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Abstract

Agricultural development is a major driver of biodiversity loss. Nonetheless, some

agricultural landscapes with high spatial heterogeneity can be a potential area to host

biodiversity. The complex and fragmented agricultural landscapes increase the proportion

of habitat edges. Therefore, exploring edge effect and spillover effect of each land cover

types become fundamental for ecological conservation and land-use management of

agroecosystems. This study was aimed to examine avian species diversity and functional

diversity among different land cover types, distances to boundary and adjacent land cover

types. The study was conducted in Lugu Township, Shuili Township, Xinyi Township and

Zhushan Township of Nantou County, Taiwan, from April 2021 to April 2023. We

counted all individual of birds and bird species seen and heard on the 402 plots of 67 belt

transects in 8 land cover types. Each belt transect was consisted of 6 plots across two land

cover types. We found the avian species composition of most land cover types differed

significantly, indicating diverse land cover types is crucial for conserving avian diversity

in agroecosystem. The species diversity of secondary forest was significantly higher than

most land cover types; however, the functional diversity of secondary forest was not

significantly higher than others. The edge effect can be observed in secondary forest,

conifer plantation and bamboo forest, creating microhabitats for adjacent land cover types.

However, the effect of adjacent land cover types to avian diversity was not significant and
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need more studies to confirm. Maintaining diverse land cover types, retaining more

secondary forest, conifer plantation or bamboo forest, and improving habitat quality of

all land cover types will be beneficial to avian species diversity and ecological function

in agricultural landscapes.

Keywords : land cover types, bird diversity, functional diversity, edge effect,

agroecosystem
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BEF s pg v sl & AA# (Kerridge, 1969) o 3T # & BB @ %
BoAv xitgkd ez P A R7 fErfd F% (Rockstrom etal., 2017; Hickey
etal., 2019)° { = @ fFend = A E % 5 B+ (Ramankutty et al., 2008, Foley et al.,
2011, Clark and Tilman, 2017) » &5E@ * < 2| {2 W £ L& > $p ATRBE S §
% =% (Firbank et al., 2008; Stoate et al., 2009) o # 3 b+ % % & ff hdefhil @& B 3
ARE O REE R4S S HEME A K F (Wilson, 1992; Houghton, 1994;
Skole et al., 1994; Gibbs et al., 2010; Dudley and Alexander, 2017; Diaz et al., 2019 ) -
Pt 23k 4 Rk JRIFE & B8 (Pimmeetal., 2018, Dinerstein etal., 2019 ) - j* 454t
e g 7}% WP~ o F O FRE XA Ak S (agroecosystem ) E_F v fa s 20 4
Pedgs > T3k 4 R % PRI: (ecosystem services ) ( Estrada et al., 1997; Moguel and
Toledo, 1999; Ricketts etal., 2001 ) - p 2010 # (2 4 FHiE 26 ) G R~ §3L B

"2 .15 %k (Satoyama Initiative) ;> ™ A B2 p Re{viFE 5 L 5 4 o A B ¥4
fi kY g TR (Takeuchi, 2010) » B % &34 304 5 28R 5 F B % 6l
(Berglund et al., 2014) - & 7 & B # A& (spatial heterogeneity ) O 3 § 2.7 2
Ly e & %4 (Fahrigetal, 2011; Kozaretal.,2019) > £ # R+ § 77 d 4 Hep
FEREFFIUR/G D S FEIRAFTRDEFLEBAL K32 5 5 RIEOFLF S

(Altieri, 1999; Benton et al., 2003; Tscharntke et al., 2005) > & 7 & £ 5 & | 4 #
Fe g RAY CRFKEFF o RFL ¢ ERFRET P2 # RER 4o

3+ % (Fahrigetal ,2011)° 2 3 @8 cniffz ¢ RiFd P g

g
=g
-
¥ *w

» % # 1 (Franklin and Forman, 1987; Turner, 1989; Wallin et al.,
1994; Forman, 1995 ) » B 4t¥ BB g #ea v 5 4 e A B > 50 2R H %
e it e SR U VR B R AR LAE RIS S S HE

PAAERENULEAS S Rpanb g £ PRAF] -

[

B ﬁ (vegetation structure ) e 2 & 22448 5 #1238 &R 48 M (Ehbrecht et
1
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al., 2017; Hakkenberg et al., 2018, LaRue et al., 2019) > * & &8 85 §F#F % 4k
M %2 % = (MacArthur and MacArthur, 1961; Jayapal et al., 2009 ) o 7 B 45 J2 & 4% §
FEET R R S G FRIOR SRR R F > Fla d RE kb
%7 % # 1% (Robinson and Holmes, 1984; Hansen et al., 1995; Salek etal.,2010)~ ¥ ¢} >
EREVRERKEE AT B B ARG FIr R B FE O, B0l
% % R4 M (Lee and Rotenberry, 2005) - if 5 & ~ {E#H SH4f a2 5 % B
(Hobbs, 1993) > Melin # + (2018) @ 34 I 54 5 P LG R B hR K B
PEERS -
B (edge) 5+ F ¢ = fﬁﬁ‘iiﬁa (patch) z. - & f 4 » EFECIE el O ER - X
- P EELY 4RI T ek B (Murcia, 1995) 0 %3 4 2 R
FlS briE e Ren® B ARAL S 2 AT (ecotone) > % d Clements ** 1907 & 4%
Mollg - BH LB §EFHFT 2 3 %1 (Restrepo and Gomez, 1998 ) -
S EE e S 5 F B ok E & F]3 (Matlack, 1993, Dignan and Bren, 2003 ) > %]
BHAep B OL R ERAF FeLn o gh gl EY > T REAB
4 4 (Hobbs, 1993) » o4k Flif s @ s 4 4= 2 2b4 5= F] 3 ok i f 5 s 000k
(edge effect) (Murcia 1995) o i# 532 fis g4 d Odum (1958) #& 1 > 45 017 o4
LR A EHB R A G R E €+ A o Ries £ 4 (2004) G § # N5 0 b
SRR P AE FIEFE TROLE n A% A RaaF e 7 (1)
- Rl 5y 2 FRES S - Rl 245 &% (abundance) ¥ pFRF2E
B P IEATE(2) A - RIS R S R I AT R A &5 R
GRS iEp pIOERBIERES PN (3) FTRT A AT R AT
Bt o AP REEGOUE(4) TR A AFONA B e s Rl I A
PR R A R GRS (S TREY A RE 2T PR GRS o
AP UBErr A PG sF i B 7 383 B 544 - R

1%k F] (Ries et al., 2004 ) -

doi:10.6342/NTU202301632



BERRFRGENE R SR B B FN q,\ﬁ“”se,i*fif B
Btk B o pa *R..igﬁn%?"é‘im”&l’l’b%é‘i el eg 4 0 Flm B SRR
fend 3 5 Z # 5 #% (Murcia, 1995; Donovan et al., 1997; Fahrig etal., 2011;
Barbaro and Van Halder, 2009; Holzschuh et al., 2010) - 5 7 % 45 &} &+ i %4 & {
4 e 2 8 (Hinsleyetal. 1995; Fuller and Gill, 2001 ) » #1852 1
> b fAp® ¥ &R (Schlossberg and King, 2008; Knight et al., 2016 ) - Barbaro %
L(2014) R g ap o Ha SRS FEF RGO B PR S REE R
PR ABRAAM FIMFEGEEF VIV RAERA SR ETRAT T AR 1R
ForRBIRZARPIARERF TRk AT B LR R AR
it (Masonetal.,2005) 4p>tiE2 » A spd)id 7 { % # % ¥ (Forman, 1995)
ALl giRE G E BRBEL P i 5 T gy aicf 5 (Wiens et al,
1985, Kuitunen and Makinen, 1993 ) » F#&FFE 2 452 3 Jﬁ 4 #  (Gates
and Gysel, 1978; Brittingham and Temple, 1983; Loye and Carroll, 1995 ) - % iE 37 % 7=
7 ~‘ﬁ’ FIRG RSBt Y ISR S0k 2R (Ries et al, 2004; Ries and
Sisk, 2010) » # f6 ¥ Flif 4 3 @lenfes Fiha $#i% 3 3 b 5 B (Ries et al,
2004) > #iB A R B REFFUSTRY AT 0 X0 2GRS L F SRR
R Th o i L R EEOT AR FA P S ET (Walting et al., 2010; Schneider et
al., 2014 ) -

FEFRESD I FLEEFAINNEY > VLR P ERREP PP

( Buechner, 1987; Schonewald-Cox, 1988 ) » Hansen = DeFries (2007 ) 32 1) % #
EEPBERLFRP LS 2 0 5RO FREIE AR RER
hfge ) (Brooks etal., 1999; Vesteretal., 2007 ) ; % 37 it i R L 4+ B E & ¢
% % 7R (Serneels and Lambin, 2001; Hansen and Rotella, 2002) ; * #fi&# § 82 %
4 b

P

BT %P 02 F (Revillaetal. 2001 ) 2 3 § F8p A g8 5 1€ £ % 8
C

REFUNPF R R ZFETRPE (

lergeau et al., 2001; Devictor et al.,
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2007) LR B B o ApEE W B BEHA S FRE B EAHFEFE
R R REHUTRESHA RGP TR FALE 0 T 54 5 R
AR iR LR G § L (Clergeau et al.,, 2001; Woodhouse et al., 2005;

Buckingham et al., 2006 ) °

ul

45 p AkY FE D (spillover) T A 35 % = F4p% ¥ LI % (Luceyand
Hill, 2012; Boesingetal., 2018 )> 7 & & #& € /& &1kt L 7 38 % (Lossetal., 2009 )
2 hE 3 B %% 2 (Montealegre-Talero et al., 2021 )° #F ;% ¥ ( cross-habitat spillover )
T E AR R EAAZ BB 4 7+ (Blitzeretal., 2012; Tscharntke et al.,

2012) ) 15 TFB";I l/\;kf—::\ P 'E_

B e @i g5 a engt /i (Tischendorfand Fahrig, 2000,
Walting et al., 2010; Tscharntke et al., 2012; Schneider et al., 2013 ) - ¥+ 4 2@ % - ¢F
"""*Ff Ard et B A PRIF AR ¥4 B i sY pd £ & (Rand et al., 2006; Blitzer et
al.,2012; Van Schalkwyk etal., 2020 )> g &iRiE i p B 8 B g & 7 e iddb

T afdies fién % 4 gy # 5 (Bianchi et al., 2006; Blitzer et al., 2012; Schneider
et al., 2013; Maas et al., 2015; Monasterolo et al., 2015; Inger et al., 2016 ) » Ulyshen %

*(%B)%Piﬁﬂ’ﬁ%%ﬁ%%%gﬂ%%ﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁiﬁﬁmﬁﬁéi

"m;.

BOAR T H REFHAUMFE S R R R RE R £
GRAET 2 XFHEBR Y G E o
A5 SRR BERR DL R4 WP AT F &R (species richness) %
ZHE AP Y R (population relative abundance ) 5 A#H A IR AR RE * 1 £
(Magurran, 1988; Lituma et al., 2022; Staggenborg, 2022)> ¢ 7 H# B L H & ~ # &
BRREFFEIDF RIS B A PRIEREALAERZEFAanL 2 ¥
Benjadtie s ¥ EEIEG A fLF A cnee % (Tilman, 2001) o = -+ % 4 David
Tilman (2001) # #1# it % %1+ (functional diversity) ¥4 > 1 TH a7 FL 584
PR Z R E o RAAPHAE AR 2ZFE 2R  RATHFEFN o

SRS ES PR SRR RN R TS VRS R

4
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s e 8% 24k (Flynn et al., 2011; Luck et al., 2009; Hagen et al., 2017 ) »
Villéger % % (2008) 35 # it 7 fefb& iz * H - #H&J_IFL Bi%e g2 2%
B33 RAcBATR Aot Lt Foi 2 P SR E 2 B ka2 B ool ko #
P %% & (functionalrichness) # 77 3 @R # i 2 B¢ B EER /Tyl
(Mason et al., 2005 ) ; # it ¥53 & (functional eveness ) # 7 5 8 ¥ B ¢ H g ¥
B4l o F a5 3 428 (Masonetal., 2005); # it 347 & (functional dispersion )
T AP AALSER RS B Y gpedt (Laliberté and Legendre, 2010 ) -
Micheli f= Halpern (2005) f- Guillemot % + (2011) #7 3 ¢ 45 7 it & § & &
FRAEH RGBT K& e AR (functional redundancy ) 0 vt EAX & & R
AR AR K o d TR BN BE R PR F R R R -
- 0 A AT 2 AL S T RS BN G AR ik gy o A S AR AT
PR R ALY RARAR P RER S AL RS AR CAFARTEN LT G P
ST gl B - HE Y EF RS AR T RS R A B i e
¥ 38 (Flynn et al., 2009; Mayfeld et al., 2010 ) » & iy AN T (F 53205 - R E &
HHA 4R AR i 4 adp iR (McCann, 2000; Bellwood et al., 2006) = #+ T a7 14
(resiliency) | 5% 4 2 A3 2 BB FHOE B A » AR LARX 7] £4L (Naeem,
2002, Villéger, 2010« & 55 5 A7 # i 5 H{Eenif 253> 5] 5 & A endhfics (7 5 ~
ai o AR E T 4R 7T (Tobias and Pigot, 2019; Etard et al., 2020 ) >
FEFIEBROCREESET BT AP E LR DD E L PRI Whelan et al., 2008;

Sekercioglu et al., 2016 ) -

AT AR AT R EAL AR AR R REHAHE Ao b 85
B ZErFRER S PRI EATH R FHRA LI RFENZF LT

FTHEFLAR VA ORI BRAIRIE RIS CFABIBRAHLIEAN T F
BHIERF I T EFLRE > UM AT A BERANL RS R RS F

TARM L = BEWARSFIREAZ IR FENLT PP AgRUT 4 &
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2 g
217 % ¥ B
AT RBP4 # e B a0 L 48 ( Zhushan Township )~ -k 2 %% ( Shuili
Townshi) ~ % % %% ( Xinyi Township) % & % %% (Lugu Township) ( #* % 23.572997
B3 23.801024 & - % 55 120.665575 & % 120.933729 & » Bl 1) ot v B 5RELF i3

+ﬁww’?%*£%%z@%%ﬂ’%aé%%ﬁﬁﬁwiﬁlk’%%%%%

ggﬁ?\?iﬁ‘”fﬂiéﬂ_F B AR 4Rt f;_,%f %‘34*”’ E’%Egﬁo 5@’]"]‘?12/%@

ZEERP  FIHE LR EE BRI SRR BAY o papEY A 2

LA FASLENRERFY R 38 RiET SHI L RESY B ¢ 5 R
AR A A TS R REE X AFL AR R RIS L4 RE

AT F o

22 FRE
AIFEL AL LR EHE S AL REFNAXERF f FRESI L4
( broadleaved secondary forest ) ~ 4 1 4-# +& ( conifer plantation ) ~ * 1 B £ 4%
(broadleaved tree plantation )~ ¥ +&( bamboo plantation )~ ¥ % [F] ( betel nut plantation )~
% F] (orchard) ~ B 3 (farm land) 4v % #] (tea plantation) o & %% & m{]‘,{iﬁ“ﬁ P

ErTEEE (1) SRR FARNERF A 30m FRF AW 60me(2) £ A

ot
T
5

T E M AP ESER S IR N S R s g o (3) p L 2 B R

E:1
=

AP R L5 B W H G U ERN R ERE D E R EE

-

S
o

MR WA SRR A RE N PHAR L AR ETE A A
RE3BAPRFE 10m el 2 A4 F A F L 60m~ T 10m - FEEA $5.2 6 1B

BR A (F2) &84 BEeddcif 120me o 50380 2 2 B F 87350245 Fl4p

\@’%

him £ TR R E A4 400 R E RARFRE (£2) AFF XX

7
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67 A 0402 BHH (Bl 1o e2) R a3 F AFFA 115m T 1209
m o
AP RENAUNEHELEI R cBES AR (T HAETAHBB) ¢ 7
L% Jir( Trema orientalis )~ 7% 1 ( Mallotus japonicas )~ ¥-#H( Camphora officinarum )~
| £ = (Terminalia mantaly) ~ 4p 24+ (Acacia confuse) ~ ¥ (Zelkova serrata)
3%+~ *5 > &7 (Dendrocalamus latiflorus) 2+ £ B > 4k # 5 2 2
LATE A AL 5 RAES S R AEY iR BlAEse Y S Ko x4
HRAZ X FAfeRaBATE20m 24 o A1 EEH (T HAA 24 B4)
1145 A (Cunninghamia lanceolata ){v 5 8 ¥ 4 ( Calocedrus macrolepis var. formosana )
SARFA AT AL EPERE H AR ST iR B
T L et a K P38 L 2 R{AT ] A Bd 2 Fhfer e 2 4
lﬁiﬁ%?é2ﬁni?°4l%ﬁﬁ(ﬂT@ﬁ*%ﬁ’@j)H*£%ﬁw

i

* (Swietenia macrophylla) f=2 & ( Camphora micrantha) % 2 > 2 HARkT % 3
KA ORRK P REL T A1 P TEART T % S R AMRT AR
PRIBROERRFPLEES VFA TG ENFEHLEFTEXAMES > ARA S
HE T FRARR B ATIERIST KT AREER > oo g
HatE T 20m =% 5 ARk g L 10me Bk (B 6) MF 7
(Phyllostachys edulis ) % B > fkph & | AN BE > AL P F ST 7508k
AU G AL WO B R T L IR § AR 2 K 30 SR IR S e
HooR s - BEFIRYT AHRF AL 20m =+ o BIWE] (B 7) GRS RN A
(Areca catechu) & i & iv4*b > T Kk % 5 &4 F i (Diplazium esculentum var.
esculentum ) ~ vxv2 ( Coffea arabica ) ~ % & (Musa acuminata ) % £ # ¥4 > 7= 5 #
PRET R A NG R NI A L AR A T S R 1R

FH20m =t AEMBIES AW O3 m 24 chei s MAEME Y 15m =

41

o % B (B 8) v (Prunus mume) % 1 & ¥4 - ¥ty 5 E 8+ % 70y

-

8
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i, 3X 2R 3mo MEFFEHSm I L BEBAERM S HE 10 metEE P T

F2D AtREH Y S KB ATTERE S g A e E § 04
AR A S BE o By (B9 & 7 5T IR P § 5 afbiibis
B 2effE e v - mfEy § (Vitisvinifera)» B¢ 52 §F ¢ 5%
PR AERAEF B BEERE S TEONEE A RART ¥
ML EE A - FR TG o BRI BT F TR R R FE RS
BEE ST D PEERC S RGBT RS A 2 E RN i F H

By oo F (B 10) ¥ &R (Camellia sinensis) % 1L & it » e p & ¥ &
B

FARREFFALGEFRREIASIREIR XA RALHRTREY PR
R X T R AEE R A RHFEA RGNS PR ROAP O R ARG
PELRFHFRATOP AT SR FHR I 2 et AT W
ST G RGOk o HIRFIRE R AHERAT LR dkdEm s S e TR
PARAEZEBRFRAFERIPIONRT T o S FafFFRFEBG LA
POt R B E BT AR X AT o B 5}
EEFEHY FEFG ATORFEY ¢ TR BF 57 o F ikt
B2 FORE @R gy v RAAK B Eh R ERES S
o REBTEE FRERRM SADAY TR AER T Y R
fF BAY R YR R F R AR KA A YRR Bt
BETRE G R TR NP RS L FIR TR A 0 SR LA RBE RT
FRELF Ao E BT 2 5 FHARLY AR EFHF TR F LS
%ﬁﬁy’%:» FRIFIFE adped ~& HuW 0B FHT S8 FEE . FL
ROLEHBEAT ORI RFREEE I B LA IR E o HAF ] REIG
Faoko FHE R ERE Y5 REP R A DT LFEL J0 AFRIEK
BLLEHERchiRiEE T F P Fo A2 o 2Nk Behokehm 5 o Bk 4

9
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G KR E R A B A4 HE R RIS PEA S - 124

HERE

238832

AFETAAR 2021 £ 47 423 2023 £ 47 >2021 £ 9 " wd g mas
2 AARF o E ORI NBE20 0 M FED L6 BHET > BEERP T
FRZEANL A R B EBLEE I oREBER LD N4 FER D
BIoAAor L F o P PR R R LA R L RTRID A

512 = o

24 £33 %

AT AR EFAL 12X AF 0L Al T8 E 0 ARRGEFRE LT
PEPAIEARCVESR SRR RFAIT R S S S R (S
RERB AT T o 2 20 BEEA NG B ADE R T 38 Bray-Curtis 4p
BRoH WAL AP B GRS S REWI HRIER I 2 R
REELS DBAFES DAL R rAROPHEINEIA LI HFSEEE THS
g 2k

L E S

2.4.1 # & £ 7 (Ordination analysis )

EE L 17E - 87 % E & 17 (multivariate analysis ) ¥ &5 & $h ¥ ch 5 fA ke S
BT SH - & F P 5 (Austin, 1985; ter Braak, 1995 ) » 514 F (V3821 - &
RZRIR O VTRETEARRRAELTOM o b AT NI L RETEDLDE
PRALE S IEFETINRIZFE AP ULEFT EA AT AT
BELAT - EELIPVEHETEERFLIAeS ot THPIERZFNLE S FE
fhle s 2 LR AP IR R B PRI o AR F LR AB ¥ B 4 17 (Detrended
correspondence analysis ) % % 7% — #h& B 5 & ¥5(ter Braak, 1995; #Fax,2003 )

10
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2 ¥rig * ¥/~ 47 (Correspondence analysis, CA) £ 5 257 3 £ B & 15607 2 o ¥
&~ 47 E - a3 H % #77] (unimodal ) #2534 ] B & 47 (unconstrained
ordination ) o ¢ “,% RDE R BB > X 379 B ot 848t R E
KA h g fhle A F > AFT T 2 R 4088 vegan £ 2 cca Sl o B H|ETHE A 1T
B LI B EEASL R AT L R 50 vegan £ 1+ adonis2 Si#icH (7 ¥ %
% % ¥ % £ #ics 7 (Permutational multivariate analysis of variance, PERMANOVA ) »

BT A e REENAPE Bl CBE TG A EN > KA E F 2 e
* (Chi-square distance matrix ) > ¥ # 9999 =x o £ 12 R $ic 4 pairwiscAdonis £ i*
pairwise.adonis S #H 7 5 bR BB 9999 =X o K TA S e f FRA G
Efales2 BFEEFHFLE p E52% 9L (Bonferroni adjustment
procedure ) o 14} A 547 % e b A & B W 5 ¥ B g ¢ ( Logarithmic

transformation ) °

2.4.2 #p 2 B (Dissimilarity )

ETN

FPELEIF REINAUSBESNLE - LB REHI T S BOE N
Bl EfAELEE 0 R vegan B i vegdist & it & Bray-Curtis 4p £
& (Bray and Curtis, 1957 ) Bray-Curtis p £ B /> 032 12 F 0 & 7 HE P

aeXr 2k o AT AHERF A0k e fh > B8 2 ST

. 2Cij .
Bray — Curtis 4p £ & = 1—5[ s (34 1)

ij ’ ’é&lpivf,,g—ff'] %—’fﬁﬁ /# /—774'7’7@“:} ’ 14’”7@‘?{/ g 4ﬂ7’?fl:”

S i HREFREE g =t 778 yia

SjjELEEE
242545 R
AP R R A AL A ¢ 7 Y R (Abundance )+ f& ¥ § & (Species

11
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Richness )» 4 B & st B & (Shannon-Wiener diversity index )fv & /%323 & ( Piclou’s
Evenness Index ) » & 3 f 5 R T &K % 328 2 4407 ¢
1~ % %A (Abundance > 1 * (¥R ):
HEPPEAFERELABR > AT 1% AE (No./ha) T3 o

le=21 n;
12

2 10x10m # % 5 i =78 B 18 BRI

Abundance (No./ ha) = ( ) X100 (5% 2)

2~ 4% % & (Species Richness » ™ T 25 & ) :
FEMN 2R LI DRE G Al AT B DS S 5 Y 2023
ELBEME L (7 R /RE > 2023)0

3~ 4 B% 5L £ A& (Shannon-Wiener diversity index » 727 fj fi- 4 Bs £ & )
P APEEPNASLEIRE A RAEARPEIE A AHERARE

(Shannon, 1948 )e H & ] & 5 0> & % & 5 m(S)> *# 7 ™ R #i# vegan

% & diversity S8t 8 4 BHLE R o

s
Shannon — Wiener diversity Index = —Zpi In(p)) (3¢ 3)

i=1

S HEIZEFR

pil i BrAEE S EER TS
4~ git333 & (Pielou’s Evenness Index » 11 ™ @i #3523 & ) ¢

T EEY LAY RAPE S iR (Pielou1974) - H dkid A3t 0 3 1

Z B BB EATEREY L AEEARPIT o

) Shannon — Wiener Index _
Pielou’s Evenness Index = (5% 4)

In (S)

243# % S HAR

AT ETE3IMAH N FHRAR > 7 ¥ F & (Functional species richness )

doi:10.6342/NTU202301632



# it 333 R (Functional evenness )frRao = =% & 1n #z( Rao's quadratic entropy index )’
= 1?:}‘)5 #cF 1 R #5048 FD £ % dbFD S #c3t 5 (Lalibertéetal., 2015) < 3-8 # 5 #
WRMTT ZF R FHoE LY > PPk 2250 (ML - ME ~sf i S ifigs -
EokE R 67 )L 8T (KB FR FT -G ga kA PIFE
HE -BF - BFEPHFI-Z° rkFa 211 ) (52 F REBH
TR LG T BRSSO R R s B R
K AT AN TR % F M ES SR £ 185 )% L a R
(k™ ~®AKT k& FAZEE MR A 2P HHE
£ 93 ) LA FHFH Kk Shiu ® £ (2005) ~ Tsai % £+ (2020) % % A F
'fr'%‘_ffcﬁc (2014)- a2 L e kp Bl 4% £ (2012)~ %#\?'frgfiﬁ;
(2014)~ AL shz 22 BB FRfoh JaEho 7B 7 i0 5 A D L Bk
[ A
1~ # it ®% A (Functional species richness ) :
Ao A PEREY LA R FEERES R ZEY DR 2 TR
PR E Y iiREApd A S R B A FEEH T R
P g # a2 1 EHEE N PR N B 0 ] T
BPREFR-FPAEFTRIR LA EE R FE(Comnwell et al., 2006;
Villéger et al., 2008 )
2 ~ 7 i #23 B (Functional evenness ) -
- APEEY CPREARANF A HRIEY A F TR RAE - L0 K
PoAE S MM Y A TR L - AT G o @ B 4 &
(minimum spanning tree, MST ) #-% ‘a2z P chi fd > 1 & i op
MEAER ] ERE P EHNHIRTANE AR D A
( weighted evenness, EW ) » £ 3+ 5 384 4 353 B ( partial weighted
evenness, PEW ) B33 -B8# o3 B o

13
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dist (i,j) .
Wy=——(5*51)
Wi+ wW;j

EW li B2 ] F 48 BFRE | 7750 jE 457
dist (ij ) i 5L ] 830 FHT BV e 8 2 g iE4E (Euclidean
distance )

wi fowj Ji L P EEKE A

EW,
PEW; = ———— (3 5.2)
ZS=11EW1

PEW; i #J827 | pfE R SE | c95 0 4o 5359

S HEIZEFR

rrve _ 2icmin (PEW; 1/ (S=1)) =1/ (S=1) 5 53)
1-1/(S—=1)

PREaRER N0 1B B AT B AT~ hirs
R L RAFTERAEE] HPRPIRIZEFRATP R ERRAEE
( Mason et al., 2005; Villéger et al., 2008 ) »

3 ~ Rao = =t *§ 45 4 (Rao's quadratic entropy index » ™ T f§ # RaoQ) :
P - APEEY > AP OEIUER - 38 - AR
FEP RS T C FRIp R R A 0 T A2 £ 5 RaoQ o
( Botta-Dukat, 2005 ) -

RaoQ —Z z dij pip; (:%6)

=1 j=i+1
Dij ©i L j BT P RS o G E P R BRI A
pi fepj P A B R T I P HEL ] PR A S

SRS L EER

SRE DS REFUSE GRS ALY G R - H ) E A e
14
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2 AFE 1L R 7 AHE R for ¥ 5 &7 1 (standardization) » #-%
BBt foh TR g RIS R I e B R R R S Rl R T
ERASpRE LI x REFASBE2 - H- JHEAMBRFEE T @ e

REMARE o F A Rl R B D | E Y A e s

.
=
W
e
TE
3]
B
(w
A

S S 5 1 U HCR] 2 F eh 3 8% (lnteraction) » 7§

PR REFUPREEA LT LA L ] PRI F o KR TE S

Bt X F' s 2t s i AR (Micheli and Halpern, 2005; Guillemot et al.,

24555 HRARZ FaL SRR IPM I

AT R B SRR E P 5 H AR5 Shapiro-Wilk # itk 28 0 ¢ 5
AF AT (p<0.05) F&Erd f & % 54ph » 47 (Spearman rank correlation
analysis) 3+ 5 HAp B 22 Ap B 58 /R o iF €A R L 0.05 ¥ 4 & & % e Shapiro-
Wilk ¥ f& 44 T2 R $ %8 stats £ % shapiro.test S #c3t & 274 § & $ 5 ip bl 4 47
r2 R #48 metan £ i corr coef Szt B o BrA R EaApM AR 1 21 2 FF
A0 S 4AR ;B3 0 5 4 ARBE o 12 R #4 PerformanceAnalytics £ i

chart.Correlation & #cg &l 4p B 14 &L @] -

2.4.6 B3+ 3
BIPBIBRIHASERY IR IR BRI A P EGIEg- 2 42

FAY R FRERE I RENAI MBI R E RENA O N2 FTE

yk

BAfEREI P RERICFHIER AL S RIFADEEL A EFE

=
©

BEARfeBaap B EpF > A2 ﬁ)ia‘ﬁgt Shapiro-Wilk test #& Z_% = 254 i
At it R & AR oA (Generalized linear mixed model, GLMM ) i& {7 %
LA fE AT 0 R Lok (randomeffects ) 0 H & R PR BE Fl WOk

(fixed effects) > % ¥ & #-3] 5 8 & 347 (overdispersion ) FIR° 38 » wefrd]aE B 4
15
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* f = 3 ;8 4~ F (negative binomial distribution ) o 4 B2 3 2 % FapA] ~ F S EEAE
fetpdld » BEHFAZ P RBO NP BIRAfH R FRAL REBREE R -
T3 & " R # 48 emmeans £ * emmeans & #icdy (7 oS B F M4 L R % ©.( Tukey's
honestly significant difference test, Tukey HSD ) ( Fieberg, 2022 ) > & 12 202 59 & & it
( Bonferroni adjustment procedure ) p & » +“ iz & % L ErE SOEN S BERA
ARG REg s E 2B R I A R PR e 2 B R F A AR e 2
PREFUZFELETIFTHFALAR (p<005) - HFTLHAfTEARL I REHT
WHRIER AP F REFA BEEL ARFE AL Ao RPRER
AR REGYCBGERE AAIE REFL -AEES ABAFE BELER
fed s p R NERfCE B R BREEE T -

16
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3 2%

AP G R 36 #L 67T B 4 (ddr 1) £ 7755 &=t o 0™ LI w4

TEE P REFELR -

31 E2¥ RERUANEFES

g =

X =

2

il

LARBREFEYS CHREBLBEE RN BT 2 L AT R

152.5%3 65.5% (% 3)-

FZA 4k o 248 (924 & 5,24.7% ) BTGPk (548 & 50,14.4%) G4
Bo(554 &=, 134%)~ 0 545 (298 &0, 7.8%) friteg (188 &=
4.9%) o

A bk oW 248 (90 & 50,36.4% ) BT P (44 8 5,17.8%) 28 L4
(28 8=, 113%)~ % Eh (24 £,9.7%) fr2 488 (14 &=
5.7%) e

AR RS (23 B, 228%) v 2 Ag (21 &=, 20.8%) >~ v FE s
(16 & =,158%)~ &£ #*§(7 & ,6.9%)rv "= § (7 & %,6.9%)-

Bk AR (378 £,312%) e J (136 £, 11.2%)~ Sl & A
(135 &=, 11.2%)~ ‘o 248 (122 & 5,10.1%) fe532 % /4 (101 &
%,8.3%) o

BASEF : v FEas (171 & ,273%)~ #r3shp (130 & =,20.8%) ~ # = BB
(104 & =2,16.6% )~ ‘= 2.48(90 & =, 16.1% )fofr % (19 & =,3%)e

S0 ATl (157 £,267%) Smrd A (117 £ 5 19.9%) > =4 2
48 (52 &,88%)~ L (48 £¢,8.1%) o5 %94k (31 &
53%) e

By 09 57 (88 £0,27.9%)~ # ‘=88 (60 &=2,19.0% ) % sF4g%H (46
850, 14.6% )~ 27X P (44 & =5, 14.0% ) fric £ 0% (11 & %,3.5%)-

17
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KW 0o epa (247 $£,289%)  saxagd (113 &=, 13.2%)~ £7 %
(101 &, 11.8% )~ 6 = & (95 &=, 11.1%) fo% *§dch (31 &

=,3.6%) -

3281 BEHUNEBE S chip A

A e S Bl S A U L AR B 35%I23% (Bl 11) B4 5 %8
RREAPFIEVRDRERT (£ 2) e REFADLAeLF 3 By
AR o m AR p Rl SR FLR (p=0232) AT RFL
2 (p<005)c % $thenffae =4 4k (p=0232) ¥ F (p=0.143) & &
FLP BB YIHFLE (p<005)c A Bihehg foe 3 o4 k) HF LD
(p=0017)> B4 ZBEL B (p>0.05)c “Hhenb fBle Ly A BHERE L
£ (p=1.000) 4% § B %F L E(p<0.05) i fuFl g fhie &2 4 B Hk(p=0.960)
Fex B (p=0.151) s g F A R B Y 5 HF LR (p<0.05) % Flhh fAle &
A B4k (p=0.109) v A B (p=0.767) mig ¥ £ £ > B 4¥ 1 BF LR (p<0.05)-
B fhle 8« Bk (p=1.000) fcFH (p=1.000) ZEF L P > By 4 5
FAR (p<0.05)c FHE B x84 4k (p=0.003) fr+ tk (p=0.003) 7 &

FAE R4 TEEFLE (p>005)-

3383 RERAUEAeApPRER
L4y B F4AhBray-Curtis 10 B B %% K7 (£5) &l idpiged
PREFEE A REAR(0.591) 4 e % B (0.538 ) 7 e % B (0.469 )~

2 HEAe FF (0526) ¢ L s L Bt B BERL L HhE A Bk
(0.950)~ = 2 R4 A 41 (0.878 )~ =t 2 HRfr B # (0.908 )~ 4 -k fe X F1(0.822)-

ABARfrEF (0.833) Aitkfr Ry (0.833) 2 & FlfcpL + (0.819)-

AP HARIH N S A PRNE

18
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A FE B A SR (B2 FAIBRAEHN IR B
SEELAM (r>0,p<005)> #¢ ®Rpg®ap (r=091) 4 EsERE (1=
081) e st 25 A (r=081) FAMM - L5 A2 A (r=091) 4 B L5
(r=0.96)fr% it 2% & (r=091)% AApHM - 4 BB Afer & 2% & (r=0.88)

B RAPK o

35 PRrEBRAIY REFI SRR -PERIFRFHEIN -BLEEL R
2EH AL R foRaipil L
ERJe=w 44k (p<0.001) ~ H#F (p=0.036)~ k¥ (p=0.015)~ % F (p
=0.006 )~ 4p #8 = 2 +:(p<0.001 )~ 4p #8 4 B +:(p=0.002 )~ 4p #5 H #F](p <0.001 )~
a8 % B (p<0.001)~ 4pa R 3 (p<0.001)~4p#E % H (p<0.001)~F5F (p<
0.001)~3# &% (p<0.001) frié4% (p=0.001) EHFrL M « ¥R J=D2 (p<
0.001)~D3 (p<0.001)~2022 £ % (p<0.001)~2023 £ % (p=0.003) & &
Fham (£ 6)°D2 2 e 4% 10m 3 20m 0 % > D3 % 5B 4% 20m 3 30m 1
#%
W R 24 4k (p<0.001)~ B ¥ (p=0.013)~ % F (p=0.007)~ 4p#in=x 4
H (p<0.001)~ 4p#8 4 B4k (p=0.003) ~ p 28 4% t%F] (p<0.001) ~ Ap 48 % F] (p
<0.001)~ 4p#R R ¥ (p<0.001)~ 49z % F (p<0.001)> 5F (p<0.001)~:# 4%
% (p<0.001) fris 4% (p=0.003) ZH F 1 4H > % & f- D2 (p<0.001)~D3 (p
<0.001)~2022 #3 % (p<0.001)~2023 23 & (p<0.001) B8 F 4 4o b (2

7)o D2 % iR % 10m I 20m 4 % 0 D3 4 B 20m 3 30m (o F o

36 2 ¥ REFINAFHI KA
FAFOERPTEFAMFR N S H F REWY A PRBAF TR
B PRI AR S M REFARDFBIRAL T EFLE (F14):

¥R K2 $R(330.90+£30.55No./ha ) &g & B *t 4 444k (137.22+47.95No./ha )
19
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oA B4k (93.52+21.60No./ha) m#tHE & 3 2 % 24854 (p<0.013)-
% F (57.93 £5.60 No./ha) & % ] »>+ 4k (152.40 + 17.72 No./ha, p <
0.001) Fef #xF (144.91£27.75No./ha,p=0.013) > % &4k~ A Bk~
% ] (148.74+£26.02No./ha) ~ B # (109.38+21.80No./ha) frx Fl2
Fakxrid (p>005)-

PR A4k (825+0393 ) BEF BT A 4R (40710825 48 ) et H
@R FEA(p<0.029) v+ (4.79+0.381 48 )& F &+ B # (3.50
+0.430 78, p = 0.003) e ¥ F (2.34+0.157 &, p<0.001) » 4 -+ ~
LR (3.67£0.913 #8)~ # o 4 #5F] (3.86+0.458 48) fo % F] (4.58
+0.5374) 2 FaEF LR (p>005) 4 Bik~ HivE -~ & Fli-k
B2 REFELZRE (p>005) ARk R frr Bl Fafs il
(p>0.05)-

5 R %4 4 (0.806+0.013) 0+ 4k (0.732+£0.038) & % & * ¥ H (0.556
+0.038,p<0.013)> * 44 (0.638+0.105)~ ~ B4k (0.701 +£0.106 )~ ~
#FRF (0.623+0.064)~ % Fl (0.766+0.054 )~ B+ (0.643+0.082)
FTrrF2FaExr i (p>005)-

BB R R A FR(1.618+0.045 )% F B > #F1(0.904 +0.106, p=0.049 )
fe X F (0.587 £0.046, p<0.001 ) > % Fl& F "3t 74k (1.109 +£0.071,
p=0.002) fo% B (1.148+0.103,p=0.018) » = # +k ~ % 4k (0.940
+£0.182)~ A B4k (0.905+0.218)~ w4k~ % F (1.148+£0.103) -

2 (0904+0.123) 2 FEEFARE (p>0.05)> A 444k~ A Bh~ %
o BmE s R FfrRx 2R REFLE (p>005) 4 Bik - Hiw

Fl- B ferFlzFaEFs 23 (p>0.05)-

3T LIB RIS L S RA
20
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A PE L EFRATH A EEFR L 2R

g
T

5
Wl
W
g
[
N7,
Pl

FHAUAFPH RS HRARLIHEFLE (B 14)-

SREHR A4k (29.67+£2.68) BEE B R F (11.00 £2.42, p=0.035)
feF B (5.53+1.09,p<0.001)  FFIA F >+ (11.81+£2.02,p<
0.001) foti #xF (15.00+3.59,p=0.019) > = 4 +k ~ 4 &4k (1127 +
589)~ A Btk (645+£3.43) #tk~ HiFlo L & (13.38+3.01) =
Fal¥id (p>0.05) % &4k A Bk~ P4k IRE] > % Blick

2 BalFEFALRE (p>005) A &4k AR %F - R e Bl
FEEFLE (p>0.05)-

#awisg B FH (0.257+0.033) & F M= 4 +k(0.599+0.015, p=0.002)
fr# 4k (0.517£0.041,p=0.045) > = 4 4k ~ % 444k (0.391+0.092) ~
AR (0.254+0.108) ~ %4k~ BARE (0.364+0.050) ~ % F (0.564
+£0.060) fr . # (0.423+£0.066) 2 FF @ kg% £ & (p>0.05)> % &4k~
AR EE s 5B REfrRABLRFRAEFALE (p>0.05)-

RaoQ : =t # +& (0.165 £ 0.007) ~ * &4k (0.097 £ 0.020) ~ * B4k (0.102 +
0.028) ~ # & (0.111 =0.008) ~ + #xF (0.137+£0.018) ~ % F (0.132
+£0.015)~ £ # (0.139+0.024) 4= £ F (0.122+0.010) 2 B R A F £

2 (p>0.05>°

3.8 £ 1 1 B T chr i RN

LAM REMASERC L EGAIF N Y ALE TS AL Faop s
WA ERE (1.144)~ FH (0.978)~ B # (0.910)~ = 4 +k (0.889)~ % 1 4§
# (0.785)~ & (0.714)~ % F (0.549)~ 4~ 1 B HE 4k (0.552) H ¥  FFl il

FEEAN] (p<0.049) FHRAFE 1 afgx 48 (p=0227) H#

J4m
hrad
P

m

A FBEEF )1 (p<0.05) (B 13)-
21
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3.9 @ %
391 2 k2 ¥ BEFINZFREHR
LR S RN SR AN bR B AT > DI R~ 2
Bfer it 5 R ¥ 3 D24cD3 ;DI chd BEBARKEER > D2; 23R - #
w3 BfrRaoQ 7 b BHIERF A F L £ - DI £ 7 E4F % 0m~10m > D2
7 g% 10m~20m > D3 % 7 iEdrif 4 20m~30m (B 15):
¥R DI (246.95+24.97 No./ha) # % B+ D2 (111.63 = 11.49 No./ha, p <
0.001) 4= D3 (123.51 + 10.67 No./ha, p < 0.001) » D2 4= D3 & & % £
2 (p=0.597)
¥HR DI (593+£03694) & ¥ %t D2 (3.68+0.2554 ,p<0.001) fr
D3 (4.31+0.270 #,p=<0.001)> D2 4 D3 &% £ & (p=0.082) -
333 B 1 D1 (0.677+0.028) ~ D2 (0.651 +£0.032) 4= D3 (0.709 + 0.028 ) 2
FaExri® (p>005)-
A B REA DI (1.19£0.060) % % % > D2 (0.876+0.054,p=0.023) > DI
D3 (1.03£0.055) &g ¥ A2 (p=0387)" D2 D3 g% £ 8
(p=0.396) -
FHRPFR DI (2048+2.11) B % %> D2 (9.29+1.46,p<0.001) §- D3
(1321£1.57,p=0.031)"D2frD3 & ¥ £ & (p=0.080) -
i3s3 B D1 (0.474£0.027) D2 (0.378+0.030) 4= D3 (0.440+0.030)
2ZEERBEFLRE (p>0.05)-
RaoQ : D1 (0.140+0.008) ~ D2 (0.112+0.008) 4= D3 (0.145+0.008) 2. &
2EFLR (p>0.05)-
3.9.2 = 2 th2 # ¥
ZA4kY DI ¥R 5 A FE > D240 D35 Dl fv D3 chrt iy ¥ 5 B &
FR D2 R PRI BERIHE FHAN I FEGIERET P ANELE o x4
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# DI ~D24c D3 stk e 2 32 (B 16):

¥R DI (505.21 = 73.79 No./ha) & ¥ % * D2 (229.43 + 31.76 No./ha, p <
0.001) 4 D3 (258.07 + 25.30 No./ha, p < 0.001) » D2 §- D3 4 &f % £
B (p=0.740) -

#HR DI (593+£03694) 2% % > D2 (3.68 + 0.255 44, p < 0.001) 4r
D3 (4.31+0270 #,p=0.017) D3 4rD2 a4 ¥ £ & (p=0.104) -

3 R DI (0.802+0.015)~ D2 (0.792+0.031) f= D3 (0.823+0.017) 2
Fakxid (p>0.05)-

B E R DI (1.767£0.069)~ D2 (1.414+0.083) 4= D3 (1.673+0.069)
2 FRBEFLE (p=0.108)-

#a iR DI (39.62+537) % %> D2 (18.69+3.85 p<0.001) DI
D3 (30.71+£3.92) @4 % £ 8 (p=0325)"D24-D3 } Ag¥ £ &
(p<0.001) -

#»ir3s3 A D1 (0.593+0.019) D2 (0.571£0.034) §= D3 (0.631+0.023)
ZRHARFALRE (p>0.05)-

RaoQ : D1 (0.164+0.010) ~ D2 (0.153+0.014) 4= D3 (0.176+0.011) 2 &
ERHFLE (p>0.05)-

3.9.3 X &Rz %ok

Atk DI R 2 G RIeH A YR A FR D24 D3 H @ 48 5 &
BRAr# it AT FBGEHET T AHEF LR - £ 44 D1 D2 v D3 itk ~ i
v e S5 H (B17):

¥R DI (296.67 + 114.28 No./ha) & % 3 ** D2 (63.33 £ 22.61 No./ha, p =
0.025) 4 D3 (51.67+31.99 No./ha,p=0.018) > D2 fr D3 m&f % £
(p=0.966)

¥HR DI (64+1214) BEHF > D2 (3.00 = 1.30 4, p = 0.041) - D3
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(2.80+ 1394, p=0.027) D2 fr D32 FF % £ % (p=00981)-
393 & 2 D1 (0.794+0.024) ~ D2 (0.547 £0.225) 4v D3 (0.572+0.234) 2
FalEFLE (p>005)-
{ B ER DI (1.39+0.150) ~ D2 (0.690 £ 0.014) 4= D3 (0.740 = 0.370)
2 BakFEid (p>005)-
F»a¥E R DI (2265+£15.16) & ¥ % > D2 (9.21+8.68,p=0.020) 4- D3
(1.96+1.85,p=0.001) D24 D3 £ E£L % (p=0349)-
#»is3 R D1 (0.609+0.105) D2 (0.288+0.176) f= D3 (0.275+0.169)
I HFENEFLE (p=0349)-
RaoQ : D1 (0.136+0.027) ~ D2 (0.076+0.038) = D3 (0.077+0.036) 2 /&
ERHFLE (p>0.05)-
394 A Bk Bk
ARt DI che i 5 REEF R D2 o D3 B b fd 5 AR for i § 4k
B33 e Gl A F AL - ABRDI D2 D3 e Aadicy 5 3% (B

)

—
o8]

#R DI (147.22+28.19 No./ha) ~ D2 (63.89 +36.11 No./ha) f= D3 (69.44
+36.43No./ha) 2 FFE B F L3 (p>0.05)-

#HR DI (533+£1.7648) D2 (2.00+ 1.15#8) §r D3 (3.67 + 1.67 #8)
ZEFAMFLRE (p>0.05)-

3 R DI (0.904+0.021)~ D2 (0.376 £0.224) f= D3 (0.823 +0.057) 2
Fak¥Ld (p>0.05)-

4B E AR DI (1.360+0.361) & % 3 >+ D2 (0.439+0.325,p=0.035) > DI
fvD3 (0915+0349) 24 F¥ £ & (p=0248) D2 {rD3 ¥ ¥ £ &
(p=0214)-

FH¥E R DI (1598+7.99) & % % >t D2 (0.648+0.648,p<0.001) f- D3
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(2.73+£2.73,p<0.001) D24 D32 a2 ¥ £ 8 (p=0.184)¢
Fiis3 R D1 (0485+0.242)~ D2 (0.104+0.104) = D3 (0.174+=0174)
ZRENFALE (p>0.05)-
RaoQ : D1 (0.160+0.053) ~ D2 (0.029+0.021) 4= D3 (0.118+0.045) 2
2EFLE (p>005)-
3.9.5 Atk Bk
kP DI R -2 5 RIcH A E G REFF D2 D3-Hs iR
for il SRR PR GIERT Y B F L B o 4k D1 D2 §r D3 ik A ik 3
22 (B19):
# 2 :DI1(300.38+30.28 No./ha ) & % & ++ D2(83.71+16.81 No./ha, p<0.001)
4 D3 (73.11 = 12.20 No./ha, p < 0.001) > D24 D3 &2 ¥ £ B (p =
0.915) -
$HR DI (7.78+0588 48) B ¥ % > D2 (3.18 + 0.486 4, p < 0.001) 4r
D3 (3.41+0.358 #,p<0.001) D24 D3 m2 ¥ £ 2 (p=0.909) -
33 & 1 D1 (0.780£0.029) ~ D2 (0.651 £ 0.085) 4= D3 (0.764 +0.069) 2
FaEFLE (p>0.05)-
AR ER DI (1.54£0.073) ~ D2 (0.827£0.132) 4= D3 (0.956 +0.103)
2ZHERFALRE (p>0.05)-
Ha¥H AR DI (2519+442) B¥E %> D2 (4.67+1.55,p<0.001) - D3
(557+1.80,p<0.001)> D24 D3 &£ F L2 (p=0.699) -
i3 R D1 (0.663+£0.030)~ D2 (0.395+0.089) 4= D3 (0.493+0.073)
ZEaFEFALR (p>005)-
RaoQ : D1 (0.149+0.012) ~ D2 (0.073+0.012) 4= D3 (0.112+0.015) 2 ¥
EMELE (p>005)
3.9.6 #FRFl2 #32%k
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HARF Y DI h¥ B ¥ 5 A E R D3 B W S AR § A
PG ERT Y AR F LR BIRE DI-D2 4o D3 ek A gy 5 12 B (F 20)8
¥ & :DI1(232.64+66.42 No./ha )% ¥ % ** D3(87.50+26.97 No./ha, p=0.014 )
DI fr D2 (114.58 +£33.57 No./ha) &% % £ % (p=0.064) > D2 4r D3
Z2HFLE (p=0.784)-
¥ER DI (525+1.024%) B %% D3 (3.00+0.564 4, p=0.017) » DI
feD2 (333£0.607 #&) & F A2 (p=0.060)> D2 f- D3 2. F & &
F4E (p=0890)-
93 & 2 D1 (0.583+0.107) ~ D2 (0.686+0.099) 4= D3 (0.601 +0.131) 2
FakFx i3 (p>0.05)-
AR ER D1 (1.06+0.208) D2 (0.835+0.164) = D3 (0.818+0.182)
2ZRHaKFLE (p>0.05)-
B ¥H R DI (23.68+£7.04) D2 (14.14+7.54) 4o D3 (7.19£2.04,p =
0.031) 2 FFE g ¥ £ 8 (p>0.05)-
#ir¥53 R DI (0.400£0.083) ~ D2 (0.297+0.093) 4= D3 (0.395+0.087)
2ZREEBFLE (p>0.05)-
RaoQ : D1 (0.140+0.029) ~ D2 (0.133+£0.031) 4= D3 (0.138+0.037) 2 F¥
EHFALRE (p>005)-
3.9.7 % Fl2 #3 schk
YFY B R AR R R S HRAN A P ESGIERT P AEFLE X FI DI
D2 fe D3 e A dcy 2 11 % (B 21):
#R DI (198.48+51.99No./ha) ~ D2 (125.00+46.00 No./ha) 4= D3 (122.73
+36.19No./ha) 2 FasE¥ £ 8 (p>0.05)-
®EAR DI (5.091+£0.977 #8) ~ D2 (3.909+0.768 8) f-= D3 (4.727+1.071
) 2Fa¥Frid (p>0.05)-
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3 & D1 (0.784+0.086) ~ D2 (0.719 £0.112) 4= D3 (0.796 £ 0.085) 2.
Fak¥Lid (p>0.05)-

FRELER D1 (122+0.196)~D2 (1.07+0.174) 4= D3 (1.157+0.181)
2 BaFEFLR (p>0.05)-

BAEYER DI (7.75+£1.88)~D2 (12.85+4.74) 4o D3 (1241 £5.37) 2
Fakyxrid (p>005)-

B3 R D1 (0510+0.102)~ D2 (0.633+0.100) 4 D3 (0.548+0.115)
2ZRERFARE (p>0.05)-

RaoQ : D1 (0.161+0.029) ~ D2 (0.104+0.023) 4= D3 (0.131+0.024) 2_ ¥
#2FARL (p>005)-

3.9.8 B2 Bk
Brd o i RA{frsa AT FRGIERT Y 2 F LB DI
D2 {e D3 ehfk A dcd 5 8 B (@ 22):

® R DI (132.29+38.23 No./ha) ~ D2 (86.46+31.22 No./ha) - D3 (109.375
+4579No./ha) 2 BB F L3 (p>0.05)-

#% R DI (4.63+£0.596 48 )~ D2 (2.75+£0.796 4#8.) 4r D3 (3.13+0.743 4#8)
2 HERBFLRE (p>0.05)-

393 & D1 (0.819+0.071) ~ D2 (0.561 £0.166) 4~ D3 (0.548 £0.162) 2
FalEFLE (p>0.05)-

A BB AR D1 (1.17£0.139) ~ D2 (0.775+£0.234) 4= D3 (0.769 £ 0.245)
2 FakFEFALRE (p>005)-

HBA®EAR DI (2147+4.11)~D2 (5.07+1.79) 4= D3 (13.59£7.08) 2
FagEid (p>0.05)-

»it3 R D1 (0.514+£0.080) D2 (0.427+0.133) 4= D3 (0.329+0.127)
2 HakFEFALR (p>005)-

27

doi:10.6342/NTU202301632



RaoQ : DI (0.211+0.042)~ D2 (0.077+0.024) 4= D3 (0.130+0.046) 2. &
ZHFLE (p>0.05)-

3.9.9 FH2 $g%k

D2 e D3 ehik Adcy 5 41 % (B 23):

¥R DI (57.52+11.40 No./ha) ~ D2 (44.51 +7.71 No./ha) 4= D3 (71.75 +
938No./ha) 2 B E A2 (p>0.05)-

¥%H AR DI (2370318 ) D2 (2.05+0.229 48 ) f= D3 (2.61£0.258 #4)
2 BakEFEid (p>005)-

333 B 1 D1 (0.466+0.070) ~ D2 (0.562 +0.066) 4= D3 (0.638 +0.058) 2
FaExri® (p>005)-

B R R D1 (0.556+0.093) D2 (0.517+0.068) f= D3 (0.687+0.077)
2 BakFEiR (p>005)-

B ¥EAR DI (535+1.74)~D2 (3.53+1.84) 4 D3 (7.69£2.06) 2 &
ERHFLE (p>0.05)-

#a¥sg R D1 (0265+£0.060) D2 (0.196+0.053) 4= D3 (0.310+0.060)
ZEEKFELRE (p>0.05)-

RaoQ : D3 (0.157+0.019) % ¥ % ** D1 (0.095+0.016,p=0.034)> D2 (0.114
+0.017) fvDI 2 Fa¥EF L2 (p=0.956)> D2 (0.114 £ 0.017) f=

D32 FaEid (p=0376)-

310 4R b 4 3 B EFAUHE 5 HiLPR P
3100 =2 k2 dAR 2 3 B EH 0L 8 S R
Zd R AR R B fedp SR Bl R R o G R M E B N AR RE > B ¢ b

BIBARAFH NI RAYHEIRI L REIFAT T AEFALAR - T4 i BH
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PRI ~ AP AR % )~ AR AR R 3 fodp AR F B bk A B B 5 18246 1048 B (1§ 24):

YR AR A R (174.07£19.42 No./ha) B % =4 4p 48 B # (595.83+ 104.50
No./ha, p=0.010) frip #8 % F (474.65 + 88.08 No./ha, p = 0.006) > 4p
HEF (284.72+32.08 No/ha) ~ Ap SR & frip 8k Fla g ¥ £ & (p
>0.05) AR E Blfoip i Fl a2 ¥ £ 2 (p=0.59) -

PHAR APEHIE (6.11+0542 f8) B F Ot ip At B (12.83+1.66 4, p
=0.012) frp#8 % F (9.71 £ 0.970 &, p=0.042) » 4p AR F F (7.75 +
0444)~ AR AR & fodp B E FlE B F A 2 (p>0.05) 4p 48 & FlfoAp 28
BiFlaErLE (p=0445)-

g B ApASE ¥ (0.790+0.020 ) 49 48 % F(0.793+£0.021 )~ 4p #% & 1 (0.794
+£0.022) frip #5% $xF (0.858+£0.021) i ¥ £ 8 (p>0.05)-

ARBBER ALY (1.99+0.134) - 4p 8% F (1.68+0.090) ~ #p 48 & )

(1.59£0.064) foip a8+ #2F) (1.49+0.097) Z&F L2 (p>0.05)-

BaEERE ALY (41.12£9.70) A% F (31.22+5.87) -~ A E F

(31.05+3.97) foAp #8455 (20.12+4.121) &2 F £ & (p>0.05)-

By R AR E (0.631£0.023) 4p48% F (0.553+£0.033) tp A8 F
F1(0.597+£0.021 ) 4p A8+ $1F1(0.652+0.035 )@ & % £ £ (p>0.05)-

RaoQ : 4p #% B # (0.194+0.020)~ 4p #5 % B (0.149+£0.011)~ 4p #% % F (0.160
+£0.009) frip #8% #xF (0.190+£0.024) ¥ £ 8 (p>0.05)-

3102 A 4-4R2 4pHRA 2 ¥ R EMTNE S HRIE

AgHRY AR E R Y G R F B AR AT AR R = {odp AR % Bl e a

U

S

RMEFAABER 6B RA# L SEA BRI r REN

=}
=

53

AR T BFLR o AEHRAPERSFl S AP R ¥ feip B E Bl ek Az A 5 63

PR AR = (202.78+54.72No./ha) ~ 48 #8 % F] (181.94+113.13 No./ha )
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feAp B8 F F) (59.72+25.86 No./ha) &g £ 8 (p>0.05) -

PER CAPME R (8.00+0.0048) B EF B APAE F (2.00£0.577 F4, p=
0.001) 4P 48 B 3 fodp % Bl (416142 )Rk ¥ 1 8 (p=0.124)>
AR F el A Fl R FLE (p=0.128)-

R ARARE ¥ (0.848 £ 0.062) ~ 4B AR % B (0.571 + 0.184) foip 48 K F)
(0.600+0.191) Faigx L& (p>0.05)-

ABBEER AL (1.764+0.129) ~ 48 A8 F F (0.571£0.198) frip 48 %
F (0.897+0307) FRasEF £ 2 (p>0.05)-

HFRPHR AAKRERF (0.856+0.551) B EF MANpAE ¥ (22.78+10.69,p
=0.024) foAp #8% B (15.94+13.42,p=0.015) > 4p A8 £ ¥ {odp 45 % F]
2HFELE (p>0951)-

Bo3 R AL (0.583+0.131) Ap A% B (0.409+0.134) frip A8 K
# (0276+0.177) BaiE¥ £ 2 (p>0.05)-

RaoQ: 4p #8 2 # (0.179+0.020 )~ 4p A5 % F1(0.087+0.036 ) fr4a 45 % F] ( 0.065
£0.021) FaEFLE (p>0.05)-

3103 4 BHR2 AP 2 ¥ R EMINELE S R

ARAMPAER R HE F AR R A o3 REF R VR RE 2
BB EARICH N SHRAVIAI R R REFAUAR T AEFLR o A Bk
AR PR fodp A8 F Bl etk A g A B A 3406 B (B 26) ¢

¥R ApARE B (120.83+22.84 No./ha) frip #54% #8F) (38.89+£27.36 No./ha)
ERFLE (p=0240)-

$EARCHBFER (4.83+£1.0548) foip Akt #E (1.33+£0.6748) F ¥ 4
2 (p=0.019)-

B3R AP FF (0741 £0.082) foip A% #8F) (0.621 £0.311) &4 % £
2 (p=0813)-
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ABEER CAAEF (1.142£0266) froip 84 #5F (0431 £0215) & A
¥FALE (p=0323)-

HREER A FF (9.68+4.68) foip A4 #xF (0.00£0.00) F A F L
2 (p<0.001)-

Ry R AP FF (0382+£0.136) frip a8 #F (0.00+£0.00) 1 A ¥
Z8 (p<0.001)-

RaoQ : 4p #8 % B (0.131£0.037) frip #84% $%F] (0.045+£0.023) mAig ¥ £ &
(p=0.575) -

3104 #Hk2ApMR7 P 2 ¥ R EEI L S R
PP PSRRI H R SRA BRI R REFGUAR AT LR -
“oHoAp A8 % FlAeAR AR K Bl enfk A dicA ] S 39063 B (B 27) ¢

¥R AP AR % ] (244.44 £ 112.04 No./ha) 4e4p 48 5 F] ( 148.02+ 17.85 No./ha)
AlFLE (p=0231)-

$ER AR (7.67+23348) ol AFF (4.65+038048) mAEE L
2 (p=0.139)-

93 R DA% (0.812+0.048) fedn A8 FF (0.728£0.040) A F L B
(p=0.827) -

ABBEREAR D AEF (1.57+£0252) fep 8K F (1.09+0.073) & & ¥ £
2 (p=0260)-

HREER AEEF (36.56+£10.53) fodp a0 F B (10.62+£1.96) $ k¥ 4L
B (p=0.164)-

BRI R APEEF (0.648+0.058) frip AR FF (0.510+0.043) A F
A& (p=0.609)-

RaoQ : 48 #8 % F] (0.140+0.016) fo4p A8 % F) (0.110+£0.009) &A% £ £ (p
=0.871)
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3105 HiRFIZApAR7 3 ¥ Rk 5 5 i
WARFIAR AR R 3 e R F 3 30APA=C 2 o A AR 0 ARAR R 3 0 i E
FRENERNHEARK B FBIBRA ISR S RASHE IR hEY
AR T REFLE - BIRFIAPAE 2 4R~ P X Bk fodp 8 R & otk 2 iz /& 5
183415 % (Bl 28):
PR MRS (2472245256 No/ha) B F B 3T AR 4 4k (78.70+19.27
No./ha, p=0.017) fe4p 48 4 B+ (30.56 = 13.89 No./ha, p=0.037) » #p
M A phfeAp AR BAHABFLE (p=0.529)-
YRR ALY (4872079248 ApE8 A+ (3.39£0.561 48) foip 48
ARBAR (1.67£0.667#) FEREELE (p>0.05)-
3 R AP E B (0.680+0.077) ~ 48 A8 4 5 (0.626+0.098) frdp #5 4 R
+ (0327+0327) BakgE L8 (p>0.05)-
APERER ApEE (1.05+0.141)~ 4p 8=t 2 4+ (0.870 £0.160) fr4p 45
L RBEHR (0360+0360) BFakgE L2 (p>0.05)-
HFARERR AABEE (25.03+730) EEF B APAA B4k (239£2.39,p=
0.091) 4p A5 . 3¢ fodp A8 =k 4 +k (8.75+£2.76) @ &g ¥ £ & (p=0.177)
A A fotp A BHERFLE (p=0472)-
wIB3 R ApAR R (0.434+0.070) ~ 4pAR=R 4 4k (0.330£0.073) fe4p A8
A B4k (0218+£0218) FFaskEE LR (p>0.05)-
RaoQ : A5 B # (0.146 £0.025) ~ #p 8= 4 4% (0.138 £0.027) foip #% B
H (0.085+0.085) Fai¥ 22 (p>0.05)-
3106 X Fl2 pM87 2 B EFhE 5 1
SR PRI BRAfTHF R I RAEE I RIS REFAF T AEFALE -
S BIAP AR 2 4R S AP AR A E iR fodp il G Rk AR B S 240603 B (B 29)
¥R AP AR 4 R(166.67 £32.15 No./ha )~ 4p #8 4 4-+R(120.83 +58.99 No./ha )
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foAp A8+ 4k (61.11+28.19No./ha) FFE ¥ £ 8 (p>0.05)-

YER APA Atk (525+0.638 486) ~ AP AR A 4tk (2.83£1.14 48) foin AR
Pk (2670333 48) RaEFL3 (p>0.05)-

Y R AP S 4R (0.967+0.018) ~ 49 A8 4 414k (0.491+0.167) frip A8 = 4
+ (0.810+£0.053) FatE¥ L2 (p>0.05)-

AR B R APAST A+ (1.30£0.114) ~ Ap A8+ +e (0.935+0.142) rip 48
A 44k (0.631+£0232) FPaBEF L3 (p>0.05)-

BRAEER AT AR (12290£3.02) ~ ApAR A 44k (9.43 £5.45) fodp A8
“tk (3.84+£322) Rakl¥s i 2 (p>0.05)-

BLIEE R APAE A e (0.610£0.063) ~ AP AR A 4k (0.359+0.161) frdp
ek (0.606+0.306) FFaBEFLE (p>0.05)-

RaoQ : #p #8=% 4 +f (0.138£0.016) ~ #p A8 % 444k (0.127 £0.052) frdp #8
H (0.097+£0.015) Fai¥ £ 2 (p>0.05)-

3107 B 2 jp#87 2 R ERANNL NS HRIE
Br P PRI EAfrH R S RAHEAIR IS RERAUF T ARFLE
B AR AR 4 ko Ap AR A S bkfodp AR IR E etk A BciR B L 603 e 15 B (B 30):

¥R Ap A8+ R F) (133.33£31.22 No./ha )~ 4p #8 = # +£(97.22+25.88 No./ha)
foAp A8 4 44k (13.89+£10.02No./ha) FEiEE £ 8 (p>0.05)-

PEAR AP IRE (3.93£0.511 48) > P8 2+ (3.50+£0.922 &) frip
WA 4R (1.33+088248) FPaEFLE (p>0.05)-

¥4 R AP IRE (0.744+0.088) ~ 4 AR 4+ (0.554+0.177) frip 48 4
£k (0315+0315) FFak¥ £ 8 (p>0.05)-

AR R R A ERE (1.04£0.140) ~ 4p A8 4+ (0.845+0.278) frip
B4 44k (0.346+£0346) chFEkE ¥ £ 8 (p>0.05)-

FREFR APEHEE (13.92+£3.99) jpA8=x 4 4k (15.39+£6.43) foip A8
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L g4k (6.66+0.195) FPakx L3 (p>0.05)-
PRGBS EE (0.485+0.084) ~ dp A=t 4k (0.383£0.123) fr4p
HA 4R (0.195+0.195) FPatEE £ 2 (p>0.05)-
RaoQ : #p #4845 #8F) (0.156£0.031) ~ 4p #8=% 2 4k (0.127 £ 0.046 ) frip #5 4
-4k (0.080+0.080) FatFx £ E (p>005)-
3108 FHIZApMRZ 2 3 REFEY L5 H1
FRY PRI BERIcH N S HRAYHEI P2 L REFAF AT LR
FEIAPART 2 4R ~ AR A £k~ AP AR A B R frdp i Rk A iz B 5 482606
fr63 @ (E31):
¥R AP AR A B HR(108.33+38.37 No./ha )~ 4p 8=t 4 +k(70.31 +10.95No./ha )~
A0 AR 75k (46.69 +5.36 No./ha) foAp 48 4 -4k (26.39 + 14.82 No./ha)
FakFx i3 (p>0.05)-
$HR AL BHR (3.33+£0.802 48) ~ AP AR 4+ (2.65+0.282 48) ~ 49 AX
HAR (217 +0.187 f8) foAp 48 4 £44% (0.667 £0.333 f6) & B ¥ £
£ (p>0.05)-
25 R AP A B4k (0.617+0.132) ~ 4p#8=x 2 $k (0.614+0.058) ~ 4p A8
+ (0.551£0.054) 4etp A8 4 444k (0.073£0.073) FalEE L8 (p>
0.05) -
AR ER AL R (0.782+0.236) ~ A8 4 4k (0.661 £0.074) ~ 48
A8k (0.562+0.063) frdp A8 4 444k (0.051+£0.051) FFaiFE LB
(p>0.05)-
BRAYER AP Be (13.37+£7.34) 8=t 4 4k (8.49+2.37)~ dp iR+
+(3.04£0.732 ) fo4p 48 4 £-4£(0.00+0.00) F & &g % £ £ (p>0.05)°
BB R A A B (0368£0.171) ~ 48 4 +k (0.297 £0.056) ~ 4p
ARk (0.241£0.046) fodp 48 4 444k (0.00£0.00) FFakEE £ 8 (p
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>0.05) -
RaoQ : 4p #8 4 Bk (0.144+£0.044) ~ 4p48=0 4+ (0.118£0.015) ~ 47 #8 7 H
(0.134 + 0.016) fo4p 48 4 &4k (0.010 £ 0.010) B mAEE L8 (p >

0.05) -
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4 it

41 £ 3 ¥ RERARNnE S

AFTERSYTOSE RN RERAF DL e BFLE - &
BEZE R e BEHFAUTREDT ARG B (MacArthur and MacArthur, 1961; Cody,
1985; Rotenberry and Knick, 1995; Davies and Asner, 2014 ) o % A #2 3 #F' RIS x]
Bl s = H - #Hfd2 A 1 4k4piT (Barlow et al., 2007; Farwig, 2008; #5i& i= »
2013) *H R B e g 7L R (Filloyetal,,2010) A8 7 £ A/ A~ 471k
FERAFLITR T AffrA SRS e AP S FOl R BN L <
AFAH? 2RO R A K P RAEHE I AR kD e
FTREg A6 4kG 912 o R o LB 325 F Rt EAE ST &7 o i LA
FERED RS HEROE BRSO Fp i R e b fb e &

HRD 2 A R A SRR VA AR D e E e B AT 0 SRR e R X A

NS I SRS FET EESINE - F S REENEEE s (F Y
FLE ARILA AR AT L e D R B0 2 2 R F A

At

s
=
4=
=
oy

s REBDEFE A XA HRAAT AR RO Flt A LR 2
ARG g Al > B LR do=t 4 kB
Gk A A Bkt B R EEA Y 4 B E LR o Rother % «
(2013) crf= g dp o Renf fhle & 2 A R AARG T B o BRI S R
%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ?ﬂﬁﬁf*ﬁ’@%%ﬁ*rﬂ&ﬁméﬁ@»%ﬁm%@
( Oliveira-Filho et al., 1994; Kratter, 1997; Guilherme et al., 2004 ) - @ *# % ¢ > #
HEpHFF P ot 2 HhfrivFsgilad 2 REFAUTFRFLE > 2754
e H RS TR G FoRem A T dg 00 5 3F 5 5 4840 § 4 75+ (Guilherme
and Santos, 2009; Lebbin, 2013) > 4 7 ¥ Hic B{ret A 8 & 2 » § F4l
PEERSD BT AR REY AN S AL T R e
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ARE % Bl & § ARSI aftd > ed gy 2 Afeh P T RETRES
AR A EHRT R A g e A PR E B Bk BT e i 5
PR SR e W NE SR SRR 7 BT b
B Fl Rl B R REE S L MR 0 R R AR E A g 2R

o d 2 Rl T e TR R R B R 5 AR R AR

P E SRTE D 0 F A R IR R IRE BRI B GRS s .
B
b o d Api g MBS HE RS fr K B Lo 8 b TR O A ¥ B

e F Bl B BB i ¥ *ﬁ_#g}x‘r’uﬁlnﬁ,ﬁ?_\fiﬁ'ffigélﬁj% W

b BT A FEE s A R R LA S B T RAR 00 6 2§ ok g
RIS RS 3 ER PGS R RS KEE R L RE LR R R TR

4R 0 o

AT I P RENUT LSS EELR 0 LR REN
AHEFNERM A HRERBFLILEEY 2 BPERFHIRDERL A + 5

Fend o BARE e R Bl B AR B R i R BIT AR R E e A EF S &
WA+ B EFHUF B Flt B2 R @G B 5 2R BIRFlIS % Fl T &

i AF G AR B T fo B A RN E R B L R o R T RS e

R REFUVRENT R REF P RBLENENE G opF ¥ AT H
RS LAAGLEERF NI B REF b Y Y b o

Y EEBERAEBEFTTE DL S H R PERF I E S F AR

F_

HE 47 SRS Rl 2 B AR IBART B L
Bird e REFUNEBHRESCZINP L - LHBF L FafRips R F RS > 7 %
LHRFAHRBEL R L B SRE R BRIEAY S MR P K 1 BT
BB HETAGEHE B FliRt S B REHAU A 25 TP 5

Bt & %80 ffd i ¥ gy 2l

\_
i3
—
Pt
=
bl
o
o)
ol
W
J e
il
W
ot
E
)
=
F
@)

ERCRS S &
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42 £ 3P BER NP BIFERIH N S HRA
Mo B REHFUNNFBIBERIH N S HRAZTFHEFLR » 4 10 5
BB AR R P HRARFF AL 22 R AR SRS A A

fer i S HRBREFHATH B

¥
Pzl
g
Fk

:
)

KAHFH LS HAET EREF DI 2 FEWHA I A ARaES R
HEAFRE - ERRRAERRES I HREFHFUF VRE(EG DT RES H
* (Sekercioglu, 2002; Pehetal.,,2005) c st 24 k5 477 7 ® B E R = F F
FA P BRAERT £ A S EHBREM ;i< (Salaetal., 2000; Hooper et al., 2012 )
TAMRZEEEREFRF N E I B RIS ooV REDRERIEB I F
2 #7741 % (Root, 1988; Pautasso and Gaston, 2005; Evans et al., 2006 ) ; #& % 15 25 &
BRETIAHKERIBOTRELZF (Kiseletal, 2011 ) o =t 2 Rk jpr=
EAE B R A +RaEa (Neeffetal., 2006; FAO,2012) > o Py & 537 5 4
P h b AA KRBT AFEA S S HEMPE £ 82 B % T4 (Chazdonetal.,
2009; Gardner etal., 2009 ) & #¥ Ly R EHEF > X LAtk f e @R L=
44k (e > 1999 5 regE > 2011 ) o 5>+ 42 (2008) w2 3 @ BEoF 0 WF R
90 & 1t b e 4 FRATRB T E A RASHARIT > BV E R TR DA
B R R EGRLIFS P FTIRIIE? L AP T FFL AR 5

RS TR FLREE SEERITE S SRS EECERT S R ]

}

£
BLEA LAY BT AP S RM TR KR E A
GA L YRR G AN E S S B K R EHA > R e b

EH R SAHAI5T R0k 4 RaoQ WA F B0V dicd # REWA - 5

\4

[La

ARl R MO A OB SRS 2 B R E T

S

1B

£4(2012) S AR NS REFREEGE RS RN 2 PO B i 5

’ﬁ *q o Barbaro

BRo#a 25 R EXEERFPE (Fischer et al., 2007; Flynn et al., 2009; Philpott et
al.,2009) ° RaoQ 7 # it AR Fdp ik FI? L L F AP F I L EH 0 5 A e
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FRiR Y R EFT F' # * (Mouchet et al., 2010) > RaoQ ¥ * £ - # &
03 A M {e i facn § & (Lorion and Kennedy, 2009; Barbosa et al., 2020 ) > # 7
RaoQ #® % by fh it o F § FH 05 #3923 & fr RaoQ & # 71 # i F 4k
1 it ohdg #ic (Botta-Dukat, 2005; Petchey and Gaston, 2006 ; Mouchet et al., 2010 )
AT XA DS FEH R TR AL HF P I RERFF I EF 0 53 RaoQ

2 H g

=

2 REFATAEFAL RBIABRAIAHKLIHEFREDEGER
EHERR LRFDEFEFAEIHRPEIERPE RE DL SNSRI
- E XA HEREEY PG REF P A HE o i F i (Azmanet
al., 2011; Velasquez-Trujillo et al., 2021 ) » #& @ & F7 F 4 =0 2 4k K 81393 R Ic §
$RaoQ & H it 2 2 FEMHAE  FHHNIHI REF S FF o om0 2 Heehl
BIFRRELINER A ERFELHFP R IR -FARL S5 RAZFN L =
A R TR LR b A ¥ B8 4 i # i (Dingetal. 2013 )-
AEFTPAIDERFF A RAEHF#w FRAE i RENI A
MELR ow A gdpd o A 4RE A 4R dpieh fEe = (Sekercioglu, 2002;
Peh et al., 2006; Zurita et al., 2006 ) » fe =t % ke § 854 8 5 A F 3304 1
(Jones etal., 2018) o H — ¥ferad #hd FIBHA S R IEK > R R ELEH 2 T DT R
7 *2 (Peck, 1989; Brown 1995) ; ¥ *t & 1 4k3 "UenFihm 2 & 7 R 5 48
£ 4, (Raivio and Haila, 1990; Sekercioglu, 2002; Barlow et al., 2007; Ft{p4%>2017)-
AT A AR B A X ER T A s 240 28 e A o e g $
TP E M BRI MREFREPZEF > LFE - S HRERTREA 7 587 K2
et A AR e A T g A RN S S 25 2t R & (Hanowski et al., 1997;
Loyn, 2007) » fe A&7 ¢ A 1 tkénk &7 5 fpror B iespalend H R F i ME L
£ o Castafio-Villa ¥ + (2019) 97 7 45 01 » r2oh opbfd 2 3 g R vt R 2 T
g R FREDEF IR AP LY A ER T A A Y B RS @
B 2R 4 RS i R B TALR 2 M7 % B fric £ 90k = 4f 52 & (Thiollay,
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1995; Greenberg et al., 1997; Peh et al.,, 2006 ) » £ ¥ it mip¥it £ sy FTih{fvA K 3
i 5 %542 4 (Barlowetal., 2007; Calvifio-Cancela, 2013 ) » F]* 22 =t 4 17 #F e 4
PREFULTHEFLAR 2oV AL A LAFE T2 2 HEH
BOEEI FIEEY TR LGS BROZE A ERET R R DS
GHCAFEP DL B RS LE M TR RIS AR RS EE
A E AR RREE N AR o T AT BB R BT T TR
B 3 { %% > Moura & 4 (2013)3‘% NBRBODEEERERTEE I R
e dAFE Y DREARET R X T BT 0ORE O B S IR RRE Y R TR
ARRFEZREE B FIPLRAFTTY AT R E LB I HRE LR L o 4
IHAERHFE R LRGBS FATIE REFIA O RAEF IR LI EY R
RBEERFRT AR EOT R Lo B HEI R EES L E
REAFEIREBEHET Y TR F R AR P F R A L kD
EXE SR P B RS Rk Seer fE (Farwig, 2008; Barlow et al., 2007 ) -
BB E ALY Bagsta apiri- 30 1 ond 2 REMHA  HrE LA
WA KA S end B F A (Guerraetal,, 2023 ) o # R kA Y S UL G ff
B ARt > BHE TS G RS RE (Peck, 1989; Brown 1995; Castafo-Villa et al.,
2019) - Karanth % + (2016) {tr & & B ik L 7% (Western Ghats) #7345 1 » 1§
WEDLEFERATEFERRTRA2F R AR DRFIEARIERT TR EE
HELLaMTRE ¥ AR AR M o XA Ranganathan % £ (2008) »M & g
+ ¥ (Uttara Kannada) =97 3 &7 1 #RF 7 BLET] 86%>" R 4otk &k 8 0
R AT L% RO IREIRT G A A MERTS T BT ke AP
RIRE S X BT T R A SRR SR S HRARYE S HiITF
cht e R FAAIARIT > A F M= 4 4k ¥ v & Sridhar (2009) #& I e s o
Sridhar (2009) 325 %7 fc e AR A frd F S RV cnitdr o v 7 & {
S I FRAR MBI AL S REET R E o AP Y BRIl AL Y
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W HFRA AR EF ARIRT BRSBTS B RER K

TRIFIE FFIS Ry 220 REFA G AT OFTROREFNF ik R £2 4R

ﬁ

H5 Gtk b SHRER DL BRE T i & -

AT SFELEFERAEFRI AR 2 e I REFN AT L
Bo-BRIFEFIEFFRFIPF IR FERI FLE R EREE DA
BREMT P& 4975 § 5 F /R (Wiacek and Polak, 2008; Bailey et al., 2010;
Myczko etal.,2013) o AFT 3 % Bl 5 F SF 217 F > & S8 > € TEE R
K,éfié?dfr_,ﬁ ORES L pIE ¥ o R A LB AR AT Ay RS R R T
PEBORE S TR G f oo R (Powell, 1984; Fluetsch and Sparling,
1994) ¥ ¢ » A7 AfF AR IES X > B A I TR ot B YPR T T
WMHERBORER VA A AT EFEF I RERA AR F BRI IFFIEFT
HE &4 d (Garciaetal,,2018) 75 A 7 87 5 s 4Lend § W IRIr > T
g £ 5 #r§l 24 (Moonen and Barberi, 2008) » # i " i #& * f & {vig 3 A d0if
Foxt pH AL NREET ARG FFDE M SR E TR TR en

o

A

Ik

AFL? FRNE A RAS SN I RAEF KON L e R EN

*EH

3] - Kottawa-Arachchi % + (2015) w2 fF+ o g4pdi > FHDEFEF AR
A AR Meod WEFFFHEFOAGFEF A IHETE OEREE I RER
" (Sohetal.,2006)  AF7 7 3+ %k Fl 5 B X F eni®d EH A A T
Boblde b TP FFRFRELE 2L B RPBREARFIZ - o AT F E F
SRLBERA REFTIY AFRL AL oW AT RN BB E AT
BMFEFXRB FFIPN b 44 7 $12 (Bhagwat et al., 2008; Sinu, 2011; Kottawa-Arachchi
and Gamage,2015)- 82 2R A F A F7 7 ®3F P £ 3 RN g 8 5 Rl RIEEF
BRI e HORFRER WY AN RREZLTE FRALLE FYFE
% &t it 4 (Chettri et al., 2018; Chowdhury et al., 2021 ) »
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4.3 B Sk
B EL CEATERFERE S RADE L AH (Odum, 1958)
F LR HERT Pl BEEAY REFRG R KA AF R Rfod 2o
BESAY 45273 2R3 #4550k (Lovejoyetal., 1986; Murcia, 1995; Restrepo
and Gomez, 1998; Campi and MacNally, 2001 ) o 2#& 7 ¢ > %4 m 2 #5 L 5 K3
EMER S BEYE R 2T A guTy 4p ¥ (Odum, 1958; Lidicker, 1999; Kristan
etal., 2003 ) 2hm & 4 b B EFHAY > AR A SR Hp Ll b g

PSR T BT gE  B 62

h
k=i
o
S
5]
=)
14
E-)
e
®
B
=
=
=

p
e
N

»fl o Ries % 4 (2004) g 3T 3L E i g @ o 3F S f TG BEDIE F il
2l (Laudenslayer and Balda, 1976 ; Terborghetal., 1990 ; Marini etal., 1995 ;
Luck etal., 1999; Bakeretal.,2002)- ¥ it 7 5] ¢ 7 P~k & # & (Murcia, 1995 )~
Sk ¥ s 2 agg (Wiens et al, 1985; Lidicker, 1999) ~ 4p e 3§ F 474
3 £4F 07T R (Ries et al,, 2004; Ries and Sisk, 2010) » ##73 # 4 1 ¥ 4% DI
hEKY A HRARD2ICDI R 0 R0 3 R EGIERT Y AEF LR HRT A
LRI LERLEFHEEL A2 ERNAIRENRL Y ok o

Ries % + (2004) $ ¥ 5 2 s7F BT B 7 600 22 S B I EPiess 4R IS » 5
BT hepr LEIAE B R RAPE ALY > BiFA DL EY G RS

NEPAI A LE D2 D3 L B F 7 BEF > Vi E3% Ries £ 4 (2004)
AEAR I HESR T 0 R B BB o FFT A RS TR Y 0 T TR
Vol B RFEEIN BRI EFOFS LY - 2 5 0 Ries £ 4

(2004 ) 07 pIHCA] 77 4y 010 2 4R 00 F R el AR AREE S e B R B F i ol

o
Tk
7"_‘%\
W
il
|
~=ie
I
i
Jam
hd
T
o

FHRRAFLY SFRE o Rt 2 R

FAAp 0T iR T R QT S A it &
midHmy AREBORER €T L B b o R F et ol R
# % (Terraubeetal ,2016)> % a A A5 G BNt # FEHFAUT L HL 55
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AP PRRAeT R DT R AR TR SR
it BEHFAY AN CEEFROEFE Y 0 BELET AP SRS -
BRpehr i PR g X B kR (Tschartke et al., 2008; Barbaro et al.,
2014)> R a F|7 o Rfor i SRR S 3 74 £ (Barbaroetal,2014) 23 3
PABHCA LR AR YR AT Tl d N R Y R
ERAE S AT RAPM RaoQ fr# it3o3 & 5 &7 # it %t it ohip #ic(Botta-

Dukat, 2005 ) &+ & 2 = &

o
=
B

JH 5 0 5Hr BEF oo = 2 Hho
Ao AT S B S R T B E o 0 L L H L 5 R AR TR A
frrthn b s 2 R T BF ok 0 2 % % & Barbaro ¥ £ (2014) 5%
SARDO A B Y G AL B L RY G

BERES AP RAE DS
FTREPEIG BN SR BRI LT HMEET AT ERERF T o

.
-
o
S
¥
—=
=k
-
<
3

™~
A
e
=
|
el
A
§
3
e
_H
\Tn
g
™
]
%‘\—
s
gm
%
e

AL E R AR A SRRt S R B il gon k0 S ik

ii”“]'f%.ﬁ I'ff'%tx‘ﬁ'_ﬁnb >7ﬁ:}§1”/)~ 'gm—ﬁ‘f‘{}@ %hly.,gmr"ﬂ? ‘H fé
b

Sl B > HRFHK GRS (Murcial995) > 2 et b H ERAF TR
FALRPELEFELNG RHAT c Fa b xR R F A REH
AR TG G D LR A e P RS R o R A BT R S R
P hT R BB ET Hblej‘i B2 P SR 2 FE PR E X

SRS SRRy S F LI RN S AT

4.4 4p383 R FR PP
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WAFT MBI R pALIE R % %7 # % (Hansen and DeFries,
2007; Tscharntke et al., 2008; Boesing et al., 2018 ) - A 7 # A K55 2 &+ B F 5 7]

R BRI REFRAHLEG I REORE A FIED B E A
i3

SHARICL M S RARS P E RN £ 1R LR A #

BN SR AT Y A L GRS AT R 6 2 0 R FEal

FAROPBI S REFALRG EHFAIBERAEHES N I RAEADER o F
IR A HRAPH R ok B RAP BB IFIL 3 D5 I A RAE > R AR
FFfcR MBS HF A RATA SN S HRAT T HELR S A AR
By Eg RAp A R 3P e R R R E G R > N G ARR TR o
BIMBIAp AL S YR F F ORI A4 kv pdpait » §
FHAFBIBAPLE S ANDEHFF B RANMFFI AL - i xd
OB R A RARREF B0 A7 BR3P EF 58 EDRINE 22 W
R F AR ol HESRP7aes 2 BT kR ¥ (Rand and

Louda, 2006; Medeiros etal., 2019 )o d > #RFI 4k T i@ £ 22 B 3 chF R 14p 1T

S| AR R AN B R 195 38 %% B B (edge-permeability hypothesis )
B REEAZ L RRCE I ERE A 2w f F A2 B E# (Stamps et

al,, 1987) » o ** Bl frx 2 HRen L R~ > BEAR 2 Ky BB hE S R
B e dgiplgct b E S AAE ~ B IREF] 0 2 % % &2 Montealegre-Talero & 4 (2021 )
NEEFTROB P LT T T FIR ifoetFlonle &5 ) SR Ee B
o etk ferc o thie b o B G AT T gk ¢ 0 3 A & R F AR Bl 3
SRR E RS SRS T F G 7 {5 550 a b B e ddad 42 LA
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Bg Btk PAALZR  FIO B Sk S » gl o RS B4 P dad
B Btk

AT ER R EFESER AT ORRT > 0 E 3 e QIR S
BIHRARRPEE» REHFALES dhdpihe - Ra L2 REHIT G - K
AR o m A S i BT R RO L R oAk R E R LR B
P RENAE N S Mg & 7] (Stamps et al., 1987; Reider, 2018; Montealegre-
Talero, 2021 ) » A k¥ #-% % % 2. {8 ¥, SHIHBE TS b~ VLT 5]%?\ 4

{ 2Rk o

AS5EYERAY {RT

AFPTHER NI RERUNE RS B HFFBIBRRBEH N SRR

<

PO rp i B 2 FERARSHEF B I RACSES R SRR BT -

T
N

L.

KE st s vhREaF i FIr REFNE R St » R EHA S
FEMAEN LR M AR R FE IR B RE > HE RE TR

3 & % en§l 84 (Fischer et al., 2006) c 3t 5 B I A b 8= i F A &7

-

I RFFEULENREE? XA RIFAIRBEFFBIFARF DI F R

L.

FAA 0 mRHE R A - A HEHFIHREOETAAF LR
(Chazdon et al., 2009; Gardner et al., 2009 ) » #Am e F IR L 4 2 K Fapd| g
PRI HRELEF ' OET IFTREBV A LH 0 IR - FHE g kad
5P APFRBEARAFMOLEEFAIRAT P REORS R B BRIF L P AL
A A HRrR L RS RAR T EF T T T AL e R

SRSt Ml o SEIER AP K BRI R AL AL RS AN

2

AS
<k

$hcnd GIBES MRS R E D f G enk B 5 Btk § L APt v

v
5

I

FAAD E BT S RTROT LA SRR S o S ERRRET &

A% R g 8 R (Murcia, 1995; Fischer et al., 2006) c @ A 1 ke AT 7 ¥

R
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NEREFBIBREEEF RN I RAEE JIFLELN NI REHIT B AL
W R G e F T B BN MHE > P R RSB R AL 3
TR 0 P 3 BB A 14k B 4 1 (Brockerhoffetal., 2008 ) o B # fe &
FI7 o o 3Rfh g - LB A R A e AR s AT AU ST R FRT R A
=8 ‘%ﬁ?fré%\% e b T osil Ak B #83E ~ (Ramanetal., 2021 ) - 4p 48
23 R EFFASPERRRG - Redbd o e @ obne e gt BERA

u%“%ﬁi?%%ﬁi%&iﬁﬂi@%@’¥ﬁwﬁﬁ$5ﬁ%&ﬁﬁiﬁ
{ #

REMFA > (it RERAFoR i TER LEEFLE 4 B
( Montealegre-Talero et al., 2021 ) »

BEBRBFHAF I HRMEatrF e g4 43 7+ F (Dudley and Alexander,
2017) + 4efp tod Uehd B L RG B A R B S RHE . EEEA BHE 0 S gD
EYFRALERT LR AP TR A BERRHE R F R 4
FHRADEF IR B B Fan P EEREy LA REFI L
LERY 0 A B Re R o AR BELL LAY pART RIS 4 N A

AR Y EIR

4.6 27§ HLH

<

APV R e RERAUNZFRE I 2 B o Y

-H

#

o+
(‘“a‘

Rt
T By REHFUNNT 2L R XRERFFFR- LS HEFEL YV
MR X2 RPETA LSRN L LT bl iAHE Rt 1 S F R
oA RFEF A F W ABRRE AR REFARS DAY g
AL EHE AR AR B e e G AP DR F RS AR AR A AR A B R £
BARE EREIPBEFUNELEARTIIB AT TR

B

FUET A BT § ORI A AR BRI AR

AT LIL REGFUNEFYRLIRIGTT B - AR\ E5 D7 0 R
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Flo (1) BEBERA D43 AFTRE SRR - BT S E L 2

3

BERINEHEF A AZFEL P FESIERF L R EE 200 & G T

BEARNFHAT PR BRRDI AR g FL BB TR - BRI

o B AN H - RHRP T A EDLMF ) FAFETEREERRE OV A
REF A AP FEVRE IS REFRFAUAAPHLIL > A R EEALPF L F

TUAPTLLEEYRAE BV RE RS YT RN IFEAFETLLEEYR
BHBFT KT AR o

AFETERT RS PEFS 0 33 REEA - SRR B R E
FAGPBIRAR o R SHRARDM R BP9 2 e f Al Ry A
FREFACARELS CABFE AR B oANG p REOR ZRER o]
PHETALRES CBEATE AL AR REERCE TR RPM gl
FFHP B RAEH A S RAETBRLES Ra AT M R REY PV i
T2 RENA - BGEREY » REFARF A RAH N SRR P

FooAr ¥ BRI Bl 2 REWADEL N
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3lE 2 }i’e

TRE T s S smbi b HRIE® s o B i 245 (2023) 2023 £ 4
Lo EARBEEE o 400 2%

YeigE (2011) S HERF L SR 572 (4 ) 287 &% 2 #ub* (1895~2000 )
o AR E 37 (1) :81-89 -
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1P H8 AR R 0.972 0.321 3.03 ok
R N 0.743 0.213 3.50 ok
AP AR 1 5] 1.581 0.459 3.44 ok
1P MR A £k -0.133 0.315 -0.42

i 1.903 0.336 5.67 ok
A0 B8 5 1.880 0.431 4.36 ok
10 HR & B 1.854 0.522 3.55 Hokok
D2 -0.694 0.054 -12.97 ke
D3 -0.543 0.051 -10.61 ok
2022 & -0.286 0.078 -3.66 kk
2023 & -0.342 0.115 -2.97 Bk
% 0.385 0.075 5.11 ok
E -0.124 0.083 -1.48

% -0.139 0.078 -1.79

#hF 0.559 0.0987 5.66 ok
A3 (m) 0.001 0.0003 3.22 *k

RS ATEEFMAR OFRLApE <005 A pE <0.01 > ***FL A pE

<0.001 -
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A0 AR AR 1 F] 1.524 0.456 3.34 ok ok
1P MR A £k -0.155 0.309 -0.50
AP AR B b 1.927 0.334 5.77 ok
A0 B8 5 1.811 0.429 4.22 ok
10 HR & B 1.817 0.521 3.49 ok
D2 -0.692 0.048 -14.33 ok
D3 -0.471 0.046 -10.31 ok
2022 & -0.270 0.070 -3.88 ok
2023 & -0.359 0.104 -3.45 ke
% 0.480 0.069 6.98 Hokok
E -0.031 0.074 -0.42
% -0.090 0.070 -1.29
#hF 0.609 0.087 6.96 ok
A3 (m) 0.001 0.0003 3.01 *k
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Fepl Phasianidae

TR Lophura swinhoii
AN Bambusicola sonorivox
BHEF Columbidae

&% Streptopelia orientalis
TR5E T g Streptopelia chinensis
R¥4 Chalcophaps indica

= B3 Turnicidae

Y= RE38 Turnix suscitator

-k Ardeidae

e ¥ Egretta garzetta
258 Gorsachius melanolophus

E

* %%ﬂ
BEREE
™
Ry
745
%A g f
g
Lo § A
Aevgd Hs B
3PS

% BB

* F8

¥ e
<%
ey
N7
24
b 4
EROREE
i koa

B

Accipitridae
Spilornis cheela
Accipiter trivirgatus
Accipiter virgatus
Megalaimidae
Psilopogon nuchalis
Picidae

Yungipicus canicapillus
Campephagidae
Pericrocotus solaris
Vireonidae

Erpornis zantholeuca
Oriolidae

Oriolus traillii
Dicruridae

Dicrurus macrocercus
Dicrurus aeneus
Monarchidae
Hypothymis azurea
Laniidae

Lanius schach
Lanius cristatus
Corvidae
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gL R

vt g2

bispl Dendrocitta formosae
E ¥ 7§ Corvus macrorhynchos
oL g Paridae

FAELE Parus monticolus
BB Cisticolidae

AR Prinia striata

 ERAE B Prinia flaviventris
AMERAR D Prinia inornata

g Hirundinidae

pEAE Hirundo tahitica

LLE Pycnonotidae

v TR g 4 Spizixos semitorques

v Ef 55 Pycnonotus sinensis
vl 248 Hypsipetes leucocephalus
g A Phylloscopidae

SNl Phylloscopus inornatus
T ] Phylloscopus borealis
o ke Scotocercidae

] Abroscopus albogularis
B Horornis fortipes

£ B LER Aegithalidae

A ER LR Aegithalos concinnus
ke Sylviidae

¥ dr B Sinosuthora webbiana
Hpft Zosteropidae

F3F R Yuhina brunneiceps
2R PR Zosterops simplex
A Timaliidae

L A R Cyanoderma ruficeps
o] R Pomatorhinus musicus
(ke Pellorneidae

ER 5 M Schoeniparus brunneus
Wk p Leiothrichidae
i Alcippe morrisonia

v BF AR Heterophasia auricularis
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+ ik Liocichla steerii

v HEX 8 Garrulax albogularis
w5 lanthocincla poecilorhyncha
AR Sturnidae

v kAR Acridotheres javanicus
% Turdidae

v g Turdus obscurus

7 L8 Turdus chrysolaus
S Turdus pallidus

B Muscicapidae

v "EEH98 Copsychus malabaricus
* PRI I Niltava vivida

oA v R Myophonus insularis

77 98 Calliope calliope

v k9§ Myiomela leucura

3 & 9f Phoenicurus auroreus
R Dicaeidae

SRR TE Dicaeum minullum
Ik e Dicaeum ignipectus
LACK ¥ = Estrildidae

i Lonchura punctulata

v § Lonchura striata

K& Passeridae

T & Passer montanus
oEF Motacillidae

L= 5 4548 Motacilla tschutschensis
v 4848 Motacilla alba

Ly Anthus hodgsoni

ok Emberizidae

2 i T8 Emberiza spodocephala
/| 78 Emberiza pusilla
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Fe Phasianidae

FRrg Lophura swinhoii
AN Bambusicola sonorivox
kfe Columbidae

&% Streptopelia orientalis
TRSE BLF Streptopelia chinensis
R¥4 Chalcophaps indica

= B3 Turnicidae

Y= RE38 Turnix suscitator

g4 Ardeidae

Ju B Egretta garzetta
2EFE Gorsachius melanolophus

E#
* %%ﬂ

Accipitridae
Spilornis cheela

BEEE Accipiter trivirgatus
™ Accipiter virgatus
®EHM Megalaimidae
145 Psilopogon nuchalis
AR Picidae
s S Yungipicus canicapillus
g AL Campephagidae
Ard Hs B Pericrocotus solaris
K- 33°F Vireonidae
CxE ¥ Erpornis zantholeuca
+ B Oriolidae
*~ B8 Oriolus traillii
T hA Dicruridae
< ¥k Dicrurus macrocercus
| EE Dicrurus aeneus
EX P Monarchidae
2P Hypothymis azurea
iz 4 Laniidae
& my Lanius schach
kg Lanius cristatus
B Corvidae
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bispl Dendrocitta formosae
E ¥ 7§ Corvus macrorhynchos
oL g Paridae

FAELE Parus monticolus
BB Cisticolidae

AR Prinia striata

 ERAE B Prinia flaviventris
AMERAR D Prinia inornata

g Hirundinidae

pEAE Hirundo tahitica

LLE Pycnonotidae

v TR g 4 Spizixos semitorques

v Ef 55 Pycnonotus sinensis
vl 248 Hypsipetes leucocephalus
g A Phylloscopidae

SNl Phylloscopus inornatus
T ] Phylloscopus borealis
o ke Scotocercidae

] Abroscopus albogularis
B Horornis fortipes

£ B LER Aegithalidae

A ER LR Aegithalos concinnus
ke Sylviidae

¥ dr B Sinosuthora webbiana
Hpft Zosteropidae

F3F R Yuhina brunneiceps
2R PR Zosterops simplex
A Timaliidae

L A R Cyanoderma ruficeps
o] R Pomatorhinus musicus
(ke Pellorneidae

ER 5 M Schoeniparus brunneus
Wk p Leiothrichidae
i Alcippe morrisonia

v BF AR Heterophasia auricularis
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+ ik Liocichla steerii

v HEX 8 Garrulax albogularis
w5 lanthocincla poecilorhyncha
AR Sturnidae

v kAR Acridotheres javanicus
% Turdidae

v g Turdus obscurus

7 L8 Turdus chrysolaus
S Turdus pallidus

B Muscicapidae

v "EEH98 Copsychus malabaricus
* PRI I Niltava vivida

oA v R Myophonus insularis

77 98 Calliope calliope

v k9§ Myiomela leucura

3 & 9f Phoenicurus auroreus
R Dicaeidae

SRR TE Dicaeum minullum
Ik e Dicaeum ignipectus
LACK ¥ = Estrildidae

R Lonchura punctulata

v § Lonchura striata

K& Passeridae

T & Passer montanus
oEF Motacillidae

L= 5 4548 Motacilla tschutschensis
v 4848 Motacilla alba

Ly Anthus hodgsoni

ok Emberizidae

2 i T8 Emberiza spodocephala
/| 78 Emberiza pusilla
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