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I EAZEDHAHZE Methodology

PEE, A om T AEEEE R O, KoL, i ou Tl AR R L O
AEEARIEE A B B c T B BT, RTINS X OB RNC S AE T 5 MO FBE DM & L
TERINTC S HEKPHPICE SO LTV B8k 2 7 A2 % & U Tl & SnE 4
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H1

&5 Vegetation surveys

1. &

1

FAL, TR E S DEN A EYEOE AR A (UTEARE) B Ay TiTbhi
(Braun-Blanquet, 1954), % t&#BAERED AN LTI TO®MD Th 5,

1) tEtLseiE4iE Phytoseciclogical surveys

MAETRENE, BEAOHICET T 5 AR 2 AR G & LT, A OR b U L
AT O (GEARMICIE, AT 100~900m2,  #Hhi3 1 ~10m2) O JF ko AR % e+
Do RICZFAEKICHATT 5 KW EIE T DT, KEEORBIGEORE AL ke,
AR, WEAR, SRR, WA, 27 BB RV, BT BT a4T
DIV THEE AAEAEIE 5 XOREDONER TS (Fig. 6, 1o TibbREla iR
THETOMD Y A M fENT 5o MEBTICHEL T, AIERK S &0 kREIBREA O R
LUC, EEEE, JTRL - A, BB, RHAEE, WU S0 AT AR B A
CoWTCEET S (Fig. 8)

2) BREOHEKE LUHEE B OH B Synthetic procedure of tables and determina-
tion of vegetation units
FAEREC L - TELRCEABHEEOBO U A + (M) 1k, Ellenberg (1956) OEERDOF
I FE » CHBRE DIER T 5, & OMBERIER OB T, TELHE-0 2NN
Bl LORSE) PP LMCEND, bR Uhic s B O A RAL R & ORAW
ERSC L BRI X Y AR S hE (Fig. 9),

9. HEEHICIHMEOIER Mapping of vegetation, naturalness-degrees
and mesh maps
MAEREORE, HH S hiHEAERY (FES JOBE) iEovw, £#EHAN Giels
B LOEOCEBERIRBEER) B XOHEARERMERE R,
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Cover-aboundance scale of Braun-Blanquet (1964).
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A sample of vegetation relevé.

1) BHEEEROER Mapping of the actual vegetation
WAERMAEORKR, B S AR MCIE SO CHFBEERO DD L ANREI RS, B
TAREZE R, IAERRZE & 36T UG, UG TR R Ao i AR AL & 2 1S 2 DLy & IRAS D 2B
Lt TOROBENEEDBET, BHON T —MAETHE CRRSEIOARE kb
FRHEOT S LI Y BHIEE R 5, SEORHERE T, KOTLE 2> ki g K
(FER 34D 1) %R E L CHEERERMER I i,
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Fig. 9. TEAMBEFRDOTFIN (Ellenberg, 1956),
Schema of steps in the synthetic procedure (Ellenberg, 1956).

2) ELEBERAEOHME LUHEESREROER Evaluation and mapping of the
naturalness-degrees of vegetation
BAERA RN/ n e SR OWT, E0 < B FARE ATV 2 T0B RS FEAI SR e
EEZ (Table 2) WISV TIERLE s, X HICKOHOBFHAERE L O A BREERY P
TR HARER R 3FHD 1) HERE i,

3) BEARWEENDOER Mapping of the potential natural vegetation

PHE AR OB/ V1 7 @ Tiixen (1956) I & » TRIBE hicb DT, 5o b0
WEERT (REAR YRETAVCTEBENCERE Lo TH S, Tibb, 400
AHRDOMELEL L, HEOZESLHE R EOBAREDCT CLoLr 15 5k
ZBELIAREOKBE (BH) 2BEARNLE LS, COBEAKRIHELY IR B Ak
IR D & UTRCIERSEBE R AEARK CH D, S EOHEERE L, komaEsrfinrh
T (FER 37501 @) R & U UEERREARMER &R, CORGTHOBEAR
FEAERNE, RIE T~ 2 B £ S 20 AR R AL BE SV T & 5 ¥ 7E B AR D 4



Table 2. a4 B ARERTMIIESE (BRIET, 1976)

Naturalness—degree of vegetation (Environment Agency, 1976)
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SR CEOE o
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TWREE (Fo@
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® |tk MGEIIEN, VENERIIEN, TISIEEIE £ O

7Y =3 R oW, s AF—ar s WY, —ECETUHR L

— Yk
© | =k VB LA

DU (BHRMEY | 79 - § X5 TAK, o1 - o BiEERR S, R4 Th - T

3 0) 4, M AR ATV IR
ERYNECTVIEE IS B Ao . . - . AT
A M\uxi,ﬁxmu =y — b Py BE, T Y, BARIAD S L EREOY
@ TRIGEVCREARR Y || o -
S BT B K
RYRIRFRD
® BANE (BRER - | Bl 5, RIEEE, AANERE, ARNED S bEE oMY
WD SHEPHTHHE (@, OFXEREOFHSRBTCRLT v 7)

Tafihhic Ay v 2 PR L TUEREIR T3 (Fig. 10D,
3. BEiEWiSasayiEZ Symphytosociological surveys

HuIEAA A D AR RESE M 0T, FEMA AT 5 B, BRI A O SURN T EE T B IR Ol
RIS » TR S NI B 5 5\ A A B R VO, RO LR B2 207, FFHEL,
Fn o ERARSTEHEIENCTH D, LT — 2= L LTHEBHEECE T 2t
SPREL R B IE, MO RBOARBH SN, T L TRIILKRNELTHD (K
B - B, 1986 ; KEF, 1990, 1991, 1995 : BER&fl, 1986, 1993),

1) BEEYHL¥aIE OF % Method of the symphytoesociolegical surveys
T 2500 X % Il A D BT, FHIOTTE Tk, AR A v v = Ria 2K
LT, BEDACEHAEAFRAERC I VHERBOFEERKS®TS 2 L d. 2L,
IR AE BEY WA S & UBs LN OEARBEA MRS L LB EL TR Ay v 2
DREZPHED B CIHEBEAREOHFARP LM LR ORI R - T3, TTabb,
SEONERETEE L L TRKoHOLBAYREN L L L, TOMERBODN, 4TS =
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Fig. 10. Byt atciks  BE B AHEREOFIR,
Schema of steps for the mapping of the potential natural vegetation
based on symphytosociology.

Licte B o Lk, ABEHE S SR /N O A BE O A RER AN, FHlOTELH
Whith,

2) Awi aDkEE Size of mesh
A EHIE & e B RATHRE A ST 2 v > 2 RIOKER & U CHELEBERTOMR 277 5D
1 OHBRAEG b, &0 L5 ICKMER TES D MIROHEERBEOM, FHEcE, 1K
BA2 X 2k T A AW THEEIND 2 v v 2 AMEHERD, TD 2y oA DFEXIT,
BN E LRI & BRI 4 v v 2 VAT ADER Ay v e (W1 X 1km) WHEET %,

3) BEEAMM (BEERY) OS5 Determination of the unit of community complex
(community crowd)

KT ENBIROR A BEOBERRATEL T, £4 v v 2 HBERCE W TRTIFED

MO > TREAE AR A M L, FhcESW CREC AR Am e R A 3L
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Table 3. MAPFERT BT HHEOWE REELE) & roHIikE
(Tdixen, 1973)

Cover-aboundance scale of the sigmassociation survey (Tiixen, 1973)

woOE ¥ i E- H#
5 T OWHEVHERBOBLU L2 BT 5%, 2IE2&RTnH,
4 T DRENRERPOTE~0%% T 5, KERTHA,

3 | EOMEH AR O25~50% L HHT 5, P CRIH,

2 | T OREDREMMD 5 ~BLEWET %, HIRD B\ ILNEFHC A,

1| X ORHESRERD 5 ZLTCHEL, Ik, UK, DRI 26,
+ | TOMESERET ATRN S <, SRS T 5,

T B TE SR TR B B,

Table 4. JRFITELE & AR O BB A B AR D B
Comparison of the system of community complex unit

between sigmassociation and vegetaton landscape

RRIBELED B WL B B g
i gg;:;i HREEEE
7 & m B kW W
& B o B 4k B % M
F & MW R AR W% W M
i e v B,
i EREHELES <c::§l’a'i${z>
¥ — wmom o om

ETABEEAERENMERE NS (Table 3), Z OBEFIMANCI, BEREORETS
R THRFIBEICES L Tw 32, HE THE—ICRBHNORERCRESS, BER (R
FARBEOREERL) DFE & ARICHEENRNO -2 0T HE DR E LRI Thbh b, &
DOFERY, BARBENRAERTO LA EE S CHEA T2 LBNET LS\ W BEEAR
fLCThHb, - OREBOTFMBA L UTHENENRSHD (Table 4),

4) BEEBEQLIESANET Ecological evaluation of community crowd
T O EOEAERBEMC X 2EAERBOBMX O CES SBEARELEDHEDH
B, AL EOMIED £ » v 2 BRERL, KR, MKE, BHREELEOBAREOK
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R A < 2d — =1 (over lay) +5 27V » FERDBHCBND, Tibb, HEHE
FHAE LOT OB ATEGSR L ARBIE - OMBIBIGRY £ RN (7 v v OMBIBEGR %
FACTHOH, FHEL, ORI TR OBEAKREAES L OEEARREOELK S
b b,

5) BEBEREESOH R Determination of the region of potential natural vegetation

NHUIE O VTR B R A OHINE, ARMED DT & £ OMIRD B RBRIED HBIBI RO A

TR, RHIMCEE S\ TThiude Tiobh, AMER &K ERNEROOMOE H IRE:
ERRLICA v ¥ 2 RIS TRENICHTIT 5,

4, BEBEZXOHHTHE Surveys of ecologically important communities

KOHCHA, L& HEMEEYTAE DR S, BB AR B X OBEFOTHE Bhc Dy
T, FRENBERELYEEL, TROLONMNHAEINRD, BES W BEREIRIHOR
T AREE & UCRE, e ToRET HUNEND 5,

FEBHOEEISEL LT, ODMIIFRTEBHBR ST 5%, @AM E
% (Pl EREAREN I ~100 T v 7 M N A H%), OFLBHARTHHET, *
DOMBPIe L DI ERBIT b, ThbO@BERIECH YT A HEYEENE - LTHEL,
SHREXTT O



