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ABSTRACT: Estuarine wetlands, which form a distinctive brackish water zone, serve as important habitats for organisms that
have adapted to and thrive in this environment. Nonetheless, excessive development and utilization result in artificial
disruptions that alter the distinctive functions and attributes of estuarine wetlands. To collect the basic data for the
conservation of estuarine wetlands with excellent ecosystems, we investigated the vegetation distribution characteristics and
biota status of the Taehwagang River Estuarine Wetland. Data from vegetation surveys have shown that 25 plant
communities of six physiognomic vegetation types, including willow vegetation, lotic and lentic herbaceous vegetation,
floating/submerged vegetation. In the upper reaches, where topographical diversity was high, various types of wetland
vegetation were distributed. In terms of biodiversity, a total of 696 species, including 7 endangered wildlife species, were
identified. Due to good ecological connectivity, tidal rivers are formed, brackish water species including various functional
groups are distributed around this section. The inhabitation of various water birds, such as diving and dabbler ducks, were
confirmed according to the aquatic environment of each river section. The collection of ecological information of the
Taehwagang River Estuarine Wetland can be used as a framework for establishing the basis for conservation and
management of the estuarine ecosystem and support policy establishment.
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1.ME

B (estuarine)S B9} #4527} v A A
L e & Aol A tf (ecotone)o]T}. LWL © & 2] 2] &
A AAE T E0] Ak el wheh 17k TSt
, 9 Wi o =, A T1e]a 24 59 Gl w
2} GOl w7l 0.1 - 35%2 e FHYs)
(Wotowicz et al. 2007, Wolanski and Elliott 2015).
s 243} shapel sl et fde] Ao
L 20f o3 FFHAZ R AV B H o 2 Zesl= I

Zko)t} (Sawyer et al. 2013). 0] 3t 0|2 3L

]

213 5 ABTRF 0] -2 el Aol 4 Hol Xt B
A TR A 8 F Vel B R102

7hin 9o, R} 7]y Aol A FAl A} Atk
A 5 AHAZAE FR3 e Sdela o
(Costanza et al. 1997, Chabrerie et al. 2001, Douglas
etal. 2022). T2} ALIBk o] 7 The st ek 414 4
53] 5 Q1914 Weko 2 oL e A S E3et T oo
CEPRENPEE A ELEREATEEE R
e Wofh i glon, 7l4elo] AAjsH Agol Al
A0 2 A== S E 7157 2L L Fof HjF
A= Al 7548 S7HAF T (Lotze et al. 2006,
Worm et al. 2006). ZLoj+= A A A A 0.2 8}, AFY
Al 59 B 5 vt 7 BEOR 0@l
Eﬂg o:lo}:alo] 20l 07 00lx|o] 2pei A Q] HaJok
S5 Z715H= ujoF 59 ¥} (cultural eutrophication)
o] 7<1U4 3}al 1tk (Greening et al. 2014, Duarte et al.
2015). o]} £ weke- st A A| 54 9 7] 50l &
e |A|s] B L WslA 2 4= Q= Ao RS
7FA|AL QA7 1oll, Al o+ A2t o8/ SHHEE Sl
A S 2L AR A @R} 7HA]E A& 0.2 jot
5= A o] %A 31t} (Zu Ermgassen et al. 2013, O’Brien
et al. 2016).

SAIAEI] 54 0] Tiet &2 o] e} S}
21 1997 0] 101 WA 2 AL F ool 71918150
], 0] % 1999 ol iz B3 R} ozl 5o
SAEAHS ATt SACFFAS] AETheld 2
A 9 Aol oAk A1 Q)T 2004 of 2 A0

SRl A 7yt Bl nh Sol Rt A A7 34 =
L3t dof st 2 A 7]—X]§- o] 4] o]—_TL AU ZARE A
ZhsEQiTh AF¢1A o] =il thekRt A B A4 staL
UE SIS FHo R YUxA }3@1 FAETA

%701—8 B §_]_—70]—8]-:|—L9 v/\_r\__%‘_ %;:ﬂ‘s]-;a —‘J—Lio ?__ —_] 701—8 )
A 1 uhs s 57N s A7 SAIE S A 9 0
2 A= oo tigh A4 Oi 2022@01]

;T@,é]—@E]-(NIE 2022)

2 78 2 AL TS o7 A T
HelEa ohoket 2579 A4 3¢kl w—lxl‘*
A2 4] J E4es 75]%*“11—4 ?éixli 7H7h =

o et o= g2 Sebie o

L9lE)= kx5 o) 2} 7=} vf
o FATT. 37 G4 7|2
Hhedlo] B o & 88390
19624 54 2UAT2 A G A gL 7=
dslick 4 345 52 e

B A ge] 222 el o ol b
ol el sk ot B 5 A0
o YETjops e Aol B s
Gtk o2 FEs/] 93 AARAAY Agto
B3} AFe] 7] AFel o] 20029 5] 20124744 104
AR I T A e AR 65w
AN 15522 A== 5 a2 SA o AR
oAl =1 FAl 7o = AR o skA] = leh (Kim
etal. 2011). 2021 9 ofli= ForA| okt == HAjo] 57
2 #Eu4 (East Asian-Australasian Flyway
Partnership, EAAFP)oJ|A] B LThE Ao
74 2 (Flyway Site Network, FSN) 2 21 43}= 5 &=
AAE Bl Eekal At s AR A
gshdoz Fasdo] thal F4EIL Itk (EAAFP
2023).

eebdelr5 Al S AT Sgsket E’\]?—VP o|F
ofol| wheh FA| & HIER AsiA A
SHL gl Ao o2 $oke] s v} A9lS 4%;}1 ¢

A

019101]_ A1y —%Ter 012 55@ ol ey sto]
£3Pr)= & u|53k AA o)t} (Lee 2005, Kim et al.
2010, Kim et al. 2016). ThabA] 2 A0 4= Bl517
S5 A 9] A A A 2 A e ek A3 = i dS)
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= Tefste] SA RS A A0 RA A B S =9
aﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂaww£wua14ﬂq4wﬂﬂ
AT U0 2 (1) B34 W) S o] uhe 4]
A B EA g JETIoRY FASRS ulolstal, (2) AHE
R R I R P
w4510, (3) BiehdobaAl o] B 7hx]et e
= A|ABRALA BT

ok, T ol SARFIA] ST AFH ] 7|4l
glaie] Bz geiA o &
2006 o] A 2ARe At gt A= WA |
=M o & vk A ch(Lee 2009). B3-S 2917} 47.54
km, - H A 657.12 km?, 3HZ300 - 650 m<] ] 7.4
FR7F 2 B O R, SRS vk Al S5t &
e a0l st 857t Aol 7]5elo]
39wt

2 lo] A gl w3l WAt ol H 4t
AN E=717] 7)429L A= oF 12 km 17FO 2 5}
= /\T] =i _n_,,_o] 7~7]7<4 OihﬁE L EX o] 1,}5}14—
th(Fig. 1). ZARLZE AR 1, AR R R,
o= 5o wEs}] loEPo*é [ e e

129°20257E

Fig. 1. Map showing the study site of the Taehwagang
River Estuarine Wetland, Korea. The lines on the
keymap indicate the borders of the provinces.

Aok Qstel e A2 0] 94at A0 2 Sl

9lth(Leeetal. 2023). ot E Y42 dx g
& shaxo] Liehe st oforol At Egto] W

EE5t] et 7P ol 24 % o] Sl =gk st
el 2 AI7FR|2F gk ] WA X[ 02 4t
AR et at AR s HA] YR uiE = o] 5
Ao A FRIEH At A2 X F o] AR =
5 AY g9 Wyt & Ltoln, AN} k=
2ol hE Aol AP E A A7 HA Eedh
B3P a5 A7 X3 AR 9] 22 (1992 -
20214¢) A7 14.49°C, Far|2 A4t
19.45°C, Z|A7]L-S B 1026°CE oImaf= oF
9.2°Co|t}. AP F7 42 1,274 mmo]H o] Z50%
olfo] =2 sHAlo HFE o] At (KMA 2022).

S5 e A dake kg
o8 Xﬂﬁlﬁ‘ﬂ Exd ‘3—! T&ﬂ R ANE S8k 5419
212 87, A BT U YR AT E3 R4
of. ARk A4 B TR BE S AR HopS
MO A BAS TR A, o, 27, 2
HERHAGE R AREE S 67 2ok
JorR o, AT SR 54 e 3 -
109 52 -33] ZALE X3 E‘}ﬂt}(Table 1, NIE 2022).
WY 2 UEEH) 2K L F3lo] ol
QQHEAEIIE 8-25}o] 42395} T (NIE 2020). 2143
ZA= Z.-M. o] AEALS|8A] vl o wha) 423
3}tk (Braun-Blanquet 1965). A5 2tHE 35
ARRAES kO 2 AAH B U B9lAE

o
OW'

Az St o

Table 1. Survey period according to survey order for taxo-
nomic group

1st 2nd 3rd

Taxonomic gri
axonomic group survey | survey | survey

Vegetation May Jun Aug
Fish Apr Jul Sep
Bird May Jul Oct
Mammal - Aug Oct

Benthic invertebrate

(fresh water) Mar Jul Aug

Benthic invertebrate

(sea water) May Jul Oct
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B SP S5 AIE T she A A AR 54 Y
T2 w5 671 A AR 9] 257 AEtEre
2 BEErlon, $4] A5 % (wetland preference) ]|
wleba] A <52 A& (Obligate wetland plant; OBW)
117}, ¥ A& (Facultative plant, FAC) 17}, 9o}
AFA1& (Facultative upland plant, FACU) 17}, A5
4121 E (Obligate upland plant, OBU) 12712 &2l %]
AL} (Table 2). B SFYo5A1E tlE5h= A2 2

Table 2. Vegetation diversity in the Taehwagang River Estuarine Wetland, Korea

Physiognomic type Plant community pr\é\{(zt:::ge* Area (m?) Ratio (%)
Salix integra community OBW 800 0.14
Willow vegetation Salix pierotii community OoBW 3,167 0.56 1.35
Salix chaenomeloides community OoBW 3,676 0.65
Lentic herbaceous Phragmitetum australis OBW 126,534 22.21 9224
vegetation Scirpetum tabernaemontani OBW 172 0.03
Phragmites japonica community OBW 49,234 8.64
\I;gggt:ttieggaceous Miscanttus sacchariflorus community OBW 12,847 225 | 3326
Phalaridetum arundinaceae OoBW 127,439 22.37
Nymphoides peltata community OBW 742 0.13 0.13
\I:(Ia(;aettigtgf(/;ubmerged Ceratophyllum demersum community OoBW - - -
Spirodela polyrhiza community OBW - - -
Eg;‘gjgg\r/‘;ﬁnforests Ulmus parvifolia community OBU 2,928 0.51 0.51
Humulus japonicus community OBU 264 0.05
Bromus catharticus community OBU 30,165 5.29
Bromus japonicus community FAC 24,392 4.28
Lolium multiflorum community OBU 2,597 0.46
Brassica napus community FACU 121,931 21.40
Festuca arundinacea community OBU 7,595 1.33
Substitutional vegetation Ambrosia trifida community OBU 413 0.07 4251
Conyza canadensis community OBU - -
Solidago alfissima community OBU 333 0.06
Robinia pseudoacacia community OBU 331 0.06
%ggiguzgggsg;ziia community OBU 23,451 41
Pseudosasa japonica community OBU 26,026 4.57
Amorpha fruticosa community OBU 4,733 0.83
Total area 569,770 100.00 100.00

*OBW, Obligate wetland plant; FACW, Facultative wetland plant; FAC, Facultative plant; FACU, Facultative upland plant;

OBU, Obligate upland plant
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Fig. 2. Actual vegetation map of the Taehwagang River Estuarine Wetland, Korea.
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©F G40 tha A 2EAA (189,520 m?), H4=9 T}
AAY 2 A4 (126,706 m’) =0 2 EF W o] Y9l
T} (Table 2, Fig. 2). 0] & Ath&A] Ao sidal= 2
£ %] (Phalaridetum arundinaceae, 127,439 m*)} 2+
<-4 (Phragmitetum australis, 126,534 m*)o] 44}
B 12 0] 0F 45% 2 2}A|FH= & BIE W2o] Yo
0.2 Yehyit

3.2 M=ty

rot
dh

FAEFRANAR Lot SN BE RFE T
Aoz AR 2AE A% A3 5 156F0] 1= %L
t}(Table 3, Appendix 1). Ej3F7 Uth= LA} ¢
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Table 3. Number of species by taxonomic groups in 2017 and 2022 in the Taehwagang River Estuarine Wetland, Korea

. Survey year
Taxonomic group Total
2017* 2022

Plant 257 - 257
Amphibian/reptile 8 - 8
Fish 21 26 31
Terrestrial insect 213 - 213
Bird 82 76 96
Mammal 5 5 5
Benthic invertebrate (fresh water) 42 24 52
Benthic invertebrate (sea water) 22 25 34
Total 651 156 696

*NIER (2017)

ghRlE]o] 2021 o] =AM o] 578 = U ER A Abo]
E (Flyway network site, FNS)E e RR e =

i

F

ofe] Friopgol B3] £ A0 Uehgr). o] £
NP2 o] 45 A, 2017100 24,
ST, S dobl 1 Sson 1
SRl AL F AR E oA 18%0] Adsahelal 1}
R e P P,

A5 E ok AR AR Wt s ) HevHE
2HA B S/90] Ul Aol AvE g 5
0] o] ARt o 2 BRI 17| whitol| Tt
Tt AR gheEic), oW ZASH B 24 Aas
SEoHH Biabte5A] Aol F 696501 AA5H=
AO2 Uepgtov], opy 2ARATHE ofjel ek
o= F 1024265 876 7)1 4| 7F 2HRI =] Q. oot
olfF7F 9F o ® TH Wol Yehden o (Mugil
cephalus)®} 92| (Zacco platypus) 7} 212} $-34 B
oA L) 11922 ST (Tksookimia yong-
dokensis), Z-E7Y (Squalidus chankaensis tsuchigae),
A =5 A2 (Odontobutis interrupta), A (Odon-
tobutis platycephala) 4%, A NH JES E27
(Lepomis macrochirus)@} vl 2~ (Micropterus salmoi-
des)7} 2l = gic) wat slrdhe = sl o 2
S} oS @ 7= 9F=3]-8-A] (amphidromous) 2
7¥5Hd (catadromous) o191 WAy (Anguilla japo-
nica), 3] (Tribolodon hakonensis), 201 (Plecoglo-
ssus altivelis)7} 2@ 3} ) 20173 = ZAA R0} H]
WA 10F0] Ajzo] @8 o sjikEof &=
o], ©do] T 4go] AR A] St ol= o5

A EAALARRIIA 315-9] o] u A= gk A7)
sl &R E] Ko7} Lhehd 202wt

FE 33471765 2,566 447 Bl =l ik Eut
(Fulica atra)©] T297) X2 -3}5 11, ZHA) (Passer
montanus)7]— 26670A 2 o}e-AFtch A4 .3
LT d3ko 2= BAf 285% (36.8%), oS- 20%
(26.3%), ﬁg ) 19 (25.0%) 4202 LFERF o,
Galo] e Aot w4 0Pl ot 7|7k -4
0] 22 SIPUTHE A 0 RIRT U B oF R
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O] 45 Hopok ) Sl ot
71| Bl Ao A 22 Sjele] A,

RanERe % 199 2450l HATSL 4
NET5 148, A7 2% 23 ARsEFL 165
(66.6%) S5 71 o] w3l o, o] Hof| A5

57 6% (25.0%), 557 2% (8.0%) A = LEt
Wyl edze #QEJ 2S5 (Chironomidae
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SR, IR AR RS £ 1731 2550] ool
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gon, AFEER 165 (64.0%), AASER 8%
(32.0%), TFFE=TF 15 (0.4%)°] TEE . s
o A 0% G W shRel ZiEeol o
EA| (Chiromantes dehaani)®} Zde7|43- 0|
(Assiminea hiradoensis)?] & W=7} =34t A A
P E L LR EET NP P RAEESASNES ISP Y
201799] 8 % 43} 2 Ho]7} Lbebgtek

3.3 EEF7| opddi=el iddunt 22 EY

B3} elR5A] Aol A ERlE BE9]7] oA
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2 & | Y| (Platalea leucorodia), N Z.2)7| (Falco sub-
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7315 (Clithon retropictus)©] 31t} (Table 4).
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Table 4. The list of endangered species designated by the Korea Ministry of Environment in the Taehwagang River

Estuarine Wetland, Korea

Endangered species category

Taxonomic group

Bird -

Charadrius placidus, Falco subbuteo,
Pandion haliaetus, Platalea leucorodia

Mammal Lutra lutra

Prionailurus bengalensis

Benthic invertebrate (sea water) -

Clithon retropictus
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Appendix 1. The list of species in the Taehwagang River Estuarine Wetland, Korea
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Family | Scientific name |  Korean name Remarks
Fish
Anguillidae Anguilia japonica 2%} 04
Centrarchidae Lepomis macrochirus EfZ Invasive alien plant
Micropterus salmoides HiA Invasive alien plant
Centropomidae Coreoperca herzi HK|
Cobitidae Cobitis hankugensis 718
Iksookimia yongdokensis sSUEH
Misgurnus anguillicaudatus ojx |
Cyprinidae Hemibarbus labeo FX
Qpsariichthys uncirostris amurensis nel
Squalidus chankaensis tsuchigae EEX
Zacco platypus I|zt0|
Carassius auratus S04
Cyprinus carpio o4
Tribolodon hakonensis o
Erythroculter erythropterus dEX
Rhynchocypris oxycephalus HE x|
Gobiidae Rhinogobius brunneus 2oq
Tridentiger brevispinis RiEdyEs
Rhinogobius giurinus 4EYS
Acanthogobius flavimanus EHYE
Gymnogobius urotaenia EXF
Moronidae Lateolabrax japonicus S04
Mugilidae Mugil cephalus 501
Odontobutidae Odontobutis platycephala SAE
Odontobutis interrupta UESAZ
Osmeridae Plecoglossus altivelis 204
Bird
Accipitridae Pandion haliaetus =5 Endangered species |l
Aegithalidae Aegithalos caudatus 2FE0|
Alaudidae Alauda arvensis St
Alcedinidae Alcedo atthis =3M
Anatidae Anas poecilorhyrncha g dse
Anas penelope Emzl2e
Anas crecca Ex =]
Anas platyrhynchos He2el
Aythya fuligula HIIEIEX]
Anas strepera arato g|
Aythya ferina E=x
Mergus serrator HCHH|2 2]
Mergus merganser HI2 2|
Ardeidae Ardea alba alba CHEH =2
Ardea cinerea izt
Egretta garzefta L
Ardea alba Sz
Bubulcus ibis =z
Nycticorax nycticorax ek

Butorides striata

He2Yosi2et7|

Charadriidae

Charadrius dubius

10 0FE H| M

Charadrius placidus

E=SSHM

Endangered species |l

Columbidae Streptopelia orientalis SIH|E 7|
Columba livia domestica EHIE7|
Coraciidae Eurystormus orientalis 3 M
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Family Scientific name Korean name Remarks
Corvidae Pica pica x|
Corvus frugilegus el 77k ok
Corvus macrorhynchos 28270
Garrulus glandarius O1%|
Cuculidae Cuculus canorus i3 7|
Emberizidae Emberiza elegans CHESIA
Falconidae Falco subbuteo Mz 27| Endangered species |l
Fringillidae Carduelis sinica HEM
Hirundinidae Hirundo rustica A
Cecropis daurica HAH|
Laridae Larus crassirostris HolZoyz|
Larus argentatus RMZoi7|
Larus ridibunaus sz
Chlidonias hybrida TFEILIRAH|IZ 7]
Sterna hirundo MHIZoiZ|
Larus cachinans SHEAZOH7|
Motacillidae Motacilla alba lugens SHEFO|A
Motacilla alba rErEo|M
Motacilla cinerea CHEOIM
Motacilla grandis HA2SE0IM
Anthus hodgsoni e M
Muscicapidae Phoenicurus auroreus =AY
Saxicola torquatus HdeEM
Paridae Parus major 2
Parus palustris e
Parus ater TIEM
Passeridae Passer montanus M
Phalacrocoracidae Phalacrocorax capillatus 7t0k2 K|
Phalacrocorax carbo RIE7t0H2 K|
Phasianidae Phasianus colchicus £
Picidae Dendrocopos kizuki A=t e|
Picus canus deot+e
Dendrocopos major MuECFE
Podicipedidae Tachybaptus ruficollis =Hotz|
Podiceps cristatus g=HolZ|
Pycnonotidae Microscelis amaurotis a3
Pycnonotus sinensis deo|orEeF e
Rallidae Gallinula chloropus AMEEH
Fulica atra ==
Scolopacidae Actifis hypoleucos LR
Heteroscelus brevipes e
Tringa nebularia dozlEe
Sturnidae Sturnus sericeus F25ex 27|
Sturnus cineraceus IEREF
Sylviidae Acrocephalus orientalis FH7HH|
Phylloscopus inornatus CEEMEM
Threskiornithidae Platalea leucorodia e E[x{o{M Endangered species ||
Timaliidae Paradoxornis webbianus SF2HE|lRFEO|
Troglodytidae Troglodytes troglodytes ZEM
Turdidae Turdus eunomus N
Zosteropidae Zosterops japonicus SEM
Mammal
Canidae Nyctereutes procyonoides H7 2l
Cervidae Hydropotes inermis =T
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Family Scientific name Korean name Remarks
Felidae Prionailurus bengalensis &t Endangered species |l
Mustelidae Lutra lutra =g Endangered species |
Talpidae Mogera robusta FHR|
Benthic invertebrate
Assimineidae Assiminea lutea E7|:=230|
Assiminea hiradoensis Zoiet7|=<2Eo|
Assiminea japonica 7|1+=<E0|
Atyidae Neocaridina denticulata denticulata Mol
Baetidae Procloeon pennuiatum Zng|st R Aol
Baetis fuscatus IS stE 40|
Acentrella sibirica SYLtFA0|
Balanidae Fistulobalanus albicostatus DK
Amphibalanus  reticulatus EH7HH|
Amphibalanus improvisus 74|
Calopterygidae Atrocalopteryx atrata dA2EEAEl
Coenagrionidae Paracercion calamorum SE24E A2
Ischnura asiatica OFAlot ME R} 2|
Corophiidae Sinocorophium sinensis S YAMLR
Cyrenidae Corbicula papyracea 2

Corbicula japonica

UEXMH

Corbicula fluminea

-

Ephemerellidae

Teloganopsis punctisetae

SEHEHO]

Ephemeridae Ephemera orientalis sYetF 40|
Erpobdellidae Erpobdella lineata EAHNHE
Gerridae Aquarius paludum paludum A2ZHO|
Gomphidae Davidius lunatus AESHERE
Heptageniidae Epeorus pellucidus ER5HF A
Hydropsychidae Cheumatopsyche brevilineata motEdEeE
Hydropsyche kozhantschikovi Edtrel
Hydropsyche valvata EdEY A
Laternulidae Laternula gracilis [C| =74
Ligiidae Ligia exotica HygT
Lymnaeidae Radix auricularia EEHo|
Mytilidae Limnoperna fortunei RIEEX
Xenostrobus securis HiCHArO|RIE E R
Arcuatula senhousia U
Mytilus unguiculatus =2
Nereididae Hediste japonica EZAX|HO|
Neritidae Clithon retropictum Jl=Zd1ns Endangered species ||
Ostreidae Magallana gigas =
Palaemonidae Palaemon paucidens EM<2
Physidae Physa acuta glEOCIEEHO
Pleuroceridae Semisulcospira gottschei ZACHE 7|
Sesarmidae Chiromantes dehaani LS A
Sphaeromatidae Gnorimosphaeroma naktongense S sSTH
Succineidae Oxyloma hirasei BEWMELHO|
Talitridae Platorchestia joi C oM e
Trapeziidae Neotrapezium liratum EDEX|
Tubificidae Limnodilus gotoi AX|HOo|
Varunidae Hemigrapsus penicillatus E7
Hemigrapsus sanguineus FLEA
Helice tridens il
Veneridae Cyclina sinensis 7HREN TR




