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Abstract

The use of nest boxes by Green-backed tit (Parus monticolus) was monitored in a
mosaic landscape of mixed-oak forest and Cryptomeria plantation in the mid-altitude
area of Guanwu between 2009 and 2017. Field work falls into three sections that
together provide insight and knowledge of breeding behavior of hole-nestling passerines.
The first section was to test whether the availability of calcium-rich materials limits
reproduction output of birds. Our results found that despite the high acidity of the soil in
two habitats, none of the birds in the study population produced eggs with defective
shells. The provision of supplementary calcium did not appear to influence reproductive
output of birds. Calcium is not currently a limiting micronutrient for egg production by
Green-backed Tits. The second section examined how differential larval phenology
supported by different tree species in the two habitats affects nestling mass. The larval
abundance (Lepidoptera and Hymenoptera sawfly larvae) of dominant tree species was
measured via the tree-shaking method. The results showed that the diversity of trees in
the broadleaf habitat supported a broader food peak overall that spiked in early spring
and gradually declined. In contrast, the coniferous habitat had a lower larval biomass
that increased slightly over the season and included a high percentage of hairy
lithosiines. Habitat-specific seasonality in larval abundance significantly affected
nestling mass in early- and late-season broods. The third section determined what
weather cues montane birds use to fine-tune breeding behavior and what factors affects
their breeding success from multi-year monitoring data. Our data indicated that March
temperatures, but not February—March rainfall affected the laying date for
Green-backed Tits. Females shifted their laying dates earlier in response to earlier warm
spring weather. Heavy rainfall during the breeding period negatively affects their nest
survival. Finally, several life-history traits of the Green-backed tits were estimated and

discussed.

Keywords: calcium limitation, Green-backed Tit, nest survival, phenology, reproductive

output
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(Cameron 1978, Mand et al. 20004, Tattersfield 2001, Bonham et al. 2002) » & :&#f &
PR SOELFME e AT iRl N P dicieiiids ~ #] g 3(Tilgar et al. 1999, 2002) -
7iE o AT E 2 P F L N 4 E(intrinsic) ~ £ AR £ B ¥ pc(Reich et
al. 2005) o % 4 4p §4(Curpressaceae) » 4 p A¥ri e £ 7 7 B L B ;:.;ﬁﬁé =
& 1+ end (Xue and Luo 2002; Reich et al. 2005; Ohta et al. 2014a)» F]@ % p & {fr;
4Rl B RE nEPAT S S {o® § ch 40 7 24 (crustaceans; Ohta et al.
2014b) - 7 ¥ » T S A EAITEHF A G A T HRBRBE DR AL R0 Lo

FALE AT NS L e TP WA s pH220 02 o faainz e
R LSRR P E e AT R REE IR P ROR ARG ETH RO
g (SO+*-S:10-48 kg halyr'-NOs-N = NH4*-N:9-73 kg hatyr™; Lin et al. 2000,
Hsiao et al. 2007, Liang et al. 2009) - p& it *% & = 14 3E f i > i (De Vries and
Breeuwsma 1986, Graveland 1998)> i %g .l % 1% "% & & (& " & £ 2,000-3,000 mm)
beig d 3B > BEEFEAINLTE S LR RS AR 9% (Chang et al.
2009) » ¥ ¥ q k- HREE fpehd A N o

AFFTROLAR LN LRI LE RERERA OIS ERBERRET
FRLENE AR DA E’Liﬁ%mv BB - ARBERA I FLE RE AL
R dete HAEA o A A E R L L & a2 F 24 E e
11%(Qiuetal. 2015) - F % L g 2 H v L 4p i > e 2 B 5 A & f04 Ja (Graveland
1996, Reynolds and Perrins 2010) » €14 » & A # 4 = i 5537 et E L L 2 |
AHEL hB R o BB fw & RT3 B F(2011-2014 #) 0 £ R - AR R
WEFHFLEE L > WAFDPFEEH LR - WE E- e TR ErES, 24
BRATOT BTG R IR AR B A A
fates Bz e ive gl §ordes Jeh3| F 2 e R p > LA (L)
Bl EE AR ~ 2 pH s AT S U R RS R R S APM Sk o il
EHERABERI S QAasBRERIHRPBaELEE, L4845 L P87 0 3
Wt AR E AR R B A -

mﬁa -4‘: o Eﬂ ';I-—)—L-L‘ ﬁ{L

2R ik
221 FhbRR s 7 FRE
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2011 # 2 2014 B> B EF R HE? o - 2 PR E LB MAL
g (nestlining ; &5 @Rt I L L L) B 438 7 5 4o 4 e » B
éé%}wﬁﬁ%”é}%@%ﬁ%?ﬁzmm?ﬁ%g’wp5%¢wmﬁi
ﬂ@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁi%@ﬁi%éﬁﬁ%’ﬁﬁﬂé%—%éiﬁéﬁﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ
Boo¥ - BRGEE o feiteiBas W e B EEE A ERE S BN L P
BEFofpdlledfFivet  EF oA ¥ 4% 5 2011 & 10 5 4- 8 & ~ 2012
Z10%f-8 & 2013 # 6 & fr6 & ~2014 # 5 K -3 & o

FAaslnE TR L KN ERBERP RITFC kG E- BAAERE
B2 E 200 ® s w4 AR 0 % 200 % 5o A (Gallus domesticus) A F
s L T F IR 0 22 5 R #EP-4T u 4T (Graveland and Berends 1997) - x> A&
ASXfrARDET RLE §F TP i P A T PRI P L LB
Flot B3R AT B R S AR A AR K SRR TP G o PRI P R et B iR
Borflr o ¥ g% Ui A Sl Rt A B PR K pE AT o R R e eh
hioiE THF R, TLP8 c TPt ABRGTRAL 27 TR E A
S H TR AR L ABPRE TBC S 0 T - Bw T e STw T R £ 2 A AR
&R k-3 >+ 60 & 945 (STD-30A > Cherng Huei Co., Ltd. > 4 )5z > 2R 2 =€ >
U?Eﬁ%?%%%%%ﬁﬁﬁio

FRLEEN - FRAL2E - arph AR R0 0 B&F Lohg Pl T
+ v BFIYA-150 > Jin Yuan » & #)R|E 15 =N3> BRI 0L S5 s RS
M+ ¢ (CD-6” CSX > Mitutoyo » p )| & 73 F=£& (L)f-%(B) » £:rl % 0.01
E5F o % U3t B 35 4p dkc(egg shape - B/L ; Hoyt 1979) ~ 3-8 4% (egg volume » 0.51
x L x B?; Hoyt 1979) % % % 34t # (clutch volume) - % % 3-AU## T & 5 B §F Feil
2. BA-(Méand et al. 2000b) » # & 3% & P § ik if, 3-(dwarf eggs) - ¥ F > 3+ 5 %
RS 3§ ANk = SEUNIR S S

222MREHRAI KN E

(2013 4 4ok B K 48 gt R R I £ E kR A (FILLAD ®) -

SRS N E N 30 BB R RBROOBCR TSR IRE A LR R RS

SN A e A R R S E RN A B E E 2 20 0 16 B R R -
10
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R BEHRIRE L E B 2B 4P AR25 x 25 T 2 o 4 e A5 54k > (samipling plot) >
TERRY FRREREEZ AR IEERA - PRAY SRR BRELE > T -
R IEF oA o B RFEPOREGEPFE I A P eiREE a2
SRR R BRI L TR o A R ERE BT R ER D 0 2
BT IR R (#SD) 5 2215 24 (N=36) o K2 #p2 B R D B R £ PeiE p
PRESRFREEL I EE A 2 BT (L B/ 25x 25 T 2 n) e T &
AR E LD W2 B FEAR BRI R AR REF o AP
HAREENTHEE ~ 23K hpH-H0 ~ pH-KCl ~ 2 4T dp s 2 B35 2 3 it

2.2.3 B4

1% eni3t A 47358 % Rversion 3.4.1 & 5+ # {7 (R Development Core Team
2017) - & 4 212 Shapiro-Wilk test 5| 2 3 * Fen 2 38 S e R F & ¥ LA F o 3
EX A BOFTAH > 4o pH-KCl~ B+ 2di 4 ~ G EDZHLEEHED > 1Y
one-way ANOVA & 7 e @i 7 # &% i » 5 F 4> 4o pH-H20 fr % 3 147
B+ 2P o Pl Mann-Whitney U test i (7 s [P vt gl o pE 4 #f 2 ha F ffess p
Rities o ERFAHE RE R A 4g(overdispersion) > F i F AF LB F o wE
A 12 zero-inflated negative binomial (ZINB) regression (function zeroinfl in package
pscl) kvt o= 43 FoR2 %R HL B - ZINB i fFif * X iR A 402 £ F 2 834Kk
5 F il & ZINB %gfiﬁ?v’ VR R Bl ~ % E 0 712 likelihood ratio test
Ve il B R TS ens BRCEN (full model) e 2 il R TS anf i it
(reduced model) & ¥ chZ & » k|8 4es "F+ £ F S5 Y g F LR TS o

¥oeb o ik S (linear model » LM 5 function Im) % 4R gh 2 % R &2 2 3 v § %

BB ™ B koo

BERaBai T a4 e n’nﬁ-’(zon 2014) > F ¢ LML BR AR B
EFREAFPIE - 5T FEBEAZELF IR 22 nP > 2 AERY R EH
A) e 7% (mixed modeling approach) o fficst @ o~ 7= & B4R ID”% 7 &7 5 RE 8 9%
J&(random effects) » »2 | w3 H & %] 22 i (fixed effects) - 5 vt m”, o ifp 2 B
= LR i A FEAES AT REFPE I ALRE FAEES BEC
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7 % £ 5 H(binomial error structure) s & #1452 £ -3 (generalized linear

mixed-effects models - GLMMs ; function glmer in package Ime4) - H # "Lr/ v off
St LS S8 W SE NCE N A A %
B BF AP EHG D) Rl AV REBEF T ZHETENWEFOR A LR > 2
LiRgp AR R E 2 HNE T HERE T o hE o B p il

ARG S B4l 2 4L B F EREL 24 (Gaussian error

\\

structure) ensn 478 & -4 (linear mixed models > LMMs;; function Imer in package Ime4 ~
package ImerTest) 5 37 A vt FTH(BEL £ 54 F) > 2 422 B §IREL B HETR
MR &3 (GLMM) 5 4 3 i 7k (count data) sh i “r i » F1H § 9r dicehn
FERE 0 A AT 2R TR ARG P I GLMM i 58 AE 0 - BRE
Wrcle( 6 BARID fr ) R HIDL R o S0 A REA BAEBOTRIL
(Bolker etal. 2009) » i 2= = £ " X 4>3%4 & 1 (Poisson error structure) shi & s i i
Al (generalized linear model » GLM ; function glm in package Ime4) - F i #5-3% e =
%1% F ik w18 2 (stepwise backward procedure) b i 2 A ~ e (T B]Z T PR
jﬁ%ﬁké@%ﬁﬁﬂ,j@ﬁwﬁzﬁgﬁQjﬁ% q+o% Edrw)ip

BRI BEIoN T £ SE k4 7 o Mt K 5 0.05

23 %%
231 3 EX A frrpd sps

P EER R EOF AT R ERERA > R P AZHFALR
(% 21)c = #hApend 3BT M |E > 4R E IR 4 Hhend 3 pH-HCI 8.1 5 261>
s 4H EAkend 3 pH-HCI & 14 5 2.78 o Ap ot 4R IR 7 4k 2 3 > 12 42 4R
B MFRFOPH B FRF OIS 2 FF RS RS w4 (2
2.1) o

AR AP R L A H DL A3 A F o F g Sk Rk s B FTRAF D
I ik (positive skew) e 25 @ B @ 3 o Wi AL EdRenif £ % AR (T35 E £+SD143+7.8
Gaps [25x25 T oa > @ i 25 ByE2 [25x 25T 24 ] 1 0-30
Gupt [25x 25T 2B AR ERAR(TIBE £SD:28£2.7 Ly /25
x25 T3 oo P i 1.0 BeR2 /25x25 T3 a0 gl 09 SR /25 %
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25T A A)e a0 B ZINBR FA 7Y o 4o~ fe3 Rl RGN 2 A 1
BoFS B F A e H $t R 2 % R % B hf2 8 (likelihood ratio test : x°=2.09 > df=1-P
=015) " TR AEE PR A HPF AL PR F LR -V AR R Y
4 3 pH-H20 (r* = 0.14-P = 0.02:n = 36)~ % $& 447 42+ (r> = 0.52> P < 0.001-n =35)>
2 A EP 4R (?=021>P=0005 n=36)2% EEE T 4B o

232 % v 4T e B~

EPRAMALY I A = ik (TR > £ ERA fhadk (Fevp i (n= 13)#HEP~
AT Ao 340 66.6 + 15.0 (SD) % 14 2 i e j#e7163.8 £22.4 (SD) % - 4p
$eh o {8 F Rk T g (n = 12)8E5 0 St 4o 2595284 23.8SD % >
PUE i e FoBe146.6 £ 22.7 SD % o iR B e AR 5] GLMM 15t
® oo g 152 R & eh %) 5 (snail intake model : B estimate =0.87 £ 1.36:z2=0.64-P =
0.52 ; eggshell intake model : S estimate =1.64+1.78 > z=0.92 > P=0.36) » 7~ %
TR L B B L P B A Bl FAEF AR -

233 FHAR

% 2011 & 5 2014 & F > Y AR E R R el 44 E A 5% 8 30 fr 26
WL o356 K 2023 0 R LIRS hE G B A ABRERAK
R TAT o A REY C TAFREFRGRATRI AN DR F
Pl FE o Al B R R R I S Sn o ek B e s
FonFralE i3 (422)-

2.4 3%
AFLEF AL RFYLRTFLE R FALETLA AR N AR FRE T
H o AT B Feend irgf i A IRand sy dp iy 0 355 B & fLlE(Horng and Chang

i HarE sk o s AR R

[EEN
©
©

RS
i
_‘3‘3}
mt-
*T‘:
o+
m
\:_
™
LN
3%
A
¥
V
H
‘ﬁ\

R A R ARG ERFAR > T2 A .‘%5,"]?%%'%“ ST R T FEE Kl

)
A e ﬁ]‘ 4\?@3%*’?%’5“ LR P ETRA R o RS FAEAL AV

7 _—

13

doi:10.6342/NTU201800856



&1 eh’E % &2 Johnson and Barclay (1996) 54 & — & © % 4c @E gk iTErp s HE X
Tk R e 3G 0 bl D R AR T Py R 2 TR "R T P enpF
4~ pe/® 4 (time budget stress) » F1@ & Fee ks 3 { & 0L 88k m(Mand and Tilgar
2003) ; J‘ﬁr % % 5% 4 (Serinus serinus)erFT o u] KA AP EITT AL RS
1% ¢t e ¥+ % (Hoi-Leitner et al. 1999, also see Reynolds et al. 2017) -

LEEET O ARHenx LEVEEF P AT - 3 R7 HP5 65 F 5Lt o

0% ¥ 197 £ 5 R 2 2 (Graveland and Berends 1997) < 2k % L g ¥E 5 (2 5 48
£012-15 25 FoF 112-15 2 R) A B Kied LA (LA E 11821 25
% ' 14-1.6 = 5. ; Graveland and van Gijzen 1994)4p 12 o * » A & FHp = L K
(Betts 1955) £z & .1, % (Parus caeruleus ; Ramsay and Houston 1999)¥¢ & sk & p % 4~
&P IR0 o] Al R 0 4o Discus rotundatus (1.1-4.4 £ 55 ) 5 ¢ 0 A & TR o
FrA LG LR APHR(S E L > Y14 ETgcE)s v A& RO
RredRy EFTHEY LR w2 A o)) PR A R AUES F 2 F # 9 50-200
TB/J~J}]ﬁ:,1§i AR AT - B WAL R R TI55 4070 Tpp A/ T ok o
FELETS & # % 10,000 -+ = = = (Ming-Tang Shiao personal observation) -
g % L% (Wilkin et al. 2006)4p i1 o %] Lb)jf k@ o HRE T A 2RI B AL
Fohosiatent ¥ EAp3 iR F15 &0 4 { 40 40%F 52 (Ramsay and
Houston 1999) » & 2 ¥ i 5 B & f24x 1§ ¥ 1 ﬁvﬂfgi o B B G AR R 2
(arboreal snails) > #“gﬁ%ﬁ_ﬁ:ﬁi PEECAZ T AP TR AR R ¥

o A R awrh L VoA B4R F P T B 4y endr (Wilkin et al. 2009) - #
W ¥ EME 3 0 H0F T RP3F § iR+ 4L pF s § (Turner 1982, Graveland and
Berends 1997) - F]m ¥ it pF R A fe T % *(time budget constraints) -

1P 3 18 F A+ 7 (Graveland and van der Wal 1996, Méand et al.
2000a) » 77 3 fds 4T T BT R AT E A ATHR S 2 o AT Z HRApehd
pH 2% »* Buunderkamp &tk ¥ ki > @ Gi%igs R ok L3 10-60%¢e
I IR Ak Karhi i (Graveland and van der Wal 1996) » 4p & 0> & 47 3 &4 3 pH
%+ 3% 4 7 (Graveland and van der Wal 1996)%:},;, N 4T RER T T AFT Y Z FRApen
Hp R AT A AT Ardp en g AT R 2 B MR B (Graveland and van der Wal
1996, Tilgar et al. 1999, Ménd et al. 2000a ; % 2.3) » KA & BR B LT » § K 2
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@éﬂﬁ?**ﬁwmﬁ CF LA T g (60 B 1R e T
3 3) S At E et L g (5-12 % 3= Perrins 1979) > Fpt F F LR A T R BTG
AT 0TI Fe ket L o B EPTAT S L0 TS AR R SR

AR AL FEa B BEET A L ST il AR cdk (Newton 1998) -
WEhA R A s > HAARNDERET ARLER AR A AR
FREF OETAAE AR PR ALRT RSP e bldet AT R

++(Virkkala 1990, Rytkonen and Orell 2001) 2 4+ (Méand et al. 2005) 5. 75 T 5 #7 it
AFNF - FLERET P E oL FRE SR ER NPT A

{8 L2 FIHFRWPEERELE AT DR TRELBERAINRY o F
B S E AR AP A EWRRADT F LA A R U R o RA o AR
ERAHFHRFAEDRE > AP ERFTREOF T LET AR G Flo
PoAfrs AR E AT R B hL B4 S B MY R B E AT B hE b §

(Mizutani and Hijii 2002, ##7 % %= %) ¥l > airi £ EHhehF £ L g 2 7 e

KR

SR E R HOEEAD (2 enF PET A ARG e A RKMEHFERET A ]
S5 end £ 2 3 {8 a3 iE(ie., Virkkala 1990, Rytkonen and Orell 2001, Tremblay
et al. 2003) -

TodFTREFEET R E > HPET AR ELELE T F L
E: é_ﬁ.\ﬁﬂ“\’?ﬂ%' o RAett(ERERAR)EFFRF (PP S EHR) PR R L
RS oA EHAP Al kB ES T O B P RE L FHE
FOUELE RRELBERAI RPN LI F 0 L7 54
EHRORBERFEE RS i ARIEF BRI OpH 2 LIRS - 738 0 F

;Lnf‘; T m?‘iﬁ&"ﬁ §mf\"§" ’ lrﬁ?ﬂ\fv.‘_" iigﬁ&“‘]m‘hp,\? ég{‘i{f{’a‘iﬁ)i ﬂ-—’-%y(ﬁ'—’

T 3
N
s
N
& “?“
" g

Blbap s o fag- HUFIFAELENEEE N o S0 BFHT R EE L
LRREFALET A SRR BVRERTEHLTAT L8223 L EHE

Bz g R FAo

>

\\

25;{¢§k
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221 BGF RERERAAREIDEERBRFEL 2 SR R

FRERA I

s £ F

mean = SD n mean = SD n  Pvalue
Litter
Calcium concentration (mg/g) 490217 20 6.33+2.78 16 0.090?
Soil
pH-H20 392+030 20 462+081 16 0.005°
pH-KCI 314+034 20 348+0.38 16 0.009?
Exchangeable Ca?* (cmol/kg) 1.69+1.44 19 447+545 16 0.028°
Cation exchange capacity (cmol/kg) 37.74+7.30 20 31.49+643 16 0.011°

2 One-way ANOVA test; "Shapiro-Wilk test

21

doi:10.6342/NTU201800856



%22 BN A 45 20112014 & ¢ i LG R B F F L g 2 (a) ) 4 e(linear

mixed model - LMM) ~ (b) % ¢~ #ic(generalized linear model > GLM){r(c) -t = 74 &

(generalized linear mixed-effects model - GLMM) - = & 48 ID % & 355 » LMMs

TrGLMM ¢ 1% 5 Sg i s fie & 00 Rz (hlics M F 140 8w B2 2 ronifdes
B e PR T 0 SRR Rl R

B+ SE Wald statistics? P value

a. Egg traits
Egg mass (n = 56 nests)

Intercept 143+ 0.01 95.43 <0.001

Habitat® -0.01 £ 0.03 -0.39 0.70

Treatment® 0.02 £ 0.02 0.72 0.47

Habitat x treatment 0.004 + 0.050 0.08 0.94
Egg shape index (n = 56 nests)

Intercept 0.75+0.01 137.6 <0.001

Habitat 0.01+0.01 0.95 0.35

Treatment® -0.004 = 0.007 -0.59 0.56

Habitat x treatment 0.01£0.01 0.98 0.34
Egg volume (n = 56 nests)

Intercept 1408.2 +£ 16.3 86.28 <0.001

Habitat” -4.8 +30.9 -0.16 0.88

Treatment® 151+ 255 0.59 0.56

Habitat x treatment -22.7+51.5 -0.44 0.66
Clutch volume (n = 56 nests)

Intercept 72545+ 211.3 34.3 <0.001

Habitat” -432.5+ 3415 -1.27 0.21

Treatment® -34.1+291.1 -0.12 0.91

Habitat x treatment -506.3 £ 582.0 -0.87 0.39
b. Clutch size (n = 56 nests)

Intercept 1.65 £ 0.06 28.22 <0.001

Habitat® -0.05+0.12 -0.40 0.69

Treatment® -0.03+0.12 -0.29 0.77
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Habitat x treatment -0.06 + 0.23
c. Hatching success (n = 46 nests)

Intercept 2.39+0.51

Habitat -0.29 + 0.57

Treatment® 0.18 £ 0.51

Habitat x treatment 1.70£1.00

-0.24

4.72
-0.52
0.35
1.71

0.81

<0.001
0.61
0.73
0.09

Wald ttest = LMMs 4 47 > Wald z test 5 GLM f= GLMM % 47 -

P14 (Habitat) 5 #7 &) % Bic(4* R R 4 R s £ 5 4K) > 3 e 2 R G 2

e
1B °

¢ ¥ i (Treatment) = 2§ %) %‘ﬁx(i?]: Suv 4T R T 2
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223 EFEIRNEHWHEIHELEIRRZ VR

Snail density
Country Forest type Year ] Reference
(ind./m?)
Calcium-poor forests
Estonia Pine forests 1995 0-2
Mand et al. 1997
Pine forests 1995 10-48
) Tilgar et al. 1999,
Pine forests 1995, 1999 13-75
Mand et al. 2000
Netherlands Pine forests 1970 34-81
Pine forests 1992 7-39 Graveland and van der
Mixed coniferous Wal 1996
) 1992 0-826
-deciduous forests
Taiwan Mixed-oak forest 2013 432 )
_ ) This study
Cryptomeria plantation 2013 69?
Calcium-rich forests
Netherlands Ash forests 1973 35-304
Graveland and van der
Ash forests 1992 72-206
Wal 1996
Oak forests 1992 58-1581
Estonia Deciduous/ mixed
1995 69-219 Mand et al. 1997
forests

_ Tilgar et al. 1999,
Deciduous forests 1995, 1999 92-214
Mand et al. 2000

Deciduous/ mixed
1995 146427 Mand et al. 1997
forests

TOLEHAR R T RIS L TR RS L -
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SR THPELZE

BRAREELEH AL RAOE & 17 F)(Lack 1968) - $3+ F &L R A f 47 -
FAPFEIZESUIF R0 > §RESFFROBELSHFERFEAP-
# =~ enif 73 & (reproductive fitness ; Verboven et al. 2001, Tremblay et al.
2003)  B2FX & %52 v PR A BF A A& P & ch T 1% (trophic interaction) &g ¥ & R
05 fates @ 4R L A 7 (van Balen 1973, Rytkonen and Orell 2001, Massa et al.
2004, Ziane et al. 2006, Lambrechts et al. 2008) » A & iRk 2 40> 5 2
T oo MERDEEFEET > wRBAFTERLHRAL ADPE - TREDFT SN 2 T
BEEDCEARARZ RGP I F)a B L T e (Tye 1992, Wikelski et al.
2000, Shiao etal. 2015) - i ¥ » MR 2 REHEFRAFRT S > Fla H F 2 1F
BRI I8 ¥ s 3 3 Adcfp i R 4 B % (Sekercioglu et al. 2012)-
A BFERSF TR RERF FRERTACEIER R L Er a5
TRESER IR FOEALRPE S
TP AR TR DA T REFS AL R DI p B
%5 & (Lepidoptera and Hymenoptera larvae) <& & 2 % 4% {4 (van Balen 1973) - #./8
FROZEMEAEOY AL AR E - BEY £ % 1 0% & (Verboven et
al. 2001, Veen et al. 2010, Smith et al. 2011) ; 4p ¥+ > P FEHE N F 2 F ERIE
FESERTERE A H F % 1 #at(van Balen 1973, Veen et al. 2010) -
WEEF S FRFDIGSFERBE Ry R DL BHEEEL G RS RS R
Fm Bk SR A ¥ A 4 (Tremblay etal. 2003) % i » B 5 A § A~
FR B BER A iR % B A ERE ¥R 8 ¥ i 7 e (Isaksson
and Andersson 2007, Arnold et al. 2010) » @ B2 & f g Fie b s 3 5%
(e.g., Naef-Daenzer et al. 2000, Tremblay et al. 2005, Garci@a-Navas and Sanz 2011) - &
4ot K LR R AF L A e (Noctuidae) 4 B 0 A B R B A v 5L ans s
(Lasiocampidae) %> & (Garcia-Navas et al. 2013) - % ¢t » 4G 7 F ik h g e a
PFRE > BADEEFTEEP T E o

& fr e EE PR B S s 4 B (Martin 1987) 0 &8 2 5

s
3
3
5
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R AL PR PR A R A G E > T ¥ F w RS i 4 (Naef-Daenzer and

Keller 1999, Tremblay et al. 2005) ; . & i€ % € #a% B 402 3> T A T L A g
#(Blondel et al. 1993, Massa et al. 2004, Sanz et al. 2010) » £t 5 ¥ & S & » i %
& ¥+ $% (Verboven et al. 2001, Tremblay et al. 2003) - ]}t > g & 3 7 F 3 4% &2
“»HERFEAR &5 R e A3 F eh(van Noordwijk et al. 1995, Thomas et

al.2001) - K@ > N FA KhE A ML AN - RO FEARRE LT
Pend AR F A S AYRTEFERFLFIUEZTER LA 5 7 F ovan Balen (1973)
BEE AR g R O BRFRALE A RREF AL 2 R L

7. (Habitat-specific breeding performances) - jz £ H ke A 2R F % @ 7 % L%
FoFMEFREPHE BB HAEREBF S FREMLY
Rt ke plF pdiAp E g > A B E IR E o % FadEs RS

—FERE o Ra o P FETVRIRERr DEFEEER > THEBE % 78 4

-

okl

T4p % £ (e.g., Méagi and Mand 2004, Lambrechts et al. 2008, Mdgi et al. 2009) » & H
B PR g dla R oo

AR D RS RFAS R ERA (T AR ERE ) B A E (T
HAEERF)AERF T »AZSEERARIEE S REHs AT FLED
BALZRZPE - g A LEMEDIFIL UBRp BHOR hY{ LA 0 |
71%(Chuang 2006) - 2 4 #+kidd # 3 21% 3 A 14k A i 4 L L B € &
i tRtkAl o & 24 4 1 4RG fE 2 11%(Qiuetal. 2015) o 4 1tk HEapH
- > ER RS NIRRT RS L BR T SRLA SRR o &
TRE A IR E BT 0 SR A B RS L F 0 £ AR
T oA T PR AV v S AL 2015 E(1) A LS Ak 5
BEEAE 2T S e LERERA(FRERYF) > 12 288 Eiky )0
Griep 2 e 2B FEPHFENE SHELES S FRFQ) AABRLEEE T
FPAFAMEFTRBUER > RRAXAAF T BRI RAL LTV EHAL O
BMERRE 55 (Q) ik £(2010-2017)enB A FTH VW RABEFHF 4 E R
PHIBRRAEY cREFARRFFVH AR~ FPEKE 2 AT
Bl BA P EnESERM ol A7 FAFEE £ B 7 F > 4o Tremblay et al.

(2003)#73f Rl BREHRF ERFT DX HBE A ERF DXV [AFE R TS
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A R R A EX LT I L I SN LA

3285 3k
3214 kT B TR TE

BOIFEE DS - AR A B R AL ML P2 AR ME RS
o kAR b et > AR S B3R A902015 & 0§ 5 20 13-14 p depF
e #E 3 FJIYA-150 0 Jin Yuan > £ #)fE - BiRI3 01 2R o R To
BSWE TL ML R g T T 5 PR+ € (CD-6” CSX- Mitutoyo -
poA)RIZSS B A > £RE 001 5K -

SN 2 ERARAGUTERPRAL 2B BB AR
F4LE- £4F 1-2 £ o &5 van Noordwijk et al. (1995)fr2 < ¥F ¢h 15 gk 3% 78 ¥
#(breeding attempt) & % 1 (1) % - 5 HA 3P ~ b b TR E 2 & 3p /L1 30
XOUPRE A QNS o AP e 30X UEHRE B gRELS
P 5% - F T E 4 pits ehd L i (replacement brood) U e = F Autdn e PE
BB o VT E AP > SRR ALERAETY Y - R ANV TG
A

% 't | (second brood proportion) -

322% A FEFEIE

FA2015#2 10p 382 24 p R FH- PP APHBRR KT D
KA > v 4% % (tree-shaking method ; Hsu 2010):4 & H % f e = 2 4 H & it o &
FRERA RN ERF SR EM DL HERD : 19%)fc+ < £5(RD : 17%) ~ 1 % %
¥R E AL 84 (RD119%): »Hrds & F 4k o BIE 2% & & E e (RD
54%)fr 4 #15(RD 1 25% A 5 - F 12 F BB o L HRE)o 2 4 it » @t
¥ AL R AL R R A T H - el
B R A B R 2 i * 3t E £ R(perhumid)~ 7 & § i (Tinbergen and Dietz 1994)
LG T o 5 e AR B LT K s R B e B o
S B fd e T F (Limacodidae) % B 5 T FAb At R E - B UHEE R E
AREIPs A LB M AL S P > N AR ROER S AL SRS
S5 2 ME)2Z B < o
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0 RFE P OEER AL ERGR STk A AR A

2 9% % %75 #f (basal area ; T35 + SD)& W4T 4 N E 1022 + 0.17m? 0 A%
1 :0.18 + 0.13m?2> A4F : 011 + 0.06 m?> 4 %4 : 0.31 + 0.07 m? > #¥r4 : 0.21
+ 0.06m?e & P FR Ot ATHE Y 3P HE AR ERRE T 43
BoZA® 104 E% 0 d ¥4 F § kT & (Midstory canopy) E 44 10
DR E o R A R c X AR RARDEREHTT o AT RE 3X3
TS AR OB R F PR ARE IR ok R H g
02 e g ® T (ML54/02 - Mettler Toledo » s L)f=€ - £ip|3 0.1 £ 5 » £33+ 5 &
B2 B AR o Vb B[RRI RAFERHRAETIH -

B AR OFT ML F G0 Hrd Bl (T Mg (curve fitting 5 Veen et al.
2010) - H ¢ - r42 F o7 b eh— & % w42 (Sphingidae) & 4+ 5 £ % & (outlier ; >2,500
) éﬁt%—ﬁ.wﬁ VLG P chify £ o 3 F TR chd R o B4 S

chi B Efog 2 p ) (peak date) o 2 A B-E g% B 2 B B0 SR S AHE

R E TR SRS S T 1 T R
WA o A RHE P b ik gy 2012 E e FHEED A Y 0 LHENIEE D
WHBESARGE » T H A ARy PR ETAADREAE . A Bt a
BEEE d 37%F < 5-40% 2 < 182 23% % B4 e a £ E e Pld 32%
3 4451 68%11 s HT e A o

BAAFTABRZREDLGFL LA HRALLH Loy - FAES

\vﬂh it

W

l“b

2 B CEFEHAZE 75 2 % 0 H L AT B A L f and X Af 8 L (Wilkin et al. 2007,
Hinks etal. 2015) » ]t » BER FAME L B L v o ka7 Laa T
o xRS BRFYEFSRCDL[AFELFI R FAFHE -
RERE T RBupEY v EFZ N B A P £ (total larval biomass available) - iz 45
iAWl TR (van Balen 1973) 0 b @ b F KB MY S AL S s R
102221 = c Emo - drmitp2 5> FEFELLEXALFE L TR

MR HRYMNSE E 1020 X RS G o

3.2.3 %3+ 447
AR + 2 b2 M % (chi-square test of independence)+ #. 7 ¢ A7 &
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Hfhs Tty AR - AR 0B F - R(cell) F S iR A L
(adjusted standardized residual) r2 ¥z 4. 4p (& % © %3t ek ¥ 4 (~Z & F )(Agresti
2007) o o »t % $3- 85 (8 x 5cells) € 3 4c i3t e 4485 > 5 44 & * Bonferroni & &
(MacDonald and Gardner 2000):#- o {& 3% £ % 0.001 (0.05 R 40) » st B F 2 TR
Bi +329 FAFLCHEEIRLIZRLERS L ALAERBEZEEHY EF D
AR BT fp o

% eV aE 2 328 A Rversion 3.4.1 T 5+ 34 {7 (R Development Core Team
2017)- Z 2 & * ANOVA & ANCOVA(function aov)¥s il o7 fr e 7 2 o %58 ¥
RORBOHHIPFEEBLRRE; ELE AP T RTF LRV EY
EUVM SR ET S BRSO VRE AT VR R A H b T e
RIS P %l o g b Rkttt d o 4o r TETRE R VIF 5 & % d(covariate) " 5 4R
ERA L et e B oo 3¢ % Tukey ¥ & #& % (Tukey’s post hoc test, function
HSD.test) k & Rl e FF L35 hZ B o ¥ ¢h » 2 A A $0;8 (LM ; function Im)i& 4L
FEEZAS[AF IR TR ERSNEPRE DO 5 VHR LK
Az .

ML eni ERITHE > AR it > 2422 0 gAREL B
AR & #-41(LMM ; function Imer in package Ime4 |, package ImerTest) » #->& 7 i 3
S REc "% - § 2 A 3P ”(laying date of first brood) & %8k 0 T A5 B
Bl L rEa R o Tl rlcn A R 0 A 382 2 R Ak
o A g &M S #5041 (GLMM ; function glmer in package Ime4) sia #-iE 4% »
SEALRTEVZ BB HS R o L B AR “&%éi},@wﬂ“f (Bolker et al. 2009) »
E2 LN AP SR & SEEHCE(GLM ; function glm in package Imed) -~ F
PECGERE O CERF AL ) RE TR OrTARP ORI F TSR T
fo B o ¥ ek s A4t ik 2 (paired comparison t-test) k bt R R E R R B e

Rrenid B 5% 24 Feittk 2 (Fisher's exact test)if £ AL H "4 % = P

Pé

B RAR RSP o BRI kg T EE SE AT -

33 8%
3.3.1 24'&{9_4._?4 #{‘frvﬁ
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ZAE3RE 1318 Sastmn 2 112 Smp BB o b AR B hn B
BAKAEH L G B (e =629.6 0 P<0.001 & 3.0)c & kg Ao 484 RS R

)
|22 I A

k323 (Macroheterocera) » “f 7 = gt (Geometridae) & ¥ i 4L (Erebidae) “F (ca.

60%) » H i % @ixe¥(Other Mal) f= AHd A &)} 8% 10% o ~ B3R chde iz &
PRS2 YA R E A2 R R (B 31a b)) FERG A DL A
%

WES RSP RES FAH WA SRR T G F RS 0 A R
(Noctuidae) ¥ ¥ ¢4 44 (Tenthredinidae) covt ] &F ¥ #B (£ 3.1) o Rl 2 J T o4

P B (T +SE:54.26+3.60 F ) ¥ B+ H 4 £53 (ANOVA:Fr1340 = 23.33 5

P<0.001): v Mol spoddt$BrPihastd s (F 310 4 E 8

T ORFEE L R L IAAZE 70%) - FoeAfend & SEFE L B T FL(Arctiinae)
=% (Lithosiini 5 87%) » = #4101 & 2ok = wa(Alcis postlurida) ~ 72 % F 7
© 1 (A, scortea) ~ "L ¢ 1#(A. rubicunda) ~ % & 3 < 1#(A. taiwanovariegata) ~ 2.
s jicw © ##(Deileptenia rimosaria) ~ & # % v % ® #(Harutalcis fumigata) ¥ 6 f& o
TR s EA oA (L & 5 B SREE4 s Euplexidia exotica) 3 7-8 P £ E R A A
PR E w2 (F31de) o

"R AT e SN FHAFELAT o ARERE L 0 S AT FH
Rrenfieif o M FRKhd B 3% (F 522 =0.57-P=0.002; % = $#:r2=0.34 >
P=019; B 32a-h)> @ 44+ plF ¥ 3% (?=081-P<0001>
B32)c 2 EFB Al g8 B iaEn 1+ §=2187 %5 > 6"
29p 5 HA=1763 %5 >5" 21 p ; £ A4 =7268F 5 »5% 5 p o £#4F
BHeng % s I 6 0 T i (L4 :r*=0.70-P <0.001; #7451 12 =0.38 >
P=011-> % 32d-¢e)-

332y [t FEHBERR

Pyt TR E NS AL XA FEAT  FARERERS EHERY
P [P R ARERE BRI PFEL T OFERT > AR T
PR o R 5 - FOORES F RB LY (R 33) s ERE
I8 A4 MR LA EIRE(RIY RERF AL ERF 2SI FEV AR
T 14 ppEAERR o

=¥
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http://dearlep.tw/species.html?namecode=346286

FAVRIFRFZIRRAEZFN RO [ FEE B ERTT B
Lo BEHTARERK NP - FLMEFT RFER REY A2 SRR
BOARF o B FERE NS D FLME T RBUERF REY JRE OB NS
# & (ANOVA: breeding attempt x habitat type effect:F124 = 41.4-P <0.001- 1] 3.4a) -
WHEMES G 0 LRERE Y- FRS S RRLESERL T G 8
EF  ZeRRIMEIARFLAE T HOEFIHERF O - FRENE
(ANCOVA ; breeding attempt x habitat type effect: F1 23 =5.19> P = 0.032; tarsus effect :
F123=36.83 > P<0.001; B] 3.4b) o #4c » 5 Eifik £ 324 M s 4318 » MEE
BMIEFIRE? 7 EFZL4 A2 52 278 (LM - larval effect : B estimate + SE =
0.0003 £ 0.0001 > F1,25 = 4.24 - P = 0.050; tarsus effect :  estimate + SE =1.74 + 0.31 >
F125=30.88 » P <0.001 ; B 3.5) -

3.3.32010-2017 % 5 # #c

FrREEET AR REFNESRARREANE LR (TH5E tSDIRERE
1.39 + 0.85 % 7 ¥/ 2 6 - 4~ 424+ 11.37 £ 0.39 % 7 %4/ 2>+ ; paired t-test:t; = 0.06 -
P=096) 2 &R > A% = F' b3 7};@_%&4 R & &g % A B (Fisher’s exact test :
alP>02) A ¥ B ¥ LETAS - §2 AR AHF LB (BEHEY 1659
+ 3.92 days since April 1 ; 4% #:3 : 8.04 £ 3.84 days since April 1 ; LMM > habitat
effect: Waldt=0.89 P =0.38)c  “Fiictod fifek B4 REF LA (REHEH 1543
+0.10 4z ¥~ 4 E 4+ 541 +0.08 4= 3 GLM > habitat effect : Wald z=-0.06 - P
=0.96) > § “P#cenE & 4% 1 70 7 & ¥ (laying date effect : g estimate + SE =-0.002 +
0.001 > Waldz=-1.11>P =0.27) -

343

AP ARETBFR LA SRE  FERES SEMEL 44
A2 AR FEEEL PR Sk Ll el B5(20-53 %
Smithetal. 2011)> 47 7 4B ER A R E R E % B4 F & %4 > L 3F Tremblay
etal.’s (2003) i3 ¢ MR B F gt BEd k7 LR~ L £ ey 3% o 82
REFAYP L2 F ARERK OFG > REFES P FERERF DL FER
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oo g AP B4R R FEMELBE Y BT E Bk 02(Verboven
et al. 2001, Veen et al. 2010, Smith et al. 2011) » # F > F 4 =94 2 4 (Alnus incana ;
Mégi etal. 2009) - * > £ B AF e F oL B bR EFR S F o X
‘g i L8 RE ] ~ il 2 f (Garcia-Navas et al. 2013) > @ astfl 2 {3 L g
L5 s agnt GIR| B M E R E & & 4p i (Garcia-Navas and Sanz 2011) - 4p #3t %
Bt FAPELFE 20 ZTEX A FEEORS > ¥ EHAE £ 7 { #HI04
¥ + (Floretetal. 1989) - & » » # S HAenE + 85 * £ 7 ¥ % (Feeny 1970) > 7]
MR EYSHRA Dk BAPHRSS o AT R B S HR A A K R
AR BN AE6 T 0 BH AW A B 1(Hsu 2010) > H a0 A AP A
AERFALDRE > Y EEFAZTLEHES ST R
B EER XA R EF TSR TS P H > 78 BRI B

2R A R ol f ~ 2 45(van Balen 1973, Veen etal. 2010)2 p 4 742 (Hijii 1989)
AT AR I e S ERIS A RF VGO EFB BRSHETERT L FEE
Flpt FR A $r fh e FAUE R (Mithuna arizana) ~ £ P i (Hemipsilia coavestis) &+ =t
R H P IEE TR el & % (Garcia-Navas et al. 2013) » 7 # L &+ i $3 P~ &
% B R R BT i F 186 (Calliteara spp. 5 Ming-Tang Shiao
personal observation) o X @ > Lg PG L % J TG R G PR 2 K,ért kL 5 T
P g P~ @ ) OBRI% 4 (Barbaro and Battisti 2011) - F4t o ¥ a5 0 22 % B R
AWABG s GFhafFF R R a4 LT A B g (Garci-Navas et al.
2013) o FERE A 7 o HERE TREDYAHRS S ETRL CHED TV A - B
A e o

%F%%m4ﬁi%§&ﬂﬂﬂkﬁ§$ﬁ%“’i%g

7
ERE o AR ERE FA DY - :i?':gﬁ»,% e R RO AR

&ﬂl{H#%%¥:”3$5%§%¥ﬁﬂ%ﬁoﬁ&ﬁ%%$:%%5¢%
A REBERY BB F R AR - RPN REY T EE
S N N R A r%—‘ﬁﬁ?i&%’%’m M 4p B 0 ¥ van Balen (1973)4r

Lambrechtsetal. (2008)F7 3 %% - R HP BB a7 BT IR EL L o @

WMEDHEHERT o € FBRE % 5 i3S F ol £ e 35 (Verboven and
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Visser 1998, Naef-Daenzer etal. 2001) - # i » ¥ # L g 0 f K T F g B L
£ k¥ % § (Shiaoetal. 2015 > 32 % = §) - Tremblay et al. (2003)z% & 5 %f 7% 78
% Fqr a $ i 7 vt (food supply-demand ratio) & 5 o 4% #c(curvilinear function)
BMih> PMEAEd S EE Y MG { B o {oR E(saturation threshold) o #]
oA AT EEEEUGERLE DL LA ARFE FRE AL Bh
TOAEREEADRETAE LS H PSS o bdrbekk(Banbura et al.
1994, Naef-Daenzer et al. 2000, Massa et al. 2004) o yt #F > AL g = ¥ i 32 % #Hw & 0
SRR KFFRCLIFRT > AR Y » 4 ¥ A 5% (Naef-Daenzer and
Keller 1999, Tremblay et al. 2005) - & i}" 4= p £ & &k &35 7% & (Martin 1987, Thomas et
al. 2001) - {2 § # A E AR MR - AHIRRh B ML RZB LML T R 470
@A & 2 E = (Tremblay et al. 2003, 2005) -

PEETV R FPRERY NS EEAMFATERIRTE - e ER!Y
P B R L e 0 RAMEE T ARG A T AT g Pikd| (Blondel
et al. 1993, Massa et al. 2004, Tremblay et al. 2005, Sanz et al. 2010) - X @ > &~
PR E R B AT TR, Lhd Fp B F Pl Y kg F L P -Blondel et
al. (1992)32 5 adi gty BT & TRA s Bl » 7 i AJURIT R iE
A7 o~ B AY o Bif F 3+ (Source habitat 44t B R 4 K)o lfﬁg% (sink habitat -
e A EHR)F > A A RHEPEHERB T AR T ARIBEE AR E > 2R
AR T PAREREAPN T4 RS BT AR E R T AR
AT E - FORERMEZRFE L4 20 p-5"7 2p)ENEEr A4 5 E
3EGPTP) HREPRILAFSLERAF - FOFRF I L3085 5%
BRI FETAS FRARF > NEAFLTPORFART ) BHROTAKE T F
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I L AR FI¥E KR P g & (daily survival rate) 2 55(4 4.1)2. L2 #3] (priori
models) o & #- L HFF|F A X 4 2P TR AT B - BI R EET L ¥
ZE AR ? 355 & p #(age-specific) £ % s ¥ 2&(breeding attempt) & #]+ >
e A G TR o g d FE R 2 HE Az (hierarchical

£
modeling procedure)iz # 4 & % % %]+ > # 12 AlCc(Akaike’s information criterion

2

~

1”5

ZEGF R

for small sample sizes) # 5 & if #5-37¢ enés % # P (Burnham and Anderson 2002) - ix -
O H AAIC: i <2 #4R 5 4 #FFH558 (support model) » & i%F H F]5F o ¥ - =S

HiTm s e Bk e 3175 - ~ % #(binary variable - 1 - 0) >

® 1 % 7 B % $3 (broadleaf habitat) » 0 % -+ 4- & ¥4 (coniferous habitat) ; & 7 % 2§

1212009 & 2 HF B o & EF)F

L %Hc £ 8 B f¥cs w4 2010-2017 & 5 &

Y REED 3REFATIE K PEE - IRMEA S = S 2EAP 2 Sl (2 (Table
1); 52 TERAFRZHED 3EF2 BB B0 RAaEEL - A% N
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TG R EFRFEED 3ESFORE 2 AN RO
BRI EARS LR 40):(1) Ep HiEdmpEa £ T apipH

LA 2 e 0 () AP EAR R

-
Iy
j

o
n

4
EREPE &P S S A £ P (rain-threshold nest survival) » » 7 3 #-2% R @ ALz
4 4 & (heavyrainfall) # % %+ & £ 2 4 p % & £=20F > H 4p ¢ > 2009-2017
# 4-8 7 ) F > COD550 ipl=t#73 p "= & T2 % 85 F ~ = #(85th percentile) -
S RITET T B T Y — BRIT§ % pl=k(COE410 - 24°3028"N » 121°06'18"E » ©
Hcxk) 3t 1987-2007 & 4-8 " #p 73 pEA £ T2 % 85 F 4 #k(215 F F) o
ARFRLC AR L0 RAFPER R BARE20F L o Vb A F
FEAT D WA > Trde » PR URALE R FHE D RSOV w B B N
AREIER P FIRBAL AT R BTE LD F O LR E L FESF
e B IR % £ (Rotella et al. 2000, Newlon and Saab 2011) - 3 ¢ » ff i £ #FH50

P A e M W EOT R T 0 ML T R N ATV R R G

ﬁ%@%iﬂﬂ@ww(%4brﬁw%&é{;i%ﬁwl#OQWﬁiﬁﬂﬁﬂ
WER G AERSEREM o xS AP mhd )t > 2 AAIC <2 (973 #F
USRS B3 4 ¥ 058 (Burnham and Anderson 2002) - 2 A Al it 2 F RV
7% 82 95%73 #F % R (confidence interval » CI) » mrgint .7 5 & 1% 4 43

(uninformative parameter ; Arnold 2010) - & % # iz 3B 2 95%CIl 2 & 7 0> & 4 %

SEGEFELED 5EFOHFFT > FLREED 3EF AN -

Z 4 12 MARK ## version 8.0 (Dinsmore et al. 2002) 1% & i & Hi ke
(nest-survival module) % & i & i i §-5¢ » & i35 Dinsmore et al. (2002) %% & & %
78 i 4% (encounter history) £2 & % #ic - 3 »xik & dc(effective sample size) T & 5 73 5
VR AR R e b B KB 474 pe” 2 B I dic(Dinsmore et al. 2002) 0 1 %
hics 3502 logit i 4% S #ie(link function) - £ RS E R AT o R F A LK

AER 3T I P (RS T AL AT - Fc3)4=8 0 10 P (Bts- §2 M5

% P )ik > £ 149 % (encounter occasions) ; @ fzm HeR A F Al 38 27 pA=1 8

P16 P 0 X143 % od AR R B AIFHT U E B LEP FEF 0 X RE

FEREAENTS > AT HHFF R TEEF ~ o fiEF ARE - Bt R
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PR o PIER o BN s 2 B 2 T 33(model-averaged coefficient estimates) -
"L G VR & a2 gr 244 (Burnham and Anderson 2002) o ¥ ¢k > 2 AR E - E
FA% 7 8 2 ¥ 8 75 5 5 (period survival rate) - B 5 & 3P~ R 2 T il E

W 75 & ek 4 (Shaffer and Thompson 2007) » & FF b R BK 5 1 F ¥ L g A 7 5
x (RgpT 32F “ric) ~ 34 14 = (Severinghaus et al. 2012) » ¥ #t# 21 = (Huang
1996, Shiao 2006); tx & # & 3 5 5 2 ~-3- 17 2 75 §8 16 = (Huang 1996) -
Fpt o FAELEORAFHELL L0 > a e FORAGPELL 38 o &
EBP GEFEFY GETF 2 Sk E oo 12 delta i# (Powell 2007): & & % #ceh SE

fo 95% 12 ¥ F B o

43 8%
A1 BaPELAT AR EFEFLR
FEFFLEE R AL LA T 4B 41542050 2010 &£ 1 2017 & 7 >
FA LK B AR A F % 205 6 8 (LMM > species effect : Wald t = 6.68 > P <
0.001); #+# LB 5 Smi2 AFP 43" 15p(2015&)3 41 13 p (2016
E)VEF oA tro BESRAK2Z AFP R4 30 27 p (2013 &)fe4 1 22 p (2017
EYF oA R ER S Z EHY - FARPETF LB (ANOVA +4 1% 1 Frup=
3.42’P:O.002;4f7%64,*é'2F7,1se=1.85’P:0.082F§]4.3):,i_ 1 IOR R hE o
%”t"zt"’k’ffm %jﬁl’??’ﬁiﬁ-mﬁp}g}(LM 7% L% P Fis=66.46 - P <0.001 -
=092; % B 1 Fi6=940>P= 002 r?=061; Bl 44)> 24c2 * 128 (LM >

~

F 0% F16=1.85'P =022 5 % :Fie= 174 P=024)2& 2-3 7 % & £ (LM >

F 0% i F1s=254 P=016;15 3 :F1s=198 P=021)R &M 4 I & ¥ »

SR - RRCHEA AP 2 P AMLM 4 1% Fie=0003P =096
7

3

FALEERG B PAFFIBEA 3T TAALIT I LA L FRLER B
2 Tyng 9D 8412154 B d A RF2 TioE £SD:85.6+107 % o
P ER - LA RSNEEE 20 523 RN 23 A Eoa k(LM
all P >0.10) -
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432 % % HiE F S

EALAEIS3 EF AL T AL(BERY 64 5 0 £ E 1 80 1)
MEch 42665 XA 173 Kt BRAL (R TR 75 & 0 £ E RS 08 34)
Motk A dc s 4,332

ﬁ\
)&H.

Hm'&:rﬁ,% REp BEF RS BRLE  FEFETA L EER

¥l
pan
AR
paf}
|
k:
g
-mb,‘""

PR EAN20ER(AFE)EHELED FEFERF DL G B 43

] 4.5) - Shiao etal. (2015)4p 41 » p 328 3 7 ¥ L &P 3 F HEL & FF o

B
REVR LR R AR ISR IAPME > AT R e Y EVRA
FTIROT 5 4o a7 p R A G Bt L 5 b e M CE ST BATIE - L
FHG o A A M ERTRRIE (R 4243) A A KD TFEFLE L FEFE
foREF a BV EHOEXAT o d BB TET R Fodo 2 E T
FLES - FEF-F2EPwEF A9 2 7EA R F RN L Fl2 Ti9E

(RIPSEEIME R W= 9 N VI VNP 778

-

*2009-2017 # R A LK F - FRA

-

B2 5E55078£006 - gRAL2Z Y FEF 5 0882004

Bm Beng RED GEFARETRLE > SEFHEG R EE R
BRI GE S LR TG o B 2 FlF LRI RIERFEME 00 R A
NEFFERN(R 4445) 5 2 K R Pz - Sl = Sl BN e o
Ra o pd#bz = Sl Skt 2 B % Bk E 0(f estimate + SE of AGE = 0.35
+ 0.12; 95% confidence limits: 0.110.59 ; § estimate +SE of AGE? = -0.016 + 0.007 ;
95% confidence limits : -0.031 > -0.001 ; f estimate +SE of AGE® = 0.0002 + 0.0001 ;
95% confidence limits : -0.0001 - 0.0005) > @ p # 2. = X S ¥ P F (% 4.4) > #& 2 4
RRE LK P S Sl S AT S R PR B RER BES
A AR T E(BAE)  frF F LAY B L EEP FESFRAREH
TR R SR FET 0 B L3R FRM(E 44 -45) 0 b A E TR T
- e L N (R 4.4) o o BRI B F e i&ﬁ?&,ﬂc’ Fh e B2k

v

s PE” N ”iﬁ‘f?;éﬁ” NI F&:i fi”i/‘ﬁ,"l—f—:%ﬁi—iii”m RIPSEPIE T W=

-~

\
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Bl 0% o o MR ETA > 2 2009-2017 & 0 B B E L # W HET 5 0.75
+ 0.06 -

4433

AFPTREREALERFIF LA LR RAS GIoF S EF S A0
B o PpE e kS AR F 2R
BERAHZ B RO B A BB e B R 845333 (Dunn 2004, Dunn
and Winkler 2010, Schaper etal. 2011) > X » *## 7 %5 S #F L #4593 L §

bl
Y
4
o
R
B
3
e
By
;31
X
i}
=
F_‘-
?g?
=

Aot o XY o FHF LY AFP A FEAR SR FH G BRSO Hw e
Frenf & B A4 Y 4o ¢ 4L (see table 1 in Dunn 2004, table 10.1 in Dunn and Winkler
2010)c 4P| ] 5 R R B R B RFH 2 T PR ip R P A
Flm B Rp o2k ik 8 T { 4o AR (Hau et al. 1998, 2008) » & fic sk B 2 %
T A B-p o KA A PR ehT 3 M (plasticity) T i 2% 2 3w R B2
AR N ESEE HIE S TRk D Tk B R R AT A 4 ensg i3 K5 (Nager and van

5

’“‘3;%

b

* %

Noordwijk 1995)- % % ¢2 %78 & % chic £ ' Uf{fra 7 TG Mo x4 g 2o
VEE R AR Bt p AR A id ﬂ:lzm:,k 34 (Perrins 1970, Stevenson and
Bryant 2000) o *t ¥ 5 & F-wv > F ki (TR BEE O Q-G BT K SR ﬁ: it B Y
3E0 T % % A FPF R (Schoech and Hahn 2007, Harrison et al. 2010, Ruffino et al. 2014) -
V- BRI AR AT RARA L A AR O TS > GRAE D E
Zhpdneiapoarg et dr(lackl1954) - ¥ 52 ER Y A B A
P Pk o EE Ly b 2 (Topp and Kirsten 1991, Buse et al. 1999) » % pt - #p 5 Z
EIpAKRSE AR 2 B sEis T ke a = § 4% (McCleery and Perrins 1998,
Cresswell and McCleery 2003, Both and Visser 2005) = & 3§ = 2p { 5 # 1 & i & B e
SYrERRE NG HABE A LE DR AT MBI

B LA e Bhd MRS 84 FE R > Re 2B G
73 —;—% LERERE(F A LE 1 rP=0920 R B 1 rP=061) 5§ LB v i
REGHe BORAALEFR RT3 R L8 Flafre B4 FERDE A
HEF AR - 3 P RERIR DS B SRR 3 ARDET eI RG H
(Dawson 2008) = 2 78 %ensf 7 4 & X KW AL B B WA T o R
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A HE o 27 F%fﬁ-ﬁi@?%gifia’%%#&»ﬁﬂaﬁrw&rﬁnﬁzg BEARo P HAE
H)j‘(i%ﬁf;w % k- (Dawson 2008) o ptut X B Mig - BT PN ER F e
Ch o R PR aM IRy VR AErEHAFERE BT B DR
° % L gEE el & g p s p 4 0§ 71%(Chuang 2006) ; 4A

A
5

Fio e BAL&RIEME SR PDaET RS > a3 a2 48 38%2 =P ~25%
iz p ~19%% =P ~8%zE =P ~ 8%bmk P {r 2% p & (Ming-Tang Shiao
unpublished data) - F1* > = EfE A A FPFF 2 L8 > 4 Vi J0pE A RET R
BEOaFEREE T T TR ke Winkler et al. (2002)4= Dunn (2004) *74&
Bl AR IHRDE (e B) HAFFRRI XS ERDEHSTRE -
AR T EBREFSURL ORI ELEIF R BB B
FH Mt A LR § R 4% ahiT F)(Wikelski et al. 2000, Boulton et al. 2011,
Styrsky and Brawn 2011) > ¥ if &34 & L4 f8 > 7* 4ot (Auer et al. 2007) - B2
REa PBL AN £ B Fiz(Chang etal. 2013) S m A= 3 fr A F IR - /4%
LERBEARERE S FAEFME - VPR FIZFLE % £RF F(Wan
2008) > Ay Epleniry &£ P > 2-3 7 FE-RE 32423 40 £ f - Chang et al. (2013)
dpdi AR 2 A0 K che B o i PR DR o St JHRl G A N
WAL Rdrst A4 02 2 sd 4 (4 ffw‘iﬁ Tl A SR h SR
P EFT R AIRER o T FTHY ARPERE RG> 4L
TRE > BELEFTL AT RABFZLERL, Bk - BAOE FF L RE
(Poulinetal. 1992, Chang etal. 2013) - k@ » 3 S5t - EATA FF 84 %
BRAFATOREFMT > SFHEXI P o 2 AP AF A 2340 2 f s

ToArh Y AT A NME R FRAHNA LS GARPT NI A FEA

-

Fre s rRafatafiy P L4 e FREPL B b Lw
ESWNEET o AR FERT 0 - EADE KT ESFE N A ) (light rain) B4
B AP AT ;,j(Shlao etal. 2015):}F, PR R M RET 0 7
LB iR P AR TR M BEARIF RS AR R R W RAAER L
R b BT B AL S oD ff;i"’ B KT F LA ERauE kA £
(Radford and Du Plessis 2003) - & % % § ¥ sc ¥4t s 2F R B & fcp A b o

it £ i) 42 (Tinbergen and Dietz 1994) » @ #. & ¥ v 3 4¢ & P P gt i 5 > @
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0 f @ pFR¥ (Radford et al. 2001)c & ® AP R Y L hX T o R B A R il
M " ML E enjl 8 s (Avery and Krebs 1984, McCarty and Winkler 1999) » jt i
foo oo a4 B S 5 60 5 (Siikamaki 1996, McCarty and Winkler 1999,
Skagen and Adams 2012) - 4 #* £ #p chg iz TALEE T 0 AL 50 £ F o fmEE R
Bt 0 2 20 B 0 F RS Rk Bl 7 4o (Hsuetal. 2011) o k3
IPCC #3c-5 ALB 2. % BHEN “13Epl2 T 0881 > Ah k Aog it kg ™ > 4 %
§ 5 T 35% & (01 2080-2099 & T 33) s e 15-45% 0 P A A R 2V a0 R EF L w7
P Ae#p B (Hsuetal 2011) c A A RV R T > B Y § Fenf o

i
el

;‘ x>

i
|

HERFLEFNERES R4 e REE AR o

FALESE REDP FEFRE D& EM - {oi 57 1 (Shiao et al. 2015) % %
FALEFEFAME AP #2225k F o ARG F R TR ETR
4 %0 #7 7 (Shiao et al. 2015) % 4 47 2010-2014 # chf K FAa T4 > & A7 7 RI* 4
» 2009 ~ 2015-2017 & L o %] H_2015-2016 & H 7w L preni e > K K 5
EXB(EDFEFALS5090+0.044-0.95+0.04) Fla § Ko £ TR (o
BEEP 3RFLFIHLORERPFE REPH=22 7L LE L NPFEFS
(Shiao 2016) ¥ *t >tz % B & &k F /A F P #H4em LT AR THE S Tk ph
ARDPRERRE LI AE > TEFRFTORA(C AT L § ¥ Grantetal. 2005) A
HHHOF F&ﬁi)ii%ﬁ feoo MAREEIIS R - o ATAMEMRBAL AL FEN
Ao HEY X iGaRR > Fa R FiEp g5 FE =T % (McCarty and Winkler 1999) ;
BT AR > A u AT T LRSS =5 RN U R g;z;}uﬁug
ik & (Martin et al. 2000) e A38 4 L B A 6 S~ F IRE P 3B FE P SR 1 T
;¢ (Grant et al. 2005, Davis et al. 2006, Grant and Shaffer 2012) » @ #3847 B &
(Newlon and Saab 2011) -

FAFRTHRN WEH - SRNEEFFEF e BT A& EH D
R G BEHE % L Fw A g 7 2 5% (Rotellaet al. 2000, Rotella et al. 2004,
Newlon and Saab 2011) - 45 & ¥ i & df & F R LR > J B 30H TEL &5 £F 4
BOUE e K% > ¥ 1 R ¥ (Newlon and Saab 2011) « F]pt o A f K 5

Bt Y Y RBBE Kot 0 B RER B3RS K 5 Le & i(Rotellaetal.

2000, Newlon and Saab 2011, #4773 )eAp ¥ &3 - BH N R 5 = {01 &
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TR LK e 3R T FER LG & chép 38 (Coates et al 2008, Ball and Bayne

2012) -

BEA T AFTEP LRI LEBEE %éﬁﬁw’”ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁy
Fl5 KRR TR > A R ARHE R BT f BB a0 BRI
RORG R B LG AR AT ] %%@—ﬁ%%°ﬁﬁpiﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁ

%
B HE s BABOPE 0 ¢ 45 25 5 5 (Arendt 2006, Grosbois et al. 2006)
fr%4 & £ 75 (Both and Visser 2005, Husby et al. 2009) & #2353 & & cndfico &£ &
PEF GREVAHILEFORAAL [ R SN LY RIEHES L

e YA R RS

45 %% = gle
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# 4.2~2009-2017 # LG H HF F L EE K FERAW LB HESF o ViR
AlCc(corrected Akaike’s Information Criterion)# & > AlCc B i cfisst 5 ok L 35 i
FOKEREN LB AAIC 5 - V85 E W 2 AICCLZ B s wi 5 BB

sty o B R AR AL L R B

Model K AlIC.  AAIC: wi

YEAR + ATTEMPT + HEAVYRAIN + VISIT 12 452.84 0.00 1.00
YEAR + ATTEMPT + HEAVYRAIN 11 468.47  15.63 0.00
YEAR + ATTEMPT + HEAVYRAIN + VIDEO 12 470.25 17.41 0.00
YEAR + ATTEMPT + PRECIPTION 11 47285 20.01 0.00
YEAR + ATTEMPT 10 47399 21.16 0.00
YEAR + ATTEMPT + PRECIPTION? 12 47482 2198 0.00
YEAR + ATTEMPT + TEMP 11 47541 2258 0.00
YEAR + ATTEMPT + PRECIPTION?® 13 475.79 2295 0.00
YEAR + ATTEMPT + AGE 11 47596  23.12 0.00
YEAR + ATTEMPT + AGE? 12 477.33 2449 0.00
YEAR 9 477.67 24.84 0.00
YEAR + ATTEMPT + AGE?® 13 47891  26.08 0.00
CONSTANT 1 489.37  36.54 0.00
HABITAT 2 489.69 36.85 0.00

T AT R ARG Z (2 = 3 E(3)
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% 43-2009-2017 # L HF A LA L K A2 BB AHE L L SRR

22 050612 i %

Parameter Estimate (SE) 95% CI limits

Intercept 5.089 (1.016) 3.097 to 7.080

YEARp0171 2 -0.550 (1.059) -2.625 t0 1.525
YEAR[016]° 1.296 (1.237) -1.128 t0 3.720
YEAR[2015] 2 0.590 (1.083) -1.533102.713
YEAR[20141 2 1.156 (1.428) -1.644 to 3.955
YEAR[013]° -1.314 (1.070) -3.412t00.784
YEAR[0121 2 -0.143 (1.077) -2.254 10 1.968
YEAR[201112 -0.643 (1.077) -2.754 t0 1.467
YEAR[20101 2 -0.312 (1.131) -2.528 10 1.904
ATTEMPT 0.673 (0.317) 0.053 to 1.294

HEAVYRAIN -0.989 (0.384) -1.741to -0.237
VISIT -1.515 (0.374) -2.248 10 -0.782

% (YEAR) & %

| %8 > 1 22009# L %2 @
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3044520092017 ERFGH Tl e B L K HEAFLNA GERE N B
AlCc(corrected Akaike’s Information Criterion)# & > AlCc B i cfisst 5 ok L 35 i
FOKEREN LB AAIC 5 - V85 E W 2 AICCLZ B s wi 5 BB

sty o B R AR AL L R B

Model K AIC. AAIC. wi

YEAR + ATTEMPT + AGE? + HEAVYRAIN + VISIT 14 503.29 0.00 0.98
YEAR + ATTEMPT + AGE? + HEAVYRAIN 13 51477 1148 0.00
YEAR + ATTEMPT + AGE? + HEAVYRAIN + VIDEO 14 514.98 11.69 0.00
YEAR + ATTEMPT + AGE? + PRECIPTION?® 15 51533 12.04 0.00
YEAR + ATTEMPT + AGE® 13 51537 12.08 0.00
YEAR + ATTEMPT + AGE? 12 51593 12.64 0.00
YEAR + ATTEMPT + AGE? + PRECIPTION? 14 51654 1325 0.00
YEAR + ATTEMPT + AGE? + PRECIPTION 13 517.65 1436 0.00
YEAR + ATTEMPT + AGE? + TEMP 13 517.76 14.47 0.00
YEAR + ATTEMPT 10 523.68 20.39 0.00
YEAR 9 52447 2118 0.00
YEAR + ATTEMPT + AGE 11 52554 2224 0.00
CONSTANT 1 53497 31.68 0.00
HABITAT 2 53691 33.62 0.00

T AT R ARG Z (2 = 3 E(3)
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95% 1% #f F

BEEFFLRBAFE 2 L Sl Bl

Parameter

Estimate (SE)

95% CI limits

The most support model
Intercept
YEAR[2017°
YEAR2016]°
YEAR2015°
YEAR[20141°
YEAR[2013) 2
YEAR[2012®
YEAR[2011)®
YEAR[20101 2
ATTEMPT
AGE
AGE?
HEAVYRAIN
VISIT

3.493 (0.668)
-0.123 (0.618)
1.524 (0.784)
1.172 (0.723)
1.653 (0.883)
0.610 (0.725)
-0.254 (0.562)
0.663 (0.660)
-0.034 (0.580)
0.379 (0.256)
0.124 (0.048)
-0.003 (0.001)
-0.749 (0.374)
-1.469 (0.407)

2.185 10 4.802

-1.334 t0 1.088
-0.011 to 3.060
-0.245 t0 2.589
-0.078 to 3.383
-0.812 to 2.032
-1.357 10 0.848
-0.631 to 1.957
-1.171t0 1.103
-0.123 t0 0.880
0.031t0 0.218

-0.006 to -0.001
-1.483 t0 -0.016
-2.266 t0 -0.672

@ & (YEAR) 5 27 %] % B > 12 2009 &
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Guph) W MARK Bl 5 & 5 585 » 2% g r4ck 51 #5557 L &
FERfopu £ 2 P BRFE PN LR R O()p() = B2 L3R - iz &
PR E S L &GS s 036£004SE > 2 4 RS 5 1.00 5 B4 AR
2% 5 0874011 ¢

532 %# & £ thlkcs Fi R

B FE FOTRAE KA T A AR L ETET TR A E B2 i
PRV 0B F ALK 220092017 R R - BRR - gRAL P HEF
(PifrP2) > dadt b H i Fap Sl » B HE AL Gl o L EF L #5%

F0200.36 K r 0 Ly B E S S0 018 % r o 3t 2000-2017 £ B F F LK 2
HE NESRHEHLE G k2§ & 78 % & (Dn)’ 3R PR 7\‘?}5‘ % & (Dpredict_n+15
% 52) %+ 20102017 & - FFRIFARREFT ZRAGART 5 FF L F L 40 M

=& it 060-1.32 2 F > T35E £SD:091+0.22(% 5.2) - = ’;ﬁﬂ“ﬁ‘:".

(y = 0.53x + 0.33 » adjusted R =0.60 » p =0.014 ; § 5.3) -

G R HH R R A 0 N BRI R (& 53) S AL A f & HE
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AETRENFFLESEEEES S 036£0045E 0 T T L RERR E o
TBF k5 & A Rag2 5 #1555 (041 5 Sunand Lin 2012) > 12 2 4 £ fE =k
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May and Robinson 1985, Sun and Lin 2012) - # 2009-2017 & & » *# 7 £ #-3< 477
Sapa= g Ao STRMQ Evps LEE)FREfI* S %ma L it
FEIL 0 B 2 B B g B R S 1508 2 ¢ o 1481 2 ¢ > @ sk RS g8
BE# 5 505 2 & (Ming-Tang Shiao unpublished data) - @ &g 3 % 5 m%éﬁ\“f 7oKk e
#Ert s B FedE BB > Ao G oot EIER L B MK ¥ b nfhiB
FEF O BREL{FEREFEAL REGE OB A PR o P B RS Y

79

doi:10.6342/NTU201800856



- BREEHEELSLGERDLRTFF o d WFF LG L LR A OER L A
5 2% 4 pr(partial [0SS) Pl b > AL E AL L B LA R F g E TR r i
o A 5 BiFE 2012 # fr 2013 £ (£ 5.2) » %H S E BT E B o
F o2 hai s g Hid 12014 &40 2015 & > RS E GRS FEL BB o
§ R g end A DAL IR TR U] o A 0§ e enE BT R
SMPEFRIFTRAERZEERC > aAFAATHT -

AT BREEORES L Bl 8- HIRRIRESDRERA o BEE

13\

o R R R R R AR AT LY ﬁwwox’%gﬁﬁéaﬁ&
BEEAFFIANELXEEFTESF X EE A oF KL EHce L0

2 2009-2017 # /F > + 4 LE HHEHARA BT A G L TS a2 B Frg
Pl4cBeh AT EN 4 ZX 27 R HRIEZ T IEESFEFRETE(FR D)
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# 5.1-2009-2017 # 5 # L g = 5 £ FFF 2V EH S % N R kI AAIC

Bl BFE AN EL o d AT REE  AAIC: 5 B N2 B AIC. B2 £ 5 AIC.

& it Akaike’s Information Criterion ; Deviance z 3% #-3" (current model)fe 4 e

3 3¢ (saturated model)2- -2 log-likelihood e % ; K % $#cnfic P 5 wi & 977 B35 P

SR = R S T

Model K AIC, AAIC, Wi
(.) p(g) 2 192.915 0.000 0.411
@) p() 2 194.363 1.449 0.199
() p(g) 3 195.002 2.087 0.145
@(.) p(t) 4 196.098 3.184 0.084
o(2) p(.) 3 196.344 3.429 0.074
O(g) p(t) 5 198.119 5.204 0.030
(t) p(t) 9 198.208 5.294 0.029
(1) p(9) 9 199.958 7.043 0.012

@(.) p(g*t) 7 200.944 8.029 0.007
o(t) p()) 9 201.562 8.647 0.005
O(g) p(g*t) 8 203.079 10.165 0.003
O(t) p(g*t) 13 205.451 12.536 0.001
d(g*t) p(g*t) 17 211.214 18.300 0.000
O(g*t) p(q) 16 211.737 18.823 0.000
O(g*t) p(t) 17 212.081 19.167 0.000
d(g*t) p(.) 16 213.034 20.120 0.000
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# 5.2~2009-2017 & + # L% 4 F{ Sl B3

2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 Mean + SD
Brood siz (B) 4,75 4,14 4.92 3.73 3.33 5.71 5.21 5.13 4.36 459+ 0.76
Period Survival of 1% nest (P1)? 0.78 0.69 0.59 0.72 0.31 0.92 0.86 0.93 0.60 0.71+£0.19
Period Survival of 2" nest (P2)? 0.88 0.83 0.77 0.84 0.55 0.96 0.93 0.96 0.77 0.83+0.13
Second brood proportion (Q) 0.67 0.57 1.00 0.58 0.88 1.00 0.89 0.31 0.57 0.72+0.24
Fecundity (F) 3.25 2.42 3.35 2.25 1.33 5.36 4.40 3.15 2.26 3.08+1.22
Population growth (1) 0.94 0.79 0.96 0.76 0.60 1.32 1.15 0.93 0.76 0.91+0.22
Breeding density (D)° 1.67 1.75 1.80 2.00 1.67 0.56 1.50 0.93 1.00 -
Predicted breeding density (Dpredict) - 1.57 1.39 1.73 1.53 1.00 0.74 1.73 0.86 -

A MARK & & & 5 £33 355 > 233 £ YEAR - ATTEMPT %2 VISIT(=0) ;

bt Ak A 1 HE R LT L AL
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253 WA P RASELIFET  HF P LA EF S BRI PP

(s ﬁs?p F i HEEHA L Gl (IPHe%E)

A %15 Sz Lo 0.90 )

B * 5 EFESS)x1SD [0.78, 1.02] (+ 14%)

C T g EFEFE)£1SD [0.72, 1.08] (x 20%)

D FEfrL A5 £ 3E 5 (S, S)+1SD [0.59, 1.20] (+ 34%)

E & gagiss B +1SD [0.81, 0.99] (+ 10%)

F - W HEFP)L1SD [0.82, 0.98] (+ 9%)

G %= gaPsEFP)tlSD [0.86, 0.94] (+ 4%)

H A%- %" 5/(Q)+1SD [0.82, 0.98] (+ 9%)
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