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Abstract

Mixed-species bird flock (MSF) is a phenomenon of two or more hird species
moving together in same direction while foraging and might benefit participants by
improving foraging efficiency or reducing risk of predation. | investigated the effects of
environmental factors on structure of MSFs in high-elevation areas in Hehuanshan and
Tataka of central Taiwan, from September, 2013 to December, 2014. Five different
vegetation types were selected: Yushan Cane steppe (Yushania niitakayamensis),
Taiwan Red Pine forest (Pinus taiwanesis), Taiwan Hemlock forest (Tsuga chinensis),
Taiwan Spruce forest (Picea morrisonicola) and Taiwan White Fir forest (Abies
kawakamii). Every month, | spent at least 5 hours in each vegetation type recording
MSFs by line transect method. When encountering an MSF, | enumerated the number of
each participating species and designated the nuclear species. | also surveyed local bird
communities by point counts method at the same study plots. Air temperature was
recorded by a pendant temperature data logger located in each vegetation type.
Twenty-four bird species and a mammal species participated in the MSFs, with
averages of 3.9+1.6 species and 26.3+21.9 individuals per flock (n=129). The number
of species in MSFs positively correlated with flock size. Insectivores dominated the
MSFs and mostly had a significantly higher flocking propensity than herbivores. Birds
with similar foraging niches tended to flock together. Species composition of MSFs can
be divided into two major types: canopy flock and understory flock. Flamecrest
(Regulus goodfellowi) and Taiwan Barwing (Actinodura morrisoniana) were the most
common nuclear species in canopy and understory flocks, respectively. Local dominant
species were more likely to be the nuclear species in the MSFs. Most of nuclear species

expanded their foraging niches in MSFs. Moreover, canopy height and vertical foliage
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structure of vegetation had strong influence on species composition of MSFs. Canopy
and understory flocks usually came to form a “mega flock” in Taiwan Red Pine forest
that has a relatively lower canopy height. Flock size decreased with increasing elevation.
Most of the flocks were recorded in non-breeding season, and flocking propensity
varied with season accordingly. The number of MSFs and species participation rate
increased with decreasing temperature. To sum up, the formation of MSFs in high
elevation areas of Taiwan was strongly influenced by environmental condition.
Environmental factors determine the distribution and abundance of birds, which further
influence species composition, flock size, role of species, flocking propensity and
flocking frequency. Vertical foliage structure of vegetation also affects distribution and
foraging level of bird species, which in turn controls formation of MSFs. Improving
foraging efficiency should be the main reason of forming MSFs in high elevation areas
of Taiwan. With fewer food resources available in winters, several bird species flock

and forage together to overcome the food limitation.

Key words: mixed-species flock, nuclear species, Flamecrest, conifer forest, ecological

guild
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RN AR - BREBRERERLSORETELIRABEH
(mixed-species bird flock; Morse 1970) - jR # 7 % ¥ 32 5 S R ¥ Hwlank § (7 5
2 P F AN AT BRI R RS 1 454 (Powell 1985) o - in kR
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\\\Xr
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AL G A F Bk Ak i X gr(Chen and Hsieh 2002, Stensland et al. 2003) -
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(omnivorous) 5 #g = A (Powell 1979, Kotagama and Goodale 2004) - Kotagama and
Goodale (2004)% 272 fF+ % » 8 A2 5 47 R 3 1 » (flocking propensity) %2 ¥
% 3t 8 % P (frugivorous) s #f o pt #h > 2 AT HF R SRS FERBE F- AT
# 3R % (Kotagama and Goodale 2004, Schmidt et al. 2008, Oommen and Shanker
2010, Vivek et al. 2011) -

FERFDLEMI O T A G 1w fa(nuclear species) 2§75 44 (follower) = i
& ¢ (Moynihan 1962, Hutto 1994, Greenberg 2000) > ~ 3 3 % #= 7 #-&dy S & R 3
shig f85 ¢ fFp = A7 14 2 g 48 (temporary attendant)(Moynihan 1968, Goodale and
Beauchamp 2010)  — # ki > JR¥EP Mo €& > W F AP FRFE 2 2
MEFAFELPFETREDLS T2 ¢ F4EH B 5 A H 2 L & (Hutto 1994, Goodale
and Beauchamp 2010) - #x~fa+ % .4 ¥ F 2 # 3 (Moynihan 1960, 1962, Munn
1985, Shidar et al. 2009) ~ # ¢ {# a7 g (Goodale and Beauchamp 2010) &t 3 & 2 78
(cooperative breeding) {7 & 1% & #74 i= (Shidar et al. 2009) « g #t » IR R TP 5 &
Xl B A R ORFR VAL AT K R F(canopy flock) 2 g A K R 3
(understory flock)= = #g(Munn 1985, Greenberg 2000, Maldonado-Coelho and Marini
2004, Zou et al. 2011) - Poulsen (1996)4p ! § #H= K ~ x5 & 2 i A K e fE- 4
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H

2000) - R ¥ - € % 3| & HRF 5 R F(Kotagama and Goodale 2004, Zhang et al.

2013) » Zhang et al. (2013)% IR aiF T A~ B PR TR R PR HikE 2 22 5 8

Bt i E Y~ BB R R SRR B R g R
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HEFENA L DRF > SHF AR HFERFEDEREFL IR E FaRS -
FHEMEMEBMNE > TSI BB Hl s 23R k- BHAE - BB
Voo Regh- LER NERER A ARl gk VL ws S
D) Lol ribkm ~BE-FBAZZY g
(2) AR G AR R K = (vertical zone)d T @ b auds G 3E o AWLT

& (lower stratum) ~ ¥ % (middle stratum) 2 + & (upper stratum) - % & & =< 2. T _&

AR E]
LT CEABROT UBE ¢ EINARER 2 0 A2 HHFEINR o
2. P K T BEAB R BRUSE AEER -

JECEABRDY IBE S RERFIMTEAP LR o

EREA M E2 AR AT P8 LR 2 e (2003) 8 F )
(2006) 2. 4 5 % WiF & LSS ) AR T B 24 B E B IR B NEER A LTS
O pagwl(£- )i+ miEaE (ground herbivore, GH) : iFjiz %k & 5 ¥ & fi & dF,f(ground
insectivore, GI) : & ¥ 1ka§ ~ ¢ R +kaB2 4583 ‘B A A —‘ﬁ(shrub insectivore, SI) :
WEE S R R R L B S E R & L 5 K 2 8 3 (shrub omnivore, SO)
EE9 R IZE A LS ﬁ(tree insectivore, T) : Y 5 ~ B L& ~ g L&
FELEZ G R Ak eS F,(tree omnivore, TO) : & /A g% #+ "Lig ; AR £ 3

(tree herbivore, TH) : %32 %fg] g A %fg] 274 5 HiFh ﬁ(bole insectivore,

Bl): xFimgz ¥ H A Hekf @ —‘F%(fly-catch insectivore, FI) @ %= & 4§ -

I ~ERBRFF
SEFEHRAFESBRERRF]F DM G AFE TR TG L4 5 25T

=+ (biotic factor) 2 2.4 ¥ ¥]3 (abiotic factor) » = I35 F]F 407

10

doi:10.6342/NTU201600360



(-) 247+

(1) $# FbHEFER e 2 3R ARFED L DE - FE PN LB L Y
HE BAABBT L0 &G EFFF BEHERDE -

(2) tEF RS F1F Dk AR E 2 PR R L LB N R 5] R

5 %-%5(2006) ~ % ¥ 7 (2011) 2 A&7y %2015 & 7 7 3t 4 EoLik R OTE B oanfe

s

VAR E B F]F AT o AR TF]F ¢ 3

(@) = :5£+% (average tree height) @ 12 i *h SURIEE R 2 BRI % & % 5 8s > &% p

TR ERR MR W ieoud (m) ) o £ 0 TI5E -

(b) =3 % & /& (foliage cover) © " p| % 4% § #f 24 - &% B RIS Nt L
=8 B EFR L8 F0-05m~05-1m-~1-2m~2-4m~ 4-6m -~ 6-10m ~

i

10-15m ~ 15-20m % >20m % 9 p L2 k= p e E R E R (W) -

(=) 224 F# 73

(1) /4% & (elevation) : 12 Garmin(GPSMAPG62stc):e {7 iR & o & — TR ¥ & &%
™ GPS i s eskRE A E R R B o

(2) % & (season) : 2014 & = 7 T 4 ANEEEE AR RHF LT F L H 2 B (e HEE T
Forloflhg) Fp s 2ETHZ I A RELEAF 40 320 A

(3) # & (air temperature) : >t & B FHK F P 2 E - BE R T P E(HOBO ware pro) °
T RHHEYE 2m P A AE M F 10 AP BREERAR 0 F P €T

144 S B BB T > A #4144 £ TR T T 5§ p Tiog &
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FHA ¥

B 43 A% 2 Microsoft Excel 22 43 & > ## & ~ 47 (Cluster Analysis) ~ i = i» &
17 (Principal Component Analysis, PCA)% One-way ANOVA 12 R 3.1.3 #rf8i& {7 » i%
B 2 47~ Ap B 4 47 ~Paired ttest f& -+ > e *2 f 24 /21t 4& Z(Fisher’s exact test)

2 SPSS 20.0 i 7 o

FAMSERE DL B E AR A RN I IR R A
(hierarchical clustering)i& {7 » #f - & * gt < gEdt(Euclidean distance):* & & & &/ e
Ap i B AErL s £ F i # (multistep-multiscale bootstrap resampling)(Shimodaira 2004)
Fl#* 129 FHeRFFALEF 1000 X enEAF I R 0 B {0 R e R BT 0
(unweighted pair-group method using arithmetic averages, UPGMA):f & & & = —
BB -

¥ ¢braig ¢ eh Cole’s % #ie(Modified Cole’s Coefficient):* &R ¥ ¥ iz 7 & fAR/F

=R B #2 & (Cole 1949, Péron and Crochet 2009) - 2 3% 4T

axd—-bxc
J(@+b)@a+c)(d +c)(d +h)

aLABLEAEBRFILAREY il b i cL AZ BRI ARHE

C(A, B) =

i

Pl d B F A entdiee B2 e Cole’s Bl i1 F) 12 Bl
BI1AT7AEBAAEERAIMI > T dﬂzﬁr g-ANMAF- BRFEP
FER G FAPM - APMERETHE LUy IHEERTE- HRiRla b c d

e ) ILAR

o

L
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S EAlr A
11+ = # g (chi-squared test) A" 47 %27 JR 345 & 4 3t 5% g 6 0 hR P 2R
WL G B AHFRAT P P LTI HFLE B AR AR a

PR MG A BETREE A TREEA T PR B e R R

FLRFERE S L AR 2 3 RAES* chll 8 % =% A& (niche breadth) » 2 ;% 4o
(Levins 1996) :
B = 1
= 5P

Pt % EAET1" & F RN 20 b

v FORLE I 2R A 4t

Ji

2 i & i 4 #5 (Principal Component Analysis, PCA)#F 34 # iR %7 42 £ g e
2 AEEAAIN OB oo A AP AT T Rl Rl b S AT TR
P Frn RTREEEZ T AERRRT R AL R ,,‘{ﬁ“:} = i A 37 ' 3 B (scree
plot)™ 71 iz & 1 & (>R enfaf@F At o £ 2 PCA biplot #-3 & 54 47 8 4 B
(score plot) % § j= € Bl(loading plot)g @ & — 4= - FHEF AT RIRFEY L 5
e FAE R S - = A Tl (binary data) - T 0(i2 113R) ~ 1(F M) F AR AN A

A e

T~ TRBF]F 2 AR M A AT

VR FEERER P FEREL AL B > LT Levene F Ik T
(Levene 1960) » £ /2 One-Way ANOVA % RIH Bg ¥ > 23 ¥ L B RIEFE S0
e (post-hoc analysis) 45 33 2 e H e & AL B iR B £ 6 B2 BHBEE3
FE TP ERFERESZ BRZAPM A FE F4p B (% Bic(Pearson’s correlation

coefficient)s* & o & ¥ {2 chfe RI 1] 23w §F 4~ 47 (simple linear regression)it {7 o i 12
13
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Pairedttest e € H 7 52 2R A F L REFELEBREES 2 L8 o
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ik
*ﬂ

FrHREer 0854 27 3 248552 L id i 52mE(y
$ro ) o AETG EedrF| 120 B P AR o - F2 ¢ 5 - 12 -0 ek
TR EHEER S > =2 P PR LT E o P TS )*Th L¥ 2 R B RBRFIRE 5 T

Lgx Ebrdk B (B =)o f— X enpFggit? > g 810 ZLRF(28% >
n=36)% T * 15-17 2L.A¥(28% > n=36)R #H NI A B (Blz a) > A &+ = 6-8
2Lz T & 1517 Bhied BRFEEREE P BRRIRERL RE > ¥ ARERITY = L
RAF OB B DR FINEEL T E (R b) o

REOLBEAF 23 9/ T030+164/4 0 HY 2144 ol

5% (73%; BT a)c 8 RHEN 24557 > NIBA R R F HE L T F(66% ;

F- ) RS R Lg (60%) 2 ABER 15K (54%) 0 £ T e A5 A B 129 BIRFEY
A - LB S o RBEHE R 21-30% g kA G Bl E ~ £ Y BV F
L EFAF LK REAAR B 10-20%:05 fE S 0 FEFE REE R - Lo
BEREFGBREREFRR AL10% T NE T L F T Rag s w8 8
v Bg R Rtk T ¢ 5 HRh SRR R e B o LT Y Tl -
BLiEE A EBA%E AL FE 0 B (1%)E A TEI(1%) 28R o gl
4 F BB T E R 8 (5%) e~ R HE IR g o

SR BRMEA 5105 8 5 T35 263121908 - HY 113 208 B
- FE4 L(A3%;: BRI b) - REPEAKEBPHEIEFL #Bl’ﬁé(r =0.34 »
P<0.001>n=129; B+ ) T4 REY O AR I pF > L2 RE B Mk, &3 -

DAL T 105 Y HFHcfnid (B-)- 27 L34 5 (32%)
ShF L2t B kAL LK (22%) 5 L% (13%) s B E E A (12%) -

ISR (T%) « § L E (%) £ K5 B (%) HrE h (%) T h R (%)%
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5 8% R(1%) -

BE- 55 S AL BARNY SEESLT 3 G AR (FIN) Y
303 4 48(100% 0 n=9) 5 @ # 4 L% (100% - n=30)% % *L75(100% » n=19)
PIFRE R BIAEMB N E 4 o F LBl Y § L 2 51 (64% n=14) & iF L f (59% n=34)
et g 2 FHREE BB 5((82% o n=11) > H = L 5 E R (62% -
n=13) -

YL RFELEMAA 120 HY SNBAER > I R EFEE AT T RRBEHA
A B0 1A BT LA L H(BIL ) F - He FFEB LR R LG

LELEREFELE D R PR L SR FR CFLEZ LT

thag: $=#e g h NEHH BHTEE EFd f oL RERTLE

2y
i3

e EARIT G MK RN H - HA R MR S BES o ¥

4

A

Ji

QB EAK L e .

FRR B R 5% b e 1448 6 A3 B A iR I Pl 5 42 & (Modified
Cole’s Coefficient)(% = ) o &% 3 B L B 5 2% 1 % (0.44) ~ L = f 5 2 KLy
(029) ~ % 1 % % KoL7G(0.25)% ‘g L E 22 4 % 1§ (0.23)F & B F & o B 9%
(Fisher’s exact test » P<0.05) » i & fIp PF I iR ¢ e B % B >0 g i3 2
S . P ET S Eptm R REEE - * RS -E023) - ®¥F

Re&X 0 R(032) RS £ X0 f(0.46)% b 1o K 2% 1§ (0.29) gyt

NI AR B TS ApE B 0 359:E B F -k B (Fisher’s exact test » P<0.05) » 1 ‘= Eg &2
il B (0.24) ~ Liiosp g (0.30) ~ & F RaBLEEL B (0.26) 2 & & Hhager b

-2 (0.25) » Byt K ERENI U B RBEARRELE . b LR
BRFFR(C032) s A FRFEBFITFE(042) s v IR e £F 9 R (-0.35)

LB R FHR(-0.30) L ¥ A T E (-028) Lk £ F 6 R (-046)2
SRR ER(021) @yt FEEE L w B IH(P<0.05) T e

Wt - RIS F OMER NS T M RE A RBEL e G e
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B RFEEBARRFENDEBRVT L2l RV Ek F80

Hoo Bt A AT B RIE S e M 1

N L A LN AT

10 ¥ LEBERFEDEM FIA LRFEZAREFLIRLNI Pl a2l

% r’%@i%ﬁ:’((%}_ > g\m)o#ﬁ%% AR 2 £ %0 A 4R aF e tomaz s R,
HE 8B 24 ELB00test - P<O00L; £#2)  His THRLEGMELE - & F

FREBETEAFERER S LSCEORETAANZRE L &F9 AR
E2ERFRE S o b0 UFRF R LG RES R RETEZ £EY R A
Bk S oehE R SR A TR E () test 0 P<0.005; & w) o W RAEPE

SHMEME ] VP CTZRHEIRE ST RERI KA c Bl 5B

MaRME AL A > B S8 83% 0 = £
(s AN RSP I E )N BEBARE R 3 974 R (Brown-Forsythe
One-way ANOVA > P<0.05; Bl ) ¥ s e g s s Al aRERs LY
% B (Dunn test» P<0.001) > @ & A e L A(P=01)2 eGP 6B L8

(P=0.9)FF B 4 12 3 % K 3 -

It
i
1%
o
fhard
hhci
4o
9
=
SN

T
[
v
s

4

BRORGLY > EELE RaE Y F & (bird species richness) 4542
AR BB 2 B kAL - EWR28MH L4k 2048 0 12 H A
PR 11 b o A E ROEAE R AN Z RS 0 RE 8T 3T B H Sk
BoiHR32f -2 R4 N2 809X R 17/ - LHEFRF ¢ L0 5f

#f %% % & (total density of bird)m % » 12 & Bl % 124454k 2 % & & % (16.5 No./ha) >
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H s kB 54 44(15.7 No/ha) ~ = £ 4+~(8.5 No./ha) 2 % = % & (4.6 No./ha) ; &
vk ®es H_U48454R(26.3No/ha)d B 0 B s & B 5 2 4.4k(22.0 No./ha) ~ = &
#£(10.4 No./ha) ~ # ## ¥ (5.8 No./ha) o — & & " e it ? > A+ R EBEFARZ

M,b“}iirg#;— ngy\.ﬁ »&__:_g_;z;ﬁ'r,dr—g ,Ei; aﬁ,\aﬁg@&é—rug(g};_ N

4 RS LB LT AE(RT)E FEE (F 2 )R FE e o R I
BT R E T g (100% 5 & =) o IR 4 3 00%:n g fk A L
LS FETgE R F AR R 80-90%7F % LK 2 FF LK R 70-80%
TSR T 2 BRAR  RHEES 60-70%F i k38 RS 50-60%7F A T
Fo2¥9 h2 Lo REWe 0% T &AEZFELE ~FIF R~ &5 k9
s BFh At pHRaB- T 5 R B dkh ~ 9 AR AR
ﬁ% o

EEER LAY G R PR 0 RRESL Bl L R bhiBF 0 T ]
BTE 1 4p B (r°=0.07 » P<0.005; Bl =)o st oh > 35 10 8P B At FjE s tam
PR RV G X P RLEZEBL FEERF P EER A B T UER

- R

™
W
Tl
N

F_‘-
Skt

ERAFF O EEDRRRZAARE L 25 ErAFEY D
7 8(r’=0.43 » P<0.001 ; B+ 2 ) o

LRl R L AURFNS54)2 1 X A rd 13 AR L Rk el RAF A
WA 13RS PR BRHEETE 242 SR TIEF AL TSR
HARB DT R(E = a)e H - 4 % pa(28.06%) % = 1 & > ph(16.43%) 14 % B
144.49% 0 § - 2 ipdhd 0 & F 9 7 (0.84) ~ i iE ¥ (0.80) ~ % i % (-0.80) % X
FRF(080)% 54 & FRELRNEE(F~ @) Fo 4 s 80 % (0.88)
2 F % 0% (0.70) 8 B~

BEEE b B R b TR EMNSTI)Z A A A F 0 o 14 FR AL SR B e AR

B 14 B A= ipin(£ - b)o 4= $h(25.59%) 2 % = A = i h(13.29%)
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Ea R 38.88% - % — 4= ipdhe %0 % (0.89) ~ X 3 57(0.88) ~ AhER - B
(-0.79)% £ F v A (062)% 3 L& FRERB R g MB(4 N D)% - 13 prtiEd
#(0.88)% 4z 2 i % (0.50) ch < o

ME- 2 S AXPHMEEASTE YHBLEBLALRAELSFEE IR
EHEE AR EIL S PRI R AT (R B ) P UBFRL
b B S REER T AL AR IR AES - AR PO BRI T) 4
NBRF RLE - FFLE S PR 2L B - AL i Rl AR
BdF Atk TR BRI F G ER  wrEEY h ARETFE S RNELZRZF
LBedh 2 A Xt RO BREHEBFATRSD Z KT E B R D EF
Aol B s A A ARABEFLR T RINIBEFEFF T DL LS R EF

B SFCLE Rend PR e - BRETRE > P E - A2 e IR
T oA ERHORESEAF Y - LR P2 B P REBSE LD
phert RI(BIS 3 D) s TR e S ek /A 5 0 3 S 2
AR drh 2 FE o~ FAEARIGE FRL B CBHARE A SRR S s
AR T R(BL T cd) ZRBOREE SR L AL F 2 hiF
AFFEDEE RS SRR T SRR TR -

el R SRS RO R S e B R R LR R FE o e
FTEEAL AR - AR B ZRIRI Y RE SR TR CERE B RS
e > hob B TR 2 F A2 REER(RLA) e 52 AR e} RBIR
Ml EE AR B A RS A RER DL e > doiF LB~ T HRag2 L
B TRIGEARG T EHRAT D ERF RGP BE o e E LR o8
Ehdr R i AR RAGAE X o F AR - A S RehenZ B2 ¥ Z A S bt

PRI+ @) R g e ~ 289 f - FL B2 R BBEEF LS =
EPRRFEX I 40F % - A S pdhent RI(BS = by RELFAESRE F H

DR FEIALEHEEA iFLE AT R EEE LR MR
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ZAARIGVRFER L F A F A% - A S e ™ QB S c~d) o RFE ma 1 SR

ot ZHHRREE AL T GRS LA FEDORE(R A )

=

55
FTAS- LA LRREIHEEFE L AEL LA el R R L g F
WG A AT A F - A S G RRBEEARLBLL R EEA S 4K
iR EAREE TR o

preb o BRFHER AN B% A AL (R - )RFL e RE(RZ ~ A 2)E §
AP S RCRE S )R 2 RRFE 2SO LA B R 5 A g L (D
FREB D VFRGT B LE L E S FELE R FRER QR
ARER I ARETE - AES R FLY - REERA SR ER L g FF

s R o Y o VR R L LR FR LA

wt

RTE

FERRERE L nE ML G AL (R2) D ALSFRA L 3R )

)

Bai(Re) FIARAEEIMETE bR AFHNFRER DL GRBERA
Fb o Tt fd ek 4k (2003) & B 4 45(2006) 2 A AT (e ) o H-H AT Bt
Bt AR R~ £E0 A FLP IR EE LR RAERLS(R2)
PREFRSFE A T RG ) FIRAFHLBEAR R BANES

pikegrtls(Rz)alsdRES ARRLAEY THER ()

-

U}

7 ER(1993)r H 2 FIREFRARF FE T AL Z BE Lt REEA
BB AN RRVEEAE S-S RERES(RIL &) Fle R FgS
AR LM SR FERAFARF FLENRALBERI R T FNEE
ZARY R TIEA K B o 7 7 FR(1993)2 Chen and Hsieh (2002)~ 4 d1 P &
fomdE AR LS Pl AT RB SRR BT o LR R
ABR] %% ek (2003) & B 47(2006) 2 A BT & (4o ) 0 A K I0EFAT S OB A
R & FE -

%’%E’ PSR R EAR BGOSR R RRAHLEAEINLIRT
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HEZ A4 FREFLE F o E R RE AR R GE K A f R )

GUEE R BRSPS UL T REF LR (RS - ) Bk R ER

¥
~=h
=

BBl IR A Z AR A B A SRR -
BB E A GRS ¥ F ke 2 45 4R(4°=20.88 > P<0.001; Bl ) 44tk
% 45 4k()*=6.36 » P<0.05)2. ¥ 7 P 2F AR Bt |5 E L B » 5 - £ HRE s
TR ehL B o FT R K (=5.81 > P=0.05) o { i&— % " fdeihiiips B &R

PABEREROLE  FREELF R AT FREEF S ELE > B E ko
S8 5 AR P ARE (B L) o Bk R BEHR T ¥ LR (One-way
ANOVA > F=3.32 > P<0.05 > df=2; Bl= ) H? - Ftken s § Bl ¥ 3+
2 45 +k(Post-hoc test (LSD) » P<0.05) > otk 445 11 (P=0.06) % 4815 +rer 2

15 4R(P=0.60)F m hg % £ & -

BERRFS X TBAFRDOPE > B A A % (>2500m) $2 00 3 B A
E'EFAARL A T REEE L APM(P<O0L; B - @) REY E fEf
BRERTS R AP AR FLEP=018; M- L - b)) 3 AL EFREL
TORAEARAET S FEORFEE L P RS &% 1 (paired t-test - P<0.001 ; B
S D) LERARE AT PR E IO N TR o F R M RERE

B LS AN A 0 B AF f 40 M (r’=0.21 > P<0.001; r’=0.27 » P<0.001 ;
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it

Jit

BETRESDDAY C FRFARS FORHELEARAEL Y 20 0@
TONRIMETTE > BN A X B RRE o S ELE B A R Y REK
BRI AR T T - RSP A R F R B TR o L2 2 -

EELE HFFEEMDI B REASIFIHREABLPHRER AT RE
FORZRFRFAZE LS oM ZXHRFARE R EHT @Tigf%ﬁvm@(i%é .
Uz A 1992) Bl E S B R E S RTL TR € F g F R A% BicE

ﬁfﬁ.—/ A A AR R EREFLE RV E -V RERET S o ATy
Bz ALY o T REIGRETEE LFLE LR OEL 0 BT A
W5 MR (T 51T i A 2 2 2 R E R4k F](Powell 1979) o

B RENF T AR SR REOERE 2 8L L T
Poulsen (1996)*t /= A % # (Ecuador)® /i =x 2tk 7 F IR EFE L L £ ¢ 45 |}
7-8 Bk > TR A R BRI o 3k & (20093 E e L ¢ A R au
Te FRRFNRAPFET LS S 7982 T E 24 85 BRFE
BEAFTREAAN e - A TS EFE ISR E HB RS 0 2 R

R o fpzan ¢ £ =2 B (Robbins 1981) o & S # L EHEHRFF L Y 4 F A D

=k

Bod(eg. 7 FFk 1993) 0 Flpt > REDNRPFE D THNR AV LB E e KSR
B M P AT RrRRES g T ras €7 48 -

WA A R e S gL 6 R FIiE§ 4o r 0P (Poulsen 1996, Hutto
1994) - Hutto (1994)# L 5 & B R H § A2if- Len$ B L /82 BB G5 -
MG e e 120 B HY > 3 0BT L IBLGEE 2/ B E(R- ).

T};;}J‘%’f'_ A |

LOWEAEERE 2 A RBTIS S F RS L Ry

T
\*-y\

e omn)g]ﬁga, P A - 0 e AR g l&ﬁ%%w%@"ﬂ% o
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e AR AR FEILILE RIS FTE S R E A S HNIEE o
FIRIERG SRS § 28RS S ¥ I % (Terborgh 1990, Kotagama

and Goodale 2004, Schmidt et al. 2008, Oommen and Shanker 2010, Vivek et al. 2011)

|4 Kotagama and Goodale (2004) % 472 fF+ 7 4 A8 2 1 fE+ ¢ S8R
La Taplf itht 28 RET N A § i BEAR R pdf s g e
Schmidt et al. (2008)% 3 A % 7 e & $% 1< & & (Tamias striatus) & & # % . ¥
(Baeolophus bicolor)— 4275 # » § “ & HE T L 4 0 E 8 5%4% ¢ #(mobbing calls)
PR e I 5 o Vivek et al. (2011)4F # & B ¥ % b % & 4 (Alcippe
poioicephala) ~ = % #g(Culicicapa ceylonensis) ~ ~ # k& (Dicrurus paradiseus) % = ¥
> & (Funambulus sublineatus) iR ¥4 % » = & 5 30 ¢ LR X RS > 1 ¢
FREXRREGFEERNOL B LS 2T LR LEEE L FERE
P 7 g PR E EA N S A RB IR ¥ ;m{@;mz%—g gk d o T AR
B G EHLAEIFRRNESE L R ERY FEEEE e fieg VEFET
g R B AL R )R AR R T e R R LR Y 3 SR T S o
FlPb o ERPRRSERBEFLL T B B OES RNy R e N
P A RIF B M AR R EER P > BB IR B e

MEFNL Al > B3 AP d AL - AN ARFEY TR
BREAT Ak - SRFOERE L TER R BT A A EAL o Gl &
BAREERHEE P ER gl S48 5 &% L % (Modified Cole’s Coefficient=0.44;
o) RS RPRFNRAREY PEFAEYE o PRy o ZFLEEFF L4023
—ATMRARFEY S L By o A AT BRFBEWHRE SBERANKS F
MR en g 8E(C 7 Fk 1993 Koh etal. 2006 & -¢ & % 2009) > /a3~ # 4p §
(T 7 gk 1993) o @ 7 AR LA T o BlAe v R E L
(0.09)# &7 4+ # L 4 (0.11) 2 % L 8 7 'z 5p L 4 (0.12) 2 &2 7 # L % (-0.01) » et 2

L’?”&K&iﬁk‘ @ b mﬁkf“& o pL ¢} "ﬁf"/\rﬁ /4;}"‘{/3%% ﬁvr‘s’l&gs)_\i;‘ Tuﬁ ¥ gﬁn fF'] (046)
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FEELE0.29) 0 MR AR - RHESWFL A F 0 ZFLEBELF LY
MAFR B (0 7R 1993) B AREE R A AT AV BHREE R AL
ol s b R R Ao B s 2R R kR PR ESA
PF EENHRT oAk 2 EA (T F AR 1993) 0 Fpt o ATy S FERIINE R
B T E(0.23) 8 & £ ¥ 6 B (032t R -Bmi R L
P MARRERR OO T L (89%) ST § F2 S F A R ¥ (Chen
and Hsieh 2002) = 7 3 » # RGP F A 221 58 (0.30)— Az IR (iR 3 e 5
B od F R K- AL ARBY PE S S EER R - AT AR
Ptk imirids R S iEARK s

B E RORFEAN G AUNES R PR €5 P A chAE 2 (Powell

1979, Poulsen 1996) - ;- @3 R FHFT L ~ 5P Eﬁg MRFEEE G A A EE

BRGRFREF AR AT OEEFFR A 1783 318 2 FF - 2 % kb EEHF
FEEFERE T LTIt RY RPREIAEEL c AP X AFEFEEE
R RO FINREAETFARAFELT ] AROERER e A3 R i
TR E M BB e S S R E - F PR f ks BREYE
B- AENTL g 0 X2 F RBRPAS LA NS EAFL 0 AhET
@RS R E LR HC g LE R MEENRA B R

20 & ARG F ok G E

I

CREE AL M

BEABAEY LEMBrEENES £224 2 F % a0 i7(Greenberg 2000) - i
FEHENBE AR SHE > BLT UG P AREY SR Gl e B EEE
MR R E EBARFAER 2 RF e K TR HE w4 ¢ (Winterbottom 1949,

Moynihan 1960, 1962, Hutto 1994, Kotagama and Goodale 2004) - - 4+ #-4%- & f&
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%A P fB(F AT ¥)E FUNEAS - Shidar etal. (2009) 4 472 ft £ 3 3 Al it
TALE R AL A B ER M (gregarious) & § & (T4 (T L ek AT E
¥ b Goodale and Kotagama (2005)~ #-z:32 R |22 BAF /R S LR 3L By 4 45

FAAKESHEFNEFIRZP S SHFFAHRF FEFT LA o f:

piul

TIoRAET PG 8 (- ) BB EREDLE B ALY REIE &7
BER LT BN ER A T ER AR RS R EAER S RE T
B2 BRE S L U R A I () - e i
FHHR EAFAFIEREF GO S F G M (A B ES 1999) 0 7]
k2 ER ahih? DA FANEE[T Ak o rﬂ“nfﬂ%f}é BRFALL S
BORAIEPFF-AL S - FLHFL FRRI VI BREAR

#
ST AR R E BRI E R ALY~ MU B R DA 8 (Chen and Hsieh 2002)

e B]F A % BT H B B F P 2 DA L] 0 )T 2 S e R

Lt R E AFT L Y BPE R P A - X ot bR TR A 4 (RN ¢
B F RN BRI K AR % b B BT 60 & 111 BAR- A
U AP A S B o AT S AR H RN BRGNS P epre

4 # % i o Chen and Hsieh (2002)~ f& iRl iz Bf AR 3¢ A7 at LSS F R D

B

Lt o a g2 2 CELNERF S TP MR ARFEY i giE 89% - Ay
¥

ArS
3
=

F L%~ KT ~,#LL.‘?§Z£ L 4 B 4

)

23 R B R D BT et B AR REd P g er e ) B B2

\\\Xr

v

V;\%@%}i’”ﬁ?fé{ﬂé%ifﬁ*wh 3:6 Hbﬁ{]}{ﬁ?%‘*,g%émg—# Hb ’r’ﬁ??’:’g{

PO PR ORES o gheh s L ARNEAY N H PR S S ERE ¥ TIORY
BepR o2 3G (R - ) d T AFANS FARFERIUPCHEEFES AH L 0

B gl A H BTN S AT 0 SRR R EET S A B SRR
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B & Fhos faiR #4p § 17 12(Chen and Hsieh 2002) -

MR FTER LRI ALRFEY Y Lo fi(Rl- ) ’Tb'ﬂ%'{f"
SABAW B @ G 0 B E RS 50% 0 T AR - L et b BLAE T EIRE (R A) o
BRI RBEFEAVFRFERLEF - AR AR (L) 2@ KBRS D

AR AR A F RS KBRS - C R GRS ER o AR T
ﬁ%ﬁ&%%ﬁwﬁﬁwwjxwﬁﬂﬁ$oﬂ&,%gﬁu@%sgﬁipﬁ

Fd o BRFEY DRHEKE LELDFE c AFTHFRRIFET Bk

Bt E ¥ THRMEN30 §(F- ) » ArE- AREY T EIPBEDER -
BER ATV FEE LR AT EY FRE s NP O RER R €5
IFSHE A~ o 3;@; #5(1989)* * 4 B R 7 F P ~ MR AR HE
ZP 0 B RLCEE AR TR E 632 8 0 B F ks 1458 o #
32 % g L (Paradoxornithidae) s g %7 » A & T E ZHRMEEM > ¥ A5 R L 5

(Severinghaus 1987) o & F 33 BEH frd AR iR Y H> HE R < F LEE R AR A

B s () A AL aFAKS S WEFLT R(RE) 216 pofEmg

a>

F' ﬁi‘iﬂ L—/" 1)”@%){% 'ﬁ"‘;ﬁ’gxitf%ﬁ?gpg?‘:‘?E&Kitfé—%ﬁ’%“%.é}%i?l

LN
=N

ﬁ;iﬁ@{@waéﬁﬂ»gé%ﬂﬁﬁkﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁgﬁmﬁﬁiﬁ&

Em

-

KRG G g T RS F PRI F TR - 2 EET - 2 3 SR

et I o

ToRFEME A Fa Bt s s 2 (Powell 1979, Hutto 1994,
Kotagama and Goodale 2004, Shidhar et al. 2009) - 15 & A4 & s F K ihiRie
LS FARRIE AT Bl FHS RIS AEY B R ARG L 8RS
(Shidhar et al. 2009) - 477 3 ¥ &2 RFEDLEfA IS FHBEEE L - 4P

BRRE e B F RSN o LT SHREDT [ LERG R
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B URFAE R 2 RF % o Zou etal. (2011)%F IR P BT R B AT GURE e R
HAE SETARBESEEERERTE ¢ B4 » RHE > 7 FRHELP g;;;re,g w5

Bor & R H R 3472 MR A (1992)8 RARS & & T HIBE & AR iLa

Bk & B 1D SR (R trk 1987 0 124 1990) 0 ¥ AR HE Y ikE XA S o
AET S EREF RGO R B R G 4§ F R HEE R 5T 10% (%

9
&

-) T REM S A

(23.3%) ~ #8#8(17.2%) % ¥ fy 1h98(14.3%) > & & &2 & ¥ Hha82 @ p HRag 2R R

&

#

A

E

=

FEG ARG B o st Hutto (1988)4 &1 % BB E L 8k a0 7

R RERRB P 2 AR S T S P BE A hE R

FyaREs RRIGMETIE e ASEE ¥R iE

(7 % B 1993 > FFUd; 2006) 0 REAFR K A% o F 0 BT A AEEP R |
Bl Rl PEE LT FERAENEL FF

FARLEBERESRFEL SR L LM E L P RiFDE F L 4 (Gibb

1954, MacArthur 1958) - e :z % {. & 7 % (Sullivan 1984) % j & i~ % (Austin and

RMELRFRRTOLAFEIHRFLR(RZ) - P R FFhaREE o
L RBNEFILFFADLIRE MRS R ERETEZE A B - e

A
SEE TR EES S VETE R TR Y FARE A S
p

PG IR B E IIE G R FADRIFL RS A FHRER . VA RREIS

\31

SRR rFG A A B AT EERER LS LR G s R
PAF R £EY R AERFER ¥ VRZINE HS

AR o RF ABEE FAOKIF L8 o TR AEG R AREREG RS

Joh o4 BB G F R AAREE RHEEF FTLE(Re ) F Lo
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Bl

BREP B RTE LY AR EE AR AR R ERF SR 2
MM AT AR 2 RE Y e aREY A FHTEE Y KT B
TPEEF(Re) £HaEEf o BRES DFRT > { FERZENS § &
HHY RERDORGE o 0 BARREY Lo AR ES R - AFTE R
EFEO RS FHMARE  c XRFF A ARFFRSEET § L5 (183%) 0 @
AR FHPEHS R ET A (27.5%) % & (9.8%) ] * 1t b3aF B 4 IR G (R m ) o 4l
FEEEEL S R LR R &G T R 5 (580%) § 5 ¥ SR Em
LB ARMG A KB om g » 1§ RBIGRF-E et K FH
(6.7%)° 2F= 3 HFR S BAEE P ENEHFLRBEFNLSFTRRE LT R £
TP EREY HI L P T RHEFRE O RERIEADI R
EERREFES cF 2 FHELE S FRPEFLPENLAPVLEALSF RZ
®TER AL R ERF LR o Chenand Hsieh (2002)% 14t i 7w fAehshpe § B iR
YOO T ARE G A > B AFETF RS EE P EE o B
R PR ShIR %27 2 oHino (1998)4p 1 R & & A A {%ﬁﬂ e xREL A
BH L LR TR S HORFEL AP b e (e
Chen and Hsieh 2002) » ]t § B ¥ B EM S pF > AP kL R4 2 552
BB oA TERY AT SR SLEMEY VFEH 2 RLE)AFERFER
LaBd ARG A ~ T RipBadb$ o F 2 > ¥R AR EH DL fh(eg BETTE
2 &F0 R)eteRERE S LSFAREAEHESY P EIEE - T P
BIRFEY T A dEd R P AL S H L ATEMAN ERS A L s o
AT FRL S F RPN NEBELT - ALNRARED » BT
el F R FERLE AR ERRETE A9 A2 FLH(R )
AL RHA T LS LR RALR DA B P DR RS AR R A
—deiEd o BE REAT N T BRI EARERAREIRE > 5 ITE KF 5

T NAE L TR ARFEY 2 L L 4 4 (Bruno et al. 2003, Goodale et al.
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2010) o 4 i F AR 0L cge B H NFRE R ol LA AP OL 0 — AT B E S A A
{ 7 2 aha 3 gt e & (Thiollay and Jullien 1998, Sridhar et al. 2012) 5 #4714 7
pARRE SR A TRt 2 g k17 i (Hsieh and Chen 2011, Sridhar et al. 2012) -

F L,ublrmi)"gj\ ngﬁ,%éﬁﬁﬁﬁfé“—%iﬁu?!’ P2 PR G ]S T

EERH A - Ao o
B R F 3 b 4

REAL S IRFTRAZEFT  NTRAZAALNE DA HE T RS
EEFNERBEFFHY E RFORE > TARSZ AR 5Lk

Ben e B R T o 1T E k> 3 RF 3 LT8R 4 (point count)s 5V
{7 (Lee et al. 2005, Zou et al. 2011, Zhang et al. 2013) » |4 Lee et al. (2005) &5 % &
Tt THRFRFDPE > EP0 Z i i3l 15 B A & BRESD
By RS 1) pFeZhangetal (2013) ¥ BB KIFH = A7 FF TIE R &ike iR
BB G AR Y T AR EP 10 BHREEFT T RA L 0 T RIEF R E
Gmx5m)cfEdie S o 5 FES DRFEN AN TARME S A0 AT T AR
FUERBRFE S o T REA RGO FMURFIEBETF S RIRL ) A H
ERF SHHEDATT AL EFARAET s BN IR EAFREF S
ZRBRFLFE P R bt FA GRS ELERE > LB(BL) L 58
METe AFS PP (B L2)E o REEFHRED AL RERLS &
CRSEAFS G FERERTRREE AT OREARIHTYE
WABREOE BB - L) T EEER e %ﬁiéﬁiﬂﬁ.@_&%ﬁﬁﬂﬁi 3

%+ (Knowlton and Graham 2011) » & &k A& {78 EEMEREDNL AR

™
*‘Ex
o
g
ke

HErRFEE LB UFE PR
BEHAR R B B BT M AR o REY T A ST R REE EA

& 2 ¥ (Munn 1985, Powell 1985, Terborgh et al. 1990) - Poulsen (1996)* = /& % f &
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-s

B A R R A A AT M G I KRR § R A s

MR LR R L Rk o I N R AT A g E TR B R B

i

SR o 15 MR BT 2 FRY o B R Rk R ET ARG Bl Tle

—AeER o N REY 58§ Bt 53 (Poulsen 1996) o AT B IEIE S b R

S GRS A RREER LRFGEANNR L EFLE(B ) - EE
i R 2 EAR B AR - BREP N AN ERFELER o K

20 AR AT AFLRBAR I G o (- HUREEETREL
L B BFRAFERBE L BB Ehvth HAE LA 55 T MY
BT 2 44k e 193 35 (2006) 3 R Ao B BRI B PR BETREE T 0 - T 5
BRG1L8mM; 449 158 m; ZTHHg32me B - Eh ke Z 4R BF e
BRAEART I B FIMHRNLE T AE ST RZ BEAEERAATIHRY
AR EAAERFEDRTZ - o d L P TR E IR R RE DTN IR R
ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ°ﬁi’:ﬁ%ﬁﬂ$§ﬁ@’iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@@ﬁ%%

EAR S AERE B RLT] 0 H 3 A S48 IR - A2iEF 0 &2 Poulsen (1996) e A

P BRI A HRBR T R ERAPIT o 4 ¢ > Ding et al. (2008)3+ & 4 & jE e

H

PRBRAEDERERIFE CFR-DEPHESUHRACIOMP SR ERF A LS
(>75% ; *idk=) > @ 10m b WRSEIRR o ApF B 0 ZHHRY 24Am AR E R

FRBM(<B0%; *fer=) > 10 m i Bhaehs o ¥ A20 mt i ER

s

B
I 5% APt T o KERITARMB B BARERS P2 MRS 24
A > 2 Bl m R L R E o o B H(gap) T o 0 R A &
BAA LA DA A LR &

o E L R FRIDRET) 0 b ERAE R FE A Bl RUBIHRE S
HF o R F LI R AEHEF LRS- ) o 950 ¥ 5 (20113 £ ELis
BE R AR R ] F R RS R R R E TR R R T 08

BRYLITT m; A4 127 me gteb > AT E L L EEP 2TRE A&
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REEEHEKESS RERTHE M7 - ERHROT 08 R0 12m - fo 2 i
WA S FIC PR A 24 m B ER TR RS (HE2) | Mt
6-10m A& 54 H5Hh 46 m B b - = Bl ER AR & 10m 4 i

B o B BOLE Tz ERE R 2 heF R 2 RE LD AR

>
/L.
A
o
=
Y5
~=ie
>‘“\-

MR E S 2RO R 2 R AR R EP ARSI Y 0o @ =
BAEF P g £ R F B3Ry 30%r0 o B R EJEF R RS fAlcehL
BOoBRAFERF M EF A ER AL S BBERF(BIL) R EHER
FERTAZRERE T EENRRE KELE BREHN TS AL
HEAFT R R FEFESFORFEARELAL LS g pEaH
S8k fadk o
EECLZEEE el RAPRFEEEF (F A X R EPRE A2 1R) guR #ag A

Whls g FNE R oL A AR AT RE - ERHRERRS - SR N )op b
AR AEX R BEEL A F AN REF AR AR DERT O TR RS o
peek s B ReiEE FNS FEMOLE S EERLDOYAKRFLE MRS E F L

A ABEENDET REFRN IR S EWN - FLHRE o EELEF
WRLRT - Hd BT~ £F0 B2 FLPTE R IRE B S R S
A E R IEE R L B AT R Y o8BS T H bR
B - ARER S F AEE LR A YRR G 40%dE & R FE R G (RS ) o
AR EPHAREFYAC IR R > FELE R BT R L&
BEA A A EE AR RS ER R T A AR B AT L

EP kR TR 2 A8 f RALA R 0 7S LSRR TR R

Fl2o = o A BB RO ES L L E D A 0 08 B s LR

BGRAT o STILA B T AR EATA A B R AP e Bl Ak Aie T RE

WHELE 2T Y RE P EFLE BHNLE > AR E ROy FE
ZTERIZOFEFS -
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#4 B % auRFEE_> &% 8 (Jullien and Thiollay 1998, Munn 1985, Terborgh
1990) » @ Kotagama and Goodale (2004)~ 45 1 #72 fF+ B85 P &g ~ /B 04
Lo eRFENFALEE BHEL TG PEHTEEET o B2 R R FER
PRIINFESOPEE i, 2R3 & 4 25% % 5 (Morse 1970, Thiollay 1988) -

,}_%—ET; ;,,;‘;“Iﬁ—"(1989));?;ﬁ.»_‘: 5 ? A A ﬁPFﬁ %%‘, N l'{«/‘qo}“_/\r’b/x ﬁ;’}‘t’ we 3: °

~=

ARG BIA AAE ROREERE G P RS SRR (FZ) - H A e
1

NS

BFRELSBAORFE NS PROTELE > 2 UARA T ORFEH > RF o F
CHBRERGPREOESEL BRI R F R LN T;K AZT|AEEA R 5

é‘ we &_i °

I~ AP RARFRZRAHE DS

S AHRER R RAUE T X 5 0 B Y L AR
RFHFT T F 3412 54 2(1989) + Chen and Hsieh (2002) % 5 % % (2010) ;
AIRIT A U A(1992)2 AATE o fRd ¥ RREIL o RS MR RRH
T30 K fE de B AR 2 38 5 6 fEH(2 47 -4 < > 1989 Chen and Hsieh 2002 ;

NHEE )RS S B AR B(I AT BB A 19020 A ) 0 G G

‘F_&

FRESHIS B A G ARERNEL M 22 388 (1989)4p 4 -
B~ MBRRFENLEELEFE B EEPFY % TFRAEFENLEE
P TS TF ARFARDENE T Ao (P 1= 0 )E BT - Chen
and Hsieh (2002)* i /5 $e4g L 2B ik g+ dp 15 11L& S8 KAV A fhiA IR
Bk fh o @ 58 & X (2010)% Hh P SR AR 0 PR hT 0L B H(2.7)%
B E(17.9) 3 g P f > FIRRIT A B F BRRICEFH o7~ FARLF
T2RFORFESAEREE PHEES L L2 ) VAR A ERF

% $£(2500-3200 M)# F “F3e 45| iR 4 R0 AR HCh Kok T 1A R R T 0

)

ERBITRRS YR NE D R RERANT A ANEIRF LY L
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£ 717 7] o Chen and Hsieh (2002) 1 & 4§+ 5% & /i #7447 iRl 3 k3534 2 fo i -
PBRERAF ESEERADEY > B S B esrn] 145 LR - AziEd o ¥ ¥R

SRS RFE BV A4 L RAFET OB R TR Fl2 - (e
)

o 3 Tﬁ 2 Fe £.(1992)3% & # BT s e 48R (2000-3200 m) 0 3 & 5t
SRR

AN

o (70 STRLE HAk N 3R BT AR B BRIT] 0 4§ FREEI
25 il
AR IRE T RE R EEREES LR E £ F]5 (Hutto 1987,

Goodale and Kotagama 2007) % & /& 484 Flrrm 3 ¢ 0 S8R § e s

B E AR e TR RRee £ (7 3 Bk 1993 0 3Fak 2003 fitdkT ) o H

~
S

© ¥

=

CEEEL R~ FNFRE LR AT Y Y AT e sT] - 54
vRtRAEE FREE L AT A RRI DL E L

PR THEHR P AT AT ER A 2 ¢ Chenand Hsieh (2002) 5 4% 4 S p2
FRAEEPCRORFLEFRA I FE MR A(1992)T AHRFELFLEI EFH
o FP o 0122 58 §4(1989) ~ 3R & K (2010) 2 A7 v if e Bk 5 (U
BIPAPGPER EFLEE T ER B BART G EEP DL
L HRLE E

g ¢ 275 ¢ £ 4 Chenand Hsieh (2002)2 ## 5 § BB TIG 5 2 R 5 £
BORFOR A o A JF L 2 BB L SR 0 L RS b fNR] § 2
ARBREF N GRY MA RN 25 (2 kg 1989) 2 4R LR
7% $ ¢01 27 #8(Chen and Hsieh 2002) 58 » @ {6 ™ AT 5 30 % & B F 6 49 ie45 T
116 fhd S 0B 3 4F 3 o W7 s 3 Bl 873 B 7 (Ding 2001 3 &k #2003

*F % 201D)4p o SEE AR AARPAT ERERSTF BV AR TRF
23

b
\%?{x-

fORARE RS BRI o d AT R SRR REF T ST 0 RELR

ERBECEF AR A T S LB G RIRE RS Ft L8 0 S

FHREF T AREY ARAERF 0 A RSP R THELL LG RN
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46 F ATA R o3 abgk(2003)dn 1 S A RNE LI Kb B R AR BB 5
CRH o FAEPIT N LT L A E AR R R A S TR BRI R 2

ST INFL MAK AR BAE R EBYE AR A EREHKRS Ao
AT b Wi e o B AR REF T R ;Firs/,,\# e AT LI
LAEHCL T B AR B (0. ABLIRR k. 2 SRR W) £ et 254 4
A At B g E PR HIE D 0 T T N R S A R R
Bt AHE R R ORT] L Lo RE R bR PR I R SR
BB S EF R B LR S SRS Bl § R 2 B LS R

EXTIAREFTELRE RT3 s\:fl%lir}:é—f#mw:% °

2N REA R B HE

BRREMFRFNBERIET A B D H/F L S22 8 A I 6P
% (Morse 1977) » fv & 9 5 p| BT 2 % % - Sridhar et al. (2009)i% i %5 & 4 47
(meta-analysis) 27k 17 B 7 - 8.2 ¢ 32 30 HeREF LM > B 5 F R 5 HEf

EREY EMFRFLARSF A e fARliLy £ 8 - Satischandra et al. (2007)*+

\wf-

BE ] FRMAE LD S S A F AREN S FF R

AR E AR - BREBEE L ST B Wik h B AR EE R

EHAFEN» EXTFHERBSLENPE > FREY DA [ AL
FpeR EH e ¢ A% 3 (Develay and Peres 2000) > 828 A 7 ¥ A F» a2 (7
DB 1IPR A 4 K X (2004)3 0 EEEE e B P KRBT AHRE 2Rk AP A

FREHEEFPHOFHER > Ut FhLH&KESHS R 20
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FORFEAEERS CHEY A LERE S Ty AQKESTORERLE AP

B(FR4s 4 2001) o < 2. > AFFF RIF BB v Zo R H 1B 1| == |\F 4
(M=) B¢ - s s = BeeP T e ? 120 Filg BmE

~

o hRHEEER S - 0 o BERITER A ARE S KOy

i3

—

34
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-

FAYPRAEBRBOPFG ORI ERRFE L AT FREFFET
FoORFEREZE BAFE A L 2) o AF TGRS A RRAYE

B2 LEBAEE ISP LIV AR AT T M 3K

B
i)

SANLE NS BN R AL ORF URBERE L F NP L

WAL RBIAFLB I HAHIFRN AL RF LT & A
LHRBFERFITV MR IR GO GET T FL PR Kb T
= ik & > ¢ 3~ 5 ¥ (Spilornis cheela) - i & (Nisaetus nipalensis) ~ +k#g(Ictinaetus
malayensis) ~ +~ ‘& /& (Accipiter virgatus) ~ & = % 5§ (Strix nivicola) = 4§ ¥4
(Glaucidium brodiei) » # @ > % B2 G505 FRE S P OB LA B EE
- e "FIIF2ERRZF EHAI ARG acnio)e b0 §gpm
RIRF AL WARAL L A (=) 2 dFF(n=2)m f o = BB L

BRARIREFLAER FE o o LTERRE A PRI KD TR &

o

RERALR Jreni@Aze o B RBINE E PGB, A § TIERE S S R
(g VERF B LY ARFIEE) v H W FEAR AT EEE N ER R T
- f8 B W 5pAL(Mobbing) I % o Glde AEEFE S T 14k AR R RES
BERAEEEE TR AP EOERS A L £ B2 L b ER

Do prs JBEPT R PR T S RATERY R 7 F 0 @ TS T B

H
™

FERFREETH I KR EF o Hutto (1988):n 5 ¥ S Bl g a7 » R
NERFIMA) P BEBERE T2 3R FANRF TN LORFLAS S

FWAMA ) hh g VARG E R LE) P LR fnlE 2 BT S o F

o

f

RHELE R SRS R AR P B AT RIS ¢ A - TP R
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AFEFTPRESR > AP ERAFRER LLARENS NG PR
ZR TN ARG F AT FEFEH IR IR TR A

) . _ [ . . s o im Va2 £ A 2. - .
GF FREFDPERS CFE I AP TR B AL SR T AL
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RHEEBE G AR R AR h g 513 BIR % (Powell 1985) » 52 2% & #7 % & R
Fehls 4] b T F 4 TR PR MARA & i 5 (Morse 1977) 0 e 37 e e 12
IR BN RFESFIT G AR o BN LRI RO BB AR

FHegFd BREFZEFE FEFTRE O SR FEPEOT PRI RS F
0 RS FNFEE B S G R R AR RE R A DI R RS 0 A B
Foodm o FFBARMRFEILE D - oA AR A ot BT
SR SHRORESHEE MARE FNERE R P ESREA G N
(Chen and Hsieh 2002) - iz £z &4 3 % iR FH B4R F %~ 94 & (Moynihan 1962,
Powell 1979) » i2 vk F S AR B S PBFIEEF 2 83 2 H8FF T2 P o
AP THENAFES A3 BRETFF T HEAR FIRF I RE T APER
FHERmE L FZ o oaRBETFFRLFY YA IRBSNTEFL DB RF R

EHZ2EF& AT LEBAA T2 HAE A F# LA EI 2 ZRDEY
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STk IR b - AR AR B R Y L GRS A S TIRA X o g
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<
W
W
L
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"
|l
-
—
B
IRy
2y
hg

RS A L Bl BT 2 0 AL F A

HOARBRFFIA 3G F7OM G aa Land v R L 03400 REHE
FLAaNMREBRL X Tahapmsd o

B Bl ERAFES LY SR LR RS R B 9F ] HF

(Kotagama and Goodale 2004) » » A_& Rl4&3 + 3 € £ 45 % (Maldonado-Coelho

and Marini 2004, Sidhu et al. 2010, Goodale et al. 2014) - & >3k i BT » F 434

PR L9553 T B8 X eh % 3 (Chamberlain et al. 2013, Vittoza et al. 2013) » @

g
k.

RS RAA BT RS FL o AR FATRULR I A
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21993 2 LB B ARMREHFHEA L c F: S H AT B S FH T AL

J
-\\]-

ERE

LR 1097 o BEERE AR BRHRVEZ BB EHHERE LT c B2 SH L E HH
BFT LG o
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100%

90% r
80% r
T0%
60% r
O canopy flock
50%
Mmega flock
0% | Ounderstory flock
30% r
20%
10%
0%
FHER —Ehdk AR s R
(m=1) (m=26) (m=16) (m=11)

BL- ~ EFLyx w72 FEEEE )T R F (canopy flock) ~ 47 & 2 ¥ (mega flock)

% j# » K iR ¥ (understory flock) et &

P=0.05 *

100%

90%

80%

T0%

O canopy flock

Mmega flock
Ounderstory flock

HHEE —FEhH A ERHh
(m=3) (m=33) (r=21) (m=16)

Bt~ 38 %72 RREEEE )T R (canopy flock) ~ 4F £ i ¥ (mega flock)

% ;# + & R % (understory flock) st i) = 4 test » *P<0.05 » ***P<0.001
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Flocking propensity
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Paired rtest, P=0.001
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e

iy e 74 E= WA ‘*‘F‘

- 24 fBRE LA L ST A 120 BRE Y RFATR - TIOBALEE
Bl

Flocking

Individuals in

Chinese name  Scientific name ® Guild®
frequency(%) MSF
R AR Regulus goodfellowi 66 9.3+10.7 TI
Fold Periparus ater 60 8.0+9.9 TI
Mg - ¥ Fulvetta formosana 54 47+31 Sl
ZEp LK Aegithalos concinnus 30 13.3+12.7 TI
£¥ R Trochalopteron morrisonianum 28 52+538 SO
T Horornis acanthizoides 27 16+0.7 Sl
FELE Parus monticolus 23 2309 Tl
TR Sitta europaea 15 1.6+0.8 Bl
¥ E A Actinodura morrisoniana 14 11.6 £ 8.4 BI
L A B Cyanoderma ruficeps 11 1.7+10 Sl
F3F R Yuhina brunneiceps 10 9.0+7.2 TH
T Alcippe morrisonia 10 10.0+9.1 Sl
R Tarsiger johnstoniae 9 1.1+0.3 Gl
T LB Suthora verreauxi 7 29.9+24.9 Sl
k38 Muscicapa ferruginea 4 18+1.1 Fl
4578 Troglodytes troglodytes 3 1.3+05 Gl
AER Heterophasia auricularis 2 43+32 TH
v R98 Tarsiger indicus 2 1 Gl
745 Megalaima nuchalis 2 1 TH
i<k Liocichla steerii 2 20+14 SO
Tt d Carpodacus formosanus 1 5 GH
] Abroscopus albogularis 1 3 TI
v 48 Turdus obscurus 1 2 TO
7 Mg Turdus chrysolaus 1 1 TO
[EICE O Tamiops maritimus 5 1 -
® & %% ¢ 95 Clements et al. (2013)
AR EAGRBAFT B S 7L BB R k44 (2003) ¢ B 45(2006) A #E
22X Faph 8 f = (ground insectivore, Gl) ; ¥ & & & ﬂ % (ground herbivore, GH) ; i# & &
8 ﬁ (shrub insectivore, Sl) ; & & 3¢ & iﬁ‘ (shrub omnivore, SO) ; #+% f & 3 (tree

insectivore, Tl) ; £tk & &
£ 9  (bole insectivore, BI)

X (tree omnivore, TO) ; A 12 &
Her b o 2 ¥ (fly-catch insectivore, FI)
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Joo N RHEAFRSEY 14 MRS A 2 M A o B S B S ehCole’s Gl RN AS P ML FDL 5 A f o (RR) S %

5 n YERF BLE R LHLE FALE REFR RETE £F¥9 R FLE oY SmrER Lo FuFh

~J\';—g»;§h;§‘ 86 -

®LE 77 0.44% -

T 19 0.29* 0.25% -

ZEE L% 39 0.09 012 0.01 -

##.L4% 30 011 -001 0.03 0.23* -

X¥HEAR 17 -032* -0.30* -004 -0.21* -0.06 -

WEETEE 67 -042* -0.28* -0.13  -0.09 -0.18 0.23* -

£¥vh 36 -035* -046* -017 -0.15 -0.14 0.32* 0.46* -

L% 34 -019 -017 -0.10 0.02 -0.09 -0.13 0.29* 0.09 -

Fu8H%¥ 9 -007 -009 -012 -0.05 -0.15 -0.11 0.08 -0.04 0.8 -

%p% /A 13 007 -015 -0.14 -0.06 0.12 0.02 -0.04 0.02 0.03 0.01 -

188 14 -0.07 -0.08  0.06 0.15 0.16 -0.06 0.08 0.00 0.24* 0.10 0.30* -

1%k 13 001 -010 -007 -0.06 0.00 0.10 0.06 0.02  0.09 -0.09 -0.03 0.05 -

24498 11 003 -0.10 0.03 0.16 0.03 -0.12 0.01 0.05 0.26*  0.02 0.08 0.25* 0.08
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ERLE A R I0 AL h 2 RF DL ARFEZE ZLRER > {0

s
m
ra

B B¥EELY  n Log T E Ry test
¥ o i &
YR
Non-MSF 171 0.0 0.0 100.0 1.00
MSF 207 0.0 0.0 100.0 1.00 )
"o,
Non-MSF 86 0.0 0.0 100.0 1.00
MSF 198 0.0 0.0 100.0 1.00 )
EE LR
Non-MSF 15 0.0 0.0 100.0 1.00 P=0.94
MSF 121 0.0 4.1 95.9 1.09
FAELE
Non-MSF 16 0.0 0.0 100.0 1.00
MSF 44 0.0 0.0 100.0 1.00 )
#RTE
Non-MSF 4 0.0 0.0 100.0 1.00
MSF 29 0.0 0.0 100.0 1.00 )
ES &Y
Non-MSF 60 0.0 0.0 100.0 1.00
P<0.001
MSF 102 0.0 19.6 80.4 1.46
- R
Non-MSF 199 1.0 93.0 6.0 1.15
P<0.001
MSF 179 0.0 63.1 36.9 1.87
£¥9 R
Non-MSF 92 19.6 63.0 174 2.15
P<0.001
MSF 119 0.0 57.1 42.9 1.96
|
Non-MSF 15 0.0 100.0 0.0 1.00 P=0.89
MSF 36 0.0 94.4 5.6 1.12
3 A
Non-MSF 31 0.0 100.0 0.0 1.00
MSF 116 0.0 100.0 0.0 1.00 )

# Non-MSF: Non-Mixed species bird flock ; MSF: Mixed species bird flock
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Fw s EELEEEF FIORALHFERFOLEFELREL 2LAER > {0
LLGRBRIDEAN S REEARAZ LB PR T

3R

ERE B¥EEFLY  n - - , T E Ry test
CEA
Non-MSF 171 0.0 5.8 94.2 1.12
P<0.001
MSF 207 1.4 37.2 61.4 1.94
Y
Non-MSF 86 0.0 10.5 89.5 1.23
P<0.001
MSF 198 0.5 37.9 61.6 1.901
EE LR
Non-MSF 15 0.0 100.0 0.0 1.00 P=0.11
MSF 121 5.8 73.6 16.5 1.75 e
7’;— F g
Non-MSF 16 0.0 100.0 0.0 1.00
MSF 44 0.0 100.0 0.0 1.00
AT
Non-MSF 4 0.0 50.0 50.0 2.00 P=0.78
MSF 29 0.0 58.6 44.8 1.84 e
XEEA
Non-MSF 60 13.3 86.7 0.0 1.30
P<0.005
MSF 102 275 62.7 9.8 2.09
Mg - ¥
Non-MSF 199 93.5 6.5 0.0 1.14
P<0.001
MSF 179 60.3 33.0 6.7 2.10
£¥9 R
Non-MSF 92 82.6 17.4 0.0 1.40
P<0.001
MSF 119 57.1 429 0.0 1.96
ey i%’
Non-MSF 15 100.0 0.0 0.0 1.00 P=0.89
MSF 36 94 .4 5.6 0.0 1.12 e
T g
Non-MSF 31 100.0 0.0 0.0 1.00
MSF 116 100.0 0.0 0.0 1.00

# Non-MSF: Non-Mixed species bird flock ; MSF: Mixed species bird flock

73

doi:10.6342/NTU201600360



LI EBLE AR B AR L AT AE(Z ) 2 N0 )R A

_No. of _ No. of Flocking = Flocking
Chinese name Scientific name * |r]d|V|§1uaIs |n_d|V|d'uaIs frequency propensity
in mixed in point 0 A
flocks counts (%) (%)
RS AR Regulus goodfellowi 54 292 60.0 15.6
g Parus ater 49 179 40.0 215
e - R Alcippe cinereiceps 32 271 66.7 10.6
£¥9 h Garrulax morrisonianus 10 255 20.0 3.8
ZEE g Aegithalos concinnus 132 24 66.7 84.6
FELE Parus monticolus 6 14 20.0 30.0
| Cettia acanthizoides 11 275 46.7 3.8
® g Sitta europaea 6 3 20.0 66.7
XEER Actinodura morrisoniana 21 57 20.0 26.9
L i R Stachyris ruficeps 2 34 6.7 5.6
3134k Yuhina brunneiceps 14 341 20.0 3.9
4 # +kog Tarsiger johnstoniae 0 88 0.0 0.0
T Alcippe morrisonia 8 58 13.3 12.1
T g Paradoxornis verreauxi 12 35 13.3 25.5
838 Troglodytes troglodytes 0 53 0.0 0.0
v B E A Heterophasia auricularis 0 50 0.0 0.0
Fro4 g Carpodacus formosanus 0 35 0.0 0.0
v R98 Tarsiger indicus 1 61 6.7 1.6
145 Megalaima nuchalis 0 0 0.0 0.0
R Abroscopus albogularis 0 2 0.0 0.0
&5 Liocichla steerii 0 36 0.0 0.0
k3B Muscicapa ferruginea 3 41 6.7 6.8
v g Turdus obscurus 0 0 0.0 0.0
7 178 Turdus chrysolaus 0 0 0.0 0.0
® 5455 ¢ &5 Clements et al. (2013)
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2R ABLEEE R R 2ABRELE B AR AETL P 2 V)R ERY
oo TEA L BWE S RFEHRE RAFE R

_No. of _ No. of Flocking = Flocking
Chinese name Scientific name * |r]d|V|§1uaIs |n_d|V|d'uaIs frequency propensity
in mixed in point o %)
flocks counts (%) (%
RS AR Regulus goodfellowi 666 235 67.0 73.9
g Parus ater 505 81 64.0 86.2
e - R Alcippe cinereiceps 274 235 55.0 53.8
£¥9 h Garrulax morrisonianus 166 127 31.0 56.7
ZEE g Aegithalos concinnus 337 7 26.0 98.0
FELE Parus monticolus 46 8 20.0 85.2
EE Cettia acanthizoides 32 61 19.0 34.4
® g Sitta europaea 23 1 15.0 95.8
XEER Actinodura morrisoniana 188 21 15.0 90.0
L i R Stachyris ruficeps 14 10 9.0 58.3
3134k Yuhina brunneiceps 59 145 9.0 28.9
4 # +kog Tarsiger johnstoniae 10 33 9.0 23.3
L Alcippe morrisonia 72 27 6.0 72.7
7 I g Paradoxornis verreauxi 253 0 6.0 100.0
838 Troglodytes troglodytes 5 24 4.0 17.2
v B E A Heterophasia auricularis 13 29 3.0 31.0
Fro4 g Carpodacus formosanus 5 15 2.0 25.0
v R98 Tarsiger indicus 2 12 2.0 14.3
145 Megalaima nuchalis 2 2.0 40.0
R Abroscopus albogularis 3 1.0 33.3
{5 Liocichla steerii 3 10 1.0 23.1
k3B Muscicapa ferruginea 5 3 3.0 62.5
v g Turdus obscurus 2 3 1.0 40.0
7 178 Turdus chrysolaus 1 3 1.0 25.0
® 5455 ¢ &5 Clements et al. (2013)
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= ~@eELE HE(D)BE Sl FRFLAFLITE L S P2 FHE
(eigenvalue) ~ % §# § ~ 't (proportion explained) ~ % # & )]?e e 2 (cumulative

proportion)

(@ &ELE %

e Faw 4 FF
=
PC1 0.55 28.06 28.06
PC2 0.32 16.43 44.49
PC3 0.22 11.03 55.52
PC4 0.19 9.87 65.39
PC5 0.17 8.79 74.18
PC6 0.12 6.24 80.41
PC7 0.10 5.32 85.73
PC8 0.09 4.47 90.20
PC9 0.08 3.87 94.07
PC10 0.05 2.32 96.38
PC11 0.04 1.98 98.36
PC12 0.02 0.96 99.32
PC13 0.01 0.68 100.00
(b) fgfgﬁiﬂi e
e A ki ﬁ jz[%

PC1 0.58 25.59 25.59
PC2 0.30 13.29 38.88
PC3 0.24 10.69 49.57
PC4 0.22 9.48 59.05
PC5 0.18 1.77 66.82
PC6 0.13 5.89 72.71
PC7 0.11 4.89 77.60
PC8 0.11 4.72 82.32
PC9 0.09 4.15 86.47
PC10 0.08 3.63 90.10
PC11 0.07 2.97 93.06
PC12 0.06 2.75 95.81
PC13 0.05 2.32 98.13
PC14 0.04 1.87 100.00
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N L LR

(@ &ELE %

E2

s L o AP M Ad(a) & Bl B 2 ()EEEE S H R

PC1 PC2 PC3 PC4 PC5 PC6
RS SN -0.80 -0.02 0.21 0.34 -0.30 -0.33
Fobg -0.80 -0.02 0.51 -0.28 0.30 0.11
B LR -0.16 0.88 -0.35 0.33 0.08 0.35
# PTE -0.18 0.31 0.42 0.09 -0.55 0.17
FELE -0.18 0.71 -0.16 -0.54 -0.13 -0.35
X¥EEA 0.28 -0.14 0.01 -0.39 -0.35 0.29
#ER T R 0.80 0.45 0.50 -0.18 0.22 -0.13
T 3 Eg 0.05 -0.02 -0.02 -0.02 0.04 0.01
A 0.84 -0.12 0.07 0.15 -0.33 -0.11
| 0.31 0.18 0.38 0.42 0.28 -0.05
L A BE 0.02 0.22 0.09 0.06 -0.14 -0.06
F3F R 0.05 0.00 -0.31 0.09 0.07 -0.34
T4 k98 0.05 0.11 0.04 0.17 -0.13 -0.09
(b) B4 &
PC1 PC2 PC3 PC4 PC5 PC6
R e ARl 0.88 -0.14 0.00 -0.21 0.44 -0.01
Fobg 0.89 0.24 -0.47 -0.31 -0.03 -0.10
—Ep g 0.39 0.50 0.47 -0.47 -0.46 -0.05
® g 0.29 -0.20 -0.31 -0.05 0.20 0.21
FELE 0.20 -0.05 0.60 -0.01 0.13 0.41
¥ E A -0.40 -0.23 0.16 -0.09 0.20 0.08
R 1= F -0.79 0.35 -0.34 -0.39 0.21 -0.18
T g -0.07 0.20 -0.05 0.21 -0.10 -0.13
£ -0.62 -0.10 0.20 -0.63 0.19 0.01
| -0.23 0.88 -0.09 0.33 0.18 0.30
L A BE 0.27 0.40 0.24 -0.02 0.43 -0.10
E R 0.07 -0.01 0.39 0.30 0.28 -0.56
F33E R -0.04 -0.02 -0.09 -0.06 0.24 0.17
& +raf 0.08 0.32 0.07 0.00 0.12 -0.03
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S R(A) = F 1 k(B)

2 1)
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Spis 2013 & -1 3 2014 4 0 £ LR HEHE AR BT aRT] 050 AR5 AL P 2
L Z BN E REBTIORE S RELAE

z
g

CE LR (M) R A

EAETIORRCLBTIORARC

S 4 SRR LB LB

et ge° LE(m)  Fab#(2003) FFU£§5(2006) AR
Fefd Family Phasianidae

oA Syrmaticus mikado 100 GO GO GO 0.01
kT Family Columbidae

i Columba pulchricollis 100 TH TH TH 0.02
H g Family Cuculidae

IEF,% Hierococcyx sparverioides 100 Tl - Tl 0.01

¢ HFB Cuculus saturatus 100 TO TI TI 0.08
R E Family Strigidae

ikl Glaucidium brodiei 100 C C C -
HH Family Megalaimidae

145 Megalaima nuchalis 60 TO/TH - TH 0.02
R g A Family Picidae

< AR A Dendrocopos leucotos 100 Bl BI Bl 0.03

SR A Picus canus 100 Bl Bl Bl 0.01
iy § L Family Campephagidae

vl & Pericrocotus solaris 50 Fl - Fl 0.13

f‘é_f‘é‘ﬁ B F

ML 8

0.04

0.07

0.11

0.01

0.04

0.07
0.01
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s ()~ 2013 £ 4 0 5 2014 £ 4 0 A Bl R BEEE Se B T et e k] e 50 ML T2 Y @
S NP YR S EICLY SIS

LB LR HL (M) b A A

EEE S 4 SESR -k BELHE R EEREE

# 2ot A Lje(m)  rabf(2003) BAEI(2006) AR LBTHRAECLBTHRAES ey
B Family Corvidae

> 58 Garrulus glandarius 80 TO TI TO 0.08 -

g Dendrocitta formosae 100 TH - TH 0.02 -

% 78 Nucifraga caryocatactes 100 TO TI TO 0.03 0.32

E v eg Corvus macrorhynchos 100 GO GO GO - 0.03
oL g Family Paridae

Wl g Periparus ater 70 TI TI TI 1.53 1.99 ©

FALE Parus monticolus 50 T TI T 0.08 0.50 ©
£ BB fL Family Aegithalidae

ZEELE Aegithalos concinnus 30 T TI T 1.47 0.81 ©
A Family Sittidae

K LTE Sitta europaea 30 BI BI Bl 0.29 - ©
e Family Troglodytidae

A %8 Troglodytes troglodytes 50 Gl - Gl 1.30 0.74 ©
kg Family Pycnonotidae

ol - Hypsipetes leucocephalus 100 TH - TH 0.04 -
A Family Regulidae

RG-S U Regulus goodfellowi 30 TI TI TI 16.21 22.18 ©
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s ()~ 2013 £ 4 0 5 2014 £ 4 0 A Bl R BEEE Se B T et e k] e 50 ML T2 Y @
S NP YR S EICLY SIS

&z
v

CEn PR RAL (M) P

A o 34 47 PECLE R BESRE A
¢ 2ot A (M) FeR#(2008) B §5(2006)  AATE BAETHORARCLBTIORA S et
R Family Pnoepygidae

99 B8 %8 Pnoepyga formosana 60 Si Sl Sl 0.26 1.01
on ke Family Cettiidae

o B Abroscopus albogularis 60 Fl TI Tl - 0.15 ©

! Cettia acanthizoides 60 Sl Sl Sl 2.76 3.43 ©
19 H Family Locustellidae

£ 34T Bradypterus alishanensis 100 Sl Sl Sl 0.24 0.40
B Family Paradoxornithidae

(I o Fulvetta formosana 40 Sl Sl Sl 8.16 12.81 ©

F B Paradoxornis verreauxi 30 Sl Sl Sl 0.66 1.91 ©
Bl Family Zosteropidae

31 Yuhina brunneiceps 80 TO/TH TI TH 2.42 2.61 ©
iR Family Timaliidae

L A B Stachyridopsis ruficeps 80 S1/SO Sl Sl 0.08 0.37 ©
e # Family Leiothrichidae

e Alcippe morrisonia 40 TO TI Sl 0.37 3.15 ©

£ ¥ f Garrulax morrisonianus 100 GO/GH Sl SO 1.18 1.35 ©

R Heterophasia auricularis 80 TO/TH TI TH 0.07 0.75 ©
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Mg () ~20183 # - 7 1 2014 £ 4 0 5B R BB BT FNB0 L P 2 L B L FRAHRL EM) b HHEL
B EELEEE R REATIORE CRELA

A 3 A BELSE T BN RPA e A%

LIRS g0 Lm(m)  3Fak$(2008) B UA45(2006)  AAT Y éﬁiﬁ%&°%ﬁiﬁ%a°Mﬁ5L
e Family Leiothrichidae

iZh Liocichla steerii 70 SO Sl SO 0.32 0.30 ©

HEFA Actinodura morrisoniana 50 BI TI BI 0.77 1.30 ©
Eg Family Muscicapidae

k8 Muscicapa ferruginea 30 FI Fl Fl 1.03 2.21 ©

+ RITE Niltava vivida 70 FI/TH FI FI 0.01 0.04

B 8 Brachypteryx montana 60 Gl SI Gl 0.76 1.29

p AErq8 Larvivora akahige 100 - - Gl - 0.01

* vl pE Myophonus insularis 100 - Gl Gl 0.01 0.01

v k48 Cinclidium leucurum 50 Gl - Gl 0.21 0.27

v a8 Tarsiger indicus 50 Gl Gl Gl 0.90 1.03 ©

g FF +kag Tarsiger johnstoniae 50 Gl Gl Gl 1.64 1.57 ©

® 588 Ficedula hyperythra 80 Fl Fl Fl 0.03 -
HF Family Turdidae

i Zoothera dauma 50 GO - GO 0.03 0.08

] Turdus poliocephalus 80 TH - TH - 0.02

v g Turdus obscurus 50 - - TO 0.05 0.03 ©

7 R 18 Turdus chrysolaus 50 TO - TO - 0.08 ©
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Mo () 2013 E L 0 3 2014 E 4 0 L R BEEE AR B e S0 A2 Y 2 L8 L B AREL IE(M) s A EA
RN EELEEEY REATERR -RFELA

A SESR -k BELHE R EEREE

# 2oz gz Lm(m)  3Fak$(2008) B UA45(2006)  AAT Y éﬁiﬁ%&°5ﬁiﬁ%a°“ﬁ5ﬁ
9484 Family Motacillidae

s Anthus hodgsoni 30 - - GO 0.07 -
(¥ Family Fringillidae

ol Pyrrhula nipalensis 80 TH TH TH 0.03 0.01

] Pyrrhula erythaca 80 TH GH TH 0.39 0.74

Flos s Carpodacus formosanus 40 GH GH GH 1.45 0.62 ©

5 %5 ¢ ik f5 Clements et al. (2013)

R HEANIBEAET LA S 7 5 R E Fak ik (2003) 8 B 45 (2006) A BT 5

oo F,(ground insectivore, Gl) ; ¥ & f2 & (ground omnivore, GO) ; ¥ & & & Iﬂ(ground herbivore, GH) ; # & & & —‘k(shrub
insectivore, SI) ; & % & s ¥ (shrub omnivore, SO) : #% £ s - (tree insectivore, Tl) ; A% #& 3 ¥ (tree omnivore, TO) : #% £ & 4
(tree herbivore, TH) ; #fiz B & & (bole insectivore, BI) ; # vk & & (fly-catch insectivore, FI)

2013 &L 1 3 2014 E4 P FF - BﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂégﬁﬂgmléﬁﬁmMM)
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T BN R FHR AT R ER RSBV UK EELE FRAEORERTFAR M o (F# %k : Ding etal. 2008)

T ER = Eftk 545 T
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T~ cH T B E R BRPRSRFESY

PR ET AHGEE TIoL il REGHME O REELH
AR 1980 < G R(MEE TR M RE) 100-1100m  3.67/4.08/3% 38.5/32.7/12.5* 25
Chen & Hsieh 2002 % {F (if L 3% 5% ) 600-800 m 5.80 51.40 32
% % A 2010  HH(ES L) 1600 m 2.70 17.90 19
IR A 1992 A 4R(EECMAE LR T) 2000-3200 m 3.42 27.06 19
rFE G 2014 1 Li(EEEE4) 2500-2800 m 4.03 28.76 21
rFEF 2014 < BB(HM S EL £ 2500-3200 m 3.71 23.39 19

ESTEIRARS JUCEEE RNl N s R S R LS L b I RN ) S AR
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iR () e B RE REZARFPRORELR

347% 357§ (1989) Chen & Hsieh (2002) # % %(2010) 47 % Pz £(1992) #4731 (2014) 47§ (2014)
SRR EEE ¥ 3 A EAY B A AGE- RN ¥
L B A AE) (38 L 3 5 1E) (Fed) (BZ WA TRv)  (BE4N) s x4 )
(100-1200m) (600-800m) (1600m) (2000-3200m) (2500-2800m)  (2500-3200m)
NN © ©
v F1G ©
Aol * © © ©
g B © © ©
25 3 © © * © ©
6 0% * © © © *
e % © © © ©
BPE A * * * © *
Jr ARk T ©
45 © © © © ©
FAELE © © © © © ©
ZEE LR % © * © * *
F3H A * © * © * *
Sk B X © © © © ©
oy ’% @ @ @
TEH R © * *
# LR © © © ©
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