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Abstract

While the Green Revolution developing, farmland biodiversity has decreased globally and
biodiversity conservation of rice paddies has become an important issue for environmental
sustainability of farmland. Landscape composition and farming management have been
considered the most dominant factors in farmland biodiversity conservation. However, it is
remained understudied on how to implement farming practices that benefit both biodiversity
and yield. I conducted a field experiment in the 2021 summer in Tianbei Rice field, Tongsiao,
Miaoli County. A total of 36 3x3m plots were established to examine the effects of seedling
spacing, frequency of weeding, and watering at rice canopy closure on aquatic animal diversity
and rice yield, before and after the highest tillering time. I collected aquatic animals through 18
mesh square net dragging and sampled rice ears to compare the effects of different farming
practices. Results show that most aquatic animal diversity indices were positively correlated
with days after transplanting, seeding spacing, water depth, weed presence, and watering at rice
canopy closure. Larger seedling spacing at later stage and the watering at rice canopy closure
had higher diversity of aquatic animals; while smaller seedling spacing at early stage, lower
frequency of weeding, larger seedling spacing at later stage, and watering at rice canopy closure
had higher density of apple snails; larger seedling spacing, watering at rice canopy closure had
lower rice yields. Therefore, farmers could evaluate their farming practice carefully and
establish proper farming management. It is suggested to select some spare areas without filing
up seedlings to create larger seedling spacing area, arrange an appropriate amount of weeding
1-2 times to control apple snails population, and set up drainage ditches between rice field and
ridge to maintain low disturbance, deep water depth and long-time watering place. These
practices could help improve the biodiversity of aquatic animals, save labor and meanwhile
benefit rice yield and quality.
Keywords: farmland conservation, seedling density, paddy tilling, dry out field, apple snails,

aquatic insects
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HEEREIA P S REET RSP (Wilcoveetal, 1998) @ B o b F A5
FF 4P LR ot Lz TR & J 2 ik PRIE(ecosystem service )( Altieri, 1999;
Lietal.,2013) - 2@ % 1950 # % ¢ & & (Green Revolution) {6 » B v ~ 3RHF¥ 2F
B e A2 D by R F R e 2 SRR L i (Krebseral., 1999
Benton ef al., 2003; Henle et al., 2008; Dudley and Alexander, 2017 ) » 2 % 4 3= 5 k4%
Mg d o> ¥ L EA P SHBELHH NS 2 ¢ (COPI0)» & N1 2 1 i5 & (Satoyama
Initiative ) ;ﬁ d R IEHEE B -4 k-2 2 § 223 F (Socio-Ecological Production
Landscapes and Seascapes, SEPLES ) :EBlAHF1#* B v = F g 2R F ik (Takeuchi, 2010 )-
FLIEAP SRS < € (COPIS) 4% 112 2020 # ch23k 2 4 § {24278 (Post-
2020 Global Biodiversity Framework, GBF ) » #f % £ {E & #8w & (L eni7 & P £ > £ =0 2050
£ A g qose 4 2 g8 (Phangeral,2020) 785 B 4E? [ MR E GRS A
eend A4 2 wip 4 oo A fk AA# BT 2 3¢ (Ecosystem-based Approach, EbA ) X 4 1]
* Boo g Feap RE R (Wangereral.,2020) - %%’r} [ SR P R e R
kg o BAEA FinE (T h A K HEHSIURS 2 iy 12 (resilience) > # I ¥
FiEgBag F2 K RLDT hh s (Costanza et al., 1997; Ostman et al., 2001;
Hopwood, 2008; Carvalheiro e al., 2011 ) F]ptdrie 5 B o 4 5 5 4t > fi7# B £ &
A2 fE 7 7 HE & AL (Knowler and Bradshaw, 2007; Norris, 2008 ) - Weibull ez al. (2003 )
AT ERD AR A2 AT R B Y T RS 2 TERTEY pMRI AR
AP HREET OER F]S o

FMEEEY 6 7 5 B9 a4Fstbi# - Garibaldieral (2017) 56 % v i
BREFRL 6 T RH R R 7R (conventional farming ) ~ F Rt B Z

(diversified farming ) ~ A 4 & % B /2 (sustainably intensified farming ) ~ 24 & & G B ;2
(ecologically intensified farming ) ~ 2 & B ¥ B ;% (agroecological farming ) ~ % 3 # B /%

(organic farming ) o # ¢ v g T RZ 2 F PR mv/l%ﬁx“ oo ALl RZ
1
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LR AFRZIRFNAFIHEE SO RFBRET ISR ERAaL R 2T § G
78,58 (Rahmann, 2011; Tuck et al., 2014; Froidevaux et al.,2017) - @ 5 # L2 2 § &
PR G HRF] T Aok g BRI ETH R fop g AT R 2R R

%% # (Holeetal,2005) ¥ - > & » Rz d % 5 R E 3 iv4 < > Bentoneral (2003)
Tl 6 E RN FRPEL R RE L TR T E 45 1 T fEUT (croptype) ~ # AP &
(sowing season )~ {F4» 3 7| &2 % & (crop seed set and density )~ @ ¥ ¥ JZ (management )~

s 32 p 12 (fertilizerinput) ~ B % 32 (pesticideinput ) ~ 4 3 % F (soil compaction) ~ p
R4E4 ki (non-cropped habitat ) - Martineral. (2020) HE#H R A B R FHEIFF
Mo FRERIFTEEFR SR RITI AL TS MR RRT REDEIP S
Mo Ry g REEFEHI R AL GEET 2 PR SR - Billaud et al.  (2021)
RIEESAPFTERIRE D L HAEF - g ARG Fhp ¥ 442 5 SRS ]
B A M, ERFAIPF IR RFIREHRTEL LS BT AR A

T ERE T A B Sy (adaptive-management ) 0 & 13t & s Y

FIEE e gk PRFA3TE (Duruetal, 2015) -
B4 i;ﬁﬂﬁ%,ﬂﬁf}ﬁ SV Bk b en— X 3 (Tilmanetal ,2001) 0 B4 0
CHEBFRPE PR 520 e P AERa BT Y AL & 54 d (Knowler

and Bradshaw, 2007 )> @ (¥4 e B BE 57k o 2% 5 545 ¢ » k4% (Oryza sativa)
235 &£ & 9 d v4 2 — (Elphickeral,2010)> f o 3 § ¢ -kfew FIH R < g5
2R S S Lg)j}ﬁ;ﬁm‘a‘n ik ¥ 2 # % # (dynamic hydrological regime ) »

BELIRBHER B RS kA H L LA BANE R FAEY  okfer it

Wh ANk d B Ed B s § 9§ (T4 (Bambaradeniya and Amerasinghe, 2004 ) o -k &

BoaER Rl S A BB OE AR e B RFRT A L v Bt b
SR ERF > LRfET ATEKE N B E s adrdla 2 €1 F &S (Horgan ef al,

2019)° F-kf&w RA > BAE ~ f RF T AR 28%—44% - LR 2 EFH R T
RS JE SEA  E @nmﬁﬁmﬁ’*ﬁm4ﬁ§ﬁ$ﬁ%ﬁ%%@$ﬁi%

(Koshida and Katayama, 2018 ) » g 4% 245 chig § # LT K fen 2 5 5 R abd
2
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GEo BR B FoRAEY 2L EF RS BB SEFTRE RS 3 25 RE B GR
AT AR B RS DET R E 0 S S EFHR N FT FiROEE (Wilson eral., 2008;
Elphick et al., 2010 ) »

FRE~ B2 HORERfEA AR hE & R FHRIT o RFRORIER AL AR
FALDME 7 et 2§~ 2 R F RS o F arilied gt sk
% ¢ 325 & (Chauhan and Johnson, 2011; Alam et al., 2012; Mondal et al., 2013; Sihag et al.,
2015) o "k fEw e T ¥ A i = 10%—35% A £ 40 (Karimetal,2004) > — 4.7 #
FeR frA e R BSR4 VB 2 L 2 (Rodenburg and Johnson, 2009 ) »
BAGRZGT B EFARY LFRIL N R T BEF 4
A Z Rk Fr R 4 R e SR RS R K IRB A B F R AR 2 5 S R 2
RIS feu AR A ok &8k (Maltchik ef al., 2017) I 4k i 22 i i 2
&% (McIntyreetal ,2011 )@ ¥ — 3 5 > & K2 o B35 i H e fsf A 28 S F
Tie b 28 Y%k FRAEAL (242 3% ., 1996; Chapagain and Yamaji, 2010; £ <3 %,
2020) ¢ K fn RBrchps % FEa et g g XA 0 2 MA R HRE A M eSS
# 1% (Luo et al.,2014; Maltchik et al., 2017; Katayama et al., 2019 ) - B F 3 (v 5 B 4 A B
LEF VAR REDRE o R EF R EL TR SR ERELHOL S
do T Rk A

Kfw R FARITG - %K/»\.,léi?:}}iaﬁ%" ieF BB ¢ 454 L% (Pomacea canaliculata )
R R B - ARAA 1979 & 4 55l A £ 1982 & st 5 3
f&z 5 (FR&H1985) » i B ¥4 244 (Halwart, 1994; Naylor, 1996)
- ¥R A AT R E 5 B2 (Carlsson et al., 2004; Burlakova ef al., 2009) - ft = &
(2004) 4p &) SR &I TOF EFAREN AT €T 10.80% Ay
Ao FPTEFF AT HFEAAR ISR e BB AFEFAF S (B2
H,2004) ~ % EEREFAFFTHEEEND I GRBR - - 14,2013) ~ BiEH
AEZ B (T IR s (MR, 2020) ° AAm gl » oh R d BB S A AR & 1R iE

Flrie dre e p 3 A B k2B 32 5 SR (F 4 25,2009, BUw -k, 2020)-
3
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-3 G o FTEESET DRA SRy ’;ﬁw;;‘im# AR E R 8 it o R AR

e

Fiforig = B 44 g T (Litsinger and Estano, 1993 ) o 4eie 2 8 £ 3 480 " i H

—

Ca’

R d o PREAESAEEYT A2 BREERY - LA
7 f%

S4F £ fEFE T E R 0 dpR A LA Gk #iv (Birkhofereral ,2018) » 4od 4 7§ 2 48

g

e

noAd SR A R AR M > T WEAp 2 & (indicator species )

4

iv (Yanget al.,2021) ~ g &t 345 7 sc (Munyuli, 2012) o 7= 3 77 7 15 16 & %%

&

B 4 (Alvarezet al.,2001 )~ ¥34 B (Odonata) ¥ f (£ % #,2019)~# %2 p (Coleoptera )
! fi. (Chouangthavy et al., 2021) ~ % {64 (Goded et al., 2019) 7 ¢k v & K iF R
BEFIP SRRt N5 § i dpilig & dp iR 2 P o dpa kv g2 b §le
BARE M0 RATSYFHAG SRR T 2 G ko 2 BET 2 AFLY
KA R AFIZR LA FEFBRAL DEFE RN EBREY LSt PR
(bioindicator) » it i B¥2 4 % ## </ (bioaccumulation) £ 45 4 & % 4% %1% (Cainet

al., 1992; Dijkstra et al., 2014 ) - &G th2 &2 Q2 54 0 d 3 GREFRETFR &

T ¥
HMEFLD A AP PEPFF R FRHE e # F e hilky RANEE R 430 - K

FuEY T A2 g Lo F (Duruetal,2015)  4oimk 3 B iTA 8 %
A I HREETHF > F L P 73t (Salazar-Ordofiez et al.,2021) - 5 # B %
FZEBHEBRE TGN R BRBEFRZ9F 5%— 34 %54 £ 4 (Hodgson et al.,
2010; De Ponti et al., 2012; Ponisio et al.,2015) > 2 & ¢ 2 & B DR A dcd > @ % Mg
SRR PSR AT S A BRI 4 T G a0 i
MRl R R e M EREMA S S RET % (Balmford er al., 2018; Jeanneret ez al.,
2021; Tscharntke et al., 2021 ) - Hodgson et al.  (2010) dp 4% » F5 ¥ k2 A & F M3
FRZRT%NNAE ZREFZMUBEFRZEF R > LRI FT % Higid P 5
BALE G BB s E o HB AR R ERM BB E Y A F AR 2 e
W s RSN EAE S B 445 Ry (Phalanetal,2016)  { 7 v}]?%i%"i‘

el

FREERNTA G ROA S I RE R B R R A2 TR TROEY A2
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ﬂ{ﬁ(

BE i B2 AL (Martineral ,2020) d 32378 B2 2 2 &% LB Fe 47w

%

PR EFTE T AR T REH NI AGYHNZ AR ETELER  H L IFET TR

AR AEEM GALR  FREROAGE R R0 T R4
JE LR FE A BRI H (Payment for Ecosystem Service, PES) % B4 2 f&
B % 4 4% (ecological network ) % Fr i (e %,2021 ) F THB R L Lg%
g AL R P OEFF KRR AN GEY p X2 (Natural-based Solution, NbS )-
AFG B FTRE 0 B 52 V%% k5L (Participatory Guarantee System, PGS ) -
AR REMBAE > ARASK > TAREPRF AT RASTERR (MERF,
2018) 5 A ® F @kt 2ot £ 2 BN BEHRBARAFDL L RT L Z
T AP AR RER A FE ARG TE 2 RIS (BE42,2017) 0 A7
ARSI RERTEY 85 5B e § (5 £5%,2013; 2 %,2015;
BLEZ 2018) - WH TR Ea-kEHKkfen 2 ke B2 EiFaR* B (29,

2019)~ £ T RAIG §HHBHES R G e T hisamdn (2 T E,2012) 7%

>N\"

FEERYBEDGER NERER LR RE 9 ARk R JRFR o R A
Lo BREYE CLEHRT AP L BT SHA FHLEHETHAS S HEB LY
FogrgpgyaoEE kg EROLETRYFE oS iR FREERD
MEFEBEE LR 2 AFEFEL K MRBOEE L e 4 BiFET EY S
R4

AP EALEF I ED T RFEERE R FHkfEn P 2 Rk ¥

BivHp kL b

=

W KR R T P BIRAE kR AR T AR

«

3y

FPE O REPERPARF I OTFAEIEYER 2 EARMAARETHRTER >

G

FREERE > DA A A EARTHE o b AL R A R Bk g
Y AR RN P EER RS A T RS LR .
FELL iR > AT BRI 3B P e 14 ZLiEE
TR RERET RS B S R BB

-1 SR FBERE 3 B vk A &4 § Rid
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1-2.2 %5 & M5 g avkd &4 5 R (EPEsir)
1-3. 588 K2 Fiz2 v H 3 RBark A58 5 R
1-4.0 B R fFRFTF g vkt &8 5 il
153X e REFRB T RBARABS F R
TRRELAREERTCHIETH AR REFEREZEE
-1 B BER T G R i d R E R
222 %5 RN KB sl R EE (EE R T)
23R A FIC2 0 H BB sE IR EEE
2-4.0 B R @R BB PGS EHE
25N B R E T B aBE IR EEE
TfRER AR EERT HIFFAZ 2T
3-1.F5E4E ¢ F R gk fed £
328X R R FRE KFEAE
339w 5B Rk fEAE

3-4.8REREF R PEfEEE
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i3 2
(=) FL%HE
Fpigaste FA RS By &5 TR LA F (24°3106.6"N
120°4330.0"E ) » 4245 20122021 & ¢ & § % kil T3 F FALA > £30F 228 C o &
TR RS 1482mm (Bl 1) f &5 SR LAt 2 &%a 7 LFFaiEa
BEEFORE PR THFERITIOC FRERPRIMNETEL T AP T
BFEMN2 CoXEFANAER -

BOEH RS R RMEE B A- p2e (Yatsuda) idp AL 2B BkFe
HBHRGEA  HI BN RECFEFFIE R A FLILERET R 2N LLE
Foh oo BFINAAIE MY 100 2 7 0 A LS fEte 2 4p LAt (Acacia confusa) ~ AT
( Cinnamomum camphora ) ~ £ 7 ( Phyllostachys makinoi ) % B A 1 4k 5 1 > ¥ 2 %
X R g8 2 L3 fr(Trema orientalis )~ % 4 (Mallotus japonicus )~ & 1% ( Melia azedarach )
o0 4 poU o R RAEE A 0 Atk R BB IFL R R
2h o fen BEFEH2GER AP HR B LN FEEA T d LB 2]

WERME ITE AL RS PP FF 5 =% (Miscanthus sinensis )~ % *b J b 4o =+

k (Panicum maximum ) e+ =7 ¥ % (Bidenspilosa) %4+ 2 %2 3 » { 384 ¢ /7
iﬁéié‘.ﬂi%ﬁ%‘ 5 HREE ,TT%#B q',\ ;'3 § (mosaic landscape ) °

2012 ERAEFE EARNF AP0 REEP FRTZ L EFHE LB Sk
4R B -8R %9 ¥ (Lethocerusindicus) (£ % 2 £,2015) 52 o PR L IFER 4
BaLdehfEs i FREARLE SN — To B8 o KA A OERBFR s 298
T R RRE R R T2 AR PR FERFLFEIADE AR R
HAS BT (e 1) B8 T HARM, AR A FRAFEER RS
T o BEFEEALEIRERY > T EFFIFEAFFTERS O FFEELE
ERFFAFLI SO DHRETIRFGF 2P oo PRI F A 521

DA RAEA AN 12 2 FHEFH 02 20 0 BEF G 04 2F ~ HEY
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WIS 2 B ARE 8 RS don F b F (ier2) 0 0 EH R AR A
BRERE LR CEFHEE AT RABS L BT AP S RERT A P
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L% % }\né%ﬂﬁ&s\ykq),bi\igjrfg,;a&ﬂ;*“l o
(i) #HHE +x F3H 7 - G KSR AL - fE 3 pdrs > MR IER 2
FoR AR A R s o - gt AR 50X 20 ke B AL
PR TSR AERE A 8
(iii) o : #u «#ﬂ,%j:@a#sé R R IBAF N2 o0 HRASEEE
F o — B TR 50 % 24 0 HEF A GpFd o H P gk fes B T
o TRGED Y D F Y
(iv) H Rk t#u R RTRE204 > affFa B KR FHiTo L @FLIE
LR FERMREES LS NI RT A Rl he AT PEE LIEAL SO
e ARE Y R E T
(V) mRF R RE AN P ATE g R LY AR S a4 B B R4 T
FLzo 5w Bl e - BORfEA FRA 15302 F > F ik FRMEFAS L T s B
3 T aschgE o
(Vi) FAg @ T3 10085 chE§ > L AT X HAFRE - AP UE
BHEROBIGERRLE -
B~ # %%
AP - DRTPRFLRESF RIS S REZ P e Rz

A
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ERE3IMAE P AHRFEEFe A2 PVCE R TR EER 0 A MR R R IE
3R REMAIBE S A HERFFE FoR2HAIL (R2-B3), uHAELR
A2t IT Ao EAEITS S 260 Fo A B FAUIOBHEE L 4B
FTAEREZOBHEE (2 1) HHXREP 2021 237 SPp#IEAPALY - % 2704
WY P Pl THRBRFEHI CFIE 1Sm WEL R0 HiEa 2 F %k (edge
effect) J2 8o JE TR be— M TR A4 > 3 %0 Falid 250k L0 RPKE
Rl r R LELRABP AT R R P AT O BIRARRUTOR TR
2 EHINHRFPEFT o UTEP I L gk (&

(i)~ ey e -

LIS N F TR 30 cm 0 HREE 18cm B AR 0 TALH L¢P AfE o @ (85 iE
LLFOF AT SRR B R H AL 3 B HRIE e (40 PRA
Bl BB 36cm) ~ ¢ FEE (160 fhA% ~ B #iE 18 cm ) » BARFE (320 thfs  Eo| AEE
9cm) (B3>t C)e 2 AEifs Y FHRT ¢ adhip b M50 > 20k 4 B4 3 B PR
Feu ki B ALERE AR

(i)~ Z3HR

ZEEERIE S o R 2 7k ¢f g (BT RS MI-36) RS
A 10 X BB 7 EXRE T ORIEI0% > 2R RFRPNR2EE o AT Y
REAFRA S 3 BEXGEIL > U R B R R > R AR R aERER L 2T 0
Z(22PBE)BF 20 (BEFHEA#202 )25 4= (REFEAH10 %)
(B2)-

(iii) ~ #HHE R &8

VR AE A BRI (BB 50 %) ek LB G RN 0 E B E Rk MR
B o X100 GoE I v 2 a o M IRETRfRM e B e ER 2 R 2 R R

BokEREFEFAR Ok ROKFRFAZI-6om o Wh e 2 EcA R F 0 o (T2 B AJE

[

o (2EGH)F K (2EEFT)(B2-F3)-
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C-aha->i2
K22 5RA2021 #30 24pA2> 22021 70 3Pk B RERE -

ERATH FAPEN2BIFIP R TRANAIEFEAR NPEF HTHE
ReTABREEL - BHEPFLI8 P (Imm) Mmiep > fhiFa + > L KfEE7 2 v itk
e (FELTFHE2019) "FgTH L + 2 a‘ﬂ“f@%x/z B2 P ki ® L Bl
EF OSY%IFPH A R ehERIRFL Y Bir o GRS 85 A KfRfARRF > RO E XD AR
BE O OUWALBAETEN T Ba BRSBTS LR b
FIERERTE W AREREFTAL cF XD AN LR R ERER > KT

s

Fata 2 4k > 1 05em 5 E miedokiEe T RE AR DAL R Wik ¥ i

BEDFRA 0 FRRERRENA AU M E 0 B L F A ges o RRE R E O S %k

kSRR 0 G 5% L A RIS 2] R RER &Y RE S EAUE 7 AP

BAHFHRR L A N FERFESREEE  BEET T P TasT i
P S REZ 2 RANE  HR R BRA RS E Y 0 RIE OS%FE R R
PR o B0 St 2 ERPR A R ApT o R R AL B
Hed FLER L ok BE RS- jediEiet OS%IFHE Y 2 £ 8 > W S B ek )
BT 3o kA BEALTR PRSI RATRETHEIRETR C N4
PR~ ® LA R B RS e Rk I B ERKF

IR AR E 2021 £ 7 12 P F R A A qTEl 0 AR LB 3 BA

B BT AR B o DO0- B RS E 0 E AR A FRE FRE S b

W

B ® - RIE S BT R B R RTREFET R LB ERFTRFTHRTY

PLERSREE O NP EERRLIAT CRFAAAETE AL

\k
mj‘\

B AR = ke x A JFox L x it et

100

D~ FHA 4
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B 43 #L 12 Microsoft Excel 2 43 8 - 8 %]+ jb = % £ #ic~ 7 (One-way ANOVA )~
HEFLF £ F 46 T (Tukey HSD test) ~ A & #{2ie §jF (generalized linear regression ) ~
EIRUE RV ,éf?‘ig # /% (stepwise forward selection ) 4 R 4.0.2 #ic %8 i& = (R Core Team, 2020 )

W RS RS LR B AR S > R ERE R X 50 cm o fSHRE A B (TE
WAEE  SHHERE AR S0 o8 fERIARR 2 FEEC REF o ko iy
I EIER A 2 AR (AL 50 %) 4T T o o o BE R R B

Ta-LHRAEENIT > 2358 108 15 (58 109 & o 27 K4 S 43 £ B (v {7 pF

%

PORARBYL > B LA RS Z AN GERE ) DRI T e A R -
LU PR R YR A TR kS R TR Sk e Bk Y S 5

T L B @ % k2 Ep ol §hc WBenb ez BEDTHR > nPIyER £

?s)ﬂw

PRTEF - AP RFRRRFFHRIES SR D FERP LS ELE iYW
1+ 4 45 (Pearson correlation) i 7| ghpt B ARRE 21430 0.5 22 %) » R 7 R %ﬁb‘.ﬁ&ﬁf‘ ’
RABFFEE CRFTPEAURBED AL FTEFTLAT A iGH TR E BE 7 HE
WAL L DB LA FRE AT B A UH B Rk B g e PR
BEF S AR PR - H R R EFA AT 0 000 R EARAE R A HRBE R R R
FEHIFRFRICDE BRI i o P FRe T EH R FERZ  ERELR

SfFRFF R R R OR AR R TR R AN BRIk ITER
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5

AR LT 2021 £ - WASTEHF > 4030 8 pIEA BT 1 12 Pl &
FHA27 % o 0 36 BIRHRBEFEFTA L 0 KT 21 07,556 §okA Ep o FfE
GRS R A KR BT B 2 A A o fcBd AR RS T H R
# (Ampullariidae » 3,285 & )~ f"l"iﬁ #* (Notonectidae » 2,153 & ) ~ ¥4+ (Libellulidae ~

811 & )~ 4 fi # (Dytiscidae > 418 & )~ & 5 A (Gerridae > 246 & )~ ja#xft (Lycosidae >

140 & )~ #3£ 44 (Rhacophoridae » 131 & )~ 7 A # (Hydrophilidae > 90 & )~ ‘m/Z 4% f
( Coenagrionidae /Platycnemididae > 62 & ) ~ 244 #1 (Bufonidae > 57 & )~ = F 4
(Dicroglossidae » 31 & )~ w & #fFf! (Baetidae » 26 & )~ /] %] iﬁ #* (Micronectidae >
23 & )~ j& v i£4¢ (Microhylidae » 21 & )~ % iﬁ #* (Corixidae > 20 & )~ #x#* (Culicidae »

19 & )~ #3£4* (Ranidae> 12 & )~ iﬁj':iﬁﬁi (Nepidae > 5 & )~ & bi&f (Aeshnidae> 4 & )~

2 E4giEf (Atyidaer 1 &) (F14)-

TYNETHEHRET 4124227 F 5 16.70+£20.54 LokAded o B AT Lk
BohotFmdgt (396 &) A E A (371 &)~ Ao i34 (303 &) B4 (178 &) 2
Hoeft (99 &) (B15)- (509 &8T5 % § 3.61£2.06 4% » 52.77+87.43 &k 2
PR BT BA S R0 S (2981 B ) frigt (1757 &) Hheft (712 8 )

Bisf (68 &) 2

o\

SR (47 8) (M5)-

(=) PEF sk 2 63 5 Hfe B

BRSOk L b PR i 7 RIMER LB B M MR kR
w5 ivd AR vk 2 Bk (p<0.001)» & % B AEE (p=0.780) 1 I A%FE ( p
=0.660)~ ¥R (p=0753) 2 FRIRFHEFLE (F6)- ¥ * § K fF
KA G0 R ITFK L $0 40 L 7040 R BT R L B Pt 0 9 %
# (p<0.001)~ 5% (p=0.036) & 4 F & 4p Bl 5 Aflivis & P -k (p=0.003)~

KiEiER (p<0.001) REF B (£ 2)-
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BERTH A AFFEHEPE Y P mF L3R BB L2 0P R4S
s prAERY ABE (p=0.044) %2 BAEE (p=0.031) § & Fig hd #ic; 4
kg % v EERF kA B E i (p<0001); @ 2 P2 EHA 2 FANLG ¥
23 (p=0523) (R 7)° ¥ &% R &I jFi-kfen S 3 T3k 2 & p L g 7
Atr o BERBT KA Bd EBcAAS TR I E X # (p<0.001) kiFE (p<0.001)~ f23
(p<0.001) B8 F T 4phd » HAFETHF A AN (p<0.001); afeirisdh & x4k (p
<0.001) ~ #§& (p<0.001) ~ #HHE -k (p<0.001)~ % -kiF (p<0.001) & & ¥ = 4p
B oo 213X (p<0.001) REFf M (£2)-

HiE R KA rﬁﬁﬁ#ﬂ%iﬁﬁ%éﬁ%ﬁ«i&%@F@ﬁ’%%ﬁﬁ%
e ol

Buef & e X g (p=0.010) TR F D ApM > 2 2 ¥ =0 #c (p=0.004) %A% f AR ;
i

\v

=¥ (p=0.004)~ kiF (p<0.001)~ 2% (p<0.001) L EFApH ;

Prigfl & e < g (p<0.001) > -kiF (p=0.015) T A F L ApM » & fje (p<0.001) -
%38k (p=0.014)~ 325 (p<0.001) LA F f b (£ 2) HiER RMILi jfF#45
TR RERTRHEpEME I AAEF A BRI L ST LF(p=0.003)

A

BATE D AR M HbEf & s B (p<0.001)~ #4E i -k (p<0.001)~ -k % (p=0.002)

~

FLARM o & % # (p<0.001) %A% f Aph 5 Prig e < g (p<0.001) ~ #E (p
<0.001) ~ #HHEPFR K (p<0.001)~ k% (p<0.001) REFIAAM  HRTTHF ]

B (p=0.005) (% 2)-

; 5231
7
A

(=) PEEiTHig2 %32 4 4

\"‘b

B3 riin S0t S ¥

mb,"'

To@r Ry d LB R BEETAEEN AR
B R ABERGIAIE T A ERE 8o (p=0006); ¥ Hch 0 PR 2 G EEFR

F i (p=0.036); HEME KREr % (tF HMEFRF S92 £ (p=0.006);

A S HP A e AR R A3 (p=0239) (F8)e ¥it* R} KAILiw fFH-kfs
TP THAEER L e AT SR T AEE T S A fe T ¥ & RR(p<0.001)
REEFLAPM > 2 < (p<0.001) > 5 (p<0.001) 2 ¥ =#k (p<0.001)~ % 3%
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(p=0.016) T &% f 4phE 5 AfSF P& T H (p<0.001)~ #HEFF K (p<0.001)
TRFLM - ZKF (p<0.001)~ 3% (p<0.001) R&FfipM (£ 2)-
EBEHTHABZIDRENT 2 v iy L R 3 B 58T o kfeid i pmie

E5
fr #ge (p=0.003) 2 HAFE (p=10.042) % 7 BFRF RL D HERELRFv
i) HERE EELEE (p<0.001); @ s fhape (p=0816) 22X 4R (p
=0.068) B2 F BEELE (B 9)e ¥ i * F &M [Fa-kfe® 4 (FHRE 1R
TRELI BEHETEAIRE AT HEE (p<0.001) R EF L ApH > 28

FE(p=0.002) R 80 F f 4P b 5 B feivie ¥ 22 3E (p=0.029)~ #E#15 % B (p<0.001)~

HAEPFE K (p<0.001)~kiF (p=0.012) TEFT M (£2)-
(Z) PEE T ST 2 2 22 B F
LEHTHEATREZFE Y HF S FEEM T B 5T afie (p<

0.001)~ %23 =c#ic (p=0.005)~ v i#-k (p=0.019) *F BHFLE > trfe

4"’Y
pil
ot
=
i

FHEFLE (p=0145)( % 3) - BEHIyerd L Bt THAIEZ ¥ 5 X R FE (546 T
MM gt AR AEE (p<0.001) 2 ¥ f§E (p<0.001) $ A ¥ HF £
w o

¥EZ 0= d= (p=0.005) } BFERB el At o FFHED §BEFRE ek
AL (p=0.019) (H 10)-

EEE el AR 208 v B A3 b2 R B A1 BRET &R (p <
0.001)~w #-k (p=0.031) FEHFLE » 7 2 ¥ =#k (p=0335) - ¥ HE (p=
0776) Pl F B EF LR (£ 3) B ERIRT L Pk THAIERT S T B %)

FRAEf P PR (p=0.021) B AFE (p<0.001) F B FR ML FEF AT > F FE

—=h

WFERS et AR (p=0.031) (R 11)-

() BE#FEHER
FEEH R FERE U DERS K LR PRETS TR PR &R

M FHEA] o GARiER o $HR A B PEEHH DTS RAE L T RYRE
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ZORERT Sk AE S CREH RS NT]F R A L D A KR RIEE RE R ER
A SECERVE 3 SIEVE: SHETEIEID DT S AN S RS A S ¢ N
HARE LB E EH H e nF T B A S KRR AR (£ 4) 0

AP RN PR S PR S SN SN LR GNES

kA B P CREH H A DTS RA D R PR R RF S AR TR E R
FREHEHR DT FRAEL AT Bk RFEE RYRE D HAREIRER
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b

FRGENT AP RABFALE R LY REF AR CHBTREARREE

‘3\

P2 B G Mo wm LD R T, k2 RFY Y f"r’iﬁyfii LEITE LS S5

3

BH LR REY ARBHY R B R Y i A & HhEf g B o ffniﬁ;fio‘}gyﬂ'
Fc) o A AR AR S P A SRR A A2 A AR H SR
BV F  WAPTHEERS > HRIRFIZIAEPY DA AR (Eretessp.) 413
Eorw Bang RRE- i h RS E 2 RE S I Re® i & A (Kingsley, 1985) - @
HrUEPEE R RS R R BAepd o TR R (2 3#,2009) H
FAGHAZ PEREF ORI RTAPL] BE o RELGBIIRIDLFE o
Fobo kA g b gl b S o AR AF P SN A3% 0 BT ARE
asokfen ¢ higFahd o v ARZ B 0 T F PRE%R T TR E G THARS U
B ] S HARF BN A LR T A RAFE A R E Sk 48 (Lowe
etal ,2000) > £ 5 FAHRAA P BP X PP > PV FEEL A RIRE IS0 Y
g A ke T o SAEL BRA L BAREELIP L - g R IRR R a0
FFsg o prprEe g (1) Addd ~(2) & kiedp - (3) #4600 (4) 1o

FHA(S) 28 Pie~(6) %% F 540 (JF3:2£,2004; - £ %,2010; 550 ~ - 1,

&=
T
=+
3
e
o
4
=+
=
T
H
ad

2013 ) tpdadp R B - Lo R R R g4 R B k2
FaRl g > FHAKE P SARET R A R B KA F SRS P R B (R
®WK,2020) FA2E (2009) Lt RA KA B Fack S g HAERN > T AT A

ki A Rrends 5T o gk A B SR T o Edrdliad s o powoe BSF A

(Fré

EE AR N RN R L WICER e R E S A A T
Fokfen Bok2 bdr 2 Tipl o L EERAET B2 5 RIS e TR BRI Y
E bi e R0 TEg B G Ao iR Bk R g T fe s A 2 R < - (Litsinger
and Estano, 1993 ) » 3% F 2748 & 35 e ;0 o

KfgfpE e P E LN B A5 2 R E e An k2 f b L Ec2 45E
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bl

SR fARM BRIk B 8 R

WAFERE kG B MR A B R T RN R BRSO REER T LR L 2 G

WRE R B APM o B AR 0 9 B

?\lwa

TE A EERT RS NG R A RIAEERE Y S IR FE A b 0w
A ® 2 (FHER § e E T M K2 &5 A3 & 1 * 5B AR &K
BLE LS RpmAiER BRI kd B Eh s 5ot RRET RF 3 R o
Fok e 3 G o AR RMPARE FRE BT 2 F AR EE G RFfI 2R

UL RG] o BARIERRY RIELAEE AR E IR AR - HGEF R

¥
o

GBEA A b 41% Gk LR > Alam ef al. (2012) 7§ BA f 15X25 chfese-k 45
BAA R B AETRR- Ko Aa & Alameral (2012) 10 —25 2 A fFEL B ¢
F0FAREPABAAE ] P ERPIERTIET T TR ZTORTET
I FEE IR EE IRE AR IR EA A WAL HRENEE LR o0
R iFrdd ¥ AnH e g TR F RSy~ o oa NG R R
AT R e B R RUR AR B B R ] AR AN R R R INA A AR A T e
FAF A F GG WEW DS N 2T R IR T Y A
YR RBHAL S R Fen D B il R R X Hrd Bk B iz g
oo TEARZEEE f M o RpY RFHER RABF CERBEEF T 7 F
Rito @ a?Y BPRFHRETF B3 A7 $1E (Townsenderal., 1997 ) & A7 7 %%
frec i 2 B Jppl kARl mE Y SR (B 0 R R4 A FHER FLARS
(Bambaradeniya and Amerasinghe, 2004 ) » f3f# (5 % Fl-k 2 & $ 50 P AF LR

TP OO APEHEY G AR o EREF AL ABER c BEL BT

TR OO FPRENIREYIEFEFLE A A S ORRT E ARG REOR T4

o daPl 5@ S chrRke ¢ P EHORIE KA B i d o RASKRE TR L S gk
Figte o @A o SR T L fRT R i R adgd 0 2 ARG 1L
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4
3
k2
=3
™
u
g

FRk D B 5 A KB i T IR AR R ER XK G L B E 4

PWE RSN &R s EETE R

2
T
ﬁ.
»g%
(g

AT ST FRICEFEY > LR P R F AR S o DRI kT i
ke B e AR B (3 R4, 1996)° R e BH 0L B kR o d MR RO
ORI F A IS A o R T WA R adk T R A R Rk (g,
2017)0 T3 B A5 a4 chn BT 5 RS E9 4 3 LAV RASA F o 3§ 0B
Fo P v o n BRFSRERET o FFARPEELEL: AT HF RS -
ALF R LEEYRRNIE —F R R ORAGEAEE 0 T4 FRAKGED o ngk 2 B b
AT on BEEEGRE TR QBT PREK2 BRI ET B2 4
GRATRE k2 B b Sl R KRR B2 £ R
EARM R ERBFR G TR o Rk B S RRREG Ak AP T
AR AR e B R KRR P kA B2 R
»oRcdfie e BURE R 4ot fou PR 2 BORER e B RRRE  UlE
4 &% 4 fid v (Maltchik ez al, 2011) -

AR R L A A KRR E R P RFS R PRl B AR E

WBE ek afw (PR &K 1985) 0 3 BRI 7 ok R R R AR
FEL# B om k2P SR RIFS 25 2k 2D ST 7
jaf s okiFR kA P {7 h2 M %41 4 (Bambaradeniya and Amerasinghe, 2004 )
AHARLIADHFBY L EFR? - AAEN 0P T HREBLE T S RFE L AM > F
BREY MGl d (£-14%,2010) A P ar 8 P& -KiFE § AR - 2B 7 & &
WA [ ARRIRE Y AN OKAI G X VAR o d X BINA XX BH Ao w B R
B2 RREBH G p kRS (L3 kAR AR RS ] ik
BH b R RERLE TR TR T ARSNGB AR S KL B G

Fhodk ol 70 Rl B0 2 P EA R fRiT S B M G Bt R 5 R
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@ (Morrisetal.,2005) > miE A % 43 (landshare) %k o fe ¥ G Faifp £ 5 &K

AP RLEGROTE o Ra A%y Biei 1 & 5 ¥ (Cyperaceae) {54~ » &
A

|

b o BT T S g e Ak A B 2 AR T Bl
2 Hk A B RG ESPE
KA B BB AR R R # P F BT G R R P ) B F SR L

i1

A=

® % m %A b BT H g (Meneghel ef al., 2022) o * 7 3 #-0 BB E A

o
e

F o~ Bl 2 fﬁpiﬁﬁiﬁiéiﬁ F% FIR R &AM ﬁﬁ?”’\’f‘r R R L ETH KFE R R

3y B F A ,_,xi’.—‘iﬁ—;}iﬁﬁ;:wﬁP ek My SHREE L&

B CKIRE K MM S U ARIRT S RTINS B F e M ST E
¥

BB E 2 RIURE MR AR gl T IE L R

S5
-
ok
= »

cfrd] e BFeanx B #cE (Eitamefal, 2002 ) iz R v S:EH 2R 4 ffwiﬁyfﬂ ,
Poa & HERIRASE Fé.‘*i%fﬁi:}g 2 $ (indicator species ) o @ 3¢ fi L % éﬁ‘iﬁ—v}ié KON

RA R~ > F B h S 4 4aFF K (Ohba,2009; £ % 7,2019) 2 3 2PpLR 4 s

GRS RN L £ KT S
d iE ﬁfﬁ“l’“a‘& TR AL X B RER R B S RSB NE R TS W

R4 FERTR CSHDEGEAHFRREI AT P a3 k2 o5 J iRt it
Bo kA Ed SR F AR RS E R R R A e m AR

AP ARE LR MEF AR S R 2 IR e ST A RIS F AR
S E AP RA R o g R R A B G T 2 RS T e LR e
FRAA GASMOZE T ULy R ERASER Y R R R U R
BEFBFE LT AN E B S—10 DA FARE > 1 {0 RS BT A Y
B dpdvd ok RS e B TR TR S 3 ARG ~ 3

B R RGEEE 0 (T AR BRI RS LR R RE kAR RL T

e
»

7
Fed e PR EME - ¥R AL NEE R P BRI R AR R RY B EAE

LR APieE T LRI REF CHDTA L TS LREBE S FLR

W

Y REAIEEE BAP 5L TR E RERASE b kow g & R
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WAk E 0 iR 10 X dnestoke ¢ R PREB BT ERET R

HenEH o T v BiE ke P PROF LT BER R F DR ek P o

ot FPH R OB W EARD  SYEARR GRS 0 4 R RT R TLES A
AT FFEHLEH AP I REET RS H P x g L2 EE R F R

ot i ik 5 #c (Rahmann, 2011) > #Xd >0 B £4 F B4 RIBPRIELZE >3 2

BAZERERY A 2 b Sn@ikis 2 2 F Forse 0 PN RS

TEEEES S RESY GRS PP IR g 2RO 5 A iR s

p

i
S
PRI TG Ao R S0 BTRE AFEARCRERBE S RELAEL

I
{$h
&
|
@r‘r
z;
"
&y
oJ;o
%
i
e

E R Y PR R S RE S R LR B
WMErEpED KRG R A FETEF (T A EE ,2021 ) ER v T APM B
FA L SRS e AR AR B B8 p IR R e 4 R (Martin
et al., 2020; Billaud et al., 2021 ) R PP EE> » F+ > L FlE & BE2REEHIT
=2 EORE A ﬁf?‘f‘:]i Mg gt GR2Z2 AT ESVIFE 4 R AIRBEH
PRH D IR FFTLAREEREL GG  RER AP OB 5 F R AL
A BTG e

Ehos Jleasd 25 i RMEmI &2 R F R (spatial heterogeneity ) #
% (Fahrigetal,2011) > @ R FR 3Rz FR AT € A4 7 Fenify 23R 2% 2
BB (regions) # F 2 R P » ZZ M &35 31k 4 4 % (ecological
compensation area ) £ & * {8 $ fE /¥ (seed-richstrip) > & % F H ¢ dik 244 (Aviron
et al., 2009; Fischer et al., 2010; Desquilbet et al., 2017; Salek et al., 2022) o % B 3¥-FF
(between-field )2 B ¥ »2& ;ﬁ‘{ﬁ] # B B v F H(patch )i o] T 3 e 1% 5 #6847 #i( Fahrig
et al., 2015; Salek et al., 2018; Martin et al., 2020) - & P 3#p (In-field) = B B): EX AL
2 % 8% 5 i 2 R (Frey-Ehrenbold ez al., 2013 )~ *&4% j# %4 2 % sL(Herzon and Helenius,
2008) % s :g4E ¥ k{2 (Linetal,2019)> 4 FRiE ®E 2 e s (Kopta
etal ,2012)« 11 F = F B F R RE] FHEL it 2 ERI AL AYCE 0 TE

ERFRE R MO RIS A S S N DB LY B TR SR
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TR A5 SR

FABE R A R A SRR FESF PR A ARE AL L
Eowgri
CRA el SRR S SR e

ST AR R BRE G R PR AR AL AT W BB R0

bl ) il

bal

S R R APZ AR (ZRF F,2012) 0 - G o

IFls

-M\

X
b
Ak

F_L
ol

PoREFHAZFRTRILLG ROETEIT AL

o

\

RBEALNETY > REIEEEIM A EEOFEFE P AEOSY 22 o kB B o ¥
W iy i L RAFFE R o m ) G AR EARAE R F oo d 20k e o B
BEEFRE AP SR FTer (B EF,2018) AAF Y %KY R DUGR
P EE R BB H B FFEFL g AESE S ARy 3 N

BELERERFVARFLYIRF R ER R E M PRSI R

L—:EFﬁl,(-,—j:/gk‘% By k‘l 3 _‘E-ﬂ ;Fi..lﬁhl—rl‘!;[,b /LVIJT' jz_q SF%./’}‘mﬁgl’lfi'liiﬁii\%;\
FFINASAR S S HEFFINERT EE) > RAEF S RIS R Y R R B

EEIHEE A R 2 TREREY afFRT il 25 5
NEERR S A ket A4 2w s oo

Bo 4 it i d A& BT RE AR A T B ¢ FEL
EARCAREAFREGORFEY EARTHER TR PR EF R g 48 6,
BRu et F AR A B aMALe B RS S HREET AENY p AT R
PR LIBFNFSFI EE e REA L IR g R Ee RARBE D

EET RS TR 2 K
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3R 2 fik—
SERF, Fhde, R, 2012 v g hEiAp e S PR R HE S L
5 azﬁmag,x;f Yok 4 B £ 7 54,29-46.
TRy, FAA, ¥ LK, 2020 BEkeRE R (7). R ER%RTRIFREE

- 122, 15-20

I

F¥,2019. £ LS D P a2 AT A KRBT I ik, 488

Exd 2019 EiEEE Y F T RS 555 BRI E B R
ilwm>. ML @8,
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