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LT RERARBIGL . FD AR Z B R SR BEM

% 1
ERERAEREAAETALT ¢
kW AX(m) HER@m) SERRE FERE BRTEY
(trees’/h@)  +* (%)
ENIDAR PR 5 3400 18 150 99 %4 12 (Abies
kawakamii)
EEE: R PRI 3100 21 93 100 4%+~ (Tsuga chinensis
var. formosana)
A b 2500 32 162 95 12
LR PRI
ENNINICE FAIS 2500 31 129 83 Z 17 (Picea
morrisonicola)
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F 2. PHEFEDEFHERZEHEFRR(EH/ D)2 ERANE - AL 42
L& ¢ iz Sibley and Monroe (1990) 2. 4 #f & 5b; L fE¥ 2 1 & B4 5 A1 AR
T2 5 iR B 35 3 & 4 B Shannon-Wiener index 3+ & -

#(Family) 5 s EANN N I A T A N

4 ¢ (Scientific name) i A1 B S 24
Phasianidae

Syrmaticus mikado T FE - 0.62 - -
Picidae

Dendrocopos leucotos < FRER A 0.01 0.01 0.13 0.21

Picus canus SRk A 0.04 - 0.01 -
Cuculidae

Cuculus sparverioides fg Fg - - - 0.00

C. saturatus F 5 - 0.01 0.13 0.20
Strigidae

Glaucidium brodiei ik - - - 0.03
Columbidae

Columba pulchricollis A 8 - - 0.08 0.20
Corvidae

Garrulus glandarius 7§ - - 0.03 0.01

Nucifraga caryocatactes % 5§ - 0.02 - 0.12

Corvus macrorhynchos 5 78 0.02 0.05 - 0.05

Pericrocotus solaris i - - 0.12 0.22
Muscicapidae

Brachypteryx Montana | E 8 0.38 0.28 2.09 1.71

Ficedula hyperythra ® 9588 - - - 0.52

Niltava vivida TR E - - - 0.37

Tarsiger indicus v g 198 0.91 1.59 1.66 0.83

T. johnstoniae g % +k98 1.99 1.86 2.92 0.64

Cinclidium leucurum v k9§ - - 0.05 -
Sittidae

Stta europaea F '8 - - 0.05 0.06
Certhiidae

Troglodytestroglodytes  &5%8 3.52 3.36 - -
Paridae

Parus ater g 0.81 2.65 141 0.97

P. monticolus FELE - - 1.52 1.11
Aegithalidae

Aegithal os concinnus i Bp LK - - - 0.60
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% 2.(%)

L (Family) v s ENNE L A F L 3
# 8 ¢ (Scientific name) . A diih Sk 244k
Regulidae
Regulus goodfellowi S-S (R 1391 1318 1664 1255
Sylviidae
Cettia acanthizoides e 1.65 1.98 0.01 0.05
Bradypterus seebohmi W d EHTE - 0.04 0.00 0.21
Abroscopus albogularis & # - - 112 117
Garrulax morrisonianus £ ¥ v A 2.38 3.47 0.56 0.69
Liocichla steerii 5 - - 0.88 2.09
Pnoepyga pusilla W A %8 - - 0.85 0.78
Sachyris ruficeps L i Bp - - 0.07 0.64
Actinodura morrisoniana ¥ ¥ % /4 0.02 - 241 3.32
Alcippe cinereiceps wEET-ESE R 304 5.71 2.28 4.07
A. morrisonia HRE R - - 0.71 3.33
Heterophasia auricularis ¢ 2 4 & - - 0.65 0.27
Yuhina brunneiceps F33F h 0.08 0.45 16.57 12.17
Passeridae
Prunella collaris £ %8 0.30 - - -
Fringillidae
Carpodacus vinaceus Flos s 3.22 1.25 - -
Pyrrhula nipalensis k] - - 0.13 1.06
P. erythaca A 0.01 0.15 - 0.49
5 fadk 17 18 27 33
R R 32.28 36.68 53.06 50.70
LR RS 2.74 2.97 2.98 3.58
23 Ripik 0.67 0.71 0.63 0.71
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3 BHEELF LBl aip i RAEE o g I iR B HEH R
& > 4 Hor'ssimilarity index 3~ & 5 8% >t 0.9 ¥ - R 2

NIy P N A EA LA ARY- A PR

(3400m) (3100m) (2500m)
Sl " o
bty S 0w o
és%o%h ; 1 0.64 0.67 0.95

o4 LEHE2 BAHEES dp BB o g M B RIEE A B T
% A% 0 4 Horn'ssimilarity index 3+ 5 5 fhdicde § F 0 RS 2 o

ENNIBZETES ERNEY: % P8 SN SEY: & PR 3

(3400m) (3100m) (2500m)
é 1»80% ;3*1‘ 0.09
P -
(jiS%O%n ;31‘1‘ 0.00 0.00 0.01
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4 5. 5 #FHEF L A A +7(CCA)w = dhid e ie 2 4L 2 13
'F]'/,;\LL o

5 — b ¥ = Bh = gh

e (eigenvalue) 0.450 0.101 0.085
EREFORDELR
FREAEERE A 50.4 11.3 9.5
RALERE At 50.4 61.7 71.2

20



%06 L ATHE B EABH LA 15 (DCA) = phi B 2 bhE > 2 H o1k F) S
2 CCA # = fhenip B4t o 4p b i HciE 3 B % % (P < 0.001) 11 & 7 2 -

% — $h ¥ - $h % = g
#ciE (eigenvalue) 0.451 0.061 0.025
#E (SD) 2.627 1.000 0.756
X Ak
A 0.984**  0.464 0.104
=
13 DCA % - # 0.940**  0.119 0.132
[l 2CRAES
EABA -0.617*  -0.777** -0.388
FATIENF DD 0.464 0.401 0.549*
FANBEEREL 0.121 0.275 0.295
EANEEESED ik -0523* -0317  -0.357
CREER -0.237 0.178 0.083
FAEKERRER 0562  0.062  -0.328
EAEEERRTR 0191  -0335  -0.052
Yo R AR KELARER -0.160  -0.253 0.057
Y- FARRELARER -0.521*  0.058 0.422
HE# 2 40 715
TAERBERIR -0.609*  0.045  -0.255
EAEBRERER 0253  -0.310  -0.008
FPIFAERERIR 0297  -0.273 0.195
FoGAERERIA -0.540*  -0.194  -0.121
FTrAE4ERER 0.581* 0146  -0.365
EARSERER 0.540*  0.093  -0.239
PoAAASERTAR 0.583*  0.450 0.028
Y- AARSERTR -0.313 0.152 0.417
HEREFRF A 0.358 0.152 0.018
EERT AR 0.003  -0.167  -0.245
kB R -0.688** -0.204  -0.118
CCA % — #h 0.998** - -
CCA % = $h - -0.737%* -
CCA % = #h - - 0.652**
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%\' 7. 'E} éﬁ%ﬂ'—%’f\DCA LL ﬁvb f’@%&rﬁm}\ﬂ}ﬂ!’ Eﬂ;/n\’]i’? "‘% —"ﬁip’
f# 08.1%:% 8 > H P 3 2 96.8%% R -
Entered variables Partial R? CumulaiveR?> P
P 0.968 0.968 0.0001
€3 DCA % — $h 0.013 0.981 0.0006
Analysis of Variance
Sum of Mean 2
Source df Squares Square F P R
Model 2 201949.2 100974.6 580.7 0.0001 0.981
Error 22 3825.6 173.9
Total 24 205774.8
48 L5¥ R DCA % = %é&%“‘ r’v’ﬂs‘zﬂﬁi‘rﬁﬁ‘%\%‘r%%o#ﬁtﬁﬁx

SEE Z A T S

v 2 71.3%% 8 -

Entered variables Partial R* CumulativeR® P
EARRE 0.603 0.603 0.0001
FARERRER 0.110 0.713 0.0084

Analysis of Variance
Source  df %&g S'\gt?grne F P R?
Model 2 14161.9 7080.9 27.26 0.0001 0.713
Error 22 5714.3 259.7
Total 24 19876.2

2 9. B HHADCA & = b5 R iEH 1 fFair % o REP

TR R R TS TR 30.2%50% B -

Entered variables Partial R* CumulativeR® P
FATIONEEL 0.302 0.302 0.0044
Analysis of Variance
Source  df sﬂﬂggs Sl\t/::ﬁgrne F P R?
Model 1 4172.1 41721 9.94 0.0044 0.302

Error 23 9649.1 419.5
Total 24 13821.3
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