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Relationships between avian species composition and habitat

of wetlands and afforestation areas in Ouku (1)
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Abstract

Ouku Wetland with diverse types of habitat near Wai-Shan-Din Sandbar is
pregnant with abundant natural resources. After becoming Wildlife Refuges, the
information about the relationships between the organisms and their environments in
Ouku Wetland, especially in birds, is an urgent task for the wetland management in
the future. In this study, to monitor the bird communities in different wetlands, 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. The results of the survey
indicated that there were 111 species of birds in13 orders, 37 families. In wetland
areas, we recorded 66 species of birds in 10 orders 22 families 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.
Different habitat types will make different compositions of birds, so we divided the
birds into four guilds, including SM, DD, WSG, and LB. The results showed the
species number of SM has the positive relationship with the percentage of the sandy
beach in the wetland, but the species number of WSG has the positive relationship
with the percentage of the other habitats.

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. By the PCA analysis of the 4 types, we found the high and no
coverage types are significant difference from the other types, but there is less
difference between the medium and low ones. We set five sampling sites in each types
to survey the composition of birds. The results indicated that there were 60 species of
birds in 11 orders and 33 families. 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. We also found the bird community in the no coverage type was significant

different from that in the other areas.



In this plan, only fifteen species are the same between the artificial forestland with
60 species and the wetland with 66 species. That Jaccard similarity index is 0.135
showed that great difference existed in the community of birds between the artificial
forest and the wetland. On the other hands, since we first recorded the Dendrocopos
canicapillus in July in 2008, we have already recorded D. canicapillus 23 times up to
2009. At the same time, we recorded Accipiter trivirgatus which belongs to the birds
in the forest of the deep land and the exotic bird, Copsychus saularis, whose
population size seemed to increase in the wetland. Therefore, whether the artificial
forest will attract more deep land forest birds to stay is valuable to monitor.

We surveyed the fish ponds to recorded 35 species of birds with five species in
Ardeidae and five species in Laridae. The total number of birds positively related to
the measure of fish pond (Spearman rank correlation p < 0.05). The result also
showed the abundance of Ardeidae was more in April and October to December and
the abundance of Laridae was more in winter. Ardeidae was more active from
8:00a.m. to 2:00p.m., and Laridae was more active after 4:00p.m. The mean forage
frequency was 1.87 /30S/individuals. Besides, the communities of Ardeidae and
Laridae in the fish area seemed to aggregately distribute in certain special area. We
will keep surveying and doing advanced analysis to afford important data and

effective suggestions for the management of Ouku Weland.

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

artificial foresland, fish pond, bird impact



o}

AR KBRS RR SR P D kB Pt p s
&’ﬂ”#ﬁ@‘ﬁé%%0&%W7?ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%i%ﬁ%%’ﬁ?ﬂﬁ

PHBLEEA G aes o £ EF i h bR BB oK A

=
"
B |

AE - BERA LR BN LD
% hde fh e ;\-iﬂg)‘i Hp ‘J.,}# @ g gkgﬁﬂ.]gj;ﬁﬁuﬁﬁ%ﬁjgﬁﬁié

(MacArthur and MacArthur 1961, Root 1988) < -k & (waterbird) £_% 3 4 & % chig &

B(S Fd 2004) o =i i

a- g

AL & £

>

i%@$i—’g¢@ﬁﬁ§ﬁ%%ﬁ&»%gwﬁ Yy 1. N S
T 4

¢ (Ricklefsetal. 1993) - @ R H R 2 cn®d » LA~ ¥ F

bal

Ao s T ¥ i 24 & F 9% 7 (Furness and Greenwood 1993, Vera and
Servella 1994, Szaro and Johnston 1996) » F]t /K § ¥R & = e & P48 4 1 %
P FRE G R e o BR AR THA RS EER 0 £
ERZBEFLES FHEOER eI ELF  TFFERIRBR SEI o iR

EX]

i

Ak T R R R

Y- 25 AHEERNEAELELLM » EAFL EZRBEHER B

(% A% 2000) c 3T & K o 2IREHIRL B G F oL S S RIEFET GRRAED AR

% #R.(Plochman 1992, Perry 1998) o 5 ##2. T3+ 2 L 3 gtk R E 5 05 31% >
A

ﬁ&éﬂ@ﬁﬂﬁéﬁ%mmmi@mgaw%ﬂﬁﬁﬁg'i S e
B F Bt 3+ # (plain reforestation plan)(3F Ié’ 2003) > @ S 2 p 2001 &

de i & FORET B HRIC KT o B B BURM AR 7 4 1 i RO B 4
SAKTIRBAHETFE KT AL E 2005 EFFE 4 2005)

\

bl RREEARE S SY R EE DL e BT S A
%Hﬁpfﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁéﬁﬁ% Bft 4R G G et F
(Hansenetal. 1995) o m — w4 4F B v 4 5 k2 EaipHE R e B2 A2 M %
%%mpi’m%m%%ﬁﬁa41#&%%%%@@%5@%%&‘§%&1
PR YR FEE 4 (Jobinetal 2001) - Deschenes et al. (2003)* ¥ ¥+ ~ %



RERDEE S MREFRDOT A 3 UEA(<2m)~ B 8 A(2-10m) 2 #H£(>10 m)
287 b BE BGPE LS R EFRARE 3R ARY P f BENEER
W H B R o % R A QOONIE R A FERA L F RS
I Fi B H B PRT R AHEETRAAEFUEHEETRLDEAY
HRODRFRBEGRELLBRAE TR, §EF o0 FI5 LS LT
ARy R E TS L E Y HE & i Jp(Chamberlain et al. 1999,
Kwok and Corlett 2000, 5 % 4> 1997) > ppFs B4e P cnE A EF & 4 LB
(Clerguau etal. 2001) = % e E 1T L3 25 83F 5 7 b hz B i@ o @ %3
85 81 4 (Karrand Roth 1971) > r pFe it g3 5 R aiief 338 > 2 5 &
QL F FREE W TE S5 kS (Collinge 1996) « Bl 5 5
ek o SEF R 2 kT R 7 (horizontal heterogeneity)fr it ¥ £ B 5
be otk FHRES RO AR ARHBAI RIS P2 AR DS

FER LI A Btk BB Ao 5 R K R - *ﬁﬁé — wBo ke
(Raivio and Haila 1990; % B4t 1995) o %35 AT b 3 HRpc T #7848 it
Aot RHFHEPZBELTF ARV LEAABR SR A HRE A I HRBHNE

- BHEAE R > AR E B iAo F A BRI A e E R
o BLEFOE AR SL ¥ i g2 # % (Raman et al. 1998, Rumble and Gobeille
2004, Venier and Pearce 2005) - iz R Lz 2 b e 7 A2 2 P AR

2008) @ £ BT R MRABRERDG A RE LS REL L AL 2

ARG Fo TR R A NS g (T3 ¢ (Hockings et al. 2006)
SR R B F TR § RS R e Y F okt (Brvin 2003,
Stemetal. 2005) > & A §EH s § EREFF L AL R oL 2 FaER
2t e A 4 B 8 (Madsen 1995, Cardoni etal. 2008) » i 2 B iv 5 3% % @ F4F 1

SRR ¥ - 2 g 0 00 § 4 (Ardeidae) & # 4 (Laridae)sh s S5 ¥ H E b 3
L a2 EEFREEAAAFPREIR - BHRFHIREP 75 200

SaEanfd Al REER ME Y 5166448 2 THIKE (WA BS RETR



2 i R F g RFFIRINPNBEZR L F FR- BT AR EITR o T A
FEABERIBE 2 LR DL EERES ALY P =0 A
B LERIZRIER BEDEFHERE HF A RF RS BB B 20 17
P B RS RE E HER RS 3T R AR R, RS s E T

B TR A RT AR E LSS A2 K FRDLTY -

EEE R LR

2177

B o B BAR G SR gr ok BFoa L3 22
e 95722 2347 31,000 20F) ~ B P H(300 2F)% £ v 7
PooRR AN 1,500 2 E(MEE A SRR AR £¢

2005)c Bigw Rid ST L RiGA RN ES3 ERBIEB ST T
ERFISHT a B kT G RMPRRA PRI IR AR KRS
A S PSSP FERA S R B RPN - RSB 1R (P E
ARF RFEEE 2005)c SEFALE GRG P T IRE g BEIER R IR
i1 EF BEBERE ZF 0 L0E kPt GFETHRLTE
17 5 RAB|IGEE ~ A v de 1997, MELE L S RFIRB BT F B KT
B4 ¢ 2005, AEEAsE 4 2008) 0 #3397 E 120 l6p Ak ¥4 F €%
R > BHH Y 66448 2 FHR L THARFEL RIS 2 THA S
FEE (B2 SERIBREPHRE L FBERT AL E 2008) o 2t ¢h o fRi%
Roo Bk s T8 5 122 R--T 8 HARSET | S B F b T 28203

TR BEE EHAF ) BBAF TS IA LI ARTERESR RS -

Wy ORIEE BT SRR R R R A BT RIRS B TR
BORFEARTD WS A FRA SRR S T R B LR 2 b H PR
400 5 2 F 2 BER G300 2 TR BRI SR o SBESP 01 D 94 &
e & T3 i Hhocil > BV id RN RS L EH S E L 5

9



TookF A im0 R Te R S AR R A
HAE e n FlfHem B & 58 & 2467 4 HRFIEEN B § ok in(M B2

ASERIIEB AR FERT AL E 2005, FAETE L 2005) A L B R
Be R PSR 2 RS S RIS S R 2 B8 200 200 X 35 5 £

JE o pw S IFLAEAR o

BIRF R BEAF 2 I REE R > U BT AT e sRe 2

e b TR T E L A LangE

FOGEFE 1988, ‘gAsn £ 45 1993, 1+ 7 % 4 1998, M2 + £ % kI3
ﬁﬁﬂpf%&%Tgﬁg2m$ PR 2 f b Rk % PR AF 2 g )

(PR A o B RHIRE P HP T HF BT AL ¢ 2008) > Hkigs “TH D Ao

Grofi e 42 0 8041347 L 4G 8P 144244 R AT 16 P 162

Por4d i?*&msﬁgﬁ’ﬁﬁif

34646 A%FTF 4P THISHE; A RAKT 3P OF 17/ f 45 4 5
40 S5F1048 0 @ SERIF 16 0 49 42 221 f6 o b edrnb Y 0 457

FHHFEETAG A BBRGESL QL e A2z o B X U R
#*(Anatidae)~§§4*(Scolopacidae) # #§4*(Charadriidae) % -k} g i ® # 2 ¥

B FPEL s S D FIRES -
2213 BT RIE T P L fES

K3t H B ERE R 2 8 B 6 2009200 m g K AT R R (B 1 & D
430 A 413K 5 100%400 m) 0 3 A PEF R HE B E 1A 4 B 100%100m
| R o T EH 2B 2802 (counting flocks) ki 7 & F 3 B ¢7 e 45(Reynolds et
al. 1980, 3§ & 1997, 3 5 % 2001) » & FH. 5 15 X8 f7— =3 4 > A 6|24k

BRAFRGOE AL IKE 0 T s RAPN 2 RM(F LARE R R G
Bl 2B X H(E 7 kB R E RO R )EE 8 R (S AR )
REF AV AP RS RE PEERFOR AL S R REDTERN

2 ¢ » ¥ 4% Shannon-Wiener index 2. 2 ;% 3+ ¥ § &7 chfdut & & 4 #c (diversity

10



Index) (Krebs 1999) » # 2 A 4o t H'=—3PiInP;» H ¢ Py 5 % i 6 ird M55
SR b b o BB e S LS AL IR A AR 35S o RIfEM B R 4 dicen
FEx o F 2R e A ERFERRI R - FFROFERE RS S
E)EE > NAF I ERP A S  R R H ER F.1‘§(Root 1967, Simberloff
and Dayan 1991, Nally 1994) o 34 i 15 A A FIRDE A T® A 2 7 bl # ¥
foxt H g A A & 24 15 §52000)% % H(2005)F% 5 0 H-F 48 ik 4 1 ¢
A S AFE RIS (L& ¢ 7 £ %384 Recurvirostridae ~ /4L ~ 34
) BaF-kEENKE(A R 2 7 REF - BFHF Podicipedidae - fH254*
Phalacrocoracidae) ; C.7% -k & % ¥ 5 4 (1 & ¢ 7 ¥4 Threskiornithidae ~ ¥ #*
F-3E# Rallidae) 5 D.pe# 5 f8(4 & ¢ 7 4 # Falconidae ~ /E 4 Accipitridae 2 #:
‘4 P Passeriformes & fd)w 55 > £ % AR H#HEE I FEFGULRFEFR A
7 4p B 124 7 (correlation Z test) > "M 4E 3T A KRB R HiRR B AER B R

<
Ll

phek s AP F R L S RaE s TR(R2) 0 A NETRE PN R
FTEEFER CATEFLRZRICREE 4950 B4 > LR E 3B 50m*50
medaHF > H I2BHRF - XNGELEFAL P IRELT)EEFLEFE 2
6 7 ) * T T B T3 H2 (point count)(Cardoni et al. 2008) » 1 g 5 B f aMf
BRRDBAA KL B APOR R SRe LB 2 P hE R R IEER
a‘ﬁ@: v I P4l * one-way ANOVA ¥Rl H FenZd B > 2 e -k P H e
#1% $ (Ntiamoa-Baidu et al. 1998, % - # 2005) o

2222 PR iR HF LRI RIB A

AT A ESRBEE HTE SRR R SE RS AL L ERLE
BRI e B 23F 5 100%400me ] #£F > S F 5 RHIDE 2457 gt o
HAEFRFIPEEEFZ A B o AT A WERBHRATZE - & FR2 43
AL F 7 - M2 g R F BAEAULKESEBALHE R  BEXK
EF20B B AT (R3) 4 #H F W #2283 802 (point count)(Reynolds et al.
1980, Bibby et al. 1992, #+# & 1986, ¥ & 22 2001) kit {73cdk > # B & 116

11



minHpF Kk 2245 100%¥100 mik % p ik P b 2 P ARE PGS A% g o
A% B A W s Ak R 2 L 9 2 & 44 (Hirundinidae) ~ & # f(Apodidae) 5 f& >
FEREPERTEARTI P FERAFFLAOBH AP EE - FHTFF 15
B4R L NV REFRFTAAZERESERE TR T3 E
His 2 fia‘ﬂ #(Shannon-Wiener index) c 7 % FFenh e 4p v R > 1 & &
4 * EstimateS 7.5 (Colwell 2003) 5v3* #c #8 % 3+ & Jaccard’s similarity index
(Krebs1999) %2 Morisita’s similarity index (Horn 1966) % & f&4p iz #+.4 # © Jaccard’s
similarity index ¥ & * k#F 3 BA AR FF oofdsgleping - # Ap B iE 4 300
P2 B g5t APt g < #2784 ™ 1 C=I(A+BJ)» AZ E&A
AEBEFNROEHFER B EABRABRF I ROFEFEE IS B EHET L
ey I enfd 57 Bo(F 7% 5 2009) o @ Morisita’s similarity index B! £_r2 & 1k % 2 f8%F
R kg fmAp et o dpdciEs AANORIZ B BEAF A A EApiitg
L B E AN 4T 0 Cy=2 X XX/ {I[( XN + (ZXE/NT)IN;NG} « 2 ¢ Cyy
= B oA ioidg e X Xis 8 Atk %)% ki Rl E 0 Nj= X X= Atk %3
BB IEE o Ne= X Xi= ot Bk# i #icd - b pFy 12 Primer5.2 (Clarke and
Warwick 2001)2. & #4855 3+ & #75 & % @ ¢-Bray-Curtis similarity > ¥ 12 complete
linkage™ 3% i& {73 & & 47 (cluster analysis) » ¥ ¢t > 5 iE— b RASEER 20§ 5
FR 22 mL R 4% MDS (non-metric multidimensional scaling) ¥+ & & % 75 5§
H R E {7 £ B (ordination) » i 12 ANOSIM test (analysis of similarity) # 1R & » R=
(r_Between —r_Within) / (M/2) > # ¢ r_Between% r_Within &35 & % & frik % p e
Tiofp R ARR > MEn(n-1)/2 > ni kA8 ,%%’J‘l VR e e SEAIF D S AR
Az £ B (RER - Fnds 2003, 2 FF 2007) -

rtF e o uRE A FEEOEA RS > fedt R £ 2 24 BBIRD (Breeding

Biology Research and Monitoring Database, http://www.umt.edu/BBIRD/default.htm)

2 ERFBHRFRLE AT ML 5 4B FRI ARG AS BRI O EHIK

1 10%10m &7 # > &% A W27 4 B 10*10m = e ehfeidtih 4 - HiplE 2
feat A 5

12



(% <130 cm > DBH< 1 om)Z 45 o & 552 Bl 5 i

GtHfE S AR 0 A B AR PRI EE DBH -
baT A % ¢ @ * plEEKR(Leica Disto AQ)RIEM=Z R E A hB & -

c.Liofts K B ER ¢ ¥ Mgyt (densiometer) X R E AT K R E
BRedBrfrutartddart dRPELIXT

f}:ﬁ'— ’ '-]!i;!:i J—'i:—j o

AL AR BRER %A 5005m 12m 3-6m->10m % 4 B£3s A

oo MPARE KRG EARPKERTR

e T HEFR 1" H30cm > § 250cm L i E 2 4F » & 50 cm 34 -
Bk SBAE) »5RE 10¥10m * 2. 4 BT
U*E‘plr}i TR ;fﬁf*z"‘.k- T EES 0 * ’l‘F'k % 10m
“ﬁf—w%wﬁé*%av@mﬂ’ﬂEmﬂ%eag

N E =

B AR b A RSB P A

2k DA B I0IOm > REEL S B % & B ] B EHL% 4

A

B 1Flme ] 3 f o 0P RLEBPE B S RN ZRBE

¥

b EH - REGOREF A - FREIEG AR
B LT R AR G 105 A el A AR F AR

KRR AT LM ki f AR 2 Tl A REA
b T AIH A i A4 7% (Principal Component Analysis, PCA) &k 45 3¢ & #f &3~

5 A et iR XLoAiR T ANnEELITE S EITh S

>P\-

¢ #c 0§ loading snF HEAR L Pl & T 2 R Hcrl & bl RAXE o @ A S
- fhi AR R T AR G 2 4 A R R 4s ¥ Bioenhl (4% ] (Cahill

2003, %,@,% 2001, & B 2002, % % 2006, % X # 2008) o &L fI*

MVSP (Multi-Variate Statistical Package)(Kovach 1999)4 17 # %8 » %113+ & H %

13



25 e T 74 A &~ 45 CCA (canonical correspondence analysis) ©
2234 B % NERERERTITE

AP F AT RSO RE LS b T K- 5L 5 2km o AR
REFIFRABRA) o d L AR FFRAAPFE D APFHB L AR
R E ) AREF2A A 2T ERFRSONE AN L G ANRE
RIS RE 2 B F T R LA A NS E R E S B S
R IR o AR R TE A SRR IR G R(FES KL sk R A )E
ERERE NV RIFESE AR RERRDEBES A AP F LT
RO MPEGRELeNAREFL A IRS > & B 30s 5 ke br
HA o puesd 5 B - LOMARZ AR FAAPAI2? PikfF
3Peh2 ARG FPIUFR 600 B * 2 PR - E 0 F P HEEFO
AL BB EEP A LRE R PP BEE

‘~ :—f‘}vﬁ

I

ArE P 2009 #3335 128 - £EFI0B Y i h o AW EFIEFRF
20 ~ @R FE R FAORE AR FALERAL0 TR AT 0 b BEE 13
P 374 111 4824,806 & =% o hig 111 faehb 67 » #4574 3345 5 ~ 51 486%

iFh ~21 fAEBE 3L EE A 3 Lj\ﬁo,g_~ K5 AE G 187@’_?1&
FETRE fA T 5 ‘?‘mwg ~¥RE S ERIE3 A Vﬁﬁ?ﬁ lﬁ'—qtk\ﬁ’)gl"'f’:“\il_}g‘\

RRY AFE ARG ARE IR A BE38 28 )
RHWELIREMLRAE R CET FTHET CNB BB L0 3E P I
BB BEEE BRIRE LR LRER S EREY gl
% v B4 8 48(% 1) o 4 Shannon-Wiener #8444 B & 4y #c s 3.45 > Ao B g
G ek s % o Margalef (1972)4p & f 8% % 2 Shannon-Wiener f&u% £ &
tBh B Y §E A 1S B35 2 U AREAS

14



313 EFERET FEF DS

& 8 % 200%200 m g £ % ¢ o Eeskt 10 B 22 42 66 8 10,806 & = <h
HRg o B B Rcedy 1557 ik s B G B 1,041 B0 ¥
h B BEM JedkG 909 &5t 0 # Shannon-Wiener f&ut £ Jiiﬁﬁxé 3A1(%2) A
12 1 50*50m # % liedid 54810 P 18 1 47 #2207 £ =t © & 200%200 m ¢
BB R R BN 66 L MY S 45T 16T E 3T B E 10 fBER S - ]
BLEEE 2R AY RTELAT L EE AR -BHFEFE NI
PR kY R 67

L0 BB T A B ek 1380 @ 120 (iekr A2 fh 5 B
Shannon-Wiener /&5 £ & g #ice €0 7 7 17 1.603 5 B > 12 7 1> 2.864 % & 3
(2) e #5F LB ERFTATH(TEE I RB)ER L 5M(F L ~TES
WHRE U B)RFEARBRE FEDLET R BEETF AL SR kg0
i E AN RT3 B BE REDOGEBEFEHETTE DT Y 5 A
KA B9 BB A () FA NS BIER R R T
M C 26 Beinekf PR 6 R (14782 6786) ¥ 4 Befist B &
dn B 1,035, 1 p ARFRTH F MDA B & & 1.5 (B 6)° Traunt and Hosteler
(2004)3n I AR G ~ B oman B3 s A BAHE R Y AR E 4 il R %

BFF o2 C23 BEa BHERORAD P HE o DHEE B R ik iy
AAOXEYGH USRS T AR PR 5 EE Al o 2 Bk

EEFW R AR AFNAPFREES BRESAE A IPER <P
A 92, 3 el okl 0+ A E PSS BIR R T e den AR o 20 Y
TR e CHARTISET BEeb LHBHE Ripdci 259 R A
(2.72)%2 % D(2.60) (B 6)> i & F] 5 & C 7 #c® i ~ g BErg Eogie L 97
KoMt AZa DEkBReR Oy -REtEr » LASIR S adgm@ft s ik
Lo A BRrEFIAMIL S A FFRESBEFEBESBLAY oA
ARSI FFEFEIR R DADPTEFRELZFEFALBEL B 5
%

R EBA - 382 RAEHWE b REHEEL A D

15



Ld AR R X FTEAS A FRIAHET S RLER B A DR
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P . S ¥t FEET any =
e 3 U
Jg=5 B Atk SR R A Anas strepera Ucw
7 Spvg Anas penelope CW
vy Anas poecilorhyncha CW,RR
g Anas clypeata CwW
% kvg Anas acuta CW
v g Anas querquedula CT
o] kg Anas crecca CW
B 2 0 Aythya fuligula CW
¥ g Aythya marila RW
9 P BB EE Tachybaptus ruficollis CR
g5 P A 2o EY Platalea minor I RW
g4 *8 Ixobrychus cinnamomeus UCR
& % Nycticorax nycticorax CR
- Ardeola bacchus RW
Y Bubulcus ibis CR
I3 Ardea cinerea CW
“E Ardea purpurea RW
<9 ¥ Ardea alba CwW
vo§ Egretta intermedia CW
e % Egretta garzetta CR
7P EBEEF hBE Phalacrocorax carbo Uucw
£25p &F e Falco tinnunculus I CwW
%A Falco peregrinus I RR,UCW,UCT
T F A Pandion haliaetus I uUCw
2 ieg Elanus caeruleus II RR
~FH Spilornis cheela O IO CR
LS Circus spilonotus II UCTRW
E: :n Circus cyaneus II RT
BEEEE Accipiter trivirgatus O IO CR
A E‘/‘g Butastur indicus I CTRW
A5 P gt O R Amaurornis phoenicurus CR
- F oK FE Gallinula chloropus CR
il Fulica atra UCwW
Z REEF iR BE3E Turnix suscitator O CR
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21 BRE T B A S e ()

JPRSE—
p > et %t i’_’ #3& AB Y
3825 p = YrigF % BETH Himantopus himantopus CW,UCR
ko Recurvirostra avosetta RW
AL * T E £ Pluvialis fulva CW
A T Pluvialis squatarola CwW
A L > k5  Charadrius alexandrinus CW,UCR
ok Charadrius leschenaultii RW.CT
38 %238 Rostratula benghalensis II CR
3825 p ep v 3§ Gallinago gallinago CW
2 k38 Limosa limosa RW,UCT
Ik 38 Limosa lapponica RW,UCT
¥ ¥748 Numenius phaeopus UCW,CT
* §938 Numenius arquata I UCW
Gre Tringa erythropus RW
# & 3§ Tringa totanus UCW
O Tringa stagnatilis UCW
7 38 Tringa nebularia CW
E3N Tringa guttifer I RT
v 378 Tringa ochropus CW
E s ig Tringa glareola CW
38 Xenus cinereus CT
#38 Actitis hypoleucos CW
+ &35 Heteroscelus brevipes CT
WE38 Arenaria interpres CwW
<~ %38 Calidris tenuirostris CT
CAEPEE L Calidris ruficollis CW
£ BHi% 38 Calidris subminuta UCw
X k3B Calidris acuminata CT
el SCE ] Calidris ferruginea CT
2 L% 38 Calidris alpina CW
L & Glareola maldivarum 1 CS
WA Gl s Larus ridibundus CcwW
23 Larus saundersi II UCW
B & Sterna nilotica UCT
2A Sterna caspia UCW
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21 BRE T B A S e ()

P # Pt ¥t w3 R BV
e 3 U
£ Sterna sumatrana II UCS
¥ Sterna hirundo UCT
| % EH Sterna albifrons II UCR
2 Pk Chlidonias hybrida CT
v 322 %%  Chlidonias leucopterus CT
#Ea5p HEF IRSE B0 Streptopelia chinensis CR
ol Streptopelia tranquebarica CR
FBAE HFEF H8 Centropus bengalensis CR
& 3 B | g Apus nipalensis CR
dixwp XEH X5 Alcedo atthis CR
H=p R PR A Dendrocopos canicapillus CR
%35 P My ek ny Lanius cristatus 1 CT,CW
fz & g Lanius schach CR
TR Bk Dicrurus macrocercus O CR
TR 2RENE Hypothymis azurea O CR
& A I Hirundo rustica CS,CW.CT
P Hirundo tahitica CR
7 3 Cecropis striolata CR
sk B RESEP  Cisticolaexilis O UCR
B Prinia flaviventris CR
R AR B Prinia inornata O CR
LEp v Ef s Pycnonotus sinensis O CR
R A Phylloscopus borealis CT,UCW
p 3% PR Zosterops japonicus CR
HHF 7 PR P8 Turdus chrysolaus CW
B 7% 9§ Luscinia calliope ucw
+* k9§ Phoenicurus auroreus UCW
Em Monticola solitarius RR,CW
A BT 88 Muscicapa griseisticta UCT
B 88 Muscicapa dauurica UCT
FEEF R Passer montanus CR
g w2 h Lonchura punctulata CR
55484+ + %848 Motacilla flava CW.CT
v 4848 Motacilla alba CR,CW

41



L1 BBISE S A6 L8 ()

Ak A —
p ﬁ ‘et 5t ﬁ; . sBYR
braw ] Anthus hodgsoni CW
7 FERH Anthus cervinus UCW
‘g A T Fringilla montifringilla RW
g + vEIg Emberiza elegans RW
2 % 38 Emberiza spodocephala CwW
S R 498 Copsychus saularis
HF %2 TR Threskiornis aethiopicus
AR 9 EANFE Acridotheres javanicus
- OB EF RO A
o IHTREAERT A U R A BT LY B BT
E L LeRRY EARTEF €(2008) 0 B B IRl Ao B FF(2008) o

W ET AL NRAF /RAFF S UC-F i C-F 5 L-h 3R B
Bis- BEXFAAA LRE /R-FE SW-2185 5S-Lig 5 ;
T-B5 & 5 E-7 k48

2
1

2
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£25 &7 (> 2200%200 m 5 4R H STie g2 B fE C BB LS SWihdk (4)
P # P2 9 10 11 12 %3
Jeas B TpYEFL A 5g * 18
7 SE N8 * 718
e vg 19
g * 1557
W R vg * 527
8 g * 102
|k g * 450
B B * 3
ORGRE * 8
55 P g * 380
RN 25 EY * 11
%ﬁi ] % % 2
81 * 510
“ B 1
T Y 477
13| * 356
- 1
SR * 674
dd 10
S * 1041
A0 EBAF B4 * 416
ML n0
BEEE 1
CEVRIEEES ¥ S ¥ * ]
L Ek * 268
v F 3t * 5
B0 EAIEF B * 909
F g * 106
A F T E L * 87
A T g * 9
| B3R * 93
L= R H * 332
HF FLL 38 9
? 1748 4
<1738 * * 82
448 * 50




2~ &7 5 200%200 m i R e Tied2 B A RBRB LS S Wik (F)

B F 4 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 3
L % X 38 * * * * * * * 58
% X 38 * * * * % % % % * * 178
Eoaif * 5
+ &35 * 2
W * 9
= %48 * 23
(59 /;} ;;‘g * % % % 86
+ hk % 38 * 21
% k%38 * * 17
Ea SEE L * 4
2L A8 ok ok E46]
WA il * 230
¥ & * 3
s RWH * * %56
R * * 124
WA A = * 1
fi;;;@{p };fgﬂfi ®E * * * * * * * 9
A58 B LkG¥ * 1
& B * 3
X 2 S X E * * * 3
e T * X 6
Sr P T Y * I
EgFL v Ef 45 * * * 3
L85 § 4548 * 1
Fradt e * 1
ks RHF %2 B, oK * 23
N 7fi vk ANB * 2
p 5 4 2 3 2 2 5 4 3 8 10
# 8 9 4 9 2 3 9 5 4 11 22
i 34 30 24 22 13 14 27 26 27 42 66
g% 1120 911 807 695 369 310 650 1207 2270 2467 10806
H' 2.75 2.51 2.30 2.08 1.60 2.08 2.47 2.38 2.39 2.86 3.11
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23 VERFERLEMAFAEE A5EHEE R EF A i B 4 37 (correlation Z

test) > 42 248 F £ H p<0.05

9% iR ¥ % H
fe 75 %% r P r p r p r p
AE R RS -0.093 0.018 0.213 <0.001 -0.101 0.011 -0.079 0.046
4 ok b g 0.001 0.984 0.005 0.893 0.007 0.860 -0.014 0.716
T k4 FEMSHE -0.097 0.014 0.038 0333 0.052 0.188 0.104 0.008
MR L -0.158 <0.001 0.018 0.656 0.130 0.001 0.199 <0.001
ALE R gE A -0.065 0.103 0.169 <0.001 -0.086 0.029 -0.082 0.039
¢ ok b s g 0.020 0.620 -0.026 0.515 0.003 0.948 <0.001 0.994
kg% EEHE -0.184 <0.001 0.026 0.506 0.033 0.408 0.352 <0.001
EEEN -0.124 0.002 0.028 0.486 0.090 0.023 0.142 <0.001
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BAs KB RSB HRE L L0 Psh s R L8 S W A (B4

B # #es 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 &3
RTE REF - ° 4
wye %¢ ALY " 1

T"»% * * * 8
» 8 *
%Eﬁﬁ * * * * * * * * 217
<9 ¥ * 1
¢ g % * 2
a0 % - 11
&35 8 £ & * * « % % 17
54 ‘ |
LY . :
2 e * * ok ® % % % 9
s R
Qb 1 * * 3
h B N
KT 5 * 3
AP AR 0 AR % % s
=k * 17
ZEIEF B3R * ok ok % * ok 29
8750 £ %rigf B BEE * 27
A F * X & i * )
| R 3 * 1
VI8P %238 * )
B 938 * 4
Eois * 1
7538 * 3
AP & * 2
EA5p h%;—g;fi TR 5E 5 * * * * * * * * * * 77
g % % ok % % % % k% % 1989
CEVERNNRTS N 3 - e v v 0
& 3 P & 3 7fi NG < * * * * * * 47
Aain BEH B b 5
Bp  RAEH kA £ox ok s e x x o+,
g8 mER Lk by x % x x x kx93
5 0y * 0k * ok % * 46
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A A E Rt L B s b Al A

L34t S8 SSW e ()

2 i vz 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 %3
X B & Xk C I I * * * ok ok % 513
EE S 3 * 7
fdﬂh’fiﬁi T I I T * * * ok ok 110

A * ok % % * * 19
P Bg.';g»‘ * * * * 8
SEBM R sEB * 1
ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%’% * * * * * * * * * * 240
aERAR B ok ox % %k %k k% 5|6
RO RS * . 5
e # P * ok %k % * * * k% % 115]
E’ﬁ%ﬁﬂ. v EF I I * * ¥ % % % 192]
LY ¥ * * 2
Wmp mag #oo 9
¥ * 1
Y 8 g * 2
}ﬁy& # ;ﬁy& I I * * * ok ok % 614
BEE e § I I * * * ok ok % 244
CE IOl * 2
/& 7fi ?:/;é * * * 11
EC 3 FEIH * 5
2 3 T * * * * 13
hdAE s 498 T * % 15
K BT * 1
PN #oe kA B * ok % * * * % * 35
p 5 6 6 6 4 8 3 4 4 4 11
# 18 18 17 14 12 24 11 13 14 11 33
& 27 29 25 21 18 41 17 21 22 19 60
g =% 718 987 840 940 1026 1140 871 732 526 484 8264
H' 2.16 1.98 2.25 2.10 2.15 2.53 2.21 2.09 2.08 1.91 2.33
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5~ L7 B IR & ® B ch Jaccard’s similarity index (_+ &' )4r Morisita’s similarity index(™ %) > 2 ¢ "

FIRAFHFE 204 W 3R Al 404 Al

724 - s
z 18 % i

* %

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

A21-1 0.647 0.632 0.667 0.824 0.722 0.667 0.684 0.611 0.619 0.500 0.538 0.667 0.650 0.636 0.591 0.522 0.462
A24-1 0.749 0.550 0.667 0.632 0.722 0.579 0.600 0.706 0.545 0.560 0.481 0.765 0.500 0.565 0.522 0.591 0.462
B09-1 0.824 0.901 0.571 0.700 0.619 0.571 0.667 0.600 0.542 0.556 0.483 0.571 0.714 0.696 0.652 0.583 0.464
B17-1 0.633 0.484 0.674 0.737 0.650 0.524 0.545 0.550 0.440 0.519 0.448 0.684 0.591 0.520 0.542 0.609 0.538
D23-1 0.862 0.844 0.900 0.673 0.889 0.650 0.750 0.684 0.542 0.500 0.536 0.650 0.714 0.625 0.652 0.583 0.519
A27-2 0.872 0.929 0.890 0.591 0.919 0.650 0.667 0.684 0.542 0.500 0.536 0.650 0.636 0.625 0.652 0.520 0.519
C02-2 0.874 0.869 0.928 0.660 0.983 0.915 0.619 0.550 0.440 0.464 0.500 0.684 0.591 0.652 0.480 0.480 0.429
C20-2 0.822 0.949 0.862 0.504 0.864 0.975 0.873 0.650 0.520 0.536 0.517 0.700 0.609 0.667 0.625 0.500 0.448
D06-2 0.867 0.670 0.687 0.528 0.853 0.847 0.827 0.820 0.522 0.481 0.464 0.632 0.478 0.542 0.500 0.565 0.444
E08-2 0.888 0.748 0.907 0.739 0.908 0.815 0.902 0.730 0.711 0.500 0.484 0.440 0.444 0.556 0.577 0.464 0.375
B03-3 0.632 0.602 0.550 0.680 0.692 0.750 0.658 0.745 0.765 0.527 0.594 0.519 0.517 0.621 0.484 0.484 0.531
B06-3 0.623 0.480 0.423 0.518 0.606 0.695 0.549 0.671 0.852 0.425 0.868 0.500 0.452 0.600 0.516 0.516 0.429
B13-3 0.854 0.726 0.736 0.570 0.933 0.843 0.901 0.782 0.918 0.815 0.691 0.715 0.591 0.652 0.542 0.542 0.481
B19-3 0.719 0.587 0.541 0.606 0.708 0.794 0.657 0.746 0.877 0.553 0.883 0.977 0.790 0.708 0.667 0.481 0.536
D09-3 0.812 0.619 0.695 0.865 0.789 0.806 0.754 0.730 0.819 0.749 0.855 0.836 0.783 0.906 0.654 0.483 0.438
C16-4 0.811 0.538 0.576 0.676 0.757 0.758 0.734 0.678 0.900 0.654 0.808 0.890 0.857 0.935 0.917 0.500 0.500
C18-4 0.414 0304 0.171 0.172 0.357 0.486 0.295 0.486 0.689 0.158 0.585 0.867 0.528 0.805 0.560 0.677 0.406
D14-4 0.472 0.310 0.191 0.257 0.376 0.504 0.335 0.521 0.747 0.166 0.671 0.905 0.545 0.840 0.626 0.743 0.952

D15-4 0.637 0.410 0.393 0.443 0.599 0.645 0.538 0.603 0.878 0.430 0.726 0.948 0.742 0.925 0.783 0.882 0.885 0.914
EO4-4 0914 0.737 0.879 0.764 0.873 0.819 0.870 0.726 0.705 0.979 0.550 0.467 0.803 0.606 0.796 0.704 0.202 0.215

0.464 0.650
0.414 0.571
0.571 0.714
0.483 0.591
0.517 0.714
0.467 0.636
0.433 0.591
0.452 0.682
0.448 0.545
0.469 0.500
0.486 0.571
0.472 0.452
0.387 0.522
0.484 0.810
0.485 0.640
0.455 0.600
0.548 0.538
0.457 0.593

0.533
0.463
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%6~ 1% ANOSIM iRl 4587 Pl frR @ty e R e < 1 8 » o 2 i

# 3 p<0.05

o R p Permutations N=observed
W& Wi 0.168 0.111 126 14
BHE&” M 0.104 0.198 126 25
B & 0.832 0.008 126 1
P& M 0216 0.944 126 119
¢ & 1 0.500 0.016 126 2
¢ & MW 0.604 0.016 126 2
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27 RS R R G AR BR o R L0 led | R AREE 2 A 3 A 4R R

g B 7}\&'@ 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 33+

* F L 6 6
TEWE 2 54 57 113
AR 302 12 1 2 312 1 11 10 57
kA 8 15 1 24
6+ K 88 79 76 1 21 63 30 11 59 428
+ 1 15 16
e 34 70 14 1 5 6 130
% 1 1
5 A 1 12 85 11 100
GRS 2 71 73
o T e 23 23
1’ 56 73 17 146
i 42 3 45
£ A 5 S
BR SR 6 6
it 90 94 74 91 74 8 70 55 79 67 128 49 51 81 83 1 1173
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28 A RPHFEREE ZF A EAZ LAEARRE

8E CBE P sBE <BE

AR 7 10 10 1

RS S 423 357 392 1

T pots A i 3.40 0.00 0.00 0.00
Tiof kel 75.00  57.80 45.40 0.00
Ty i 6.20 13.80 33.00 0.20
T 354 4 DBH(cm) 9.64 431 2.85 0.00
Tyo4 AR (m) 5.02 3.17 2.57 0.00
T 3oiE A B (M) 1.33 1.20 1.15 0.12
T pots A BB (m) 2.24 0.00 0.00 0.00
TaE A F A (cm) 35.91 52.47 52.04 32.12
T 3onrE kR E R (%) 24.20 4.79 2.07 0.00

T yopte & F (m) 6.59 2.90 2.26 0.00
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F 9~ ik 20 B E T JEARRI B2 PCAFE - HE e RB gy~

variable PC1 PC2 PC3 PC4 PC5 PC6

HHE 0220 0.175  0.063  -0.246  -0224  0.077
e A Bl -0.153  -0276 0220  0.026 0253  -0.145
RN S 0309  0.044  -0.175  0.027  -0.075  -0.030
S -0.108 0247 0237  -0.301  0.198  0.139
& 4 dbh <0292 -0.143  -0.074  0.051  -0214  0.029
# N HHE -0.307  -0.098  0.046  -0.049  -0.115  -0.168
iE R <0251 0.087  -0.051  -0.014 -0.357  0.244
e A AR -0.160  -0290  0.195  -0.023  0.151  -0.168
KB (%) 0.132  -0.104 -0.404 -0.017 0274  0.069
(%) -0.188  0.041  -0.008 -0.377  0.138  -0.087
i E (%) -0.187  -0277  0.006  -0.103  -0.006  -0.240
7% (%) 0206  0.133 0200  -0.165 -0.251  0.278
R (%) -0.105  0.057  0.004 0615  0.062  -0.202
¥ A, B R -0.060 0244  0.091 0.413  -0240  -0.053
0-50cm -k - i i & -0.103 0292 0233  0.150  -0.049  0.0101

50-100cm -k T i i A& -0.161 0.304 -0.007 0.070 0.270 -0.085
100-150cm -k T & -0.168 0.269 -0.111 -0.082 0.327 -0.040
150-200cm -k T g g & -0.203 0.215 -0.261 -0.090 0.108 0.034
200-250cm -k TR -0.239 0.113 -0.345 0.001 -0.093 0.039
0-05Sm=E % E R -0.115 0.099 0.497 -0.093 -0.097  -0.231

I2mi<E R E R -0.196 0.274 0.012 0.094 0.254 0.031
3-omiE R ER -0.223 -0.199  -0.202  -0.060  -0.255 -0.013
>Imi=ERER -0.137 -0.187 0.213 0.172 0.247 0.566
#HHE R %) -0.213 -0.190 0.057 0.142 0.096 0.515
T agtw & (m) -0.284  -0.182 0.100 0.010 0.047 0.002
Eigenvalues 8.86 6.44 2.61 2.01 1.43 1.07

% Variation 35.40 25.80 10.40 8.00 5.70 4.30

Cum.%Variation 35.40 61.20 71.90 79.70 85.40 89.70
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210 BHEF BB T2 PAALSE L R 8 SWisk (BY)

2 # EfE 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 &3+
AR gt b kR * x237
% REHAL | A * * ®* % % % * * 33
e B 8 * 1
-BE‘ g;?ﬁ % % * * * * * * % * 1091

] g * * * * * * 26

R s ® % % x ok % * 38
)6 % * * * k% * * * * * 1203

CEVEEEEESS TSR §N * ok 2
Lok * ® % * k% * * 18

B0 EYIBF BB * * * ok * % 63
G re 3N * % % % * * 206

1> R * * % % 25

e 7 * 1
w/E AR * ¥ ook ok ox ok k154

| § 238 * * %% 46

7 &38 *ok * k% 0§

ERE * 4

v LR g * 1

Fsaif € % k% % 17

7538 * * % % % % x99

* 48 * 21

w9 7% 48 * 1

B 2 * 5

£ # * * 64

| # %8 kook ok 12
2 RE #ﬁ% % % * * * * * % * 126

v 322 % Rh * 1

dixp HEH HE * C I T * * * 16
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210 BHEF BB T2 LT A ASBEE S B8 S Wik (8)

p # 5L 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 3+
‘25 F mER mEFBY * 1
LEfl LAEE * k27
B EmE ' !
g4RF #4548 * k]
v 4§48 * * 5
7 vERE * 4
defg_ ,\."g",ﬁi vk ANB * * * 21
B 5 4 3 4 5 5 5 5 7 17 7
# 4 1 1 2 7 6 5 4 12 9 14
& 14 7 9 8 15 18 14 13 23 20 35
g% 334 157 181 336 110 317 322 387 739 653 3536
H' 1.86 1.21 1.280.841.70 1.73 1.72 1.32 2.00 1.87 2.04
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