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Abstract

We set eight wetland investigation areas with 200*200 m, 20 artificial forest areas
with 100*100 m and one fish pond transect line with 2 km long to monitor the bird
communities in Ouku Wetland. The results of the survey indicated that there were 140
species of birds in 13 orders, 41 families. In wetland areas, we recorded 85 species
and the species numbers are lower in July and August than those in the other months.
The numbers of species and individuals are both lower outside of than inside of the
protecting embankment. This may be due to the influence of the tides and the dilution
effect. According to the development condition of the plants, we divided the artificial
forestland into four types, including high, medium, low and no coverage types of
artificial forestlands. We set five sampling sites in each type to survey the
composition of birds. The results indicated that there were 79 species of birds in the
artificial forestlands. Among the four different forestland types, both the number of
species and the diversity in the no coverage type are higher than those in the other
types. This is due to there are more Charadriformes and Ciconiiformers in the area. In
this plan, only thirty-three species are the same between the artificial forestland with
79 species and the wetland with 85 species. That Jaccard similarity index is 0.254
showed that great difference existed in the community of birds between the artificial
forest and the wetland. On the other hand, Dendrocopos canicapillus and the exotic
bird, Copsychus saularis, whose population size seemed to increase in the artificial
forestland. We surveyed the fish ponds to recorded 55 species of birds with seven
species in Ardeidae and six species in Laridae. The result also showed the abundance
of Ardeidae was more in August to November. Ardeidae and Laridae were more
active in morning. The mean forage frequency was 2.01 /30S/individuals. Besides, the
communities of Ardeidae and Laridae in the fish area seemed to aggregately distribute

in certain special area.

Key words: Ouku Weland, bird community, habitat, Wildlife Refuges, lowland

artificial foresland, fish pond, bird impact
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@,%11/ 2 £, ngé"%;fi £, ’?%‘F’;Z,'% EEE N T T T T S T T N SN S 1131
FofEyrgg o+ % ok k% % * % 836

fﬁlg,fi fﬁifﬁg * ok ok ok % * ok ok % 175

A T 78 * ok ok % * 22

o5 * k% * % 24

i Iﬁ;?ﬁ%’ * % % %k ok ok ok ox %k ok ok ok 1257

t«é,‘—é— i * * * 12

Y kO 5

af + 8 * o 20

oLk 38 * 2
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% 4-2010 # & 7 i AR R R TIEEZ B BB E S8 SW A E(H)

B # Py 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 43+
Uk ? 138 * * * 4
EBE S PR * * %315
#Hi8 * ok * ok 10
7 i;;g * ok ok * * ok k% 60
*38 * 0k ok ox k% * ok 167
% i@g * %k ok %k %k % ok %k ok % % 275
&g * 4
%gg k0 ok * 0k ok ok 41
+* %38 * * 16
WEIE * ook * 4
~ %38 *ookooxk 103
SRR I8 * 10
SRR * * * 44
e I 1
£ 0% 38 *

Xk %38 * 6
I * * * 29
2 0k gg * ok ok % * ok %k 561
Hit 2 kY * * 2
£ * * * % 5
= ¥ % k680
2w * 1
ok * 6
RiAzwy o+ or ok * * 2022
* * * % 184
] I;g;g * ok ok ok % 48

2 55w * k%
MR MR R : 3
b * %k ok k * 12
ERE O REF FER * * 23
whokigp RE g * % * * k% ok ok k% 15
%3A5P Laf o k% * %k % k% 6
A oy * 1
EkF X3k * I * 11
AL pE o ¥k 11
P& 2% * ok 2
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F 42010 & &0 AR R TS bR BB L S8 SW 4 (H)

2 #* Pz 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 #3
SEBP A * * 2

g'qgjﬂfi v Ef 33 * * * * 10
k=" S ) * 10

[ﬁ“'é’i ﬁi Ji g * * % ok * 0k * * 13
B <R3 * 1

s} j\i@‘ k%?fi j—é;;i ]_i‘y_'kgj * * * * * 86
p 10 8 7 7 7 & 8 & 9 7 10 8 11
7fi 15 14 12 15 12 13 13 13 13 15 16 13 23

f;ﬁ, 39 39 36 38 29 25 19 22 28 37 39 39 80

g = 2492 1733 1304 1140 653 501 431 327 657 1136 2692 3050 16116

H' 2.83 2.81 2.90 2.73 2.572.362.152.252.38 2.56 2.52 2.80 3.24
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F 5~ A3HFH 32009 £ 2 2010 £ AR R E S

& %f Jaccard index f&4p i & 45 #c

T Y Tt T

2009 # 2010 # £t Jaccard index
B R 66 80 85 0.729
B EE 60 60 79 0.519
Rt 99 122 130 0.700

R R R @R Bw &3

2009 # 66 60 99 0.273
2010 & 80 60 122 0.148
K 85 79 130 0.254

# 643 F p 2009 & 3% 3 2010 F 12 7 A8 B iRy RH iz s LA L H(59 1Y)
ZRAHA0Y AREA4T)ZET AFEAERE LA NT0E 2 LR T
(standard error) > # 14 Kruskal-Wallis test # ] 8 /%3 R 3.0 g fAdc(2 & =0)
AF37 A8 cKEL S AR T REYFA > A008 BiRK RARFDE

(% )8 7 ¥ L £ (Dunn test: P <0.05)

BP9 )

BAHA0 Y TIREE4Y)

BERA N ERLE S ¢ = n 5 i &=
A A 10 6.3+£0.8°¢ 43.1+£17.2%8P 12 12.840.9P 119.4+15.65¢
i B 10 6.6+1.2°% 32.245.0%P 12 14.0£1.9°  410.6£112.75%¢
A C 10 3.5+0.6"" 10.0£2.3% 12 4.4+0.4"8 8.8+1.2%
A D 10 9.6+0.8° 188.1437.2° 12 11.2+1.0%°P 159.3+26.7°¢
& A 10 4.9+0.6""¢ 232424 12 7.5+0.5"¢ 52.8+6.7%8
% B 10 1.4+0.2% 33.7+£19.7°% 12 2.1+0.3* 12.6+5.2%
s C 10 8.3+1.45¢ 81.5424.45 12 19.3+£1.3° 510.6+87.1¢
2 D 10 8.7+0.6¢ 128.2419.5° 12 15.0+1.1P 517.8+83.4¢
Kruskal.  H 45.29 48.53 70.75 68.99
Wallis test  p <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
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72010 # &K F RHd bk 2 &0 PEsLA - Rkt Wik

p # P 1 02 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 %3
¥gas gyfi ?{% * ok xx 10
sy % % k% % * k207
= w9 % * 1
iR g * % 2
CEVEI - < k& * k% * %10
A * 1
/E—,fi g,/l’g— * * * 7
g\_; ﬁé% % 1
2 +aa§ * % % % % % % 30
PR So! koK 2
ERaBE oF 2] * * 2
4o 4E * * 2
BEEE * 1
AL R )E * 1
; % * * * 9
WA R 6 WNEES * oo * 5
R BT Boxox o £ 9
L3 18 * 1
878 /P 7518 * 1
WUR HEP &1 * 2
TR S5E B * * * * * ok * * * * ok * 119
G * * * * * ok * * * * ok * 2416
— Bf kg * 1
8758 HER ] 7BFE * * ok 10
A P ES ;57?4 TG * * * * * * * * 6]
Worip AR ZFh *
LES I . . 2
%}qjg A 5 7?; o) vk A * * * * * ok * * * * ok * 65
%25 p 2L 7?; i B (0 R * * * * * * * * * * 333
2 3 (o * % % ok % ®* ok ok x x k &4
¥ EEF v * 1
X g,fi < ¥ B * * * * * * * * * * * * 668
kY ﬁ%?fi 2 4148 * * ok * * * % * 34
gF BTG * 3
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£ 7~2010 # &K 7 REE R 2 &) Pied b M RS E 8 SW A (W)

2

7T=J.

vz

1

2

4

5

6

7

8

9

10 11

12

2L

r 3 SO
A S ok & % k% %k [23
A * 3
7 Eg‘#’\ * * * * 23
SEBF R %k ok k% % % %k ok ok k% 305
WEEAE A k% %k k& % % %k k% Q])
g v Ef 4 %k % %k k% & x % % % 3149
B¢ FATY * I
& A v]:frvf%' * * * ok ok 20
HAF pEEY x 2
SR B k% ok k% % % % % %k %k ]85
NBR A o 3
IO T .
CIVER * 20
7 39 8 * *
C L L *oox -
S vBdR BF *
b5l ook X 4
B4 B k% % ok k% % % % ok k% 767
B e § ok %k k% % % % %k %k 405
WEF 48R * 1
g A ¥ * 4
Wi . "R * 3
2 3% 78 I N 7
bk NBA RN B k& &k k k k ok 54
sB4 5498 * % x k% * * 36
B 4 5 4 7 7 7 9 7 8 5 6 7 10
7?*" 4 17 15 21 17 16 18 16 21 17 19 19 32
il 210 22 21 28 21 19 21 22 31 25 25 27 60
?{ =X 602 1110 771 1034 944 999 1132 1428 1338 742 869 1051 12020

1.86 1.72 1.87 2.11 2.18 2.23 2.19 2.12 2.37 2.12 2.05 1.76 2.244




82010 #2 A F L@+ et ) AT GHRELIX(ZD AEEFRY)

LENES
F L 1 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 A&
h 2 2 4 6 5 21
%54 1 2
o 2 11 9 3 1 17
Y o 1 2
2} 302 19 3 3 4 12 2 4 8 4 4 68
¥ 44 11 2
Sl ¥ 13 1 12 8
4 o1 2
B EE 1 1
& 5 5
Y 11
n 53 4 3 1 16
*FE 2 1 2 5
E 13 12 28 12 5 4 12 2 6 25 18 13 150
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#9°2010 #2 A 7 R h PP B h e ER(E R G R) B H% Ll T 1AFWFER 227 PR 32K
Wi ~ 4 % m W eR e

Pt A21-1 A24-1 B09-1 B17-1 D23-1 A27-2 C02-2 C20-2 D06-2 E08-2 B03-3 B06-3 B13-3 B19-3 D09-3 C16-4 C18-4 D14-4 D15-4 E04-4 3+

k& 1 1 2 1 2 1 1 1 2 1 6 2 21
b 1 1 2
ér/E' 1 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 3 3 1 17
LEE 2
2 g 1 4 1 4 2 6 4 7 7 14 8 2 4 4 68
30 1H 1 2
ERRIBE <2 1 2 1 1 1 2 8
% 54 1 1 2
yEER ! 1
* 5 5
R E 1 1
’%‘ 1 1 1 1 2 3 1 1 5 16
AFETD 2 2 5
ke 3 4 1 0 2 4 2 2 2 8 6 14 10 10 16 17 20 3 16 10 150
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% 10~ 2010 & 2. L 7 B 3@tk & % % F e Jaccard’s similarity index (+ 48" )4 Morisita’s similarity index(™ “&"'L) > B P &% % & o

led | R A FHF 204 i3 A 0 M4 84w

P F 5

A21-1 A24-1 B09-1 B17-1 D23-1 A27-2 C02-2 C20-2 D06-2 E08-2 B03-3 B06-3 B13-3 B19-3 D09-3 C16-4 C18-4 D14-4 D15-4 EO04-4

A21-1 048 048 046 068 060 048 056 044 042 055 043 050 043 046 035 039 050 042 0.36
A24-1 0.94 043 055 048 048 050 050 033 032 044 045 045 038 042 031 041 053 038 032
B09-1 0.89 0.83 041 0.63 0.55 050 059 052 044 044 053 061 053 055 041 055 071 057 057
B17-1 0.97 0.96 0.94 052 0.52 0.55 0.56 044 042 048 050 050 036 046 044 0.52 050 0.55 042
D23-1 0.88 0.72 0.85 0.83 0.60 0.72 0.75 0.57 048 055 050 0.67 050 0.67 0.50 0.60 0.77 0.55 0.48
A27-2 0.76 0.65 090 0.79 0.81 055 0.65 057 055 062 0.58 058 050 052 044 0.52 0.67 0.55 0.55
C02-2 0.68 0.53 0.83 068 0.85 0.91 0.80 0.68 0.44 057 045 053 053 0.70 0.52 0.55 0.71 0.50 0.44
C20-2 042 028 0.66 045 0.65 085 0.90 0.61 050 050 0.53 053 053 063 046 056 0.73 0.50 0.50
D06-2 0.71 058 0.84 0.73 0.78 097 0.87 0.83 0.59 0.67 055 0.55 0.55 0.64 0.60 057 063 059 0.52
E08-2 0.74 0.63 092 0.79 0.82 098 090 0.86 0.95 0.57 0.60 046 046 0.54 0.52 0.70 0.52 0.57 0.57
B03-3 045 033 073 052 0.59 0.89 0.82 094 0.87 091 0.60 0.60 060 061 058 062 060 0.64 0.50
B06-3 041 032 056 044 048 084 0.73 0.86 0.84 0.78 0.85 0.65 0.65 057 048 0.77 056 0.60 0.60
B13-3 047 041 063 053 054 085 0.74 0.84 0.84 083 085 094 056 050 048 0.67 0.65 0.60 0.52
B19-3 0.71 0.62 089 0.78 0.76 098 0.86 0.84 096 098 091 0.83 0.88 0.57 048 0.58 0.56 0.46 0.52
D09-3 0.81 0.69 093 0.84 0.87 097 091 080 096 097 0.83 0.75 0.79 0.97 0.62 0.67 0.65 0.61 0.54
Cle-4 043 034 053 045 055 077 0.73 0.80 0.82 0.74 0.75 0.89 091 0.79 0.75 0.63 054 0.46 0.46
Cc18-4 0.19 0.12 035 021 038 045 050 0.55 0.52 048 051 049 047 045 049 0.53 0.67 0.70 0.62
D14-4 029 0.22 0.56 037 044 078 074 091 0.79 0.80 091 091 093 082 0.72 0.86 0.55 0.60 0.52
D154 024 0.10 023 0.18 0.53 031 037 049 039 038 039 032 036 033 034 041 058 0.34 0.57
EO4-4 020 0.14 036 024 037 051 049 058 0.62 052 057 0.60 059 055 055 064 092 0.62 0.59
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% 11~ 41 ANOSIM ##12010 # 4 857 b @ ER B HEFFHe S L8 - 4
2R84 H p<0.05

A R R P Permutations N =Observed
W & 7 W 0.568 0.008 126 1
B & MR 0.760 0.008 126 1
P & 0.916 0.008 126 1
P & M 0.404 0.032 126 4
P & R 0.512 0.016 126 2
M & EH 0.480 0.024 126 3
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2122010 5L ERE LA L SHE R T2 FEAEE BB o B H 260 T | S AFHFRNET 2 /A WHEARER 3~ 2 KH

& F ANHE A21-1 A24-1 B09-1 B17-1 D23-1 A27-2 C02-2 C20-2 D06-2 E08-2 B03-3 B06-3 B13-3 B19-3 D09-3 C16-4 C18-4 D14-4 D15-4 E04-4 143+

&~ 1 3 10 4 2 3 3 26
E:JEN 66 69 64 76 57 30 70 45 54 54 66 35 19 57 95 17 26 900
N 26 2 18 10 10 1 51 10 21 4 5 18 34 11 2 45 54 41 363
<~ E L 5 5
| E = 54 57 111
AR 1 9 1 1 4 3 1 6 4 30
0 8 1 29 4 34
6+ 70 77 30 1 17 53 28 11 890 62 54 67 559
= 1 3 4
o E 31 84 14 10 139
¥ % 1 1
5 fa 53 40 3 96
8T A e 35 35
$LE B 4 4
# 5 62 67 23 152
%A E 1 61 62
= 44 4 48
% 9 9
B 93 71 8 8 77 31 125 55 75 58 71 55 56 68 100 62 54 0 67 0 1289
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2B ARHFEREHRERFTLEA CBEAZ LA ERRE

B W sEE R

Tl ki 2.80 0.80 1.60 0.00
T g Ak 66.40 50.60 54.40 8.60
T ko ik 13.20 17.40 14.00 28.00
T yads A R (m) 2.70 2.55 1.51 0.00
Ty A B (m) 572 3.90 2.93 2.02
T 353 A B (m) 0.75 1.00 1.26 1.33
I 35% 4 DBH(cm) 10.60 5.93 3.90 1.60
TE A B A (cm) 20.26 33.28 35.34 37.88
T opte K B (m) 6.45 3.93 2.95 0.34
T otk R E R (%) 67.30 19.51 13.93 0.34
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14~ L7 R 20 B e T 4TF fEARRI B2

g~
Variable PC1 PC2 PC3 PC4 PC5
oA TEE R -0.19 -0.09 0.28 0.36 0.16
AT SONT 0.03 0.25 -0.03 0.16 -0.51
F AT IONE -0.30 0.08 0.22 -0.06 -0.15
% ~ - 5 DBH -0.32 0.03 0.14 -0.24 -0.03
AR 0.02 0.27 -0.26 -0.32 0.33
Rt N -0.24 0.02 0.04 -0.09 0.34
AEE -0.32 0.00 0.04 0.18 0.04
B AE 0.24 -0.19 -0.28 0.11 -0.13
HARE 0.13 0.10 0.42 -0.21 -0.09
PSR R 0.27 0.00 0.28 -0.20 -0.25
0-50cm -k T i e 0.26 0.04 0.33 -0.15 -0.22
50-100cm -k T i i & 0.17 0.22 0.35 -0.11 0.29
100-150cm -k - 3 i & 0.03 0.43 -0.05 0.27 0.08
150-200cm -k T 3 j & -0.01 0.46 -0.07 0.25 -0.15
200-250cm -k L i i & -0.10 0.41 -0.09 0.15 -0.15
0-0.5m &£ K E R 0.09 -0.26 0.29 0.37 0.00
1-2m ¥ E R E R 0.08 0.28 0.28 0.09 0.32
3-6m ERER -0.29 0.03 -0.05 -0.30 -0.16
>10m ERE R -0.22 -0.18 0.13 0.29 -0.01
ek REA -0.32 -0.01 0.01 -0.21 -0.21
TioptE kB R -0.32 0.04 0.16 -0.02 -0.15
Eigenvalues 7.61 3.62 2.61 2.03 1.16
%Variation 36.20 17.30 12.40 9.60 5.50
Cum.%Variation 36.20 53.50 65.90 75.60 81.10
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% 15~2010 # % gk

AR 2

%

Pipres s 4R e

B8 SW Kk

=
2 # P& 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 K3
AR gt sy 3
gy o 7
ok vg ® ok ok 12
% 55 L | BB ®* ok ok k% ok ok k% ® ok 67
FgA; P % #+ 24 3 % * % ok k% ok k% ok ok k% 210
Ly % * * * * 4
v g % % * * * % * * * 22
2R % * % ok k% ok k% ok ok ok % 429
R Fa-Fp L A ® ok ok & ok ok ok ok ok ok x Kk 62
ggq; 2 %pg%% £, %Pg% * * * * * * * * * * * 59
A /| PSR * % * I N 33
Ll koK ok % 11
% v @ * 1
i 3 oo
LI/F T * * 4
igF #* X 38 ® k% ® ok ok %k 30
e i ® ok k% I 25
%- X 38 * % * * % 23
5 LYY * 1
}Emgg * ok k% % * 0 ok ok % 48
738 ® ok ok %k * I N 44
¥ £l * !
A * x 3
Ryt * 2
£ R *oxoxs
A T * £ x5
LRSI £ 4
S * * ok * 5
25 ® ok ok % k% * k% 43
CEV T T s * !
S g * 2
[EE i op 5 %;L ®E * % * % ok ok L 24
®A5p 2E k0¥ * * 2
fz & ay *oOK *oO® 5
LR %,L < X R * 0% ok k% % ¥ % ok ok 40
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201522010 & AR ETH R T2 LT P S ResE 8 SW £ Hk(H)

2 i P21 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 &

A T * * * 5

pESE * * * * * * * 9

Sk Y * * * 4

LE S v Ef 45 I T S * % % 13

[ﬁk’ﬁ F [ﬁa';{ * ® % ® % 7

WiIEF me kb *

é,%é,%?fi + %848 * * * * * * * 36

4548 * 1

5 4848 * o3

7 w58 ® ok % 7

M R Nz N B * * % * * % % 93
o B * * o)

2 7 7 6 6 7 7 6 5 5 5 6 6 8

# 11 11 15 15 15 14 8 7 12 12 14 13 20

& 20 20 23 28 21 15 10 & 20 21 25 25 48
g = 110 104 137 133 91 73 51 56 132 152 180 156 1375
H' 2.55 235 2.46 2.76 2.46 2.21 1.5 1.32 2.2 241 238 2.78 2.71
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216 BPRP AR T2 )0 B AL FEMAROL SR TIHE2 HEH L
(standard error) » ¥ H & 3 (max) & X (min)j. SH4F R > n 2 Bk A fic o T 12
Kruskal-Wallis test #& ] 5 5pH 0 2Rnf SR EF 53 A8 c cigis > &

PR P EEFA 0 A7 BEMRET AL SHRL ] HF LD
(Dunn test: P <0.05)
R LA n mean max min
1 79 3.95+0.37¢ 13 0
2 36 1.81+0.28"B 6 0
3-5 58 2.34+0.295¢ 8.667 0
6-9 56 0.85+0.12% 4.333 0
>10 27 0.76+0.08" 1.9 0.286
Kruskal-Wallis test H 50.18
<0.001
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