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Post-river-rewilding riparian vegetation dynamics
of Jhong-Gua Creek, Nantou County

Abstract

Stream rewilding aims to restore natural riverine ecosystems through
restoration efforts, without compromising life and property. This particular
stream rewilding project involved the removal of artificial structures that
impede the longitudinal and lateral connectivity of the river. Prompted by
local landowners, the removal of embankments and some grade-control
structures in a reach of Jhong-Gua Creek, Nantou County, Taiwan, in 2023
October, marked Taiwan's first instance of "stream rewilding initiated by
private landowners" in recent years.

This study evaluated the removal of artificial structures and the
subsequent dynamics of riparian vegetation from 2024 to 2025. The results
indicate that the removal of embankments successfully restored the lateral
connectivity between the river channel and the riparian zone. Initial
surveys revealed that species richness in the restored segments was
significantly higher than in the channelized reference segment immediately
following completion. However, with the onset of the wet season, diversity
declined across all study areas, demonstrating that the flood regime has
become the primary ecological driver shaping the riparian vegetation.

The natural reference reach similarly exhibited low diversity due to
its high flood sensitivity; consequently, the restored reach showed
significant similarities to the natural reach in terms of diversity indices and
compositional structure. Nevertheless, species-abundance curves revealed

a structural imbalance in the restored reach, which was heavily dominated
111
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by a few invasive pioneer species, particularly Bidens alba. Principal
Component Analysis (PCA) further differentiated the successional
trajectories within the study area: while some restored segments own
similar flood-susceptibility of the natural reach, the other less-affected
restored segment were able to continue their successional processes,
although their composition remained dominated by exotic species.

There are negative correlation between woody sapling and grass
vegetation on the rock pile bank of rewilded region. With higher growth
and density of tree sapling, the less diversity and exotic rate of herbaceous
vegetation. However, none of herbaceous abundance is largely influenced
by sapling density or basal area.

The most recent vegetation survey for this project (2025 October),
conducted two years after the completion of first-stage rewilding, showed
that the herbaceous composition of riparian vegetation in the restored reach
can be grouped by the degree of flood impact. For maintaining and
management purpose at restored reach, the regions impacted by flood event
shall stabilize bank first before vegetation management, whereas the weed
in the region less affected by flood can be managed based on the growth of

sapling.

Keywords: NBS, River restoration, riparian vegetation,

succession, species diversity
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S: richness, the number of species

3. AR R R S
B3RV A EEE KA BT R S asirie R o FEE
B & R (rank-abundance curve) B|¥ M B iERE C LA AFEF P o
O S R L ol = N SR TR e ot SN S
VR o fd Gy B4 (Heipetal., 1998) o @ R BF o SR eng i 454

VUL B R AL R IT (S TR E B R D e od WIMA FRIPELLE

>&
o=

BT PR g i (rarefaction ) * %% 5 4R
ER AR OEEARR R RF AR OR B
T ARMEE S AR R E > TRATFEfo REAR Y -
4.3 = AT

"f TR PBEERY RARARFEZT S AFLTERY A2
& 4 47 (Principal Component Analysis, PCA) k& ARFEE e >
T HEFBAITREY RPE ZETEELFET]F L 2L
PR R A e 0 BB DR B T R 0 35 0 B
Fehd & Pk Bdp A A2 B VAR A 1T RS
F]F A f M %2 B 2R (Leps & Smilauer, 2003) - PCA *%

2-13



B SN RN IS R R S B AL

et M A B EH T RS PRELOE R ELEFEKE
A fE s B - ks # e (eigen values) ot cndd e £ (eigen
vectors) » HFAEF P 5 U IR EARIEE 0 HRE K £
A By F L is eha = 4 (principle component, PC) (Greenacre et al.,
2022) - & — .@;#ﬁ;ﬁ{@ﬁ?&q‘d ok englcE S (s P AE) 0 i
A R E o A - BRKLFEFEEER :Frs@,tgfe% 7 Pﬁ‘grjgkfﬁ_
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1 b el g 4 2 % (canonical analysis ) 7 11 3 e p % ficim & AR
MFE (R Zad e S5 @0 508 p SBHEH LR E
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Pebbdn Bofe b KA BIRAT 30 0 4 REGRFE R F oA M RIEREL 26
1% & Shannon % fddpdic § #-5 A%5 26 {r 27 I A TR T .
d 3Dl upp £ & FEFPRHENA T AEARTH P 7 iERH
Dl _low hi A& A M4 o S § HA XA PR rL A FHE (T M
M7 F ARG B E > € 8- ) & * 4L {7 (redundancy analysis,
RDA) » A A R AES oS LT 7 VL A ARl g HiF
TH AP HEFHP-RDA + - L pri73 2 12 XX RE

R (R%-FAEAEL) HER Rk (R%- Rl Riel) &
7% RERfF v UE NEBAELY LTSRS EELY ROy
% v (Peres-Neto et al., 2000) o
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2 322 -FAHHBBRIRIEGIR - XARAFE (Y) 5 3> -

i Vegetation Individual counts Total individual  Total sample
region Date .
coverage (avg) (avg) counts points

24Apr 0.933 23.7 71 43

E 25Apr 0.113 7.7 23 130

250ct 0.077 3.3 10 130

24Apr 0.662 52.9 476 399

D1 upp 25Apr 0.156 7.7 69 365

250ct 0.044 2.0 16 321

24Apr 0.747 51.7 775 555

DI low 24Nov 0.312 18.6 279 555

- 25Apr 0.388 19.1 286 559

250ct 0.315 15.1 227 555

24Apr 0.919 90.7 272 127

24Nov 0.279 13.7 41 106

bz 25Apr 0.206 16.7 50 134

250ct 0.206 15.0 45 133

25Mar 0.271 11.0 44 130

Y 250ct 0.116 53 21 132

() 5 Eidadic : B falcfeo s B

l.

TR ER TR

%1% ANOVA % > 2024 & » * &7 % & @ 0 Hill-Shannon 4~

fa#c (F (3,20 =6.375,p=0.001, ®@>=0.36) {= Simpson evenness 35 #

(F(3,26):3.575,p20.02, (1)220.20> "ﬁ &E%éﬂ ’ Tukey b2 ?;;’Fﬁ AL%F"

aH Y ERBEFHEE = ;A Simpson evenness 4p B & 2024

EFw? ¢ W3 E4c D2 2 &3 &% (Estimate difference = 0.27, p =
f f

0.019, Cohen’s d = 2.58) - 2024 & -+ * i+t & D1 _low v D2 % 2.

T s t-test f Hill-Shannon 4 fé#ic (t (47 = -0.189, p = 0.858) fr
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Simpson evenness 4p # (t16=0.592,p=0.561) + 35m kg % £ £ - 2025
#£2 7 % 3¢ ¥ & Hill-Shannon 4 fédic b @2 F £ 8 (F,20=1.414,p
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(516 TR X3 ERRPEFLR 22025 £+ 1 9 Hill-Shannon 4 f&
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D2 RAEEEs R T aEF LR (R 3.23d) -
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F]+ % £ #ica $7 o Hill-Shannon 4~ fE#icd >t R £ #c i 7 b > g ¥
Welch’s ANOVA » 4 47 % % %57 Hill-Shannon # fa#ic% 8 ¥ £ £ (F
517747 =17.254,p<0.001, @*=0.43) ° Games-Hall ¥ {5 T8 = 12
27 i Hill-Shannon 4+ f&#ic . 2024 £ v ? BHEF 3R P p 2 s i
Bt hd o AT RB BN EMSEES oa 2025 £ IR K
PR FERR 6 IR L A7 EFRATRIBEHEL PR
Bk T rEARS (W 3.24) oA RE AR ATE NG 2024 £ 5
=x # % 0 Hill-Shannon 4 fé #ickg ¥ & >+ 2025 & - 7 X R E iy
frle &= 7 R Rt A FLR o

Simpson evenness fp # T 7 - A HCHEEF L2 R 2 &R T 0 &
724k % ANOVA > H 2% 4 B F L P (F1409=5.128,p=0.012, o
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Rank-abundance diagram for JGK and YMG

Bidens alba var. radiata (Sch. Bip.) R.E. Ballard ex Melchert
Bidens albavar_ radiata (Sch. Bip ) R.E Ballard ex Melchert
0.204
1a Veldkamp
Bidens albavar. radiata (Sch. Bip.) R.E. Ballard ex Melchert
Phragmites vallatoria Veldkamp
Reach
Bi r. radiata (Sch. Bip.) R.E. Ballard ex Melchert s,
@ 0154 DIC adiata (>C p.) K. allard ex lvielche! Ay
= bafa (L.) Hitchc. Co a Burm_ f
'g Mimosa pudica L. Bidens alba var. radiata (Sch. Bip.) R.E. Ballard ex Melchert| o
2 Vigna reflexopilosa Hayata Vigna reflexopilosa Hayata @ 248pr
g Miscanthus floridulus (Labill.) Warb. ex K. Schum. & Lauterb. | 4 24Nov-J
=0 Paspalum conjugatum P..J. Bergius Ageratum houstonianum Mill. | @ 258pr-J
T Ageratum houstonianum Mill @ 2smary
gere - ! @ 250ct
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0.0549
0.004
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(£) 1424 (PCA) 2%
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A i
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£ LA
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Sapling variable

Region-Date

p-value Adj. R?

D1 upp-24Apr 0.166  0.327
D1 _low-24Apr* 0.005 0.252
DRC
DI _low-24Nov*  0.044  0.067
D1 _low-25Apr* 0.024  0.077
D1 upp-24Apr 0.105  0.255
D1 _low-24Apr 0.294  0.138
Height
DI _low-24Nov*  0.015  0.195
D1 _low-25Apr* 0.014 0.116
D1 upp-24Apr 0.469 -0.034
D1 _low-24Apr* <0.001  0.898
Sapling density
D1 low-24Nov* <0.001  0.905
D1 _low-25Apr* <0.001  0.946
DRC-Height correlation ~ Region-Date  P-value p
D1 _upp-24Apr* <0.001 0.60
D1 low-24Apr* <0.001 0.45
Spearman’s correlation
D1 _low-24Nov* <0.001 0.75
D1 _low-25Apr* <0.001 0.85

3-27




2 PRAE N EE AR I 1S R S B

4-
region
' & Di_low
3 & ®
F Y D1_upp
= ® &
= ] b g
=] e ®
o Date
& Al o *
2- & B 24Apr
& z4Nov
0 25Apr
p-
0- I I ! |
10 15 20 25
Quadrat 1D
b ®
@
1.5- 9
®
region
& D1_low
— F Y D1_upp
Eqn-
=)
o Date
T
0 24Apr
& z4Nov
0.5- i 2sapr
0.0-

Quadrat 1D

3-28




$z% aivieRga A

Stem serial density(N/m"2)

0.0-

th -

region
® Di_bbw
F Y D1_upp

Date

0 24Apr
& 2aNov
& 25Apr

10 15 20 25
Quadrat ID

L)

3.2-13 ~

ZAFBLH2ZEF XWHERFHRR FREBSH

3 h\

fLoYfR 3RIEZ RBcoca~RE b -FR - ERBR -
®
®
15- ° &
region
g oo L @ Di_low
_ ® L] e o A p1_up
E1o- ¢ &r..’ ¢ ®
% A
= A ° Date
@ 24apr
® & 2aNov
@ 25Apr
05
0.0-
0 1 2 3 4
DRC(cm)

B 32-14- 5 AZBRELAEIHGE -

(CHEHRD R A G R RE FF

3-29



RN EER RIS RS B

d 2Dl low etk B AR URle Genfics 22 F 3 BRAPM > st 2
¥ VPA &k A& 457 & B Z NIk B F]F o BB TS gm\",f T H
Tl B 0 2 BikipRiZE R TR ch U A2 B A WARTER B F]3 02
SN - Aee o Ao BRI T HRIEA R L BARRT L f2
WY TS%IERBRA G 0 m BB S % T @ HBEE 2%
BEARA F]F 2B 5 I 0 WU 15%aEthA o (e BERE Ok
FEfEE U 2484 1 R R ARIES GATE B2 7 B ARM RS

(W 3.2-15)

Residuals = 0.09

B 3.2-15- VPA %% - X1: =3 BFH3 713 - X2: fi)i‘ff’bi
W’""ﬁ r’ﬁc?ﬂ"‘

C)A 2SR FTET ARE
FASEPIeA AT AR AN A P W iok 404 Spearman (48

B 7R T #t kA AT R G O¥T g ff k4R AR (basal area,

3-30



BA) « 2% % LEEF A AM o p B4 G5 £-060 3-045 (W 3.2-
16) » 7 @ N E A AT A SRR ERE P € F BT A S
Wt KL v o

d AP R T 7 B P dkdRs B4 feiE- H @ % RDA ki

3]

ATRRIOA R FFHER T AE L A2 P d TG ot

it

BATEF G R AAM > AR T G o R kB 5%
RETIEA By AT ENERY 2% A (B 3.2-17a)
PANMAT AP NET AR L E G BRI AP Ry

FFF NS A A BTG ERE AP ot £ AL A AT B
(B 3.2-17b) B A Ay A L BT A S ot kgL

A AR o it RDA A4 0L B g R AR G SR A A

e R R

3-31



A, #% 4a n

}d“. -L -

s
Cis- ¥ oam o
ﬁ -"-'.-.
s = E = L
5 A -
=
= 1.0-
P <0.001, N
cor =-0.61
0 1 2 3 s
D -
e P =0.002,
075- % cor = -0.45
_‘g -
=2
o 0.50 -
= oy
™
0.25- t“ t‘ 4 m P &
- ||
1] ]
l-? ..L. e
0 1 2 3 s
BA_average

20- 4 % r .“ k. -
- " ® [ |
—- fl *a -
L F s
15- * = A
¥
= mmm ®
r F Y
P <0.001, T
cor = -0.54 -
0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
-
- - - - P<0.001,
075- ® o cor = -0.53
-
0.50-
L
-
4
0.25 - S — R E-‘ .‘4
L] .-.‘ A ﬂ -
. [ | |
0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
Awerage sapling height
Date #* 24apr & 24Nov B 25apr

c 20- ﬁ- -
L LY
- -
. A i
»
L Mg n*
= &
P <0.001, =
cor = -0.48 .
0.0 05 10 15
F

PO P <0.001,

0.75- - - cor = -0.48
»
0.50 -
bl -

| Y Y
0.25 - "lh' L

.q. - - H u - -

0.0 05 1.0 15

Average sapling density

W 3216 ¥ kB A ARBEAMILA IS S o X dh3 X A R8> #4235 Shannon 3 #4247 dcfe T 307
%ﬁ;b BleY 3 A2l ¢ ZT5%a ﬁ ~TIOB R SCNMNE TR HRBA

3-32




>
~

1iFRR BRI

1
Hele
m

24Nov_25

zEapr 15 BA_average!

28Apr_14

24Apr_10

2 8
24Aprfg‘—'r“’ﬁ"rm_ 15
244pr_ 9

2aApr_

i 5
2aApr_12244pr_4

244pr 13

24ppr_20
BaApr_EF

244pr 23
244pr_18

1.0 g
2EApr_16 i
Zapph 26
0.3 4hov_28 -
- . - 24Nov_28
SaplingDensity ARy 14
i
BB ...............................................................
o aZEARE 23
2anoP BV o4
25Apr_ 20
-0.5 28Apr_18
- X 25Apr_25
T .
Z4Nov o 25w 24
25Apr_ 26
-0 Z4Nov_21

0.0

%% wvariation

1.0

20

en
1

0-

ROA
RDAZ
PCH1
PC2
PC3
PCd
PCS

W 32-17- AXZ2 X X RDA %% ca~RDA % ~ B 75

A PFhE é;‘f#_é; FEEIEH o b~ RDA % $hg?

PC tufaf# v 64 8 o

3-33







i):“l’_"_ﬁ‘. PFW;‘faFia

£ 3 P e ]

NP A AR g:%;{&?&% 5 22024 % & FiEis o KA
FRTE ABHER S A LR RRGT AR R EH

AR PR AR o b PER RIPEA I ARINA R

R A BREATE TR RS SRR TR R (D) e AR
Gk A% (E) AP B FHFLE BT HARTMTh A

T (D2) & EZR B EFRIATADEAT RNPEo L
F4ER T R REARZIF AR T - RAK
FALR (20258 7 ) (A FAANRSIBEET-RHEFT R
(2025& + 2 D1 _uppfrDl1 low) o &g o jEin4p BF {8 > B2 584w 4

PRI R A P AR &8 A B Aok K R RE T

B P RCRKC R F 0 A 0 EALS BEcR B 2024 & £ {33E bt
FOH A FRE I RPERRGE LS KRS

CECE O FRE LR ERARRA MRS ARE X REE LB o

“*L—g
a4
R
N
A\
RS
T
e

4-1



I

ra %;r,: 7f§1\ JEIE R 'f;. ¥ { fb /ﬁ /—f—té';i # A‘;E:

HBEFBRFHBIDIREET R R T AT S4B RS
HUuPRFARRPES AN EEMD BRI R
PRI A AL B AR Y AR AT 4 ﬁﬁi*ﬁ o ik
Prenfin s X R BeriE A HE R HIEEE R AR F 15 ¢
T - 3 *ﬁn Hp 2 jvwfé]ﬁ PR B R o

PCAM P file & 1 2 % A R f0iRl L 8 B 8% 2 75 -

2024F 2w ? FPCIfrPC2L E F PRI % 2 2L I % cfe 4 f{g;\:

B LA LR IR & L R

I

BN ST REAR L E LR TS 6T - PCA
PhEPREBEXECPHEFPLEER R RA GRS LR P RED
PCAfht A ARE Y R LPE - HB I RPER A EE 3
R FIRE o G #ﬁ&ﬁ"“mﬁuaﬁﬁﬁ
BFFRE I LR R T LR B pRE g TP

e B, B R SR o (B R

)

R
‘\
‘:m\“\
It
i,
N
S
=k
2
el
»¥
RO
¥

b MAFTHE - KoL X RE IR TR HPCA» B 54

BMAREES XL EFPREDRS (L& ZARTFE{D2) < 3

D1 low) » {54 ¥ 1 %5 /% 5 - D1 _uppP|#idF

WO BER R B A AR 4 HE S D1 lowdR 020 15 X ReR SR e

-~

- BRI 20258 P qE A AT AE P EER
HRRALH A X 2D1 lowk — %' > $2 B &
NG RPAARATRB IS AE S TR IS EH Y
FRMEE RS o g B2 i & 7 DIl _uppehi & 48
A4



MB

KmFPCAL $T 5% > GERT RIEZ AP RET 2 2 E 2
FoRIBPEFRBAIESDFFTONRA (S ALY FFY

FAOURFRA (A TTREY LAY E)
BRFAEF2ZRAAS AT R A A F F R+
FAIML HHEES (Dl _upp,E,D2) 1 & X E =R EH RS

WP E M IRARE P FR DT FE (DI low) it Al g

N
o
o

I3 7 i Ao REHE S 4 o

FE SRS AES AT S AL E D PR X R
RS mAREESORE (£ 45E-D2~ 12 DI _upp) 4012
PREE KT AT B2 HESEABRALB L A AR
- iR AR R A R 1L R SO R e i Y
AT 0 Y R 4 R R fs ﬁg‘/@pu)&p@ WA R
Ric )R xR A0 5 e i (B 4.2-1) 5 7 BRE% i
FlRgESA PP AR - G SR LR ARE RN A
1o B4 SR A M A R ip B T 5 R ik
b BT RS 1 X RPREE LRt BB i

GRS AR AR 0 o B 1 R B R

~my

- \,\

4
Dl_upp ¥ o sZUZH A & 5 230 B R B A A 1 2 R85 7
S H B REeRR oS FER G P PR E 0 e i T
PERF G T8 F o AR T T AW LA IR T A B E L
R B A2 (T VPAR AR i B U A 050 eh %] 5 > 2]
AL SRR DTREF]F RIS RP TR G AR
o Rfrd e 2 ERBB LR L 0 i EREF)F 8

48

4-3



ifél\ JEIE R ffi% is & /*'ff'ti # ik A&

Re gEZEFF I FY BRGSO RE L LGRRFF
AL ERE2% e d R FFF RS DR E R R DT R
Ao F R R AE R AR Kb ERR AR A G DR D
WARHELRAT 25 A RIS T LR A R R

,N- ‘-mL
i

4 FTRETATHEOEE LT ED > DL _loww &~ 2w &
ffﬂi%fr%f;iﬁﬁzéﬁ? AL s S NS SRR
FRARM L e ERDAA TR AT 0 A Ay A B BEY

10% g 2 4= 5 2 Faffie 325 B - Fisus iy
e - VA Ml A A ANFE APPBEL T ARG TR

oo

B 42-1- 3P MIARPERPA -BELZ PN I o L AT LiE
RS AR RGBFRPR -

4-4



¥

=
-—

a""l::ﬁ: PFW;‘faFia

CEEES

AR AR SR £ R R b T T A

CHBRER CABMHE - LA AR BR T L DAY

TIRRIEPERERIRET H L 5 22024 A T HR - B
%%ﬁ&~%§§~%é@W&W%T%“ﬁdﬂﬁ?ﬁﬁﬂﬁ
ﬁi)i ° 3}:’{“‘?_7? 'E '& I"p /-)—/HLQ';. L3 mi ﬁ: o~ 3L _:j‘_ P -Q é-_?r_,

1SR A F o kA F RS PR Y

I“?ﬁ
=1
>,
O
oL
P

=

P
5

SRRT R AL R

-

1IGPCAR S BT 2w fied b5 < £ kfifor & -
R FILER L F TS G AT RIS
RAEPHRFORRERT R L AR D25 b 82 RD2
= A d o AR R T Y £ D20 A BRI DI
Rlenp % (B 42-2b) > $ 33 ok 3L niEr > B
RUP fr AT RT T ERE R T HA L o 2 D2 K
» 1% B3ND] uppfrER X E P RBOTRE > A7 X EHT e 4
Mo S fE b R PRET L ER AT kPR
F 102025

x\"\‘

Poefed {3 7 o P dr B o D1 _upp & B BEIR3
A A ERESD2 2 YBIE R o L A2025% - 0 pE
fE2 45 = & D1 _lowdp 02 > LRI A 20+ 7 32 % 8 < 304 PR
RpINAER N TS R RS Vet R R 2

D1 _lowsfg 4 2 > 4rs 457 DI lowsg s F € AT4EF > 7%
BH P Ry v A REE > - HELUFE (W 4.2-
2a)



I~y

PN LRSS R A PR

U PCAL 472 % oDl lowS s B BEfE > 7 5 X BB L
WEGE ERFA S PIRSRE od ARG AP RS g
PENAFERZCEREE ML FE AR RL AFTTT

WA b T FRGEFBE R Gl i F2 o

‘é’,"ﬂk: F‘:uaﬁ%xf d’\f%—r%'gé}él‘ij,_ﬂ\\rifé‘fﬁ.ﬁ })—";'('i" _V_Tjko

Guh etal. (2004) % 12w £ & 2857 " T phimsd (GELGE ~ FEE

EFIESNE BLE) AT RS @NFERADLIFAGT
ME RS R ERDEEATE  GlhoE MY LIS EPE R

AR L - EA TR AFART R RN G ANS50E £
WP hTedd o d WA ERITTERT L 5 A 0 PBE(F T ¥
FHEA CEME) ARSI ELER I A E LR DA
Frakd il LA 3w v U HEELE K Hfopd

P

WAt AT FPERDP 2RTEZ B BB DPT 2 H
PRI A fen s o DL A 5] 0 DI_uppfrD1_low ke k3 B~ %
5§ﬁﬁ%$’@ﬂ%&aﬁ S H R 7 P~ &2 PR AR R
By Ao Al FRT R - £ E K ALETS BRBEY

2 i S B 2 e o

RTHERLL ¥ - BFHERIFT P 5 EHEHET RioA
BT R R TS PP o K D] uppik ] > 824DI1_upp R
AR EBE L A THRPMF A BEHE D
REraFfEies (W 422a) ¥ o pa TRFRF
TR BE S EFZEE A

FARDRAELAR I N
A FERT PR (B) DRBRENPE  §rmEr

A

BT E (Dl _upp) B> & BB @rR 3023 B 6 D1 _uppei@ A ¢
PARRL R P anifr ook v 1 R HIR RS S



\

2o PR SR AR R K B 8T X 2a e 3R 5
BAKHNFEART L TR NN BB PR e

B AT o3V U A R AR TFEAR ET F o

B 42-2-2025# L% @AFRF% ca~Dl upp B4 ¥ > B
FHRHBENE B RS AP IRARTREM D D2 2 A%
FHOFVALREHT 3P AT RFMAR

4-7






10.

1.

12.

242t

HAF ~Eif %~ hyp S g® (2012) - R THFES K
A2 S RE T o BB B LEAF 0 11 (2) 3851

https //doi.org/10.29995/JSHR.201212.0004

v Az (2019) o I* Fr s EERES BRI E —
Uéﬁ fe & I H:—/n“iée = V'J o 4 A J\’? » 46 (4) » 44-56 o
https://doi.org/10.6653/MoCICHE.201908 46(4).0006

FE A (2009) o r ik R BodR A IR R n R Ak 2 &
Pr--TA N BRG] o BREEEE T > T 61-89 o

B A I P (2006) o 4hFEP T A fED R E S T g -
PER R BT o TR e B T 5 45 57-80 -

Bendix, J., & Stella, J. C. (2013). 12.5 Riparian Vegetation and the
Fluvial Environment: A Biogeographic Perspective. In Treatise on
Geomorphology (pp. 53-74). https://doi.org/10.1016/b978-0-12-
374739-6.00322-5

Bennett, S. J., Simon, A., Castro, J. M., Atkinson, J. F., Bronner, C.
E., Blersch, S. S., & Rabideau, A. J. (2011). The Evolving Science of
Stream Restoration. In Stream Restoration in Dynamic Fluvial
Systems (pp. 1-8).
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/2011GM001099

Crook, S. (2024, 12th June). Environmental Impact Assessment: A
turning point in Taiwan’s river management? Taipei Times.
https://www.taipeitimes.com/News/feat/archives/2024/06/12/200381
9217

Cupertino, A., Dufour, S., & Rodriguez-Gonzalez, P. M. (2024).
Chasing success: A review of vegetation indicators used in riparian
ecosystem restoration monitoring. Ecological Indicators, 166.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2024.112371

European Commission. (2021). Biodiversity Strategy 2030. Barrier
Removal for River Restoration. P. O. o. t. E. Union.

Greenacre, M., Groenen, P. J. F., Hastie, T., D’Enza, A. 1., Markos,
A., & Tuzhilina, E. (2022). Principal component analysis. Nature
Reviews Methods Primers, 2(1). https://doi.org/10.1038/s43586-022-
00184-w

Gurnell, A. (2013). Plants as river system engineers. Earth Surface
Processes and Landforms, 39(1), 4-25.
https://doi.org/10.1002/esp.3397

Guh, Y.-R., Zhao, W.-C., & Shieh, C.-L. (2004). Effect of Stream
Hydrological Characteristics on Riparian Vegetations. Journal of

$-1


https://doi.org/10.29995/JSHR.201212.0004
https://doi.org/10.6653/MoCICHE.201908_46(4).0006
https://www.taipeitimes.com/News/feat/archives/2024/06/12/2003819217
https://www.taipeitimes.com/News/feat/archives/2024/06/12/2003819217

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

RN EER RIS RS B

Taiwan Water Conservancy, 52(3), 12.

Heip, C., Herman, P., & Soetaert, K. (1998). Indices of diversity and
evenness. Oceanis, 24.

Hill, M. O. (1973). Diversity and Evenness: A Unifying Notation and
Its Consequences. Ecology, 54(2), 427-432.
https://doi.org/10.2307/1934352

Hung, W.-N., Chiu, Y.-F., Chen, H.-E., Liang, M.-C., Liao, W.-H.,
Lee, C.-H., Chiu, Y.-Y., Chung, W.-T., Sheue, C.-R., Chesson, P., &
Chen, S.-C. (2024). Nature-based Solutions for River Rewilding in
Zhongguakeng Creek, Nantou. Journal of Chinese Soil and Water
Conservation, 55(3), 107-121.
https://doi.org/10.29417/JCSWC.202409 55(3).0001

Kimbrough, L. (2024). Largest dam removal ever, driven by Tribes,
kicks off Klamath River recovery. Mongabay.
https://news.mongabay.com/2024/10/largest-dam-removal-ever-
driven-by-tribes-kicks-off-klamath-river-recovery/

Kiss, T., & Fehérvary, 1. (2023). Increased Riparian Vegetation
Density and Its Effect on Flow Conditions. Sustainability, 15(16).
https://doi.org/10.3390/sul51612615

Kuo., C.-W., Peng., K.-Y., An., S.-P., & Chen., S.-C. (2017).
Riparian vegetation river morphology classification vegetation
succession. Journal of Chinese Soil and Water Conservation, 48(2),
76-85. https://doi.org/10.29417/JCSWC.201706_48(2).0002

Leps, J., & Smilauer, P. (2003). Multivariate Analysis of Ecological
Data using CANOCQO. Cambridge University Press.
https://doi.org/DOI: 10.1017/CB0O9780511615146

Morris, E. K., Caruso, T., Buscot, F., Fischer, M., Hancock, C.,
Maier, T. S., Meiners, T., Muller, C., Obermaier, E., Prati, D.,
Socher, S. A., Sonnemann, 1., Waschke, N., Wubet, T., Wurst, S., &
Rillig, M. C. (2014). Choosing and using diversity indices: insights
for ecological applications from the German Biodiversity
Exploratories. Ecol Evol, 4(18), 3514-3524.
https://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.1155

Nagendra, H. (2002). Opposite trends in response for the Shannon
and Simpson indices of landscape diversity. Applied Geography,
22(2), 175-186. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0143-
6228(02)00002-4

Naiman, R. J., & Décamps, H. (1997). The Ecology of Interfaces:
Riparian Zones. Annual Review of Ecology, Evolution, and
Systematics, 28(Volume 28, 1997), 621-658.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ecolsys.28.1.621
Naiman, R. J., Décamps, H., McClain, M. E., & Likens, G. E. (2005).

')


https://news.mongabay.com/2024/10/largest-dam-removal-ever-driven-by-tribes-kicks-off-klamath-river-recovery/
https://news.mongabay.com/2024/10/largest-dam-removal-ever-driven-by-tribes-kicks-off-klamath-river-recovery/

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

et i
4 - Structural Patterns. In R. J. Naiman, H. Décamps, M. E. McClain,
& G. E. Likens (Eds.), Riparia (pp. 79-123). Academic Press.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-012663315-3/50005-8
Peres-Neto, P. R., Legendre, P., Dray, S., & Borcard, D. (2006).
Variation partitioning of species data matrices: Estimation and
comparison of fractions. Ecology, 8§7(10), 2614-2625.
https://doi.org/Doi 10.1890/0012-
9658(2006)87[2614:Vposdm]2.0.Co;2

Roswell, M., Dushoff, J., & Winfree, R. (2021). A conceptual guide
to measuring species diversity. Oikos, 130(3), 321-338.
https://doi.org/10.1111/01k.07202

SEPA. (2023). Will the river do the work? A practical guide for
assessing river recovery potential and directing when passive river
restoration measures can be used to allow rivers to self-heal. In S. E.
P. Agency (Ed.).

Wohl, E., Angermeier, P. L., Bledsoe, B., Kondolf, G. M.,
MacDonnell, L., Merritt, D. M., Palmer, M. A., Poff, N. L., &
Tarboton, D. (2005). River restoration. Water Resources Research,
41(10). https://doi.org/10.1029/2005wr003985

Wohl, E., Lane, S. N., & Wilcox, A. C. (2015). The science and
practice of river restoration. Water Resources Research, 51(8), 5974-
5997. https://doi.org/10.1002/2014wr016874

Woolsey, S., Capelli, F., Gonser, T. O. M., Hoehn, E., Hostmann, M.,
Junker, B., Paetzold, A., Roulier, C., Schweizer, S., Tiegs, S. D.,
Tockner, K., Weber, C., & Peter, A. (2007). A strategy to assess river
restoration success. Freshwater Biology, 52(4), 752-769.
https://doi.org/10.1111/1.1365-2427.2007.01740.x

Wx}
&






!ﬁ&-..

i

s A R AR AR ASELEY

- A

¥ B

~4F 2 P

FPEFEILA

ER M N EFIT R AR

P LHEE R

L2 RER -FTEp AL

ENVETIPMAC P - 4 L

Mh o URARTER I | PR X RPN i
T o F- X FEXAMEAD AR
i"ft’ﬁ’»ﬁ#ﬂﬂ FAR Y- X% -
HrEIPFEFELR
- ’%—ﬂs“ﬁpﬁi 2P ARG AT EZ?&T—'@ ﬁﬁ—‘;if’#ﬁlfﬁg},@? © AriE iR
CEN SRR 3 28 TR E S aLE O

4o iE AR IS IE 0

% B13.1-14 # @ > 2op 0
BB EN3Y e

o Wi B B AR

P

ﬁz: %ﬁ"p}i?’v‘-‘p ’;:

Z XiEF2EFEE

REE Bk > ABEe 3 2025
CERE AN e S
GRS R 22

RS R ) 1

Jui

v LA e

> T
& B AL AR

B R -
Lo ARG G A

EE f 2k - il yen

i 41



;r,: 7f§1\ JEIE R 1;.1"’ fb /ﬁ /—r—'fé'_i # A‘;E:

%1

-

¥ RIS

5 | B P Razike 17> 2
;}nﬁé_‘g‘)g B i@
PP

212 4%

SRR S S SR R U

13X

3 MPCAS YT % - %3 &

A U

E‘éfﬁ.iﬁél‘r

KB BEF > % - NE %=

\J‘_’,,}%L,J‘,Zi

LN AE A& .Y

XA H AL

E#E R ke« £ATHBAITS

SEL T RS M T -

pE

’ﬁ;ﬁ,p@ o
e L R RR B A
FEBEL T FmE » T

B 2 B4 (4oPCAZ % -
P 7@—-%’& W %EL) NV i

SEE TR & F251

L chig R BIR o

)



AL + B PEE

T e 2R A A | EHE SR ST R S
AN G F D E A 2 R AR
SR U Sk R SR N

T REERAR M4 T E
EREE £ F R QLI Sy

Tk

PRI EE L2340

T ldmEEsrEEa xR EHERER-FLEIGY TR
PR A R R @ s | T BT FQ007)rE 2 2 TR RS
BT L Eesy 2 g | BEREERETRA L ET R
B R E RS PERERERPEOLE D 2 o
SN 4520 o Bt AL S o AR
Lo B TR AT
Po(defe 2 38 p = R R )
ERERREEERLAFY 2

- //f;a '; E‘ﬁfﬁﬁ‘&ﬁf Ei‘? L j’i_g\ }‘é'%-é:]’i ﬁ i‘ j\ﬁﬂ 43.:_‘],%/\4,)& 7 %g
BB dr6E o K1 o T |EW PR ER S g

— 3

DR BT ATk o | BEF - T LS

N

-3




;r,: 7f§1\ JEIE R 1;.1"’ fb /ﬁ /—r—'fé'_i # A‘;E:

%1

FELA

¥ B

%
2 g2 a ik e pn | EHERF T
S U%: SRcRe Al P Y i XA I -
L2 Apy 2 TR -
TolEL R e 2 A% Akam | RFTE RARR o d RS E p A
RAERIPE S Ly | 17 DR IRIEDRIESA
BRd A e e | oD RBPREY IRE YR
Fas o EF AR D THEAERNAAD G A
%frn _ﬂ/sz. —J—,Ji:}!:lil‘:ir,iml«—"ﬁ{o
LRSI N e Sp~ VA= 7] IR N
Hkg o B LT ARG AR
]y s ARSI PR B B etY i = S
fote 2 faag i 4T 8 i
SR H PTG Rl R
R NP EARBAECART
Ao 02 K PR icenTR B R L o
El E#HEZAZR PHALEF K

(colonization)F # 5 3 &
W SPEMLXRFPER
A BT eh

i ?

ORI E e 4 IS TR 4o
RPEA € X
R Rl I R o I
BiEs oA P mRATES
ROBFEFSHSF A 2 LR

= a— E Ny = 212 ¥ 2 z
Eod B FILERRAG Y - B

-4




%1

FELA

¥ AL

%

R ERE L 27 F > BRI
Bourgeois % % (2016) f4c £ % 7
FPres PREOTAEH e
[ Al ) R
40% - o AT RTF R 7o BH
TRFERET IR R ERKT

feBEE PSR HP o
Flemn s aEa sz g EHEIERoRRIEERE
P el o A s Ag| Y ERBATRY SRS
oo am A i ([ HRALELREE L EFRE
BBEZPBF g YA | T RES LR T RERT
B VEFEYPRRLG | XEPRR AT R Ad TR
W1 E BB | B AR EAFR A TAEY
o FAXEFBAAL P RE A
fafp s+ <R A e
FoE kAR & R e

A %
B enip g g 7 ¢
MR FEH o

fLﬁ‘L"‘ ’”ﬁ ﬁﬁ?'@;c

BT - FE R

455



RN EER RIS RS B

s~ HFERERR

B®w ML | LEE # BE 21 238172 | 2652090
AARIFE (2025 # 2 7 ) 22 238174 | 2652091
' 238276 | 2651933 23 238176 | 2652096
2' 238263 | 2651939 24 238181 | 2652096
3' 238252 | 2651947 25 238184 | 2652101
4' 238184 | 2651978 26 238188 | 2652107
5' 238177 | 2651986 27 238190 | 2652111
6' 238175 | 2651991 28 238172 | 2652132
T 238171 | 2651993 29 238182 | 2652153
8 238166 | 2651996 30 238194 | 2652182
9 238160 | 2652002 MK (2025&= ")

10' 238156 | 2652006 Y1 238509 | 2651181
11 238152 | 2652013 Y2 238455 | 2651140
12 238150 | 2652016 Y3 238488 | 2651025
13 238146 | 2652031 Y4 238541 | 2651039
14 238142 | 2652035

15 238143 | 2652043

16 238148 | 2602034

17 238152 | 2652060

18 238153 | 2652067

19 238158 | 2652063

20 238168 | 2652080
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F- v 2024 Ex VX ARBURVELHRILLSF o %7 Tukey’s HSD o *4 7 2% 5 %

Hill-Shannon

Simpson evenness

region E. CIl Adjust. | Cohen’s | E. CI Adjust. | Cohen’s
difference p-value |d difference p-value |d
D1 _upp-D1_low -1.55 | -5.23~2.14 0.662 -0.48 <0.01 | -0.11~0.13 0.998 0.07
D2-D1_low -1.46 | -6.99~4.07 0.887 -0.45 -0.17 | -0.35~0.01 0.071 -1.62
E-D1_low* -9.01 | -14.50~-3.48 | <0.001 -2.82 0.10 | -0.08~0.28 0.442 0.95
D2-D1_upp 0.09| -5.74~5.92 1.000 0.02 -0.18 | -0.37~0.01 0.073 -1.71
E-D1_upp* -7.47| -13.3~-1.64 0.008 -2.34 0.09 | -0.10~0.28 0.559 0.88
E-D2* -7.56 | -14.70~-0.41 0.035 -2.37 0.27 | 0.03~0.51 0.019 2.58
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%= ~2025 #w * 3% Simpson evenness Jp & F (S T F o @

#* Wilxcon rank-sum test °

Adjust p-
region W statistic | nj-ny Effect size (1)
value

D1 upp-

25 15-9 0.073 0.51(great)
D1 _low
D2-D1_low 23 15-3 1 0.01(small)
E-D1_low 8 15-3 0.582 | 0.40(moderate)
D2-D1 _upp 24 9-3 0.384 0.56(great)
E-D1 _upp 10 9-3 1 0.19(small)
E-D2 1 9-3 1 0.63(great)
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£2 02005810 FARBEBAVTLRIES A A LFLEE YA A RS LY

Hill-Shannon (Wilcoxon rank-sum test) | Simpson evenness (Games-Hall post-hoc test)

region w n;-np Adjust. | Effect size (1) | E. difference Adjust. Cohen’s
statistic p-alue p-alue d

D1 _upp-DI1_low** 114 15-8 0.003 0.73(large) 0.24 0.14~0.34 | <0.001 2.53
D2-D1_low* 29 15-3 1| 0.18(small) -0.15| -0.28~-0.03 0.016 -1.59
E-D1_low* 44 15-3 0.029 0.60(large) 0.14 -0.24~0.52 0.431 1.09
D2-D1_upp* 3 8-3 0.413 0.58(large) -0.39 | -0.52~-0.26 0.002 -10.08
E-D1_upp 7 8-3 1| 0.29(small) -0.10 -0.56~0.36 0.588 -1.13
E-D2 8 3-3 1 0.62(large) 0.29 -0.13~0.71 0.113 3.17
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22 QBRI REF ARBEAFFILCREARF A TE-REIHF S LA TAREIHT

Hill-Shannon (Games-Hall post-hoc test)

Simpson evenness (Tukey HSD)

region E. difference (CI) p-value | Cohen’s d E. difference (CI) p-value | Cohen’s d
24Apr-J
-2.45 (-4.78, -0.12) | <0.001 -0. .10 (-0.01, 0.2 .01 74
ANy J** 5 (4.78, -0.12) 0.00 0.86 0.10 (-0.01, 0.23) 0.013 0.7
24Apr-J
-4.20 (-6.49, -1.91) | <0.001 -1.40 0.12 (0.02, 0.23 0.010 0.88
25Apr-]** ( b ) ( b )
24Apr-J
250(53** -5.78 (-7.97,-3.59) | <0.001 -2.04 0.21 (0.12, 0.32) | <0.001 1.46
24Apr-J
-3.99 (-10.91, 2.94 0.267 -1.24 0.10 (-0.12, 0.32 0.783 0.69
ZSMaI'-Y ( b ) ( 5 )
24Apr-J
250 It’rY* -6.15 (-8.66, -3.63) | <0.001 234|032 (0.10, 0.32)| <0.001 2.23
C -
24Nov-J
ov -1.74 (-3.49, 0.00) 0.050 -0.87 0.02 (-0.10, 0.14) 0.996 0.14
25Apr-]
24Nov-J
-3.33 (-4.93, -1.72) | <0.001 -1.88 0.10 (-0.02, 0.23 0.16 0.71
250ct-J* (-4.93, -1.72) 0.00 ( ’ ) 7
24Nov-J
o -1.54 (-8.91, 5.83) 0.876 -0.66 | -0.01 (-0.23, 0.22) 0.999 -0.05
25Mar-Y
24Nov-J
-3. -5.88, -1. . -2. : -0. : : 1.4
250ctY* 3.70 (-5.88, -1.51) 0.002 2.59 0.21 (-0.0, 0.44) 0.083 9
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25Apr-J 1.58 (-3.10, -0.06) 0.037 0.80 0.08 (-0.02, 0.19) 0.240 0.57
250Ct_J* = . = . B} - . [ - . . - . ) . . .
25Apr-]
pr 0.21 (-7.21, 7.62) 1.000 0.08 -0.03 (-0.25, 0.19) 0.999 -0.19
25Mar-Y
25Apr-J
-1. -4.1 2 ) -1.1 .19 (-0.02, 0.41 A2 1.34
2500ty 95 ( 0, 0.20) 0.079 6 0.19 (-0.02, 0.41) 0.123 3
25Mar-Y 1.79 (-9.36, 5.79) 0.798 0.77 0.11 (-0.11, 0.33) 0.699 0.77
250Ct_J - . - . B} . . - . . - . ) . . .
25Mar-Y
ar -2.16 (-9.51, 5.20) 0.699 -1.04 0.22 (-0.07, 0.52) 0.253 1.54
250ct-Y
250ct-]
¢ -0.37 (-2.51, 1.77) 0.981 -0.27 0.11 (-0.11, 0.33) 0.696 0.77
250ct-Y
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ek ~ X4 PCA TRASHBHFRL ;AL

12 ™ B 2024 April

spe_abr Scientific name B PC1 | PC2
Asystasia gangetica subsp. micrantha . , -
Agsm(E PR ES B 0.023
(Nees) Ensermu 0.002
AhM Ageratum houstonianum Mill. KICEA A 0 061- 0.064
ApRB Azolla pinnata R. Br. ML 10.253
0.017
As(RBeD Alternanthera sessilis (L.) R. Br. ex DC. [+ ¥ 0 059- 0.030
Bidens alba var. radiata (Sch. Bip.) R.E. o -
Bavr(BRBeM SIE T N 0.031
Ballard ex Melchert 0.294
CaL Celosia argentea L. kel ) )
0.058( 0.024
Ce(C Conyza canadensis (L.) Cronquist A4 0.001| 0.042
Cc(IM Cuphea carthagenensis (Jacq.) J.F. Macbr.| 5. 2537 0 088- 0.051
Crassocephalum crepidioides (Benth.) S. » - -
Ce(SM e fri
Moore 0.091] 0.011
Cd(P Cynodon dactylon (L.) Pers. 7
0.187]0.273
CdBf Commelina diffusa Burm. f. HEE 10.376
0.174
CiR Cyperus involucratus Rottb. WAy 8 ) )
0.025/0.146
Chromolaena odorata (L.) RM. King &| -
Co(RK&HR AW 0.018
H. Rob. 0.026
Centrosema plumieri (Turp. et Pers.) -
Cp(ePB v LIk E 0.191
Benth. 0.080
Crotalaria pallida var. obovata (G. Don) - -
Cpvo(DP FWE L
Polhill 0.075] 0.045
CtD Cleome rutidosperma DC. T REe E 0.005/0.001

4510




CtL Clitoria ternatea L. e ) )
0.024{ 0.003
CtN Colocasia tonoimo Nakai 3 ) )
0.038] 0.087
DdB Drymaria diandra Blume Fry 10.179
0.105
Ds(S Digitaria sanguinalis (L.) Scop. 5 B ) )
( £ # (1) Seop ’ 0.230] 0.046
Ec(PB Echinochloa crus-galli (L.) P. Beauv. il 0 016- 0.200
Ei(G Eleusine indica (L.) Gaertn. 458 ) )
0.146] 0.196
Ep(L Eclipta prostrata (L.) L. ik 0.000| 0.137
. Emilia sonchifolia var. javanica (Burm. f.)| =~ -
Esvj(ftM yol 0.009
Mattf. 0.010
Eragrostis tenella (L.) P. Beauv. ex Roem. » -
Et(PBeR&S R 0.023
& Schult. 0.007
Eragrostis unioloides (Retz.) Nees ex »
Eu(NeS 23 % 0.001]0.042
Steud.
Fa(V Fimbristylis aestivalis (Retz.) Vahl IREAES Eok 0 003: 0.053
Hydrocotyle leucocephala Cham. &| - -
HIC&S vEER % 0.018
Schltdl. 0.006
Hs(M Humulus scandens (Lour.) Merr. By ) )
0.027/0.039
Hv(R Hydrilla verticillata (L.f.) Royle kx 3k 10.092
0.024
TIo(KG Ipomoea obscura (L.) Ker Gawl. LS ) 0.051
0.006
KbR Kyllinga brevifolia Rottb. GRS 10.024
0.022
LxCP Ludwigia xtaiwanensis C.1. Peng " 40 13 ) )
0.033/0.024
LaW Lemna aequinoctialis Welw. k3 10.260
0.052
LcL Lantana camara L. 5L 0.022] 0.008
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Lh(DE Ludwigia hyssopifolia (G. Don) Exell wiE k7 B 0.100 0.181
Lo(PR Ludwigia octovalvis (Jacq.) P.H. Raven |'k7 3 0 034; 0.028
McvaS Momordica charantia var. abbreviata Ser. |7& & = /A ) )
0.017{0.002
MdCWeS  |Mimosa diplotricha C. Wright ex Sauvalle| # ' 3 £ % ) ]
0.302(0.207
Mg(fHf Merremia gemella (Burm. f.) Hallier f.  |¥ & % i )
0.020{ 0.030
MmK Mikania micrantha Kunth I3 0.493|0.187
MpL Melothria pendula L. ESE N 0.117 )
0.052
Ms(JR Mariscus sumatrensis (Retz.) J. Raynal |/ + %~ ) )
0.029(0.058
MsA Miscanthus sinensis Andersson = 0.106 )
0.010
PbL Polygonum barbatum L. 25 10.053
0.025
PcPB Paspalum conjugatum P.J. Bergius G ) 0.170
0.004
PcRK&HR  |Praxelis clematidea R M. King & H. Rob. [ 3 0 084; 0.246
Passiflora foetida var. hispida (DC. ex . - -
Pfvh(eT&PK La fiE
Triana & Planch.) Killip 0.017]0.020
PhL Polygonum hydropiper L. k¥ 0.005] 0.093
Pm(M Pueraria montana (Lour.) Merr. Dy ) )
0.020] 0.045
PmJ Panicum maximum Jacq. < & 0.003] 0.053
PpB Polygonum pulchrum Blume e 3 ) )
P 8 P 0.038| 0.009
PpS Pennisetum purpureum Schumach. %3 0.521 0 252_
PuL Phyllanthus urinaria L. ¥k 0.000| 0.032
PvV Phragmites vallatoria Veldkamp B+ 0.111{0.339
RsL Ranunculus sceleratus L. FACR -1 0.033
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0.013
Sp(KS Setaria palmifolia (J. Koenig) Stapf BERAEX 0.041 0 019-
Spirodela  punctata (G. Mey.) CH.| -
Sp(MCT b 0.052
Thomps. 0.033
SrL Sida rhombifolia L. &= pFER 10.010
0.018
SsL Saccharum spontaneum L. HEF T 0.020 )
0.007
SsR Scleria sumatrensis Retz. R IRT 10.012
0.006
StReM Scirpus ternatanus Reinw. ex Miq. < EE ) )
0.037] 0.065
VrH Vigna reflexopilosa Hayata o LB E ) )
& flexop Y 0.113/0.202
Wt(H Wedelia trilobata (L.) Hitchc. B F B g 0 018- 0.003
12 ¥ £ 2024 November
spe_abr Scientific name B PC1 | PC2
Asystasia gangetica subsp. micrantha (Nees)|] 7= % £ 5
Agsm(E g 8as P ( ) , 0.290]0.124
Ensermu =
AhM Ageratum houstonianum Mill. HIE A T 0.289|0.220
As(RBeD Alternanthera sessilis (L.) R. Br. ex DC. A 0.034/0.179
Bidens alba var. radiata (Sch. Bip.) R.E. Ballard ) )
Bavr(BRBeM S ERER
ex Melchert 0.300| 0.224
Ca(S Cyrtococcum accrescens (Trin.) Stapf cfhs % & 0 007_ 0.041
CaL Celosia argentea L. Ykl 0.383 )
0.189
CdBf Commelina diffusa Burm. f. IR 0.127 0 489_
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CiL Cyperus iria L. ok iy E
0.019]0.100
CiR Cyperus involucratus Rottb. W&y ) 0.083
0.029
CpB Centrosema pubescens Benth. Ligg B
0.038] 0.042
Cpvo(DP Crotalaria pallida var. obovata (G. Don) Polhill |% ¥ 7 0 002- 0.038
CrD Cleome rutidosperma DC. T RE G EF 10.201
0.065
DdB Drymaria diandra Blume :ﬁ: LY 0.105 )
0.017
DsR Digitaria setigera Roth w5 B ) )
£ # (. 0.314{0.079
DvL Digitaria violascens Link HE B R 10.007
0.047
Ei(G Eleusine indica (L.) Gaertn. N v 10.047
0.026
Ep(L Eclipta prostrata (L.) L. ik 0.138 )
p( pta p L) £ 0.004
TIo(KG Ipomoea obscura (L.) Ker Gawl. L 0 176_ 0.038
ItL Ipomoea triloba L. LR A 10.068 )
0.155
LaW Lemna aequinoctialis Welw. k3 0.068 )
0.155
Lh(DE Ludwigia hyssopifolia (G. Don) Exell wE kT 4 0.183 0 122_
MdCWeS  |Mimosa diplotricha C. Wright ex Sauvalle ESL Y ) )
0.057/0.076
Mg(fHf Merremia gemella (Burm. f.) Hallier f. FEK 0 051_ 0.035
MmK Mikania micrantha Kunth & %H  0.097/0.029
MpL Mimosa pudica L. FAESY ) )
0.403| 0.018
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PbT Panicum bisulcatum Thunb. PR 10.159
0.002

PcPB Paspalum conjugatum P.J. Bergius SRR 0 214; 0.305

PcRK&HR  |Praxelis clematidea R M. King & H. Rob. WORE 0 049- 0.288

PhL Polygonum hydropiper L. kg 10.072
24 yaropip 0.020

Pm(M Pueraria montana (Lour.) Merr. b By 0.003|0.229

PpS Pennisetum purpureum Schumach. % & 0.334] 0.288

PvV Phragmites vallatoria Veldkamp B+ ) )

0.023]0.070

SaBf Sida acuta Burm. f. mi £ T pF i ] i

0.045| 0.060

SaM Solanum americanum Mill. O T 10.006
0.014

SsL Saccharum spontaneum L. RT3 ) )

0.106| 0.070

Tc(C&S Torenia crustacea (L.) Cham. & Schitdl. rra 0 03‘; 0.012

VrH Vigna reflexopilosa Hayata o LB E 0 116- 0.282
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4p ¥ B 2025 April

spe_abr Scientific name PC1 | PC2
Ac(PB Axonopus compressus (Sw.) P. Beauv. ) )
( ? ’ (Sw.) 0.223/0.034
AhM Ageratum houstonianum Mill. ) ]
0.459(0.109
Ap(G Alternanthera philoxeroides (Mart.) Griseb. ) )
0.041{0.014
Bidens alba var. radiata (Sch. Bip.) R.E. Ballard -
Bavr(BRBeM 0.375
ex Melchert 0.433
Bp(O Bryophyllum pinnatum (Lam.) Oken 0 072- 0.002
CaL Celosia argentea L. ) 0.441
0.009
Cc(JM Cuphea carthagenensis (Jacq.) J.F. Macbr. ) )
( v & 2 0.053(0.014
CdBf Commelina diffusa Burm. f. 0.079]
0.031
CdL Cyperus distans L.1. ) ]
0.156/ 0.067
Cg(K Clinopodium gracile (Benth.) Kuntze 0.023
0.039
CiR Cyperus involucratus Rottb. 0.058 )
0.034
Cpvo(DP Crotalaria pallida var. obovata (G. Don) Polhill |+ ¥ 7 & 0.070 0 055_
CrD Cleome rutidosperma DC. T ke v 5% 10.0350.004
DdB Drymaria diandra Blume i?f = ) )
0.030| 0.086
DsR Digitaria setigera Roth RGE T 0.069 )
0.121
Ei(G Eleusine indica (L.) Gaertn. =Xy ) )
0.069] 0.025
M Ipomoea indica (Burm.) Merr. i 2 ) )
0.024( 0.009
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In(R Ipomoea nil (L.) Roth %4
0.029]0.013
Io(KG Ipomoea obscura (L.) Ker Gawl. Lo 0.195 )
0.085
IsF Indigofera spicata Forssk. FerEAE 0012 )
0.035
JUUGeL Juncus leschenaultii J. Gay ex Laharpe 8 0 009- 0.038
KbR Kyllinga brevifolia Rottb. LGk E R P 10.018
0.035
Lh(DE Ludwigia hyssopifolia (G. Don) Exell wiE k7 3 0 035- 0.018
MdACWeS  |Mimosa diplotricha C. Wright ex Sauvalle ESL Y 0 032; 0.161
MmK Mikania micrantha Kunth I 0 148- 0.026
MpL Mimosa pudica L. ZAY 0.232 )
0.191
Pb(Hvb Persicaria barbata (L.) H.Hara var. barbata 25 ) )
0.052/0.014
PcPB Paspalum conjugatum P.J. Bergius s B3 0.378 0 182;
PcRK&HR  |Praxelis clematidea R.M. King & H. Rob. T 0.112 0 186_
Pm(L Pilea microphylla (L.) Liebm. TEE KR 0010] 009'
Pm(M Pueraria montana (Lour.) Merr. Dy ) 0.000
0.005
PpRB Polygonum plebeium R. Br. B s ) )
P yeomme . 0.018| 0.003
PpS Pennisetum purpureum Schumach. 3 ) )
0.2530.079
PsR Panicum sarmentosum Roxb. B R ) )
0.059( 0.009
PvV Phragmites vallatoria Veldkamp B+ ) )
0.018]0.003

17
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Pz(B&RB  |Pouzolzia zeylanica (L.) Benn. & R. Br. HFkE 0.007 0 021-
RsL Ranunculus sceleratus L. 2NN 0.012 ]
0.035

SaM Solanum americanum Mill. SRt ] )
0.027(0.019

SdL Scoparia dulcis L. Ty 0.024 )
0.004

SnL Solanum nigrum L. iR 0.010{ 0.129
SsL Saccharum spontaneum L. HEF T 0.146 )
0.057

StS Solanum torvum Sw. b 0.011/0.021
VrH Vigna reflexopilosa Hayata L ELE 0.412(0.631
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48 ¥ £ 2025 October

spe_abr Scientific name e PC1 | PC2
Agsm(E Asystasia gangetica P.J. Bergius JTTERES W ]
gsm g 8 -0.086| 0.028
AhM Ageratum houstonianum Schumach. KIEA A )
-0.004| 0.049
AvL Amaranthus viridis Burm. f. Lo 0.050! 0.025
Bavr(BRBeM |Bidens alba Blume S EREE i
-0.702| 0.262
Ca(S Cyrtococcum accrescens (Trin.) Stapf R & 0.070! 0.054
CaL Celosia argentea (G. Don) Exell kel )
-0.339] 0.019
CdBf Commelina diffusa (Burm.) Merr. HiFE 0.135 0.085
CdL Cyperus distans Nakai PR B )
P i 0.007| 0.018
CiR Cyperus involucratus (Lour.) Merr. WAy R )
0.033] 0.116
Cpvo(DP Crotalaria pallida L. THF & -0.011| 0.035
DdB Drymaria diandra L. Fry 0.122| 0.134
DsR Digitaria setigera Veldkamp w5 B )
g g (. -0.002| 0.033
1hJ Indigofera hendecaphylla (L.) P. Beauv. |[#&1~ A & )
gof phylla ( ’ 0.030] 0.036
Li(M Ipomoea indica Rottb. MEZ 2 0.054| 0.043
Io(KG Ipomoea obscura Jacq. LR -0.036| 0.043
Le(HH Ludwigia erecta Kunth S Sl -0.043| 0.041
Lh(DE Ludwigia hyssopifolia L.f. mERT R 0.068| 0.127
MIpL. Melothria pendula L. ESE S 0.046| 0.089
MmK Mikania micrantha L. TR EW 0.010{ 0.075
MmpL. Mimosa pudica Roth FAESY )
-0.117| 0.168
Oc(PB Oplismenus compositus Mill. HEY 0.043| 0.034
PcPB Paspalum conjugatum var. obovata (G.|# 2 ¥ 0.506 -

519
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Don) Polhill 0.731
PI(D Persicaria lapathifolia (L.) Delarbre su ¥ -0.027( 0.003
Pm(M Pueraria montana (L.) Ker Gawl. Ly 0.052| 0.080
PpS Pennisetum purpureum (L.) H. Hara % 3 0.215] 0.399
PuN Pseudosasa usawai Hayata B3 0.054| 0.111
Phragmites vallatoria subsp. micrantha o
PvV F 4L
(Nees) Ensermu 0.045| 0.305
SsL Saccharum spontaneum L. R Y ]
-0.001| 0.024
UIL Urena lobata L. 77 4 1= ]
0.005] 0.007
Vi il . radiata (Sch. Bip. -
Vil igna reflexopilosa var. radiata (Sch. Bip.) i i
R.E. Ballard ex Melchert -0.056| 0.109
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X #Xi@ B 2025 March and October

Spe_abr FormattedSpeciesForExcel B PC1 | PC2
AcL Ageratum conyzoides L. HI-FEA & ]0.000]0.036
AhM . FEET 10.286

Ageratum houstonianum Mill. 0.267
Bidens alba var. radiata (Sch. Bip.) R.E. Ballard o -
Bavr(BRBeM AT 0.288
ex Melchert 0.216
CaL Celosia argentea L. 7 i 0.000| 0.036
Ce(IM BT E 10.233
Cuphea carthagenensis (Jacq.) J.F. Macbr. 0.243
CdBf B 1
Commelina diffusa Burm. f, ™R 0.160] 0.220
Cr(S e 1
Callerya reticulata (Benth.) Schot X g 0.021/0.274
Li(S & 1
Lygodium japonicum (Thunb.) Sw. 0.1310.572
Miscanthus floridulus (Labill.) Warb. ex K. , -
M{(WeKS&L i 0.268
Schum. & Lauterb. 0.245
MmK Mikania micrantha Kunth & & 0.000]0.036
MzHvz Machilus zuihoensis Hayata var. zuihoensis I &= 0.000| 0.036
OcD Oxalis corymbosa DC. 3 T:ﬁ'?ﬁ]{f ¥ 10.000] 0.036
Pb(Hvb £ 10.066
Persicaria barbata (L.) H.Hara var. barbata 0.091
Pc(K Pogonatherum crinitum (Thunb.) Kunth &5y 0.189] 0.143
Pm(M Pueraria montana (Lour.) Merr. B E 0.098| 0.208
PpS % & i i
Pennisetum purpureum Schumach. 0.312] 0.053
PvV Phragmites vallatoria Veldkamp B+ 0.658] 0.177
QgTvg 7
Quercus glauca Thunb. var. glauca 0.021] 0.274
SsL A3 10.093
Saccharum spontaneum L. 0.129
TcL Triadica cochinchinensis Lour. v Fa 0.000] 0.036
UIL % 4 7 10.066
Urena lobata L. 0.091
Ur(&ADM  |Urceola rosea (Hook. & Arn.) D.J. Middleton |f& % 0.172 0.037
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VrH v LELE 0.151
Vigna reflexopilosa Hayata 0.237

Wt(H Wedelia trilobata (L.) Hitchc. B F WS 10.243]0.052
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F- o~ ARoX A ML iR R

Variables Runs test Shapiro test
Woody sapling

Avg BA P=0.367 P <0.001
Avg_ height P=1 P=0.293
Sapling density P <0.001 P <0.001
Herbaceous

Avg_Shannon P=0.228 P =0.002
Avg exotic P= P <0.001
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