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Abstract

This study was conducted in five forest tree areas of inland wetlands in Gyeongsangnam—do, and carbon dioxide
concentration and soil temperature were measured using the EGM-4, and carbon dioxide flux was calculated.
The average carbon dioxide flux by study area was 684~1676 mgCO,m*hr! for the all data, 867~1278
mgCO,m *hr! for the data under the tree, and 475~2054 mgCO,m *hr! for the data among the trees. In this
study, the difference in carbon dioxide flux by forest tree area of inland wetlands was more than twice, and
there was a significant difference in carbon dioxide flux measured under the tree and those measured among
the trees. This study suggests that spatio—temporal monitoring of carbon dioxide flux should be performed

periodically in forest tree areas of inland wetlands.
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A8 2] Aol A 74]7‘4 9 7]2of Jgt ol4t
S A5IIHSo et al., 2019). vt
OVJQ}%’\ ZYA I AFERE ZiE
& 5 AL olgste] AE ¥zl whE o]

Atslets: 294 Wy EAS A7ollem(Kim et al,
2014), ZrejeroflA] 2] WSt tﬂrﬁ OWE}E}* E929 w9l

AE(QiE AHHst] AE W

al., 2019). ©ejutel o= 2o
(EGM-4)& o]t Olﬂb}ﬂi
off ofaf Fp=| Ut Fe=o] A
(2005~2006) F9F AdHRE EOF Ezﬂ 7] AtolQ] ol4ts}h

[> o
r

=
L
o

>
N
~
i
N
H g
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A 2 HMES BAFATHLee et al, 2010). FE£9] &
L 2ol ]HE 3(2007 20084) EOP Y7 EoF 33}
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CHNoh et al,, 2010). g5t ofs= A Folr] A5 FIE=
ojifelea EEaol ddE WE BESIeH, AdH
(natural forest)?t <1F-(artificial plantation)o|4 EGM-4
2 ZA3 olatslet s EYAE 0|85t NEP(net ecosystem
productivity) & AFSHITHKim et al., 2022). @A7HA] £
Liete] ohefet AeiAI(AMEA], = d5GH), 23] §)olA
EG B3 7] Ael9] oliteiea EAE WESIAARE

W] 9% Aol £ w3 o] Aele] ofitskel
& BEAS 247 97E S99 wp} gk

2 AL BT RSN S Al B &
23t 7] Aole] olitaleta S SAste] olitia B
P18 APgston], E5F oliteheia BUAS olgstel o
& BelAg S oltsleie Besch tha BUAE
CI83le] WA S AN % 5 AL o,

2. A7 W

2 AL A9 BPEE R8T SEH 2449 35-1(0Ist
‘URI'2 #7)), AEE 95+ =5 wde] 889(olst
‘UR2’Z 77)), ZAAEE A3 fold 7}50194 307(013}

‘CNT'=2 7)), Add= 43 &
‘CN2’2 7)), AdEE & H9d 7}131 20(o]s}
“HCI"=Z Z7))oll 240t WE5A12] AL A GolA 35|19
CHTable 1). UR1 A|¥9] B 1= 7 m, HZ-E 0.04 km?
Arolil, Y=o HELE 60%, SHE LT 40% ALg T+
A=lo] Qe UR2 A|99] B I5E 7 m, B&L 0.01 km?
Arolq, YELC WU 20%, YHE Vi 80% ALz
A=le] Qick. CN1 Z[9je] ¥ IZ= 12 m, HHL 0.014
km? Axol1, B e YHE Y2 A 3
CN2 99 BF IEE 12 m, HHL 0.02 km? Fxo]1L
P52 R GHE 52 =] ot HPL A<] 3
4 155 10 m, BAL 0.05 km? AEo]1, JBo BT
40%, DHE R 60% e LA=]o] gt

AY A= 57 A FellA 2024 99 26~27Y 3t 747
13] a4=|9lom, EGM-4 £%7]7]18 o]gste] olatsleri
Lot 2122 SAotolty. A A JHRE 3~TA A4 =
Astom, 5Y AGoAs YFe S5 o5k olitslet

I~



= a7 85l Yl Y oF=l A (under the tree)
2 L Afo] 2% (among the tree) @] EQF TZo|A 212t =
Attt TY 54 A-lAE S Aol YAsk= 01’2*}7\]3
AAsH] S1ah 1~33] §HE SA5k3ich

EGM-4% 41 ofot ) A2do 24 AE EF B2

o Lo

A H
a

of st AIZHE oliistEtA: FEE S7gote] Bt o7
Atole] olitsleta Z¥AE APYEHKang et al, 2010;

Kang et al., 2011; Park et al, 2023). o] A|AH2 EA]|
(EGM-4)2} WH(SRC-1) ¥ EF2TAIAM(STP-DE A
o] o}, EA|= Environmental Gas Monitor (EGM~-4, PP
systems) |, EAoll= oliteletagE S-S I3t Aozt
E47)(infrared gas analyzer; IRGA)7} &fE]o] Ut EF
2% =% HAE Soil temperature probe (STP-1)o]c}. o]4k
shetao] S Ao 714 EAHS ol-8o, uto]ari
2AA S Alolg Tl SASIER S YLt =t
gl #7180 =2 25 PA(auto- zeroing) BA-E F=3fsto] 2|

Aol AeE Sx|stt), Hs A5t YuH-e =Ho] Lolst
27 ARt Aot =9k B33 7] Aele] olitsteia: B9
/\_4 AA el ] 0101*'] ]_;q- ﬂ,:/] o]_g_g% HiH O]l:]—
(Luo et al., 2006). EoF &3t tf7] AtolQ] olibsierA £
2z of#fie] A (D 2ol s oA Agtef| ke olitalet

N

0] W5lke(slope)S o]8ate] AFASEAL(Field et al.,
1989), olitelgta: &= 20 gro] Z(-)olH di7]oflA B
0 =29] Fr(uptake) S, F(H)olH EF #FIA ti7]=

9] W& (emission)2 2]u|3ict.

(G-a)v
=R (1)
4714, F= olitsieta E-A[ML 2T, CE AW Y

oltelEtA 27] BE[ML P, CE At ARF AT Fo A
H U olibsteta [ 0], Vi He] ALY, Ate
ZA AT AL T], A AW7E AxE EY 3259 3HA
[£?] o]k,
WA A= Aoe] B wE3 o)) Ajoj] w
H=S Hekd o 2 BA5y] Q5| o|itsletAs =g

=

Table 1. Overview of observation site

olatsteaol Bl
sharstact.

A 12), A0] PALHO: 16),
ARCO, 4)E olgsto] Ta Belrg

=
5 O|ABIELL 5

3.1. RAF 2
2 AFolA AR G Aol 0] 222 22~24TCO]
gz ZAF A -E 2L9] 2ol FA] Ukt FAF 2|99
olelgta FrO] 7|EEAREE APstH(Table 2). URI
OE-’] B2 499 ppm, H$E=

SO Z2A

2ol A Z7H olitepeta
446~571 ppm2 & UEPth UR2 2| FellA 9 ol4talet
4 EE0] Ht2 480 ppm, H9l= 446~587 ppm O & LiE;
ok CN1 Aol 45 oliteieta Fko] B2 537
ppm, WL+ 475~606 ppm 2 UERITE CN2 A4 =
AE oliteheta FL o] HHE 500 ppm, ML= 496~505
ppm 2 Ut HCL 2] 9oflA] S5 o|iteets: ko
B2 465 ppm, "= 420~503 ppm o2 UERHTE o4t
Sheha Fo AP A9 EFHAE= 5~60 ppme] Helol
om, CN2 A oflA 7pg defon UR2 AHofA 7FE =
Utk CN2 292 ALl 470 2| HefA 9] olitateta =]
FZFHAZE 40 ppm oo =mA AR A19E #tgte] 10%
Arolglon, T Ao 4 23 Afe]€]
o ‘Za‘?i‘:]'

ZAF A E olitelea E A0 T F AR SHTh
(Table 3). UR1 A4 7\"}54 O]*}Q}E}i E9r0] Y2
AA| ARo|ME 894 mgCOm hr !, LN ol 214 #F=o
M= 1278 mgCOm *hr !, W /\]'O] 217 ZA=oA= 606
mgCOm*hr'o]91om, ojatsieta Z&10] W9l 504~
1618 mgCO,m *hr "2 Wrehdeh UR2 Aol XA o4t}
i Eelao] PP A AmeME 684 mgCOm hr ),

Lol A7 Ak=oAE 998 mgCOm *hr !, L Aol 2]
2tz oA 475 mgCO;m *hrlo]glom, olitalets ZeA
o] M= 349~1076 mgCO,m *hr'& UrEbgth CN1 A
ol AR oliteleta: E-A0] Hale WA Amolk= 804
mgCOm *hr !, U ol 214 AF ol A% 945 mgCOm 2hr !,
U7 Aol 217 Aol ME 664 mgCOm *hr'o]lom, o]

=1
TAA B

=00
a0l a2

ko
F= A4

Altitude Area

ID (m) () Forest trees Adress
URI 7 0.04 Salix koreensis Andersson (60%) 35-1 Sosang-ri, Yongdeok—myeon,
’ Salix chaenomeloides Kimura (40%) Uiryeong—gun, Gyeongsangnam—do
UR2 7 0,01 Salix chaenomeloides Kimura (80%) 889 Mancheon-ri, Uiryeong—eup, Uiryeong—gun,
’ Salix koreensis Andersson (20%) Gyeongsangnam—do
CN1 12 0.014 Salix chaenomeloides Kimura 307 Gahang=ri, Yueo-myeon,
Changnyeong—gun, Gyeongsangnam—do
CN2 12 0.02 Salix chaenomeloides Kimura 221-1 Gahang~ri, Yueo-myeon,
Changnyeong—gun, Gyeongsangnam—do
Hel 10 0.05 Salix chaenomeloides Kimura (60%) 20 Ga—hyeon-ri, Cheongdeok—myeon,

Salix koreensis Andersson (40%)

Hapcheon—gun, Gyeongsangnam—do
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4 WEEAS) US A U 2 AT £ EAD 07| Alole] O[ABIES B2A BT 4 : o, B, B

AvSREA B2l Ml 589~956 mgCOm “hr |2 b BT WA =oAL 187 mgCO,~Cm *he !, LHE ofef 7|
EPTh CN2 A HolA] AR oJatetets E8A0] Hie A Ao 272 mgCO,~Cm ?hr !, L Afo] 2 Apzof
AA| AZo| A= 815 mgCOm *hr!, U ol 213 Zp=o A= 130 mgCO,~Cm ?hrto]glon g4 EYA0] ¥
A 867 mgCOm *hr!, U7 Afo] 2 A=A = 711 95~293 mgCO,~Cm %hr 12 EPdth CN1 2| Yof|A] Shatel

mgCO;m *hr'o]3lom, oitsiets: Exo] W9 654~
1080 mgCO,m *hr ' & vrehgtth, HC1 Ao AR o)At
seta S0l Bk AA A=A E 1676 mgCOm *hr ',
U o] A Atz AE 920 mgCOm hr!, L Afo] #]
A Ao 2054 mgCOm ?hr ! o|glom, oiislets Eeina
o] W= 920~2676 mgCOm *hr '8 YEpytth o]ikabeti
ZgA0] 2AF 29 FFHAE 174~903 mgCO,m hr 1]
W2 vehger, CN1 A 9oflA 7P @erem HCl A4
oA 7P =8tk olitRteA EE A0 REHANE AL AY
gt O]G‘_}Q}EV\ E29] 20~50% olF ez A EA et

BHon, of BE 24 AolA] ojateteid Eelxe] 311
Q1 B S B8 onlaic,
3.2. ZAL A|9Y Bt E24A
ZA} A Tha B2 0] AEBAE AohErHTable
4). URL Aol v% S Zelno] e AA Azl
-1

A= 244 mgCOz Cm C U ol 2 AEo)A= 349
mgCO,~Cm*hr ™, L} /\]-o] 27 Ao A% 165 mgCO~
Cmhrlo]glom, g4 ZA0] Y= 137~441 mgCO,-
Cmhr'2 Uehgth UR2 Aol gkl sha E2ac)

e a0 PFe AA AgordE 219 mgCO~Cmhr ™,

I ot A3 A=A AE 258 mgCO,~Cm *hr ™!, 2 Ato]
A7 A=A 181 mgCO,~Cm *hr'e]glon], Ba Z
29| M= 161~261 mgCO,~Cm ?hr'2 et CN2
2ol 2k B S0 Pl AA AmolA= 222
mgCO,~Cm hr!, U2 ol 214 A= oA 236 mgCO,—
Cm %hr !, U2 Afo] 214 A=A 194 mgCO,~Cm hr!
ojglon B4 Zel Aol Mo 178~295 mgCO,~Cm *hr!
2 UERth HC1 A 9ollA it “::]'i EE20] g2 A
A AFmo A 457 mgCO,~Cm~hr !, U o] 214 zpzo]
A= 251 mgCO,~Cm ?hr !, U Ato] 2 A@ol A= 560
mgCO,~Cm ?hr 'o]glom, gha Z2 Aol HelL 251~730
mgCO,~Cm*hr "2 VERgT) gha S A0] A} A9
ZHAM= 47~246 mgCO,~Cm?hr o] W2 Jegyton,

S

CN1 A ollA 7k w@gtom HCI A|YolA 7Fd &=gch
3.3. &
A ARE o] 87t 2AF AW ojitsetA EYAo) Bha

ZYA0] AL 7127} 684~1676 mgCO;m *hr ! & 187~457
mgCO,~Cm*hr '] W92 Yehtom, UR2 2|4 7H

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of carbon dioxide concentration by study area (unit: ppm)

Study area UR1 UR2 CN1 CN2 HC1
Average 499 480 537 500 465
Standard deviation 50 60 54 5 42
Minimum 446 446 475 496 420
Maximum 571 587 606 505 503
Table 3. Descriptive statistics of carbon dioxide flux by study area (unit: mgCOym*hr™!)
Study area UR1 UR2 CN1 CN2 HC1
All data 894 684 804 815 1676
Average Under the tree 1278 998 945 867 920
Among the trees 606 475 664 711 2054
Standard deviation 415 316 174 231 903
Minimum 504 349 589 654 920
Maximum 1618 1076 956 1080 2676
Table 4. Descriptive statistics of carbon flux by study area (unit: mgCO,~Cm ?hr )
Study area UR1 UR2 CN1 CN2 HC1
All data 244 187 219 222 457
Average Under the tree 349 272 258 236 251
Among the trees 165 130 181 194 560
Standard deviation 113 86 47 63 246
Minimum 137 95 161 178 251
Maximum 441 293 261 295 730
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worow HCL A|9ollA 7P =S8tk A5 AQoNe ES
g4 EEAUt R R 380 EY AU ¥ 5
of oJ5]| AufA <l 43k HH=t}HBoone et al., 1998; Liski et
al., 1999; Atkin et al., 2000; Giardina et al., 2000; Maier
et al., 2000; Pregitzer et al., 2000; Pregitzer, 2003; Fang et
al., 2005; Knorr et al., 2005). & A AioA= A= A Y
HE olidleta WEeo] & zlolE Hylom, HCl Ao
A9 ojitefetas Z2 A0l Wto] 1600 mgCOm hr' o]4F
ol Ymz] 47] AFoAHE 900 mgCOm *hr! o]5t2A
188 o]e] 2ol Kt ol & Foll WE5A|9 vt &
A(AE, 22, EF §718 )l o7t otslea E8Ad]
UEgo] dEA UedE & 4 Utk

LU ofgf) 2ol A AFERES o]-83F FAF 2] o]
Areheta Aol g4 EYA0 P 77 867~1278
mgCOm %hr ! @ 236~349 mgCO,~Cm *hr 1] W2
R on, CN2 Aol 7P @gkom UR1 2 9olA 7%
9k 4R Aol A 2 Aane ol8F 24 4
g olitebeta EEAct ©A EEA0] HAE2
475~2054 mgCO,m*hr ' @ 130~560 mgCO,~Cm *hr'¢]
Aol yehgton], UR2 A9ofx] 7F @giern HCl1 A
oA 7Fg =3tk HC1 A& Aloet BE 2] oof|A] <] ol4t
A E8Ae U ol Aol U Ate] A1 ET 1.2~
2,18 o) =3om, o= L off] Aol e 5
(root respiration)of] 2J3F 7} o|Atstga HW&o] WAgst
3 22 oJn|gttt(Boone et al., 1998; Maier et al., 2000;
Pregitzer, 2003). HC1 A HollA= LR Ate] 2] 5 EY &
Zoll vrdo] wol 4rof glomA FEo] W2 oA o4t
sfgta EYATL ule F9kon, ol EY B3old 999
AFeHoxidation) 2 1ol B2 o] olitetetart WEE 7]
o]t Giardina et al., 2000; Pregitzer et al., 2000).

2 AFolA AREEE =7171(EGM-4, closed dynamic

72

chamber system)=2 =5to] A Qejulel =} 220
Aol olstaketa Zelx apmet B o] AvE @ B4
SIAEHTable 5). 2 ATOIAE Sagh A7]o] ZAFstelAt
S hEAIS] 4= A olisteks Belx H@e] W)
7} 684~1676 mgCO;m hr '2A4], 1 2}o]7} 2u) oA} Leh
Wk 7129 AHE2 FUT AHolA 1~2d FeF € &
2 A7 BEste] AEE EAAS EASHTHLee et a
2010; Noh et al., 2010; Kang et al,, 2019; Kim et al.,
2022). 71 Aol AR oliehas EYAE X570
mgCO,m hr ! olAtolglom, HTizke 1495 mgCOm %hr !
AEg Ueigdth & A7 A AZI0DE Rt o)l
g4 EA0] AL A E Heto] "fle B, BT, o5
A A HofA AR Axto] W ejet fARE 2o s wehErt
(Lee et al., 2010; Noh et al., 2010; Kim et al., 2022). E3H
o] ofd A= A FAticta oA 1d 52t
24471 ¥R A olikeietA S A0] Hoh2 9ol 7FY
ERoH, A AZIE olitebeAa EEA Wto] HUighe
1479 mgCOm*hr 24 2 A7) Avpech= WA vepyt
tHKang et al., 2019). &2 dA7te} 7|& AFe] oA o]
AeltAa A7 BE R (+)9] ghomA o&mat 2] 219
ofli ESF EZolA th7| 29| olitelea WiEe] AR Ao
2 UeiEth vt A= Aol Fdel oJgt ti]
Z ot g4k SekA|Nl ESF BEolA ti7]R29] o]
Aela WEo] H& fAISH Uehtal glong e o=
2199 olitetts BEL St WES FAlol st

of Fasliop & o ekt

—_ =

!

|

4. 2 E
2 AL A% A|ge] e BaolA olitsieia B
2 APgotn wha BeAE PARSIION, B AguR R

Table 5. Case study of carbon dioxide flux calculated using closed dynamic chamber system (EGM—4) in forest tree and grassplot area

Carbon dioxide flux

Site Monitoring Ecosystem (mgCOmmZhr™) Reference
Ui
tryeong Inland wetland )
Changnyeong September 2024 684~1676 This study
(Forest tree)
Hapcheon
January 2005 ~ Mountai Lee et al
ountain ee et al.
Gwangneung December 2006 B 20~1170
(Forest tree) (2010)
(Monthly)
December 2006 ~ )
Mountain Noh et al.
Gwangneung November 2008 19.8~1027.9
(Forest tree) (2010
(Monthly)
. August 2010 ~ . .
Cheongju Mountain 0~1495 Kim et al.
July 2011
Yeosu (Forest tree) 9.5~1375 (2022)
(Monthly)
March 2010 ~
Busan are Flatland Kang et al
March 2011 12~1479
(PKNU) (Grassplot) (2019)

(The solar term)
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D & Aollx= LH SA19] J5 A= ojitepeAa W
Ewo] 2 Aolg Bylom, 2AF A ojitsiets: 4]
Bl L8] olige] Aol YeRiplE et ol WEa
o Y& A Holl M et B EA(A=S 25 2k, =
o) 2x A5, Ege] R} 4712 9F D Jgo
Q8 olatskeA WEo) thA] ekt 2o wedct
2) BLE YE5A) QB AL 2 ofef A} 1hR
Apo] M| olatshers BHAL S Ao & 47 Aol
U5 ok Aol YR Afo] AHRL A tehgon], of-
i ol A YRR 5] ofjt ojitsieta: e
<ol Wokd o= werdrh EG U Ao] IH F EGF
Zo| SRt dedo] B AYelHE ofitsteia S22t
gem, ols EY EFOIA HA Atek= IRt o4t
Ho]-Eako] moh:—] 7—] og E}%‘:}
A7e] ATk 7)2e] AT AflA AgE
st flsLon], A1 Aol G Ao 5o
A 7120 ojisteta WEo] SAIGt Ao ekt
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