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Abstract: This study aimed to classify vegetation types in forest vegetation of natural Zanthoxylum piperitum habitats
in Korea. Vegetation survey data were collected from 347 plots across natural Z. piperitum habitats nationwide,
following the phytosociological approach of the Ziirich-Montpellier school. Vegetation types were classified using
two-way indicator species analysis. In addition, to identify diagnostic species, a fidelity analysis based on the phi
coefficient (¢p) was conducted for constituent species of each vegetation type, and a synoptic table of species
composition constructed. As a result, forest vegetation in natural Z piperitum habitats was classified into 12 vegetation
types: Cornus controversa—Philadelphus schrenkii, Zelkova serrata-Lindera erythrocarpa, Quercus serrata-Carpinus
tschonoskii, Carpinus laxiflora—Acer pictum var. mono, Pinus densiflora—Quercus mongolica, Quercus variabilis—
Lespedeza maximowiczii, Quercus dentata-Ligustrum obtusifolium, Pinus densiflora—Rhus trichocarpa, Mallotus
JaponicusKadsura japonica, Prunus serrulata var. pubescens-Arisaema ringens, llex integra-Phaenosperma
globosum, and Alnus firma-Rosa multiflora types. The differentiation of these vegetation types was evident based on
overstory species composition and site-specific environmental factors, indicating that Z. piperitum is not confined to
a single community type but can thrive in diverse forest environments. By systematically organizing the structural
and ecological characteristics of each vegetation type, this study expands our understanding of forest vegetation in

* Corresponding author
E-mail: jalzz0602@gmail.com, forest052@korea.kr
ORCID
Ah-Ran Jo (® https://orcid.org/0009-0001-0232-563X
Joon-Hyeok Kim (® https://orcid.org/0009-0009-7261-6465

35



36 S | AR e

A5 A1Z (2026)

natural Z. piperitum habitats. The present findings can provide a foundation for setting conservation priorities and
management strategies for the natural habitats of Z piperitum, as well as guide future assessments of suitable
cultivation locations and the sustainable use of native plant resources.
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Figure 1. Location of vegetation survey plots (grey dots) in South Korea.
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Figure 2. Simplified TWINSPAN dendrogram of forest vegetation in natural habitats of Zanthoxylum piperitum, based on a 432-species
% 347-relevé matrix. For each division level, the number of relevés (shown in boxes), eigenvalues, and indicator species are provided.
Twelve vegetation types (Type 1-12) were identified, and each cluster characterized by the species listed in the comresponding column.
Full species names for abbreviations (e.g., Os, Lob, Ns) and type descriptions are provided in Table 1.
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Table 1. Shortened synoptic table of forest vegetation in Zanthoxylum piperitum habitats, showing species constancy (%) and median
cover. Diagnostic species are sorted by life form (LF; trees = 3, shrubs = 2, herbs = 1) and, within each life form, by decreasing
constancy. Dark and light grey shading indicates fidelity (¢) > 0.40 and ¢ > 0.20, respectively. Only species with constancy >
25% (Type 9), > 30% (Type 1-3 and 7) or > 40% (Type 4-6, 8, and 10-12) are listed; different thresholds reflect differences
in species richness among types. Transgressive diagnostic species are those that are diagnostic for more than one group and have
constancy > 30% in all groups for which they are diagnostic. Forest vegetation type: C1 = southern temperate deciduous broad-leaved

forest; C2 = southermn temperate evergreen broad-leaved forest.

Forest vegetation type C1 c2

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

Number of relevés LF P 8 32 13 22 37 69 97 21 12 9 8 19
Number of species per relevés 23 33 29 25 22 29 25 19 26 26 19 26
Diagnostic species

1. Cornus controversa-Philadelphus schrenkii t

Cornus controversa (Cco) wx 28! 8" 327 1 6 * 9 * : : :
Celtis jessoensis 3 9 * . 9 * . . 1" 11+ 13 * 51
Actinidia arguta 3 * 38 ! 16 ! 15 * 27 * 3" 4 * 7" 11+ . 5°
Hovenia dulcis 3 ** - 3 . 51 . : : : :
Pseudostellaria palibiniana 1 ** 9" 15 * 5" 6 *

2. Zelkova serrata-Lindera erythrocarpa type

Lindera erythrocarpa (Le) 3 w25 1 97 > 85" 821 46 1 45 1 57 1 1“4+ 17 1! : 26 !
Zelkova serrata (Zs) 3 wx D5 2 31 417 . 13+ 1317 : : 337 13 7 16 2
Acer palmatum 3 x 13 8 * . 3t . . . 11+ . .
Callicarpa japonica 2% 38+ g 69 ' 68 ! 1+ ¢! 19 * 5 58 1 44 1 53 1
3. Quercus serrata- Carpinus tschonoskii

Quercus serrata (Qs) 3% 13T 50" 924 82 592 702 492 437 8! 1+ 137 1+
Carpinus tschonoskii (Cts) 3 137 317 91 5+ 10 3+ . . . : .
Cornus kousa 3 * . 16+ 311 . . 7" : : 5*
Meliosma myriantha 3 * 13+ 30 * 311 14+ 1" 1t 11+ 13 * .
Pourthiaea villosa 2 % 13 % 6" 38 ! . . 9 * 2t : . 22 . 307
Isodon inflexus (/in) 1* 25 * 19 62 * 9" 16 * 36 * 36 * 10 * 17 * 11+ 5°
Viola rossii il . 37" 18 . 9 7" . . 11 .
Codonopsis lanceolata 1 * 16 * 38 * 57 6 " 2" 8" 11+

4. Carpinus laxiflora-Acer pictum var. mono type

Carpinus laxiflora (Cl) ERR 6+ 23" EEN 14 7 4+ . 8 .
Lindera obtusiloba (Lob) 2 * 63 * 63" 69 ! 91 ! 54 1 67 ! 48 1 10 " 25 * 11+ 5°
5. Pinus densiflora-Quercus mongolica type

Quercus mongolica 3 % D5 2 23 * 27 1 51 2 17 1 141 5 * .
Juniperus rigida 3 . . . 43 1 16 * 6 24 5°
Fraxinus sieboldiana 3 * 15 1 18+ 41! 19 1 4+ : :
Rhododendron mucronulatum 2 % . 15 7 . 46 ! 221 8+ 141 5*
Carex ciliatomarginata 1w . 9 * 8 14+ 46 9 8 * 10 ! . .
Carex humilis var. nana 1* 13 3" 23 * 5* 43 1 12 9 * 14 1 5*
6. Quercus variabilis-Lespedeza maximowiczii type

Quercus variabilis (Qv) R 38 ! 38 1 45 2 59 ! 80 4 292 5" : 1+ :
Lespedeza maximowiczii (Lma) 2 * 16+ 31+ 2317 221 51 1 16+ 24 17 : 57"
Syneilesis palmata 1 * 227 31 57 8" 421 6 . 8" . .
Calamagrostis arundinacea (Car) 1% 6" . 14+ 147 411 14 * : 227 1+
7. Quercus dentata-Liqustrum obtusifolium type

Quercus dentata 8 * 8§+ 1917 441 107 1+

8. Pinus densiflora-Rhus tricocarpa type

Rhus tricocarpa 3w 13+ 23+ 2317 54 1 52 1 28 1 81! 8+ :
Indigofera kirilowii 2 6 * 8" 5" 14 * 23 * 12 * 43 1 . . 11
M. sinensis var. purpurascens (Mvp) 1 % . . . 16 ! 16+ 11+ 571 8! : 1317 26 *
Arundinella hirta 1 6" 57" 351 321 13+ 48 * : 1+ : :
9. Mallotus japonicus-Kadsura japonica type

Rhamnella frangulioides 13 7 91 . 25 1 .
Cudrania tricuspidata 3 . 6" . . . 4 * 25 1 . 1
Celastrus orbiculatus (Cor) 2 25 ¢ 19" 8" 57 17 14 5" 42 * 17 .
Kadsura japonica (Kf) 2w . . . . . 1+ : : . 5*
Sageretia theezans 2 ** 3" . 33 ! 13 1 5+
Rumohra aristata il . . 5°
10. Prunus serrulata var. pub a ring type

Prunus serrulata var. pubescens (Pvp) 3% 13+ 281 8+ 181 17 19 1 241 5 : 67 2 25+ 5+
Prunus sargentii 3 * . 9 . 5+ 2% 201" 7+ 24 8" 44 1 : 16 '
Milletia japonica 2wk 31 . . . . . 8 + A 5T
Symplocos tanakana 2 * . 6" 57 3" 4 8 * 5° 8 * 44 5°
Melica onoei 1 137 6 * . . . 2" . ) 5+
11. llex integra-Phaenosperma globosa type

lex inteqra (/i) 3 1" . .
Cinnamomum japonicum 3 . 17 1 16 *
Dendropanax morbifera 3 Ak 8" .
Elaeocarpus sylvestris var. ellipticus 3 ke : :
Phaenosperma qlobosa (Pq) i 5
12. Alnus firma-Rosa multiflora type

Alnus firma 3 e . 8! . : 13 7 : 17 :

Rosa multiflora (Rm) 2w 3 . . 37 16 * 26 * 29 1 17 22+ 13
Clematis apiifolia (Ca) 2 wh 3 5T 5 10 20 1 10 " . 11+ .

Lonicera japonica 2 ** 3" . 11 6 * 21+ 14 * 17 * 33 * 53 1
Rubus parvifolius 2 . 5" 10" 1 33 * 33 * 117 47 1
Persicaria senticosa el 37 6" : : . a2t
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Forest vegetation type LF P 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12

Transgressive diagnostic species - . . . . . . . . . . .
Morus australis 3 o [ 22! 8" | 55 % 3T 7t 15t 107 17t 2¢ . 11+
Euonymus oxyphyllus 3+ 38! 30 ° 23 * 9 . 10 * . . 8+ : : :
Philadelphus schrenckii (Psc) 2+~ gl 41! 8" 9" 3 17

Staphylea bumalda 2 * 501 317 23+ 32 * 1T 4+ . .
Polystichum tripteron (Ptr) 1+ NS00 30 ! . 14+ . . 1+ . 8! . 5+
Ligustrum obtusifolium (Lo) 2 * 13 81! 23 * 9 19+ 421 63 ' 14+ 507 1+ 37 1
Neoshirakia japonica (Nf) 3wk . 36! 3 6" 3 5+ . . .
Meliosma oldhamii 3 ** . 34 ' 38 ' 9r 3 41 : 17 * 17
Alangium platanifolium var. trilobum 2 x50 1 8 ' 36 * . 3 4 . g

Acer pseudosieboldianum (Aps) 3 w0 38 1 31 1 e 11 . 3 10" .

Styrax obassia 3 wkx 38 2 9+ 62 552 221 7 4+ .

Weigela subsessilis 2 * 13+ 19 * 38 * 36 * 5* 7" 5* .

Sasa borealis (Sb) 1o 342 el 41! : 3¢ 2t 8 .
Arisaema amurense var. serratum 1 e 25T 44 62 * 32 * 37" 10 ' 5" 17 " . 21 *
Acer pictum var. mono (Am) R 38 ' 3 6" 3 . 117 .
Fraxinus rhynchophylla 3 * 50 ' 28* 15 * 5572 1M1+ 30* 19+ : : : 5 *
Viola dissecta var. chaerophylloides 1 * 25 * 28 * 54 * 59 * 5°" 25 * 9" . 8" 11" . 57"
Pinus densiflora (Pd) 3 ** . . . 141 814 653 211 713 : : : :
Disporum smilacinum (Ds) 1 . 341 54 * 9" 38 48 1 6" . 8"

Artemisia keiskeana (AK) 1 % . . . 57" 4110 43 [ 5 .

Quercus acutissima (Qa) 3 3 . 19 ' 10+ 342 523 : :
Pteridium aquilinum var. latiusculum 1w 3+ 8 41 * 14 * 9 * 52 1 17 1 . 1+
Mallotus japonicus 3 wx . . . 1T 6 * 10 ' [NE3IN 38 ! 32 2
Pinus thunbergii R 8 * 6+ 221 48 3 583 563 137 17
Machilus thunbergii R . . . . 1" 1" . 38 ? 5"
Celtis sinensis 3 * 9 8" 9 3 9+ 141 14+ 50! 4417 : 47 1
Ardisia japonica 2 HHx 3" . . . 3 1t . 30 * 38 ! 5 *
Neolitsea sericea (Ns) 3 whx . . . . 10 5 1892 581
Carpinus coreana 3 . 8! 3 41 2t : - 332 30 1 *
Hedera rhombea (Hr) 2 wek 16 * 8" : 1" 3+ 10+ [NE3IE 25 1 [ 371
Flaeagnus macrophylla (Em) P . . . . 1* : 5° 30 * 38 * 1+
Arisaema ringens 1 ** 13 ¢ 22 " 8" 57 17 2" . 17 53 1
Camellia japonica 3 e . 317 . 1 3" . 30 ' . .
Trachelospermum asiaticum (7a) 2 wh 16 1 6+ 151 51 [Ne3E Ean 217
Liqustrum japonicum 2w . 4+ 7 . 8 ' 44 1 5"
Litsea japonica 2 wxx . . . . 111 57"
Liriope platyphylla 1 % 13 8" 57" 9 * 9 * 57" 337 11 * 50 * 16 *
Lemmaphyllum microphyllum e . . . . . . 8! 30 * - 5"
Akebia quinata 2 **% 13 ' 47 1 . . 10 * 211 14 * 42 * 33 * .

Rubus oldhamii 2 * 13 * 9" 57 117 9 * 211 57 . 44 * 53 ?
Persicaria filiforme 1 %% 50 * 16 * . . 13 : . 33 * .
Achyranthes japonica 1 % . 6" 17 5* 5* 8" 33 * 30 * 377
Constant & companion species

Zanthoxylum piperitum (Zp) 2 10" 10" 10" 10" 100" 10" 100" 100" 100" 100" 100 " 100’
Oplismenus undulatifolius (Ou) 1 63 ' 66 ' 62 ! 68 ' 411 64 ' 80 ! 67 2 67 ' 1+ 38 ' 32 2
Smilax china 2 . 34 46 * 9" 62 ! 68 ! 58 ! 76 67 ' 33 25 211
Styrax japonicus 3 38 ! 72 2 62 ! 321 27 1 46 1 44 1 331 17 1 2" - 58 !
Parthenocissus tricuspidata 2 38 ! 25 * - 321 16 1 33 1 52 1 14+ 581 67 ! 38+ 16!
Carex lanceolata 1 . 221 23+ 18+ 3817 512 341 43?2 17+ 1! 16 '
Paederia foetida 1 . 38" - 5° 8’ 38 ! 37! 10 " 50 ' 1+ 50 ' 51
Stephanandra incisa 2 38 ! 317 54 1 36 ! 8! 351 271 10 ° 8 r 1+ 217
Aster scaber 1 . 19 * 54 ¢ 57 4371 457 20" 43 : :
Platycarya strobilacea (Ps) 3 44 2 231 9! 37 487 25 1 51 81 44 13 1 211
Lindera glauca 2 137 251 8" 9 11+ 431" 28" 2917 8+ - r
Castanea crenata 3 131 231 91 24 1 231 32 337

Quercus aliena 3 16 ! 151 - 117 28 ! 337 24 1

Smilax sieboldii 2 38 * 25 1 8 ' 9 22 * 23 * 251 5°" 8" . 16 !
Cocculus orbiculatus 2 9" 5" 16 * 28 * 29 * 10 ' 25 * 25 * 17
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Table 2. Structural characteristics of 12 vegetation types classified from forest vegetation in natural habitats of Zanthoxylum piperitum.

Vegetation types Mean height of Mean Mean total percent
(Dominant-Indicator species) vegetation strata(m) DBH(cm) cover(%)

Full name T ST S H T T ST S H Al

1. Cornus controversa-Philadelphus schrenkii type 149 65 19 0.5 26 74 24 29 35 215
2. Zelkova serrata-Lindera erythrocarpa type 145 7.1 22 0.6 28 76 46 51 41 259
3. Quercus serrata-Carpinus tschonoskii type 152 74 25 05 27 71 43 48 31 196
4. Carpinus laxiflora-Acer pictum var. mono type 16.1 72 22 0.5 31 83 43 34 21 206
5. Pinus densiflora-Quercus mongolica type 122 66 2.1 05 21 82 27 47 43 205
6. Quercus variabilis-Lespedeza maximowiczii type 128 6.6 2.2 0.6 23 83 33 50 51 252
7. Quercus dentata-Ligustrum obtusifolium type 13.7 6.1 19 05 24 81 33 43 42 231
8. Pinus densiflora-Rhus tricocarpa type 10.1 64 19 04 23 77 43 57 73 242
9. Mallotus japonicus-Kadsura japonica type 121 55 1.7 07 30 8 30 40 60 252
10. Prunus serrulata var. pubescens-Arisaema ringens type 13.7 6.8 1.5 0.5 29 79 39 37 61 243
11. llex integra-Phaenosperma globosa type 99 54 23 04 24 76 38 48 51 264
12. Alnus firma-Rosa multiflora type 112 57 14 04 25 72 23 30 80 271
Total 132 6.5 2.0 05 25 80 34 45 47 236
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Figure 3. Importance value index (IVI) of the 10 dominant species by vegetation layers in the natural habitats of Zanthoxylum
piperitum. Species abbreviations (e.g., Pd, Qv, Os, and others) are provided in Table 1.

Table 3. Importance value index (IVI) and species richness (S) within the 10 most dominant families for each of the 12 vegetation
types (Types 1-12) identified in the study area.

1 2 3 4 5
Family S IVI Family S IVI Family S IVI Family S IVI Family S IVI
Cornaceae 2 18.1 Ulmaceae 5 123 Fagaceae 6 29.1 Betulaceae 6 18.0 Fagaceae 7 29.2
Aceraceae 3 17.6 Fagaceae 6 11.9 Betulaceae 6 124 Fagaceae 4 15.0 Pinaceae 3 250
Ulmaceae 4 10.8 Aceraceae 4 9.6 Aceraceae 3 82 Aceraceae 3 .95 Ericaceae 6 4.6
Fagaceae 2 102 Lauraceae 3 93 Styracaceae 2 6.6 Oleaceae 4 82 Lauraceae 3 44
Moraceae 1 6.0 Euphorbiaceae 2 5.7 Poaceae 3 63 Lauraceae 3 7.1 Styracaceae 2 4.0
Rhamnaceae 2 4.9 Juglandaceae 2 5.4 Lauraceae 3 52 Styracaceae 2 7.0 Anacardiaceae 5 3.9
Styracaceae 2 4.6 Styracaceae 2 5.1 Rosaceae 8 3.6 Ulmaceae 4 37 Oleaceae 4 3.6
Lauraceae 3 36 Betulacecae 6 3.9 Euphorbiaceae 2 3.6 Cornaceae 1 3.6 Rosaceae 11 3.6
Oleaceae 2 21 Cornaceae 3 3.5 Ulmaceae 3 3.1 Rosaceae 11 2.9 Betulaceae 8 3.3
Celastraceae 3 2.1 Rosaceae 14 34  Juglandaceae 1 2.8 Pinaceae 2 2.1 Cupressaceae 2 3.1
6 7 8 9 10
Family S IVI Family S IVI Family S IVI Family S IVI Family S IVI
Fagaceae 7 373 Fagaceae 7 299 Pinaceae 3 36.0 Lauraceae 7 232 Lauraceae 7 153
Pinaceae 3 15.0 Pinaceae 6 11.6 Fagaceae 7 26.7 Pinaceae 1 142 Pinaceae 1 11.7
Juglandaceae 1 5.9 Fabaceae 14 6.1 Fabaceae 7 64 Fagaceae 3 10.1 Betulaceae 3 11.6
Rosaceae 21 5.3 Rosaceae 25 5.8 Anacardiaceae 3 4.9 Ulmaceae 2 83 Rosaceae 11 11.2
Lauraceae 4 4.9 Betulaceae 8 5.2 Rosaceae 11 3.0 Euphorbiaceae 2 5.0 Ulmaceae 3 8.1
Styracaceae 2 4.1 Lauraceae 5 44 Poaceae 4 24 Theaceae 3 44 Araliaceac 3 5.3
Betulaceae 7 3.5 Ulmaceae 7 4.1 Theaceae 2 23 Vitaceae 4 34 Juglandaceae 1 5.2
Fabaceae 11 25 Styracaceae 2 3.4 Betulaceae 3 2.2 Moraceae 5 3.1 Euphorbiaceac 1 3.5
Oleaceae 4 2.1 Juglandaceae 1 2.9 Styracaceae 1 2.2 Rutaceae 3 28 Oleaceae 2 33
Anacardiaceae 5 1.6 Anacardiaceae 4 2.3 Lauraceae 4 1.7 Araliaceae 4 2.8 Moraceae 2 3.0
11 12 All
Family S IVI Family S IVI Family S IVI
Lauraceae 4 17.4 Betulaceae 2 18.7 Fagaceae 10 23.9
Pinaceae 1 14 Ulmaceae 5 169 Pinaceae 6 11.6
Betulaceae 1 42 Rosaceae 14 8.0 Lauraceae 9 64
Rosaceae 5 22 Lauraceae 8 7.8 Betulaceae 11 6.2
Ulmaceae 2 2.5 Euphorbiaceae 2 6.9 Rosaceae 30 4.8
Araliaceae 4 5.0 Styracaceae 1 4.9 Ulmaceae 10 4.7
Juglandaceae 1 2.1 Moraceae 4 33 Styracaceae 2 4.1
Euphorbiaceae 1 4.6 Pinaceae 2 3.1 Fabaceae 16 3.3
Oleaceae 1 5.7 Juglandaceae 1 3.1 Aceraceae 6 3.2
Moraceae 1 1.0 Fagaceae 2 2.7 Juglandaceae 2 3.1
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Figure 4. Life-form composition of forest vegetation in the natural habitat of Zanthoxylum piperitum, based on the importance value

index (IVI) and Proportional species richness (PS, %).
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Table. 4 Mean values and one-way ANOVA results for environmental variables and species diversity indices among the 12 vegetation
types (Types 1-12) identified in the study area.

Vegetation type 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

Site conditions

F-value Total

Mean 412.9% 329.4%¢ 3752% 427.2° 370.4% 228.9% 208.4% 141.4% 112.6% 143.8™% 118.5%% 157.2%% 12.34™" 251.8
elevation (m)

Mean aspect (°) 28.1° 2.9° -17.3* 26.6° 182° 30.7* 162° 15.0° 7.5 15.0° 450° 26.0° 039" 19.1
Mean slope (°) 16.8* 18.1° 185" 25.1° 158 25.0° 203" 10.1° 15.6* 234" 19.0° 158 196 197
leilsl (‘i,zg"’sed 323% 36.7° 13.8 23.0™ 34° 3.8 88 0.0° 5.8° 94™ 63 105 7557 10.8
Litter depth (cm) 1.0° 4.5*  6.8° 59" 89*° 74° 54° 84 420 28 43 24 378" 6.0
Diversity indices

Richness (S)  22.8 325 292% 25.0° 21.5° 29.1° 254° 19.1* 258 262° 194° 256" 627" 26.0
Evenness (J)  0.67° 0.67° 058 0.64° 0.61* 0.63* 0.62° 0.57° 063" 061° 073" 068 213" 0.3
Diversity (H) 2.01*° 2.32° 192" 2.04* 1.84* 2.09° 197° 1.65° 204 197° 2.13* 218 343" 201
Dominance (D) 0.20° 0.15* 021° 0.19*° 023" 020° 022° 024 0.19*° 0.19° 0.6 0.17° 194" 020
Note: a,b,c,d Duncan grouping code; p <0.05; “p <0.01; "p <0.001.
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Table 5. Spearman correlation matrix and network (jr{ > 0.10) for the top 10 species positively associated with Zanthoxylum piperitum
(Zp) in the study area. Abbreviations: Rj, Rhus javanica; Ej, Euscaphis japonica; Ag, Acer ginnala; Pf, Persicaria filiforme; Eja,
Eupatorium japonicum; It, Impatiens textori; Td, Tricyrtis dilatata; Ii, Isodon inflexus; Lj, Litsea japonica; Aav, Ambrosia artemisiifolia

var. elatior; Zp, Zanthoxylum piperitum.

Rj Ej Ag Pf Eja It Td Ii Lj Aav Zp
Rj | 1.000 ‘, ")
E | 0137  1.000 Al
Ag | -0.043  -0.027 1.000 Q\ / Q ?D
Pf | -0.077 0.033 0.033  1.000 . T
Eja | -0.030  -0.049 0.166"  -0.035 1.000 >‘
It 0.012  -0.033 0.260°  0.179" 0.041 1.000 O/ '°" ©
Td | 0.073 -0.019  -0.012  -0.032  -0.022  -0.015 1.000 2
li 0.062  0.156"  -0.028  -0.077 0.103 0.074 0.084  1.000
Lj 0.120  0.138  -0.023 0.051  -0.041  -0.028  -0.016  -0.101 1.000
Aav | 0.082  -0.019  -0.012 0.068  -0.022 0376”7 0327 0.014  -0.016 1.000
Zp | 0158 0.152°  0.149 0.142 0.141 0.130 0.129 0.126 0.124 0.121  1.000
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