S35 = (S)= AFA A0 (29.00+7.17), A

AF
O] |t (37.78 £ 11.04), A5 F 4 A](20.33+£5.17) = A
o| Aol A 7 w3k, QlF-R A K| of| A 74 WEokTh
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Table 5. Comparison of biodiversity indices by landscape type

Area
Index I =
Forest Transition Artificial
Richness(S) 29.00+7.17A 37.78+11.04A 20.33+5.17B
Dominance(DI) 0.1740.04B 0.13£0.03B 0.24+0.08A
Shannon-Wiener diversity(H’) 3.20+0.23A 3.46+0.31A 2.82+0.31B
Evenness(J) 0.96+0.01A 0.96+0.00A 0.95+0.01B
Different letters (A, B) indicate significant differences between groups (Kruskal-Wallis test, p<0.01)
70 086, .
* .
60
A
50 .
044
A

30

x ===
» |

Forest area Transition area Artificial area
098 * A
A ¢ B
o8 $ $
.
- 084
0.92 .
.
080
Forest area Transition area Artificial area

021

@
os)

ﬂ*

Forest area Transition area Artificial area

4.0,

251 e

20

Forest area Transition area Artificial area

Figure 3. Statistical analysis of biodiversity index differences across landscape types: Species Richness (S), Shannon-Wiener
Diversity Index (H’), Evenness (J), and Dominance Index (DI). Different letters (A, B) indicate significant differences
among the three groups (Kruskal-Wallis test, p<0.01). The asterisk (*) indicates statistical significance between forest

area and transition area (Mann-Whitney U test, p<0.05)

(p<0.01). FH LA (D)= AFFA%](0.24£0.08)°]]
A 71 =%, AP A T (0.17 £0.04)2F 0] 2] T (0.13
1£0.03) A= dHH &2 F2 ZhE H A Th(p<0.01,
Figure 3). STHFY LA 4>(H') = Z o] At (3.46 £0.31)2}
AP AT (3.20£0.23)00 A =943, 524 A] (2.82+
0.31)0f1 A1 A UEFTHp<0.01). 75 = A 5()) = A
A e} Mol Aol A FARE A 2 A UEFR AL,
Ol FZA Aol A= 0.95+0.01 2 AT 2 0 2 LA e}

TH(p<0.01). A¥}A 0 & A A|dj e} Aol At 7} =
FUHIEH 6k, 2 FHEE Hold, ot
Zo] )1y FASHA BRI Yl A0 et
A AIFRA = Ao e e IO w2
HEg Ho|u, £4:0] 5o o5 SHEE WS
ol 702 ek,
A AR Tl tiet 9] £ o] of
DCA A3}, Axisl, Axis29] eigen value:= 247} 0.372,

flo

e

F Ho 30 o\ rlo 3L

-



0.591%2 &1 %31 0 ™, permutation testo]] A] HL5 p=
Z2AE B B3 T E5S FHeE

B AF A, Aol A, QIF R A
AR HE IF 0 & F5lo] R E| QI Th(Figure 4). AFE
£ 18] shetof| 9| A] 5},
SRAA = Aol 91X 5t Aol A = 4H A]
o} Q1F 2/ A 0] FFHol A5kt DCA £4]
¥}, ZF Ak 3] 710 BAl = W E (M) 9 B

)
=
rr
Z
o
N
AN
|o

2

o718 S FAA s S H T AE B EA
= 89052 Axis 12 7|E€2 2 YA LEE(RE), 22
S W= (HLC), ¢-H=A (D)= Aol M= 3L,
71 919] 255 9 =(TLC), - E5F EO|(TLH), oFu &
S ¥ &= (STLO), ot 535 O] (STLH), G +4 <5
(LL), STHFE=AF(H), FAE(SG) US2 3he]

B2 = At AA 8.9 FoflA w55 T E=(TLC), W=
S EO|(TLH), § 474 S(LL)°] AFAH 2 9] &
2of| 71 FaAol A e, Js 2R %=
7P ER /o] Woktt. b, 285 1 T (HLO), ¢4
Z=ADD), FHLEEERE)E AT2YA 24 £2
of 71 T gol A e aL, A Aok 71
o] Wt Aol A die A Al e} 524

O FAHE, 7 799 542 EF Z o, ofx

80 - QO Forest area
A Transition area
B Artificial area

70 -

60 -

50 -

Axis 2

40 -

30 -

20 ~

10 ; . ; , : )
30 40 50 60 70 80 %0
Axis 1

Figure 4. Detrended Correspondence Analysis (DCA) ordination
of plots by landscape type. The eigenvalues for Axis
1 and Axis 2 were 0.372 and 0.591, respectively,
and the permutation test showed a statistically
significant p-value of 0.001

=% ¥ &=(STLC), o535 %O|(STLH), FHFEA]
(), AA=EG)7HEA P25 sk F8 |
2 A =20n 3H, o] 9] 9] 67 9] S (AL (A),
AFRER1(SA), #ES T = (SLC), #5530 (SLH),
223 ¥O|(HLH), FEF(S), =4 24
TR Aol UERHA] ottt

ol

A
Z Aol Aol A 71 H-2 EFto] UL, =3}
b}, B}, 3 A3 A 0 R w2 HleS B
TH(Table 2). 0] & = 3}k= AP A T o 1] 3f] Z o] A] o]
eFRIF XA A FEHAA =& g2 Hl=t,
oj5o| =AY §HEA Q1 meko] YA sh= T
A 87 A-gEo] =11, e WA =2 A B4
g wieo 2 was) Y2 shaale S40] o A
0 2 of| A= th(Baskin and Baskin, 2023; Waheed and
Arshad, 2024). 2 Ao A= =31} A& 5 &34 70
27} Ao] At &} QlF 2 A A of| A 2 At 7] o =
£ H 9 oH(Table 4), 3 T=5°] Sy Y522
W& A S Rt 8 A RFTo| E_E = US
Ao g2 AtrHth ¥Iks QIF 2GRN A 7HE 2
S H[ES BT, ol= AR5k YARSo] =2
273oNA WAool et Wzt Al ES5o] Aol 7213071
U0 2 T TH(Kim et al,, 2024). §H9H, AF A o]
M A o2 4559 40 & Q14 515-2] 34 7}
QA]o] A5k=] | (Barbour et al., 2015; Woo et al., 2024),
sl 22 Bual Fsjrieh vzt AEE0] 44
A EYoto] 2 &S BHZ AR diE
(Table 2, Figure 4). &3t 4] &2 $e| SHtg| 2] ofet &
Aot tf7] F Aag 14ste] Ho] 27| GAo E
T HEH THE= HZ 33T (Sabagh et al,
2020; Lee et al,, 2020). & Aol A YEPE =9 F3+4]
EQ1 oA U= E5] H o] At e} Qlg- 2 A A of| A
2 A7 =E =T (Table 4), o= F A& &
o] weto] ¥ 3] WA ol= 1 O 2, oA L0}

N

r
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o Bi]—‘:—' ;\g;gh—y/} ge qvémslq_a 7].x ZZ0] AHEHE

29 219]% 7% B70] ot 2§ 2jo] 37| R0
& E It} (Boring and Swank, 1984; Nilsen et al., 2018;
Chu etal,, 2019). 27} 0 & o] FAR2 A E 2 U
59} AR R W] Hokt B9 ek,
2AE {5 2] 40| Ho| 27 e
A, A+ A Q1 Ho|H i wekyl Q& 0] JFS

o

i

ZHSHA T 922 AARSITE B, vl ahs 9lF R
AR A H]-%o] 7};1 =9lo1} o] AR Zo] L3}
Ho1el B F 244 S S Aol A

7F A "/}?_h &%X]EHQ} ol A o A= HUHE
5 Qo Arg7], HAE7], BE U, 25U 5
&AM J Aol yeiuhs 24 50 ERlEA
ThH(Appendix 1, Jung et al,, 1994). St H, FEX N E2
HE AT RFA 24719 =5 B th(Table
4). FEZINEL Q)0 A A o] B3t E 0 2 Ay
7] 91 ©. ™ (Bowen et al., 2020; Kepner and Beauchamp,
2020), = Aol A = w5 Q1912 GaFol] et
o] st Ao 2 B E v QITH(Park et al., 2002).
I3 273 oFgt W 20 A & Uola2 HoJ
o 4H 5H52 S-4l5k= §42 7HA7] Wl Zell(Pham
and Wu, 2023), AF At &} Ho| A o) H5 s 52
Y3} GAto] F-2otA 2HE5klS A L& A E
FS BHE = T Al o] Fo] FA A e tiidol
AARFOELEE F YS AR ARHTE
S, thd g A=Y H]‘%% A oA Q1T 24
A2 25 W9k, A A= vlEZ AR A
oA JAFFGAE 245 %‘ilﬂr(Table 3).0l=t
TFZ2 0|F0i7 & FE o 7S 714 A
At ARl Fe g thd A AlEo] SAlsH A= A
S-S vk STk (Barbour et al., 2015). 0] Xt = AHY
Aeho] )2 cha 9] 182 e a L o
22 B9, ot 22 WAl o8] Fe A
ouhE WA A 7 QWA A1Bo] A8
F21317] W &9l A 0 2 A A}E th(Davies-Colley et al.,
2000; Park and Cheon, 2025). 3HH, Q1 & XA A= 219
4 442 34 9F TR PR BAT SUE
o] 37 ol AYIHo) e 28T Y7 Lol
FE F U2 AR A= (Lee et al,, 2021), FEf A

452 Sty =] Aol = FEoHA A RS A
2 It £ Aol A= A=) AYEEE 56470
S 97NA(9F 1.6%) 2 ZARRE ARGl O Lt T4
29717t A s = F FH 550 2
H A= T35 o nd AL S Hol, sig S0l
olFA FHEERE FUo] H=7HE ST a7t
Q18-S AAFSIE AF A T Q) 224 EAT ga] A
oA et AF 2R A FE A= AU A
EOl s2 A E R A= EREYRE E
ol &A= SAVE A0 FAHUE 7=
HoJZoH(Chuet al, 2017). FZ, e 52 A 2] A A4
E SA A B2 FH 4R B fARHE

oA EFg whelat uhetw, o) 42, e Az
500 e 4440l B g3 A A7 e o)
dg 27kl

A& Z0] ]ﬂx4 a4 o].jﬂ
STETREO)= SN HERE YE o, EPJEX]T
H)2} #5EAL()e BF =2 32 B3tk DCA
A A A = 5T ¥ E(TLC), 5T &=
O\(TLH), Y-S5} -2 BEAHL oo, 4
QAT 2 % R vle] ] So| T2A 2
Eol0, B33 3HE 4712 330) fAHE 2
2 A0 HolZT
% 2 ol g3h% WHT Ao I
R T
SRS AAISHE Ao| ket 22 ol ol F4
o] (Clevenger and Waltho, 2005; Jeong et al., 2023), A
A529] R oI AoHIe HN TS &
o)t} 728 o] 2L 49 WHo| HE4E 372
= AT (Seo et al., 2020). B2 HH S 1 HF
< 1), Aol At et AF A A = AP A T 2F A4 o]
QS o 2 ok Ao 2 ARET:

Aol A= AFE A e} AIF 2 A (HT AN Y] 24
o] EAot= FZtO 2, F 79| thE AE A7} v
30|t (ecotone) 2] E4J-S W SHH(Eddy, 1990). 0]



Aol A FFRE(S), FHFEARMH), FEEAS
(V7F 7V A et on, o= B 59 el

AR TRl Fo] F&E5te TR T Y &
AL 7HS YeRd 4= 91eH(Cho et al., 2005; Lourenco
etal, 2019). DCAZT}of| A &= o] Xt = A A ol &}
AFZA] Afo] S Gl EEHH, of &5 1
T (STLC)2} oF 53 0| (STLH), SHFEA4(H)),
ZBAE(SG)2F =2 WS H el fo] o] & HHRIet
oSG2 SUHAH Y e ol A Eobd
2= 9] 0 W (Mishra et al.,, 2004), A] 7]19] & = Ho]A
7k olefet gt F ol P E S A o= Helrk
AFZX A= F 3 FFA B ufS 4 F
FREE), THFEATH), +5=A0)7F 7HE
SR, S A (DD 7P 2 32 HAth &
FHEF 5w 54 Fo| Aok ol A4
=, o] = FHFEA ol = G2 1 Z th(Wilsey
and Stirling, 2007). DCA Ao A JIFZAA| 7} 2 &2
% Y= (HLO)2t #- =4 4+(DI), YA === (RE)2}

He B AL ABEAAE AN 44

o ¢

-

]
ié
o,

3T 1. O 1
SpuFE 2] o] of9) vl et & 24 el
< Ho7] g2 o2 weE T 2, o] gt A& Q1
WT TP IR H 02 F2 73t EFAEY FH
£E 44X 4 UL 9B B2 I5HS &
Q] 4= QItH(Corcos et al, 2020).

ok
:

H, &2 AFoA= e A 9 W, HE A=
] #apof] oo A= AL = A] okt ok, @ RAF
Al ] Rl 0 &= ] 7] 0] A &2 < o = 2]
A= 244 27| 524 AE9 A2 AAFo]
AeE= W 35 A0l ESoHA 28RS A=
A= QITt. o] 2 QI BAo] =9 B2 A& A
2o] AR =11, S F/Jol A AHHA A o2
ZE77F Aok diEo] Yehd2 Ao g Kl
U9 & 24719 FollA = L& $F, ofE 11
27 BES 1m HE 02 ujlehs o] Wiy &
o] AlRtE| 3l oH, 24 T ¥ SHOAAME A7t H]
£-8 A oF5} 4= Q) th(Korea Environment Institute, 2007).
webA FE AEHE 2 A At s R 59 2
Eu o] g2 S HA0R dol, W]
W 5 22 A=l Adet AAA A K

o)

V.48

AT SuF A2 AR R A8
EA4 4 25 B4, AR A, Aol A d, ¢
TRAA ZF 539 EAO w2 B FAFE Tfoto}
AUt

1) AT 73 AEL E4: oA & ohget
o] EAote Be7|d FUHoE, MY H2 £
o] EAsH T Mol A th et I F 2R = F=2 =5}
7} - 5h= S B ook T, ohd A AlE9] H]
&2 AR A - O A - FRAA] 202 AT
AL, Ay A 52 Hlgo] AP A - o] A o -QlF
ZPAN R ZAE Z7FoIA

2) $8 A #F: Aol AR} AFRAYA N =24
Q72 g BRI AEE, 22AE A= F521
£ & MYx, 52AE SollA = oA R it
FES Y= AR ARZTOZ ST US A
0= BRIt 5|, 47| A=} 7P = A vepdt
SRNELFTAHEE W AE T Aol =
UEE o2 &8 = JS AR AIRH

3) AT Y 2 B ANRIA Y= OYs A2
Fo| 12A Ex5H, THLFEY 5= AFolA
=2 32 Bt ok o Baxof A B o] =2
HEE2 WESY 1o} o], YYFAF o= e
U, 830 /718 330l $Re o3 e 2 T
25 P45t Q2 ol do| A= AHd L
222 AEIUHYES FTETREE Holy, &3
29 E44S B} ol = AR A 9 Q152 A9
EAS BF NG AT H Ao g, #5 E4
AoA EAo| vt E & 3132 AR /IF 24
A F2 UYL, dok, 52 FAEAFE B
on, 1 EGQY 2 EAE f o} FAH L Z =T}
TG o] =4 Uetedth ol= 1914 wata AgE
87 EGLE Udf &g Fo] 2 5= FH
E B ACE A=}

H Y TE A I FFAD: 1Y P2
WRe1gst AR AR fFE A8 EAS &
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Appendix 1. The list of plant species

Scientific name / Korean name r—NCD. - —
Total Forestarea | Transition area | Artificial area

Oplismenus undulatifolius (Ard.) PBeauv. FE5Z2 71 & 100.00 100.00 100.00 3391
Artemisia indica Willd. % 79.76 0.27 81.13 100.00
Erigeron annuus (L.) Desf. 7% 58.95 1.06 64.50 65.74
Robinia pseudoacacia L. OF7FA| L5 57.88 2234 75.63 29.65
Humulus scandens (Lour.) Merr. M= 43.93 17.02 58.50 21.91
Castanea crenata Siebold & Zucc. HFU-5- 39.24 77.13 54.00 2.61
Pinus densiflora Siebold & Zucc. AU 34.48 40.03 58.50 4.57
Pueraria lobata (Willd.) Ohwi 3] 27.13 13.03 2475 16.74
Ligustrum obtusifolium Siebold & Zucc. FEU5- 26.54 83.78 33.75 0.13
Smilax china L. 0|2 g2 2548 74.34 37.50 0.09
Lindera obtusiloba Blume 375 24.77 63.96 36.25 0.35
Quercus mongolica Fisch. ex Ledeb. AU 23.13 62.50 3238 0.17
Lindera erythrocarpa Makino H] &5 22.08 94.95 20.25 -
Am]ﬁlgﬁzﬁfﬁ Hbr%acteata (L.) Fernald subsp. edgeworthii (Benth.) 20.17 1.06 2138 20.70
Lespedeza bicolor Turcz. A2 18.12 426 13.50 16.52
Zanthoxylum schinifolium Siebold & Zucc. A2 U5 19.00 25.53 44.00 0.65
Carex humilis var. nana (H. Lév. & Vaniot) Ohwi 7F=%] TEAMZ 10.70 27.93 16.63 0.09
Pterl‘Z’.% Zﬁzﬁllg&m]’ E(]L.) Kuhn var. latiusculum (Desv.) Underw. 1642 15.96 3375 191
Styrax japonicus Siebold & Zucc. WS- 16.08 46.81 17.25 0.35
Rosa multiflora Thunb. B L5 15.54 15.16 28.00 243
Commelina communis L. SJ3= 14.95 12.77 16.00 5.57
Indigofera bungeana Walp. 23 0F% 14.66 - 28.88 12.48
Rubus crataegifolius Bunge AF27] 14.52 19.55 42.63 0.09
Parthenocissus tricuspidata (Siebold & Zucc.) Planch. o|gd=|  14.27 41.49 24.00 -
Salix pierotii Miq. Bl 55 13.47 - 18.13 15.26
Stellaria aquatica (L.) Scop. 2] % 12.27 1.33 31.50 4.70
Dioscorea polystachya Turcz. Of 11.32 17.02 16.00 1.39
Phryma leptostachya L. var. oblongifolia (Koidz.) Honda T2 & 10.70 7.98 19.00 2.39
Equisetum arvense L. 2] 7| 10.19 - 6.50 16.74
Disporum smilacinum A.Gray °f7]L}2] 10.12 4428 9.00 -
Lespedeza cuneata (Dum.Cours.) G.Don H]$>E] 9.98 - 6.88 15.65
Quercus aliena Blume 235 9.94 28.86 13.13 0.09
Duchesnea indica (Andrews) Teschem. ¥ &) 9.62 2.39 25.88 2.39
Achyranthes bidentata Blume var. japonica Miq. 2] 5= 9.51 0.40 16.50 7.00
Celtis sinensis Pers. U5 8.92 4.79 9.75 435
Rhoi)fsjggzg(gge Maxim. f. poukhanense (H.Lev.) Sugim. 3.83 25.13 1125 013
Quercus acutissima Carruth, AF54>2 U5 8.56 24.60 2.63 1.43
Bromus japonicus Thunb. ZFHA] 2] 7.98 - 10.00 9.39
Metaplexis japonica (Thunb.) Makino Bf5=7}2] 7.25 - 16.00 5.57
Pinus koraiensis Siebold & Zucc. A5 7.01 2527 5.63 0.09
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Appendix 1. Continued
Scientific name / Korean name r—NCD. - —
Total Forestarea | Transitionarea | Artificial area
Prunus sargentii Rehder AFI L} 6.94 33.51 4.88 -
Paederia foetida L. A Q-5 6.79 13.96 9.75 0.35
Cocculus orbiculatus (L.) DC. Ygo|d= 6.79 13.96 17.00 -
Corylus heterophylla Fisch. ex Trautv. 7] -5 6.62 11.97 5.00 1.43
Oenothera biennis L. @2o| 2L 6.58 - 4.00 11.00
Acer palmatum Thunb, THEUE- 6.44 1.33 12.75 2.83
Carex siderosticta Hance AR 6.14 9.57 19.00 -
Aralia elata (Miq.) Seem. F5L5- 6.11 26.60 5.50 -
Trifolium repens L. E7Z& 5.52 - 1.25 11.83
Lespedeza maximowiczii C.K.Schneid. Z2Z4#}2] 5.35 7.45 11.00 0.26
Kummerowia stipulacea (Maxim.) Makino 5152 527 - 1.00 11.74
Diospyros lotus L. IS5 5.24 40.69 0.38 -
Toxicodendron trichocarpum (Miq.) Kuntze 7§25 4.98 11.17 11.25 -
Misf/i’:tts};ﬁ. sgiqnfﬂnsis Andersson var. purpurascens (Andersson) 498 i 3.00 835
Phytolacca americana L. 0] =AM2] 5 4.83 6.91 6.00 0.78
Prunus serrulata Lindl. f. spontanea (Maxim.) Chin S.Chang U | 4.67 2.39 15.00 0.26
Veronica arvensis L. XI/15%E 452 - 6.50 4.87
Smilax sieboldii Miq. 7MA 8= 442 21.54 3.00 -
Spiraea prunifolia Siebold & Zucc. f. simpliciflora Nakai 34145 436 - 6.50 4.57
Smilax nipponica Miq. XEUH= 4.25 17.02 4.50 -
Arenaria serpyllifolia L. B 20| A} 420 0.27 225 5.78
Coreopsis lanceolata L. ZFA=+ 4.16 - 3.50 6.09
Erigeron canadensis L. g% 4.08 - 1.00 8.70
Youngia japonica (L.) DC. H2]8j0] 4.08 0.27 6.25 3.13
Clematis apiifolia DC. A9} 2%} 4.08 0.80 2.25 457
Aster scaber Thunb. 23] 4.05 4.26 12.00 0.09
Persicaria perfoliata (L.) H.Gross ™= 2|8l & 391 6.65 6.25 0.26
Prunus serrulata Lindl. var. pubescens (Makino) Nakai ZF& LR 3.86 11.17 2.25 0.39
Viburnum dilatatum Thunb. 7PEHEL 3.69 9.31 3.38 0.26
Rubus parvifolius L. §AE 7] 3.68 0.27 8.75 1.74
Symplocos sawafutagi Nagam. = AR L5 3.51 23.27 0.75 -
Zoysia japonica Steud. Z+t] 3.37 - - 10.35
Morus alba L. BU-5- 3.27 - 2.50 5.00
Convallaria keiskei Miq. 2525 3.26 4.79 7.50 0.09
Rub;;'i lc;r%/é ﬁH.Lev. & Vaniot) H.Hara ex Lauener & D.K.Ferguson 83 426 625 0.09
Polygonatum odoratum (Mill.) Druce var. pluriflorum (Migq.) Ohwi 283 9.57 400 i
=4
Pinus strobus L. ~AE 2 B AT 2.63 - 2.25 3.83
Oxalis corniculata L. o015}t 2.55 0.27 1.00 3.65
Pinus rigida Mill. 27| StAUE 2.55 8.78 3.50 -
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Appendix 1. Continued

Scientific name / Korean name

r-NCD

Total Forestarea | Transition area | Artificial area
Ampelops.is glandulosa (Wall.) Momiy. var. heterophylla (Thunb.) 240 1037 295 )
Momiy. 7] %
Quercus variabilis Blume =25 2.38 13.96 0.88 -
Zelkova serrata (Thunb.) Makino = E| U5 2.38 4.39 6.50 -
Toxicodendron vernicifluum (Stokes) F.A Barkley 25 2.28 7.98 1.25 0.13
Fraxinus rhynchophylla Hance &38| U5 221 4.79 3.00 0.09
Rubus coreanus Miq. E-2AE7) 221 - 8.50 0.78
Celastrus orbiculatus Thunb. =B} =+ 2.15 532 4.50 -
Alnus firma Siebold & Zucc. AP 2 2] 2.04 2.66 - 243
Festuca arundinacea Schreb. 7] 2]€ 1.91 - 2.00 2.48
Poa trivialis L. 2| EoI& 1.87 0.27 0.88 2.26
Mzsc%ag/iﬁs sacchariflorus (Maxim.) Benth. & Hool.f. ex Franch. 1.84 ) 413 130
Potentilla fragarioides L. var. major Maxim. A2 1.81 - 2.25 2.17
Cornus controversa Hemsl. &5 1.77 426 1.50 0.13
Clematis brevicaudata DC. ZAF9] 2} 1.68 0.27 11.25 -
Lindera glauca (Siebold & Zucc.) Blume ZFEj L} 1.56 14.63 - -
Stellaria media (L.) Vill. % 1.56 0.27 6.75 0.09
Galium spurium L. var. echinospermum (Wallr.) Desp. ZF{E= 1.49 0.27 2.63 0.78
Liriope muscari (Decne.) L.H.Bailey ¥&-5 1.49 1.06 0.25 1.30
Platycarya strobilacea Siebold & Zucc. =3 L5 1.47 3.72 3.00 -
Rhododendron mucronulatum Turcz. A2 1.44 9.31 0.38 -
Elymus tsukushiensis Honda var. transiens (Hack.) K.Osada 7|2 1.39 - 4.00 0.78
Bidens frondosa L. 0] =7 AL 1.39 1.06 225 0.35
Crepidiastrum denticulatum (Houtt.) J.H.Pak & Kawano 0] 11-5H]7] 1.39 - 2.25 1.39
Persicaria filiformis (Thunb.) Nakai ©]2}o] %] 1.39 0.27 9.00 -
Chionanthus retusus Lindl. & Paxton o] 3& U5 1.25 - - 3.83
Boehmeria nivea (L.) Gaudich. ZA]Z 1.19 - 4.50 0.43
Lonicera japonica Thunb. 215 1.10 7.31 0.25 -
Ailanthus altissima (Mill.) Swingle 715 U-5- 1.08 0.80 4.88 -
Stephanandra incisa (Thunb.) Zabel =51} 1.06 0.27 4.13 0.09
Salix chaenomeloides Kimura 3= 1.06 - 2.00 091
Fallopia dumetorum (L.) Holub ¥ 2| &= 1.02 - 4.00 0.35
Chenopodium album L. var. centrorubrum Makino o} 1.02 - 225 0.78
Persicaria senticosa (Meisn.) H.Gross ™= 2] A 7} 0.92 2.79 1.50 -
Elaeagnus umbellata Thunb. 5 2|5 0.85 5.32 0.25 -
Persicaria thunbergii (Siebold & Zucc.) H.Gross 1L0}-2] 0.79 1.06 1.00 0.09
Sorghum halepense (L.) Pers. A|2]o}=AY 0.79 - - 243
Asarum sieboldii Miq. =8 & 0.79 2.39 1.25 -
Ambrosia artemisiifolia L. S| A& 0.78 - 4.50 0.09
Rumex crispus L. 223 0] 0.78 - 4.50 0.09
Albizia julibrissin Durazz. A+ U5 0.76 - 0.38 1.30
Larix kaempferi (Lamb.) Carriere Q=25 0.72 1.06 0.38 0.26
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Appendix 1. Continued
Scientific name / Korean name r—NCD. - —
Total Forestarea | Transition area | Artificial area
Luzula capitata (Miq. ex Franch. & Sav.) Kom. 2|5} 0.71 - 1.00 0.78
Bidens bipinnata L. =8]8l 0.71 2.39 1.00 -
Viola collina Besser S8 A 1| £ 0.71 0.27 4.00 -
Lactuca indica L. G11S8]7] 0.71 - 2.25 0.35
Hemisteptia lyrata (Bunge) Fisch. & C.A.Mey. A| A7} 0.71 - 2.25 0.35
Microstegium vimineum (Trin.) A.Camus L} H}= o] A 0.68 - 2.25 0.30
Campsis radicans (L.) Seem. U]=-5-4-3} 0.68 0.27 1.00 0.26
Aeschynomene indica L. A}HE 0.64 - 0.75 0.78
Vicia sativa L. 22 0.62 - 0.25 1.17
Euogtg:‘r/r.t)u;I ia}{zz; %" l%;]m]%b‘%— Siebold f. ciliato-dentatus (Franch. & 0.62 1.60 195 i
Torilis scabra (Thunb.) DC. AR} 0.57 - 3.00 0.09
Euonymus alatus (Thunb.) Siebold SHHE- 0.55 0.40 - 0.87
Festuca parvigluma Steud. 7] ]G oA 1] 0.51 0.27 1.00 0.13
giug}oéotis peduncularis (Trevis.) Benth. ex Baker & S.Moore 051 ) 125 035
Cudrania tricuspidata (Carriere) Bureau ex Lavallee J-A]E U5 0.51 2.79 - 0.09
Viburnum erosum Thunb. @ L5 0.51 2.39 0.38 -
Elymus ciliaris (Trin. ex Bunge) Tzvelev $E71d 0.51 - 0.38 0.78
Mallotus japonicus (L.f) Mull. Arg. S| U5 0.51 2.39 0.38 -
Poa pratensis L. F3EOFE 0.51 - 1.25 0.35
Arundinella hirta (Thunb.) Tanaka Af| 0.51 2.79 0.25 -
Populus * tomentiglandulosa T.B.Lee AL 0.50 - 0.75 0.52
Rhus chinensis Mill. EU-5- 047 - 4.13 -
Acer tataricum L. subsp. ginnala (Maxim.) Wesm. A1L}-5- 0.47 0.40 2.00 -
Crepidiastrum sonchifolium (Bunge) J.H.Pak & Kawano 1S 7] 0.45 - 0.25 0.78
Rumex acetosa L. 5% 0.45 - 0.25 0.78
Vicia tetrasperma (L.) Schreb. X 7| &5 0.45 - 0.25 0.78
Turritis glabra L. A U= 045 - 1.00 0.35
Ulmus parvifolia Jacq. =545 0.45 - 1.00 0.35
Chamaecyparis obtusa (Siebold & Zucc.) Endl. T=Y 0.42 0.93 1.00 -
Callicarpa japonica Thunb. 25 0.38 1.60 0.38 -
Ziziphus jujuba Mill. gjSU-5- 0.34 - - 1.04
Eleutherococcus sessiliflorus (Rupr. & Maxim.) S.Y.Hu @ 23] L5 0.34 1.60 0.25 -
Ambrosia trifida L. T AH A& 0.30 - 0.25 043
Tagetes minuta L. TF==-0}AH] 0.30 - 0.25 0.43
Torilis japonica (Houtt.) DC. AMJA} 0.30 - - 0.91
Poa acroleuca Steud. A EORZE 0.30 - 2.63 -
Agrimonia pilosa Ledeb. ZAIUE 0.30 1.06 - 0.13
Lysimachia clethroides Duby Z7HX] 43 0.30 - 1.00 0.13
Juniperus rigida Siebold & Zucc. =75 0.25 0.80 0.38 -
Pyrola japonica Klenze ex Alef. '=F41F 0.25 2.39 - -
Cornus walteri Wangerin T3 U 0.25 1.06 0.25 -




506 2ZEISEI} M34H MeS

Appendix 1. Continued

Scientific name / Korean name

r-NCD

Total Forestarea | Transition area | Artificial area
Almjgs. in(jc\;aélil& (Igi)l‘lgflzen%chgsglﬂa;?‘hlrsuta (Turcz. ex Spach) 025 0.40 0.75 )
Weigela subsessilis (Nakai) L.H.Bailey %25 0.25 0.40 0.75 -
Chelidonium majus L. subsp. asiaticum H.Hara o} 7] &% 0.25 0.27 0.25 0.09
Cirsium japonicum Fisch. ex DC. var. maackii (Maxim.) Matsum.

A 0.25 - 2.25 -
Dactylis glomerata L. 22 0.25 - 0.25 0.35
Boehmeria spicata (Thunb.) Thunb. 7] QU5 0.25 0.80 0.38 -
Plantago asiatica L. 473 0| 0.25 0.27 0.25 0.09
Poa sphondylodes Trin. 3O} 0.25 - - 0.78
Vicia hirsuta (L.) Gray M5 0.23 - 0.25 0.26
Akebia quinata (Houtt.) Decne. 0. S = 0.23 0.80 0.25 -
Leonurus japonicus Houtt. 2] L2 0.23 - - 0.70
Aria alnifolia (Siebold & Zucc.) Decne. BHjLHE- 0.23 0.27 - 0.26
Equisetum palustre L. 7]} 4] 7| 0.17 - 1.50 -
Betula davurica Pall. B8g U5 0.17 0.40 - 0.13
Isodon japonicus (Burm.f.) H.Hara Bfo}& 0.14 - 1.25 -
Geranium thunbergii Siebold ex Lindl. & Paxton ©] 2% 0.14 0.27 0.38 -
Viola mandshurica W.Becker A 8|2 0.14 - 0.25 0.13
Flueggea suffiuticosa (Pall.) Baill. gt #}2] 0.11 1.06 - -
Spodiopogon cotulifer (Thunb.) Hack. 7] 24 0.11 - 1.00 -
Asplenium incisum Thunb. 112] 1AM 0.11 1.06 - -
Astilbe chinensis (Maxim.) Franch. & Sav. =525 0.11 0.27 0.25 -
Actinidia arguta (Siebold & Zucc.) Planch. ex Miq. T2} 0.11 0.27 0.25 -
Ainsliaea acerifolia Sch.Bip. 5] 0.11 1.06 - -
Helianthus tuberosus L. S TA] 0.11 - 0.25 0.09
Solanum lyratum Thunb. ¥}E-5- 0.11 1.06 - -
Lactuca raddeana Maxim. AH&H}] 0.11 - 1.00 -
Vitis flexuosa Thunb. A H S 0.11 0.27 0.25 -
Taraxacum officinale F.H.Wigg. A FHE| 0.11 - - 0.35
Bidens pilosa L. SAY=7|H|H s 0.11 - 0.25 0.09
Hemerocallis fulva (L.) L. ¥32] 0.11 - 0.25 0.09
Artemisia japonica Thunb. A|H|&> 0.11 - 0.25 0.09
Rubus pungens Cambess. =E7] 0.11 - - 0.35
Staphylea bumalda DC. 11345 0.10 0.93 - -
Trachelospermum asiaticum (Siebold & Zucc.) Nakai TFAFE 0.10 0.93 - -
Vaccinium oldhamii Miq. a5 0.10 0.93 - -
Salix koriyanagi Kimura ex Goerz 7|H & 0.10 - - 0.30
Euonymus sachalinensis (F.Schmidt) Maxim. 3]L}-5- 0.10 - 0.88 -
Sicyos angulatus L. 7}A 8} 0.08 - - 0.26
Pseudostellaria heterophylla (Miq.) Pax 7]\ % 0.08 0.80 - -
Festuca ovina L. 71918 0.08 - - 0.26
Malus floribunda Siebold ex Van Houtte ZEAZLHE- 0.08 - - 0.26




Appendix 1. Continued

Scientific name / Korean name r—NCD. - —
Total Forestarea | Transitionarea | Artificial area
Clerodendrum trichotomum Thunb. 2] L5 0.08 0.13 0.25 -
Indigofera kirilowii Maxim. ex Palib. GH]4-2] 0.23 - 2.00 -
Ilex verticillata (L.) A.Gray O] =-SANS 0.08 0.80 - -
Asparagus oligoclonos Maxim. B-2-H| % 0.08 0.27 0.13 -
Vaccinium hirtum Thunb. var. koreanum (Nakai) Kitam. AF &= L5 0.08 0.80 - -
Pennisetum alopecuroides (L.) Spreng. 7.3 0.08 - - 0.26
Solidago altissima L. ) %3] 0.08 - 0.75 -
Populus x canadensis Moench O] el 2] L Z2} 0.08 - 0.75 -
Medicago sativa L. 7] A2 0.08 - 0.75 -
Rhododendron schlippenbachii Maxim. 42 0.08 0.80 - -
Ajuga decumbens Thunb. &73% 0.04 - - 0.13
Lonicera harae Makino Zu}7FA L5 0.04 - 0.38 -
Ribes fasciculatum Siebold & Zucc. var. chinense Maxim. 0.04 0.40 ) i
7hab R
Bothriospermum zeylanicum (J.Jacq.) Druce Zr5to] 0.04 - - 0.13
Capsella bursa-pastoris (L.) Medik. J°] 0.04 - 0.38 -
Dictamnus dasycarpus Turcz. ¥ 41 0.04 - 0.38 -
Fraxinus sieboldiana Blume £ 533 0.04 0.40 - -
Malus toringo (Siebold) Siebold ex de Vriese O} _LHL}-5- 0.04 0.40 - -
Malus baccata (L.) Borkh. O35 0.04 0.40 - -
Paulownia coreana Uyeki 255 0.04 0.40 - -
Prunus s;?achia{m (Lavallee ex Ed.Otto) Kitam. f. ascendens 0.04 0.40 ) i
(Makino) Kitam. S8 U5
Prunus * yedoensis Matsum. U5 0.04 - 0.38 -
Cerastium holosteoides Fr. subsp. vulgare (Hartm.) 1.V.Sokolova 0.04 ) ) 0.13
Av=vE
Amorpha fruticosa L. ZA| ¥4 0.04 - - 0.13
Carex ciliato-marginata Nakai © ALz 0.04 - 0.38 -
Hydrocotyle sibthorpioides Lam. T 9}0] 0.04 - - 0.13
Salix caprea L. SHHE 0.04 - 0.38 -
Juglans mandshurica Maxim. 7} -5 0.03 0.27 - -
Diospyros kaki Thunb. 73U 0.03 - 0.25 -
Reynoutria forbesii (Hance) T.Yamaz. 7372 Tj 0.03 - 0.25 -
Setaria viridis (L.) P.Beauv. 7JOFA| & 0.03 - - 0.09
Artemisia annua L. 752 0.03 - 0.25 -
Carex japonica Thunb. 7| % ¥ 2] A} 0.03 - - 0.09
Carex aphanolepis Franch. & Sav. IAZ 0.03 - - 0.09
Juncus decipiens (Buchenau) Nakai =& 0.11 - - 0.35
Carex neurocarpa Maxim. 3§ 0] AFz 0.03 - - 0.09
Carex tegulata H.Lev. & Vaniot T-&AFZ 0.03 - 0.25 -
Dendrant.hema -zawadskii (‘Herbich) Tzvelev var. latiloba 0.03 i 025 i
(Maxim.) Kitam. 7-2 %
Solanum nigrum L. 7F11% 0.03 - 0.25 -
Epipactis thunbergii A.Gray 9]\ d% 0.03 - 0.25 -
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r-NCD

Total Forestarea | Transition area | Artificial area

Cleistogenes hackelii (Honda) Honda THAjZ 0.03 - - 0.09
Gynostemma pentaphyllum (Thunb.) Makino &2] 0.03 0.27 - -
Eupatoﬁum makinoi Kawah. & Yahara var. oppositifolium 0.03 ) ) 0.09

(Koidz.) Kawah. & Yahara 5-=2U=
Persicaria sagittata (L.) H.Gross T 58] A 0.03 - 0.25 -
Digitaria ciliaris (Retz.) Koeler B} 2§ 0] 0.03 - - 0.09
Persicaria pubescens (Blume) H.Hara B} .0 7 0.03 - 0.25 -
Carex leiorhyncha C.A Mey. AF3 0| ALz 0.03 - - 0.09
Carex heterolepis Bunge AH| 5 A2 0.03 - - 0.09
Poa annua L. N|ZEOFE 0.03 0.27 - -
Potentilla freyniana Bornm. A 9 A2 0.03 - - 0.09
Rorippa palustris (L.) Besser £:4:0]& 0.03 - - 0.09
Leibnitzia anandria (L.) Turcz. S5 0.03 - 0.25 -
Brachypodium sylvaticum (Huds.) P.Beauv. <7} 0.03 - 0.25 -
Cyperus difformis L. F85AH 0.03 - - 0.09
Persicaria hydropiper (L.) Delarbre o7 0.03 - - 0.09
Dunbaria villosa (Thunb.) Makino o-$-3% 0.03 - - 0.09
Cerastium glomeratum Thuill. -8 AU LU= 0.03 - 0.25 -
Pseudosasa japonica (Siebold & Zucc. ex Steud.) Makino ex

Nt ofch 003 - 025 -
Magnolia obovata Thunb. Y252 0.03 0.27 - -
Corydalis incisa (Thunb.) Pers. 53] &5 HY 0.03 - 0.25 -
Spodipogon sibiricus Trin. 27| S 0.03 - 0.25 -
Lophatherum gracile Brongn. Z 31t 0.03 - - 0.09
Hieracium umbellatum L. ZRVS 0.03 - - 0.09
Mazus pumilus (Burm.f.) Steenis =21 0.03 - - 0.09
Pimpinella brachycarpa (Kom.) Nakai Z& 0.03 0.27 - -
Arisaema amurense Maxim. f. serratum (Nakai) Kitag. 21'd/3 0.03 0.27 - -
Carex breviculmis R.Br. ALz 0.25 - - 0.78
Platycladus orientalis (L.) Franco =¥ LH5- 0.03 - - 0.09
Phleum pratense L. Z-Z-0FA|H] 0.03 - 0.25 -
Farfugium japonicum (L.) Kitam. € 9] 0.03 - 0.25 -
Persicaria orientalis (L.) Spach & ]| 0.03 0.27 - -
Cyperus nipponicus Franch. & Sav. ZEH5-AMY 0.03 - - 0.09
Trichosanthes kirilowii Maxim. 5F=EF] 0.03 - 0.25 -
Cardamine flexuosa With. 24 0] 0.03 0.27 - -
Ixeridium dintatum (Thunb.) Tzvelev f. albiflora (Makino) 0.03 ) 0.25 )

H.Hara 3128}
Coreopsis tinctoria Nutt. 7] R % 0.01 - - 0.04
Lagerstroemia indica L. W55 0.01 - - 0.04
Ginkgo biloba L. &35 0.01 0.13 - -
Hosta capitata (Koidz.) Nakai &-gH]H] 3 0.01 - 0.13 -
Viola acuminata Ledeb. S A 0] 2 0.01 0.13 - -




