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aestivum)~3 B Z 4 A4 — 1 & & (Sorghum bicolor) ARk 6 A £ 7 A —
HEAE  MELAM - RHb - EAM - RKEFLRBEREES - K0
REZHNEDBEE (A S ZAFZHE) e E ke (FHRFIEH
PLILEER) AR R Bl ey s % i ¥ B 48 % & (density )~ # % F & (species richness )
#&; & E (Shannon-Wiener's index) U R 6 F RAEEHEBEEZ LY By
HIUAHE R E¥4E (300m £2 500m) Wegbiaam > MRHEBEERNEHATE
REBREENBERATAERE - ZHEAERILENALE - 23 B 15 E4E L 30
BV 2 G > A A AL E (line transect ) & & Bh3t 2% (point count ) # 4T
REMRAL  BRER > RMBRAZH ABERBEHRARR X EHGAYNERE
F o MWL F/E 300m & S00m ey RE e A RESFEIAHGREE - HYTE - &
s B R AN (Acridotheres cristatellus ) ~ 38X B (Lonchura punctulata) ~ Jig
( Passer montanus ) ~ %k 38 3t %8 ( Strptopelia chinensis ) ~ 498 ( Strptopeliatr
anquebarica) &) % A BBEHE (p<0.05); f££45 300m RE » VEmiaRl ¢t g6 %
S~ B ESR AT~ 3254k (Phasianus colchicus) ~ & ~ ShEEBNG ~ 4orB 8l
HEEEREABERE (p<0.05)> MmAFEZES500m ey RE > EHBEA I HEREREA
BEDE  WREARTUEREHEBEE - BREBEDERK » TR RMBILAIA
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Abstract

Kinmen consists of different land use types, such as forests, agricultural lands, grasslands,
ponds, and the others. About 27 percentage of the total area in Kinmen is covered by
agricultural land, of which sorghum (Sorghum bicolor L.) and wheat (Triticum aestivum
L.) are the most important and widespread seasonal crop in agricultural land. To
understand the relationships between bird distributions and agricultural habitats, I studied
the effects of cropping practice (crop type of season), crop growing stage (premature and
mature period of crop) and landscape composition at two different scales (within 300m
and 500m radius of the site) on farmland birds. The study sites where bird censuses were
performed by line transects and point counts comprimsed 11 sites in wheat fields, 23 sites
in the first cultivated sorghum and 30 sites in the second cultivated Sorghum. Bird density,
species richness, Shannon-Wiener’s diversity index, and damaged birds’ density
(including Crested Myna (Acridotheres cristatellus), Scaly-breasted Munia (Lonchura
punctulata), Ring-necked Pheasant (Phasianus colchicus), Eurasian Tree Sparrow
(Passer montanus), Spotted-necked Dove(Strptopelia chinensis), Red-collared Dove
(Strptopeliatr anquebarica)) were assessed. The analysis was conducted using
multivariate analysis at two different scales: within 300m and 500m level. The results
show that cropping practice and crop growing stage were the principal determinants of
the bird assemblage and damaged bird density(p<0.05). The bird density, diversity and
damaged bird density differed significantly in their landscape compositions at distinct
scales(p<0.05). Moreover building was a major factor of the studied landscape variables
affect the bird assemblage and damaged bird density. The present results suggest that
food resources and season variation were the most important determiants of farmland bird
assemblage, and multi-scale analyses can greatly enhance our outstanding of bird

distribution and of their interaction with the environment.

Key words: avian communities, farmland bird, land use types, landscape, scale
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Chapter 1 3URK =8

AMBRARREZ R GG ABFREESHARL EZFRE (Morin 1999) - — &
T RBNRBEEY eRINMERRERTHENALEYR FHEZE  EP xR fe
MER S FRAEM - A2 - HWR BB RRAATEEZRETA K (Morrison et al.
1992) o M ¥R 3R 3% 41 & M BE T 0 Bl 45 e X A 38 B R E 2 Ko/ (Whittaker
1977) REAR AT RZ > AFLEGHMELO TR R ABAT A W
A AR A 4R F 09 4 B& & % (Moonen and Marshall 2001) o — 4R 3T R 36 4 £ 4Pk &
MR ARARREAGZHREAR =5

1. #.% RE (Landscape scale) : # 3.2 % M4 (habitat heterogeneity ) ¥ & 38 %
i (diversity) ~ B4 % 5 & (species richness) % il (Berg 2002) - 7R Bp f£45 X &
BEBNEHMETH e E AR BRIKE X4 (Fermon ef al. 2005) -

2. B3R RE (Between-field scale) : B uRiR T A MHAF M 2 A1 s) » H SR 1
RN Bl BtR ~ KB ERBERE S E Rk (refuge) ~ K& (feeding)
LA B #th (dispersal ) > & #3742 & A M % 4 P£ (O’Connor and Shrubb 1986, Galbraith
1988 , Benton et al. 2003 ) -

3. B3 RE (Within-field scale) : 1k AF L s A 4E ~ AR £ R URM
BERSH S ERE LA A (Benton er al. 2003) -

AR ZMRE  BERBARALRBHE s M LBENR XX 24 Wi

1 e B % 45

it AR GO RMERAREA AN G - 2 TRABET
FERIRE EFMEE R M E E$HF (Robinson and Sutherland 1999 , Baker
etal.2009) - fFMHBHLEBNEZRET eV ELBRMER (R &BMET) HIIF
REATSRENRSMR LT MY F A D4 EHR(patch ) S 3t 7 & (Holland

et al. 2006) > SLIMEBFE L S E BRI GGEB RS LA A > Bl S
1



BEWMEE e BELE (Aluda arvensis) ~ /N3#¢1% (Vanellus vanellus ) 1& B 335 8

22

M

=

1 & Ay % B (Chamberlain ef al. 1999, Benton ef al. 2003 ) - 454 % M N €L & g

M

FAMEHIEE o Bl £ 8 (sparrows ) ~ & #1784 (finches) ~ #8#} ( Emberizidae ) %
BREGRRAHBRGAHE —Fhe A > M) e E £ (Benton et al.
2003 ) 3 & A (2004) 483 E Z MRG0 BRBE R A &> B R R RS K
(Oryza sativa) ~ £k (Zea mays) ~ % # (Solanum Iycopersicum) ~ B3 (Ananas
comosus ) ~ B3 € % (Pachira aquatica) ~ %% B it. (Strelitzia reginae) Fn B R %
(Cestrum nocturnum) € ZE Y TE > EHEEBERALERTERYEEL
TG REBIZRENETERYEIEE  HAFseEEMT » bk
Yy R B 85T A B R B R4 & %1 (Robinson and Sutherland 1999, Wilson e al.
1996, Moorcroft ef al. 2002) -

2. NBREEY)

AR R 6 & KB > IR THEMERREILN) > RBIABTERETARE » 4]
o B S FEAE B S BB R AEEE A E (Wretenberg 2006 ) o 5] 4oi@ 18 A %
BB AEYVERBRARNREREMACTE > MEZERBEM BT REE  RER
RipwlsE s kufTLz  BELBHET (F) RALXIRMBERFAR - B ¥
BEHEFRZ A G T eHE BEEFHE (Benton e al. 2003 ) » 5] 4o 15 My i #E A 51 &,
BEREEE  HERWEL BB T4 (Motacilla flava) ~ F % ( Miliaria
calandra) ~ KR fa# (Crex crex) ~ # K& % (Burhinus grallarius ) 2 T3 /m > M
B BT R REHMALE - Maeda (2001) # B AR &P RETE M &R
B 0 RS B R AR A AL B RRA R B E 0 RS B A F b o AR
o A RED B - SIS R ERR RS AA 0 Bl LR
B kA & R3] NG % (Egretta garzetta) #Fv/)N3x 38 #% ( Charadrius
dubius ) > 3588 % (Bubulcus ibis) B|i&@F @ AFG BB BEA BT IEE - EAR
(2004) HHERMGR AL ROBETEROBRRAG EXELBA ARG T X > oo
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AFHRIBRAE G & > IEARB KLY MO ZRER > §RIIKBEER 5
WAREBBWE AT > B RE (Cisticola juncidis) % BRI ABRSHZAE LR
RH o AR ZIE > A @R SR &S (Glareola maldivarum) ~ K%

( Dicrurus macrocercus ) %5 #|H  Tourenq% A (2003 ) iE:H#H4E H K BLK & F A 75

H itk SRERLPBAANE —SHAELBNRE T EEHER S - Elphick

)

#20ring (2003 ) 897 7R 32 R BAR A5 BT R31 B % 9K & - AP F (2008) A1

pics

KB EILR B &R (patch) AN RBEETHELANAE THERER S R E K
PR#HER - B LG - BRFA R C WEKREBERR O E BN E R ERBELS
B B RB R EKE (Gallinula chloropus ) ) ¥BEE & S AL B A fe S R4 1E 48

0@3:

MEBEZZR > B ARKEBRRNBELFICRABRE SR H T KERFELE
FEAT By R PR
3. i sb ey BRI A fE

‘ﬁ?

JEVE 4. (noncrop habitat) #9484 B 3% (margins) ~ £k (hedge) -
MR B RSB E R BT R R F R e 43 (Henderson er al. 2000,
Vickery et al. 2002, Reif et al. 2008) - 7~ F A %! S 8 5 6y IR AE A 3b 3 F B R AE b

(semi-natural habitat) & %% & %854 & % #h+E (Berg 2002) - Hinsleyf»Bellamy
(2000) a9t se PP HiRdF AR R R AL B > X BIBEBRO KA - TEXR
Botst 8k e R B AE 69 % 5 5 JobinF A (2001) 483 R ARABIAR B A T By B F R 3id &

&) B &Y 5 B (speciesrichness )~ 2% %5 & (abundance) REEBEESHE A M
AV EHRYEERZYTEABARRERROELE ~BRUEAZELIBELE

A8 R - Maeda (2005) TR RAE GRUMBEER ESEBEA o fGE ~ B - E
B~ BE - BB ERE S SARNRITRE

4. WF R R ik

REMFEZHBRT RaEihdEeRE LA A BAER MR 0 K4
RESLBRIERI A > BN FLEEHYRYTEOREME AR (Beg
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2002) - BennettZ A (2006) Brs E R B MR AE ~ AL ik & 2 AL E
FEVERERARR HARFTARTEVEHRT LRI E AP ERITE — b
BAZEREE  flloBR R8T AR Z @ ATAREER L RAE MY
HRERER R M (Wang and Young 2003) » K3 At G EERDHEEYE
M AR AR B8 % A A i AR R sk s b b5 (Hinsley ef al. 1995) » @Berg (1997)
Lomanfuvon Schantz (1991) B|Z833R 4 B 4 SRR S 25016457 B #h b8 4%
e ALREERANRERETIEBRB oM ELAMRLT - BEXE (2004)
FAXEBERR LA AR (RARSGK - RERSH - ARBSEKR - FHAEF
W BEIEF M KB RE) B 8HT  THEALEAAD BT HEERA
BRER  AMEREN EEIISAMBARR > BB TH BRI GHREES
Btk o REHOAETFIE R FER S HERE TR EIASHREAM ° Flde lkm’
BN TEMEY FTEAEN S A E b (Chamberlain er al. 1999) - &1 &
BABEGEH Y EA T LB A T A &S e %2 232 (Robinson et al.
2001) - ARGz B EEM e EFHENE &I S AN MESELRMN
/% E A Y E K (Holland and Fahring 2000) » & & 8440 RIB A (2006) 4R34 & 43
AR R S AR Z B4 0 B E ARG BATERIE 0 REI L] ~ REIEER &Y
BB ECARBNEELER > LHBE SR E SRR G B LF 2 B4
Bl - Bt ARIMELSHN AR FTARERFFEFELRATVRERNEER

H%3 692 %8N ARE (Bennettefal. 2006) °

21455 & ata s ih4a

AP B RAE 118 JF 24-28 40 b4 24 B 27 o AAREE R G HF AP
B ) APtk Bt o £ F Bl K ~ AP @AY 150.5km’ > /£ AR LB AT
BEERAE > XFZRAEFRBRAN AFAEGAN FBRXR  AREFHIAELE
oAk FFHERA21C RIEFILREEHAE (FBRE -REF 2002) &
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PAAMREENSEL AN BELEREATEZIR T BEXBEMT > WEH
BFES T/ b 3 o sbth 0 BB AT D » B% S RHMAIKRE » b~ B~ K
BELBBRERRES  SHOEZLRBEREEOATESE  BRETIES
shey BAae (B4 1999) -

AP BEIHEHRET » ERFAREYERIRE L L CARMYRAL -
ABEG UG LA A TR T HE > af TR R - B3bBF - h#H%
HARZAOBERS R ARSI > Bl B3AH A T Ny S ra &
BEEE  2FIESKRLERUARBEEEHRAOL T EMEERGORFTRFE A
X XEHRMEGEME S SR (Sorghum bicolor) ~ /N4 ( Triticum aestivum) ~ &%
( Arachis hypogaea )~ % ¥ (Ipomoea batatas ) %6 2RV Bt % - BESHI B
1990 F otz & P13 B S FEF M RAE @AY K@D » 1996 F14 #H1F @Ak X R3%
Ju > ABRTBATE MA RB R EB R HMBI Z NSRS EAEE N - HREEZR E
KEE LB G R A EMEMH EIE (Brassicanapus)> LR A% E A5
Mo FatfEhaEED Y mEi (Bt 2005 FBAEK 2004) -

RFEPIRIEFHEGTE T FREFNGERBAT > BATETIE RN A
MBEECLEI054 (AFIH 2844 64 A 5504 )  LFEENETIEANY
BHH A0 M EF AR, RRANEEI A XBAHBDOER  FlloBREH
( Centropus sinensis) ~ 238 % (Elanus caeruleus) ~ ## (Upupa epops) % - B b

RREBHZEELEHEE > HLEATLELTERALARENBHMEZE KR - &
RBRFENLIIEEL  BBEREHHE S (£ 545 2008) &Y
FE K CAZEBRS AERK AF0 12 AGES ) A=A 0AERE (4
A) WY TERS  BHAEEZEYTERK  MEAMERSL S £FZVHLMEHE

Eﬁn}

2R A4 EEE (Phalacrocorax carbo) » B & %8 % M &K (F &4 2007) < 49
WEHEEER AEEMERBARRES Y > TEHB 4o (1999) H4&FIEH
TR BRARBZ TR mE4H (2007) KEEAXEL B A HHHALEE
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MEMEABBRER DK RPLERATE > RESPBEUARBERAEZELR
ROTRARE URFTALEREMZEE  H¥Y4A 12 AT HANRE
B RERMIH  BUREHAETRETRERLETNHEHA 14 > 25
232384 (Phasianus colchicus ) ~ 4 % 78 (Streptopelia orientalis ) ~ Tk 38 33 7§
(Strptopelia chinensis ) ~ 438 ( Strptopeliatranquebarica) ~ i’ ( Passer montanus ) ~
2 38 X & (Lonchura atricapilla ) ~ 8 X % ( Lonchura punctulata ) ~ )\ ( Acridotheres
cristatellus ) ~ F/N\I (Acridotheres tristis) ~ &A% B (Sturnus cineraceus) ~ %3
4% B (Sturnus sericeus ) ~ /)N 3. B ( Sturnus philippensis ) ~ & 3 #%. & ( Sturnus sinensis ) ~
548 (Picapica) ; R AEENA 13448 FHEIRTAEXH 144 wAANE
— 5 &4 B BARE R L B B IR BT 04 B A4 B ATRET o
AU EBRAM MR EAEE R GK MIRTEY A KT L R R IREE
FOBE  ERZETNARBENHAR > BENGKBRRETRIIREKGHARES
WM AR A RFHOKEFCRDERBHFENERZRRE - 2FIRAHER U
RN RZRETEEMAE > AMA M F BIEDRE A K6 HIRT
U RAFHFA R B R 2R 0 B 4 8F DR c REAB AR CAONREARE (Rib
R EMNRE) 9K EFRAMMF AR ZHEALAEART  EHLER
FE B R RE EZ BT H BB RAGMAA - A > BERIETRBEEN
BARRR R » REEFPHE-REGHR > & BRI E T E R H R
ROBE > BETIRR R BAEREE S > S48 LRERE BB A
SRR BETAEREZMNEEE - Bk @it iantt b
BHARNPERETEL  ERRANGHRER -



3| M TR

R A 22004 o ERMKIGHILZ BEBERA K o BILER s KA

REH 2007 2PIRBHREZEIPERARHRIAR - 2TIRZAEEE
REFARRE -

RET 22008 - BB 2FT - &PIRBUT -

WA ~REE 2002 2PIAR AR LERE ST AL BRBEAR - REEE
ZELVRAR BAFER -

TP FE 2008 B KE TS KBEAMAERZHAT - ERRZHELERI

Hrdidm o 2005 « £ F7 &b % S BE RIS 547 —1995 ~ 2000 ~ 20014 - &% KEZFE+
E b

FRAE 2007 c PR R ABAMRERF AR AERMZIFHAER - 2PIRARE L
B & ER R ERS

e

Bl /hde 21999 « £FIRF AR KA RZHEAR - B EEFLMRARTAEEHE
R o

REAK 2004 - ERAER BN LTIBH LU REEBEH - SEREHALHX -

RS IRIBA 22006 - RAT A BIRILE GRS M AR -2 R B EH K
F Rl o A SR 5T 123-141 -

RBEE 22004 - KEE BB RA I WA RABEYN 2% - REXEHALH

Baker, D. J., R. A. Stillman, and J. M. Bullock. 2009. The effect of habitat complexity on
the function response of a seed-eating passerine. Ibis 151:547-558.

Bennett, A. F., J. Q. Radford, and A. Haslem. 2006. Properties of land mosaics:
implications for nature conservation in agriculture environments. Biological

Conservation 133:250-264.

Benton, T. G., J. A. Vickery, and J. D. Wilson. 2003. Farmland biodiversity: is habitat

7



heterogeneity the key? Trends in Ecology and Evolution 18:182-188.

Berg, A. 1997. Diversity and abundance of birds in relation to forest fragmentation,
habitat quality and heterogeneity. Bird Study 44:355-366.

Berg, A. 2002. Composition and diversity of bird communities in Swedish
farmland-forest mosaic landscapes. Bird Study 49:153-165.

Chamberlain, A. M., A. M. Wilson, S. J. Browne, and J. A. Vickery. 1999. Effects of
habitat type and management on the abundance of skylarks in the breeding season.
Journal of Applied Ecology 36:856-870.

Elphick, C. S., and L. W. Oring. 2003. Conservation implications of flooding rice fields
in winter waterbirds communities. Agriculture, Ecosystems & Environment
94:17-29.

Fermon, H., M. Waltert, R. I. Vane-Wright, and M. Miihlenberg. 2005. Forest use and
vertical stratification in fruit-feeding butterflies of Sulawesi, Indonesia: impacts for
conservation. Biodiversity Conservation 14:333-50.

Galbraith, H. 1988. Effects of agriculture on the breeding ecology of lapwings Vanellus
vanellus. Journal of Applied Ecology 25:487-503.

Henderson, I. G., J. Cooper, R. J. Fuller, and J. A. Vickery. 2000. The relative abundance
of birds on set-aside and neighbouring fields in summer. Journal of Applied Ecology
37:335-347.

Hinsley, S. A., and P. E. Bellamy. 2000. The influence of hedge structure, management
and landscape context on the value of hedgerows to birds: A review. Journal of
Environmental Management 60:33-49.

Hinsley, S. A., P. E. Bellamy, 1. Newton, and T. H. Sparks. 1995. Habitat and landscape
factors influencing the presence of individual breeding bird species in woodland
fragments. Journal of Avian Biology 26:94-104.

8



Holland, J. M., and L. Fahrig. 2000. Effect of woody borders on insect density and
diversity in crop fields: a landscape-scale analysis. Agriculture, Ecosystems &
Environment 78:115-122.

Holland, J. M., M. A. S. Hutchison, B. Smith, and N. J. Aebischer. 2006. A review of
invertebrates and seed-bearing plants as food for farmland birds in Europe. Annals
of applied biology 148:49-71.

Jobin, B., L. Choiniere, and L. Belanger. 2001. Bird use of three types of field margins in
relation to intensive agriculture in Que’bec, Canada. Agriculture, Ecosystems &
Environment 84:131-143.

Loman, J., and T. von Schantz. 1991. Birds in farmland- more species in small than in
large habitat fragments. Conservation Biology 5:176-188.

Maeda, T. 2001. Patterns of bird abundance and habitat use in rice fields of the Kanto
Plain, central Japan. Ecological Research 16:569-585.

Maeda, T. 2005. Bird use of rice field strips of varying width in the Kanto Plain of central
Japan. Agriculture, Ecosystems & Environment 105:347-351.

Moonen, A. C., and E. J. P. Marshall. 2001. The influence of sown margin strips,
management and boundary structure on herbaceous field margin vegetation in two
neighbouring farms in southern England. Agriculture, Ecosystems & Environment
86:187-202.

Moorcroft, D., M. J. Whittingham, R. B. Bradbury, and J. D. Wilson. 2002. The selection
of stubble fields by wintering granivorous passerine birds reflects vegetation cover
and food abundance. Journal of Applied Ecology 39:535-547.

Morin, P. J. 1999. Community ecology. Blackewell Science. Malden, MA.

Morrison, M. L., B. G. Marcot, and R. W. Mannan. 1992. Wildlife-habitat relations:
concepts and applications. University of Wisconsin Press. Madison, Wisconsin,

9



USA.

O’Connor, R. J., and M. Shrubb. 1986. Farming and Birds. Cambridge University Press.
Cambridge, UK.

Reif, J., P. Vorisek, K. étastn;’/, V. Bejcek, and J. Petr. 2008. Agricultural intensification
and farmland birds: new insights from a central European country. Ibis 150:596-605.

Robinson, R. A., and W. J. Sutherland. 1999. The winter distribution of seed-eating birds:
habitat structure, seed density and seasonal depletion. Ecography 22:447-454.

Robinson, R. A., J. D. Wilson, and H. Q. P. Crick. 2001. The importance of arable habitat
for farmland birds in grassland landscapes. Journal of Applied Ecology
38:1059-1069.

Tourenq, C., S. Nicolas, B. Nicolas, M. Francois, and J.-L. Martin. 2003. Effects of
cropping practices on the use of rice fields by waterbirds in the Comargue, France.
Agriculture, Ecosystems & Environments 95:543-549.

Vickery, J. A., N. Carter, and R. J. Fuller. 2002. The potential value of managed cereal
field margins as foraging habitats for farmland birds in the UK. Agriculture,
Ecosystems & Environment 89:41-52.

Wang, Z. J., and S. S. Young. 2003. Differences in bird diversity between two swidden
agricultrual sites in mountainous terrain, Xishuangbanna, Yunnan, China. Biological
Conservation 110:231-243.

Whittaker, R. H. 1977. Evolution of species diversity in land communities. Evolutionary
Biology 10:1-67.

Wilson, J. D., R. Taylor, and L. B. Muirhead. 1996. Field use by farmland birds in winter:
an analysis of field type preferences using resampling methods. Bird Study 43:
320-332.

Wretenberg, J. 2006. The decline of farmland birds in Sweden. Doctor’s dissertation.

10



University of Agricultrual Science. Swedish.

11



Chapter 2

SFIRAREZ AR B ILRA ST ARELBEFRZ WA

f—\lig

4% 3% (habitat selection) R S ¥R E R > & £ K BB AT B RIS

(Hutto 1985, Jones 2001) - &89 #3bEH @ X RSB E R KA LT LEIR
W MRS T HITREN - B EE K E (home range) ~ /&5 56 B 452 &
ZBERAUERBTRYTHAMN 2o BE EfENEWERE (Hutto 1985, Johnson
1980) - BB saehi B2 X 235 @k (landscape composition ) ~ b &4

(landscape structure ) ~ 4 3, 2 % ¢4 (habitat heterogeneity ) ~ &4 & R ~ £ 4189 A
A+ (nest-site availability ) % 2% (Bridle ef al. 2009, Piha et al. 2007, Benton et al.
2003) -

A BT AR Z M A 0 FIRAENBEERE (scale) (Wiens 1989a, Levin
1992, Bohning-Gaese 1997 ) - A k& R E (local scale) &y B M & $aZE H A R 45
e %8R (crop type )~ 454 % #R £ (diversity ) (Newton 2004 ) ~ #4% 7 &, (O’Connor
and Shrubb 1986, Lokemoen and Beiser 1997 ) sA B 4% & &4 B £ 75 %) » 5] ho 3 % ~ BHFE ~
W] S ARBHEL AR S F 6945 A % (Wretenberg 2006, Reif ef al. 2008 ) & %% B W & 48

oy x £ R E o Pierluissi (2006) ¥ Tourenq A (2003) Bt B ZE 8 2
BB Y g A ROFEARAAEE 8 A B 0 Maeda (2001) #F %483 AKAG 8 R
Bl A REFEIGY ARSI - BARBENRRBCUARRVURRENSFE  €VERRA
BAEMAE LA R & F (2007) 7845 & F R84 R 3 B A& 5] ko in & (Passer montanus )
#9138 X & (Lonchura punctulata) FEFEGVER AR EZ OB LRSHA LR -

WERENARRSZE DT EARD A ~ T8 - bR aRLpBEE T Y
B R w3 % (Andrén 1994, Virkkala ef al. 2004, Vickery et al. 2009 ) - Forman
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(1995) % £33 % (landscape) BH—HEV E —BH T L XM ERX R Y (spatially
heterogeneous ) &9 & 3% > Wiens (1989b) 35 Hi ¥ + & R B ML ZE4A A 40 pR, 69 A M 3%,
HARBUALTHAELNZZR A EAHZINEENEEL - 20 AR%
BEE @A B% o Clergeau A (2001) #uBenton% A (2003) %35 E @A E =
BUETHAS  RASHREL NS ) MERNR BN ENELHTE - &
WA EHR BB R AR ABEUTABRRGZE (Reiferal. 2008) » 4o &
Hb3% 4 (margins )~ 418 ~ kb~ b B~ B R RAKHHE SRR AL BFAE 7 - 5 £ (nesting )
& & (foraging) ~ # 8. (roosting) ~ fe3# (refunge) AR 43 3E 845 %) % & B8k B 4
% % #% B /R2 A A (Hinsley and Bellamy 2000, Galbraith 1988) o 4% & #b % 44 /% &
% %% % 0y B % (Herzon and O’Hara 2007, Berg 2002) > 4 KRB B @K R3] H &

(waders) R & aMey £ #1538 (insectivorous passerines) % (Berg 1993, Longcore
etal.2006) °

HFER AMARARESRET AR CABEZENER  BREHRE
#E R A ¥ RO B A4 & 2 4% 4% 3+ (Cushman and McGarigal 2002, Grand and
Cushman 2003, Stephens ef al. 2003 ) » {s]4= Piha % A (2007 ) 3£t # (organic) #1
1% (conventional ) B ¥e9# 4 F X ~ LA R EAR - WS LEHEHERTE - A Y
EEASRBEENDE  BREAHFEHRALINABARVERBEHRRELY
F o mEF X R HELE (Aluda arvensis ) ¥1.3¢4% (Vanellus vanellus ) ¥ =%
FEABE - FEIMAEH EZRREREEHOFUERM (sensitivity) RE] > B &

(vegetation structure ) #2424 ik, ( vegetation composition) ZHE EHEAME R
R ¥ R EZ R & 2N & A (local vegetation ) oA ki & &
HERUR MR £ B R E A 454 (life history traits) BAEMERE (R F A KRS
AT F &R ) A (Tworek 2002, Skowno and Bond 2003, Brotons ef al.
2005) H gt > 38 B — AR R BT T AR AR FE — B 4 & % 4 (Levin 1992) -

REAEEZ>MRZ > BERTAREEMEELHHE SRR EEN
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WEFEARH BTNV ERETER - AW £5ERT R HREBEIIRITH 4
BB 0 R D B RHE S AU b R e BB R E o sboh 0 AJRALER A
BB AEY  ROARAAR LA S I A HME L E R4 (Moonen
and Marshall 2001 ) > 2% ASEH BB FZEH BT A GY (L) LERRTHITAHSE
FEREGHEA BT A L ABATA S ey £ (Caughley and Sinclair
1994) o Bk AT RMHBHFAAMART - ARAL LB RGEBESH - 7
PRI AT BFARF R A R BT LRI R Fay RG> THRAELGRARR LSS ~

‘:

BB EENRETELE RIRFT KR8 693%:
SR EHEHE 2 EHZ 27.9%  BRHFHEAGRE > £ R A TGN
4 (Triticum aestivum L.) (£ & #A % 11 A2 R %5 A ) &% % (Sorghum bicolor L.)
BE HERFRARZGE R/ —FoR (ARPA3TA) BfHE (£
KA 6-11 A) (RAK 2004) » KA RREMFERAREE (NARBE) UAAAE
REHEZE K IA - MRERMHEERAHATERBRGEDBRL  EH AN
BEESAT o b £TIEMRM ~ B3 KIBEFLBANMTEREE S HHY
MBI E > SR eTIY SN RBAURGEBARBEZHE WG (2
e 1999) o Bk 0 RBFR B 8 E BIRE (1) M d RoFdn - AR LR E IR
B (i) (2) A 2 S Za-faE 3) HRfEntra
REHBBHENE (L EE (density) ~ #& % g (species richness) ~ sk £ B
(Shannon-Wiener’s index) ) AR A EBEEHEENBE - M A THARE F&
N FaRH GRR RN AT RSB ERNVERTHERE  SHUER

300m £ 500m #ATH R - AHAAE BB F 2P R b B A R AR IR X M &y Bl 14 -
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= BEFH

g AR

AP BN R 118 2428 4> b4 24 B 27 & P B AME R il 48
EEAFEIT DI ATHERES 12MEAN G B BEA S RN T8
EPRePIBRAM— N EPIARA > BEHEH 1505 km’ » BB al e Kk S
o L RAEL BN ERTERAVE BN E - HKREXR AFTEVBRYRILER
REABGRANR ABENAEGRE 1.6 /%2> BLFHFF > B RFAHE - K3
DB AR BT > AR T 5 A KB - A~ K - KA
AREREMAR > UE AR KRR EEKRS HRLAREWE © B AE
BANHA AR o BATATIHE Z bkih » K30 B BB AHAER A Z Bk (3R
HCREE 2002) £TIHAELERRET » L AF KA BB Rk A H
AR L (it 2005) 0 B#ibiE 2 B @A) 27.9% » THL@HE L A 6300
ha» B WBEREHE  d@RSZPDATEoH > ReaKkERE - ARESED -
H% AE L3 BIX LA mAEME A 2400 ha (FREAK 2004 ) o f£Hp1% 54 49
Ml T2 T FAEsAR L B P @R - DAk d BUT R dE - B IR R F)
AEHRABECERET AT A ELEMREIR N RBAUEF 1] AZRF
1A 158 —SEEEHUN4A 18258308 —FHREEHNT

A2B8Z%8A3084AX (4£FE %3 5A http://web.kinmen.gov.tw/371022600g/ ) °

P EEME L EATD  RE S RIATRE > ARk~ B3~ REBFLHE
WARHAZE % > MR R RS TR  BHR RS BMINGRESL - 45k
BB A% B BBILROBE B AARRRBERA FHRASCRRANBLHAYT
RMER > mEABTHD  AURBEFRINF S ELBRALEE - EARALBRETY
(Fi# 1997 » 2]/ ko 1999 - BL &3k 2007 - & %43 2008) o
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KK &

Lo — &R S EHREER

AHFEH 2008 F A4 TG > LAA FEH N~ —1F 8L = AF & 3 69 FAE 3t 47 48
MessAt - 2P FEFREEE A=K 145 11 A TaZE 12 A ¥4
M WA 4 ATARES ATa 22—k R#¥EMA3IATARE4 A T4
WEIBAETATA 3SR RMA O ATAEZTAFE WAL IOAT
AZ1 A m—EHRR_MFSENLERE HREERAZBRMAEILLRE
PR BB A B PRAREI R ERER > EAE A GPS (Global
Positioning System, GARMIN GPS )& {ir /& 4% » #% & 4% & #> ArcMap9.X( Environmental
System Research Institute, Inc ) Ei#R, > & B4k & £ 7D Fj g 200m - #£3% & 64 Bk E >
A A 118 (B 1) —%%HE 2318 (B 2) A=t%% 3018 (B 3) k&
RIRVEMAERFB M ZE N2 AHE) ARERZHSIL K —FER=
B RREAHZFRRGEMBAE » LMNBE S AL ey 53 -

2. AR A KRR E

SFPNAE T B#H 145-160 B - & REFHA TS 4 3 B L8354 K
TR~ REFpRE  24RMAEH R EARABRSCET > AN RE 2-5
BRI BRMILEEFRFH ST B 53RN CHRMIETERIAR 2R
0% E4we > B FTSwtirs (HRE) ERAWHEN - m— - 5 ENEFTH
XRENTZELRBERALRE > — S EHERBHA105-1I5 R —HFHELE
K B#A120-130 K - HEAERMRBRT o5 LIEHED 2.4 R E (3514 35
RAEA ) 3R ICH (341% 60 RAk ) 4.5 (BB T5 RAaE ) S0k
A (%R MR% 3540 R) (&F1R £ AT

http://web.kinmen.gov.tw/371022600g/ ) °
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AR RMAERR Mo R B EN R BEFRAT—EA > Bt /E
AR FALZFI R T A HE B B BT RS b o TNCAR W S B B S AT H BT -

3. BEAEN X

R BIAA BN AR EEA S L (R BN ) > RGN~ 4
RUBAAREALERNEEBRANHER > FIAAL  ERALSRRES T
Rt EEKRAME « NRAFHZHE A 8590cm > ki h X A#HdE - EER

5325 (2B £33 P http://web.kinmen.gov.tw/371022600g/ ) » £ 7 55 % B a6

BIFAE M ATRT > kA F A4k (line transect) (5 & # 2001) 4 A LA ZE 5
ALa#IATERAAE  BEBREREEREFAL (0=11) > FHALEKL 150m > »
B 2B E% 3 NFRET > 78 BN AR R AR B G F ARG AT I » LRI W
HS0m B RRBIGEBEE BE - B HRFARARRMA LRI L&
TOR B FHRELH 18 kAL (£ 1584 548 ) ABIEF R AT X

AN

S -

— R (n=23) B EIRMEH 2008 £ 5 AFAE 7 A L& MEA - —MEH
# (n=30) A 2008 £ 8 ATFAZE9ATE - BRBEBNES » FHBHEA 130
M BTN S BHE o TIESRIEE R o MR AR (PR %

X B AT http://web.kinmen.gov.tw/371022600¢g/ ) » & #5838 & 3 A & % 3t 7k (point

count) #4T (FF4 2001) AR EEHBUEBITEX BBAEEAN > AN 3 ATAH
B AR N o SR AT S HA R (WHeR— ) SR B VA & B R R8BS 60 45
R o RGBSR B A BEBWAEGA LOSEAHE 3 AN 2.0 %
AT 3B/ NEE RS BRI IE Y 6 sk AR 50m N B B R IER ) B FRAE A
$F (—RAE) - BERBERREILHAALRIEEIT 12 KAE > LFRTH
PHE6 R — B E (B AME ) 3 H 552 RAMEW BFHAE (33312 H4) 3
ZHEB R (30 MBALE ) 3 720 R3AE (3£ 4320 448 )+ 85 A LA RE A 7 X Bk -
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ZHREMZ AL I LB S L 10 RAERI[S > REATERRA D H L A
B R RERRAF DU 84T 280 T 2 P A 89 %M (Hirundinidae) 5

b R R GNHRE WL RIIN L5 -

4. BEREER

SPIHEYA 12 G HANEB  REREIW > EAEEHAER
BERFeseE (BRARRETHRR) BB 144 53 BIESAM (Phasianus
colchicus ) ~ 4 % 75 (Streptopelia orientalis) ~ #kEa 87 (Strptopelia chinensis ) ~
478 (Strptopeliatranquebarica) ~ 4% ~ 238 X & (Lonchura atricapilla) ~ BE X & ~
AN3F (Acridotheres cristatellus) ~ F/\3F (Acridotheres tristis) ~ &4% 8 (Sturnus
cineraceus ) ~ ¥ A% 8 (Sturnus sericeus) ~ /N7 B (Sturnus philippensis ) ~ R %
1% B (Sturnus sinensis) ~ &48 (Picapica) ; A€ A EW A 1344 > REEZLTE L
EHAH 144 (r&E4 2007) - R AEBRAERGME - X B ~ &~ %R

B ANFRBEANBERS > SEBFCLERBEERTRE M -

5. MeBER TR
AAREFOBEERF AL AYERER FRELHUERBERT -
(1) AMHBBRT : EhEkSHEL

B (ecm) BBEEE (%) BAE -

ZM

AR BRELEREBERAERETHE
a. HE (height): MERAESZE G @B EMOEE
b. & % & (coverage): #| A $Ar4a #0 Bl 5 3 46 4% 0.5m*0.5m ¢4 % £ @ >
4] A ENVI 4.3 (Research System Inc.) #k8% #4745 5 o
(2) FEAMHBHERTF @ R ambs (%)
BTHRAKRERE ( FALRAREEF/E 50m 5 ) s aam ¥ B Rasing
B KR B BB 48 300 & 500m P9 B3 4R 2 EL 5] A AT 4 4R 2 A o
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APIHEZ LA ABERN T % 24 4 (5475 2009) > 4T £ HH B S 520
2FIEAER R B A 2007 4 10 A priadh - K54 B HI32 B 4 4 (Geographic
information system, GIS ) # A A Ak EE BN EFI LA REARE - S E IV E
—HE F42 300m #1 500m M &4 LA AL @A LG 0 35 LA A KR AT
b Eufo] RAK » #ff 24 R LA A BAAR A M E s A6 A S i saA (k1)
DR BAM S B R FA s AR B RERRANMEAE AT
FHERERMBRIINZ RA LA AR 5K - MERRSHEERIARE
S B AT E  RB A K T AU AR EM > TERATNEH AN ERE
EWw - FERAN - KT TR EASHARRM Wi EEAMARBH RS AT
FAF LR AA MR - Rk £F 7R FTREYAANLE T -

oA

J5. %5 & ¥+ 2 Microsof Excel 4%t E » £ s » % #7 (Pricipal component analysis,
PCA )~ 48 B »#7 ( Analysis of correlation ) ~ f§ % 4 4 1@ %% ( Sample linear regression ) ~
Mann-Whitney U test ~ Kruskal-Wallis One Way ANOVA 1A & —#& 4 P42 K, ( General
linear Model, GLM ) ¥ &) % % & 5»#7 (multivariate analysis ) % A SPSS15.0 #47 o

iR SR ERMA AT HBELRE BEEREKELH 005

BB E

DEASBEMABH B BB ER > SR ERBEE - HEYETEX
EALEE > R EAXLT

(1) BRER

D= (N*10000) / (C*r**r)

D= (N*10000) / (n*W*L)
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N: s EH (E8)
C:HAERHM (HARMIEHI2ZR ~ 3L (k) RP12R)
r: HEEE (m)
W: kI BHREHTE (m)
L: k7 MHEEHKE (m)

(2) AL EE
R=S

PAER AT e R AR

(3) # B E

:ZPi-logePi
i=1
Pi=n;/ N
n FiESEBEORE

PRENAE BB E

TELAR 448 2 By BRI 04 il 4

Eﬂﬂ-
RE
oy

—HaREERAERNRESE AEEARBEFEE HUYTE HHAEEZ

B}

#8 B 1 LA Person’s correlation coefficient 3+ & o 88 2 M 894008 LA 5 B 45 M0 57 384T ©

W 40 xR FARE R 0 B 1R

AR R AE - R T 7 N BATREETF 47 WA E—FaRB g
R MG B F R XM AERAE - — AR TR E AR TIERE R
o SBEG MR BB AR % (Legendre 1993) B ZRI A MM AL R
FHE AT AR R JE SL M B AT R 6 — AR MR X 4 BT o4 8 » H i L&tk
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( multicollinearity ) #4 B2 (Cliff and Ord 1973 ) ; % T 4% 435 % S5 & 4 64 % 1]
B 48 B > B 5T 2L SPSS15.0 £ K 43t B P A AR & 6930 R A L) AT E AR
o WA BB EAB I ERS 0 BIRLEBEE RS AANBLE TN 0 RHR LR
MR R THRASBBRANERNG > Bl gHAR TSN LR AR
A8 B &Yy F1 AR -
BREBRREHR AT REGHEE M

BREBE RIS $ 2 o br 4T 0 B % (independent variable) 4 %] & 1.
Ve A REFE (IR AEILRI) 2w (NS —HH_EFHE) 3.
W (BPCARMEAITHEZRS ) HBHRNEA A &Y H (dependent
variable) B4 B EE MY EE B EERRERN AT EEZFE (LFEAT
BEX B ~ BRSA4E S ML S BRAMMBR LN )0 BFHE HEE » B Mann-Whitney U
test ~ Kruskal-Wallis One Way ANOVA# BIME 7] B #7140 & K o5 2a 1 R4 $A ) ) 2%
EEE - XAFEFAREFROGHEZT AR REHRARNTE  KREBMREZRES

1B AL X, %] A F 423005 500m o
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=42

B A TR
RA BN AR (n=11) X BEAE ek 27 # 50 #&; — 15 E
(n=23) 22453 23 #+ 38 &4 —1F & % (n=30) 224%%] 26 # 39 # (M4k—=) -
BB R _Z R R REL RS AME N\ K& (Hirundo
rustica) ; LRI > NAEH BEAME - FH#84 (Motacilla flava) ~ NF 5 —
BRENEY BRRA ARME ~ NF -~ BB —EZERUATRAEY A
P o 5k ( Merops superciliosus ) RZ > FrE BB B2 B EF LM M= -

RBEHARNE

BREREAMSEIARBEFHARTY 41 & (94.11218) &% — &
FrAR LR T 198 & (19.8£5.0) A&I& (B 4): &EY FH U NILBMF
1734 (17.342.6) &% — o R RFILH P 113 4 (11.3+1.8) &% & (B
5) ARMO BB EEARRYTE S SN RFILH - B EE UM R
EER S 0 T3 A 2.165 (2.16540.330) » —4F & E I #HF34 1.479 (1.479+0.219)

Ak (B 6); MARMICHN HER EE S N HLRY -

M SRR LBEHLNT T HMA

LBRHERNEASEZE -B2EWAM T (B 7)) 223 E068F5E
R EHEYZE2EETLHMEK (height vs. density, r=0.80, p<0.01 ~ height vs. richness,
r=0.52,p<0.01)> 5 EH e EE 24% a4 (height vs. diversity, r=-0.64,
p<001): ZZBEEAEREEE MM MERZ (coverge vs. diversity, r=-0.42,
p<00l); mBHERAEERALBEEEALEY 4 78 % #8 B (coverage vs. density,

r=0.19, p>0.05 ~ coverage vs. richness, r=0.12, p>0.05 ) -
22



b7 AR A

AR 4 33T E F ARSR B ZE E 48 300 & S00m P9 7 #8448 A LaAe] ( ARk
B Ak @i % BHEANMEAKE) - £F/2300m K > Z5EH
B A BHH LB AR S 0 AR > T B OIAEZH E RS > SRR
NG R RERMERAE SRR RS AN RELA R~ F
FiE 5 WFEEAKRBATELLEIRI N A8 S (& 2)° B PCA 547 7 #F R F
& 300m P &y Lhqs) 0 S & X B -t eigenvale #v cumulative percentage variance 3% #%
AT3RERNS (RI)IBAERSTARKERRGY TEMZHE ARG/ -
b3 BERSBEMF B MMM > B 1 E&a (Pril) #&H#4 (1=0.88)
BA(1=-0.987 )ta Btk 5k & 0 % 2 £ Ao (Pri2 ) #1138 3% (1=0.83 )~ 22 s 3t (r=0.69 ) »
R FEH (1=-0.66) ABR > 5 3 E R4y (Pri3) 8% 4 3 (1=0.76) ~ W FEKAE (0.656)
wAaM (&4)-

F12 500m WE R AR 0 ZHEESTEREHRG LA AR S 0 AKX
W~ ML AE S Rk S 0 —AF @ B RAK S AR RFEH - AL
BIA— B Bikd (R 5)e &d PCA o T TS BT ERAIAERY (X
6) % 1 sy (Pril) g&k (1=0.86) ~ B At (1=-099) MMM RS £ 2 £
s (Pri2) #1888 (r=-0.73) - PFeKEE (1=0.63) - £ F3 (1=0.56) &48H * %

3Em4a (Pri3) B it (1=-0.75) 2 A (1=0.53) %4808 (£ 7)-

FRAREZ BBEHRERT M
¥ 42 300m
BRE R

fe 42 300m R HERBEZGEF oL GLM 89 % % 354 & REREM A
B (p<0.01) 818 2 5 £k n (p<0.05) #HEMEEABEVE (£8) 4
B LT E RS SN ALY % AL S BETEAS
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REILHIA > GREEZRMZAEY - L b A\F 388~ B ~ REAM
X R ( Dicrurus macrocercus )~ /s E % (Alauda gulgula )~ %% 3 18 % ( Lanius schach ) ~
F 4448 ~ B 5ALEE (Prinia subflava) ~ @38 % (Pycnonotus sinensis ) 1£ = AF & E 3
FhEA R B E R E 85 (p<0.05)° A\~ FLE ~ ZRIABENE ~ 4198 ~ /i 3% (Apus affinis ) ~
4 3 % ( Carduelis sinica ) ~ 44 % ( Copsychus saularis ) ~ X 38 4= B 18 %
(L.c.superciliosus ) ~ BB HE— 2 FAOI BB T EEZ B S (p<0.05) - KEZ®R
2§ (E.s.spodocephala) ~ R SR4x RAB % ~ HHGAR AL NS B IEBR AL B EAI B &
FELAEBEFEEZE (p<0.05)-
EHEYEE
RERBET BB RLE KRR LEYTEABAETE (p<0.01) (%
9)° BFRAE AL A PG4 157 A E SR EE ) 13.3 4 - 3 #1kd
BAP NS HHYTERS  FHEMEKETRHE 169 4 - £ H RN
&) ELEA 18 4 0 a3 Kit%s (Anthus novaeseelandiae ) ~ 35 88 % ( Bubulcus ibis ) ~
38 ( Emberiza pusilla ) ~ 7 38 2. % #% ~ #7558 (Anthus cervinus ) ~ 3#%4#% ( Glareola
maldivarum )~ 2 ¥z 38 ( Emberiza spodocephala) ~ #13% ( Anthus hodgsoni )~ % %& ( Ardea
cinerea )~ % (Buteo buteo )~ & %448 ( Motacilla cinerea) ~ & ¥ %4 (Anthus gustavi ) ~
8 ©,%8 (Anthus rubescens ) ~ 4538 (Emveriaz rutila) ~ X & % (Egretta alba)~ ¥ &
¥ (Egretta eulophotes )~ & # %8 ( Monticola solitarius )~ ¥k 45 8& ( Zesterops japonica ) ;
Hob o %mh B B1%5 - 28 - B - RBAELRNHREALS  aF% B
B34 Ka¥ - Fa¥  EH - GORMERANILAE - A2 BERR
amf o RERAMMAMILI EEBAIERE (Nycticorax nycticorax) ~ '@ &
( Egretta garzetta) ; R HBRAFLAEAG F KBRS ~ B145 ( Centropus
sinensis ) ~ K% R ~ @ J& (Pandion haliaetus ) °
% (Ardeola bacchus) ~ 8235 2 (Ardeola bacchus ) 1£ 5B — 15 % » B2
i REICH SR RBEHRART > RERAEMREAEHYGTAERE ~ )

24



a¥% -~ 5% 2 (Halcyon smyrnensis ) ~ 2 & (Alcedo atthis) ; 2 BB A HEH A £
3844 (Corvus torquatus )~ 'NEX ~ & & ~ BAA4% & (Sturnus nigricollis ) ~ 3
( Eudynamys scolopacea) B~ % F& (Saxicola torquata ) »

K#E% (Acrocephalus orientalis) ~ KAz B ~ REAw B REREMEHE > B2
EARBMER —AEHERBBR Y %K (Ixobrychus sinensis )~ 23532~ £ & ~
& %848 (Motacilla alba) $2 8% ( Gallinago gallinago) 1% 4 3R A3 Fa B jLE > A
RAIIIE A 4o d K% (Gallinula chloropus ) ~ 2744 ( Columba livia) ~ 554§ ~
KB B ~ NE P 24 (Saxicola torquata) »

BAE%EE

Ve AR e A& R FHE (p<0.01) URF 2 MZEmoH L EERAEE
BE (p<0.01) (X 10) H PR EH ) KBS E EBE SV - =1k H
AT XA B EERS A F ARy EH S AR E R RS
B R ERK - BRBHLHA G AREERAAS -

¥ 48 500m
BRREE

£ F48 500m RE » LA GLM &) % % 2 547 5 B3R (p<0.05) ~ fEdh & Kk
BEER (p<0.01)~ %2 ( p<0.05) RE3BFEmy (p<005) HEHETFEABEEY
F (K1) MFEZE300m RENAREZEFAZTARYEBTEENRERET N
PeKAE - REH - FAROLFRS BREFELMK BB AEREARLF LS
BHEERS E—SPREALBEEA—FHERS A Mg RE@Emb -4
My~ T BAR S 2 RE  KBE -~ 2R F (Elanus caeruleus) ~ R - GHAE
HINENEEE—HREBEERS -
EHEYEE

FEF 4% 500m o A7 45 R L F42 300m Aol o VEApFR A A RS H B R Y T
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BEABEDE (p<001) FrAZERSHAEYEETEBEDE (p>0.05) (&
12) -
RIS R R

Ve Ra R m e A R BFER (p<0.01)> AR 3 3% Xl m (p<0.01) ¥ Bk
BEEEE (k& 13); BTERMEARLALS > BEKEEAMK T4
Blad BEEEELS -

FRARBERE QKB E R
e ~ A ReFH - HEE/E 300 & S00m Mg F AR H AL BT

BEOHE  EoHERBTAZHAHEFOEEIZXINARFTHAZTHEDLNTY

P REFRNGFARURRLET HRENBELTE » 3l T -
#4g 300m

NG BB g RERBIE LG (PR TIHRELEN) BB EEEREL
RHMABEEEL (p<0.01) - A 2 £ BH T ~ FI4  FE - ZRIEBH
ol (R TR &GN TEABEDE (p<0.01)° 5F 2367 Ly HEAM ik
MW ERERBEDE (p29u<0.01 > p ssa<0.01 > p «4<0.05) > F-FEH ~ I
BIAZ > REMHE - LR EERAE > MREFENER EREFAETXE 1 £
Ry BERE (p<0.01) > THAKRILALS  MEZELS - RGOS ik
FEHAAME (R 14)-

¥ 4& 500m

‘I:l\

Ve A KEEH AT X B g CZREWBE - LT EABEER

\\\

(p<0.01) - VFdpFAAVH N\ ~ JREALE » i ~ HREABDR AR O IR BF B LN A A %
BE(p<001)e F 2 FERSEANT @I KT EFBEHE (p<0.05)>
BTG S RERMBEELH C AT EFELK ) WHEKE - REBLAQ

=
% REMMBEREAK AFTEREIES (K 15) MREFEIMA-RTERS
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BERE (p<0.01) > BETAHANK - WIEKBILHAH  MEZERLS S B - 2R

o~ ERILGIAS > METELIK -
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AARERER > AR (WRACHELDY) BEHEY (N4
— RS E) AVERBFEE  REYEE RESBEEURT»AEREE
EHERRE LRBEFEARERLERIMFARNPE xRl ,iE
CEERALE S M RAFRENBR AR T AR A - BN F

48 RE (300m $2 500m ) 7 ) 4 7R 1 6 4 B o SUF 4 30 SHEHE 3] 5 8 B T 47343 -

B RaBE AR & R B3R 04 B 44

RIAEE A FHi AR EILAM IR NG HNERERR
ARNHREBELZL - MARRARBZIRE RIEMXISHERRZEEEH
WE AL BT (AEFL) AARITY m HEH R T RGAA -
Bt BRARREHEK B EEmE RGCMmB -

R EERBASS 0 NI g~ BEX G > BREABIMG ~ 4RI e —1F - —4F
BERRARGRABRELERNER  EZABTFTERGTHAME WAM - 7 &
F (2007) A5 FRETHRCEBHRATLIEL RO BRIV EMEAR
X B EREZRMRAATHELABREZRELANRER - RERERIERME
(granivore) &) R EHA B R MG EZHETFTHIREEBEEZNER
TRAM  BERUBTREFEDNET GRIRZTHERE (Wilson et al. 1996,
Robinson and Sutherland 1999, Berg 2005, Holland ez al. 2006 ) - Stephens % A (2004 )
BRI RS RRMEERHE RN E RO E RIE (aggregative response )
R — R EBEAAETF OF) FEBRM (<200-500 seeds/m’) &y B #Hb 5 &
B (passerine) BB GEERTFEEIWEMEAR  LAHRZAZ AT IR
i BRMEHEBIIRME R €R35| P % 69 & 48 (Parish and Sotherton 2008 ) -
R HEF (2007) #r7eds Bk Bk L4 g EASVE B i AT A L1 BR B AR %
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EZR > BRARYERARE > HAEHBEARARNAZELENER 26+
H Y AR BRARERRERNG IR F A %A meP S EEMTIEER 2R
R A 0L FA N BERR o

RER~PNEE~FEHMOY - RBACRMAY - BBEBE - OBH - R HRERS
AR EBAEINII YT EBRERS  Bridle A (2009) FFREp I H/IE -~ 55
MR EMBEE 5 LB RN BRI RSB IL B E  REEH A
RAETRINEBER B Y THARARTEEGY > LARTRYGTAMNRHELE S

EHEMOFERYEE - Bt RMERES (EFHILE) THAZKRN - &
BUBRNMABERBEERERZ I L ERT - AW XARLH M L L &5 H
e ERE—FRE -

MESERREE BHRMIEH ZARRKREFEHARRENY  KESD
BEAH BELBARE -ARLER BBEEHE - ARYTHEAGE
ZIEARR > MEMKBEASESE - REEZ AN - —KmT o EEAKPE
HORREMECHEBEDELBAHER - T EMUARGBRARNEMER > L2
TR S AR~ T B RCT R A R 64 B 4% (Benton ef al. 2003, Wilson et al.
2005) « B b » ME AR S AR AL AU IR IR LS BP @ B BRI B A AR
BH)BfE > Hlwir G KB N ELEEZRARROBRBEERS  FRaE KL
WiE BN R RIBR G 0 B E AR B R AR B A AR S R S A Ak
B /& I B 2 4 i (Forman and Brain 2004 ); /N E £ & @R BMHFE E R ST EE)
— BRI RAH R 0 BB A A B AMEAE (Chamberlain ef al. 1999) > {2 & &
AR GEAE N BRI R IR AL P E B R B TR AR TR
8 %) 3 &% (Galbraith 1988, Henderson et al. 2000 ) -

AARTER  RBBHEBHEEE R ELRANBEIRS  AAKERA
Mo A A RIBERSOR B SELATRBEA M - Bt B3 BEa)Bk
BUWTRAGEFNRE ARG EEHRECYREA -
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YRR B B SRR TR 8 B4

PN UABE S X B TG EASS-90cm » m—1FR—EHEUAL
&4 RMAREC T XIBRERE T A A E > BISFE AITIESOcm ~ #kFE10cm - A4k B
FAEAREZER AP35 E A130cm (£ P18 %A% A7

http://web.kinmen.gov.tw/371022600g/ ) > B % 4 F 8T » A\ >~ & > ZREABIHE ~

X B~ AREUNBNERBEEHEESRHRBEEREZN N TRAENN S
FEEAW AEREASAMEAGLR  FHEKZES  RYWEREHER
B 5 - SatoF=Maruyama ( 1996) £ &Maeda (2001) 35 HAE Mt 2ERT 89 2 14 (gaps)
AABBRENRR R GREMEEEER La > MHBABRAYERELETER -
Moorcroft# A (2002) R45 th AR R AN RRGIET 4 5 E SRR ) Z 5 4
STAIR M #RB R TR (Carduelis cannabina) #2468t %4 B RN EIE
BRFER - — KMz ARMGERAT R HEIENEN OB S EREE -
HMBAEHSHMTAREARY > MERERORE AL RITE  BHEE
B B RRSE AR RAERT R M BN T M BRI E B g & ( Wilson et al.
2005) - Hlloir HAF AR FHHEAERRERNEERSEAMN  FABER
B BAm@ it A5 F RN TR RO R FE & T H (Mills 1979, Yosef and
Grubb 1993 ) » Chabot% A (2001 ) ~ EselyfvBollinger (2001 ) ¥1Hernandez (1994)
B RAIEE AT RITAE — KBS EAMBAR - Bk > AR R KRR
BEERKGHEN > SFARESMFFHA - HRARAREKENEFT MBS T > N
RS EBRRAEENEERD LR AN TR LR RBSZFMESFA -
MRRFER B RYTERESN RS E - AHRAEDRK
EWISEAEMET RTHERAG RN KT OEABZNETH B EL
S8~ Fr%E IR - RAh o XMERME  RIET - REAEREE - BE A% 2
Mg~ KHG4E - Y - Ka¥ - Fa¥ - Ry o) A4 2P B A i
B mbEEHRE—ZE > RER RRAARTFHREAERAEMEHE &
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AN GREBREEXZERAERTROZEAN - Rk BRUELKBEREEYD
BANGIL REZHIHERK  SFEHBEA K LR - Bennett® A (2006) 7545
HEAMERARMRAEA LN R LB ERTRYER A > BRMEEEXE S
HeaBE > B A GRS EE B B 3% % B 32 B 48 % ° Lokemon#v Beiser
(1997) RIBREEHEANEHEETH L ARBRARELNEZE 220
B XKRBREM TR A M > AR ELEZREZCARSWBHEL 11
FABHOEN B EE AR BB ENEHLRDRIRAM -

RTEHREN  BAAAMARERAEEE KB Bl N EE -~ EETE
(Anas poecilorhyncha ) ~ 3384 A N B BB FERS > TR N bhamin (F
B F/E50msh) e NER T H M (BARMK) Bk AEE ENMMLES AR
WEEEaEF s xiER (REF 2008) THEELRIIBRSEZF - REFIFR
BAAEGY AR B w F R RE > DB EGMBROREL - GBS
FRZERAE—NFHE > BARREHRAEA RFREANE R ALRITAZRHE
HERWTRCARER - AREBER > bt — R ROEHEERESN S

AR A PTME B EANRZ Y & BBHBRED (LR 2007) 25—
R EHREARENEHME  HARAREREN S ERERAYEEE
Moo sbsh o RETERERBHRAR N2 EEERSH Thiiked  Bnd
% BABBRRAFOR KRBT ERIKRGEER ploRE vl a5 8% -

Mo R 48R R B SRR T 0 WA
R BT A H B LA #

&

B ZReueB sy EaREEER
a3 T AR o EARMAERTRAALTEIAFTLOER T LRERSZEF
GEBRAEMMIEE RSB R 5 IS B %EEE K (Beissinger and Osborne
1982, Blair 1996 ) o A&} % 7 % 4 F48300 8, 500mey RE » 2 iR db G 5 40 ik % 91 5
BERZE N ZRGCERBEHN PLET 2R - wRBEHFEZEERM - #
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BLHE K Z K T30 % 7T A R4 B BRBR SN R B R #1430 Bl 5 Vepsildinen ¥ A
(2005) Fra5 HZ L TR BB B E AANEIARRK M EHRE PEB
BHEOTREFLERII RS EHEARAEL  UARBEEEZ G REER
( Fulton et al. 2008, Arnold and Weeldenburg 1990 ) » Fulton% A (2008 ) R|3% % i& #
G BB EGR AR I EMRILFE > FL LG R G4 mitd L)
AR E > B E EEEbEE (Wallander er al. 2006 ) -

desh o AR REBER 0 RBAEFIE3008500mRE o 2 A b SR E F B
ZIEAAM B EMEREMERE KL MEZHRYRIRID AL BH
o HEBANE T EMEBAEREN @REE - 342 (2003) ey R bds i
HEFEARSAKEXMELCTABEHERRE A LT BT &ERBAMY
HRo BHEAETRERE GEHAL THEA M (tolerance) R —ay&RA B >
RAEMERLENRITT > BHAGEARROITARKERA AT (R &
B E RBAEM) iR H B34 (Marsden and Symes 2008 ) - ) R F] #4E &) &
&k Augifh sE /1 (dispersal ability ) “R F] » ¥ K ] #b % 444689 R & 78 A 5] ( With and
King 1999 ) > {5]4n & 38 ( Emberiza hortulana) #) % FE¥L B AT L 2 B4 » B H
e E K RARBE R LA B (Vepsilidinen ef al. 2005) ; /]~ ik by 55 FE 91 B 4¢3 5
MmEZEaAM B BERANATREERR G & M SRR R R R

( Wallander ef al. 2006 ) -

HEtbtgib F i TiE ~ ALHEKRBEREET GRS BT E » 6ok iF KBk
PR GG B LBk RE - EH A AR EUREH (Ardeidae)
BREGHRETHNEKEAREA M - R EERRKBERAL R AR e x
ZHLEE (2H-F 2003) BT EDE R BEROEEE -SRI
B KEHN LS ERSHRMNELBEEN T  BARYESREF YN

B}

R — B A @) 5 RN (Berg and Pirt 1994, Williams ez al. 2003, Longcore et al.
2006 ) B TR AL B AR H I E BB EENA BEDE B ARTR

32



HERARRE R LSRR > YR ERG Y FE (Heikkinen ef al. 2004) 5

HE R B2 Bt R REATHANRDERAHERY > Ribe B LML

894 B4 o FreemarkfvKirk (2001) B} % v & K4 K (Ontario ) &) B 3 & $a8F

Fo AR RERAR T AREE— > BEY S EMK - A RLLER - B

R T RMALAERESRE - ERRERLAFANEEERL  FRLAECEREL M

N R - b RFATAREER  EAZREERELAETHER
E[EH o

RO Fa R

AR B PNERZZRERER BT AR bk & NF £ ko Eg %
b~ VP BER £ R URRGE IR AR Z B4 o AR ERET BHEZ R EFRE
WHRRASRERS  BEBREARRELI EHNERGCZHE > As
aRELETBE - oA A2 300 2 500m #E 2t 0 B SARE R SR 04 44 % 248 B
BAE Y ARIBAT B ~ BB ~ B SERE ~ B B M SR AR A A R K 84 B 44 (Vickery
etal.2009) - AR ZMRBESRARARZI oM » BEOFREAMSZ LR EANE
R OBRILHBZEHEATHAFRNERFHMERNEAL E - LEBRE S

(2004) » LA F4% 250m #R3¢ 784 R AR L B SRR 2F B 14 60 R B B 32 A sL 36 ]
(250m ) 1 & HakBfay £ 75 B (228m) & A #: i - Schifferli (2001) R A3 % # 4
B BT ST R ALY A 100m> % LA LIE 8k 5 R & F/12 R BB R EE
ey ifh o Bk REZEBR/MBRME B 64 E A& —FHT -

BET AW S 2 A7 (preservation) $248 & (restoration) Z =+ —th&2ib
189 1% F A8 (Bennett ef al. 2006) - XA % R ER E B4R M TR ES S
RGP RERH % RO BB R RSN GAEG MG AN RET TR RUAR
B BB T EIERAET RS 0 Bt TS REN BB R A AN B
BERBEARMN - AR RULFIBAKE  HIABBEHR - LELRAEHER -
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A REHBLF ARG ERERFOEBEESTHME B RREY
BRE R et s kGHARZELRBREIVLHNEIRZRE > mibFa
R FHEREEA R RE—F o R FEHE (FloT WK - Kb~ X
M E R LR ) M3 S M EBETARNTE AR TARI T AR
b MR AR ABATIRY B AN H ST EMGE R B RAREMAA RS
0 TR
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EARNEND: B4

TRk 1993 FLERBHRZBHEHRAR - §FKRE5E

FEE 2007 - EHTFREFEH EEAATREETIEN - ZHAKLHE

£ 77 22003 - & P Reg¥ 8 (Merops philippinus ) & £ EFRFB LM EHE -
EHEREE LRI -

AEBREES 22004 FRARTREEBIERALBEMEREERMEZHAR -
R EE 291 94-110 o

ERAT AR © 2009 © &F130E AMER BRI £ - @FIRBURHRIE A Z A RRE -

=

#4220 2003 - AN IRE B SE A FI8— KAGHRE - ITBEIR R £ £ B €8 B Rk
B o p200-204 o
REH 22007 2P IHBHEEEEIPDERRBHRIAR - 2TIR R AEFE
KRB RIS o
R EAF 22008 - HE 2T o BPIMREBUT ©
Ttk o2001 - EEBERGAESE - HFA LMWK 3 81-90 -
Frerdt o 1994 - SEFHERLERRGBEHREBABIRRA T M14 - 678 K24
WX o
ek 02003 S LE BB ERMAEHGE - RSB -
IME S REE 22002 £PIRFELNE LBAE 54 R A BRMEFE - NI L
ZELFIRE ~EEER
F R o 1997 o FBM RN o £FIBHT o
Bydgihn o 2005 o 4P & db % 3B B R 91 54 — 1995 ~ 2000 ~ 20014 - &% K 2mE+
E e
BR 3 22007 c P24t - NEERZEZLPIREAREHER -

%l

i

Bho 2 1999 - 2FIE R B BRABREHART - NEALEZLPIRRELAEE

R o
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1~ 2P LA ABER > 2F a5 E (2009)

Womdan A AEA &
F1E FE 4 FAG K AL
£ 2% N REREBE YR ER L o kKE KA S THK
REREWE 0
% - Bkt
MEAAE AT B
AGHER  AT4TERBERMRILAEMR
B EAHER AT BEHEEMR
WEEHR ATRBFEMNR
HatEAR AT AERIER
Fo N HBAER AT RBAEER
HARJE Ak HAb A TR EAEMR
AR AT ] IR A
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AT AR AIATARATE R A SR
AR AT ERSEN
UNEZS BliE ~ 2~ BEER—HRBE>On 28 %
EEE] R~ E S ETERREBZ G -
7 [ K BE AL 14354/ BRIRAE A B2 AT 8 Ak BT FHKE S
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HA HRBA BRI Z E A F W
#E EAREAZT W
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R ¢ 1 BOBEAREHWE AR RGKEE LB LERER
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F2 B R RR M FZ E ARG FAE 300m N2 iR g ) 0 bR g

F#44 (mean) #4ZE % (SD)

N (n=11)

— %% (n=23) =A@ E (n=30)

HE

mean + SD mean + SD mean + SD

Ak 17.29 + 16.02 1431 +£9.83 10.94 +9.15

fé? Bt 73.40 + 16.44 73.72 + 14.17 75.99 £ 13.67
% E % 416+ 142 297+ 121 538+ 0.96
5% M [ 7K B8 0.65+1.18 0.20 + 0.53 0.27 + 0.37
~ 2 it 3.13+3.21 3.06 + 5.69 5.01+5.18
< HA i 0.18 £0.31 1.04 + 1.48 0.99 +2.52
R &1 1.20 £ 1.20 470 +7.98 1.43 £2.36
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* 3~ #HA X & m» %5 #7 (Principal Component Analysis, PCA ) /N4 ~ —4F & Z 81 —4F
BREAERFE300m ey am b 0 B R4S T BN E S B b EERE 3

18 £ PR 004 4 & AR AR

Principal Initial Percentage Cumulative percentage
Component Eigenvalues" variance (%) %’ variance (%) ¥’

1 2.192 31.317 31.317

2 1.610 23.007 54.323

3 1.081 15.437 69.760

4 0.915 13.071 82.831

5 0.681 9.723 92.554

6 0.521 7.446 100.000

7 0.000 0.000 100.000

Extraction Method: Principal Component Analysis.

1) Initial Eigenvalues #1446 43 88 * A& — % (component) MIER G HHHE & -

2) Percentage Variance (%) B m b % & > A TN S EHBE AW T »Lk -

3) Cumulative percentage variance (%) E#&B 2ttt BB 2 tb 8 B oy Bfg o S38UE RN 1 FAER -
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* 4~ LLE g »# (Principal Component Analysis, PCA) /N~ — &5 &8 — 1k 2

e

FAREFZ300m N Ak Lh Bl IR ArAF e 3B £ 0 LR 4 7 fEd R

2164 & @ 248 B 12 2 (Pearson correlation coefficients )

. Component "
variable - - -
Pril Pri2 Pri3

AR 0.877*? -0.006 0.070
B -0.987* -0.090 -0.066
i -0.103 0.830* 0.013
P [ K B2 -0.222 -0.085 0.656%
# 0.391 0.685% -0.154
Bk 0.212 0.030 0.764%*
BEW 0.439 -0.660* -0.185

Extraction Method: Principal Component Analysis.
1) 3 components extracted.

2) *4X & &1 X % (component) ¥ B 14z 2547 44 3% 84 3 (variable )
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RSB R R R R AR FAE S00m N B3 F AR LL ] 0 Kb

# T34 (mean) #2142 % £ (SD)

RS
%

N (n=11)

—# %% (n=23)

=& E (n=30)

HE mean + SD mean + SD mean =+ SD
Ak 23.82 +13.93 17.71 £ 9.46 14.76 +9.21

fé? B 63.06 + 14.87 64.04 + 13.03 68.79 + 15.21
i1 18 3% 426+ 1.14 3.15+ 1.50 5.26 +0.65
% M KA 0.59 +0.91 0.76 + 1.44 0.31+0.26
~ # R 5.15+3.74 4.65+5.73 7.36 £ 6.56
& B4 0.52 +0.38 1.67 £2.04 1.19+2.16
R EH 2.60 +2.28 8.02 + 8.46 2.33+2.65
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* 6~ FHA X R »# (Principal Component Analysis, PCA) /N4~ —4F 5 2 81 — 4%

5 B AE FAE S500m N ey H g g tp] 0 F R T A F Sy BRI Y 318

E R4 B
Principal Initial Percentage Cumulative percentage
Component Eigenvalues” variance (%) ? variance (%) *
1 2217 31.667 31.667
2 1.369 19.552 51.219
3 1.202 17.175 68.394
4 0.889 12.706 81.100
5 0.738 10.536 91.637
6 0.585 8.363 100.000
7 0.000 0.000 100.000

Extraction Method: Principal Component Analysis.

1) Initial Eigenvalues #1446 45#f8 © A& — % (component) FAAfER G MG R &

2) Percentage Variance (%) B H b % B > ACHAENF EHEE AN T »LL

3) Cumulative percentage variance (%) BB oLt > BB St 2oy Bfr o BHUE AN | A HER
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E

PA X m% % #r (Principal Component Analysis, PCA ) /N~ —1E 5 #82 —4F 2

e

ZAHRE FIE 500m N2 F A LB AT 3MEE Ry > SR T %

2164 & @ 248 B 12 2 (Pearson correlation coefficients )

. Component"
variable : - -
Pril Pri2 Pri3
AR 0.858%? -0.064 -0.018
B -0.990* 0.062 0.024
B 0.039 -0.726%* 0.103
P [ K B 0.123 0.634* -0.074
# 0.475 -0.032 -0.749*
Bk 0.352 -0.346 0.583%
REH 0.365 0.556%* 0.533

1) 3 components extracted.

2) ¥ & & K18 s (component) #1H B {48k % 1764 b % 4 # (variable )
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* 8~ A —Ax M A X (General Linear model, GLM ) + &4 % % & »#7 ( Multivariate
analysis ) ¥ T EM#EA (crop) ~ 44 KE5HR (stage) LA EARE ¥ 48 300m

Z 3R X R (analysisby PCA) # B3 % B (density) &9 %

Parameter” DF Mean Square F Value Pr>F
Pril” 1 555.40 1.21 0.2733
Pri2 1 1995.81 4.35 0.0391
Pri3 1 495.66 1.08 0.3006
Crop 2 2386.96 2.60 0.0783
Stage 1 146609.09 319.64 <.0001

R Squared = .733

1) Pril, Pri2, Pri3 & #] A £ &5 5 47 45 B F42300m P9 2 35 40 A Lu ) » 4 THE 3 3% 4k 4 B b X Frdd
3BT E RS

)b X Ll Ay LB A R m > H A (intercept) 47928 & A ¥ ay @G A (B)

25 B Peii=2.13 ~ Pri=4.73 ~ Poriz=-1.98 ~ f15=0.00 ~ fsp55=12.80 ~ f-52=9.64 ~ Purmin=-67.69 ~ P
25=0.00
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% 9~ A —Ax A X (General Linear model, GLM ) + &4 % % & »#7 ( Multivariate
analysis ) ¥ T E#EA (crop) ~ 1A KE5HA (stage) LA RARE 48 300m

Z 3 1A% X s » (analysis by PCA) ¥4 % 5 & (species richness ) #4 %

Parameter” DF Mean Square F Value Pr>F
Pril" 1 0.89 0.20 0.6574
Pri2 1 6.15 1.37 0.2440
Pri3 1 2.31 0.52 0.4740
Crop 2 130.46 29.09 <.0001
Stage 1 185.28 41.32 <.0001

R Squared = .473

1) Pril, Pri2, Pri3 & #] B £ A& 5 5 # 45 & E/E300m Py 2 3 % 4 ik Lo ] » K THE 55 40 a4 B b S Rdd
B 3MEH e 3BT E RS

)b K N ay L AR a0 HARIESR (intercept) % 18.08 » & & # #ah@iFtad (B)
53] 2 Boii=-0.08 ~ Ppin=-0.26 ~ Bpi3=0.14 ~ f15=0.00 ~ f—st 52=-3.13 ~ f=rruz=—-4.10 ~ Buamen=-2.41 ~ fa
#1=0.00
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* 10~ A — 5 M4 X, (General Linear model, GLM ) ¥ 84 % 4 & »-#f ( Multivariate
analysis ) ¥ EEH#EA (crop) ~ VE4h 4 KEFHA (stage) AR & F4& 300m

Z 3EMFE X R (analysisby PCA) #4&3; £ & (Shannon-Wiener's index )

By &R
Parameter” DF Mean Square F Value Pr>F
Pril" 1 0.21 2.73 0.1010
Pri2 1 1.09 14.14 0.0003
Pri3 1 0.20 2.61 0.1089
Crop 2 1.04 13.51 <.0001
Stage 1 2.96 38.32 <.0001

R Squared =410

1) Pril, Pri2, Pri3 & #] B £ s 5% »# 45 B F/2300m P Z 3b % 48 L] - KT8 5 48 o 4 B SRk
AT E RS

2@ X NS LA A A B > KA EIE (intercept) %1.81 > & B % #e@imthE (B) o
%) 2 Borii=-0.04 ~ Bois=-0.11 ~ Borz=-0.03 ~ 15=0.00 ~ Bt 52=-0.39 > Borz=-0.25 ~ Brusmen=0.30 ~ Basn
=0.00
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* 11~ si—x M4 X, (General Linear model, GLM ) ¥ &4 % 4 & »-#f ( Multivariate
analysis ) ¥ EE#EA (crop) ~ VE4h 4 KEFHA (stage) AR E F4& 500m

zZ 3fAMF X R (analysisby PCA) # B3a% Z (density) &4 %

Parameter” DF Mean Square F Value Pr>F
Pril" 1 625.37 1.40 0.2395
Pri2 1 1808.40 4.04 0.0467
Pri3 1 2238.43 5.00 0.0272
Crop 2 1451.42 3.24 0.0425
Stage 1 128714.71 287.57 <.0001

R Squared = .740

1) Pril , Pri2, Pri3 & #] A £ & 2 94 £ B $42500m Py 2 3 & 40K Lo fs] o #7480 5 40 A% 4 3 3R
BB IE E RS

b EFR X LN AL A AR e > HARIEIE (intercept) %477.07 » % A ey @iFas (B)
5] B Pei1=2.25 ~ Bpriz=-3.95 ~ Poriz=-4.51 ~ f15=0.00 ~ Bt s2=14.04 ~ f-ypse=11.57 ~ frunmin=-65.97 ~
260=0.00
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* 12~ i — x4 X, (General Linear model, GLM ) ¥ 84 % 4 & »-#f ( Multivariate
analysis ) ¥ EE#EA (crop) ~ VE4h 4 KEFHA (stage) AR E F4& 500m

Z 31AMFE X R (analysisby PCA) #4#& % 5 & (species richness ) #9 % %

Parameter”) DF Mean Square F Value Pr>F
Pril" 1 0.55 0.12 0.7270
Pri2 1 1.60 0.35 0.5531
Pri3 1 4.61 1.02 0.3143
Crop 2 138.89 30.78 <.0001
Stage 1 178.93 39.66 <.0001

R Squared =.470

1) Pril, Pri2, Pri3 & #] B £ s 5 5 ¥ 45 & F 48 500mpy 2 3 3 48 s Lo fe] » #7483 5 40 pk 4 30 3 g
A 3MEM T E RS

b EFR X SN I A A e > HARIEIE (intercept) %418.18 > & A % # ey @G (B)
255 2 Boiir=-0.07 ~ Poriz=0.12 ~ Bpriz=0.20 ~ f15=0.00 ~ fits2=-3.17 ~ P-rsx=-4.24 ~ Prunmin=-2.46 ~ Pus
#=0.00
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* 13~ i — 5 M4 X, (General Linear model, GLM ) ¥ 84 % 4 & »-#f ( Multivariate
analysis ) ¥ EE3EA (crop) ~ VE4h 4 KEFHA (stage) AR E F4& 500m

Z 3EMFE X R (analysisby PCA) #4&3; £ & (Shannon-Wiener's index )

By &R

Parameter” DF Mean Square F Value Pr>F
Pril" 1 0.13 1.57 0.2128
Pri2 1 0.16 1.93 0.1669
Pri3 1 0.59 7.04 0.0091
Crop 2 1.10 13.21 <.0001
Stage 1 2.48 29.72 <.0001

R Squared =.363

1) Pril, Pri2, Pri3 & 4] A £ s » 7 4k B FA2500m P 2 3% 4a i b o] > 48 74 36 5 40 AR 4 3 P 3R ki
AT E RS

bR X DN LA A L B > EA P58 (intercept) %1.84 0 & A 4 &9 iF4E (B) »
%1 2 Bpri1=-0.03 ~ Bpriz=0.04  pi3=0.07 ~ £1.5=0.00 ~ f—s52=-0.39 ~ = 54=-0.31 ~ Busemn=0.29 ~ Bis1=0.00
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#* 14~ i —fx MM 48 X, (General Linear model, GLM ) ¥ &4 % 4 & »#7 (Multivariate

analysis ) i ZF %A (crop) ~ fE# 4 KBFER (stage) MARARE F4& 300m

Z 3 A F AR (analysisby PCA) HEA LT LRAEBEENPETLR

-

3

512 AF?Y o mx kY gae?  REY s

g ")

Parameter DF

Pr>F

Pril” 1 0.205 0.362
Pri2 1 0237 0.344
Pri3 1 0.196 0.249
Crop 2 <.001***  0.059

Stage 1 <.001%** < (Q0]***

0.399  0.004%* 0.064

0.030*  <.00]%** 0.986

0.309 0.481 0.211

0.003%*  0.004%*  <.00]***

0.137 < 001%** < (0]***

0.701

0.019*

0.651

0.006**

0.004%**

GLM-Multivariate analysis > * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001
1)Pril, Pri2, Pri3 & 4] i £ % A7 4k & F48300m P9 2 30 5% 48 R Lo fp] 0 #8748 36 5 4 ik, 4 0P H B a4

H3EH T E RS

Q)R @A R S SNSRI A A R AN SE s X ey 8 SEA (intercept) %13.23 0 & A % #
é’]@ﬁ’%{%‘ﬁ (ﬁ) ol %ﬁpm=0.95 ~ ﬁPri2='1~O4 - ,BPrB: -0.96 ~ ﬂ'M}:0.00 f ﬁ’1‘ﬁ%a’€=6.05 R ﬂ;w.%z;é: 13.49 «

Puwmin=-17.82 ~ faan=0.00

3)pE X B 8 7 4% X o4 4, 2838 (intercept ) £3.34» & B % 3493285514 3 (B) 5 3] B Spi=-0.75 > Bpri=-0.92»
Priz=0.94 ~ f15=0.00 ~ f-452=4.63 ~ foirsz=5.44 ~ fuamen=-5.93 ~ frsn=0.00
4)52 38 4 39 67 4% X 09 #3878 (intercept ) %0.24 > & & % 36932 57 43 () 5 B £ Spir=0.01 > Bpip=-0.04 »
Priz=0.01 ~ B15=0.00 ~ f—52=-0.10 ~ f-sunz=-0.14 ~ Bunnin=-0.04  fasu=0.00
S)FhE @ 574 X w9 #3578 (intercept) %26.82 0 & B % ¥ 9@ T4 3 (B) 2% B Bpi=5.04 > Bpin=7.55
Boiz=-1.18 ~ f15=0.00 ~ f-irs2=11.33 ~ fosne=-3.63 ~ Puamen=-23.57 ~ Paxn=0.00

6)%k SA BB B AE X 09 R BE7E (intercept) %4.79 » 2 B % 2 eh@ 543 (B) % % A Ppq=0.57

Priz=0.01 ~ Spi3=-0.38 ~ $1.5=0.00 ~ f-52=4.29 ~ f-trz=2.20 ~ Puwnen=--5.39 ~ fa21=0.00

7) 4o 0618 S X, 6y B 2678 (intercept) %0.39 » & B % #6918 143 (B) 5 %) A Lri1=0.05 ~ fpin=-0.37 ~
Priiz=-0.06 ~ 15=0.00 ~ f—puz=1.13 ~ f-nzz=0.20 ~ Buamru=-0.75 ~ fa2»x=0.00
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* 15~ A — M4 X (General Linear model, GLM ) ¥ 44 % 4 & 44 ( Multivariate
analysis ) ¥ EE#EA (crop) ~ VE4h 4 KEFHA (stage) AR E F4& 500m

2 34A3% X A4 (analysis by PCA) H 4 A% BHKAHEROHEL R

bk ANFD mxk? mes? RED shmms® s’
Parameter DF Pr>F

Pril" 1 0.662 0.747 0.806 0.002** 0.483 0.526

Pri2 1 0.027* 0.102 0.468 0.019* 0.019* 0.056

Pri3 1 0.604 0.344 0.062 0.002%** 0.229 0.316

Crop 2 <.001%*** 0.135 <.001***  0.004**  <001*** <00]***

Stage 1 <001***  0.002%* 0.107  <.001*** <001***  0.001**

GLM-Multivariate analysis > * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001

1)Pril, Pri2, Pri3 A 4] B £ R 9 # 4 & £ /2300m P 2 3 5 48 X Lo 5] M T4E 0 5 48 a4 30 P S B ik
H 3B I a9 R E RS

)P A @EFH X E NI AR AR e o ANFE iR K ey B EETR (intercept) 413.03 0 &8 % #
ey @EFAE (B) %% A Ppir=0.33 ~ Peria=1.71 ~ Bpiz=-0.41 ~ £15=0.00 ~ f-sus=T7.69 ~ f=sss=13.63 ~ f
wimien=-18.73 ~ Panu=0.00

3)pE X B 5 AR K oY A% #E 38 (intercept ) £3.64 > & B % #0h:@ 57143 ( ) 5 A 2 pi=0.26 > fpin=--1.39 ~
Prriz= 0.82 ~ f1:5=0.00 ~ f-sux=4.13 ~ B-nar=4.52 » Buemien=-5.31 > faru=0.00

4)3% $A 438 57 4% X 49 2R BE 78 (intercept ) £0.25 > & B 44 #4938 55143 (B) % %) A Bpii=-0.00 ~ Bp;,=0.01
Priz=0.01 ~ £.5=0.00 ~ f—ssr=-0.11 ~ f=raz=-0.17 ~ Purmen=-0.05 ~ Bran=0.00

5) k4 12 578 K, 09 8% 2578 (intercept ) %23.75° & & % #4912 57143 (B) % %) B ferii= 5.46 ~ Pprin= -4.15 ~
Priiz=-5.79 ~ f15=0.00 ~ f—4u2=12.83 ~ f-rumz=0.42 ~ funmnen=-22.31 ~ Pfa»n=0.00

6)2k SA BE #6185 45 X 9 B BER (intercept) #4.58 » & B % Hay@EF145 8 (F) 2 5] A fea= 021 ~
Pria=-0.73 ~ Bpiz=-0.38 ~ £15=0.00 ~ f—#52=4.70 ~ f=su2z=1.96 ~ Buamin=-5.05 ~ Pasn=0.00

T4 rgia G4 X a9 A BE IR (intercept) #0.46 > & B % 69 @ 7142 (S) % 5] 2 Prii=-0.08 ~ Bpri;=0.26
Briiz=0.14 ~ 1.5=0.00 ~ f-%2=1.29 ~ P=4r%2=0.06 ~ Bunmin=-0.87 ~ faru=0.00
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Legend
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Legend
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# 5~ 2. Mann-Whitney U test B &34y HAb R E AL A AR » *
p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001, NS & JA% £ 2 - 1k B L ¥ 2 ab NG 3%

X F# & A Mann-Whitney U test #x B w2 2 & - £ p<0.05-
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Species richness(number)
3

s
0 > —_ >
B — &R =& R

SR R RE R EAMRMIEHAILBNG HEY FHE (Species
richness ) ° * % 5% 2A Mann-Whitney U test #: /8] & 38 1F 4 H 3 4% BA 4C 27 91 1 Zh Hp
£ & > *p<0.05, ** p<0.01, ¥** p<0.001, NS £ Ba2 £ & - kB Lz ab %R
Bl/NE 3% X FH % L Mann-Whitney U test #xBldmSmEHmE Mz 282 &

p<0.05 -
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6 A~ —fSFHR M AMBRHALMAIL A ERALEE
( Shannon-Wiener’s index ) * % 5~ LA Mann-Whitney U test #: 8] & 48 1F 4 H 4 #&
BICEA s FL 3 £ B 5 * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001, NS &85 % £ & - x4k B
EFz ab EARE/NE 3 FH &K L Mann-Whitney U test 4 78] /iy F /5 4 28 A B

z #£E  Hp<0.05-
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7~ A8 B AT (AnalySiS of correlation) —fZH ZHBERREE A GHBHRNEH
A HRSEMEREEZBEEEAME (r=0.80,p<0.01)
b B A LS A (0.5 p<0.01)
c:BRBHELMEKBEEZEEaMM (1=-0.64,p<0.01)
d: %E”f'i%/ﬁ,\%*ﬁ)“ﬁ,w ffa%ﬁ (r=0.19, p>0.05)
e HEREHEAEAEY maazAan (r=0.12,p>0.05)
£1 3R] %@z;ﬁz%@i& Xf_«ag g (r=-0.42, p<0.01)
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M4k — ~ B3A R B3 BUR 69 B R A 15 G R R 2 e AR
2 253t #ok (point count ) & 38 & Mk B B W48 A 69 k2 — (3Fes 4% 2003 )-

TRREBRANCHHMFEEELRTE L2 AREREREREEHEMAERTR
fEsta ey ErkME (TR E 1993) — 2 ¥ 2e5& (Census period ) : Bp — X  £iE4%
TR BFEAE > 4 T A AR HBRIR ey B > M R EPMESE B 5T 3 o
RE o — &3 (Counting period) : Bp BB A B EI12W % VFMBR > £ 4
HEEARF O HEENX R ENEEF R SEARBOEREE > LARZAE
TAERy R E (Fekdk 2003) - ERmMER X EMES ~ BB HRIREMA RE MK
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4k = B BRI I 4

Ik

B B S AR B 76 2

FURRHA P T

H A
N — AR R E BEHD FAEH Kk4F Status”
KR 24 X4 XA RibA
18302897 189 289 1480 288
#% 8
Phasianidae s
Pc  Phasianus colchicus %4 Common Pheasant * * ook ok X * * R
JeH B
Andaeate Je gt
Apa Anas poecilorhyncha fe*E%  Spotbill Duck * * ¥k k% * * R
FLEA:!
Ardeidae #

Aca Ardea cinerea % Grey Heron * * * W
Ab  Ardeola bacchus L% o Chinese Pond Heron * * * w
Bi Bubulcus ibis #8% Cattle Egret H 3 * * W/M
Ea Egretta alba X&%  Great Egret Y * * W/M
Ee Egretta eulophotes ¥ &% Intermediate Egret * * * W/M
Eg Egretta garzetta & ¥  Little Egret i o * * R/M
Is Ixobrychus sinensis % /¥  Chinese Little Bittern ¥ % %k * * M
Nn Nycticorax nycticorax — &% Black-crowned Night Heron ~ * * * * R

£% 8
Pandionidae R#
Ph Pandion haliaetus &L Osprey * * w*

Bb  Buteo buteo E Eurasian Buzzard * * * w
Ec Elanus caeruleus 2%  Black-winged Kite ook oxF * * R

8
Rallidae BREEH
Ap Amaurornis phoenicurus & B2 # White-breasted Water Hen * * koook o w * * R
Gc  Gallinula chloropus 478 7K # Moorhen * * ok * * * R
A&7 B
Scolopacidae A
Gg Gallinago gallinago k) Common Snipe * * * * * \%
Glareolidae AabH
Gm Glareola maldivarum — #i#% Eastern Collared Pratincole ~ * * * M
48
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A

H A R Ko
N —HE —HE rEHXY Status®
KRG 24 L & L &4 Bk E
T8 287 18 28 18 28
Columbidae LR H
Cl  Columba livia 545 Rock Dove * * * * * R
Sc  Strptopelia chinensis k$Epa g Spotted-necked Dove * * * * * * * * R
Sta Strptopeliatranquebarica  4T.h% Red-collared Dove * * * * * * * * R
R
Cuculidae 3
Css Centropus sinensis #30485% Greater Coucal * * * * * * * R
Esa Eudynamys scolopacea e Asian Koel * S
Apodidiae ) At
Apodidae o R
Aa  Apus affinis A #  House Swift < * 53 * * R/M
Alcedinidae Er#t
Aas Alcedo atthis He River Kingfisher * * R
Cr Ceryle rudis sE35 2 Pied Kingfisher * * * R
White-throated
Hs Halcyon smyrnensis EER g g e p * * R
Kingfisher
Meropidae % At
Ms Merops superciliosus Foiz#& & Blue-tailed Bee Eater 4 * * t * * * * S
Upupidae A
Ue Upupa epops B Hoopoe * * * * * * * * R
AW 8
Laniidae 14 % #
RIBLR,
L.a.l L.c.superciliosus Brown Shrike * * * * * * * M/W
18 %
Ls Lanius schach #% % 18 % Black-headed Shrike * * * * * * * * R
Dicruridae A R#
Dm  Dicrurus macrocercus X #R  Black Drongo * * * * * * * S/R
Corvidae 54t
Ct  Corvus torquatus %5845  Collared Crow * * * * * * R
Pp Pica pica £ Black-billed Magpie * * * * * * * * R
Hirundinidae &
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BMEE—

GRS FE Ko
N —&HE e rEHX Status®
K 24 L4 L &4 B E
T8 287 18 28 18 28
Hr  Hirundo rustica g3 Barn Swallow * * * * * * * * SM
Alaudidae HEH
Ag  Alauda gulgula 'NE%  Oriental Skylark * * * * * * * R
Cisticolidae RARH
Pf  Prinia flaviventris X 3888 % Yellow-bellied Prinia  * * * * * * * * R
Ps  Prinia subflava %5844 % Tawny-flanked Prinia * * * * * * * * R
Pycnonotidae 84
Pss  Pycnonotus sinensis B84  Chinese Bulbul * * * * * * * * R
Sylviidae Z#
Ao Acrocephalus orientalis  X3¥ %  Great Reed Warbler * * * Y
Zosteropidae SR
Zj  Zesterops japonica 4k 4FEk Japanese White-eye W * * R
Sturnidae R #
Ac  Acridotheres cristatellus /\<F Crested Myna * ¥ 1 - * ' * * R
Gn  Sturnus nigricollis 2 4847 B Black-collared Starling o v * * R
Scs  Sturnus cineraceus KA% B Gray Starling * * * W
Ss  Sturnus sinensis X 4% B Gray backed Starling * * * W
Muscicapidae 8aH
Cssi  Copsychus saularis #5495 Oriental Magpie Robin * * ¥ * * * * * R
Mss Monticola solitarius B4  Blue Rock Thrush * * * W/R
St Saxicola torquata 245 Common Stonechat  * * * * * W
Ploceidae A
Pm  Passer montanus Jr Eurasian Tree Sparrow * * * * * * * * R
Estrildidae witEFH
Lp  Lonchura punctulata BEX %  Nutmeg Mannikin * * * * * * * * R
Motacillidae L 2P
Rp  Anthus cervinus #°%%%  Red-throated Pipit * * * * M
Agi  Anthus gustavi G #%  Petchora Pipit N * * M
Ah  Anthus hodgsoni Hi%h Indian Tree Pipit * * * W
An  Anthus novaeseelandiae  Xjt%%  Richard's Pipit * * * * W
As  Anthus rubescens % &35  Buff-bellied Pipit * * * M
Ma  Motacilla alba B#54%  Pied Wagtail * * * * * R
Mc  Motacilla cinerea KH4%  Grey Wagtail * * * w
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H A R Ko
N —HE MERE rEHX Status®
K 24 L&A L &4 B E
1] 247 18 28 18 284
Mf  Motacilla flava #4845 Yellow Wagtail * * * * * M
Fringillidae £#
Cs  Carduelis sinica 4% %  Oriental Greenfinch  * * * * * k% * R
Em  Eophona migratoria JN#F8  Black-tailed Hawfinch * * * * w
Emberizidae %
Ep  Emberiza pusilla N Little Bunting * * * * M
Es  Emberiza spodocephala 2%  Black-faced Bunting  * * * M
Er  Emveriaz rutila %5 Chestnut Bunting * * * w
RABM
Essp E.s.spodocephala " Black-faced Bunting ~ * * * * W
1) 7% Bl 1EHA
2)3L# A

3R> BH:EBER W XER M- B8R 5 k43 (2008) ~ LR (2007)

HE R @A Q4P

e
m
%\

SEERESE B KFH4% (2007)
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Mék= ~ 187 B AR N~ —1F

LRR SRz kB ERE (no/ha.)

Krusal-Wallis

Mann-Whitney =& R Mann-Whitney —HER Mann-Whitney ta Mann-Whitney
XA BHREEE LB U test? Uest Utest Urest —mE —H%EBE 4 OneWay
HRBILH LB HRBILH LB HRBILE LB ANOVAY

RANEEE:2 0.0439 0.0015 ** 0.0071 0.0000 NS 0.1246 0.0046 ok 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0035 0.0646  0.0000 **
2R 0.0043 0.0000 NS 0.0035 0.0000 NS 0.0092 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0018 0.0046  0.0000 NS
BuS 4 0.0015 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0046 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0023  0.0000 NS
AF 3.8229 17.9531 HEK 4.2901 29.9387 HEK 3.5152 19.1124 HxH 3.6633 4.8081 NS 17.1144  11.3138 4.2357 Hxx
2% 0.0045 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0135 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 0.0067 NS
NEE 0.4222 0.2953 NS 0.0141 0.1945 s 0.0000 0.0046 NS 1.2525 0.6869 NS 0.1043 0.0023  0.9697 *xx
e 0.0000 0.0090 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0269 NS 0.0000 0.0000 0.0135 NS
#55 0.0135 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0404 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 0.0202 **
RIEZE 0.4669 0.5297 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 1.4007 1.5892 NS 0.0000 0.0000 1.4949 *xE
REE 0.0000 0.0035 NS 0.0000 0.0106 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0053 0.0000 0.0000 NS
ZR RS 0.1398 0.1357 NS 0.0531 0.0955 NS 0.0969 0.2307 NS 0.2694 0.0808 NS 0.0743 0.1638  0.1751 NS
e 8 0.1731 0.3533 * 0.0106 0.0389 NS 0.0507 0.2399 NS 0.4579 0.7811 NS 0.0248 0.1453  0.6195 *xx
# %4 0.0000 0.0090 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0269 NS 0.0000 0.0000 0.0135 **
4 0.0090 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0269 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 0.0135 NS
£ E 0.0000 0.2020 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.6061 NS 0.0000 0.0000 0.3030 **
245 0.0123 0.0383 NS 0.0000 0.0318 NS 0.0369 0.0830 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0159 0.0600  0.0000 *

s 3 0.0015 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0046 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0023  0.0000 NS
SRk 0.5018 1.7477 NS 0.0566 1.3652 NS 0.6274 3.4737 *xK 0.8215 0.4040 NS 0.0283 2.0506 0.6128 *xx
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BER=

Krusal-Wallis

Mann-Whitney =& R Mann-Whitney —HHR Mann-Whitney 3 Mann-Whitney
XA HRHLE LR _ —H®R —HBE AR OneWay
Utest wamim s U mapts Lwm U mamtm awm U ANOVA
Ry 0.0043 0.0177 NS 0.0035 0.0212 NS 0.0092 0.0185 NS 0.0000 0.0135 NS 0.0124 0.0138 0.0067 NS
BH1E% 0.6101 0.9063 Hkok 0.4279 0.7675 * 0.5674 0.7796 NS 0.8350 1.1717 NS 0.5977 0.6735 1.0034 w3k
G #5454 0.0416 0.0090 NS 0.0035 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.1212 0.0269 NS 0.0018 0.0000 0.0741 w3
L& ] 0.0090 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0269 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 0.0135 w3
HHG4E 1.1212 12.0200 NS 2.2423 16.8951 *E 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0000 19.1650 *k 8.4476 0.0000 9.5825 Hkok
ooz 3 R 0.1106 1.3627 kK 0.1627 0.3678 NS 0.1153 0.2860 NS 0.0539 3.4343 *k 0.2653 0.2007 1.7441 NS
Erkie 0.0000 0.0045 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0135 NS 0.0000 0.0000 0.0067 NS
RE 0.0105 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0046 0.0000 NS 0.0269 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0023 0.0135 NS
IRSAAE 0.1257 0.1450 NS 0.0248 0.0707 NS 0.0830 0.1891 NS 0.2694 0.1751 NS 0.0477 0.1361 0.2222 **
RIBEEE 0.1148 0.1619 NS 0.1450 0.2087 NS 0.0646 0.1153 NS 0.1347 0.1616 NS 0.1768 0.0900 0.1481 w3
b3 0.0000 0.0121 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0092 NS 0.0000 0.0269 NS 0.0000 0.0046 0.0135 NS
Jn 5.8804 28.5282 NS 4.6049 24.6124 * 6.4907 38.2248 B+ 6.5455 22.7475 NS 14.6086 22.3578 14.6465 Hkok
48 0.0520 0.1615 NS 0.0106 0.0106 NS 0.0646 0.0969 NS 0.0808 0.3771 NS 0.0106 0.0807 0.2290 *
BIRLEE 1.0436 1.4880 ** 0.9089 1.3652 *k 0.4844 0.7150 NS 1.7374 2.3838 NS 0.4545 0.5997 2.0606 Hkok
ZE:E:) 0.1862 0.4011 *akk 0.0813 0.2653 Hk 0.2214 0.4936 * 0.2559 0.4444 NS 0.1733 0.3575 0.3502 H
i3 0.0359 0.0180 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.1077 0.0539 NS 0.0000 0.0000 0.0808 Hkok
PREAB NG 19116 6.6039 Hkok 1.9877 6.4369 Hokk 2.1174 10.9102 Hokok 1.6296 2.4646 NS 4.2123 6.5138 2.0471 Hkok
KRR B 0.0000 0.0035 NS 0.0000 0.0106 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0053 0.0000 0.0000 NS
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B =

Krusal-Wallis

Mann-Whitney =& R Mann-Whitney —HHR Mann-Whitney 3 Mann-Whitney
FTX£&  HRBEHLE LRH —HmFE —HHE 4 OneWay
U test U test U test U test
HRHILE LB « LR IR « HRWIEH LB « ANOVA
RHEWRE 0.0000 0.0224 NS 0.0000 0.0672 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0336 0.0000  0.0000 NS
ZoRas 0.1257 0.0600 NS 0.0000 0.0318 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.3771 0.1481 NS 0.0159 0.0000 0.2626 HoAk
4198 0.1271 0.8268 NS 0.0035 0.0177 NS 0.3644 2.4358 *k 0.0135 0.0269 NS 0.0106 1.4001  0.0202 HoAk
a3 0.0667 0.1190 NS 0.0813 0.2016 NS 0.0784 0.1015 NS 0.0404 0.0539 NS 0.1415 0.0900 0.0471 *
SREHER 0.0000 0.0135 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0000 NS 0.0000 0.0404 NS 0.0000 0.0000 0.0202 *x

1)Mann-Whitney U test > * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001

2)Krusal-Wallis One Way ANOVA » * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001
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