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TR AR ¥ B A 47 % (detrended correspondence analysis, DCA)#: A > & 1 Be 4R B &
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APEHRERBRZIF NG - EABERL LFFAY PP gEL -
(Wiens 1989, Morrison et al. 1992, Block and Brennan 1993) - - 4&m 3 - k& 7]+
FUER A & TG (MR R~ RR - CERA) ~ £ e S (florigtics) 2 e 37
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MacArthur and MacArthur (1961) % 45 21 A48 % # |4 (tree species diversity) 2
W E S 7 kit (foliage height diversity)s=er § & % tk 2 (bird species diversity) i+
B APRE 2B TR 3 B FRITRG B AR N - o fEE R s A
WE e e dE i g e s { £ & (42 Morrisonetal. 1992) - @ Rotenberry (1985)
JaftEd e s 2 EE S 5 iip(avifaund) skl (pFiL s » fEF e 8§
BAREORE TR G R A EES S 5 AR DM R F] S E RS R E R e
B #rraon g Ap Bl o e 3 A B (partial correlation) & 472 0 fEFE S S
MAPZ T mEF2 MR
cAEL T HENERERB ZRM AEH R EHEERLE X
(e, BEH - £ L. ec)hF Beg., = 1977, 7 2 # 1993) » (@ fif &
£ F L PR A A (gradient analysis)iF ot b SRR E B OB TR SRS &
BHHEREFHMOBRBFRLLZANER) B vRBEFF ARG £ (eg,
Faa #1995, Z 40 1995, FarE & 1997, Fai4E_2003) o mhdcie o B MR
FE B O R REE R e A FIAT RS TS Lt 2 @R R ¥ e
PldctE e = SREAUER  EHE ST d EE SR X L e
PR By AEUALRFLERF] FEHE v F TR FEROEE
A - AL AR KR PR [ SR A B S R
BEUpE e M 2 ATy o bdrid Bt E S AP MBRLREF AR ff2
- AR (Bl A ) SRR AT RS e e 2 7 B
Poa @ nFEHE v RBRFFHEHFEFR DT B ANE RO REE SRR
BET MR R AR EHESEAARYE Y R DT
Wrutesmd v BREFFHEFHERDPEE -
A B T A dE 2 LT SR s AR A0t 0 B A K R L
PHe BHEA R EFHERLB Hd L L pH- ¥ - FARME LS 2 Y
HofpHEeH B S HERERBELM G-

ma

’

R
AFTERN T LI SR A PRE A L ke BEE W
HEF o 2L ZHHER L LR Bl 2 MGERE > B44% 2500 m o
d - %21 (Piceamorrisonicola)tf= & - & A& - %= AR 2 EAK LG LAT

* & + (Neolitsea acuminatissima) 2 - /44§ ¥ ¥ (Schefflera taiwaniana) 3 . » ¥
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B B2 30 7 (Yushania niitakayamensis) & g4t e 3 LidB4 e dk % 230 2 L A
B oa Rl Rt ORI > A3 3100 mo d 5 #4842 (Tsuga chinensis var.
formosana) # = F-FAR S5 BFARIPEEAEE T AR LE R
»a “wﬁﬂ#%w%EMHﬁ@ﬁ# LA R LA G
s R RIS 0 ALY 3400 mo 4 5804 45 (Abies kawakamii) i S % - & A
Bl B2 Al BAKEETARFUNILEG LD o P LR
Pt X P R A4 2500 mood SEBTHES R - A 0 B o F A
R % i@ & & 124t (Lauraceae) ~ & #4(Theaceae) 2 1+ fg 7= 44 (Ericaceae) e+ 5 1 >

FAE LIRS LR

EHaz z BEEOS- ARSI H- SEMEES > EEES

BREVRE ZESH R FARAFTARTALAHE T BHK(EH 2500 m)
3L 2 HRE A A P LR R B AR LB RS 44 3100 M) &2 3

AAAR(GH 403400 M) e B LR A A S LIRS 2 LB HRER e S A0
o a4 #5TA 4 2500m 15 Rl # 3T A L 3100me A F PR oo

FTHATHERRAST Y2 REMR AR 4AR1% 41
bR E
- EMRARE

FHBPHRFREON T BRI 2 5B HRE 347 P21 67T

Aenb s Ra s > g gkt o (point counts)h & 5 aE 5 H P AN & F LAB L Rk
T2 1994 E (T HARKR FH T 1999 £ 38 (7 o & - PR EEIZE T 8 X X B o
PRAEARCT B MR AT A AT FR g2 p 4% 15min 2 p 2 3hrpigi
F-PRBEEX BT OMN HLP TG P EfCRI DL A KT e
BRRE GURT R H YT Y K ORRT A ek S BHEN S
¥ 2 B chpedrn 5, 10, 15, 20, 30, 40, 50, 70, 100, > 100 m shie fEjedh o § 4% #
% A& D (individual/ha) 2 = ;% 3+ & (Reynolds et al. 1980) :

D= 10%;

7zr2C
H¥ oon e A#H L T (specific basal radius)p #rieskz Gk r A R- 5
SEF T RAFLIEM) C AN ATl HIAHLITBERE - 5B LEN o
BARFRT ARG R B B RS L 103 E S AR - ek Sen B
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g
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R |
Z_ , A

BFRIENTT B LA EML ARMEIIIIF BT 0 Tescd A o
ﬁWﬁkwéﬁlklﬁ*W+’”5*ﬁwwﬂ4°¢iﬁ*ﬂidﬁﬁaﬁ
FHPFEGARA S0 MFLAFTHFHE T30 FEL R 8 G 12
B FETH oo LE HE AT 0E - L P REESEPA E 50 m F AR > &
FelmB- =t = % 4% A K (0-0.75m) ~ i~ & (0.75-2m)~ % = & ~ & (2-8
m-%-F 08 mMutEail 2o REMELEH NE L3
BRAEZRERER -EHUPL ARG FFI KEREFRV ESEF A &
P SRIEERBIE P ARLATE Bk F - B AR S EMEEY DB EERN 2 %
- ARSI RS EMRAR R T HREERRENRTA R

RN SR i
() #¥EFL

PEE-BERZLENAEE ABR oV BE - FRZEMREFERAR
Aol FREYFREVERERCASFA—EF R Y S E (Species-abundance
curve) - £ 12 Chi-square test :& 7 if & & # p|(Magurran 1988) - 1 # B4 fa—% &
BRd RATE E2 3] IV m AR EHRRF2Z LR o L B HF A AR R
rFE R # B A 47 (hierarchical clustering)ff 342 5 #75 #iciE A G > (s
Euclidean distance z* & % # % 2 4p & & “&*L (dissmilarity matrix)> £ 12 UPGMA
(unweighted pair-group method using arithmetic averages) = 2 i & = — KHIk B -



(=) b HERERBE LM%

A S HERERBROM G FANTREFFELLE 247 P
FEMERHES D ARFANFE LTS E SR e EARBE RS
;% (detrended correspondence analysis, DCA) (Gauch 1982):& = £t & (ordination) - 4
P @AM - R B BHRL F R 0 R M AN F e A TR
g (log(x+1) 2 6 A 47 « A4 %7 FHEFES2Z 1A EREH R B>
B e A E e a2 3 & R R S A Bc(ordination score) ¥ & #4 %
EHEAAPHE > FlF & ek 5+ EL o

THENH R AR RIEEFEHE A L DCAEF o A4 0 R A F R
- BEHREE A fﬂ“‘l% R RS R TSRS AT 2R ED D
EPRBLEGERLLRE AN Z PR LB P OB EEES LA
A B FAR TG AR RR D S N BB PRI L RE PR RE T
Fom GRFELREFIFIHEGERLER IR P M- H
FAESRH R A A B L B %E (dependent variable) » % kB 71+ L p &
7% (independent variable) » 12 s‘év‘&i&ﬁﬁf(stepwise multiple regression)#£ 3¢ 2. o

Foho R gy AL F 2 R R D B R ER S EE e 2 M ke
£ 2 Horn'ssimilarity index 4 w[2- 8 2 H R 2 Feanf 2 e 2 fpR > £
2 Mantel test (Douglas and Endler 1982)+ ip| & 4p i B 4B*E 2 ¥ enfp B o H ¥ >
ERAPMABEEE G L EHRAEI Rz R HE NP UAELR BB AYF D

R AR TR L (R

EE
- N BHHEB B

PR E esrd] 30 LA 0 LA LR LHERL L RED A I 4
207 BRAOT LIRS N P LB EER VB F 5 (Regulus
goodfellowi) 2 533 % /i (Yuhinabrunneiceps) = i & B4 5 f& 5 8 /A D3 L
2 LT LABHB RS RS B B S LERF L SR RER
o EMA TN L EE  AHRAE S H 0 AR BRI LT A S
P < R 2 0 B AT LR E 2 LSRRI S B8
BB IY BT LZ A A A R LB RS 0 B SR LB 1L
AR (4 2) -



MU fE— G R W IR T b AE RS e 1 > £ 2 Chi-square test 3@5;@
ERWR BEFRE BEEFRISE & HEF &7 (log-norma model) -
DD LR 2 LA AR BT S R 7] (log-series model) ()
2) - d Chi-square test s & @z » & 2 > 7 BN L EH4RE L L R
LAB R S Ec BHCA A B A AT LA HRE 2 LA A HRATIR T £ $Hik
B2 H0E) o

CURER H B AT R EF L E R e hip 4z A > 1 Euclidean
distance 2. L 321 34 3 Fr » ¥ #-5 ﬁg%‘;’%‘\%q/ﬂ\ L2 g (R 3) £ ¢ ¢ sk
2L Z AR A A LB A F - BAH A B AT LIRS 2
FARRIAREE 5 ¥ - B

dENHER LS HEAE FA—YH A REHR LS A EEL
Pk w BEESRNLFHRT RAKAS LA H I ARST AT 1H
ﬂéﬁﬁﬁiwwﬁ&@$°ﬁﬁﬁﬁi&?ﬁﬁi%+ﬁ¢ﬁﬁﬁ&4%g@
TERHEI L PELIE RFARA TP EEERI AR oA P
Foebpt & AL HE B A 403 LR R SR R FR A F A
PRI PHALE -

S BHER S S

LB EHRM AR I 0 R ARSI LR 2 LSRR itn i
B 0.96 e > ¢ EHNT L ZHRE 2 % P LB RN 095 52 > BAHE
B2 AR 2 T dicdR f 0.65 =% (% 3) o & W ehfE# w3 47 0244 0 12 2 Lghids
HREA X P LBk 0.73 5% > B REH R 2 4p 02 & Thdicf® 2 0.1 2T (% 3)o
B AR LR 2Lb AR e STE AR 1R BEF £ 0960
HEHeSAp R RN § 009 ¥ BN L ZHHRE 2 4 F LB RS R
PR B FE 0950 EEH e AR WA T R G 0.0Le 4pF o T Lighis Hher
FOL R R AR 0 R st 073 T b SRR AR A GlF
0.66 - & A # Ry it & L& HE R 3 4y R L B £ R MF AW (r=-030,

p>0.05 Mantel test) > 277 5 FFEHRE R F X2 Bl %7 £ o

B EHRY R AR
w4 PfREL2 KA RH DA TS DCA EE S 0 ¢ b2 £ A (length of
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gradient) 3 4 ie (eigenvalue)dg -t » B B EH B S H ARV S - $hi A R H R AR
oo S o LR (R4 T b d N E S i 5 1SD F F = bl R
B b A i B dh(ZFat 2 232 3C 2003) 0 F B (7 s A 4T o A BRI §

R DCA L pht 2 A% B E2 AR T+ g M iR /538 R & DCA
¥ - fh2 APB AR BB (r = 0.98,p<0.001) > 5% 2 & 22 DCA ¥ — $herip b AR
%2 (r=0.94,p<0001); {3 4p = F+ ¢ 1§ 4~ %A A2 DCA % = b} &
B2 4phd(r=-0.78,p<0.001) (% 4) -

VLR 3 REIR TR B B 4 5 S R DCA © A b & R A A R
f218 DCA % - i 96.8%:11% £ > {1 & B| 2§ 1.3% > 5 % % DCA % - $h
SRR £33 7 i 98.1% - ¥ DCA % = #henfzfm 3 o ﬁi%iﬂﬁﬁ Fl+ ¢ g AR
Evfaf 603%# R > EAFRREATFR L%NEE > 5 F 577 2 H
DCA % = #h 713%h % 8 - Filla 7 » EHERFBEEF LB LB HRPPE
HEHVAP TR PES > T EH AN EA LR o

HATEET oo AT Y BRAPELFERRL DL RRRT
F oot B R A (1995 s MY s 2 ¢ BHRLEHREFERERE
PR T s 3 4TR(1995) gt R KB Lien X IR AR A B ARG S ER S 1Y
% Fakdk % (1997)%0 3 LS S b T 4 44 1600-2600 m e17 e B OBLAE T 2 & s
BFT T R AL o
@ip”ﬁghé9?¢%5ﬁﬁﬁi£%ﬁﬁﬁ%@@&ﬁ#%ﬁﬁm
AL EEIAEEA) L5 EU A LA L B anskE o BT
P EREEEMN R R 2 o MR AT L SRS A 2
FRdp 3 TR AT T e { AR fper & ehd e
PEE RS -7 R FRA9Q) g 2 L T
XA, GEHREE NI ERETRARSNEBIAT 8 LEEERLHEAS
17 % TV REHEE A PR F AT TR B EREEET A Ol
BEARE > ok HE L HHR LRSI AADER > FEHERTE LR
BRFERRIFARPRERFE O PR RRFEJRE NIRRT RF 5T
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PIRELFERLE R EFEORE LAY O AP i Rl
FARE A A R LB R B 2 2 LB R 3 LA bk B eh g E R
A ARE AR FESHEFFERATEF AR  RPFd e L
PA A LR E A A PRLBPU R B S HR P LR n s i
Rt RER TG A AT FERR R DL RRBTF]F AP RLIETFE
=5 A ﬁ%ﬂm@%%%’i*»éﬁﬁﬁ%i@aﬁ%ﬁz%i@,gg
BHER AR nE d TG BEF LR IO A b MHRTE R L
§ P FE NP AER e B RIFEAE SR JEEAAPEE A S o 4o
S EE - BANS N REEA AP B A kPR R (75 ¢ 3 (out-group) k #
B MG Bt BB RA(T ALY B ERGL R il
AP R g S E R g Horn's similarity index = 0.6 R.4p 1B 2 5 1 £ 8 > » i%
ﬁ%ifMMmMmez%ﬁm%ggaﬁwzwm,aﬁ%yﬂﬁ%ﬁu
oo i RPFTOEEEFT CRAG M) td AT o SEEpER RS
;}—ﬁ‘& ,_,\ rg ,q;}—s_bb:ﬂ ;4;}-& B AT T 4o &g;)—#, ;q/;}gp‘; 4 fJ, AHH-\, e E} ’-k‘?
By PRELZRCRBREHEG LSRR TS 4 LTS EHERRL L

2B ]S o Fab R X (1997)7 2 LEE e b R AR A e BB AP) 0k B
FAR TR REFVAARERERARE? FANRLL -

FHEEAPE RS AL RERRR PR ES SR B (S

“EEA SRR TS IEE T LA EEAE EEE S S EFERL Pl

FRAEGUPMME L TR R AT L PG PR REF I EE A AR -
R ARE TR T A F A - R FIRM AL A AT
¥ 5 o AT 50)0 EAH R DCA ¥ - i3 e DCA ¥ - hit 5 &
%@%%ﬁjp%0=094’%4)wgagfuéﬁﬁ¢i BRI EA w5 0.98
2.090) c MLt FHE AL HREEL BT LEEFR ARIPTEERE D

A BREFF(eg., 2 =& 1987, Faf i 1987a, 1987h, A 2B 1991) o F]pt A
ALY EERSEH eSS DCA ¥ - b2 B BARG AR B F Y

T
=
A
§=
5=
XN
™
3
N
NS

Mo RERLFLA P BRI AIEH L PR FS O R s
Er IR AL B oﬁr%#\ﬁh{;’aﬁi%@ﬁﬁq (FE I chp %IE)
Mo BMERE A PRI TS 2 Bl G T T e 5 b A S B

¥ebo AR E 0 Mantel test A 4724 o E R B RE F]F 2 B ool > T4F



E e gl 2 B andp B0 & A e g $EA AR e B R AR R A
#7#8 31 2. - Rotenberry (1985) % 12 Mantel test & ipl# Fe2 FF S Sf e ~ e e
P BAp 0 RAEL 2 B endp M @ SR 5 5 E RS EE B Ol R
B o R HE RO R R 3 BF o & Rotenberry #FT £ g & T L o
BEFIFVUANF L AR TA « £ FUCEE S LS R B
MR LN REL PR ERIEEY NF] T A AR od IR EHL TR
MenBl+ a @ afpiv RAEE > L& Mok S 2 R B e E R
el (2§ A7 B ¥ oTer Bragk (1995) L sk R 24 A7 1 7 B HEE 7|5 (At &
FPERL T FILRBETREPLLFRPBT A AR SRR DR T w5
APERRELDE - RBEREF T A T AREFFDI B A AAH T D4
BAELRERTZEABRBERE > 23 FHROE G o F LB RE F]F Bigks
SfE O AR N ELEWERI LM G A2 P ERERR L T G oE
POy H et o B s ahER .

S ARELEHFERORE

SEA P RBEYRATOPHEFRET L F 14 F (Gaussian
digtribution) ¢ & > A2REH R F - hF 2252 TR  BAAREG R
BB T RBEHADI EER oD A L RANRBEAEZT 0 B - BB HAE
B RS G 2 B
(niche)z #24 - & % * RenkB A7 » 2 P 5 - BB R Sip g B # F 7
AR HEERBEYR OGRS AT (e, generdist) » # ¥ - LB B
B et BRI T 0k (e, specialist) s 4 2 45 - AP R A RDRG D
WRAEF > L RETFF A2 PR ER > TRERNEL PR o 0L 5
D% S RE LSRR ER IR R ABRAT L Iy PRI
4533 F B (Yuhina brunneiceps)— 44 i 11 IR0 5 F 00 R E ~ A4ERE 2R
o BREF BT RAREDE - R ABRAT T o FNE R 5 AT AP
ARER AL BEREA O RAF ALK CREREAF (LT - 2 G o
A& 5 F T F A AR g #8(Troglodytes troglodytes) ~ # 38 (Prunella collaris)
F1iz % ‘& (Carpodacus vinaceus) 5 £ ¥ ¢ /i (Garrulax morrisonianus) % § & » Bl
T AREFR(R 2 L AEREEL > BEEFBTRRRI TR o P
ARFRLEGEEREREY  BiRiEL LT o

’ A‘ ?;T—l; 4 ;}»ﬂﬁ‘i m*‘%tuJ-Fw LL E"F'4 H‘t* ;F ]ﬂ

Fﬁ\
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BEARAP L ARIAL T HERRENALRERRFF > AR AR -
BARCE LA TG P R4 LG B XL ERBREFELTARTF - K@
TOMFARER > ETIEF R MPER 0 T ART WAL S E TEE
fp e MEA UL R DT IOE R 2RO R ER(Z R )AFREEEDY)
%§5ﬁbﬁwmmdmiwwo,w%ﬂ§rw%ﬁ4ﬂﬁ4 < ¢ (life history)
3 e s A i 22 e ¥ ool (Hayworth and Weathers 1984, Krementz and Handford
1984, Badyaev 1997) ; $t B W § f64 E € i A KRB R T ] 0 B BN R S 4
RO AR RRE PR DA B EELFE SN R A - B
(eg., Btr¥k 1987, ¥l 4 1991, +kzh & 1996, 4y 1999, %l 75 = 1999) ;
PRARFETEDLEBETF 5 ob- ERAET FANRSRE T2 FFPT 0 R A
ARNEFERERSE F o nFESd Y TR e o B P L LR
U A rERPE k- BHRPETOFRERY a0 L% 5K, ¢ &0
MAABEFTERFERL BEFT T8 o L RAR R TG BN - Y

&‘F’ + %‘/\/r ,4;}’5;’}31)2 'f’\@ﬂ ﬁ:;\; ‘;ﬁﬁ’;f ﬁ; °

gl ?‘/I?e
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oA

F40R. 1995 A @ #EHRE I RFERSFHEHRL R ALmY, S8 8,
-
| A

Ry #1996, Hpx 4 A (Alcippemorrisonia)# 7% § ¥4 277, MLk,
P AE, o
GRESCIRTFEL.1997. S FP NY BRLFLEEHEREIRIM G ¥
- EENFAE, P EARBTEE €19 S

PP s 233572003 HEREHALEHEAEBE PEE SHHERS 18
201-211.

ek 1995, S AL E AL HERSHLERE T LM G ALK,
cHE, o

ek, 2003 SR LERENHBESTRZEZSERR. B Ly, 28,
(available at http://wagner.zo.ntu.edu.tw/users/jay/HJIShiu_dissertation.pdf)
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ERNTPE PN
(3400 m)

ENNRY: S PR3
(3100 m)

A& F LB
(2500 m)

ek B
(2500 m)

| T |
6.0 35 1.0

Euclidean distance
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ARG TZEE A m AR B EHER g0 o

15



3L AT HERIRAMR . LSS FAKZEAKICE T CERER 1

R SERE

«

“HRRTALT -

R Are(m) thEF(M) HERR OHERE OBERES
(trees’ha)  +- &1](%)
ERNIPAE PR 15 3400 18 150 99 4 1% (Abies kawakamii)
3 L4842 4k 3100 21 93 100 4#147 (Tsuga chinensis
var. formosana)
2454k 2500 31 129 83 Z 4/ (Picea
morrisonicola)
xR 2500 32 162 95 i1
Wit
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L2 AREALEHERL LG REGA(LR/ D) HEAE o LEHL AR
BAL B R 2 o

# (Family) v s ENNN ENNN AL R ENNN

#4 ¢ (Scientific name)’ v AP #PH #PhH 248
Phasianidae

Syrmaticus mikado T FE - 0.62 - -
Picidae

Dendrocopos leucotos < RER A 0.01 0.01 0.13 0.21

Picus canus RSN 0.04 - 0.01 -
Cuculidae

Cuculus sparverioides /’g Fg - - - 0.00

C. saturatus F 5 - 0.01 0.13 0.20
Strigidae

Glaucidium brodiei ficke - - - 0.03
Columbidae

Columba pulchricollis 48 - - 0.08 0.20
Corvidae

Garrulus glandarius 78 - - 0.03 0.01

Nucifraga caryocatactes % 7§ - 0.02 - 0.12

Corvus macrorhynchos B 78 0.02 0.05 - 0.05

Pericrocotus solaris i - - 0.12 0.22
Muscicapidae

Brachypteryx Montana B8 0.38 0.28 2.09 171

Ficedula hyperythra 1988 - - - 0.52

Niltava vivida Nk EmEL - - - 0.37

Tarsiger indicus v o HR0g 0.91 1.59 1.66 0.83

T. johnstoniae I 1.99 1.86 2.92 0.64

Cinclidium leucurum v k98 - - 0.05 -
Sittidae

Stta europaea F LTE - - 0.05 0.06
Certhiidae

Troglodytes troglodytes A8 %8 3.52 3.36 - -
Paridae

Parus ater L g 0.81 2.65 141 0.97

P. monticolus FA& L% - - 1.52 111
Aegithalidae

Aegithal os concinnus = B L % - - - 0.60
Regulidae

Regulus goodfellowi (=S Uy 13.91 13.18 16.64 12.55
Sylviidae

Cettia acanthizoides R} 1.65 1.98 0.01 0.05

Bradypterus seebohmi W d FHE - 0.04 0.00 0.21

Abroscopus albogularis R - - 112 117

Garrulax morrisonianus £¥0 A 2.38 3.47 0.56 0.69

Liocichla steerii &5 - - 0.88 2.09

Pnoepyga pusilla B33 48 48 - - 0.85 0.78

Sachyris ruficeps L A B - - 0.07 0.64

Actinodura morrisoniana RXEFhA 0.02 - 241 3.32

Alcippe cinereiceps R E A 3.04 571 2.28 4.07
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% 2.(4)

# (Family) v s ENNE ENNE AL R ENNE
14 ¢ (Scientific name) i A s #PH 24
A. morrisonia = - - 0.71 3.33
Heterophasia auricularis v B FA - - 0.65 0.27
Yuhina brunneiceps 31E R 0.08 0.45 16.57 12.17

Passeridae
Prunélla collaris oy 0.30 - - -

Fringillidae
Carpodacus vinaceus Flo kg 3.22 1.25 - -
Pyrrhula nipalensis (k] - - 0.13 1.06
P. erythaca £ 0.01 0.15 - 0.49

5 fa ik 17 18 27 33

RBRRE 32.28 36.68 53.06 50.70

"5 %F4L % 2 iz 3 Monroe and Sibley (1993) -
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03 FEEZAFEMeSE A2 fpiRAEL o 4p it il Horn's
similarity index 3+ & (h#cF ** 0.7 F » LR ST 2 o
EER EA IS ENTP: 8 P2 S A AT SRR

(3400 m) (3100 m) (2500 m)

b

3 L4844k (3100 m) 0.96

A4 F L4t (2500 m) 0.67 0.66

32 454k (2500 m) 0.64 0.67 0.95
feHfd e =

3 Lig4s 4k (3100 m) 0.09

A4 F g+ (2500 m) 0.07 0.73

3 bZ 454k (2500 m) 0.00 0.00 0.01
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F 4 EHEHFEOEARHR A 17(DCA)T = phiFficia rght - ipM GBR L B
F % (p<0.001) 1 & 47T 2

B Fogh Bk

# it (eigenvalue) 0.451 0.061 0.025
£ (SD) 2.627 1.000 0.756
S e
s 0.984**  0.464 0.104
SR,
% DCA % - #h 0.940**  0.119 0.132
A4 2k T S TS
FATR -0.617*  -0.777**  -0.388
BATNE DT 0.464 0.401 0.549*
FANB D EREL 0.121 0.275 0.295
FANFIERE Rk -0.523*  -0.317 -0.357
ERCER-S¥ -0.237 0.178 0.083
EHEGp L LE S TS
FAABKELRER -0.562* 0.062 -0.328
FAEREREIR -0.609* 0.045 -0.255
FTARLERER 0.581* 0.146 -0.365
AR EERRER -0.191 -0.335 -0.052
EAEBREREIR -0.253 -0.310 -0.008
EAREEERER 0.540* 0.093 -0.239
S o EAARERARER -0.160 -0.253 0.057
FIAARBRERIA -0.297 -0.273 0.195
Yo EARLERER 0.583* 0.450 0.028
B FAEBEARER -0.521* 0.058 0.422
Y- EAKBERER 0540+  -0.194 -0.121
Yo FARSERTR -0.313 0.152 0.417
Jfﬁ%ﬂﬂfﬁ 2k AR ] ]
HPERERF AV 0.358 0.152 0.018
L B 0.003 -0.167 -0.245
S -0.688**  -0.204 -0.118

*p<0.01, **p < 0.001
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Therole of environmental factors in alpine avian community: elevation, physiognomy,

or floristics?

Hau-Jie Shiu, Pei-Fen Lee, Jia-En Sheu

Institute of Ecology and Evolutionary Biology, National Taiwan University

1 Roosevelt Rd., Sec. 4, Taipei 106, TAIWAN

Abstract

We investigated the role of environmental factors, including elevation, physiognomy of
vegetation, and floristics, in the structure of avian community in alpine forests of Taiwan.
We conducted bird surveys using point-count method to estimate bird densitiesin 3 forestsin
Mt. Jade and 1 forest in Mt. Dawushan at elevations ranging 2500 m to 3400 m. Wethen
compared avian community structure between the 4 focal forests and examined the
community-environment relations by detrended correspondence analysis (DCA). According
to community structure, the avian communities can be classified as a mid-elevation and a
highland group, regardless of the vegetation. The DCA results for birds indicated that the
first DCA axis contained the major variation trend of avian communities and could be
principally explained by elevation (97%). The second DCA axiswas mainly explained by
physiognomy of vegetation; the third and later axes, however, had no significance. Results
suggested that the variation of alpine avian community was mainly dependent on elevation,

followed by physiognomy of vegetation, but less on floristics.

Key words: alpine, bird, community, elevation, environmental factor, Taiwan
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