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Abstract: The Altay Region in China is located in North Xinjiang, in the border region of China,
Kazakhstan, Russia and Mongolia. The region contains the Altai Mountains and the desert and riparian
landscapes south of them, which constitutes the Altai-Sayan biodiversity hotspot and one of the Global 200
Biodiversity Ecoregions. Being composed of diverse habitat types, the Atlay region harbors a rich avian
fauna. Though there are several field studies on a few avian species in the Altay Region, few studies have
focused on broad-scale species diversity and distribution patterns across different habitats and landscapes.
Thus, we completed a comprehensive census across various landscapes and habitats in the region. In this
study, we recorded bird species in different types of habitats on the southern slope of the Altai Mountains and
the plains area south of the Altay Region from 2013 to 2016. We also collected information from the
literature and local citizen science records. The resulting bird species inventory allowed us to use MaxEnt
models to predict distributions and diversity patterns of 77 bird species in the Altay Region. Four classes of
environmental predictor variables, i.e. climatic factors, land cover type, human footprint index and terrain
were incorporated into the models. We predicted all species’ distribution patterns and added all species’
distribution layers together to determine broad-scale diversity patterns. In total, 19 orders, 55 families, 149
genera and 344 bird species were represented in the Altay Region of China. Along the vertical vegetation
belts, there were 24 species in high mountain-bare rock belt; 35 in alpine meadows; 172 in mountain forest
belt; 130 in brush land in low mountains; 84 in desert belt; 173 in riparian belt; and an additional 92 species
in wetland and water areas. In the Altay Region, Palearctic type birds dominated the avian fauna with 170
species (49.4%) and followed by widespread northern species (93 species; 27.0%). The Altai Mountains
belonged to Palearctic Realm, Europe-Siberia Sub-realm, Altai-Sayan Region and Altai Sub-zoogeographical
Region, while the plain areas belonged to Palearctic Realm, Central Asia Sub-realm, Inner Mongolia-Xinjiang
Region and West Desert Subregion. The MaxEnt models predicted high species diversity in the riparian,
plains, and middle and lower montane areas, congruent with previous field data. Protecting tall trees and
young saplings and shrubs through eco-friendly economic development strategies and preventing habitat
fragmentation will help maintain high species richness in the Altay Region and the Altai-Sayan Ecoregion.
Key words: Altay Region; Altai Mountains; birds; habitat types; fauna; species richness
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Fig. 1 Transect lines and bird sample points in Altay Region, China
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i op O (http:/ivww.resde.cn/), FLIEHEIR . Ik Ak
] o (3) 1378 #2145 & (land cover type, LCT): ¥
T YRSy 162, BLHRIKI . ARET AR
VR FE AR VRASAR, EOH, R ST AR
PRIDERACHE A e b 55, B KU T sk L 55
) FH #cd JEE (http://iwww.landcover.org/) . (4) N 252 b
F& ¥ (human footprint index, HFI): #&& 7 A0 JE(E
H, ORISR TE LS A A S
AEZ, W RARER N A E SR 528 & AT
Yoo Befa, FAE L P 4 ik 2 (bilinear inter-
polation function; Phillips et al, 2006)7E£ArcGIS 10.2
A IR B G — A AR R, JREK
FEA R — 53 #5230" (291 km).
233 HEBREFEMER

{4 FIMaxEnt 3.3.3k (Phillips et al, 2006)% {4 %
SEVIRR AT R, E R A BN AL
e % (regularization multiplier) y1; # KiEAC K £
(maximum iterations)>4500; Ui 8% [ & (convergence
threshold) A10™°; % K15 5 &5 ¥ (maximum num-
ber of background points)i% 410,000%%, #f 7¢ilE B IX
B 7 B e Or R B Y 32 4T B 4F (Phillips & Dudik,
2008). b, TR B B EIEAT NN A IR,
BEHLIR B HE 7 2 b oN20%, KHE K& AR B B k4T
50 4 11F %6 $% (auto feature function). FRAITE#%
Logistic A% =0 1) i Hh 25 3R, DUASE B /S il 4 B 7EO
(mANEE) I (B w) 2 18], PAJ7ER Y ) By i
. 1 JIY02:(Jackknife procedure) A fE AR
AN 55 W P A o A DX 5 IO AR & 1R AH X 5T
Wk, BV 530 ok At A B S el ) R AR B AR Y 1)
M43k (regularized gain). )5 B4 107838 B IE
R i 25 SR v B AR 1~ o B (L ),
15 B AF ol e 24 BRIV AE AT X 33
234 BRYMFSTESMIE/EL

AUC (area under the receiving operator curve)ff
#& %2R # T A FRAE i 28 (receiver operating chara-
cteristic plot, ROC) Ffi#H, S5BU{EEFETLR, h
T2 S FH BB ST B A 2R RG B2 I & 7 i (Wisz et al,
2008; Anderson & Raza, 2010). AUCHH# K, Fri%
Vb A ek B BE AL 3 A, AR T 45 SR AT A .
BATHE 2 BT 25 AUCHH LA PE A B2 2 3,
HEHLAUC > 0.7 (Swets, 1988; Araujo et al, 2005)[] %
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)b 3 1) 7 AT TR &5 5 >R g2 3 v (6] ] 38 2t X
B RWIFN 3 AR S o R S5 IR 40 AT T 45 S 1 B
JEREAT A AR AL B, RIS TRz b S 2 (1
NL)EE((ER0), 750 BIAE . AN A BRI E 7
T TR 25 R R R 2 S, AR A WA A
BOEBUETH R . BATIEBE S INIGAETE L E
BRE, TR FE ORI T, R A B
(Svenning et al, 2008). U1 S A& AE AT BIAE, T4
MM EE B o 8 ArcGISTRAE 1 BRI 1) T 1
& E AR RE T A AN, RAR RS
HAE BTN AR N TE A X o N FTE YRR ) — A8 o A
IEAT 25 (RIS B, RSB 8502 Hh X 1 R 5=
B B A S .

31 gt

Bl 3 2% 1 [X 45 1 219 H 5581149 J& 344 F (B 5%
1). HASTHE LR 2 2 28236%, JL1132,854
RIR . 2014470 L vr R0 X 4 AR R X WL %%
F1 H % (Ardeola bacchus), 2013, 2014, 20164F7>
SITERF T T ZINARVE) B AT JR b X 12 37 31K M 2 4
(Corvus macrorhynchos)3t22 { vk, DL b5 9 ) 4=
i X5 e % o SR B A R B 2R X S 2R Bk,
HERA L — RARY INA LM, AR B8 T,
K — R p R B AR B Ok, B R 4 TR
PP A= S P60 8 IUCNPI & 4 P 41 €8 44 3% 52 )8 oy
IR LLM (R EAEY Z R A K D)
W) AR 30F .

BT 22 X SR UL TE H B £, £5163F0, &
X 92K SR B47 4% I H IR, AT, &
13.7%; & H29F0, £ HeM, 3t510.8%; MEE
H23M, 16.7%; #57/ H10%, [£2.9%; 47 H12
Bl 153.4%; HAh H52F, 514.9% (BT HOM,
559% H10%, 57 HeFh, K HeFr, RSESH 55,
LA H3F, $9IE H3Fh, RS H2M, W#EH 25,
VXY H 2R, B H LR, WE H 1R,

MERERRE, MEIRMXEREYES, §
1455, (542.2%; 44 88%0( 14 25.6%) £ H7 48k 1k s [X
NS, (HFT/RZR L X A ZEHEVA, XL SRR i /R
Z W JE B R OUE 75— DR A A Re i, RS
58Ff, 118.6%; &M% %32Fh, H11.1%; 141y, 3k
5110 . 20144 75 R} 5 75 38 H 10 5% B 38 38 B XY

(Rallus aquaticus). 227K5%(Gallinula chloropus).
‘HI0i(Fulica atra). R 3kZ X (Vanellus vanellus)>& &
WA ANEAT N, el B B E
WLES (Monticola saxatilis) ) & 44T A; 20154 T4k
1035 1) B 38 K I8 (Himantopus  himantopus) 2% & &
210 H e 4 & AE R hr 22 B X i 5% 31 & HE A
(Charadrius dubius)>z & & 4 % o LTI LS 2R 7E |
R X A W) B AR I K

32 LBEXARMS

M AR BLRT, Rl 22 1 X 1) 5 2R DA T BN
&, FLAT0FN, 55 H49.4%, HorbitdEA(L)
110F4, 4xdbAY(C) 60FH . FHofth /A7 Y 1) & %0 & i
I EMRAR R T A FP(O) 93Fh, [i27.0%; HHIrAY
(D) 33Fh, £79.6%; ZARILAL(M) 21Hh, (56.1%; =it
R(P) 8FP, 152.3%; RIFEH(W) 8F, £i2.3%; X
AI(E) 1Fh, Ayl B (Streptopelia orientalis); & T
Fr - WL B (H) 34, DN KA A 57 (Lanius
tephronotus). e 1114 (Parus rubidiventris)Fl & i
H25(Prunella himalayana). 7 Fi R 22 111 Hh 3 434
JR297%, LUET BN, 3L160FH: Hodrit 641102
i, b B58%h, BIH 52K 7l 1 81.4% H167.2%;
o R S 224 %, b B 2228, wEi R 104,
SRR A B HA (2) o 1L AT TR M X HE SR S
TR, A B 2ko78F, oAt AL A102Fh, 4=
684495k, L AI30Fh, BHH DK h b & A A
[178.3%-. 59.2%187.1% (/€2).

33 BAYMEEENMIES
331 AEEREABPEXYMETE

AR St U8 A A B B, BT R 2R M IX 52K
FhECTE T BLR T B R En R 24, &l
A T35, Ll AR AR R A 17280, A% AR
130Fh, FRBiE JFr84Fh, PR 1730, ik
RIS S DR NaRy TS IS I VA SN
8T H 7K S, £ & LA T 09t R 7K s AR B v 3
Gt 219207k & (E3).

FESEHL A A, e RS T S B 2816,
RFFZH T (Aegypius monachus). &= 1L JLHE
(Gyps himalayensis). 21" 1L 4% (Pyrrhocorax pyrrho-
corax). % (Lagopus muta); L& f A 3T s
B 5 2528Fh, H WAIMA B ES4Y(Motacilla alba)Fil
HH S (Milvus migrans); it gk bk 7 a7 il 5t 1
FR119Fh, BEH % 1A 15k M2 (Fringilla coeleds).
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E2 P/RELM@)FILRTFEBX (b)) TR S HEERIME . U: HtE,; O: I #fh; C: £4b8; D: HIE; M: FRILR,

P: &8, W: FIFE E: FXE, H: EDHE-EETLE,

Fig. 2 Distribution patterns of birds in the Altai Mountains (a) and the plain areas (b) in the south of the Altai Mountains. U,
Palearctic Type; O, Widespread Type; C, Holarctic Type; D, Central Asia Type; M, Northeast China Type; P, Highland Type; W,
Oriental Type; E, Monsoon Region Type; H, Himalaya-Hengduan Mountains Type.
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Fig. 3 Bird species richness in habitat types along elevation gradients in Altay Region, China

7R3 (Tudus ruficollis). K )5 75 8% (Emberiza cia)
BT 59 (Muscicapa striata) « 3 il 4k % (Carpodacus
erythrinus). #5489 (Motacilla cinerea); ik (LA
It B 2R101F0, FEE 2 A Rk A EE(Saxicola
maurus). #7559 (Luscinia megarhynchos)%s; ik
gy Hid sk 268, il 5 (Buteo japonicus).

[ i =& I3 (Delichon urbicum). i 1 & (Eremophila
alpestris). EARYDIY(Syrrhaptes paradoxus). ¢ i ¥»
4 (Bucanetes mongolicus). ilHEAE(Apus apus).

£ %% (Alectoris chukar) &£ &K £ 1 J5 gk P 7 3
O 38124%, 404 (Falco tinnunculus). 2 IS
(Falco naumanni). %M1z SE(Merops apiaster). ¥
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iy 13 ¥ 1% (Coracias garrulus) . %% ## #i 1 (Sturnus
vulgaris). JR49(Columba livia)ZE#5 % W92, 1£
SR AT L S KR SRR 628, AU F
FE, BEBEK, FFMAS(Todorna ferruginea). 7f
S (Anas strepera). 7RMEVERY(Netta tufina). SRES
(Ciconia nigra). X% (Ardae alba). Zk/fft (Anser
anser). ‘#iKS(Larus cachinnans)%t LA Fit, KRHKE
(Cygnus cygnus) « 3% 2 #5 (Crus vigo) . H #5 #5
(Pelecanus onocrotalus) . X3k 22 %% (Venellus vene-
Nus) <5 ERS . 8 32K A7 | 53 e (Sterna hirundo)
S AUH WL (K13).
332 ETMaxEnttEEM ERYMFEZTE HHIRE
AT I 77750 2K (AUC > 0.7)1E AT R )
TR H X 5 SR o3 AT R BIARALL . MaxEntAgE B4 HEN
LU AT S 2 DRG0 X B A B A =
J5, JUFH ARG L] RN 242 T i e i &?ﬁ%
FEURRIRC R, SRR, SRR, &
Ly DX AR 5 B SR MR X A D (114) %ﬂﬂ
VA T PR A 35 7 A0 6T A0 P 43 AT F00IN 5 e ) B LA
HR] DU H, O FR0 45 SR 5T R A K R 3 1 B AR
BB R AR RO, Horp
s 7 A SR TR N S R AR HU) TR R H (R L)

88.0°E
T

41 SEYMEEE

BT8Rt X AR BRI b, AR SR F s
JEZE SR (EI3, E4). 1aALEZ AN #E A 3% (1986)1d %
B 7R 2 L sy L B P s L e R iy S 2R 1R, 1t
AR 7 25107, K L HEA B i 5 129250,
TSN ST 25 103F; XS ARZE(1995) 10 F &
LR S 2R A5, 1l B A 200, AR AR
867, I LLIVE AT B3Fh, TR TS 1Fh, T4 SR
84N, EFRATHIFFLA, it 2 Fhif 2 245 2
(1 o 858y 2 b X R % A 5 o S SR R BICET o T AT
WFFT . BT h 2 b [X 10 535 1) S SRR iz 38 n, - 4
TG0 2 A FRATT A I T BT ) 2 i s b it B AR
WE A5, 20154 7E = 18 ¥ 7 0l 21 58 LU L 5 7 1Y
(Aythya valisneria) 5 o AR A£G & KW =5 B
FRSZ I 2T . BRI 45 5 MaxEnti R 3 45 5 — 5
SR SR HAT Ll AR AR A L EEAR AT 52K
i Em. HEHTHRWESRREAR ), —1t
b DX (6 T A DAAT R 2k, 1 A i S B S 2K
FR T SLBRIE 0. WEEAR LR, T HuE 4 287 A
N R HRHON SRl 4w T e ) e, 1M

y:.
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Fig. 4 Bird species diversity distribution pattern in Altay Region, China
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Table 1 Percent contribution of each environmental variable in predicting bird’s distribution

I35 K1 Environmental factors

IRBER 7R Description of environmental factors

TTHR 4t Percent contribution (%)

LCT T HL R AY Land cover type 23.17
HFI N R 75484 Human footprint index 19.73
Altitude 14k Elevation 8.91
Slope B Slope 6.75
Biol5 [k 848 7 2% Variation coefficient of precipitation 441
Bio2 BRGEZ A ¥4{E Monthly mean of diurnal temperature range 3.62
Biol2 4E3[% K& Average annual precipitation 3.55
Bio14 %1 A F#/K & Precipitation of driest month 3.14
Biol FEHJiE Annual average temperature 2.97
Bio9 %221 Mean temperature of driest quarter 2.87
Aspect Yl Aspect 2.26
Bio3 IR 2% Isothermality 2.21
Bio6 4 A % Min temperature of coldest month 1.89
Biol6 I ZERF /K& Precipitation of wettest quarter 1.83
Bio8 FIEZEYHE Mean temperature of wettest quarter 1.78
Bio19 IS ZE %K Precipitation of coldest quarter 1.56
Bio4 ZEIR AR 1L Variation of temperature seasonality 1.54
Bioll BoAZ1IE Mean temperature of coldest quarter 1.45
Biol8 e BEZEFE /K Precipitation of warmest quarter 1.38
Biol0 fRIEZ=Y)iE Mean temperature of warmest quarter 1.34
Bio13 i H FF/KE Precipitation of wettest month 0.99
Bio7 SIRFIZ Range of annual temperature 0.92
Biol7 2[4 /KHE Precipitation of driest quarter 0.77
Bio5 & H il Max temperature of warmest month 0.63

AN TE] ) 155 28 6 FRAT T e 1) A 5538 8 AN [R] (1) UK
FREE .

07 W ST N IR W5 1L 42 (Parus cyanus). S
(Turdus merula). A7 [X % % (Acrocephalus dumeto-
rum). L7 (Phylloscopus borealis) . WLIERE; (P.
collybita tristis). % £k (P. trochiloides) 1 [ Mg Ak
5 (Sylvia curruca)& 1 287 A7 (1 TN A AR K DTk .
AT 2 1 [l VA A5E Y R 2 A [m] M 4 78 7 SR X 5
KM £ BTG 7, 45 B3R 005 Ak T
AR BERYIE IR DO ORI S 2R 2 e N =
M (Li et al, 2019). K7 (Buteo hemilasius). H /&
HE(Apus pacificus). #i k1 & (Calandrella cheleensis).
VPHE (Oenanthe isabellina). 15l (O. pleschanka)
4T W 111 35 (Pyrrhocorax  pyrrhocorax) %5 1 25 5% <,
AR B NV, AERARAR T RE 2 S X L
el TN R T o

BT R 2 1L AR W 2 B, S 2R Bl Rk 297 B,
P B8 2l [X 5 2 0 2011 86.3%; 1 Jif 2 I L X 38
R KIS AR R (05 7T km?), 181K H . R H
(YIS m%&m%%mt%*mWW@m%*
A, EHE A E R 2 X IR R EAR AL
BTG RBRIRE K 7. 2435 R A RGS s
KEE FENPUER T, 186 B 5 AR B R A
WAk, AR TEMZREERE . ok, P ZRHH
X Y RhE R, X s X R Bl X K
TR F o BRI, s ot B 8l 2 [X G HE A2 1 i 2
PHHBIX PITRA . HEAR S AT RS, XSRS K %
FEvE B EE A&
42 BRXREHE

B % 22 11 i 3 LA AE 1 oy A6 57 R 0 4 R
BIHE) X 2504 X (GR E WL, 1986) . A SCH 22K [X £
Iy AT IS5 R 5 AL BZ AR N 32(1986). mifTH.
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25(1987) A4 %5 (2002) Rl JiE U — 55, RIBA R 2R 1Ly
R H PR 5 ZRI0AR 5 2808 E FMURE X RAFIE. B
SRR R ZR L kb b5 500 X HE 33, — & A IR 2 AR B
gy, ABAH B MR M S (R AL RZ A N 25,
1986), [k, Faf7R 2= ot )& T ot Ak 5 R - 7 A1 )
VST S BT IR Ze— 1% 22 U8 DX B] SR 2 X5 Ly i~ 5 3
DX T A6 S A S S S8 X P e B X

I X5 A B A TLAN B 43 XA 5 2K X
FRIFE, A — e fE b [E I A 1 SR, i e
% (Lagopus lagopus). = F5 & (L. mutus) I /R 785
A& (Tetraogallus altaicus) (ZhM3, 1999). {HILVIME
HRIER DLB R ZR 0 . IX T RS2 R R i Ll s Hi X
FEZR R BRUD, BRI EIAT .tk FIRERS
P o Sl N o o 7 g = AT B T =2 S R N
WM EE S, AR TATHATSRKI[E.
Bl 7R 22 25 %G o3 A T Bl 7R 2R 1 Bk 2 5 I AR G L
X (Sl FesE, 2000), F[E F19904F 7 #sBALEE 1L &
L, H4EZabelin (2007)fltitt, Baf /R 2 40 X 3L 55 A7 fif
IRZRERGZ]5,500 A o FrEs N5 (1992)7E b3 11 Hh
X ¥ W E R IR 2R S50, B s N (B 2R 2 Ll 2 4
R R R TG EREE . E2013E | AL 1L
AL ZN ORI B UG I, AP ON 51 R A R
IRZEE NG 5T o

B Rft# i A 2L WAL f R R RTE
ShTARG KA. At BAFRATEB A S LI
AT Lol 2R L B K7 5] LT o9 #8h, Balta
. 3k, s EAh. T, 2R, ELN. MA
. BRI, GBI T, RS EZ.
| GIS ooAf LT e85 8k,
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E: N S 70 (Phrynocephal us grumgrzimailoi) T 5 3th 70 i (P. helioscopus) A it #8 B e s PE BIAFAE, FotL
R TR R KE . TR HEZE RO R, FRATIE T P2 X 84 R & & Vbl 5176 A 5 Hh b i i 44
MR, Hloghk E/log Sk R KRR thkiide . 458 Eor: ()2 Hybil 54 btk etz R 8%, Q5
AR AR M T 1 25 AN, A B VDWW AR AR SO R 1 2 S SR . (3) PR A 5 ST AR [ R e £ )
ZRE. (VLA NN, WA TES A hZ R E, SHb s s iSO ZE R AR (B)F RN
A VDM A R ECE EE I, WA K EON AN T, RS AR ARSI TS IR, R0 R i
WA I HE B SO o TR A s TR B R A T AN [ R J55 K] 1 s AN [, A [ B A58 PR 9 AN T
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Therelationship between body condition index and ecological factorsin
two Phrynocephalus speciesin the piedmont desert of Altai M ountains

Xiagiu Tao"*3, Zhigang Jiang™*, Shengnan Ji°, Hongjun Chu®, Na Li**, Daode Yang®, Chunwang Li**

1 CASKey Laboratory of Animal Ecology and Conservation Biology, Institute of Zoology, Chinese Academy of Sciences,
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Abstract: We investigated the age-related and sexual characteristics in Phrynocephalus helioscopus and P.
grumgrzimailoi using the body condition index and its relationship to annual mean temperature, annual
precipitation, altitude, and mean diurnal range. We collected body measurement data for 176 individuals of P.
helioscopus and 84 individuals of P. grumgrzimailoi. The body condition index is comprised of the ratio of
log body mass to log snout-vent length. There were significant differences of the body condition index
between P. helioscopus and P. grumgrzimailoi. In P. grumgrzimailoi, body condition indices between the
sexes were significantly different but were not in P. helioscopus. Differences between sub-adults and adults
were significant in both species. Body condition index of P. grumgrzimailoi differed significantly through
time but remained unchanged in P. helioscopus. Annual mean temperature is a significant predictor for body

WSchs H #: 2019-08-26; 5% H #il: 2019-11-12
BEEIH [ KR T AE 4 15 (2013FY 110300) . [EI 5% B & 1141 (2016 Y FC0503304) Fil [H 5K [ S8R 2% 52 42 (31472021)
* JL[FEEHAE# Co-authors for correspondence. E-mail: csfuyydd@126.com; licw@ioz.ac.cn
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condition index of P. grumgrzimailoi and interacts with annual precipitation in our models. Meanwhile,
atitude had significant effects on body condition index in P. helioscopus. These results suggest that these
two species respond differently to various environmental factors, and their adaptability to different

environmental conditions are not the same.

Key words: Altai Mountains; Phrynocephalus; body condition index; ecological factors

i 45 ¥ (body condition index) /& i & 5h 4 &
P EE B () — N, I8 B R T o s % s ) fik
FRAHCHAR AR, [ AT LA e 3l 7 AR 1% v
(B PR B AE 71 B 0o A 25 P 55 10 336 97 72 (Hellgren
et a, 1993; Stirling et al, 1999; Wilder et al, 2016). M
FLHA Y Fulton R 2 Fi5 20K (1911) JF 46, Juliano
(1986). Cavallini (1996). Lunnf1Boyd (1993)%%2%
Ja $E AN F AR L TR B, B PR P A2 (1963) 1
E R M=y RN =R G DN L S e I DT 5 S 2
(1 27 25 JF 46 0k it A A HE B0 420 1 1k 250 48 B R AT A
(R=k, 1965; 554k BAIPME K, 1995, T 7 Fes,
1999; Ki7KiK, 2004; 585, 2013). MRIGLIEECE
VI E SRR Rk, ERZHN T AAE
AR (1) ] LA ALY AE T NAZ B4 BB IS 1)
Y VPE, AnEIMEE e (Emys orbicularis) . 2L S %,
(Pseudemys rubriventris) 7£ T X 4 4F & 4 41 B 4
(Trachemys scripta elegans) )35 4+, 1AL & £
B & P& {I%(Cadi & Joly, 2003; Pearson et al, 2015); (2)
T 5 W Ll o 9 127 2 52 B PRI AT 7L (Stevenson &
Woods, 2006), e 4 i i == X FE T - 3% % 2 AT A
X AR TS (R KA i ) RO IE P, DR e 1
L ) EVE B e BE 2 R, L BRI AR
HHEE 4G, e e B B P 8 /N (Lelito & Brown,
2006; Maxwell et al, 2010); (3) 7] LA S e JE BBl 3 53 [
TR, TREA X SE R -2 5o sh s -1 52 R 1 3R
B, 32K (Boggs, 2009). HBARAI Yk BUR
WS SEURHE P4, WA TS 78 5 s i K
G 21 £ B 42 (Passer - domesti cus) ) 44 1t 1 $i B /2
BU AR A A 2R P 22 T B A T OK B R, AB AR BE

(Ursus maritimus) A4 B8 45 2t BOR B ZE (Liker et al,

2008; Rode et al, 2010).

— N, NRTFIEX B4 1 R D Fa £
FEAE TS, 223G IAMA R L2, R E
274 BB AL % (Allan et al, 2003; Rode et al, 2006;
Lomaset d, 2015). X T3 & ahPskil, AT
P P AR BLIR B I RN 55 T2 1 RN AR

(Boswell et al, 1994; Rakotoniaina et a, 2016). %
e IEE T R YV FE T BRI R
4T M, TRIEf#%EE 7 3K (Nakagawa et al, 2007).

KT P E 5 AR AR AR B TR oG R
REFRIER 8 SRR E R, MR
TeE AT RE 5 R HERUAR 52 7UMH 5 (Solberg et al, 1999;
Unglaub et al, 2018), HEMX &R EEACE /T 1 —
FlOWLE], — 77 TH X 0] BE S P o R SR A 45 R
(Oldham et al, 2000), 75— J7 [ 2 (1) & AR v]
e T B3 ¥ E 58 71 1) F BE (Reading & Clarke,
1995). 53— BB L A RET 52 e P R il i
B, AR 5 R 0 FE 2R 1% 42 AH DG 1 (Suorsa
et al, 2004).

¥V J& (Phrynocephalus) J& T- €17 44 A ik H 8=
Wikl L1540 (R URZSE, 1999), T+ E o Ah
HL6F . Yl A TR R R R A, R
BRI T 35 fHh % 57 (Teo e al, 2018). #F
& Vi (Phrynocephalus grumgr zimailoi) AT 52 4 b i
(P. helioscopus) ) J& BF A=A, P9 3 78 [ N 3 o i
FeE R, A XCHES, BN R EEHIER i A
IT(Jineta, 2018). & G VPMl, X A4 RSBV, ST
BRI X LA P o 2 BT e A [
Yo FE AT, R AR BRI A X phyb B R T B
N, VNGRS A B . B M 3 A
B R L LA R B R A I (X, S — Fh A 1E
BRI BE ) SRR, I HL S AR SR IR BE R Pk
REL BATEH DN T HEZ Y &, a0 FH
A48 (Nikol’skii, 1963; Clark et al, 1966; Clark &
Clark, 1973). %I FiX i AMIF I 78 2 IR T474
PR, B BIERIE. RIS (Meyer &
Zinke, 1992; & 5 /R - BT A7 77 450F0 1 R i 357 4H - S0
4, 1999; FEME, 20067 XIVERINS #, 2009; Bk,
2015; #RUESE, 2015), 1% TVl iE shi) o) 4 ol e
K AR DR 2R WARIE . AR SCE A 7T R v

Bl (2006) VDl 7 Ml g AR IPOY. A frie s, s ER

SEGEHIT U e A e R A e R A T T, B,
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W5 7y BV AR SR SO S R B AES T
IAIIOC AR, MARHTIX PN S Afons T Jo] B3R 58 vh S B
PR ORI, DA R SR AE BRI 1 2% I L FE
W REX I PR A S TGN SO T et .

1 MRAEE

11 fARXERR

SIS 7 ) R £ T e BT B 2 i [X R 22 HL L
HERSE HROR X (LU SRR R 22 AR IX) 57
TR A . R BARY XA T-1HEE /R 7
RS, WHE . YO REE ) B ER O R PR
FRVD AR BISGRE, b EE X 88 5 0l R 22 Bl
L JiCRR 2 e AL b fR Ay o ¥ 4600-1,470 m, HH 7R
F PR IR BT S, BT R R X, XA T
Kfg D, HEEKEWR D, KEJTERZ, Kt
IR G A DR X B A S AR ) A A7 1) B RS e R 1
PRI X AES R IE4A-6°C, 7THFISRIR205C, 1A
-18°C, FHJBE/KE159.1 mm, ¥ K 82,000
mm, &ZFEFEAEK, F. BERKTE, KEEE
(Xueta, 20123, b).

PRI X P AE W) B 0 AL RRAE X 5, R 2 2
A B RA M TR A YA K, AR R A B EE
(Allium polyrhizum). £ 2E B A (Anabasis salsa)-
70 & (Artemisia desertorum) . K # (Atraphaxis
frutescens). V04324 (Calligonum mongolicum). £ 5%
(Ceratocarpus arenarius). 5t %%#% (Krascheninnikovia
ceratoides). #2#2(Haloxylon ammodendron). £}
(Reaumuria soongarica) f1yb 4= 41 5F (Sipa glareosa)
2k, WP o5 P — R TE 10%-20%

Byt HEAR EAE O R, 17 EBX RIS E
R X FHIE, IO R R By
FodE, BRI, EFEEH RN, FikEimE
}36.5°C, M IR & A] £-63°C, F IR EIE
70°C, FE[FKEL160 mm (#/= 655, 2013).

1.2 WHEME

T-2014%-6-7 H #120154:8-9H , £ #)ZHh [X
REETT G VDM R yb i 3260 A o Horh, #F SV
843, 737 1201447 FAE R 22 HLORY X (66 X ) Al
20154E8 A fE RS vi AT H HH (18 ) SR 4R S Hhvb i 3
176 2, 43 5T 201446-7 H 16 K 4 2 B AR 37 (X (47

@ IR TR (2017) H:T RSHIGISHEZR e 15 58 KA X 54
SRR B AL ARSI . W2 B S, BB, SR,

H)HM120154E8-9 H 73 i A H #R (129 A ) R Bk

FHEUE JehsF R (£0.01 mm) 22 K F(0.01g) Il &
1A H (body mass) fil Sk & K: (snout-vent length), Sk
e Wy iy 2 B s FL AT % 1) B 8 (X VR 26 45, 1999)
1.3 HEAIE

L abocha®s (2014) 8 ik i} bt 17F4 44t 45 £ 24 5K,
ROUAEMEED R rh, RSk A K Al oghhk & /logk 4
KT L A 1) AR VR AN B 22 v B R, AR ol
J 1, logfk FE/Mlogsk K Al &K 5 Sk ik K 2 L)
LA R H R 22 R AR T 5 MU i $log ik H
Nogk g+ .

Ak R TG A 43R (annual mean temperature,
AMT). 4EBF7KF (annual precipitation, AP)FIF-15 H
#: 7% (mean diurnal range, MDR), ¥k [ 1H 55 {5 4k
% M 35 (http://lwww.worldclim.org), %1 48 ¥ K
1 km?. FF ArcGIS 10.25 {10t Fir A7 i ER A, fi
FEANE AR X HRAE M A ORS 720120 k) o

AT T A Ge it o A 3 AR R ok AT
(Wood, 2017). £, Wbiskikt. A= AHLTE
B AFF G IEZS 5347 (BRFE 28K olmogorove-Smirnov
4%, P < 0.05), KRS Ek ie (V0 Ak 14 i 4
Hont bR FIMann-Whitney k6 56, 56 DR 2540 9% 1t 20 4
K Spearmantt 5%) . 11T SUAH AR 2 (generalized
additive model, GAM)XF &K F(FEWIR. FERK
TP HEZE . ER) SRR B AN Ok RIEAT
IYHT, O ERE R . 2 R 3 AR P < 0.05H A

21 FTFEIDWERHiD AR IE L

A A0 Sk A K N 2.44-6.29 cm, {RE N
0.63-9.14 g, RHLIE%IN-0.483841.2034, 20154F
MEREARE AT SR K . AR RILAR BN E /N T
201L44F EAS o FEHb b ) Sk 4K 09 2.58-5.93 cm, &<
# 50.65-6.58 g, & i fi7 £ -0.4650 %% 1.1265 .
201440 R hi 22 BARY X R M)A Gk &
#, ARBLIREEES K T iz X f F b i, 2015
R BRI B VMR . RE L R
T BOIAE N T 12 1 X S My D (2 1) o

2014%F FN 20 L54F 54 1 70 i A 150, 41 K50 7 MHE A )
T HEEZ R (Z = -1.022, P = 0.307 > 0.05), Wik
5 ik e 22 57 .35 (Z = —10.418, P < 0.001).. LA
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Table1l Snout-vent length, body mass and body condition index of Phrynocephalus grumgrzimailoi and Phrynocephal us helioscopus

SREEMT[E]  SRAEH ARG PE 51 FEA & PSS R AT i K
Collecting  Area Age Sex Samplesize Snout-vent length (cm) Body mass(g)  Body condition index
month (Mean * SE) (Mean * SE) (Mean + SE)
ZF 6V Phrynocephalus grumgrzimailoi
2014.7 Efid B A B2 A Bk Adult Q 51 4.89+0.46 447 +1.29 0.9131 + 0.1339
IR X
Mt. Kalamaili Ungulate
Nature Reserve
AR Adult 3 15 5.20+0.48 590+ 1.51 1.0556 + 0.1120
2015.8 Bt HE AR Adult Q 3 4.25+0.19 3.20+0.63 0.7949 + 0.1037
Takeshiken Town Ak Adult 3 5 422+022 321+038 0.8042 + 0.0602
TE AR Sub-adult 10 267+0.14 0.74+0.11 —0.3205 *+ 0.1598
Eibybiti Phrynocephal us helioscopus
2014.6 RR B LA B E Bk Adult ? 9 4.27+0.45 342+0.85 0.8264 + 0.1196
IR IX
Mt. Kalamaili Ungulate
Nature Reserve
AR Adult 3 6 4.12+0.29 3.33+0.77 0.8317 + 0.1217
2014.7 RhF R ILAREA Bk Adult Q 19 4.24+ 050 3.25+1.16 0.7784 + 0.1431
AR X
Mt. Kalamaili Ungulate
Nature Reserve
Rt Adult 3 13 4.26+0.33 359+ 0.79 0.8655 + 0.1166
2015.8 oA E AR Adult Q 42 4.43+0.46 418+ 101 0.9187 + 0.2224
Takeshiken Town WAk Adult g 28 448+ 0.20 430+ 0.48 0.9685 + 0.0637
WA Sub-adult 52 2.96+0.21 1.21+0.24 0.1462 + 0.1902
2015.9 Bt E A Adult Q 1 432 425 0.9895
Ve SN e WAk Adult g 2 457+ 057 4.67+0.37 1.0131 + 0.0600
Wt Sub-adult 4 3.24+0.32 1.58+0.42 0.3479 + 0.2535

I [8] N B [X 43, 201446 7/ ; 201548 . 94
5LV D A 0 R EE H O TA) O 2 3 22 7 (20144 Z
=-0.342, P = 0.732 > 0.05; 20154: Z = —0.769, P =
0.442 > 0.05); LATEZIIX 73, e 52014476
H. THRG ¥ 7R B3 (2 = -1.058, P = 0.290 >
0.05), MMk FEHvbiHi20144E6 H . 7TH ARSI ZE R
WA F(Z = -0.614, P = 0.539 > 0.05); LLFERX
gy, ARV 20144E6 F . TH AR ZE R A
3% (Z = -0.342, P = 0.732 > 0.05) . 20154 - 4th b
L Te B RER 1 2 R AR #E(Z = 0123, P =
0.902 > 0.05), [FIRS MV RRAAR . BRI FE £ 22 S 0 3
(Z = -9.278, P < 0.001), 201548 H (% R, i%
F 1) 5 Hb b M R 9 1 2 R R RN AN R (Z =
—0.042, P=0.967 > 0.05), Wit ot m k6%
#5532 =-9.055, P < 0.001).

20144F . 20154 MEfE AT & VDA Dl i Bom 1 22
FRF(Z=-2264,P=0.024<0.05), WA ik

A B VDI AR LR B = S 35 (Z = -5.111, P < 0.001).
DL A 3 X A BAAE X 4y, 20144F Ry & B, 20154
P&y A LA B VDAL IR R = W35 (Z = 5418,
P<0.001), 20144, & & Vuiiik il 2 7 B
% (Z =-3.634, P < 0.001).

20144, RhrdZ BARYT X &7 & Vb 5 5 b
WA R R 2 7 2 (Z = —4.48, P < 0.001).. 20144
B AR AT 6 V0 i 55 20154 f A 5 b Vb i R 25 48 B 2=
FANEE(Z =-0477,P>0.05).

Spearmantl &M o, A3 B VPR LR B S
AP R T3 WA O, B S iR S O A,
55430 Bl 7 2R (R 2), 1T vb ik Bl fi
G AMIRIER TS AR . HEF 2y
WA SLE EO P 2 R AR E(Z = -1.022, P =
0.307 > 0.05), 5 — A A 3 #r LUAE RS SRkl 43, 46
R IR AR R b SR S P HR ES W
F ARG (3R 3); MO A T b i AN 5 4 3 i 2
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Table 2 Correlation between environmental factors and body
condition index of Phrynocephalus grumgrzimailoi and P.
helioscopus

#®”3  FEMOMIRL AR AR RO e B S TR E AR X
Table 3 Correlation between environmental factors and body
condition index of adult and sub-adult Phrynocephalus helioscopus

KRR P
HXRE P Correlation
Correlation coefficient
coefficient (r) (r)
ZF & Vb Phrynocephalus grumgrzimailoi ARy Adult Phrynocephal us helioscopus
IR Altitude -0.352 0.001" 4K Altitude 0.065 0.478
R Annual mean temperature (AMT)  0.442 <0.001" iR Annual mean temperature (AMT)  —0.508 <0.001"
fEE/KE Annual precipitation (AP) 0.368 0.001" #ER%/KE Annual precipitation (AP) -13 0.158
FHIHEZ Mean diurna range (MDR)  0.433 <0.001" FHJH#Z Mean diurnal range (MDR)  0.264 0.004”
S hybii Phrynocephalus helioscopus TR AR e vb i Sub-adult Phrynocephalus helioscopus
4R Altitude -0.032 0.672 4k Altitude -0.053 0.701
4FE143E Annual mean temperature (AMT)  0.009 0.908 153 Annual mean temperature (AMT)  0.307 0.021°
FERE/KE Annual precipitation (AP) 0.021 0.778 4[4k Annual precipitation (AP) -0.155 0.255
F¥IHE % Mean diurna range (MDR)  —0.005 0.942 F¥JH# % Meandiurna range(MDR)  —0.85 0.533
** P<0.01 *P<0.05,** P<0.01

R4 MEFRMWXEFE IS R H AR S R EIMERE FRI AR NER
Table 4 Generalized additive model for the body condition index of Phrynocephalus grumgrzimailoi, P. helioscopus, and different

factorsin the Altay Prefecture

S
Factors

AlC RETLfRRE ) P
Model explanation
(%)

ERERAL ] FEIR PRI HEE

Phrynocephalus grumgrzimailoi

Annua mean temperature (AMT) and
mean diurnal range (MDR)

Pawt = 0.0000515 ™"
PMDR =0.287

7.5878 70.8

R Adult FHR. FRKE 929955 31 Panr = 0.246176
Annua mean temperature (AMT) and Pap=0.000772
annual precipitation (AP)

Mk Female R -69.1677 254 P =0.0139'
Annual precipitation (AP)

it Male FRCTS MECTISTIS 304951 766 Pap= 0.3253
Annual precipitation (AP) and mean diurnal Pwor=0.0155
range (MDR)

b ¥b i Phrynocephalus helioscopus K Altitude 161.4543 598 Paituge = 0.0324°

Btk Adult SERIR K
Annua mean temperature (AMT) and
dtitude

M pRA4 Sub-adult IR
Altitude

-101.6001 17.3 Pawt = 0.00000242

Paituge = 0.00532"

—26.59233 225 P=0.0136"

*P<0.05 " P<0.01"" P<0.001

1EFEZ%(r = 0.307, P=0.021 < 0.05; #3).
22 RRIERRIRE R

AR R R 25 R, AT & &
VoA AR BT G VDR B R, B S AR
T AE DG P 1) 35 (3R 4), IERAIELEE X A7 & VD i i
fRHC R T EEMEN; FRKENFANTBRAF A
W AR AN AR B B AR, (HAH DGR, R
BEIELES, RO FEK B AR S s R DA 2 %

PRy, F2EE S A A S R (R R ) A
KAFVER o RIS, SREAACHE N T 5Dl 4= RS 13
AU (R 4), RO T YD A4 DL 45 2k
BT

31 FREHHAEER
HRTRIETEIN N, W) 3 28 5 10 7 A R L ] 22
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A3, P[RR i (Intrasexual - Selection
Hypothesis). %75 774t % {E )i (Fecundity Advantage
Hypothesis) A1 4 A& 25 A7 73 B9 1 3t (Sex-specific
Niche Divergence). L, it BB U2 MR P57
TE 7= A2 L B AT 19 R Ud (Kratochvil &  Frynta,
2002) . 1 35 AR 1t HE e T BT I e
DAIRAS 55 0 1SS E L2, AR BRI AMALE 3 4+
Wi G R, TR T A 32 40 A R A A 1) A K AR 28 7 1)
LR 3 2% i (Hedrick & Temeles, 1989); i /)
e AR U T DA g 39 R Y DL H B 2 B K
M EAR, N H a i, BAEE Jridk 582 XA
M 1) 5 K M Y T 1 A 1) 2 2 K (Williams,

1966; Cooper & Vitt, 1989; Hews, 1990; Shine, 1994);

FEBE A AL o B R UL 3 B PR R, — R T
TR 1t B A AR ) S50 A 0 3 305 B AR S AL
RKAE, B = A T A [F & M (Hedrick &
Temeles, 1989); —J& Mk 14 1 A &AL 7 A A I T
PR T T R (WA 2 AT ) B e 4, AR
PERTESRES BIER A K, B 7R R AN
TEA, FEVCURIIE SR T T AT Re AR 25 S, T R
e P T A AL, SEBIERTER L. HET
AN AR F T WA 0 AN, R AR S A 53 25 [
FAEH T WM R B A B R 5 1m) (Shine,
1989).

DAAE A 5 25 SRR B o 4 — [ M S TR R
B, AERR R 2L B IRE), Wil A e T-(Eumeces
elegans). T E 18T (E. chinensis)Z& (AR TEAEFITH54,
2000; TP EAHH, 2001); A 057 2hH 110K
), hnfE i (Sphenomorphus indicus) (it #H A1 AL L,
2000); A V2 RPN FIEARE, Wik
(Teratoscincus przewalskii) - 2 Wi (Shinisaurus
crocodilurus). (LR (Eremias brenchleyi). T3
T I (Scincella modesta) (V135 A1 H#1, 2003; i/
%, 2011; Bk, 2012, BENASE, 2013). RIE 2
[F]— 40, LEAS [F] 4 Xt A] G 2 B R AN [ () s 0
FEAEZE S, BN U625 (2015) A B ES S X T L B
AL Bty iR S AR P I RN 2, RV
4 (2015) U1 4 390 e 51y 2 b X A o T P 8 K B 1 A
0 WM P Sk ARG X1 RIS 2 (2009) A I 5
Y N TR E AR R R LN R NN N =B s N
2, (HEAE(2010) KA & Vs N LKA K

AR FER I, Rhr 22 B X & & o0 b Sk

RN T HENE, ZHIESEIRS), 5 FAE(2011) 1) 45
WARRL. X A] B 5 R hi 22 BARYIX R H BRI,
LA, AT R R R, KA
B INERIEARAL RIS 1, [F & G ViR h
B X JE TR, e, R r a6
&, HEVEVDMAT UG ER, AP I R N UK Bl e
1o TS VDU S AN B, HENRE AR R
HH X, 1A GV e A IR T R b ) &
YT, EOEVERCD 2 e A T S5 1) B R T
ee A1 IR 8 5 6 B A SR ) A A7 XU, DR T 2 Ry i o
A& J1 A ha o R R R B 2 LD B EABE (1) 1E
P I N, TAERS AT B, P Vb T R 2R
FtsZ g, B LUK LR R SR A B &

MRYEFL, 201447 H &5 G 10 i M (1 44 L F8 4
(0.9131 + 0.1339) /) F- 14 (1.0556 + 0.1120), 20144
6 5 bbb EPE () 4 250 45 %7(0.8264 + 0.1381)HE /)
T4 (0.8317 + 0.1217), HARZSG IR (P =
0.964 > 0.05), T [F14FE7 3 5 b e (1 4 45 £
(0.7784 + 0.1431)[F| ¥/ T- 414 (0.8655 + 0.1166),
HEH G (P =0.017 < 0.05). % J& 51| 5 1 by
A a2 m4a-6H, o L TES—7
HGRMSANZ R, 2005), 77 4 M1 70 i e T 51 1)
RETHFERREY R 7ok E G, E7HED)
FE S RER,; msErEN B . il 5%
GrEEAT R, D T e IITHFE, 1 SOtV
WA LG B T HEVE . 201548, B4 v A By A MEME
B v i T 15 %7 (0.9187 + 0.2224) B4R/ T I
(0.9685 + 0.0637), {HZ FA .2 (P = 0.967 > 0.05),
Al BEAE T3 AT B S o8 AR, &
B, A RTINS b 7 S B R, RS E
E(EPI
32 RIBHHER. BHESR

PRV R AR AR R L A A
R EERLES R B R (R L), BEEWDMIAERKKE, M
IRRARBLE R, kAR (AESEZERK, M
A B () BG KO FE R TSR, B U i A v AR K
KT AEK, B DU AL FE 2035 K T W ifk

DAAE R AR B, AN RIS A A8 A0 2274 1
A RAEAFE . X TIEHE Sk, N THEFIT
e RS, FURFILERR S R R R LA, TRt
2 25 [ AR L Fig B0 1T 4L = (Johnson et al,  2006;
Studds & Marra, 2011). %f T PG IEAT 24541 )7
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ME, RGFEE— AT AR5 75 B I T B, M
JEFF MR, BliA G AUS A TR, BEBIFRA
Ao fEALBR, RO B — M AE K R B b5 i (5 iR,
1993; Milne et a, 2003; &R =55, 2014). [FRT A8
(2 AR A S AR BLFR B OC . 9, oA =
¥ B (Mblyrhynchus  cristatus) B T 5 £ %% 1
FEA%, 7EZETT AR A0 I ZU B R B 38 B I B F B4
(Wikelski et al, 1997). AU 7T R AT i IR I [6] 25
FER/N, BRI ZY, 3X AT GRS VD A Tl T
BN BT IR B3 )R A
33 RIEHAFHER

YD R . A B VDA DL B S A
YR 2 IEMOE, BUBEE R R T E, 5D A

Pp i FRE A A, A B S SRR AR A A,

X 5 BergmanniZ: U AH 52, 1 A - b v i ) 55 1232
TAHIE . Bergmannik N & 5-3& FH T M IR s, 1i4h
I3 H 0 4y 25 B 1% 1 AH [F] (Blanckenhorn &
Demont, 2004), 53— 43 W AH < (Mousseau, 1997) .
AT A8 S5 DRI 4 o (Ui B 6 T A B v R R AR
RE RVETEAT B, AT SR R Y
Z, SECRERE X R R R; T i R b
7 R T R L X A Vb s A R T e eI R, S
NI RSN A1) S WY P

AN RV b 5] (1) 52 b b b 5 23 6 90 i 1R A O A
K S, ULV S ORI S A A7 A 2 ]
BEUVNKR R ATKIERE KR ERIEN T 44
AT G VDA LR BB A )3, EETR A AR
PR b o R R R B ) AR BIR
DU R T, FEEFGVME MK K E T
PR 1 2 R AR W AR (PR 4%, 2011), 4 FE/K &
535 6V & v a0 o8 R A Rt — B A
F—J5H, AR TN T R AR 3
AN, H AR A SR A DG, (AR A AR R
DR, HENER A 7R, i s A PR B
K7 (Bl anteis . B F 8 A%, sy HAhI SR 1
SEAAE— R T VD 0 AR BOR DL . TE 2R
T SR P m (R R AR X & G VDh, 15
AT SV R R R R, X R A
G V0 7 55 52 b Y (B R 3G K RT e D 1) T 4 FR
il PRI

TEAREFL A, WP &G 035 H A7 70 i 3
FI A R 52 3 B 5 19 R TP i 850 4R 2 48 0

TR ERMILSR . 5HAL— YRR, AT
JEE 5K V0 W A 0 R B S e 55 T 2T 1 ) AR S
(Boswell et al, 1994; Rakotoniaina et al, 2016). il
AJ e A2 R A 3 S A1 B A R R TR B e B B
153 J& B N E MES ) 2 A e T Vb I X, f
>l PR 5 D b T DL E T 6 T R s B R
PLORIE H B BE R R K. BORA RIS FRE 15 3)
Wt 3 T A S B AN [ (Vilisics et al, 2007). i,
WK £ AN () DX PR TR 388 SRR R AT AR S R AR R AN KR,
T AR A 1 DX FR R 2 A A D 2 35 v T 400 IR 3
Hi[X (Nagy et al, 2018).

BUG: BT 88 T 3 Al R AR b By 3t B4t AR 8 K
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T2 T 2485 . BT 3E Tt 35 A W) 52 M4 % (Fish Index of Biological Integrity, F-1BI)%341 %4 KT 7
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Species diversity of freshwater fish and assessment on water shed health
in thelrtysh River and Ulungur River basinsin Xinjiang, China

Xugjian Li*?, Peiyao Jia?, Chengyi Niu?, Yingchun Xing®, Haolin Li*, Haibo Liu?, Wengiao Tang", Yahui
Zhao®

1 College of Fisheries and Life Science, Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai 201306

2 Ingtitute of Zoology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101

3 Chinese Academy of Fishery Sciences, Beijing 100039

4 Tianjin Natural History Museum, Tianjin 300201

Abstract: We conducted yearly field surveys between 2013 and 2016 in Altay Prefecture, Xinjiang Uygur
Autonomous Region to understand the current status of fish species diversity and its change in the Irtysh
River and the Ulungu River basins. The Margalef richness index, the Shannon-Wiener diversity index, and
the Pielou evenness index were applied to assess the species diversity and temporal and spatial variation of
freshwater fishes, based on the data collected from our field investigations, museum collection, and research
literature. There were 23 native fish species distributed in the Irtysh River and the Ulungu River basins. And
19 of them were collected with 15 exotic species during our surveys. The fish fauna is dominated by cyprinid
fishes. High proportions of endemic and endangered fish are distinct characteristics of fish composition in
Altay Prefecture. Our results showed that the fish diversity in the basins was generally stable between 2013
and 2016. Speciesrichness in the Irtysh River was higher than one in the Ulungu River. Additionally, the Fish

WSk H #: 2019-11-11; #2352 H 3t: 2020-01-14
FEIH [ KR T AE 4 15 (2013FY 110300) il A 25 PR 456 42 1) 22 4 14 U8 25 17k 13 H (2019HJ2096001006)
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Index of Biological Integrity (F-IBI) of 34 sampling sites indicated that the river health of most sites in the
Irtysh River basin was at the “sub-health” or “genera” level, while that of most ones in the Ulungu River
basin was “healthy”. Water infrastructures, exotic species, and overexploitation of fish resources were key
factors to influence freshwater fishes in the region. Aiming at the protection of fish biodiversity and
improvement of river healthy, several ways should be applied in future including ecological scheduling of
multi-scale coupling of reservoir group, construction of fish pass, scientific management of aguaculture to
control the exotic species, artificial enhancement and releasing of endemic and endangered fish, and in situ

conservation.

Key words: Arctic water system; freshwater fish; IBI; river health; China
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TR A i Y] 2 e i i [X ) 7 4 B BRIt . AR
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El FURSTHDARIEA S @ SRR & 2R & = 57 7 E(2013-2016)
Fig. 1 Collecting sites of the Irtysh River and Ulungur River basins between 2013 and 2016
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GPSItS R AE MM AL AR . R IEEAT T —
SERITIAHEE, DA R AR A . REFTFIR AL
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311 BRXFRAMER, ZHMRAIRE
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TRT 7K ZR A5 AR vy V] 7K 2R SR 4R 31 1) o 3 £ 2K i TR
H 12 i 2 (12F), MBHEKF b 46 3R iR i
Rl A RBE(BF) . R, TR
B aew o, DUIER AR s PRI .
BIUR 55 30 1 0.8 LLAE 7 VA 7K P 1 2O AR R,
oo BT AR IX ALK K R 2R X R R, AR
F M Rl 248 b (Stenodus leucichthys) . 118 (Lota
lota). dbA%E 4 (Thymallas arcticus). 54 4. (Esox
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F1 2013-2016F FURFTHNRIE M SR EAR B & LXIME . HAEER. FEEERMSHFMLEY

Tablel Number of species, evennessindex, species richness index and diversity index in the Irtysh River and Ulungur River basins

between 2013 and 2016

2013 2014

2015 2016

TR BURSTHNA DA A BURSFI SAGER BEAR BURSHHN SAG I B BURSHIT SAG T
Total Irtysh River Ulungur Tota Irtysh River Ulungur Tota Irtysh River Ulungur Total Irtysh River Ulungur

River River River River
LIk 23 22 18 20 20 8 15 14 11 23 21 13
No. of species
Y15 e 0.67 0.64 0.72 0.70 0.67 0.88 0.62 0.66 0.55 0.70 0.63 0.76
Evenness index
FEEERE 328 342 3.08 271 279 153 206 214 1.63 264 255 1.62
Richness index
ZFEMEFEEL 209 199 2.08 211 2.00 1.83 168 175 1.32 220 192 1.96

Diversity index
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2 2013-20164F FU/R TR A B R Al i g A B G it
Table2 Dominant speciesin the Irtysh River and Ulungur River basins between 2013 and 2016

AR Fp 2013 2014 2015 2016

Dominant species  wepk  guRselin Sibtin ik BURFNU e BUE BURFNOT B S BV S
Tota IrtyshRiver Ulungur Tota IrtyshRiver Ulungur Totd IrtyshRiver Ulungur Totd Irtysh River Ulungur

River River River River
234 fify ++4++ 1+ +++ +++  +++ +++ ++4++ 4+ ++++ ++++ +++ ++++
Gobio acutipinnatus
DUhn/R fE% £ +++ ++ + + + +++  ++ +++ + + ++
Leuciscus baicalensis
RSB~ ++ ++ ++++ ++++ + ++ +++ - +++ -
Phoxinus ujmonensis
=Rl ++ ++ + + + = + + ++ ++ o+ +++
Pseudorasbora parva’
MiEVRL + + - + + ++++ - - - + + -
Rutilus rutilus lacustris
675 2k + + + + + ++ - - - ++ ++ ++
Barbatula nuda
%7 WK i + + + + + - + + - + ++ -
Abramis brama’

b S RE R BN, DU + B - R ARA

++++ First dominant species; +++ Second dominant species; ++ Dominant species; + Present; — Absent; * Alien species.

R3 FURTTHTARE & KB MM ER
Table3 Results of fish index of biological integrity in the Irtysh River Basin

Aifi%%S Pointnumber M3  M16  M17  M19 M4 Totd score  “FH44r Averagescore  iEA 45 R Evauation results

2014-1 5 5 5 1 16 112 {5 Hedlth
2014-2 1 3 3 5 12 WA Subhealth
2014-3 5 1 1 5 12 T A#FE Subhealth
2014-4 3 1 3 3 10 VA Subhealth
2014-5 3 5 3 1 12 VA& Subhealth
2014-6 3 1 1 1 6 —f General
2014-7 3 3 3 3 12 TA#F Subhealth
2014-8 3 1 1 3 8 —f#% General
2014-9 1 3 1 5 10 VA& Subhealth
2014-10 3 3 3 5 14 {# B¢ Hedlth
2015-1 3 1 1 1 6 10.8 —#% Genera
2015-2 5 3 3 5 16 fg % Health
2015-3 1 5 3 5 14 f@ Rt Hedth
2015-4 1 1 1 5 8 —# General
2015-5 5 1 3 1 10 Vg Subhealth
2016-1 1 1 1 5 9.8 —#% General
2016-2 5 1 1 1 — i Generd
2016-3 1 1 1 1 7= Poor

2016-4 1 3 3 1 —f General
2016-5 1 5 5 3 14 fg % Health
2016-6 5 1 3 5 14 f@ Rt Hedth
2016-7 5 1 1 1 8 —#% General
2016-8 3 1 1 5 10 T fi# & Subhealth
2016-9 1 1 3 5 10 TA#F Subhealth
2016-10 3 1 3 5 12 W& Subhealth

BRIENZ= =91 %% 1% & 30
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Table4 Resultsof fish index of biological integrity in the Ulungur River Basin

g5 M4 M5 M13 M14 M17 M19 Koy 53 URAEES

Point number Total score Average score Evaluation results
2014-1 5 5 3 3 5 5 26 19.2 £ ff Hedlth
2014-2 5 3 1 1 1 3 14 WAf#HE Subhealth
2014-3 5 1 1 1 3 3 24 @Rt Health
2014-4 3 1 1 1 5 1 12 — % Genera
2014-5 1 3 5 5 3 3 20 fg£ % Health
2015-1 5 5 1 1 1 1 14 20 TA#E Subhealth
2015-2 3 1 5 5 1 5 20 {# B Hedlth
2015-3 1 1 5 5 3 5 20 i Hedlth
2015-4 5 1 5 5 5 1 2 f ) Hedth
2015-5 1 3 5 5 5 5 24 £ Ff Hedlth
2016-1 5 5 1 1 3 5 20 20.4 @Rt Health
2016-2 5 5 1 1 1 3 16 TAf#E Subhealth
2016-3 5 5 1 1 1 5 18 @R Health
2016-4 1 3 5 5 5 5 24 fi % Health
2016-5 3 5 1 1 3 5 18 fg£ % Health
2016-6 5 5 1 1 1 5 18 {g 5 Health
2016-7 5 5 1 1 3 5 20 {f# B Hedlth
2016-8 1 3 5 5 3 5 22 i Hedlth
2016-9 3 5 5 5 5 5 28 {2} Hedlth

e P 11 (Leuciscus idus)Z, H AR — T
e R X RS, G0 g8 = IR A (Triplophysa. strauchii)
/N & IS (T. minuta)  H AR 22 AP R E H 45
A TEATUR S5 AT A o

[7] 7 S H A b A, 2013-20164F (1 7 45
N AR L AR A RKER], R AR
fi(Acipenser baeri). /MAET(A. ruthenus). JtEEFIZH S
fi:(Brachymystax lenok) (ft5%2) . fif 3Ff 1 2 7E i sk P
CaZEA W(h ERFZ BT 5SS, 1979; &
HREE, 2010), 4 %R ) 7E FRATIE SRA%E (1) A
KA R (EE AN, R R 2R A K.
VIR EOT T, BR 25 201647 f R P A (155 b 2
Gb, HARSEE20M L. MR, 1
S FEEFRHON =& B AR A S R R )
AL 5 BT R Rn, BTz X o PR U
b, SRR E .
312 FURFHNAGAZHEMESTSREHR

F YA R 3= FE AR AT DL B O M R B i
BN R LR R o AR YE I 4 0 2 7 45
R W SRR = T A, FE

Bt T A0 A . — MR, KA AR SR T
T P2 ] e £ SR AR BORN & i, AR B e AR
J& v WA AR BORN =F 8 P A o AR S5 T e
B, MAEHIX 2, KAEEBE S, W18 &k
SN P B T 9 T 18 AT 0 K 3 e A i % T T 3
K FHURST i, HARERZRETHREE M
#5, 2015). 3 — 5 HIZK AR AE B I A e R P 10 2 2 T
R EE BRI 2 —. ARA A B
T FE AR, e TR X IR A G sh R
S L B WA AR L, T AR S T IR £ X 3
ESpubs 3 AN il ke A B E S O IR SR
TR K G E AR X A, AR RR B R, AR
IO AR B A e AR P R

Y5957 B 8 HnT DL BB R RS P A 43 5 1)
ISR . MRS ERE, BURST U e A
MFEEEREEE S T SRR T, K
SR FR B AR, R AT RE R D i R R K
e SR, BORZITIR R A A . ARYE IR 3
PGt &5 R (5R2), /RS WAk i 35 o tg
fify A ) AR S5 A AT AR AR SRR IS |5 B R B AR
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A SHI20%0A L, F A 201455 B #h F 5k X b A =
PR A S E 1) 40%;  FH . IR A8 v Tl e 45 114 A1 5
Fhtm DU RS fa . Jby i, Hoa s Rk
SRR I LHL120%, 035 M KA 3585 B AR DX T30
IRFF ISR U AN &, DR T B0 A T
RIS 5 FEARL T o

313 $FEMMEEMELES

R f1 W 1 5 e R D7 sk R A B 1) 25 R
KB, Bl 2 1 X B9 R 55 T R S A8 o ] e 42
G D FRAE Hh [ B P ) — B AR A X3, TR
(Acerina cernua). 1 fisi. FIBTMMALE, HLAMNEH B
IR 55 0 TRT I SR A R 20, 40 ol o B 8 2R A AL £
(Cottus sibiricus altaicus) F1 i 1) Z& ik .

BUR ST W R A8 1 )RS 22 4 W £6. 248
Fi(#5), B TF4HARITIE. HPRIFIUCND 4
SRV 5, XL A PR 45 (EW) 1
Wife(EN) 1Rt 5 fa(VU) 2F, HR4E20164F (HF E &
HESI AL B0 53) IIVPAS 25 L (& NI4E, 2016), 1X
e 2 Tl f5 (CR) 1R WifE(EN) 28, % fE(VU)
3 dhAh, FIN CGHraRgEE R HIR XK AE BT A2
TR 45D 1ISRh, 5 BNZ R 44 3 136%; BT
BT CE KB A S R 4 5 (E R = A=) 1)
VIR A SR, XL RMEFI A T8RN, i iZiX
+ 3 B B(23Fh) (1135%; 1 5 A2 E P SR AL
(L7HP) K147%. T 3Ek N 22 A WA 0 Aol 1) B A 2 22 vy
T o [ — 2 2 BT (RS, 2016), Ui B R 2R
Hh DX A8 2 CR AP E B 5 TG 2 4 [ A B R
314 HhkFEEES

VA LSRR, BT 28 M X 40K 55 Wi A S 40

®/S FURTTHIAM SR EITREBHRERIFELZR

d S RS R A L 158, S8 T3H TR 15/E
(Fffs%2), BrrighZeib X Fhsdetf 098 2% i1 57 5 J R 3
Bl 5| N B AR A5 7 8 1 HE gk N R SR KA T B 4R
FhE, HJFE P HORE R B T R A X, G d
(Cyprinus carpio). #.ff1 (Ctenopharyngodon idellus).
Jefft(Misgurnus anguillicaudatus)%, /b#84r kK H T
HIRFSEIK 2R, W75 J7 BR B (Abramis brama) . #2145 .

WAk, 456501 LRI AT LR H, B2 Hb X 41
Sk 028 1) K AL 2 i fE b . 20124060
AR, AR F A E A RN 2R 7 IR B (4 SR R A
1966); 1M £ 20104F /i I & TR, ShREAKHEE
DN LLFH(EE S KA, 2010); T FRATTESE 2 4F 1 A A
LR A AR R R T AR 1 15F . H ATk
X WA RYM B EZR DSOS H B L E MRS
K 11165%, 1X— bl 2 T A B A 32 ET .
32 F-IBUARIFN 2

R 48 F-1BI A4 5 0] 401 7K 55 37 7] A0 -5 48 o Y 0 3
IR AR AR BE PN 7 BT 2 R, S48 a3k A
R B m, BAPmsr B84 EIHES, Mg
IRFE Wil B K A R B — i, 22 Kb TR A R AT
WA R — MK, 315 0t 28 R R
G, SEmBZREER ISR, BRI
WaRYME Z B 2R, MRS, M
FLOK AR I fidk R B A0 208 A S B IR 35, DRI 17 A X
T LA TR R, 5N 5 X R S e I 38 ) AR
B4

F %45 (2015) 1 K TR A AT ) 76 BE R AR A
XPRUR W BEAT (g VP, R S AR 145
WRBNVIRIEAN S5 46 BT AN ], AR AT DU s ket —

Table5 Endangered and protected fish in the Irtysh River and Ulungur River basins

L/ IUCNZL .44 5% HEPEHESI AL (4 % X = AR AP B A B SR KA

Species IUCN Red List Red List of China's Vertebrates zfj#) 4 s (fiE>R & W) EFAEZ4 5%
WASPC AWSPX

PEHFIE AT Acipenser baerii* #ifé Endangered #ifé Endangered 1144 12

/IMASF Acipenser ruthenus* 5 & Vulnerable #f& Critically Endangered  114% 74

#E#E Hucho taimen 5 & Vulnerable 516 Vulnerable

4l fE Brachymystax lenok* #ifé Endangered 114

Jbf Stenodus leucichthys* BF4N K4 Extinct in the Wild 1%

JEAR = f1 Thymallus arcticus T f& Least Concern %f& Vulnerable 12 1144

T AHES i Leuciscus idus 11%%

Rl #h 22442 f Cottus sibiricus altaicus 5 f& Vulnerable 114%

w ARUET AN AR AL B 1) 2R F * Uncollected fish species in this survey; WASPC: Wild Animals under Specia State Protection in China; AWSPX:

Aquatic Wildlife under Specia State Protection in Xinjiang.
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e — B [y . AT 7T A I F- 1 BIHE BT ) 4
REIR, BURSEHNH, PP A — R (A &) SR L
AL B AE2014. 2015, 2016 =4F[f] T & b 5543 1)
980%- 60%F155%, b A I 7R AR 57 ] ek K A4
TR RN AR 3 2 7] (23) . T %5 45 (2015) W 4 R 55
HryA] 2012—-20134F [H) 7K A4 {8 g (1) PEAN 45 SR o, —
(AN E) R UL B A HA60%, 5 ATV
25 R AT AL A B3R o HY, B5UR 55 ]
(R 7K AR BRI AT B T B s, Nz 5l A K
7 T ) v EE A

JE AT Zh 40 2 S I B B VEDRLOR IR, FE KR AEZS
RGP BRI KRB NEY], KRN — PR
Wish AR AR, SINEYEERR, HHATIBI

HRE VI, SEAS VPA 45 2R B e S WK A FR) i R,

NIRRT AR B HEARHE o 7] B 9 A 37 [ 7t
WA 28 AT KR, I /KRB 16 TR A 5UR

33 ENupuEhsibX L LM THHNEER
331 JKFKEE TIZREIS

52 B M 25 o T R R B 5, H TR )
T M XK SR 2R S R P JE R, R IR
REK, 7 B AR 55 107 K 55 IR FH A 14 90%,
R AERUR ST S X SFJE KR TREk40%
b, EFETREE TK B 25084 45 18 A 72640l K 3
(RREATLEE, 2017), W F-45UR 55 Wil b e+ (1 o]
ATFEIG K L A7 A ] i R AR Bk B o
Ul B 2RIk K RIS, FETEEE TOKE RS K
RUKEE2P% . KUK FEARE . o R 7K 285 (25 88
4, 2019). JKFIKHE TR B S T KES
Y A ) i = N RN AV S 7 - A -7
Wi KN AELEFT T TR I @ v, BERE T
— i A SRR TE o 5] AN bR ¥ 4 AR T AUR S
S A R LR BE, 7 201H 20 6044 QI A FUR 5
] ) = B B 0 G (4R B AR AE, 1966), 1HAZ R RE T
e 1 45 201 20 704F AX DA 5 45 R 149 38 7 3 JR BA 37 AT
AKHLE & A T o A PRI (K ) S K R it 11
U e 7% Nl e e BBl VT I B e | o R
HH 355 A3 2k (B8 75 2%, 2003), oA R X8 K 448
Fh (255, 2016).

A BRAK TR R, s 5l st TR
FIAK LA R /K FE /K SR, AR AR S5 T AN TR
TEZHERAEWRN R . F b, HURFY FE
BT U 3T A R T T I 11 o R A 25 i) R 2 VT T B

W IR 2ZemF Jy, 2017). JAGEMWTR . B EiE
IKE SRk D, KT e /N, S0 1 IR TE A
P YRR DS A N SR AT I AR B (R
K] I B e ] RYL, 2005). QS Wi Ak A 7 1 S B H
ZET, SR 2R A AR B AT A AR R

7K FEL Sty 2 A ) ) — LR ) PR 5 e A 2R
TARKARTERS, A5 5 sl iR T & 22 h JLik
K EE-EATEAS, BRS80S AR
T (R 285 (a2 Bk i ) 3 TR S KA, T — 2 1E A
F KA TG (PP S (T8 2 3 =5 B — Se AR SR ) 15 2
THIERE. T—RIKEFRAEE, WS
(I KT B (R BT T AN T 4, SR — S = i O 1)
1 25 04 8 (Rutilus rutilus lacustris) 25 M <= K7t
HORAUFE AN 1T A B 50 AR VS B .

332 HMRFMAIFNL

A 20t A030FAK, H 7RI K JE e Sl
)RR ST Rl 1 8, T SOLE AR HY BLAE Fp [ 5
;201 2609 ARWT HIT TR e SR 4k 51N T 4R 7 BR B
AR, G AR 5 WK il S8 R R AR 55 B e 3
AR 12K 2 — (FF %55, 2003). 2 Ji X[t 452 ) i 4
Z= M X [ B 2R K AR 51 N i (Hypophthal michthys
molitrix). ff(Aristichthys nobilis). #fa%%, 19914,
WA AN T H 1, 219994, ;= ik E
1,800 t, 5 A6 HIAN T il i H60.4% (¥ kk
2 2003).

Ab R 1 20 3 £ 28 2 FE VR ) R e AN 2R A,
KEIRABR RS EHEG R T L aKMAE
Pl LTINS ol A St i S = AR S S |
2 o TEBT 22 1 X 1) G 341k 128 C 24 AH,
TERC T AH 2 K AR . 51 Gn 201+ 40 SOAEAR AR
F5 3] ) v R ) vh DA FEL A 5 3R £ Dy 3 (2
A5, 1966), B 60 v AL Ay LR A ZR 77 R i
NE(h ERE B s Y FUT A, 1979). T AEFRATTI
Arh, S RIS IR 2 LN 2 Al
(Pseudorasbora parva) 5 4 3 . 244k 2 CL 240
2 SRR A T RO R, S B R
R IX R Z FEE P E BRI 3R . A, BURSF i
TRT L3 AR 34 A7 W TV R AR 7 R il T 1 AR 2SS
A ARk 2 AE AR A RIS AL b AR A H 4 3 2
FEAE T 207 H B
333 &aliEs)

7K 5 300 TRT 0 A o T (i) A2 B A% 4 )



R i R BGRB8 2 2 R AR AR A RO A 431

FEIX, 20t 50 LAIG, 3l BT TG B 3
] ) 2 £h it 37 I A2 7= . 196019684 (1],
Y B AE A 2 200-300 2 A1 5, B i HE N R
T, R19715 53] 7464 t, FFTE19824EIA R T
500 to 2 Jo )RV A R 2 Fpt i X i R R AR
v, RS K, (H T PR AR fa SRR,
H = B4 T RIZN AN G, 1519944 J5 ik~ i,
1 19944F /11438 t[4 #119994F 11138 t (fF 5555 4%,
2002b). TR R 2 N EFI100 LR, HE
I T 20t L 60EAR I . oI R A 7, 77
BN R B &, Ul B RS VO IR AT IR
Ao RREL R R R )it i B KA &0k
G A ] A G A, AR R
R A R 2 B FLM AR RN R . AR
B (1) & DA R I () G B TR R B, AR A1k
S BN DN S E: 37 S 1S Ei PN = AV € N
— BN T AR AR 3 R R R R
34 RIPEINL

IR 55 00T R0 55 A6 v ] 359 A ] 5 2 b X ()
B, BUR ST A i 2 A ] 3 PR i —
TE AT AR AT, ded B bRy i H B i
T AR R T A R S T I ek A A A R R IR
L YA 2 AR E AR K AR AR S IR
IRTRESE R R A BB R L. R T AR R,
T DU RI L
(ORKERE ., Bt &g

BT 7 2R, KR TREER SR KNGS
SO, AR ST A A AR S RGO
CLIA 1) B 3 (£ BB 4, 2019). ARTTIRES K 1LE
WG IR JE, K BIRF R TR K, X
FERE 5T, RIS KFR] TREA R JrBRILA
—BE R IEE AR AN I SE Y, DR R4 B AT K
PE KRB B TR B, T — B FE B BB
IKF TR KA RS R AR R

e RARYE KA AV (CRE I B R AR TR oK
1) PRI (U A 2R 55 BT ) K B B A TR R AR, AR
PRI RS N KM P HARRS A 5 7 s
IR, 256 0 8 A)VE B)) 75 SR A BB 2% 1 75 oK
OKE . IR KRS PRI R B A= 0P %
FEMIES), TG4 SRE, 0 BB K
AT H2 T 2 i Bt £ 28 S8 ] (4 Hh 2 v 46 H TH)) 11
IKETR . [FIRES K E R P BA TR, e K

PiR==.7 QU Y- 2& V€4 € ekl K= w2 NN SN I SR - AL
FRAF K A A IE % 2 i A 1 (2 B 4%, 2019).

2 K AR K I A7 85K 55 4 i 35 3 4
GOG3N R U VA R TPN ST b i L R S
7K R S ST DR U s o it 145 3K, PR R
BN SRR VA . R B Y 326 9 S AL
H, R A RERAMEY A GE . £
WA SRVFIITSOL T, 07 E AR 10 55 i o f1 08 1%
& LI

BEAL, 3 i (P ) AR R it — 58 MU 55
WA PEAT AR, H RO E N — D EEHTIR, P)sk
Vi SRR R K A R 2SS WA G T, R KR B 2
O 8 KA FEA PR B B ik RA KM Z IS
BIRAMYEFRF AL R, A2 KR (T ) 1 B A 2142
T E E AR A
QAEAR &, =EHISN R

TNV A 2R [X ) B B B ek —, (HIE
SRt TRl A R, R R E R B R
FEE NN Y. B E e B NS R, 1
il ARV TR AR . ATz X E i (A
W% 50 EA M B ALAT L BUR S il I IR0
), B R4 LH 226 30 H i /R 55 i 4 i
WI(Fh L%, 2013b). ZAi I W] A 4 st AT 4
J7, LN AR YT B A B AT R B NS 2 SR AT
ZRUTT AR 1], DLIRETT A 5 003t £ 288 o e e 42
LA S5 PR 7 O e e 30 o

et 1 IRV A Je, L TR T BT el
XIS P B AR AR, SELEY R T RS R
(Mo 45, 2013). FRGH I R B A B A v
BEDMELR R 2E 0208 E, AREE H 51Fh. FREE R
JSEZ AT B R B AR, RN ORAE SR FE R KA 1
SRR BRI . A Hi e #h 3 b X O D Ay
ZoUF R B £ T TTAS S N IR HAR R
4E%%, 2016; Z=ff, 2016). MEAh, TEIER A K FE ECE
BEHT RN, N A% 42 1] B 7K % R 46 7 A,
PAORBBIAR KR 1) B B e DhE, HEFBIOKEEE
TR R R IR (S B AP, 2013)
(QEFEITEERIEFERUR

EBE AT AR TE R B S AR, 08
DR 3 47 97 B /A R R S 8 5 3 A2 AR K AR A
S, SELLWE R AR, (RIFERAEYZ
FEVE(R B D655, 2013) . BRI 871 [X 1 58 22 FEAE

BRIENZ= =91 %% 1% & 30



BRIENZ= BhH %% 5 14 & 30

432 £ ¥ % B M Biodiversity Science

8%

(EIR, B BE B AR RLIE A2 IR 5 £ S 1 14 5 )
MG R K AR . S A R A
DAAC Hb 1 25 0 25 (Rp I 2 — S 2 BN E A PRI AH )
FEEARAT N TEE, AN+ 0 S G i i
(SRR o 78 338 BRI Ik A v S X6 A ) K s 1,
R IRI R 2R 0 SRR RIS, 2B 5 R ANk
PONAZ 8. RS N S FE T80 £ E AR TP E S0
AR S B 0, A AR O K AR
B4 SR oo B ] T AR AR — T
Ji R (PhEDE, 2013b), 20184 T 4B fE S
B S5 W AR N B 3FIT AR 8 1 R A E R f
FEE YOO B AT AR e TAE (845, 2019).
v A SGER TT NAE SEAH R A 5, DMRY L3 A
SN, o= B: L < N4 S A A T Y iR
W, AT CARIT S Ao A A L AT, ORG f SE 2Y
i RN 28 5 0 280 3 IR A s ) B B TR0 A
BEAME AR N T3 B TR RO VR, s D A
THE () A0 175 YO0 RH TG A T B A B () Kk 5 28R
@M BLBRFIFX

12K F AR X AT DARAK AR ARSI B, 22
FRTHIR IR, P> N RTE SN 28 R AR BE (1) 5
. HARRY X PO FRAE R BHIRECEE, 2%
e HOKA AR SR AL X o FER 8 th X
X 2R 2 FEE AT B OR YT 1) 07 N W ks —
FEARFEIUA (1) CLOR 3 At BB A 30 8 3 BR3P X
P RORA G FERSEI o A7) 1 S5 48 Tt 383l S
A /R NI 5 S A R AR R [ R G 3 SRR IX,
FEVCKE 23 A7 T OR3P DXL P R L DL hn 7R e 2
i A R NART R B . T AE RS 564 e
VRIATHE T, R3E 22 DX e 1 DAOR 3 Bi] 2 b [X
FEE 2 MU fE 2808 1 2 H I R 7K A B A S P Ik
PIX o IRIWRAT AL R, v DLH B AR
P R )AL R S BT i 2 B B Y R AT R
R E 28 B B g s R B ARR Y X .
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Appendix 2 List of fish speciesin Irtysh River Basin and Ulungur River Basin, Altay Prefecture, Xinjiang
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Appendix 1  List of fish index of biological integrity candidate metrics

SRS ik 24 4ab5 Candidate metrics ZHIRE X A o
Attribute Abbreviation Response to disturbances
PR B 258 FEL Number of fish species M1 T F% Descent
Species composition
+ 2 YR Number of native fish species M2 N F#% Descent
+ AP FEUH 4L Percentage of native fish M3 T F% Descent
species
R} 1 SR AT 2 L Percentage of cyprinid M4 T+ Ascent
species
SRR YR EE 73 G Percentage of M5 TF% Descent
nemacheilid species
i Bl W R B 23 b Percentage of of percid M6 T F% Descent
species
o b E YR 2> L Percentage of pelagic M7 FF% Descent
fish species
R 2 AR 45 Percentage of M8 T+ Ascent
mesopelagic fish species
)2 YR A 4r e Percentage of demersal M9 T F% Descent
fish species
Je Btk AMATE 4Lk Percentage of M10 Tt Ascent
omnivorous fish species
B IR T &P EANMATE 2 L Percentage of M11 T F% Descent
Nutrition structure phytophagous fish species
A Er itk 2 AMA T 43 . Percentage of M12 K% Descent

carnivorous fish species
fit %P Tolerance UM ANMA T 2 L Percentage of fish M13 FF% Descent

species with poor tolerance

ifit 52 1k £ AMA T 43 L Percentage of fish M14 Tt Ascent
species with high tolerance
BRI LI PE SR WP B 3 G Percentage of fish M15 FF% Descent
Reproductive species with drifting eggs
VEER KM Fh B 4> L Percentage of fish M16 K% Descent

species with demersal eggs
Zh 1t O YR B 4 b Percentage of fish M17 EFt Ascent

species with viscid egg

#2405 Number of  f.28/MA K4 Number of fish individuals Mm18 NB& Descent
fish species
3 AR EEL Number of native fish M19 FF% Descent
individuals
SR M S B Number of individuals of M20 - F+ Ascent

Pseudorasbora parva
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Appendix 2 List of fish species in Irtysh River and Ulungur River basins, Altay Prefecture, Xinjiang, China

NS P sy A BA A AR A

Species Historical Present Exotic fish

#37% B Acipenseriformes
fiF A&l Acipenseridae
fidJ& Acipenser
PE{AFII AT Acipenser baeri +
/MAEF Acipenser ruthenus +
#F H Salmoniformes
5} Salmonidae
TP LR Hucho

P&k Hucho taimen + +
YL )8 Brachymystax

Wit Brachymystax lenok +
JetJE Stenodus

JefiE Stenodus leucichthys +
i & Thymallus

Jbtk = £ Thymallus arcticus + +

/R E Osmeriformes
HHN AL Osmeridae
/i )& Hypomesus
WiE At Hypomesus olidus + "
fRefl Salangidae
KERfaJE Protosalanx
K4 Protosalanx hyalocranius + +
¥itaH Esociformes
Mk}l Esocidae
Jith )& Esox
B4 Esox lucius + +
#8%H Cypriniformes
TL8REL Cobitidae

1E# & Cobitis

1€ Cobitis taenia + +
Ve R Misgurnus

Jeft Misgurnus anguillicaudatus + +
BIYe 6k )E Paramisgurnus

KR e 8 Paramisgurnus dabryanus + +

A} Nemacheilidae
Z5ifJ® Barbatula

Jb % Barbatula nuda + "
= JEAR)E Triplophysa

JraE 5B Triplophysa strauchii + +

/MAE U Triplophysa minuta + +

fiiF} Cyprinidae
fi 7 A} Hypophthaemichthyinae
fif )& Hypophthalmichthys
fi¥ Hypophthalmichthys molitrix + +
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IS P sy A

Species Historical

BA A

Present

AR A
Exotic fish

i) Aristichthys
fif Aristichthys nobilis
#ANEFL Cultrinae
%#J& Hemiculter
# g% Hemiculter leucisculus
##EA} Cyprininae
fill & Cyprinus
fi8 Cyprinus carpio
fifl J& Carassius
4:4i§l Carassius carassius +
R Carassius auratus gibelio +
fif Rl Gobioinae
FHifa ) Pseudorashora
F#lifn Pseudorasbora parva
fif}J& Gobio
Mg fif] Gobio acutipinnatus +
HE{tfa )8 Abbottina
HEAE i Abbottina rivularis
% R Leuciscinae
TH)E Tinca
Tfig Tinca tinca +
EJE Rutilus
WATLEE Rutilus rutilus lacustris +
M i Leuciscus
DUIM/RHER #1 Leuciscus baicalensis +
TEATES f1 Leuciscus idus +
fis% )& Phoxinus
Rl 22 fi% Phoxinus ujmonensis +
Hifi )& Ctenopharyngodon
¥ f Ctenopharyngodon idellus
#NEA} Cultrinae
KK fi & Abramis
A J7BKM Abramis brama
57 H Perciformes
fifif}l Percidae
fiyiJ& Perca
[y Perca fluviatilis +
M t)& Lucioperca
#RA Lucioperca lucioperca
HifF B Acerina
kit Acerina cernua +
VHEEERL Odontobutidae
/NEEB)J® Micropercops
/NEE Bt Micropercops swinhonis
IFp% %} Gobiidae
WUR 248 )8 Rhinogobius



ZEAE, PURSE, Auieh, AR, 2R, XN, KA, BT, BT, BT EERT R X BUR SRS A8 A
o X OB M OE Z M W HofE RO A& MmO K M, 28 (4 422434
http://www.biodiversity-science.net/CN/10.17520/biods.2019071

/IR T 5347 WA I3 A7 AR
Species Historical Present Exotic fish
#EWIUR % fa Rhinogobius brunneus + +

& H Gadiformes
TT#%FL Lotidae
ILH%JE Lota
VL#% Lota lota + +
B Scorpaeniformes
AL #EL Cottidae
FLA2# & Cottus
B #h A1 A Cottus sibiricus altaicus + +
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Appendix 3  Point parameter index value of reference point and observation in in Irtysh River and Ulungur River

basins. R: Reference point; O: Observation point

ZHdebs bRiEE % /ME A 25% 00k A 75% gk
Metrics Standard Minimum  Maximum 25% Median 75%

R 0 R 0] R 0 R O R o R o

WURFE Wik

M1 3 3 2 1 10 11 3 3 4 4 6 8
Irtysh River Basin
M2 2 2 2 1 6 8 3 3 3 4 5 6
M3 17 15 60 56 100 100 69 85 88 100 100 100
M4 26 23 0 33 100 100 50 50 58 64 73 77
M5 12 13 0 0 30 33 0 2 6 16 23 25
M6 12 12 0 0 33 33 0 0 0 0 19 14
M10 34 19 0 33 100 100 77 91 9% 95 98 100
M11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
M12 34 19 0 0 100 67 2 0 4 5 23 9
M13 33 29 0 0 100 90 4 5 18 12 54 34
M14 33 29 0 10 100 100 46 66 82 88 96 95
M15 8 3 0 0 25 10 0 0 0 0 8 0
M16 26 18 0 0 100 67 21 18 29 24 46 27
M17 25 18 0 33 100 100 50 71 67 75 77 82
M18 37 47 4 6 125 147 22 40 40 65 72 115
M19 31 41 4 6 93 147 15 40 32 63 60 88
M20 9 7 0 0 24 25 0 0 0 0 9 2
L&y s
M1 3 2 3 2 13 7 4 4 4 6 7 7
Ulungur River Basin
M2 2 2 2 2 8 7 3 4 3 5 5 6
M3 7 8 62 83 86 100 67 86 73 100 75 100
M4 11 34 57 0 100 100 69 29 73 50 75 71
M5 13 33 0 0 33 100 0 29 0 29 18 50
M6 10 0 0 0 25 0 11 0 19 0 25 0
M10 8 6 7 86 100 100 90 100 96 100 98 100
M11 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
M12 8 6 0 0 23 14 2 0 4 0 9 0
M13 19 12 0 0 59 33 13 0 29 4 32 14
M14 19 12 41 67 100 100 68 86 71 96 87 100
M15 9 17 0 0 29 50 0 14 0 14 2 25
M16 11 15 0 0 33 33 11 0 15 29 25 29
M17 14 9 57 50 100 75 73 57 76 57 89 67
M18 20 34 8 28 73 132 28 65 43 71 51 86
M19 18 34 7 28 71 132 27 65 36 65 40 76

M20 4 4 1 0 12 10 1 0 2 0 3 6
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(A. a. alces). WIFhAHX] £ 245 % (relative abundance index, RAI) /K745 BT, T BB W4l b ] 25 2 40 345 (RAL
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Camera-trapping survey on mammals and birds in the Kanas River
Valley of Altai Mountains, Xinjiang, China

Shaopeng Cui*?3, Daigiang Chen®3, Jinyu Wang®, Jizhou Sun’, Hongjun Chu>®, Chunwang Li*®, Zhigang
Jiang®*

1 College of Forestry, Shanxi Agricultural University, Jinzhong, Shanxi 030801

2 Key Laboratory of Animal Ecology and Conservation Biology, Institute of Zoology, Chinese Academy of Sciences,
Beijing 100101

3 University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049
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6 College of Resource and Environment Sciences, Xinjiang University, Urumgi 830046

Abstract: We conducted a camera-trapping survey in the Kanas River Valley of Xinjiang Kanas National
Nature Reserve (XKNNR), China specifically for inventorying the mammal and bird diversity. We collected

2,038 independent detections from June 2014 to August 2016 over 12,006 camera-days at 36 locations. The
survey identified 51 species, including 15 mammal species belonging to four orders and eight families, and
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36 avian species classified into nine orders and 15 families. The sable Martes zibellina, wolverine Gulo gulo,
and black stork Ciconia nigra are listed as Class | National Protected Wildlife and 11 species as Class Il.
According to the Red List of China's Vertebrates, nine species are threatened in the reserve, while the moose
Alces alces is Critically Endangered (CR), three species including the wolverine, wapiti Cervus canadensis,
and capercaillie Tetrao urogallus as Endangered (EN), and five species as Vulnerable (VU). Fourteen avian
species including white-backed woodpecker Dendrocopos leucotos were newly recorded in XKNNR along
with the first photograph of A. a. alces in the wild taken during the survey. The relative abundance index
(RAL) results showed Cervus canadensis was a dominant species at Kanas River Valley (RAl = 9.878). The
most abundant avian species was the spotted nutcracker (Nucifraga caryocatactes, 0.258). Further
investigations are recommended to determine the status and threats of the species, especialy the musk deer
Moschus moschiferus and snow leopard Panthera uncia. Our results added new data to the mammal and bird
diversity in the Kanas River Valley of Altai Mountains, which can assist in improving species conservation

and reserve management in the area.

Key words. Altai Mountains; cameratrap; speciesinventory; Taiga; Kanas National Nature Reserve
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AL A (P2), ARMLATBE5 4 81513 kmPs

2T ANHBLA BT B 78 2 B AR g T 25, s
G0 Hr I 7R 0 A P B ) B 2 (1) o T EL T )
&, E S EHFER R G R EE, K5 — S AL
B AR, SR 5 W A 4 A A L T 1)
700-1,000 mAR I N — G AL, K1z 72 B 22 )
FHALAL A 5 1 2 X T A B R A ) — IR R E
HRE o FEAH AR BTV, YRR T ) A A R 2—3 km
HAT N —AhEE, DU K AR BE e REAS [Rl 4 2 (1]
{25 [ 4 ST 1 (O Connell et al, 2011) . £EAMFHHL
P s T BROK)NFRS A prfa oAb AR B, &AM
By AR B — s B LU AL A

2014-20164F, &FH6 7 Y& 4N 4K IR i
ZLAMENL, 89 AR EMILZITIRG, g R I3

e, DAERS AL B a6 H IUEIAEHLE

HE PR, 5 E 201658 e E T A AHL. B
ZR AR, FENUAG S — B N40-70 cm, % EF|
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Fig.1 The map of camerasitesin Kanas River Valley

AT ResEm, BRA AL E S BNL5 m, FfAE
FAAAA LS. ML S R ERILH-6210MC, S3%
B MRET . RN EESH LM E AR
HVa (MR AR, 2014).
12 HBIRLIEBES SR

4 34 75 W25 (2017) F1 54 )t 26 (2017) % £ 40 AH
HLHAHR 32 1B RN & b A7 S e A 2%, s o
RKehWy(is BER M) 2 TR a8 AR, A
DL B R, BRI AR DI 30T o CRA 3 R fs A2
[E5% (EXRE SR BN AT) (http/iwww.
forestry.gov.cn)fl (H EEHESI LA 5D (&
NI%, 2016).

% FH A X £ FE 46 $ (relative abundance index,
RAD) VP 1 20 37 LR 4 [X 1 55 (1) R 6 e KN (35 1
42014, MREALZEAE 2019). iZIEBCE T AMANLIN
T, HBE KNS 3 Y Rl KN % ) A 5%
(O'Brienet a, 2003), 5 AU F:

RAI, {iz_lldi /gni]xlm 1)

o RALRRPIFR AT Z FEfa 5k, o, Rz
FREEAEMLAL S 1 00 AR B BE ) 2, ny A
MUFERL 5 1 1A 3 TAE H 2. AHBLAT L E 3hid ik
R A], BRI O LI S #0515k 8 7 DARS AL
BIBATIRE I AT LRI 8], ALY R [ 2l 422 14
P B J5 — IRl R B T AR TARSE R, THE 44
OB AL LIS 4724 IR I E TR H
2250 Brien%(2003), FAI1E SUA RAR M &
S AEHLAR A BT R B4 REAR A HE R SO A
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ITHERAPI R 558, MNZIRIATEAR A XS LA F i) — I
AR AR YRR, A SRR AT R S >
30 min, B —E BRI Z f530 minpy iz AEbLESE
21 (R AH ) ol (A6 411 380 AR TR AR # R M [7) — ¥
PRI, 54T R 5 20 AL 240 4 B sh A
IR TR

2o RGUATBCLLAMANL, 367 R T M

12,0063 A H, FLERAF A7 AT 20 Fr2,0385K,

Hor 21,8715k, 938045k, K &535k, ANKiGs)
209k, 43 o AT A SO S 41 91.8%. 4.6%-
2.6%F11.0% (Fff %1, 2).

e B RI5M, g T4H8EL, (HMgyi
PRA X T 5210 5% 5 2 S B (50F) 1) 33.3%;  £5536
B, B TOH 158, HBEGN ORI IX P il RK Y
(A7) 32.5%. A A C T FE 5K E A
TRIF BT A= B Py 3F0, BPEE5H(Martes Zibellina). 53 A&
(Gulo gulo)fl . #(Ciconia nigra). [E 5 IIZ% 5 Ik
ARG 1F, BLFERERE (Ursus arctos). 5 i
(Cerwus canadensis). Z¢JE. =5 % (Lepus timidus).
16 B (Tetrastes bonasia). 22 3249 (Lyrurus tetrix)
F(MR1). 5P HEEMLEL, S (Anser fabalis).
KRB (Sreptopelia turtur) . 78 (Scolopax rusticola)
K% (Buteo hemilasius). KKV 7 (B. buteo). 1% E % (B.
rufinus). i BAK & (Dendrocopos leucotos). Bt
Hi % (Zoothera aurea). H& MR (Turdus atrogularis).
3 88 3K 19 (Luscinia megarhynchos) . 41 i 15 2 1%
(Tarsiger cyanurus) « 4L i 21 J2 % (Phoenicurus
erythrogastrus). H3#72 % (Loxia leucoptera) f14L
i % 4 (Pyrrhula pyrrhula) 2 14Fh & 25 44 57 X 8
WM. [F, FATE KRR MR GE TR 4
FhEI AR (FH5%3).

IR CHEPEMESIM A B L) (3 EWSE,
2016), LA |2 BB A ORh, Hrh e R8N
W f&(CR), SHAE. 5 BEFIFA XY (Tetrao urogallus))& T
Wife (EN), A8 550 BRI SE SRR TN & fa(VU) .

VIMAERT 2 FE AR E S RR, S ERA M T
KT HEMF(RAL = 9.878), HAh 78 F7 %05 2%
[1158.2%. IAb, HEEHA i (Sciurus walgaris, 1.791)
Jfi(Capreolus pygargus, 1.066). =5 %:(0.933). 457
(0.691) 47 FE (0.591) M X £ BE e i, 5 26rh RS

$28%
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Fig. 2 Species accumulative curve of camera-trapping survey
in Kanas River Valley

(Nucifraga caryocatactes, 0.258). 7 5& 1% (0.083)
1 R i A BB (Saxi cola maurus, 0.058)AH R 22 B 45 i
Vb SR AR 2R i 45 SRR W (812), HRHUFELL
By, (E500A MAHNL TAE H LRI, #nFi%
b AR AL H A 3G 0 Su0s B, 221,200 FHAL T
B H i ih 2B ks T 1 g 5538 AR it 4 ££0-500
ASFENLE BRIE BT, (IS Y RO R T 2%,
116,000/ FHATL H B 3550 BH 5B A T e 35

AR LAk 36M 5K, 5 LR P s TRk
(PRolk e e I A R e T e, 1989) AHEE, HEhn 1
1AFRERYT X HTL R 2. ARUCR & 3 A
BOBAR, A5 A7 IR B A14.6%, 2 A 250
FNRA B, IF H R RN A . 55
FARLL, =2 AN h 2R 70 A A S A R IR T
mE, XEERMTAAMEYLIRE EEEH TR
R AR P 52, (HSERR AR M S 2R T
%, MR IR M REH L /MBI ER 2 B A 154
Yo ZLAMENLFE B AR HANE G AT R AT 14 5 28
Yok H A 7T, ACATVE N oAb m i & T B (ARG
& 2017).

A YRR B0 % B 1 150 5 2R AE DA STk R
AicE . SBTAR )oK RS (1999) i FL 4 AR, A
R AMENLE 2 AR F 3% 36 1L 2 (Capra sibirica).
Ji B (Moschus moschiferus) A4 2 (Ovis ammon) %3
FhA R3S, &% (Panthera uncia). %84 (Lynx lynx)
F1 447 (Otocol obus manul ) 54 Rt S5t 245 A & IR -
JER DRI AT R R AR AR LAR B30 BB AR X 48Dy, ) ik
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A7 s — LR RE VR B KAk, T AR 4LAME
WLAEERM BB L SR BRME BT 8. 20144E3H, &
TR B AR X FE SE56 X 22780 T ALAMERL, 18] 75
IR R 0T G, BRATIEIEIE I 540 2 — 5k B
WAESE T iZ R AEAE . RS AMENIBR B A 3R
Bt FHANEEZ MR, (A ETZEARIEAEH
TN AT YRR R B2, ZD AMEALN 1% L)
ol 38 5 A DA AT A RN B IS 8 1) 4 P s e TR A
(ZRE, 2014; HiAARZE, 2014). AUGHE NN
TR RIENATREFEA Ry, X TERE. W
WH. BT EHENYERE, TFERER IS
PR EFBA REAT YA E . thsh, RRIHEHF
KBRS XA B0 A0, X 519874 1R
P IX 25 2 g2k S (oLl 3 vb B O A R R B
1989)MH[F] o« S8 R A 77 KA 55 (1999) 44 4 - 1HEE) /K
TWAN(O. a sairensis)FIALRY X 4 5%, (HA B AR
HERZIPN S/

XFES, RER—%H & FHERIERAA,
HIE 4 g 1k 38 A 1 6 40 J7 O 47 DX 360 30 38 B (1) 52
BEkl, R XN REA T AR T TIEE -
AIHERE R, FHLBBEEYF, & E
BramE L oA, 2ER12ANF 55 A [ A 84
5 BramazaE, mik /R ZR LR S S 7E R iR A
Rz — (545 2013), 20174F, S TRI/RE LA
PR B AR X E O R LI,
T U TR T S5 5 B ClVR LA, 2019). Hitk
ZK1Lh, 20104E LAk, 7EWWFZE E BRI E BT,
TE AR g T R4 X M 2 B 7R 22 2L A 858
WFFEN 53 AT BT L0 7 AR AL 22 U040 21035 i 1 25 54 1
Fr, B T 2R 2 725 (Nyhus et a, 2016). T
J BE, R W T R A X AR AR TR OB R B AR A
(B N20MH 48O AHE R R), (HET =F%
(T A DN, AT W8 20 ] 23 I oK F 5 2 R RS
WA RIS BRI . R, 20072 i e Rt
i 7% 2 Ll o Ath b X B4 1 2t 35 kB RS (S AT
&, 2002; WILLZESE, 2009; XIuHSE, 2014), F it
FAHENZ R0 AT 5 CAERT /R 2 1L R e K

AR VKR A IR 5 RE AR EEADON 22 i v T . B9
W, FREERN AR (1) SR A ST
ARo —J7TH, A 5 2 W g 23 1) S AR 35
Yk, fEZRINAR A = S A . RIS NI

R K AR, AW AR %R A S P A i 1720

AN AL AT, o 2 4 155.6%. BF Ah AR A3,

B I bR P R R 35 IR 2 0 B W v T A A B
HKo H—T7H, A FEPRR S R AR R 2
FATTE — 25 1o 1 W G0 Hir ] A 32 B 2R B S 4 A
RRAEI R I, Ve 490 i o] 45 AN () 5 2 1) 43 A BH 85
th, . 3¢S PO 4 AR Va2 (1,350
2,250 m), T At FH B R O TS Ve ARG A TR A X 45
(FrRFR) o (2L AMHMLYE 7 AN M5 A ) = BR 14 i
Mo B, EHEARTCME ALY A A A
PR S AT 0 45 SR AN R AE R S S 0 2 R R ) — AR
fiE; HR, AE— R SR BRI FE AR, HEX 2 4R
STz, B5 2R B SRHERI I, 2R
I B8 573K R R I RAIME 2w v i, T Bk 1 5
BRI AT RA MR IK(Sollmann et a, 2013; [
SLEAE, 2019). (R)LLAMEMLEE AL iR D, BORE
RATREAES, B OORE TR A X, AR
SERARE MRS .

10 i 9 % TN -2 B TN EA S NS C0) Wi
— 3R R BT HAR IR T B AR X AN A
AR RT3 S UT, FHoR RISk N 8 R K
o LATEmE YN 45 JE VR I2 B HL R N T
I HBEEA 1L, I SR R X R R AR 3
BN T S UCHE (L Z2508), PUInGRIE A I H
PR, AROER] T ARRRAEIT N Kb b, B
TR I S 2 A, gy B 2 A HoA
EE, BB WA A%, 54 ieiEm
HMe, AN T R i R Sk A Al A A — i TR R,
NN, AR X % Oy . A HRATK
DU Bl e 38 1 T DG 3 B LU BRI, AR X
TSR T, Y3 L I UG B AR S Y E S

25 L RTIR, AHE T YO W g T 3T T 4
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e FLFTAER 7R 2 L X ) B A= Zh ik Fe Bl . R
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X oA Th g X BA B 90 G b A% O X G N 2
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Appendix 1 List of mammal and bird species recorded by a camera-trapping survey in the Kanas River Valley
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Appendix 2 The locations of sampled cameratrapsin the Kanas River Valley
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Appendix 3 Photograph examples of mammal and bird species taken by cameratrapsin the Kanas River Valley
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Appendix 1 List of mammal and bird species recorded by a camera-trapping survey in the Kanas River Valley

YiFh Species AT HE R L MR Z REREH A s HEEMESIA G RPN
Number of Relative Number of ks Protection
independent photos abundance camera locations  Red List of China’s  level

index \ertebrates

A Mammalia

| & H Carnivora
1 K&l Canidae

(1) & Canis lupus 10 0.083 8 NT
(2) 7R¥K Vulpes vulpes 2 0.017 2 NT
2 BEE} Ursidae
(3) H#AE Ursus arctos 71 0.591 18 VU ]
3 HiEl Mustelidae
(4) %358 Martes zibellina 83 0.691 24 VU |
(5) #ifit Gulo gulo 18 0.150 7 EN I
(6) WHHIHE Meles leucurus 4 0.033 4 NT
1l 1B HE Artiodactyla
4 ¥4F} Suidae
(7) B%% Sus scrofa 2 0.017 1 LC
5 J&F} Cervidae
(8) LJE Cervus canadensis 1186 9.878 34 EN I
(9) 2 Capreolus pygargus 128 1.066 14 NT
(10) BERE Alces alces 21 0.175 11 CR I

11l W55 H Rodentia
6 Fa Rl Sciuridae

(11) #AB Sciurus vulgaris 215 1.791 20 NT
(12) JbfEa iR Tamias sibiricus 13 0.108 2 LC
(13) /N Pteromys volans 1 0.008 1 VU

IV &% H Lagomorpha
7 R %FH Ochotonidae

(14) 7L % Ochotona alpina 5 0.042 1 LC
8 %Fl Leporidae

(15) 4 Lepus timidus 112 0.933 19 LC I
54 Aves

V BHHE Galliformes
9 #ER} Phasianidae

(16) 7£JEHEXY Tetrastes bonasia 2 0.017 2 LC It
(17) ¥AX% Tetrao urogallus 1 0.008 1 EN
(18) FEZEXY Lyrurus tetrix 1 0.008 1 NT ]

VI JEFE Anseriformes
10 #9F} Anatidae
(19) EJfE Anser fabalis 4 0.033 2 LC
VI #F% B Columbiformes
11 M548%} Columbidae

(20) RKBEMG Streptopelia turtur 1 0.008 1 LC
(21) BTN Streptopelia orientalis 1 0.008 1 LC

VI 8 E Charadriiformes
12 #%F} Scolopacidae
(22) E:A5 Scolopax rusticola 1 0.008 1 LC
IX#H Ciconiiformes
13 #%!} Ciconiidae
(23) H¥#5 Ciconia nigra 1 0.008 1 VU 1
X MEFH Accipitriformes

14 J&F} Accipitridae

(24) K% Buteo hemilasius 1 0.008 1 VU 1
(25) WKV Buteo buteo 1 0.008 1 LC 1

(26) £%FEE Buteo rufinus 2 0.017 1 NT I
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Number of Relative Number of E Protection
independent photos abundance camera locations  Red List of China’s  level
index \ertebrates
(27) &% Accipiter gentilis 1 0.008 1 NT ]

XI 58/ H Strigiformes
15 [[555%} Strigidae
(28) KJEH#KES Strix uralensis 1 0.008 1 NT 1
X1l B H Piciformes
16 KA L7} Picidae
(29) AHEA LY
Dendrocopos leucotos
(30) =hLE A Picoides tridactylus 1 0.008 1 LC
Xl % Passeriformes
17 #5%} Corvidae

1 0.008 1 LC

(31) 2% Nucifraga caryocatactes 31 0.258 12 LC
18 11 F Paridae

(32) ¥B&F L4 Poecile palustris 1 0.008 1 LC

(33) MEii# Periparus ater 1 0.008 1 LC
19 i&F} Sittidae

(34) @i Sitta europaea 1 0.008 1 LC

20 9%l Turdidae

(35) FEBLHLEY Zoothera aurea 2 0.017 2 LC
(36) EIEHY Turdus atrogularis 1 0.008 1 LC
(37) #*%F Turdus ruficollis 1 0.008 1 LC
(38) LAY Turdus eunomus 1 0.008 1 LC
(39) #6t% Turdus viscivorus 1 0.008 1 LC
21 #5F} Muscicapidae
(40) WA HS Saxicola maurus 7 0.058 1 LC
(41) HTEEERYY Luscinia megarhynchos 10 0.083 2 LC
(42) 25 NS Tarsiger cyanurus 1 0.008 1 LC
(43) MLLEYS Phoenicurus ochruros 1 0.008 1 LC
REL . 0.008 . e
Phoenicurus erythrogastrus
22 #549%} Motacillidae
(45) JK#845 Motacilla cinerea 4 0.033 1 LC
(46) #£2Z8 Anthus trivialis 1 0.008 1 LC
23 #e4e R} Fringillidae
(47) ¥A% Pinicola enucleator 4 0.033 1 LC
(48) iEA4 Carpodacus erythrinus 2 0.017 1 LC
(49) AW HEE Loxia leucoptera 1 0.008 1 LC
(50) £I#i4 4 Carduelis carduelis 1 0.008 1 LC
(51) £LJE/K4E Pyrrhula pyrrhula 1 0.008 1 LC

WfE%g CR. ENL VUL NT Ml LC 435 v+ EE el (a2 ik G . Bifa. 2 fa. IRfefcadgnl; Ry go: 1. 10 anlftRE
K RE SR E .
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Appendix 2 The locations of sampled camera traps in the Kanas River Valley

cXEZ =i

Higms A 2 ik AR B B TAEH EEEVCCYn Eigk=27)]
Camera ID  Longitude (E)  Latitude (N) Altitude Habitat Protection Accumulated ¥ P
(m) station camera day Number of  Captured
(d) independent  species
images
i 48° 53’ 87° 9' 43" 1,379 NN Wk 352 81 12
31"
J2 48° 53’ 87° 11’ 00" 1,382 EFRNESCAR 13k 353 96 10
31"
J3 48°53'51" 87° 11’ 25" 1,385 EF ik 3% 131 27 4
N2 48°54'15" 87°11'45" 1,397 WHER A 1k 339 94 7
J5 48°54'36" 87°1308" 1,401 Rk 1k 340 65 5
J6 48°55'11" 87°12'16" 1,440 Wb EER N W1k 94 4 1
7 48° 54’ 87° 13’ 30" 1,407 EFRRRACAR WSk 601 111 12
42"
J8 48°54'46" 87°14'53" 1,414 uRIN 3% 408 35 3
J9 48° 55’ 87° 14’ 28" 1417 EFRNESCAR I3k 106 18 3
03"
J10 48° 55’ 87° 14’ 08" 1,766 EFRNESCAR 13k 106 1 3
47"
J1 48° 55’ 87° 14’ 45" 1,692 ] P 1k 288 3 2
59"
J12 48°55'20"” 87° 15’ 26" 1,435 uRIN 3% 613 129 10
J13 48° 58’ 87° 18’ 16" 1,482 uRIN BT s R 638 135 13
19”
J14 48° 58’ 87° 17’ 43" 1,627 EFRENRACAR B st R 265 1 3
19”
J15 48° 58’ 87° 16’ 56" 2,098 Rk R sk R 285 12 3
08"
J16 48° 59’ 87° 18’ 59" 1,454 uRIN BT s B R 716 120 8
05"
a7 48°59'11" 87°18'47" 1,578 EFRENRACAR B st R 516 48 8
J18 48° 59’ 87° 17’ 47" 2,082 Rk R sk R 374 56 1
26"
J19 49° 0’ 22"  87° 19' 09" 2,056 mlEA PRER 105 16 3
J20 49°0'18" 87°20'18" 1,525 EFREiRAE B rank &R 330 30 6
J21 49°0'40" 87°21'09" 1,495 EFFNEACAR B sk R 122 5 3
J22 49° 0’ 51"  87° 22' 14" 1,532 U B B £ R 605 51 8
J23 49° 1’ 03"  87° 23’ 02" 1,604 U B B 4 R 164 17 4
J24 49°1'30" 87°23'16" 1,976 uRIN B B - R 102 15 3
J25 49°1'13" 87° 23’ 56" 1,620 uRIN B B - R 329 85 7
126 49°1'38" 87°2423" 2,145 Rk R kR 112 15 3
327 49° 1' 27" 87° 25' 05" 1,588 Rk By o it R 183 21 5
J28 49°1'45" 87° 25' 52" 1,623 BRI AR 1] 357 150 9
J29 49°1'54" 87°26'43" 1,644 BRI AR SR 319 144 8
J30 49° 1' 50"  87° 27' 24" 1,685 Rk SR 350 69 9
J31 49° 1' 58"  87° 28' 08" 1,703 BRIk SR 354 87 8
332 49° 2’ 53"  87° 30’ 38" 1,785 IHER N 365 49 9
J33 49° 3’ 87° 30’ 37" 1,989 uRIN 1 721 50 1
246"
J34 49°3'31" 87° 30’ 28" 2,105 i L HE ) S 355 66 7
J35 49°3'43" 87° 31’ 08" 2,040 [ SR 307 7
J36 48° 55’ 87° 13’ 38" 1,501 i RN Wk 301 32

05 "
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Appendix 3 Photograph examples of mammal and bird species taken by camera traps in the
Kanas River Valley

G2 35632

% Cervus canadensis g Alces alces

o 0SB0

J& Canis lupus 7RI Vulpes vulpes
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M8 Ciconia nigra WRIF % Buteo buteo

T oo C05206 TOTL

KJEMEY Strix uralensis T JfE Anser fabalis
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The snow leopard in Altai Mountains, near the Sino-Mongolia border,

and its conservation significance

Wenwen Chu?, Zhigang Jiang®*, Kai Li*, Defu Hu"', Gang Chen®, Hongjun Chu®
1 School of Ecology and Nature Conservation, Beijing Forestry University, Beijing 100083
2 Ingtitute of Zoology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101

3 Management Center, Mt. Kalamaili Ungulate Nature Reserve, Urumgi 830000

4 College of Life Sciences, University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049

%% (Panthera uncia) 2 RHEE S, i
TEMRZE DA b1 s i A iy o 4 Bk E 50 L
D AR G4 it % (Globa Snow Leopard &
Ecosystem Protection Program, GSLEP){iit, HHJ
4Bk %) H4,000-6,500 H, oA 5 iR 124N [H 5,
3 A T AR 29 9180 3 km?,  H: 1 60% L L 7E h
(Snow Leopard Working Secretariat, 2013, https://www.
globalsnow leopard.org/). =5 %4534 £E v 4 B U 1
TC) LIRS, A FEAC(Xu et a, 2008), 17141
b, Iz FAHE KA AL ST T T RN o [ (3 5,
PRI T 3 FE T RE

Az T e [ 7 88 b 50 00 B 2R 2 1l ko 4 R L
A X BT IR e — % 2 AR A X 1) B2 AH RS Oy
(https://mww.millenniumassessment.org/en/Multiscale.
html), 2 B A4 E 1 S SRRl b A= ) 22 R 1 DG
HUX o VRAEHEARBEE, B /K2 1L B 1 T T e B
B, AR R iR AR LB AR (B
B e L 2 e R LU BR A by, 2 T 3N A XY
b5t

FEHTsE, S EESAMAER S LK. Rk

Wik H #A: 2019-03-25; 52 H #1: 2019-07-25

ik AR 2R 22 1 ik (SRS, 2013) . JEAE R ELE A
ik~ Rl Bk &I 7 FH 5, AEALE B BT R 28
1 X FEAR RIS 55 5 LR (B0, 2013), (X AERT #) 2
i X AR L A B P A 55 B ATUR (55 5%, 2005). &
B ORI (Capra sibirica)ZEE H 5210 F X 15k
Bl JR Z LA Ll T 2 S B g /N L AR 2., Tkl =
REFINEZEZEY, EXTIXEFHMERIE T
R E . H R ATE 2 S5 T E A b
Tt BARTENR L .

1 EHHEPE

201320194, FAIAE A (& ] /R Z2 1L T Jg 1
SRR Al e T ] 48 2 P (NS S B B
SV X R 5" . ££2013-20165F ) B A0 I
RN [ S AR ORI IX TR P 22 TR
ZLAMNLEAT TR 52 T 3 (FE R 4%, 2020), fE NI
VRE X AR X BB AR KIS . 2016
FAH P A, BAERLTBIRZE L 2R & 52
R R A ERE XS ISR
B IR AT L 5 LA S R I se A ¥ 11665 LML,

FEWH: EHxKE B HRI(2016Y FC0503303) . H FE R} 2 B dimg 17 56 3R £ 1 (XDA23080101) « [ 5+ 5 R Al 1% % 701 (2013FY 110300) A1 5 [ br

B & 7E 5 H (20136026-2)
* J@iIfE# Author for correspondence. E-mail: hudf @bjfu.edu.cn
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YIZFEME . 201659 H 30H , 7ERMT /K22 11 Z< FB 1 W& L
In#h5e(46°13'33" N, 90°52'9" E, i#4k1,497 m)$A %
Bl — HEFY(EL). X2 EIRAERTRZE LA E — il 4a
TR FHIEM R, R H 3 B oA X 1AL
AR 5. RN, R AR T A6l cE,
TIE SERAT R 2 L 2R 0 H 52 3 B sy L AV L X2
P E S, R A FSI RIS

Y i
09/30/2016 20:08:31

Ll Acon 0004 O FoolC

Bl ARRRLRIBDFIDEEA ME = ERIEREIES
Fig. 1 Snow leopard (Panthera uncia) first trapped by
infrared camera at Kalgjialeke in Altai Mountains, near the
Sino-Mongolia border

2 5t XIRRH

VM oy A il U5 E T M 4 A X (Hardie &
Hutchings, 2010), *f T4 4k 3% % (Gaston, 2003)FH
L1t R S e PRl 5 A X (area of occupancy)
14 % A [X (area of occurrence) B A L & W
(https.//www.iucnredlist.org) . — AN 5% F 55y 4
A R BSEY R R B E AR ST (9 ENISE, 2020).
Wi o3 A X 4 30 R P D 2 4 b 3L R 3R 5 e 4
AT XSS FIDFPIE L, T PE T 452 Rl
RIS RERATEAIE T 040 X A5
A 25 A DR 252 el B 1) 55 505 398 FEL Y, R e
T E B A 2k 22 B B RR, Z RIS
FhEE R — NG DRI G A 2
o A X, RIS BUIC I I8 4% 2 R PR SO 58 1) 34
BEIEN 7o — NIRh DGR T OR3 Fh 8 2
PET Re A RRRA, 7] I T o v T BEATL K
26 A% (Hardie & Hutchings, 2010).

3 &ZoMRNESH
ZERY A AT (ORI B A S AR

A1) (Convention on the Conservation of Migratory
Species of Wild Animals)&l| i (1) 7115 1 fE B A=
YOS B 5 GBI P I E B /R Z L
(https://www.cms.int/en/document/mapping-transboun
dary-hotspots-central -asian-mammal s-initiative) {7 T
o [ - B e B -5 AR B SR IX . A
o EDHT IR AE S R B A X BT R X, RS BT v BT R
HEEZE N X, i EUvsfBayan Ulgii Aimags,
DL AR 2 B B kAT /R Z2 4L A [ K osh-Agach X . ] FL
FLATE 1 Buryatiyadtts [X [ B /R 22 111 358 R0 2R B 36
(47°41'-49°04' N, 87°24'-89°51' E. 4T 54k, X —
ZRIH HIN (OR3P B A SV A 200 B
SEIIE Y FRIL A 3% 3 (Ovis ammon)

CORIP B AL ST HEI M A 20D Al TS 5% v i
HEE N EABILI0R, 2 Wik /R Z-5% 2 Hh
XA HEH 70-90R o FA[ /R - 1% 2 1 X AN R 43 B 1)
HEPES 3, 1R /D Bk A SO0 1 e 1 55 5 (TR e 5%
2006), X BT A AU T A B . M
ORI BB € B L2 o A7 T3RATTIE IR 5 50 A Bt £
VG R 1R 5 Tl B 2R 2 b IXRE WA R A 2 B Bl R
7 [ HB X (https://www.cms.int/en/document/mapping-
transboundary-hotspots-central-as an-mammal s-initiative) .

HHE R L AL R, LR MEA
H M. B IR 2RI 2 i X 4 1) A2 Saylyugemil Jik 22
HEZRAENSHNMELEAEENRTE L. %
T8 I3 A S AR T B T b A X
BEH ARGy SR, HT AN E K, 2 X
TR A R Rz B EEAN ANKES S
X BIRERG, SEHEESAXAEEEZE. U
BRI BHRR 739 RH FE AR =T T
BE, R TENMMASRE R B FEEFEINT. [
I 25 S0 T S 08 T o A5 58 40 S AE SRS
TR X AT 5, I\T B EHEE, &R A
LA T HESER R AE, RS RSh T A& AR ARk o
RS R, RIGFIHFEN 5 Fhsic 4 %E
W2 E59(Zhang et al, 2007), RS 3
M — BB A, TR A0 X A% &
FEshn. SRR IR AE R R T
Ak & JE A R N3R5 55 34 i R A5 g (5
2013).

JECBURA AR AR 2 5 30 AT S bRk O 1)
%5 Al (Jackson, 2014) . ARt A2 5200 25 54 5 1 ik

BRIEhZR TN 25 4 1M &
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FHEE: Betad AL W SRR LI (0] A0S (0] BRI 22 5, BARYIRD R e A R i R L= R A 7y BKE)
betaZs FF L% J5 T B AL A5 I R DRGE T RE O 2 3h 2, SR 5% T betads FEIE K L AN 2H 73 4% J= 17 1 iR 9K 3l g 3k
FAERZ il . LMERTFUR W], betad FEE 1A% SR A7 AEIORE RUSE RO ARRUNE, Bl HLHE R A A IR A A R BURE R
AU EE A B B o AR ST LA A LI A LA A 4K 20 hadsh 25 S A UM AT FE0S B, AEAN ]
WORE RUBE L, 4 B 77 18] ) Bray -Curti st £ 70 i 9 i i e 47 R b == 53 FE 22 S 410, M U AR 7 W ANy 22
I BT AR 7R PR L YR AN R A6 T betads R K2 PN AL 70 1 JR TR FS KA S B K HL RO AR . 45 2R
R (1) beta FEVEL Wb 5 2 70 A Ah A= 5 2 72 S 4H 20 B EBORE FROBE AR KT o FEANFIERE RS, W)
Toft o 2 41 7 ot T betaZs BRI DTHRAG 28 5 32 S A7 . (Q)BEE BURE R IR, P85 I Sk Bl betass FEVERS R TE LI
FES F PRGN, 08 R A B AR AT T RE— RS T BN R AE betads FEVES SR T 1K
L IR A 18 B T B, S S5 HIRE U7 EE0E— 2D AT Lol ROBE RN T AL o

KEA BEERALKG beta FEVEAL Y, T7 E 0, IABEILUE; PTRORMG] AR

Driving forces underlying the beta diversity of tree speciesin subtropical
mid-mountain moist ever green broad-leaved forestsin Ailao M ountains

Zhiliang Yao"?, Handong Wen**, Yun Deng*?*, Min Cao', Luxiang Lin**

1 CAS Key Laboratory of Tropical Forest Ecology, Xishuangbanna Tropical Botanical Garden, Chinese Academy of
Sciences, Kunming 650223

2 University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049

3 Ailaoshan Sation for Subtropical Forest Ecosystem Sudies, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Jingdong, Yunnan 676209

4 Xishuangbanna Sation for Tropical Rainforest Ecosystem Sudies, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Mengla, Yunnan
666303

Abstract: Beta diversity refers to species composition variation among communities across temporal and
spatial scales. Beta diversity includes species turnover and species richness differences between com-
munities. The ecological processes that drive beta diversity patterns are determined by spatio-temporal
dynamics of communities. However, the driving forces that form beta diversity and its components patterns
are still controversial. Previous studies have shown that beta diversity patterns are scale-dependent as are the
relative importance of underlying ecological processes. In this study, the beta diversity of tree speciesin the
20 ha subtropical mid-mountain moist evergreen broad-leaved forest dynamics plot in Ailao Mountains was
studied. Across different spatial scales, the Bray-Curtis indices among quadrat pairs were partitioned into
species turnover components and species richness components. The relative importance of scale dependent
environmental filtering and dispersal limitation on beta diversity were analyzed by using a redundancy
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analysis and variation partitioning analysis. Our results showed that: (1) Beta diversity and its components
decreased with increasing scale. The pairwise difference in species composition between quadrats was
dominated by species turnover components at al scales. (2) With increasing scale, the relative importance of
environment filtering on beta diversity gradualy increased, while the relative importance of dispersa
l[imitation gradually decreased. This study confirmed the importance of spatial scale on beta diversity pattern
and the quantitative assessment of its driving forces. Future research should focus more on examining the
mechanism of the scale effects on beta diversity and its underlying driving forces.

Key words: community composition; beta-diversity component; variation partitioning; environment filtering;

dispersal limitation; Ailao Mountains

Whittaker (1960)# - #2 | betazs F1E: HIAE 2,
W4 I8 SORBETR R PR R 22 7 o A 2t DA
ok, beta B — & A S 24 B 7T 4 S (Anderson
et al, 2010; %3745, 2010; Legendre & De Céceres,
2013). BetaZ £ 14 42 i $2al pha £ 14 FllgammaZ i
PEIMEZE (Lande, 1996; Jost, 2006), i fif b 3k 5
betaZs FE LR JR T B AR A5 G 72 o] DO ER B B VA 14
EMLHIER AL E LA, B H T T beta FEVERE R
[T AL SR A7 7E 4+ (Hubbell, 2001; Condit et
a, 2002).

H 1 betaZe FE 1 1 B & 5 4 = B RS 2
fit (multiplicative partitioning) (Whittaker, 1960). il
P43 fic (additive partitioning) (Lande, 1996)A1AH{LL14:
(kAR AH AL ) FE $(Magurran, 1988). |~ X fbeta®s
FEME & 18 A [ B 9% (8] ) P 2R 22 5, 5 FHAEAEA
P ¥ B0 & (U Jaccard B Sarensents 1), {HIX L& 45
22 52 BIAS R V& TR P b = & 2 1 5% 1 (El i son,
2010). Sk b, betaZ FEPERE J5 KIR TP i1 £ 4
) R 2 BCHG INAX B AN AN [R] ¥ 77 T (Harrison et
al, 1992; Williams, 1996; Lennon et al, 2001). #)F 1)
B FEAFRE LGN ER TR, S5
& B MM EE B YA Rk Rk B 2 &
BANFRE R A s B A 2 . XA T
LA S EL 7 B 18] Y0 h 4H Rl 22 S (Baselga, 2010;
Podani & Schmera, 2011). Kitt, AT LA¥sbetazs i
I3 R NP A e 4H oy RV Rl E B 2 R A S 1N
A1 20 (1) 4 Baselga, 2010, 2017; Podani et al,
2013). iX AN 2 20 25 mT g 2 AE A Rt
[FERBN =2, AT BeAAAE AN A A T R R K
311, PN 5 T betads £ 1 T BR 1A X 5T ik E
WA —FE(Tonkin et a, 2016; #3042, 2017).
betaZe FE 1L 73 i 9 EIR PR AN2H 73 FF A 1 ) (1 3K
) F3 0] DA BhERATT S IR N HUBR B TR A ML, (R

I IS AT DLYE 5 AW 2 K P OR B SR A ) 52 o 49 2,
LY RhEE 2 5 A Sbeta® FEVERS,
PRI FP R B X3, T DA R e 4 o
ERF, MFEEARY )T M X 3 (Gianuca et A,
2017).

O BT Ay, PR8I AN B R ) 3
[F] 3K Bl betaZe AE L I A, H 23X 7 S8 5 2 1 A X
HIBEAEA A0 TR B AN R B AR %
(3£ 7¢%, 2010; Myerset a, 2013). /£ X R |,
BT b 5T s A P SRR B AR I AN ], AN[R]
DX 35k 18] (R P b R /N AE 22 7, AT 3 X 45 )
YIRh 4L R 2 5 (Zobel, 1997; J5 s =%, 2009). 7
Ab, DXIURE b B85 R 7 (0 e UM AR ) 72 2
XM A EEAER, s X
I 16] (R 4 e 4L % 2 7 (Tuomisto et al, 2003; Toledo et
a, 2011). 7F R R B b, 35 9% 43 R i I S 3R 5 K]
TR G T IR A A AL ], R T
FE SRy Sl B V& AR TG B, 3R T B3N T ey R
WP R 2 [R] A8 46 (Chase & Myers, 2011) . Hi
B 1) 75 & 380 RUBE b0 T B i 0 0 P 4 s A A 1 add
(R sm, AN [EIPIRR ST HLRE 70 B R 55 22 5 A R i 23
6] 73 A K JR, 3 T 52 e BV (1) ) P 2E R (Levine &
Murrell, 2003; Seidler & Plotkin, 2006). Bz} &1k X
[ betaZe FE VARG SR T R A 245 T 2 B A I 3 (R HORE
FOBERCRIME, BV BE & BORE ROBE I 1S I, PR8I D8 1)
B R 32 1 o, T B HCRR ) 0 1 O B R A
(Tuomisto et al, 2003; Legendre, 2009; Bin et al,
2010). #AI, PRSI AN R ) B AR X B AR
NAER RGP0 REAFAEECRZE R BN, Myers®é:
(2013) < I FAts FRAK H W) A A B 22 AR KRR B2
PHCPR 3K B ), MR A AR, PR R
HEHIKB) /T

UK Bl betazs A1 P A2 70 4% SR T B 1 ) ) i
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B FARE. BEFRE, EXERE L, BT
PR B R, R B 55 02 3 SO R i 1) 2
JR K[ (McKnight et al, 2007; Leprieur et a, 2011). %
FEVE K Ae b5 s AR R Rl ==& 2 e 4 oy
) 3 E K 5) /7 (Ulrich et a, 2009; Ponisio et al,
2016). 7E R R FE b, BETEIR] ) R A 08 0 2 e
TABBR f AR B I R A AR A R L R IR . B
& A B2 R R XA B AR B
AL e FT IR, GlanfER — X, BT
B 95 I B T P b A 1l T e ot PR B SR AR B
IS (%) 3 V& W) A 2E R 1k 5 T 4R (Greve et al, 2005;
Chase, 2007; Wang et al, 2018). *¥ibetazz £ 1423 i
Y J e A oy AN A S R 2 e 2 0 R IR S U
B RO 2 32 4 v A2 ORI X RS (il 4
Svenning et al, 2011; Dobrovolski et al, 2012). #X7f,
X TR BN (1) JR 3 RFE BB B)  Foh J 2 4643 R 4)
Tl =F & B 22 5 A O3 A% JR T8 R AR A T R S G AR R
HE ML 2 /b (Wang et a, 2018) .

AT UL 25 B 2 25 10 0 # s o Ll P S
3K 20 hasliZs e il (DA SRR 2 28 LKA ) Ay
W&, FEAFRBERE F, #8515 betaZ 1+
P AN 5 4% R TR B Bk 3 7, it a4
G W RN 22 53 Ak %) 325 s A 5 sk i AT 9 I BR Al
TEBRN AT ) ()RR A R 22 S« 0 ) A 2L o )
Pl B 22 S AL 90 SR TR 1 b R AR O B L, AT
PRITAY AT S R I PR (R RV AL AL

1 #MR5ERE

11 HREXHR
AL KB HAL T = B A Rl o 2 L b Bedk
FUHX, J& T =40 E KBRS IXERE .
T e SR AR PR 1 AR PG X, RN
T AR ZE AR IX — H X R R2 R, RE )2 2R R 2R R
AP P 2= AR X LAV, AR A X P 7830, K
B IR A o i AR (B A AT S ), 1998)
ZXJE T ERNAE, BFALH 28F4H). W
Z=(5-10H) 70 Bl o A FRIR11.3C o 1 X Iy o
Lt ] P AR AR A S8 0, TR R R ) 2L F5
N 7% 2} Bt B 2} (Lithocarpus  hancei) . A S #i]
(Lithocarpus xylocarpus), il 2% Bl §) 78 ¥ A fif
(Schima noronhae). ## %5 (Hartia sinensis). &4 %
A% (Camellia forrestii), #% [ 3% O #4 (Machilus

bombycina). %%/} A 2% 1 (Litsea elongata), A 2R
T 1A% (Manglietia insignis). % 754 2 (Michdlia
floribunda) %5 (5B % AN % &, 1998).
1.2 ik

T A KR i A5 () M A7 B D101°01'35" E,
24°3220" N, it T~ 20 ha, X5hK:500 m, Y 4l
400 m, XAh$E A AR 4<6.37° (K1), #Eipy20 m
PER AR 2,472 m, B ik 2,628 m,
R 22156 m. TR L B ERIE, LIEA LR
TEH, SREEE, LEMRMYRE RS,
2018) o A2 1L KR I A 1 2 IR T 5 [ SR 8 Rk AT
T ¢ i s AR MR 7 0 (Center for Tropical Forest
Science, CTFS) #J#f Ht i 5 br #fE (Condit, 1998). 4
S ASCHRs FEAFEHL R 43 500020 m o x 20 mitiEE T,
FEANEETT X3 1645 m x 5 mig/INETs o ey
B W42 (DBH) > 1 emfI AR A A ) A K 43 i 3t
TR DE . FERAR I EA RS e S, FEHL P 3
H44,168HKDBH > 1 cmJARAKEY)MA, 5)ET36
F163JE 1045, FH AR % E BIFKFHIAMEE 74 (R
TN AR EAME) (R T AR5, 2018). FFHL A R4
w2 RIS BHK IR R iR R ALRSTERL.

101°1'35" E 101°1'45" E 101°1'55" E
P i T T 5

L 37l

24°32"25" N

24°32"20" N

24°32'15" N

24°32'10" N

24°32'5" N

101°1'30" E

101°1'40" E 101°1'50" E
&% Legend 0 100 200 400 m
o fAME Comerstake 2
—— FEHBI R Plot boundary

Bl RFEWLTAFRUGEEEFEAMK20 hazhzS N
REE
Fig. 1 Diagrammatic of the 20 ha subtropical mid-mountain
moist evergreen broad-leaved forest dynamics plot in Ailao
Mountains
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o R A F R
13 MMEEFETESEHTE

A L AR 73 53118 73 792,0001M10 m x 10 m,
5001~20 m x 20 m, 80150 m x 50 m#120~100 m x
100 MIIFETT o AHIE ST A 85 DR 70 4 3 P - A
M-, 230 SREL SR AN [ HORE ROBERE 7 (1) 4%t
8 [R] -1~ R b IR ER] 5 1 BB

458 PR E R R L KR b P SR S A 1) Hb 4
VAT ERAR o JLAETE6 HURE i R, KB i TR
FEN B B RPN B] S8 = AT LR AL T A .
LI E 20 BRAME BT AR AR TR E . SKE. pH
. 2. &% Ak, . 28, KEER.
B R AR AR PR A B
THERE . SRS Rk AR AR
AR AR . A BURE R RE 7 1 3 R AL 1 )5
i B R IDUE SR 5 T 242 e bR B0 ¥ 18 Krigingi:
HHAT {875 %) (Cressie, 1990; Diggle et al, 1998). %
FHERTEAR A RUIMA 5 />y — eyl & H de (8 %
oRI A 2, BRI A B0 EENETT N R A 35 DR R T
WHE o ZT7 15K FREAT I 25 6 gstat % )7 4. (Pebe-
sma, 2004) 523 .

R R AR . B BRI R . fE
BEAFE T, FRE 5 4 Tl s Ak 4 1~ (B AE
EFETT B DLE BRRE T AT = = AN R
[ -5 7K~V T A P YA AR A 7 (3 E; B s
FE 5 1) s 2 3 ) BRI 8AN 5 ()~ 380 4R A i
FEF MY B, AL TR R 2 500U M e 7, L
oy FE A U] EH R O I RO 25 5 AT I A A
FEJT 0P 203 345 (Harms et al, 2001; Valencia et
al, 2004). 3 7] (Aspect) K i K A 2t 5

Aspect = 180 — arctan (fy/fx) x (180/3.14) +

90 x (fx/|fX|) (1)
Ao, BRIy 2y il 1A 7 AN ZR 2178 AL 31 B
WK 22 B TS N[0, 2r A AR &, (R 7R 2L
XPEAMOESZFR 2 A, AR BN 5 857
Hrds

AT FRAR I R - A TR [R5 2 1] ) e 2 4
KER, W I FIH Y R e 2 e 30T %
4343 Hr(principal components analysis, PCA). R #
K ai ser-Guttmanf Il >k 1% £3E N f5 85253 8 16 3 1877,
R th S Sl VR A AR 318, SR IR R E AR
A T I 1) 3 s o AR Nt N S S840 BT I 32 1oy

(Jackson, 1993).

TSR R ERFZHR AP AE R REE
Ve, BEr Ul Z M AEST R ERE . —RH
PSSR e — SRR AL A B B i 2 1A A i 1
AP b B AR B8 S IR AR IE 3 [) 3 350 1 9 W b 4H 1k
(23 ) 5 Ay FE SR BEVR WA A B 1) 2 ) 25 4 12k
50 A2 A B BR A AR B A o A A% R R B
(1t 18] 45 ¥4 (Hubbel I, 2001) . 745 32 Hh (1 45 8] 45 #4745 B
fi A 2 T R B Y S5E 25 R AIE n) & P (distance-based
Moran’s eigenvector maps, dbMEM)& 7R, 1% J5iE2Z
HU A FR 48 44 B 32 AL A% 23t (principal - coordinate
of neighbour matrice, PCNM) (Borcard & Legendre,
2002). ‘& A LA ROt R A3 AN R BURE RUBE R R 7 11
I G5, T 50 A B v 2 1R AR A 1) fid R AR
(Borcard et a, 2004; Dray et a, 2006; Smith &
Lundholm, 2010). 7ERANEUFERE R, PASFETHI
AR N RE DT O B SRR B AR R, et
A BB BURE RUE R 1) 7 8] 25 ¥4 4% & (Legendre
et d, 2009; De Cécereset a, 2012),
14 betaZ M REBMASTHITE

NAR FTbetazs FE4E S L I AN 2H 70 4% SR T 1 A
B, TR EEEA E K betaZ FE M IR L iR A e
AN BIIMAE R . ASCR F 2T 2 2 1) Serensen
& H (3L Fr Bray-Curtists £5) 1 v il 0t £ 77 2 7] beta
% Ff M FE &, 38 3T Podani #1 Schmera (2011)
Carvalho%5:(2012)#2 Hi 1 beta FE 14 il 7715, 4k
% Legendre (2014) %1% 77 % 1) ciidk, 4 betazs 11t
(BRFF & [8) R P A 2H s AR AR LA, FH Btotal i) 77 i
A A e 4 53 (H Repl ) A A 3= & B2 22 e 2
7y (HHADDIffRR), BEARiHE AR T:

Btotal = (B + C)/(2A + B +C) 2
Repl = 2min(B, C)/(2A + B +C) ©)]
AbDiff = |B - CJ/(2A + B +C) 4

A, ARIRANECXS K7 R RS FIE AN FE 7
6] () B /N 22 PEE )RR, BRI AN BC XA 5 R 77 1
(18 2 JE IR LA 22, CRIRFE 7 21108 2 JE I LA
% AR F R AL ) adespatia £ - £ (Dray et al,
2017) ] beta.div.compif Ok SE Hilbetazs #1473 i -
15 betaZHEMRERNMEASH RS IMEE
iR

AR SR FH HE T FE RS 1 T AR 43 7 (di stance-based
redundancy analysis, doRDA)K4£ 7 betazs £ 11 f H
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Moy FEM R 2R, FFI 77 22 70 il o3 b FLAH G 2 22
Y. doRDA VAR s AE T &l LLAH 7 22 53 W 8 7
o) OB R ER B R R, (H AN oA W &
[ PR B AR BE AT 20 WY I, %07 VR A7 AE 1L (Legendre
& Anderson, 1999). McArdlefllAnderson (2001) it
Tk, ST AR R B AR R . AT T
PP s B 2 S 20 o3 2 B BRI 1 i R B
R, 111 betazz A5 1t AN A i 5 40 4 2 R R 12 1Y)
PR B HRE, WOR A MGt 5 1) doRDA 7 VAT 77 241
fif 53 AT« dbRDA J7 32 38 it R 4 ) vegan 72 /7 4
(Oksanen et al, 2017) [ dbrdask £ S Bl . 7EiREAT )7
FE RN, 5B B R AT A B R Ik, T
BRIUAR I LS 2 20 7Y, dbRDA 737 1 A% B i
1E4EAE 7] DLl i veganfs /7 £ (Oksanen et al, 2017)
) ordi step ik F S I o 97 176 5 0t i[9 A% B A I 2 52
FR) A 455 ER] -~ 0 72 8] &35 1) A e BV AT g0 AR i3k 47
B RIIHT o

J7 SRS M, WA BAR R betaZ AR W)
TR 5 YiFh s 22 R o = A AN )
FEFE, MBIy, —E o B I
K12, fB—ilor RN HEnEE. 7k
IR i betaZe FEVE K PR AN HL 40 B A8 7 00 N
ANER Sy (Q) Al AR 7 (D) FAEE Y 7 [A) 45 4
(C)F Al A A 2544, () AR BRI &R 73 . Forbr, ALl
(R PR 1570 S R A S5 1) 2 [R] 25 ¥ (@ + b) SR JE A
Ky B [ A4 () SRR H1G 0% . EARER
[R5, —SE AR 21 i 5 A 75 () 25 g (R A B AR B
THE V& Bl 25 1R 725 18] 235 1) 252 0] B 400 1 =5[] 45 44 38 70
H — % K 51k (Jones et al, 2008; Legendre et d,
2009) o AR AN R HBURE R R B3 [N 1 5 7% [|] 454
Ag X T betaZ FEIE S IL AN IHERE S, 72
BREANBURE AR 43 73 % betaze -4 K H A~ 2H 43 13k
1777 200 W o T3 22453 i 53 B vl LLIE i vegants /7 44
(Oksanen et al, 2017) i varpart ok 7 523 .
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S 20 7 B B o EURE RURE )34 DR T s/ (B12) . AN
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BEEZESH S, FERMRRIZA 2 At 2]
SE0, B AR e BE A BURE ROBE B3 KT8/ o B
AR EEAS 50 mEURE RS B — @ e, 1M
A ) 7 () S5 A6 7E AR HURE RUBE B — e IR
(&14C).

31 betaZ MR EMNES IR E KB
AHFRIL, FEAFEBRERET, Al
AL S B AR M betaZ REVE RPN L0, W)
Tl J) e 241 53 1S o 4 KRR 23 B, KR WY 3% [X e Al
betaZs £ £ /2 B M R FL 4 70 Fir £ 10, EIRETT 2

fxms



ks

450 £ ¥ % B M Biodiversity Science

8%

&)

AbDiff

*——eo——
1-Btotal

1
0

1-Btotal

Btotal: betaZ #£:
Repl: YyFf #5240 5
AbDIfT: WHE B FEER 445

0.408

1

1-Btotal

AbDiff

/o
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Fig. 2 Triangular plots of beta diversity and its two components at different cell sizes. Each black dot represents a pair of sites.
Their positions were determined by a triplet of values from the species composition similarity (1-Btotal), species turnover
component (Repl), species richness difference component (AbDiff); each triplet sumsto 1. The large circular dot in each graph is the
centroid of the points; the larger black dots represent the mean values of the 1-Btotal, Repl, and AbDiff components; A, B, C, and D
represent the relationships of three components at 10 m, 20 m, 50 m, 100 m cell sizes, respectively.
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Fig. 3 The proportion of two components in beta diversity at
different cell sizes. ADbDiff, Species richness difference
component; Repl, Species turnover component.

(1) E) 0 A 2L 1l 22 5 3 SRR TR T7 2 TA) B P o 5
e, HABETT Z 1A R ORAE BE BP0 b 25 2% 3,
FEJT Z A A= 8 AR AT BN . BIERIIRZ
W e B3 2L SR LA 45 2R (Tisseuil et &, 2012; Viana
et a, 2016; Guo et a, 2018; Soininen et al, 2018;
Wang et al, 2018). Soininen% (2018); ixf %A 4]
S0 FLBN W) ) A R A= ) 2R B 55 T betaZs B OB 7T
4, JERHmetasr i3 th, ZEAFES RS, A
IFi) A ) AT R0 0 ) 2 2 93 T 5 2 betads 1R 14 1) fi
Ky o LA 1L A L S ] i Mo Pl beta s
P S AN ZHL 3 1R /N 2 I L BORE ROFE AR i, X
FERBEOR, betads #:1: J L AH - M FAME BBk /) o 1X
52 AT AR Z R I 45 RAR,  BIAER E F 0 72 70 1
W, betaZ FEE 4 il 4 HURE RUBE A48 KT 53 /b
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Fig. 4 Variation partitioning results of beta diversity and its components at different cell sizes. A, B, and C represent the variation
partitioning results of total beta diversity, species replacement component, richness difference component at different cell sizes,
respectively; [a Pure environment variation; [b] Spatialy structured of environment; [c] Pure spatially structured variation; [d]

Unexplained variation.

(De Céceres et al, 2012; Barton et al, 2013; Guo €t al,
2018). IR LG AT fig 5 K2 A R R HORE R B
AN [R) PR A 358 5 ol P AR R ot A =y, DAL T S5 el o
T Fh2H i (Nekola & White, 1999; Steinbauer et al,
2012) . 3 15 B IR 5T 57 Jo 14 A 1B i % B VA b 2
FSCER AR A B B ROFE ARG 12k

F—J M, P T betaZ B AR X DT
HRAH LA BORE OB A 1 ) 2 4 TR A X o
R B BORE RUBE B R E oR; Wik 8 e % A
I3 WIAH B, ABAZ AL AR FEAS AR B 2. (K13) . IX W]
s T R 3G OR A4 1 B K 9 HieE B A1 5K
SRS E (Heino et al, 2015). {HH T AH 5
RO AE R 3878 B XS P AN 2H 23 A RN B AT LG
B, BUORE RO BT = A AR AR AN J2 DAHE) 21 5E K 1)
JUBE, AN L5 X T betazs £ 14 AR S 57 ik 0 R
MR 3 75 B — PR S S AL o
32 IEFhbetaZ MR EBANAN TR EST
ERERE KRB

PAFE AR 2 56 T betazs £ 1A% = T UV Bk B 7
ST HE R R AE T betaZ FEEA &, 1A X 43 % ik
betas £ 14 I AN KR « AHF 705 T i betas FEVE
PN SRIRBEAT o0 A, BRI B 8 AN H PR il
XPEATTRIVE R, BN 4 T 8 s BV ) P b 28 Bl 22
S RTE T AENL o J7 2250 AR B 45 SRR W, beta
ZFEME. VIR R A Sy . MR R E R 14
R 537 S 8 H A 555 1) 725 1) &5 ) AR R 4 ) 2% ) &
FIfERE (B 4) . FERUNIIBURE R b, Bafiffy 75 (| 45

R AR ZAE AN R 7 rh Bt i w1 (B14) . Rl
TER/INEURE OB b, Bl 23 ) 46 7 2 BRI T 2 1
AV G 2 i H AR betaz BE A% R ) 3 B Bh A,
X A] e AT H A AR PR ) 5 r e A R — RO )
1) FLAT 725 8] 5 48] B P TR -3 i P (Jones et al, 2008;
Legendre et al, 2009). F#i bR il 7] E7E 5/ NI R
£ XtbetaZs FEIEHS SR T A 7 B2 1R TR o
IR (1) 2% (] 45 K HE LG B 2 (1 2R 355 48 5
R, R R T B E A
SERIFRVE, X5 AR L R A 2% 1 R AN 35 R
11075 1] e o M B B OB, U R AR BN R R
FE EEEONBA . A4k, {EbetaZs BEE AR R 1 415y
(5 2 i, SHURE RS, A —E 1A
FE A OB R R ([ 56 43, 29 926%-59%),
ZA A RE L S T — SE R A AR T R OU I E 9
Al SR YR AR 5 AR AR R T o AT FUIE RN,
7100 mEUHERE b, X T betaz A 14 A4 Fl Ji] %
W5y, AL PR AR S RN 1) 45 1] 45 46) O i R o
Z OGRS T Al ) ) S AR R R, X 1A
T IAEE PEE BRI R B EE . Beta® i
PEFNY T JE e 40 23 1 5 22 93 R 45 A R B —
M, IX 3RO EE T PR AN PR ) 3 [F) 3R 3 4 beta
ZFEE AN R L H 0y B R TR R, ELRR IR 2R AL

Xl 24 S AT RO BE A, B 5 HORE RO A3 K,

PRI I I8 AR X S BTG, B OR ] AR X
HENEBHTFEAR. TRAHED, BEAE B R K,
AR R BOIRBOK, X2 T SO R e A
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PEARW AWM EERE . X520 THEDEE
betaZs £ 1 4% = T2 BUPL | (1) 5 5015 21 (1) 25 18 — 5L
(Laliberté et al, 2009; Legendre et al, 2009; Page &
Shanker, 2018).

XYM R E B2 R o B T E AT R
W, FERNEIORE R b, Al ) 23 R) 45 R R RE T
ZH S B RER AR S, M AE100 mEUEE R |, %
B3 W2 A 3 B SRR A O 18%, 7 82% ) AL 5+t
REEWARERE . IXRH, fE/NRIE B, ¥ #RS 2
P EE R AR SN E IR /), WA
100 mRJE b, A7 A Be D fdE AT SR Bl i 41 70 #
JRTE R AR A AR, HEM AR BT T8 oK 55 R 1) — AR A
SRR (A R A BAE A . ARSI ARSE) T RE 2
ZH G R TSR IR ) /), A AT RE A2 PR A
Ly L WG IR OB S P B B 2 DN i T S 1 R
AT — S5 T W Rl =F & B 2 S 4H o i 9 R A,
Yk =E w22 S 2H 00 A% R TR UL RT e B P b
0 4y B I 24 (Gianuca et a, 2017; Hill et a,
2017; Wang et al, 2018), ¥l & & 2= A 0% 5
TE R IR BN 1A Feidk— P i .

R bRTR, TERIEREE b, MR RS R
i) 3L [7) B 3 5 5 A 1L S0 FRs A 9 P  % fE EAR
(R ) i AN b = R 22 S, BEVR TR I M L i
M FlbetaZ FEME R E B 4. BEAE BURE R A1
K, B R A G B E PG 0, B Ek R
AH X B IR AR . BetaZ AT AN L5 1) 0 i
IR N AE JRy 38R beta AE TS R T2 R X Bl
JIHRAL TR A o ASHI TRk — SRS 1 U R
TEbetaZs KA JR T2 S IR S ) 5 B vPA v )
B, A JE WA A B R AT IR R RN
TE AL o

g B D ER. LK. ARF AL RE L KM
Wby 1R RAARE R A S AR T, Bt d
B A B R L AT RS R AT SE A
IR A1) 64 J5 BRI TAE.
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Appendix 1 The loading and proportion of environmental variables on the top three principal components at different cell sizesin
the 20 ha subtropical mid-mountain moist evergreen broad-leaved forest dynamics plot in Ailao Mountains
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Appendix 1 The loading and proportion of environmental variables on the top three principal components at
different cell sizes in the 20 ha subtropical mid-mountain moist evergreen broad-leaved forest dynamics plot in Ailao
Mountains

10m 20m 50m 100 m
C1 C2 C3 C1 C2 C3 C1 C2 C3 C1 C2 C3
B oS 0.245 0.162 0.290 0.241 0.169 0.270 0.222 0.174 0.332 -0.223 -0.213 0.178
T E -0.162 -0.192 -0.350 -0.160 -0.196 -0.326 -0.144 -0.200 -0.351  0.152 0.219 -0.221
pH {H 0.286 -0.098  0.048 0.286 -0.093  0.049 0.297 -0.049  0.062 -0.242  0.127 -0.074
Koty -0.247 0262  0.163 -0.241 0262 0.173 -0.208 -0.309 0.143 0.210 0.267 0.228
EEGE -0.232 -0.285  0.128 -0.227 -0.286 0.137 -0.195 -0.323  0.119 0.196 0.307 0.152
HHLR S & -0.243  -0.256  0.190 -0.237 -0.256  0.200 -0.204 0305 0.165 0.202 0.257 0.256
ER e 0.076 -0.304  -0.240  0.079 -0.305 -0.222 0.115 -0.294 -0.240 -0.014 0.288 -0.228
Kozl s -0.062 -0.146  -0.491 -0.058 -0.154 -0.484 -0.041 -0.137 -0.474 0.125 0.134 -0.422
IR A B -0.256  -0.097  0.103 -0.250 -0.101  0.100 -0.235 -0.140  0.032 0.261 0.157 0.089
bE el 0.236 -0.196  0.163 0.235 -0.188  0.159 0.255 -0.175  0.192 -0.283  0.120 0.070
A A 0.182 -0.244  0.138 0.182 -0.237 0.138 0.205 -0.226  0.165 -0.231  0.193 0.056
B ey -0.034 -0.139  0.099 -0.030 -0.136 0.110 -0.027 -0.137  0.082 -0.024  0.247 0.050
TS 0.217 —-0.290  0.009 0.220 -0.284  0.022 0.259 -0.252  0.001 -0.219  0.263 0.000
THME SR 0.210 -0.262  0.135 0.212 -0.254 0.138 0.239 -0231 0172 -0.248  0.217 0.126
B & -0.231  0.168 -0.103 -0.232 0.163 -0.106 -0.255  0.144 -0.058 0.175 -0.209  -0.027
R 0.179 0.061 -0.402 0.178 0.059 -0.385 0.171 0.107 -0.420 -0.232 -0.078 -0.280
EER Gz 0.012 -0.331  0.043 0.018 -0.329  0.056 0.067 -0.332  0.006 -0.164  0.269 0.165
HRE &= 0.198 -0.213  -0.098  0.202 -0.211  -0.082  0.230 -0.157 -0.171  -0.193  0.177 0.059
EER e 0.000 -0.263  -0.035  0.005 -0.259  -0.012 0.036 -0.256 -0.071 -0.031  0.227 0.123
TR -0.306  0.139 0.013 -0.308 0.132 0.003 -0.319  0.089 0.015 0.291 -0.106  0.045
R & 0.095 -0.025  -0.152  0.096 -0.030 -0.155 0.123 -0.012 -0.191 -0.063  0.066 -0.289
K -0.308 -0.139  -0.003 -0.304 -0.146 -0.003 -0.290 -0.202 -0.014 0.293 0.192 0.004
EIRLY} S -0.092  0.045 0.216 -0.101  0.103 0.212 -0.247 -0.065 0.171 0.097 -0.081  0.220
I -0.266 -0.144  -0.035 -0.282 -0.152 -0.051  0.005 -0.060 -0.175  0.279 0.099 -0.280
Y AR5 AE -0.029  0.010 0.146 -0.020  0.030 0.207 0.037 0.009 0.050 0.079 -0.112  0.151
5 ) 1E 5% AE 0.010 -0.023 -0.229 0.013 -0.051 -0.277 -0.023 -0.051 -0.064 -0.032 0.136 -0.386
FrifE 2 2.717 2.436 1.603 2671 2.391 1.849 2.692 2.393 1.598 2.663 2.554 1.754
75 2t Ag 0.284 0.228 0.099 0.285 0.229 0.137 0.282 0.223 0.099 0.273 0.251 0.118
FRATTHRZR 0.284 0.512 0.611 0.285 0.513 0.651 0.282 0.505 0.605 0.273 0.524 0.642
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Spatio-tempor al dynamics of leaf litter in a kar st seasonal rainforest in
southwest Guangxi

Mengke Jia"*?, Yili Guo™*, Dongxing Li*®, Bin Wang"®, Wusheng Xiang™®, Ailong Wang®*, Shengyuan Liu®,
Tao Ding™®, Fuzhao Huang™3, Shujun Wen™*, Shuhua Lu*?®, Xiankun Li**

1 Guangxi Key Laboratory of Plant Conservation and Restoration Ecology in Karst Terrain, Guangxi Institute of Botany,
Guangxi Zhuang Autonomous Region and Chinese Academy of Sciences, Guilin, Guangxi 541006

2 College of Life Sciences, Guangxi Normal University, Guilin, Guangxi 541006

3 Guangxi Youyiguan Forest Ecosystem National Research Sation, Pingxiang, Guangxi 532699
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Abstract: Leaf litter production is a major contributor to ecosystem net primary productivity and
biogeochemical cycles. However, various abiotic and biotic driveigeiree leaf litter production in
heterogeneous natural forests. In this study, we quantified leaf litter production, composition, and
spatio-tempora dynamics in a 15 ha forest dynamics plot in Nonggang National Nature Reserve, Guangxi.
We set up 90 litter fall traps and collected leaf litter weekly beginning in May 2012. We explored the spatial
and temporal dynamics of leaf litter production in order to gain an in-depth understanding of the material
circulation process of forest ecosystem in this region. Ecological factors had significant influence on the
inter-annual dynamics of leaf litter volume and explained 69.3% of the cumulative deviation. The effect of
atitude on leaf litter was the strongest, explaining 46.5% of the deviation. However, biological factors, such
as the coefficient of variation of DBH, the sum of stand basal area per unit area, and species-richness, had

WSk H 39: 2019-12-19; 252 H 1 2020-03-31
FEWH: EHEK A RFFHE4:(31760141; 31660130; 31500342). 7 5 mUHF & i+ X (FE A AB16380256) 1)l [ 44 F} 2 5 43 (2016 GX NSFBA 380092)
* JL[FEEHAE# Co-authors for correspondence. E-mail: yiliguo810414@163.com; xiankunli @163.com
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smaller effect sizes on annual leaf litter production. Years of continuous monitoring show that there are
obvious differences in the leaf litter production between years in karst seasonal rainforests, but abiotic
factors, such as altitude, heavily influence leaf litter production.

Key words. karst seasonal rainforests; leaf litter production; annual difference; rhythmicity; ecological

factors

PHVE ) & R AE 25 2R G0 b L 3 B2 1) 41 Rt
AR RMAES RGP FEI . Ae =R B IR 71
11 B b K iR R N AE R AR S RGE Dy RE DT R
a4 ] (Vasconcelos & Luizao, 2004; Han et d,
2007) o R V& 52 B T AR A7 B ) _E bR b B A
P, " RE B R AR A S R AR
A= IR, i SRR AR S R G VR S I
77 F11041% 4 45 (Malhi, 2012) . ETE Y 0 3h 245284
S TR VR BN AR 25 (/) ARk, — sy AT
M SBFIEFRNI AL, 2R E D7
HENKFZ —. RERE L, EY5IEEYRE T
SRRV L R, 10 3 SHR TS R ) B
MBI RS (Guo et al, 2019). H A, A %%k
MRIAVE & A BN O KEHE, ek
— i X Y P DI SR 2 AR (1 B B E LL i W,

Hh [ P R TR X R A Bk AR K I e BT R 4
srAaa(Yuan, 1991). MR AES RGH, TS
HEETHRUK, K2 & A 2 m, iR
e TSR B RN A4 8. BBEAA%
T TR 358 465 ) (CF S0 RT3 T8 e, 1999; &R R IR AR,
2008; ZRITAE, 2011). W HTRR IS5 AR B (1 e 55 1
ENEES RS T, 5 80 E 7 R e R X
AT . KRR E, P24 T LA B
RHIE AR AR BEIR A (B 1 75 55, 2014) . DLfEA Mg
W SRR A S R R = OC TAEY NN R
IR PEAS FREVE ST R (WA R (R A, AF ARV
VISR IR R T L E R, Bz K
D5 ) B [ Bt — Rt T S 55 K 15 hag Ak
S 75 WD RE H M 36 7 % X AR AR R VR M 30 5 S AL
1) P 3k PR RRR IR P AR SR A T L 6

AR AT G T S S Y 2 PR T R b
R NHFEX15 haffpRahas I A 9 B 707 &,
DA by A AT 152 1 90 U] Vi ) WA £ 4 BT WA 4% 1) A 7
YIONBEFERE B, 43 M7 T 2013-20184F 5 ¥4 1) 1) 4F b
A KR R . BT R R TR
TEAEARARME A i 1, DR AR 904X LAY 95 1A

BT G I IR (LRI TR N AR
-8V B AR PR AR A U AN PE T () 7 A
WrRr A PR M AR A R 5 A A T RO,
SR R VR 1 EE R T (3) it — D R
W ST A 1 W R RS A D A 7 T S L oy A
1% J5 5T L SR = O TR 2%

1 MRSREE

1.1 it

7 B K H AR RS AL T TP e 2 LR
7 B B DL b (106°42'28"-107°04'54"E, 22°13'56"—
22°39'09" N), & $L 7Y [y b Fhvy 2= 15 4 9 PR By
S, M b DL e Ry I MR O REAE, S
R F 2 fUA K AR, B2 7O
I B NIRRT RS X R 4R 9150200 m
FoA, FEMBIROKIRE N114 m, K9S 450 m.
ZX AR K, Wi FKEIEEE, BT R
RHOH NI &R, AR (12 7 22 4E2 7 ) s koK AL
HRIES25 m, F /K57 A )& & KA & T
[110-3 mo LRI IXAEF 38R A22°C, i H T35S
IRAEL3CUL b, REFEATAH ) H IR EAE22°C LA
I, EFE KR 91,150-1,550 mm, % Eiik2,043 mm,
B/ 890 mm, H:rh76% ) [k A ES9H
(Guo et al, 2018, [¥1).

B CTFS (Center for Tropical Forest Science)
FEHb 3 SR (Condit, 1998), | PHAL R H A X H E
BB PERE YW 0T T 20104E 75 7 S Bl R H
SRERY X T T 15 hafR bR Bl 45 R M AL o 1Z2 R Hb AR
PEK:500 m, HdbK:300 m, kTG HE7E180-370 m
Z i, HEHEMIB RS WS R MMARFEE, B
BIREAER TR, B8 7T — KR53 g A
R AR, B R B R R
REM:. 2001155 — X IAE K IFFHLANDBH > 1 cm
IR AT A 223F, )& T56F157)8, M2k
68,0100k . I EALHMA 16 (Cleistanthus suma-
tranus). 3% (Serculia monosperma). ) i 3 (Vitex
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Fig. 1 Monthly variations of mean precipitation, wind speed

and air temperature between January 2000 and December 2015
in Longzhou County, Guangxi

kwangsiensis) =5 (i 55, 2014).
1.2 #RFGE
121 FAEMWESRMIEFR

MR AT Hh 3t TR MU V& S5 R 1E, T-20124F5 ] 42
Fr K15 hafR ARzl I AL H A B T 90N R I )
WA (E2). BB FE NN ()RR BT
ARV SR I A I 2R s (2) B A RALE [R] — PR BEAR
THIEDA 2= B SRR TS B SR AR P, BIDAR B A
seb i, A b P AN WSO B8 2 TR TR BE B A /N T-10 m;
(3) Fy b Gl 2 RS, R B R AT A b I ) Y5 4 #18
K E T AEH p BERS, FEHhIIZ520 mN AN B IR 8%
(Duetal, 2009). T HrREt It &2 2%, Schrk
B H A BE A 4% HE 3R B e 2 v VR IR A B
HEER ] REMb G B A b o e T R L i v
A 1 X Hh R BEUE, X 7340 K& 125 % 77 (Bonia
saxatilis), T ARAHE D) 73 A b, PRt R AT % I8 7%
YL EE 3% (3807 5745, 2017; Guo et al, 2019).
122 JREIRMEIEIT

gh G 7 1 b A i 30 R 2 P R PR A R
fE, THH A A AR SREELR, W KR, R
EANTE G I A TAE R SGE SR 1 H
DR TR VE P LASCER 28 R SR 3 AT G o, 54K
BSLL FFERE <2com), R RIEABZYEAT
25, FEXS IR ST YA S . 7EBOC AR
M2 1E H(E S48 hUL L) J5, FIRE R N0.01 git)
T RPRRE, 10 ECEE 2R gn 5 - WS H .
oy S B KPECTFSERUE, REAH AT
WAHEYI AR AN 76 (Guo et a, 2019).
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Fig. 2 The contour map and perennial annual leaf litter fall
production of 90 litter fall traps of the 15 ha forest dynamics
plot in Nonggang, Guangxi. Black dots size indicate the produ-
ction of litter fall.
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YR 7 2 T 20164 55 (4 15 hatf Hb (1) 5 25 %,
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TiWFTERE > 1 emiE AR IR I 4248 5 R 250 i s
AR Z A, Y F & %5 (Guo et al, 2019), Hift |
AL THARAE T3 P T A AR i 42 (1) A8 57 R 2(DBHy) i
FHSRAE Ry i s T 7 435 W 22 R 1 O 4R A
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o, oy AL T RURE T AT A M R AR 1K 5 22,
AR P51 .

AWFFIEF ) X a] InAE A (generalized additive
model, GAM)RA 38 A [7) A 25 PR %0 i v & (1) e e
Ko ] SCAT AL FH R Ak AR 5 22 A AR
A B [A] AR 2R PE 2% R (Guisan et al, 2002), '&iE it
T BR B 2 e AR B I A A B A S T AR
16T R 2] 1) 5% % (Wood, 2006) .
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LI IEZS o AR, DR O % 42 oA £ 0 5 i dentity bR %1
(Wood, 2006a). A58 AF— A (13E & B, X Hofw
72 Z 8 (D?) 34T A 5 (Swartzman et al, 1992):

D?=(ND—RD)/ND 2)
X, NDRYA B w2, RD AT & 2. DA B
WL, UEERERLR R ZE RN, BRLA R RRLT

P FH it A B E I (Akaike information criterion,
AIC) KB iZ 8 IO NS T 5 A A& 2, HE
e /)N i B AR Y R 4B 2 R Bk 4 (Burnham & Ande-
rson, 2002) . FIF FAS 8RR 75 K58 73 T3l Ak PR 55 (]
TR I HES BRI AR LR M DTk 2

I SCAT AR A U A 3 T R4 mgev AL H T gam
PR % (Wood, 2006)i3E4T, Fr A Hidh 7t e 35 72
R 3.6.1 (R Core Team, 2019) 1 52 ..

21 MEAZRESFIRDS

201320184 I ¥ W A ) 48 8 V& & 20 3 9 :
4,186.99 kg/ha. 3,664.15 kg/ha. 3,178.93 kg/ha.
4,198.18 kg/ha. 4,363.88 kg/hafi15,004.50 kg/ha, H:
LA R HUN0.15, 3B Uk B AT AR IR A
B[R] 9 30 (P61 3) » 2013-20184 3 %5 7 3| 125F ) Fli 1)
PRI, IR RS EL083.6%. % E H A (14
A I B S R 2 A 5, H R ZNT
REVR, LLFTEAR 7T SE%. Rl
(Diplodiscus trichosperma). i} /< (Excentrodendron
tonkinense). # ELfil#f (Erythrina stricta)2s: v, T
A IFEAR B0 A Sk B (Garuga forrestii). 2P - #k
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Fig. 3 Annua dynamics of leaf litter fall production between
2013 and 2018 of the 15 ha forest dynamics plot in Nonggang,
Guangxi (mean + SD)
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2013 and 2018 of the 15 ha forest dynamics plot in Nonggang,
Guangxi
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51 829.1%127.2% (2); 1M i Fe S B AR i i 42
A 24, 1X5.3%.

N TR BT AR A TR AR 2 R VR I AR
R AT G B VR VR 5 (T AN 2 3 (1 P el
F @ B EUE, P RHIE IR T itk
BERURE A5 R o AR AR R 78 = 1 R AR R
69.3%, FHA Tk KR, MR EN46.5%,
T A5 4 DAL a2 A S % ORI o T T AR 2
fE R L T (3R3)

VR B S T B AR S RV R A J1KF

T 1) W i 457 25 717 M Y AR 7E 201320184 1% 4L 64 11
H-4E 158 V% 5 N 4099.44 kg/ha, T Hh T #4405 (1) 7%
22 W TR AR AR(4,503 kg/ha) (AT EIFASE, 2011) FlFEmE
SR b 5T 1 S H I ARG FE 4K ((8,450-9,000 kg/ha)
(B UNFI S, 2004, jAl B 584, 2008). 1YL, A HIT
ARG BRAR TR R B o5 A A T T 11 41% 7
Fi(Malhi, 2012), #Eub A5, db By ms iRk 2= 1
W PRAE 4 A2 7= 7129291176 t/ha
BRENRRED A REEDSHIHARCH
RZ, HRZ5F%HE K (Sharma et a, 2012;
Zhang et al, 2014) . AR ARIH % & — B RA W B 1=
AR R, LBl A B DU R AN

(Livetd, 2004), &R AEET RGEIRER/NIAIL . FU B (F R AL, 1989). FF i) W8 4 2= M R AR

R1 F5915 hafR iR EhZS ENAE A R FFRr % 8 F1 4 7SE F AR X8
Table1l Correlations between leaf litter fall production and ecological factorsin different years of the 15 ha forest dynamics plot in
Nonggang, Guangxi. *, P < 0.05; **, P < 0.01.

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 SEH(E Mean

4k Elevation 0.578" 0.670" 0.644" 0.394" 0.491" 0.697" 0.682"
W Slope 0.447" 0.400" 0.421" 0.422" 0.314” 0.255 0.411”
U1 & Convexity 0.276" 0.223" 0.302" 0.286" 0.238' 0.139 0.262"

W) Aspect 0.141 0.296" 0.095 0.01 0.046 0.222° 0.172

BT Rock-barenessrate 0.183 0.223" 0.192' 0.289" 0.268" 0.334” 0.255"
{21 £ 46 % Topographic wetness index -0.461" -0.494" -0.509" -0.446" —-0.400" -0.363" —0.497"
TR 5% Altitude above channel 0.2 0.264" 0.324" 0.220° 0.343" 0.294" 0.316"
4775 5+ 2% DBH variation 0281 03527  —0284" 0137 -0.114 03267  -0.299”
Wi AR 2 Al Total basal area 0.229” 0.218" 0.229” 0.243 0.145 0.196" 0.234"
Wikh 4 E ¥ Speciesrichness 0.089 0.112 0.091 0.132 0.103 0.078 0.097

2 Fi915 halkMRan7s BN AR 2 23 SR EEFHIT XA RS (GAM 9) 436
Table 2 Test of generalized additive models (GAMs) for modeling leaf annual litter fall production of the 15 ha forest dynamics
plot in Nonggang, Guangxi with different indices, respectively

B B ¥ ra R iR AlC LRI E RITRLR:
Environmental parameters Cumulative explained Fitted contribution P:(x)
deviation (%) values
4K Elevation 0.425 465 116.366 9.344 0.000
W% Slope 0.256 29.1 1,137.742 6.254 0.000
U1 & Convexity 0.210 25.9 1,144.322 4,041 0.001
Y Aspect 0.114 16.7 1,154.586 2.161 0.056
HHAMEEZR Rock-bareness rate 0.171 22.8 1,149.297 2.848 0.008
#4550 Topographic wetnessindex ~ 0.257 27.2 1,135.356 13.75 0.000
T B3 Altitude above channel 0.071 8.15 1,154.644 7.809 0.006
%4 5% £ %0 DBH variation 0.042 5.32 1,157.379 4,943 0.029
MW TR 2 Al Total basal area 0.162 22.9 1,151.089 2.598 0.015
YIFh=E'E ¥ Speciesrichness 0.044 7.87 1,159.372 1.437 0.229

PR X AESHOT- 1 R R AR STk AR 3015 70, LB N ROCRBR S

P:(x) represented a type of score test to evaluate the non-linear contribution of non-parametric effects, and the lowest value meant the best.
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R3  F15 hafk R s SN M FIMRE 8 S AR TR XA MEE(GAM s)ie 3
Table 3 Test of generalized additive models (GAMs) for modeling annual leaf litter fall production of the 15 ha forest dynamics

plot in Nonggang, Guangxi with all of the indices

PR AL N ra Bl iR AIC FAEG TR EE R
Environmental parameters Cumulative expla- P(F) Fitted contri- P
ined deviation (%) bution values

#§3k Elevation 0.425 46.5 1,116.366 0.000 6.108 0.000
i F Slope 0.458 49.2 1,110.539 0.000 0.025 0.874
174 Convexity 0.513 57.7 1,106.171 0.000 1.289 0.260
YAl Aspect 0.525 58.9 1,104.41 0.000 2.215 0.033
AR Rock-bareness rate 0.596 67.5 1,093.937 0.000 2.631 0.109
RIFEZ 4 Topographic wetnessindex — 0.602 69.3 1,094.793 0.000 0.887 0.349
T-EE#% Altitude above channel 0.593 68.1 1,095.75 0.000 0.821 0.368
M4 5 £ %0 DBH variation 0.591 68.4 1,096.955 0.000 0.002 0.963
Ji =i Wi T AL 2 A Total basal area 0.594 69.1 1,097.032 0.000 1.312 0.256

PP AT 5 L — AT B AT B 22 0 Wi FAS SR T RIS B0ME,; PO ESHO R R AR STk 30 45 00, HARBU N SR B
P:(F) referred to the p-value from an ANOVA F-ration test between the model for that row and the model for the previous row. P:(x) represented a
type of score test to evaluate the non-linear contribution of non-parametric effects, and the lowest value meant the best.

FEEZERMTHEEAEREZESR, B8 T
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P ZE R SE X, WREMRRX SR, WEE
AL IER 59, 1 20 F AR 10
HEZERAH (Guo et a, 2018). X — 4518 5K =
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JE W AH G, A 2 k8 1 AR a3 AR 7 ) IR
(Poorter et a, 2015), #&=&5Kg 11 2 AEME(I015 28 =
AW AT DL 2 A2 77 2 5 (Zhang &  Chen,
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BT TR R 1 R T AR 2 RN AR R I R B R,
B IEA KK R (FZL5%, 2016).
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Y, T H H AT AR5 A A S AT
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TE: JKAZ(Metasequoia glyptostroboides) & 3 ERE 7 Wil fa i N EE R, LRV IRAS — B E Py ob s iz o6
o IIMTEILAE RS T A Pl B 45 W R0 23 1) 43 A 4 SR B L 2 1R SR IBME, AT DA 23 DA S0 A B IR N AN VR KA 2 ol i 45
FARN G AT S5 S AT B T LB o A S TG R 1358 A ZKAZ S AR AR (0 S A 5 0, 20 B AR 20N oo P 20 285
F4), TS 32 P ASOR SR 43 AT R R RSO AR DG R B g (r) BA S 3A TR (58 A A (I BE AT LIS 28 . SR B VEAA A28 | 2l e S A AR 22Y)
I3 MTKAZ SR AR S (R 0 AT SR« W R A (R 0 AT A% SR B 2 (A1 DRI o &5 SRR WD (1) 20 A TR 52 X 3 P 11 7K A2 i
A FRREN A IL5,6630k, CAETI330, IAFIE5,6300k, HAHA0MRIRIGAET:, 4650k T 55:RA, #a ME 2 A
I (R SR AE AR A ROTR I, WA RS S o s L, 7 o 2 B i I e s . (Q/KAZ SR AE RN S5 R 0T iR, AR
SRR R R, FARTEHIAR . Q)T e IBEHURAY, KW R AR % RE N REIRE
XA, IR TER N R (r < 3,300 m) b EIIRAE A, BUAFAR R 2 WA 7E B U (r < 4,700 m) b SR AE 4 i
HEBR A58 S R PR N S, SRR RS S5k /N, T LA AN TR 2% 1) 56 42 )RS 4373 9 0-3,000 m. 0-2,200 m. 0-2,900
mA10-2,500 m, il j S E S I BENL 2 A0 AIA 53 73 A o (A)FL T 58 42 1A BEAT LAY, 3N L2 [AIZE T R 5 10 0y
TERI; TEHEBRAEBE R PERC A S, AN RIS 20 IE QIR EE /N, ¥7E0-2,800 mi 1E I 25 |, AKAZJE AR FlEAS
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Sructure and spatial distribution pattern of a native Metasequoia
glyptostroboides population in Hubel

Xiao Huang", Jiang Zhu*%, Lan Yao™?, Xunru Ai*?, Jin Wang', Manling Wu', Qiang Zhu', Shaolin Chen®

1 School of Forestry and Horticulture, Hubei Minzu University, Enshi, Hubei 445000

2 Key Laboratory of Biological Resources Protection and Utilization of Hubei Province, Hubei Minzu University, Enshi,
Hubei 445000

3 Hubei Xingdoushan National Nature Reserve Administration, Enshi, Hubei 445000

Abstract: Metasequia glyptostroboides is an endemic and endangered species in China, and has therefore
been heavily researched. M. glyptostroboides’ distribution seems to have a recognizable spatial pattern, with
a clear potential mechanism. To test this, we analyzed the structure and diameter classes and height level
classes from survey data of parent M. glyptostroboides trees with a pairwise correlation function g (r) and
three null models (complete spatial randomness, heterogeneous Poisson process, and antecedent condition) in
a point pattern analysis. The results of the spatial distribution patterns showed that: (1) There was 5,661
individuals of the native M. glyptostroboides population in the study area. Within this population, 31 of
which were dead, 40 trees were on the verge of death, and 465 trees were classified as “weak”, with
morphological characteristics and growth conditions associated with these trees such as shoot breakage, ant
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damage, and lightning strike. (2) Both the diameter-class structure and the height-class structure were
spindle-shaped, with poor natural renewal; (3) Based on Complete Spatial Randomness, the native M.
glyptostroboides population showed a random distribution at all scales, the middle- aged trees showed an
aggregation distribution on a small scale (r < 3,300 m), and the adult trees and the older trees appeared an
aggregation distribution on a larger scale (r < 4,700 m). The aggregation scales of the population and the
different age groups were 0-3,000 m, 0-2,100 m, 0-2,900 m and 0-2,500 m, respectively, and followed a
weak random distribution and uniform distribution. (4) Based on Complete Spatial Randomness, there were
positive correlations between the three growth stages at all scales that weakened when habitat heterogeneity
was excluded (only a positive correlation between 0-2,800 m). In summary, the M. glyptostroboides
population is decreasing gradually with poor population regeneration. The population is presented mainly as
cluster distribution with positive relationship among all age classes, due to habitat heterogeneity, diffusion

8%

limitation and intra-species competition according to the existing spatial pattern.
K ey words. Metasequoia glyptostroboides; population structure; point pattern analysis; space correlation

/N EEEF A R 0(Wild Plant with Extremely
Small Populations, PSESP)J& T & Wi f& l 4 ¥ Fh,
T B & AV F A SO T PR R 5 R K,
DAFAAEHE D, O TR 708 TR I e /N AE AT
Fh#E(minimum viable population, MVP). %% /)
T B 2 A 47 A A b DX e A B A H B T IR
A, BT B AL 2, BE T IR K 4 KRS
(IUCN, 1997; P/R4E)#, 2003), [RIIHFF X4 /N Fil
T BT A A ) 0 0F T AN R 306 3 [ A= ) 2 R VAR
HABEEZ

AR /N T A R ) (%) K SREORH LR 37 i 8 5 o
GERAN S[R3 A ORF 7T o Fle i B 45 MR AR R 45 4
ST MR E S KR RaY, R L
ST AR S PR BT R A G R B AR B VE AR
FH AR (75 6 5845, 2000) . FFE 4 1) 3 A K8 Jo) 2
RTESEANRRE I XA, PR 1% AR B R K

P47 J5 2 (Condit et al, 2000; Veldzquez et al, 2016),

REME E — 58 72 B L NP 2 ) 1) 3 78 AR A0 S A8 A
REFEHEAT AR, SRR YRR R A BEAE R . A
KZ, RN IR TT DL B H ER B0 e 2E A7 AR K1
S (5 7] BH AN 6 2E 4T, 1997; Kubota et al, 2007; 3E
B L5, 2010). HArcfA F & X 76 M (Vatica
guangxiensis) (¥ 4£04E, 2016). I JE %% (Michelia
wilsonii) (B 54045, 2019). #%HH(Acer catalpifo-
lium) (FIEAIXIHI21, 2018). B MHEFEEE I (Snojackia
huangmeiensis) (E 4%, 2018). #7T(Ferrocala-
mus strictus) (Wi T 7745, 2018)26 H /NP B A )
FREE IS 53T e TR AL, HR AR I35 5
— M /NP BT AR R ) BT IS AR R AT A TR A SR 4y
BT o ST EATT AR TE 45 M R0 25 18] 43 A1 A SR EA T 9 —

J5 T AT DA FPEEAT & IR, 55— 5 nr LU R
Wi fE D PRER RS G R, MR 1 PR 3%
BERL AR o

7K HZ (Metasequoia glyptostroboides) 2 4. [F 2 4
AR KA I F BEY), B8 A TEAT . K2R
A TR 23 A () B AR LR A, BT M B R A D,
20124FH HI A 5 H SR OR 37 B B (TUCN) B3 & 7
Lt sc. BHET, XK R AR 0T 3 B
FECL LA RILEARY (G4 X, 2003; F 4
TS, 2004b). AL IE (S0, 2016%; X/,
2019; FKBKACAIXI/NAT, 2019). EHE AR B (R4 4T
M E, 2015; X EHAD, 2015%), FhEEFFAL K 53045
(1< &R (A i], 20067 BEJZSE, 2010; PRE54%, 2017
Ak A5, 2018) 5| Fl(Lh JE —5%, 2006) A 245 FHAME
(Beckmann & Geiger, 1968; R f&%%, 2013)% /1 -
FL P KA S5 A b 2 ) 43 AT ORI AN BR T 2 ST
FEHE, X — 8 DX P AR R AT 23 [E0A% S 23 b, 1
A LA A% R T RS T KA R A Rl I S
0] 3 A b6 SR 3EAT S0 AT o A S LLIBIAL T 55 N 7K AZ SR
A= R (4 5,663k BER A 7T &, A LA KR
L, RGHINE ARSI S, i At
fiE, FEIET A BRI S A% R 20T 777, SR
A5 B i 6 AH 5% bR 3 (pair correlation function, PCF) 73
T AKAZ S5 AL PRE T A [ 16 20 2% 8] 43 AT 4 SR R AE, K
FH RUAZ £ RSO0 A O R B8040 BT A [ 16 40 ) 2 1) DR Bk

@O FE3C3 (2016) 7K # (Metasequoia glyptostroboides) [ 48 Fh 52 it &
GURY UK R L. AR S, RRITVE R, .

@ XIEM (2015) HifaWfh K+ (Metasequoia glyptostroboides) [ 48 F
FERSEBBR HIF 7C. W20, SRR, L.

@ FIRI (2008) WIALF ) AKAZ JR A R e 0 A A 2 2. B 22 A e
X, el Rz, R



% 430 SRUNAE: KA IR A RS A L 2 (R ) Ak SR 465

Ve, TR 7 AR Ak SRR B SR R, R 7R K
R IRAEME R TR R mEhEs, Hpt iRy
B R AR MSH .

1 MRXE#ER

IKAZ JEAFP R AT T AR B R
ARG P AR AR 1 = TR XN, B AL
TRIEE 3f 1L K% 3 AR OR A X8 38 /NI X
(108°31'-108°48' E. 30°04'-30°14' N), [ %K
60,000 ha. %X &= ot R ARG aE A . AR L 5 F%
WAKAZICAL, Z i, Wty mhe. LA S
Feth e, B mriEk oN2,041.5 m, JKAZJE A R R A
I AE830-1,565 m [A], P ¥4k 791,028 m. i%[X
o V. Ay Ll M 2 KGR S, &2 2E, O,
Py 7im, FUHE, FH5iR12.8°C, FREKEN
1,200-1,400 mm, FHXTIEEE82%, JofE #4230 d,
FHH 1,298 h, ISR BN TR, BIAREA
Lt

IKAZ G A B b T I 40 4V T R YR AT
b, BRI R 2R, A BRI ORI,
ZRIN TG MEAEIE, KORREE) A 2R %
FE(FHT RFEE)IRWEE ., B KAZ R
FEASRAL TR A AT, Ak AR P 3 224G A2 K (Cunn-
inghamia lanceolata). #14%(Cryptomeria fortunei).
7 #6 (Toona sinensis). #A.#F #f (Liquidambar formo-
sana). — 412 (Cephalotxus fortunei)4s, & 365162
JET2R (R4, 2017; Mk B4%, 2017).

2 MRAGE

21 HIMAE

20174F5-11H, X4 T AR 5 R KA 5
A= T IR5,6630k AT IR A . WA fR AR W
BEi(H). 12 (DBH). GPSAsFR A K, R d sk
MEAEKSEN, MG EL . Wi, BFEE. K
B bR B FIGPSAL AR R F szillik:, AKHS
2% (DB11 T 478-2007 i # 4 K VP #RitE) (http://
ylIhj.beijing.gov.cn/zwgk/fgwj/dfbz/201911/t20191130 _
765256.shtml), 73 NIEH . 5. WG 3F.
22 TEREMSERXS

2 [ 6 I} (2010) 1 46 2% 55 (2018) 1) 12 2 X1l 43 b
e, B A IR AE R BE 2 1042 CR A B IR HE4H

%, P10 emA—/MEK): 14%(20 cm< DBH < 30

cm). 1124 (30 cm< DBH < 40 cm) . I1%(40 cm<

DBH < 50 cm).IVZ%(50 cm < DBH < 60 cm). V2% (60
cm<DBH < 70 cm). VIZ{(70 cm < DBH < 80 cm).

VIIZ%(80 cm < DBH < 90 cm). VIIIZ%(90 cm < DBH
< 100 cm). IXZ%(100 cm< DBH < 150 cm) . X%
(DBH > 150 cm) . RABERB LM T7E, IH4h
BRI R, R KAZ S A TS 73 i
W AZAIVEL) . R (VH-VIIZR). Z R IXZE
XHK)o

ARG 7K AZ T A AR BB 1 (H) 70 A P AE, 42 18
B AHE A T B A5 A AR B R IR R 4y 9
HEWIZMH<10m). IZ(10m<H<15m). I
JF(AI5m<H<20m). IVJZ(20m<H<25m). V=
(25m<H<30m). VI/Z(B0m<H<35m). VIIZE
(35m<H<40m). VII/Z(40m<H<45m). X}z
(H>45m).

23 RERSWREE

AU SR 43 AT SR L RSORE AH G R B g (r) AT 43 #T o
g(r) R EUEK(n) BB B AT AE, Ripiey's K(r) e LA
WFFE X AR — SON R r o A2 0 T P U038
R SR FE R LA, Tg(r) RO 5 T-5F
TE L Y AR 22 0] BE B & SR 20 i, DME R — A
NIEC AR, F8E — E i FE R PR XA 1) 5
()8 R AT 2 W) RS SR 20 B, THBR T K(r) BREE
KRFE FrA4: ) R (Ripley, 1976; Thorsten et
a, 2007; fi#ef1 L 5 F, 2010).

K FH B B g (r) R BUFH XU B Qo(r) BRI 20 il 3
MTEEASIKAZ SR AE NI L AN [RIUS 2 119 2% [R] 43 A 4% Jeg A
ANIEI S 2 2 (A1 23 () SR BRIt o P SR Al R 1
[ EA 55 fE 91 m, 383t 1997k Monte Carl ol HLAR L,
3 ) R FH AU 1D o R B 0 g /N B A B BT T A%
4, T 99%M) B 5 [X [A] (Wiegand et al, 2006,
2009), i KFHE R E 5,000 m, KB IL K
(11274, Hrh §A8 Fg(r) R B3R B guo(r) BT
AW

g(r) = (27r) ™ dK (r) / dr (1)

Oy () = (271) LKy (r) / dr (2
Ao O RREREER . g(r) B AT P 2k ik
gz b, WP RE AT, AT WSk Z 2 [h],
MR RBENL A0, AT PSR EIB L2 R, I
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RIS Mg B TR b, WERIHN
BRI AT RIBL T, WK A HCE; 4T
RLIRZE 2 8], T35 %A R (H) 0K EE, 2010).
24 FIRBGL

TEREAT KR R 23 B iF, AR 20 #r 7 e A
[) ) 22 AR A A (null model ), 34 HI I A 1) A 7R -
BRI, 2014). (EARWF I H A SR g(r) K%L
K FH 58 4= %% 1] [ WL B (Complete Spatial Rando-
mness, CSR) 15 i 1114 1571 (Heterogeneous Poisson
Process, HP), XU7AE 5 gqo(r) B HCK FH 58 4 23 (8] Bl AL
155 78 (CSR) A1 4 1k 4% 1 45 74 (Antecedent Condition,
AC). Hib 584 7% [A] FEAT LB (CSR) R BT X A 1 4
A RAEARAT A7 B b I ) L2 #0245 A 1 HoAH B
MSTHY, Ho A A AT VAR 5,
JF AR B (HP) (48 % 52 R EM(x, y) T 8 MR IR 43
A, AT RAHERR R EE R8G5 P (1) 52, K v A
% bR 0 (Diggle, 2003)iH 47 % B Ak 1, 30k BU bR 1 2
sigma = 1,500 myH B R RUFE b PRI S Jog 14 6k 2% [a] 4
JR BRI 26 P kAR 55 2 (A C) 7E A AR & go(r)
PR B AR 2R B, AR BT BRAMA AL B AR, R
H R AMABE L3 A o

IR AR S TR 34184
spatstat 9,5 5%, il {# F Origin 2018444 5¢ ik o

31 TEFEFIIK

WAL R, oA T AL R 1 5% P 15,663
PRIKIZ R AANMA, © AT 33FRIET:, BIAFIEAMAR R
95,6301k, H 1400k Bilm AL, 4658k AL T 2= 550k
Ao A LA 2 A [F] AR AE R AR KR,
FoAh Wi AT MR 2 BRI DL R R AE: o
WiRy. BEARTREEUER:. e, MEmE. A
NGBS WRIEG T KBLGERD), WM 2 &
LI, J3 0l 5 e A A 44 (1) 3.8%414.8%, 1
A HOIRKAZ G H i o, Hh 7otk AMEAE KSR
I3 G ERMIAEARAS, 1 LA A RS 1 5 R K A2
Se T FTEL, AT R KAZ S AR R ) A A o B [
32 TR
321 RKLEH

KR AP EEDBHE /N 820.2 cm, “FiH
66.01 cm, HroKAZ FAEMEE A, AR . AR A

R1 KEZREMBERRE R NMEE
Tablel Number of individuals with different growth status of
native Metasequoia glyptostroboides population
Wist =5 ER A
Impending Weakness Normal Total

death
Wiy Broken shoot 13 112 146 271
I#E Ant damage 1 40 171 212
i Lightning strike 13 62 16 91
W ATHE Dry-up of trees 10 44 16 70
H#B 20> Root cavity 5 36 38 79
55 Bird damage 0 15 51 66
WA X Treebifurcation 3 10 43 56
fiije Lopsided crown 0 16 36 52
R Root decay 4 25 19 50
[ Snow pressure 0 6 4 10
MR AT Root landfill 0 3 6 9
AL Trunk tilt 3 3 3 9
k% Burn 1 3 0 4
k4515 Bark damage 4 0 1 5
N JM5IE; Artificia shaving 4 0 0 4

LA 439 b A AN AR 1 38.26%- 58.51%4113.23%.
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Fig. 1 Diameter and height classe structure of native Metasequoia glyptostroboides population
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Fig. 4 Spatia distribution pattern of different ages in the native population of Metasequoia glyptostroboides based on Complete
Spatial Randomness (CSR) and Heterogeneous Poisson Process (HP) models. The solid and dashed lines are g(r) value and 99%

confidence envelopes, respectively.
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Fig. 5 Spatia associations of the native population of Metasequoia glyptostroboides based on Complete Spatial Randomness (CSR)
and Antecedent Condition (AC) models. The solid and dashed lines are g(r) value and 99% confidence envel opes, respectively.
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#HZE: JF i (Tanichthys albonubes) & AEA 2 11 ) P JE =[5 [ ke S 22 — . 200342 LAk, 2 fa 5T
AEPREEAR AR I, LR AN S G b BT A K L P s o Dt 9 A0 TR R L5 ) M B AU B A P (] g
ERR, BT T HEAINMRI TR BRI A LRI, JLIT 186 MEAKICyt bIE[R . 24-#% 2 [K (ENCLAN
RAGL) LA B 134Nt TR A7 S 5 o 3T KPR Y (3 A% I B8 45 S s, 3 0 BB 2 R W) (10 38 4% 2 79 7£.0.005-0.015
ZIE), FRGEFNEEIR] )38 A4 PE 25 090.001-0.009. REGTK B 4T R WY, JH M IR FEA AL & 4 A A R 3, Horhi2
AR P R 2 AL R AL — L, SN2 RIS RS o ST BN SR SR 2k R AT o, TEE AL
AN Y B 05 FRTE AR SL DA SRR A e 2 I A A . T T R 0 (1 STRUCTURE /3 #3451,
P e AR BN 2, TP SRR — R, ROAATIMBESR N 5 — k. B i R R, 7%
FEANEE e B T R S AR RN T, TSI SR AR 0 . FIHIMaB R R A TR B, AT
TR 22 05 A FRFE AR A R . SR A A SCEE IR, MEF VA E RGN RV T ML 2 AN B AR Rl
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Genetic relationships of hatchery populations and wild populations of
Tanichthys albonubes near Guangzhou

Chao Li*, Jinjin Jin®, Jinzhen Luo®?, Chunhui Wang™®, Junjie Wang®, Jun Zhao™

1 Guangdong Provincial Key Laboratory for Healthy and Safe Aquaculture, Guangdong Provincial Engineering
Technology Research Center for Environmentally-friendly Aquaculture, Guangzhou Key Laboratory of Subtropical
Biodiversity and Biomonitoring, School of Life Sciences, South China Normal University, Guangzhou 510631

2 Foshan Nanhai Shimen Senior High School, Foshan, Guangdong 528225

3 Guangzhou Kingmed Center for Clinical Laboratory, Guangzhou 510330

Abstract: Tanichthys albonubes is a popular ornamental fish species which had been believed to be
extinct in the wild in China. Since 2003, many wild populations have been found on Hainan and
Guangxi provinces and therefore the conversation status has been modified to be Critically Endangered. We
investigated the genetic relationships of hatchery populations of T. albonubes to their wild populations
near Guangzhou. To study these genetic relationships, multilocus data (one mitochondrial gene, two nuclear
genes and 13 microsatellite loci) from 186 individuals from three hatchery populations and four wild
populations around the city of Guangzhou were analyzed. The K2P genetic distances based on the Cyt b gene
among wild populations and hatchery populations of T. albonubes ranged from 0.005 to 0.015, and from
0.001 to 0.009, respectively. Phylogenetic relationships showed hatchery population Fangcun contained four
mitochondria clades, two of which grouped with haplotypes from two wild populations near Guangzhou
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while the remaining clustered separately. The haplotype networks revealed that the Qingyuan population
consisted of one shared haplotype with population Fangcun, which had greater haplotype diversity than all
other populations. STRUCTURE analyses from the hatchery and wild populations suggested these
populations could be grouped into two clusters (K = 2), one of which was formed by a hatchery population
and a Qingyuan population while the other was formed by two wild populations. Principal component
analysis showed that hatchery populations and Qingyuan populations overlapped with some degree of genetic
variation with these cultured stocks. Directional gene flow was detected from population Qingyuan to
population Fangcun using IMa3 programme. Based on these findings, we conclude that population Fangcun
originated from multiple wild populations near Guangzhou and subsequently served as the ancestor of
cultured populations in Singapore and Canada. We propose that irregular releases of cultured stocks of T.
albonubes should be forbidden and captive hatchery using different wild populations should be prevented. At
the same time, genetic resources management and sustained monitoring of hatchery and wild populations of

T. albonubes should be reinforced in the future.

K ey words. Tanichthys albonubes; mitochondrial DNA; nuclear gene; microsatellite; gene flow

{0 945 7~ ) 7 L e P R DR 388 A 4 A
IAERT T AL S5k, AR T H B AR M
L3 FN38 4% 5 5 1) P2 (Larson & Burger, 2013). it
Z ) IR A PR I8 AR S A RURT e 5 04 [R) BT AR
FREEEL B YIMAE NN 3 T R A BRI, 1T H
BRAS [R) Foh 3 B ol (8] (1) 225 K15 Y (genetic pollution)
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B fE B AR I IR S e, B A RS Y
S ) PR L o35 P 0T S5 10 75 SR R B N RTR 2R T Y
N TEE MR, M AME BREE VI8 R —Y)
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MIFRTERIE W T &5 AR, K FRTE RN R 22 /TR
HTSMAFMBLAF, HARRFRFEF RS T2
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TFRGA - HEFE BB B A R I R ) B
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FA I ZE B (Glover et a, 2017). W7t M, H20MH
LTOFAR AR, b7 Wi F 7 B K 1 o fe i JfR 4
AN IF 5 AN [ PR T R AT JE AR, 7 g 3 B
A KPR BEE IR = B BEHE A AL 2 A6 (Glover et A,
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g, MHASE%Z. Axiifa. 4R, oA
T3 [ 4 R b XN R 2R G S (R B Fe, 1998,

Freyhof & Herder, 2001). &5, J3ifffx F T 19354F
B 9 WL B A air N\ 55 [ (Eastman, 1938), KI5k H
[, Mot 2B 2 0 LR R = A E
T 27 — o T B ARG N (R KA R AR
KAHEIL30 mm) (5 S, 2004). A,
M E ., HAZEHEMESE, Bl akir2 B R
X Qg gk, EE. HEEES
A e . mHAES N Ea s L E
201 20604485 11202 4F A 2K P R I B AR P,
I 7 #1988 4 i A% Ml 5 51 9 B 5K — R AR B0 ),
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K, ZANE BT AR AR R (S, 2004;
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FERIZSHRE, 2010)# R I, HMFER SRS B
HHTVEAL, BHET AR LB R fE (5%, 2016).
HEF AR RIS, MYkE EE T E A
FREAFIEE AT AE PR 5 BHE 2 FEI A5
e WWETFR TR . AT d R, JHM
S AR PP RO SR A PR 22 e R 2, T HLAE AR RN
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& Z FEVERUR, TFREMEFEE Z RS .. Luo
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S ETT ARG E AR LS RRL . Zhao
(2018) 3 T 24N hifAk Jv Bt (Cyt bFID-loop). 2% 3%
(Al (ENCIHTRAGL) A3l P A7 i, xf 2k B 3K H
JUARN TV g R AR RS ) 100 B AR BRI 3N 7
FAMEEIT R T B S A Is AL ZREERT I, 5 RR
B, FREEFPEERCUR T — M, FREEMEERE 24T
PEEC R 2 B A B )it A% Z A, HL 5T B
T B A B R] 1R SR 200 R B B A R B Sk, AN
AR A B . RAh, FEARAIE IR
FEATBCR I RN . BRI TN SR AR
IR T — MR 50, HoR ARG BERE R IR0
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FEARE S ) P B B AR A 1) Ok SRRV ER AR
AR, XTSRRI T IR X — D
IR A IEYG . IR 1] BRI A7 TR 25 )3 0 7R FE A
T PR A FHR S AR R AR ORAP AT R T Rk
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e T B 75 5 b TR R A PR ) P R R et — A
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Fig. 1 Sampling location of four wild populations of Tanichthys albonubesin this study. Population codes refer to Table 1.
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Tablel Sampling information of Tanichthys albonubes of the present study

T 5 FrJE ik & FEAE Sample size*
Population Code Lineage* MDNA NUDNA Microsatellites
FRPEFREE Hatchery populations
I~ JHF5 4 Fangeun, Guangzhou, China FC A 30 30 30
N Singapore SIG A 24 24 30
B X Canada CA A 12 12 12
EPAFrAE Wild populations
MMM AL R O Liangkou, Conghua, Guangzhou, China CL A 30 30 30
J M T Shimen, Conghua, Guangzhou, China SM A 30 30 30
{&iE Qingyuan, China QY A 30 30 30
SN
#3Il Shenzhen, China Sz A 30 - -
Kt Total 186 156 162

* 1% R E UK Zhao%%(2018), A 78 BT I 4 18 o8 R R &k (Zheo et al, 2018).
*Definition of lineage was in accordance with Zhao et a (2018). All the data used has been published (Zhao et al, 2018).

FEA B W3 1.
1.2 BESH

M GenBank 3K HL AT A+ i 1) fastads =X (19 H 4k )5
S A\Clustal X 2.1 (Thompson et a, 1997)i47 %
FIELXE, Lt BiEiEMEGA X (Kumar et al,
2018) %} AT BEAT-LE MBI 4R 15 | JR IS AN 2 1Al LA T
Bext, B G A A% R i Kimura's two-parameter i
RTHE AN E AR R L R S . FIAIDNAsp 5.0%%
ff(Librado & Rozas, 2009)4 4= A i ) B4 77
FCLIRYIFP A RO R R 5 T A B R G
KB 3 UL HE KT (Bayesian inference, BI)All
B K ALLAR 1 (maximum-likelihood, ML) it J7 i )
HAGKEN. ZERBEAB(GTR G + 1)@l
PhyML 3.0 (Guindon et al, 2010) % 4 ' ] Smart
Model Selection (Lefort et al, 2017)7EAICHEN (Akaike
Information Criterion) T~ i& i . % F BI#, F|H
MrBayes v3.2.6# 1} (Ronquist et al, 2012)iz1T /K
¥ R Bk 5 4% £ B (Markov Chain Monte Carlo,
MCMC) 5005 fR(3/™#EE, 1/MA5E), 455,000/ 4
FELIR, I3 25%0FE f Al burn-in, B 23817 31K
DU {5 R U8k . %ML, F A RAXML-
HPC2 v8.2.10% 1 (Stamatakis, 2014)#J%k, bootstrap
¥ 41,0000k . 1% Network 5.0.1.0%/4:(Bandelt
et a, 1999) L) 41433 (Median-joining) iy & & £ A
Z A48 R, N R A B B AT Rl RS
N R Hr. FIFISTRUCTURE v2.3.4% 44 (Pritch-
ard et al, 2000)% T 13/l TR AT A 11 70 T4 04 4

by e R i AR IR 5 o 9 T E B (0 R (K),

1E47 205 ARAE Aburn-indf B J5 18 417 By /R 2% KAk
R (MCMC) 20075 1X, K& A1-103f HEK
HE 101K . et 5 7% (K) AK€ (Evanno et a, 2005)
FF1EStructure Harvester (Earl & vonHoldt, 2012)H15k
. 7ER (R Development Core Team, 2015)H i
Adegenet (Jombart, 2008)%K {1 £l % 13/ TR A7 £
s 34T 84 0 (principal component analysis,
PCA), LLifE— S i€ & A E R R MEEL . N
o A [E] B ] 2 15 A7 72 BB I 2R DR, S IMa3
A (Hey et al, 2018)%: T-Cyt b A% Jk [ 1 4
il E R AN 0], 1847 B/RF RS R~
%100 /5 A0 JF LA H 1 10% 7 Aburn-in, 347 s A%
B B A AUNHKY (A AR EGTREERY) . R
BEAESIR, LA UL K/ (effective sample size,
ESS) K T-2001E AU S it s if -

21 BEES

BT K 2P BUAG 21 75 0 77 G R FHE AN B 25 P e 1)
(1353 4% PR 29 25 R R 27, 36 I JL0.001-0.015 . i
T3 37 G ol A0 0 B K 3% P R 2 1) LR H
Fr A PR R 28 T 2 [ 353 4% 2 29 5 /1N (0.001),
SR IR PP R AN RN FRE LA TTRR I 2
[F1) 38 4% P 29 35 e K0 (0.015) 0 T A5 it 1) 1) 388 4% P 125
7£0.005-0.015:2 [1], i 5 5E A A [a] (14 183 4% #E B o
0.001-0.009, &= K F=FEFh B FIHT I3 7RG AP 5
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Table 2 K2P genetic distance among seven populations of
Tanichthys albonubes based on Cyt b gene. Population codes
refer to Table 1.

Pt FAE By ER RO 4] i
Populations FC ~ SIG CA CL  SM QY

¥y SIG  0.008

gk CA 0009 0.001

R CL 0.006 0.006 0.007

AT SM 0.009 0009 0010 0.007

HIZE QY 0.007 0001 0002 0.005 0.008

7Y sz 0013 0014 0015 0012 0015 0014
A

HI2 FC(4)

HI9 FC(1)

TE I PP 2 (8] 38E 4% BE 2 43 3 9 0.001F10.002, BE 7R
XA FRFE RN S5 I PR (R RS 2 08 R IR I o
{ELIE] g 5% B PR 4 95 A 77 Bl PR 50 5 m = K AT
IR FRGEFRHEEAE BE B ROK, 43 %1 290.009410.008,
T2 8 B T B A B 2 1] (8 BE B (R DR
IV 2 TR F) 35t 4% BE B9 14X 8 0.007), 3 B 5 A 7%
A R0 T BEVRAT AN R B A P ) 2R R AR BE 1R
22 ARG AEWARGERNEE

I DL i W RO e KR AR B T R G
REWAFRNR IR — B, R A & JF
— MR, SRILE2A. NRZKEWH AT LLE H,

H8 FC(7)
H17 FC(1)

H16 FC(1) FC
HI8 FC(1)
H7 FC(3), QY(30)
1.00/81 1 SiG03) FC QY
H22 SIG(1)
HI CA(1) -
{1 A ) SIG CA
FC

« F24 SM(12)
H23 SM(18) SM

H4 CL(3) FC

X H3 CL(25)
[ ————H6CL
H5 CL(1)
H27 SZ(1)
H25 SZ(23)
* H26 SZ(3)
H29 SZ(1)
L . H28 SZ(2)
0.002
B ‘0 . + + + ¥ + ®H14
H23 H24 1 . FC .SIG
- - L -
HI15 120 } Hlll HI3
H27 T H5 ‘ CA
T t +——oH6
H29¢H +—O H26 H19¢ —++ O H4 cL ‘SM
H25 T
| | H3 . QY Sz
H28 X #
1 # H8 H17
® 1110 ] ] 4 ' .
H9 T 1
1 . t t t ®#H16
HI2 2l
* e + + + ..I ‘ .
H18 - H2
H7 Ml
©H22

E2 ETCytbEENEGE ARG A E MR G E TR SEFRL). (A)ETCyt bEE R IIATHTR (BI tree) TR AIASARY
(ML tree). * SFRREIHEE (posterior probabilities, PP) > 0.90F1 B 2518 (bootstrap values, BS) > 90; (B)E T Cyt bEFE I £ 15

B E (% L RERTERTH).

Fig. 2 Phylogenetic trees and haplotype networks of Tanichthys albonubes based on Cyt b gene. Population codes refer to Table 1.
(A) Bayesian inference (BI) and maximum-likelihood (ML) trees of T. albonubes based on Cyt b gene. The asterisks on the branches
indicate posterior probabilities (PP) > 0.90 and bootstrap values (BS) > 90. (B) Haplotype networks of T. albonubes based on Cyt b

gene (segments above lines indicate the number of mutations).
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Fig. 3 Population structure analysis of hatchery and wild populations of Tanichthys albonubes. (A) STRUCTURE plots of K = 2
based on 13 microsatellite loci; (B) AK values of the different number of clusters (K); (C) PCA analysis based on 13 microsatellite
loci. Population codes refer to Table 1.
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Fig. 4 Gene flow estimation among hatchery and wild populations of Tanichthys albonubes. Grey arrows and boxes were marginal
distribution values in demographic units. tu means time since ancestral population splitting. Green arrows and the numbers above
them showed the gene flows (2Nm values) and their directions. Only statistically significant cases of gene flow are presented.

* P < 0.05, ** P < 0.01. Population codes refer to Table 1.
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Diversity and habitat selection of amphibiansin rocky desertification
area in northwestern Guizhou

Cunlu Wang, Hu Chen’, Hua Xiao, Hongmei Zhang, Linzhi Li, Cheng Guo, Jing Chen, Qiang Wei

School of Karst Science, Guizhou Normal University, Sate Engineering Technology Institute for Karst Rocky Desertification
Control, Overseas Expertise Introduction Center for Discipline Innovation, State Key Laboratory Incubation Base for Karst
Mountain Ecology Environment of Guizhou Province, Guiyang 550001

Abstract: Amphibian protection can be encouraged through vital amphibian diversity and habitat selection
studies. In September to October 2018 and March to August 2019, a total of 5,688 amphibians were recorded
from the Bijie Salaxi rocky desertification comprehensive control area. The amphibians collected belonged to
2 orders, 6 families, 9 genera and 10 species. Various metrics were used to understand amphibian diversity in
various environmental conditions such as the Shannon-Wiener diversity index, Margalef richness index and
Pielou evenness index. Additionally, the Sorenson similarity coefficient and cluster analysis were used to
analyze community similarity and difference. The results showed that: (1) Glyphoglossus yunnanensis was
the dominant species, Tylototriton kweichowensis, Oreolalax rhodostigmatus, Bufo gargarizans, and Hyla
annectans, Rana chaochiaoensis were the common species, Microhyla butleri, Hylarana guentheri,
Odorrana junlianensis, and Rana weiningensis were the rare species. (2) The abundance of species, individuals,
and habitat types increased in no rocky desertification areas and potential rocky desertification areas than in
the other three grades of rocky desertification areas. Additionally, the diversity index and richness index were
the largest in the non-rocky desertification areas. (3) Between no rocky desertification areas and potential
rocky desertification areas; potential rocky desertification areas, and no rocky desertification areas showed
strong differences with the other three grade areas. This study shows rocky desertification habitat differences
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in karst areas is important to distribution differences among amphibians, and strengthening the ecological
control of rocky desertification is an important way to protect amphibiansin karst areas.
Key words: rocky desertification; karst; amphibians; diversity; habitat selection
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Fig. 1 Distribution of amphibian study sampling sitesin Bijie Salaxi rocky desertification comprehensive control area
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Table 1 Diversity index of amphibians in rocky desertification areas with different grades in Bijie Salaxi rocky desertification

comprehensive control area
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rh 7384k Moderate rocky desertification 0.688 0.334 0.993
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Fig. 2 Clustering results of amphibian communities in 30
quadrats in Bijie Salaxi rocky desertification comprehensive
control area. A, No rocky desertification; B, Potential rocky
desertification; C, Mild rocky desertification; D, Moderate rocky
desertification; E, Intense rocky desertification.
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% b WG] B A AR, X R R AT U R AT
BT L o T 45328 SR e R g T e AE T 9 IX e Ay b
WL, XA REE T X R BLR LD, EE
Pl AR A R ARG B BN = . A, ME—
— HUH 3 BT /IR VA 55 IR R SR R R I
TIHAIREE T WG IR AR5 AT, 2H4d
SET—ANPNRUR S KA PN R X AR
T e 2R IR K PRI B AR 1

10Fh S h, = B /N e AR S 2 1A
4,353H, RS AR 76.53%, %0 AN
FhEER B, RS A, TR R 3= B3 Tt T op
F B A R TPiEE 77, R B e ) B
LA TV K A (13 B VRO, T A TE B RN
FEEwF, TR T KEEE KER A Tib s, X
e K AR 45 25 B /N Bk T ek AR 9 X AR e
42 EERARNI XA EIREREESR M

R 08 AN [7) 55 20 5 A X 3k 5 4G 3 40 22 A 1
(1), ToAEA X AN A A AL XA B
P2 FEME RN B, IR i T I A X 3 A e
A2 RN, MUK 2, B S
TR R ZHE, REE 78 533l 2 A [ A B ) b 2t
TASMAFRER, HHLRAEES . EH. 2
A, 2 M AR IR 2R T A SR AL, R
A AR P ARSI FREE ) (0 S RS2 IR, PRI
KA, FEIERDREIR . BeEm s G B AEis
(IR 2%, AR T HERF I S VT B E 7R RS
B,

TEAEAT A X 303 &) FEFR BRI, E R AE
T2 BN AR/ L T 1 vy @ A M, A
A3 LA N T 3 358 R I B 7K 3 AR A B R LA
T AR v, N I R B K S8 T
TR A AL X B A

AR 45 PR AT S P AEAS [F) A2 55 R 1) 43 A (R 4), 18
P EAC B AR PRSI RN SN PEE L AR |
HE TG FR B R 2 i /N 1, B8 00T 5 X AR A R K
w5 DLl 3 MU TT S B T R A AL XN R
TGS T BT WA AR SRR AL, T Ak
FELARS, AFI T PsE R e o

GBS, oA XA BN E AR
ZRPERECRE B MW F 2 R, B EA
BEAG X IR 5o+ IR 2R R 2
WY ENPIA B, FEIX AT A A 2 X 3, H AR

B ARG H RSP B R P AR o AR R
AR TREEAEAY SR A A S N T
NieE, HERES R A& ET B, PiF
PR BEE SRR RA SR, BV E RN
AR (THESS, 2004). LA W, A EAL TG T T
BLFEPINISIYDE N IS P A AR AR B G 2
4.3 BT AR X B4 T IR R AR
F= 0

e Rt X AR SR A BN, HABEAILR 2
AW sk AR, SRR ES RS RAE T KM
FURLL (P R, 2000; 32MidE 55, 2008; KIFESE,
2014), P B4 2 A 1 15 2 A b XA 18 28 5
R MEBEAR D . BT TR XCRR R 1 3
FHR oS5 K, BN 250, SEUKIE
PRI, TR e SR 1 X b T 7K SRR B (EH R H K
GHE R = (R SE, 2001, 2003; % T4k, 2017). R
EZWZET, 150 R B A DR AR K
SUE R BN S AE PR O, (HIE R RS
o fE, KZESUIE SR, R 50 LA R
TERUERS KB s 8 ik 2 RIEOK AT . 1
N ZRN IAB5 (1)sk F8E F J6 F0 R FH 2 B A T8 4G 20 47 Fol
B [AIAC i beng, (H15 28 5@k f, Kis 4
SE, N FENMSIIET. . KB AT N RS
[P

B Stof R T AR A VA XV AV B A AR A IR
P2 X AR S A R T LAR DL it

(1)3E 5 & A i . TR it A5 A A
TR AEE, (RSP B IR .

(2) ¥ 2 9 WG St S s, 45 R U1 R 1 )
JRAE TR H AR L 38 R AR R I VESTU IR () B 2
AbPREE T AR PRSI AL B 1A RS E A
F2 T SR AT DU T A [R) b 28 7 A9G 3 47 %) A= B3 1R AS [
TR AT A S A 2, AT DA RS R oW R
EF, Blat s SRS . 750 K S A
e NP BTl NGRS E 4 SLi

()] b JE R A 2 B ARSI
SHMHPAIR, MBERSY, ML S
AR DX ST TR bR &, (R AR R A B4 AR I
W JA AR SRS AT IR, A KA X — 2y
TRAEBEHAT KRS, CARE R PR Sh P A A2 3R B 1)
FRE
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Appendix 1  Investigation time and species number of quadrat in Bijie Salaxi rocky desertification comprehensive control area
http://www.bi odiversity-science.net/fileup/PDF/2019351-1.pdf

M2 ETHHBLIRARNESREREXABETER
Appendix 2 List of amphibian speciesin Bijie Salaxi rocky desertification comprehensive control area
http://www.bi odiversity-science.net/fileup/PDF/2019351-2.pdf

Mi3R3 EETHHBLIRAIRNGR AR RTE X 15MAE Y E EIMEHHE
Appendix 3 Main environmental characteristics of various habitats in Bijie Salaxi rocky desertification comprehensive control area
http://www.bi odiversity-science.net/fileup/PDF/2019351-3.pdf
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Appendix 4 The type of habitat in which different kinds of amphibians inhabit in Bijie Salaxi rocky desertification comprehensive
control area
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MRl EDHERLRAELESRIEREX &5 EEHE R
Appendix 1 Investigation time and species number of quadrat in Bijie Salaxi rocky desertification comprehensive control area

F£J7 Quadrat AT A) Survey time  #F Species ANMA% Individual number
C1l 2018.9.03 JA7/KEE Hylarana guentheri 2
rhigiEly Bufo gargarizans 1
c2 2018.9.06 FeMPEWE Tylototriton kweichowensis 3
D5 2019.4.18 Fh gl Bufo gargarizans 1
C5 2019.4.18 Fh gl Bufo gargarizans 2
A2 2019.4.19 1E7E % Hyla annectans 6
rhAgiEly Bufo gargarizans 1
FMPEWE Tylototriton kweichowensis 1
A3 ARIE Rana chaochiaoensis 3
A3 2019.4.20 B SEMRIE Rana chaochiaoensis 114
SLMIPEWR Tylototriton kweichowensis 2
ZF/Nk I Glyphoglossus yunnanensis 36
41 s 1505 Oreolalax rhodostigmatus 32
B4 2019.4.29 4674 W I Hyla annectans 5
HH % WidE Microhyla butleri 2
StHNPERE Tylototriton kweichowensis 48
Z /N Glyphoglossus yunnanensis 1,365
WMk IE Rana chaochiaoensis 7
BT Rana weiningensis 2
C3 2019.4.30 rh g Bufo gargarizans 3
C4 2019.5.02 FEMIPERR Tylototriton kweichowensis 3
E3 2019.5.03 rh4giEiy Bufo gargarizans 2
B5 2019.5.04 =B/ Glyphoglossus yunnanensis 1,044
SeMPEWE Tylototriton kweichowensis 43
1EPERY#EE Hyla annectans 13
A5 #kiE Rana chaochiaoensis 1
FH R g Microhyla butleri 12
rh4giEly Bufo gargarizans 5
E4 2019.6.08 ZFg/INRITEE Glyphoglossus yunnanensis 3
D6 2019.6.08 - -
B6 2019.6.08 pAgdfdd Bufo gargarizans 44
BMIPEHR Tylototriton kweichowensis 12
HH % iidE Microhyla butleri 3
A4 2019.6.09 21 35 U8 Oreolalax rhodostigmatus 101
rh4gifshy Bufo gargarizans 13
YLV Hyla annectans 10
ZBi/Nk I Glyphoglossus yunnanensis 11
FNPEHR Tylototriton kweichowensis 2
HE3EMRIE Rana chaochiaoensis 78
7% 5L Odorrana junlianensis 1
A5 2019.6.09 ST FEWE Tylototriton kweichowensis 17
rhAgifEly Bufo gargarizans 10
HEPURY S Hyla annectans 14
=B/ Glyphoglossus yunnanensis 69
A5 Akl Rana chaochiaoensis 30
41 i 15%E Oreolalax rhodostigmatus 16

A6 2019.6.09 Fh g Bufo gargarizans 5
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F£J7 Quadrat

YHLETIE] Survey time

IFh Species

AMESL Individual number

ES5
C6
B2

E6
B3

Al

D1
Bl

D2
E2
El
D3
D4

2019.6.10
2019.6.10
2019.6.11

2019.6.11
2019.6.12

2019.7.13

2019.7.13
2019.7.13

2019.7.14
2019.7.16
2019.7.16
2019.7.16
2019.7.16

LRI Hyla annectans

Z M/ i Glyphoglossus yunnanensis
M B #kIE Rana chaochiaoensis

41 5 15%E Oreolalax rhodostigmatus
StAPERE Tylototriton kweichowensis

i tgdfdd Bufo gargarizans

i tgdfdd Bufo gargarizans

StMPERE Tylototriton kweichowensis

F R @EE Microhyla butleri

VK Hylarana guentheri

i 4ifsid Bufo gargarizans

ZFg/IN I Glyphoglossus yunnanensis
PG IE Hyla annectans

St PEWE Tylototriton kweichowensis

A M Rana chaochiaoensis

i AEiERR Bufo gargarizans

#H/KE Hylarana guentheri

PG dE Hyla annectans

ZBi/Nk I Glyphoglossus yunnanensis
St PEWE Tylototriton kweichowensis
HhAEiERR Bufo gargarizans

FEINPEWR Tylototriton kweichowensis
LRI Hyla annectans

i AEiERR Bufo gargarizans

B Rana weiningensis

StMPERE Tylototriton kweichowensis

rRAEiES: Bufo gargarizans

20
158
2
22

15
1,594

49
88
38

21
73
249

11
35

A TAEA; B IEAEA, C BEAEN, D hEAERN, B BEZAEEK.

A, No rocky desertification; B, Potential rocky desertification; C, Mild rocky desertification; D, Moderate rocky desertification; E, Intense rocky desertification.
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Appendix 2 List of amphibian species in Bijie Salaxi rocky desertification comprehensive control area

LZiEi X % AR Wil G 554,
Species Faunna Ecotype Endangered category
| 5/2H Caudata
— I§UWEAL Salamandridae
1 SEIHPENR REEFAEP-FERF X e A 7 2 A
Tylototriton kweichowensis* Oriental realm Central-Southwest China Terrestrial quiet water type Vulnerable
Il JtEH Anura
— ffiEFRl Megophryidae
PARAW=NS RVEFAEP-THR X Fiti WAL K Y 518
Oreolalax rhodostigmatus Oriental realm Central-Southwest China Terrestrial river type Vulnerable
= IEkREl Bufonidae
3 iy WALF S RS A e A 5 7 2 T

Bufo gargarizans Least Concern

P FyEERE Hylidae

Widely distributed in Palaearctic realm and Oriental realm Terrestrial quiet water type

4 TRV IE
Hyla annectans

IRVEFAE - g X
Oriental realm South—Southwest China

R
Arboreal type

TS
Least Concern

i kR Microhylidae
5 ZE/AMR IRV X Fli A e K 2 xfe
Glyphoglossus yunnanensis Oriental realm Central-Southwest China Terrestrial quiet water type Least Concern
6 HH R fiid: RS- - X Fli A K 2 xf

Microhyla butleri

Oriental realm Central-South—-Southwest China

Terrestrial quiet water type

Least Concern

75 AL Ranidae

7 K R¥EF B - Py g X Fi A 7K 2R TfE
Hylarana guentheri Oriental realm Central-South—Southwest China Terrestrial quiet water type Least Concern
8 HiE Rk RS- R X Bt AR K Y YN
Odorrana junlianensis Oriental realm Central-Southwest China Terrestrial river type Vulnerable

9 MHBE AR IRV SR P R X Fli A K 2 T fe

Rana chaochiaoensis Oriental realm Central-South—Southwest China Terrestrial quiet water type Least Concern
10 B HRp AR iKY afe

Rana weiningensis Oriental realm Southwest China Terrestrial river type Vulnerable

* EK GRS PR ARIRYE (R E S BRI (254, 2006, 20093, b) AT H FE PSSR B HEAT G0, WSS SR IR T M A 2 Al
(LLAF4%, 2016)F1H 5 B SR Crar I Wi e M) b 21 4,44 3% (https://www.iucnredlist.org/) o

*, Animals under second class state protection in China. The name of each species was according to Fauna Sinica: Amphibia (Fei et al, 2006, 2009a, b) and
Amphibia China. The level of endangered species was evaluated by domestic scholars (Jiang et al, 2016) and The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species
(https://www.iucnredlist.org/).

EE BTN

Fei L, Hu SQ, Ye CY, Huang YZ (2006) Fauna Sinica - Amphibia (Vol. 1): General Accounts of Amphibia, Gymnophiona and Urodela. Science
Press, Beijing. (in Chinese) [% 42, HIWIEE, M E 1, #KM (2006) T EZME-WMNCE—%): Bk, BWEE, AEH. Bl
#, Ak

Fei L, Hu SQ, Ye CY, Huang YZ (2009a) Fauna Sinica - Amphibia (Vol. 2): Anura. Science Press, Beijing. (in Chinese) [2% 4%, B#ZE, M
B0k, #IKIE (20092) T EZYE- WIRCGE %K) TREH. RIEHBGE, 63T

Fei L, Hu SQ, Ye CY, Huang YZ (2009b) Fauna Sinica - Amphibia (Vol. 3): Anura, Ranidae. Science Press, Beijing. (in Chinese) [#% %2, #i}l

35, WFEE, #OKH (2000b) EEIE: FACES%): BRH, ERL B, 165

Jiang JP, Xie F, Zang CX, Cai L, Li C, Wang B, Li JT, Wang J, Hu JH, Wang Y, Liu JY (2016) Assessing the threat status of amphibians in

China. Biodiversity Science, 24, 588-597. (in Chinese with English abstract) [{L&F, 4, m&ESE, &%, T, TR, 5%, 5,

WA, EE, XAT (2016) HE PRS2 B IUR IS, B2 R, 24, 588-597.]


https://www.iucnredlist.org/
https://www.iucnredlist.org/
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Appendix 3 Main environmental characteristics of various habitats in Bijie Salaxi rocky desertification comprehensive control area

A i Habitat FE{E Characteristic

AT H N TR SRR, T E YRy = B (Pinus yunnanensis). #1472 (Cryptomeria fortunei).

HEIN LR SR A MR R R, @R 2 A AR AR TR B, L35 P £ 95 O (Pyracantha fortuneana). 75 5 4 1
(Cotoneaster franchetii). J11%#(Rubus setchuenensis). 75 F4 & #JF (Rubus assamensis) . £ £2 ¥ (Rosa roxburghii). il #; 4 (Rosa
bracteata). %M 4x£2#k(Hypericum kouytchense)% .

i FEAERKREARMEY), BGEA #ENSRE M A, 05 Fr £ A 5 % 4 (Trifolium repens). & (Ranunculus japonicus). i 2 %
(Taraxacum mongolicum). Z; % (Kalimeris indica) 45 /& % (Mazus longipes)- J& i1 /K 2% (Rumex nepalensis). 2-3% (Arctium lappa)
£

HEEH R4 KA TIREARE, KB AV R IX, L35 R 2 F 95 B (Cyperus rotundus) « i £ 2 Bk 2 (Lysimachia
stenosepala) . % Bk (Lysimachia clethroides). 75 (Alisma plantago-aquatica) A 5 fiZ # (Rumex dentatus) . 7K 2 (Polygonum hydropiper).
7K 4 A (Impatiens noli-tangere)% .

B B AR i P — P KRB, PR H 7K 78 1 DX 23 T B NI R o AR b BT H 4 /N VA A8 A

RENHN IR SR AT BT — s AR IR AR, — R KRB, WA R — A K A AR K, 2 ZE AR T8 5 (Juncus
effusus). % % (Plantago asiatica). 7Fifi(Typha orientalis)%% .

P NRRiE NTIFFEIE ARG, — BRI, KBEEM, 03 B LK.

15 B 7K 3k BRI FEGT. BEARMM S B 55, EIESE I R ASTERCE I AR, — BOKIEAMATH R, K. BRI
M.

4% FARAE G BAMER N BES) . FAKR A TE RN — IR, BT 5 U S BT IR, AR R, A
POERIE A 4%, TREBE AN KIS, BB KE SRS S BEY), T RO RE R A8

KR FRELIRIE IR, ARG KIRIRE, BUAFER AR 7K .

FiA AT E KT L BRI, HIGH7OHK, FR TR,

B F A TAEY A L T (Solanum tuberosum). K (Zea mays). F## (Fagopyrum esculentum)Zs .,

&5 SHFAE ST B, Sk T IR, DOAERMEY N, 3 B 3 (Artemisia argyi). il == (Eupatorium fortunei) . Ji€ 8 7€ (Inula
japonica). T H)t(Senecio scandens). K4 ¥ (Carpesium abrotanoides)%s .

T B K2 KO AT B T AR, /DB B A T B Bl L

B

IR R T
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Appendix 4 The type of habitat in which different kinds of amphibians inhabit in Bijie Salaxi rocky desertification comprehensive control

area

#5 Quadrat

AE3 Habitat

Y%k Species

Al

A2

A3

Ad

A5

ANTH# Man-made forest
#H Grassland
FARI Natural lake

AN Lith¥E Artificial pond

Ik} 7k 38, Temporary waters

53 4% Building

Eijth Grassland

AL Artificial pond
I 7K 35 Temporary waters
f14% Crack in arock

VHEIE L Marsh wetland

KARIAI Natural lake
AT Artificial pond
Ik i 7K 38, Temporary waters
JKIF Water cave

4 Building

AT H Man-made forest
#E\ Shrub

B Stream

VEVEIE L Marsh wetland

KARWAIA Natural lake

ANZLith¥E Artificial pond
I} 7K 4 Temporary waters
K3l Water cave

4% Building

#EM Shrub

Filh Grassland

HERH Marsh wetland

&I Stream
AR Natural lake

AN Til3% Artificial pond

A5 FRig Rana chaochiaoensis

A5 FRid: Rana chaochiaoensis

FIHPEWRE Tylototriton kweichowensis

W5 FRis: Rana chaochiaoensis

BTG Hyla annectans

ZH/MR I Glyphoglossus yunnanensis
W5 Mk Rana chaochiaoensis

Z /MR I8 Glyphoglossus yunnanensis
rhAgdfid Bufo gargarizans

VH/KEE Hylarana guentheri

BTG Hyla annectans

rhAgdfid: Bufo gargarizans

FEPE R Hyla annectans

StMPEYE Tylototriton kweichowensis
AYEAREE Rana chaochiaoensis

AYEAREE Rana chaochiaoensis
/NI Glyphoglossus yunnanensis
ZF/INR i Glyphoglossus yunnanensis
StHNPEUE Tylototriton kweichowensis

I3 MR Rana chaochiaoensis

21 5155 Oreolalax rhodostigmatus

2 F/INR I Glyphoglossus yunnanensis
AR Bufo gargarizans

rp AR Bufo gargarizans

FEPE Ry Hyla annectans

rp AR Bufo gargarizans

FEIMPEWR Tylototriton kweichowensis

41 5 1585 Oreolalax rhodostigmatus
BV Hyla annectans

WA Mk Rana chaochiaoensis

3% 54 Odorrana junlianensis
MMk Rana chaochiaoensis

RS AREE Rana chaochiaoensis

21 5585 Oreolalax rhodostigmatus
/NI Glyphoglossus yunnanensis
AYEAREE Rana chaochiaoensis

FEPE R Hyla annectans

FAYEAREE Rana chaochiaoensis

21 U5 Oreolalax rhodostigmatus
FEPER I Hyla annectans

rh AR Bufo gargarizans

rh AR Bufo gargarizans

FEIMPEWR Tylototriton kweichowensis
I3 MR I Rana chaochiaoensis

BEIMPEWR Tylototriton kweichowensis
JEPE I Hyla annectans
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#5 Quadrat

AE3 Habitat

Y%k Species

A6

B1

B2

B3

B4

B5

I 7K 38 Temporary waters
JE# Road
#Hh Grassland

VHEIE L Marsh wetland

Ik K38 Temporary waters

fi%% Crack in a rock

7Kl Water cave
#E Shrub
i Grassland

i 7K 35 Temporary waters
#FHL Arable land

354 Black fallow

Hifh Grassland

A TibiE Artificial pond
I i K38, Temporary waters
#HHH Arable land

FARIBIE Natural lake

AT thiE Artificial pond
Ik 7K 38 Temporary waters

&5 Black fallow
&% Road

5345 Building

Eijth Grassland

AL Artificial pond

I 7K 3%, Temporary waters

#tb Arable land

5% Building

Filh Grassland

A L3 Artificial pond

Ik i K38, Temporary waters

=B/ Glyphoglossus yunnanensis
BEIHPEWRE Tylototriton kweichowensis
rhfEifsiR Bufo gargarizans

AR Bufo gargarizans

FEIHPEWR Tylototriton kweichowensis
PRI Hyla annectans

A3 MR Rana chaochiaoensis

BTG Hyla annectans

ZF/NR I8 Glyphoglossus yunnanensis
M5 Mk Rana chaochiaoensis

41 ¥4 Oreolalax rhodostigmatus

41 5515 Oreolalax rhodostigmatus
BT Rana weiningensis

rhAedfsid Bufo gargarizans

StMPEYE Tylototriton kweichowensis
FEPE R Hyla annectans

FEPE R Hyla annectans

rhtedfsid Bufo gargarizans

rhtedfsid Bufo gargarizans

AR Bufo gargarizans

HLEZ Wi Microhyla butleri

FIHPEWRE Tylototriton kweichowensis
FEIHPEWE Tylototriton kweichowensis

rh AR Bufo gargarizans

VH/KiE Hylarana guentheri

FEIHPEWR Tylototriton kweichowensis

Z /MR Glyphoglossus yunnanensis
rpfEifEk: Bufo gargarizans

ZFg/INR I Glyphoglossus yunnanensis
FEPE Ry Hyla annectans

Z R/ Glyphoglossus yunnanensis
BTG Hyla annectans

BTG Hyla annectans

AT Rana weiningensis

FMIPEYE Tylototriton kweichowensis
FEPE R Hyla annectans

/MO Glyphoglossus yunnanensis
HAJEAREE Rana chaochiaoensis

¥ Bz g Microhyla butleri
/MO Glyphoglossus yunnanensis
FEPE R Hyla annectans

FEPER I Hyla annectans

HMPEE Tylototriton kweichowensis

I3 MRl Rana chaochiaoensis

ZF/INR I8 Glyphoglossus yunnanensis
AR Bufo gargarizans

JEPE I Hyla annectans

Z /NI Glyphoglossus yunnanensis
HLEZ Wi Microhyla butleri
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75 Quadrat 4£3% Habitat Yk Species
7K Water cave STIPEUR Tylototriton kweichowensis
JE#% Road HEPERNEE Hyla annectans
B6 N3 Artificial pond rhigiEnk Bufo gargarizans
STIPEUR Tylototriton kweichowensis
B 7K 38, Temporary waters ML dEdE Microhyla butleri
C1 Wil Grassland VH/KEE Hylarana guentheri
B Road rh AR Bufo gargarizans
(07 B 7K 38, Temporary waters FHPEMRE Tylototriton kweichowensis
C3 Eil Grassland R4l Bufo gargarizans
c4 IE#% Road SEIPEYR Tylototriton kweichowensis
C5 B Road rh il Bufo gargarizans
Cé I 7K 4% Temporary waters rhaEdfsik Bufo gargarizans
D1 B Road R4y Bufo gargarizans
D2 I 7K 45 Temporary waters TLMNPEHE Tylototriton kweichowensis
D3 ATt Artificial pond rh ik Bufo gargarizans
D4 - _
D5 54 Building rh ik Bufo gargarizans
D6 - -
El - -
E2 - -
E3 54 Dry cave rhfEifEkR Bufo gargarizans
E4 i Dry cave = M/MEIDE Glyphoglossus yunnanensis
E5 - -
E6 - -

A TTABEAL; B WEAEAL; C: BITABUL, D: hEEAEAL,; B A B,

A, No rocky desertification; B, Potential rocky desertification; C, Mild rocky desertification; D, Moderate rocky desertification; E, Intense rocky desertification.
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EMEH/NERELME B EMNEETEITS

FLXM wam £ O

1 (b EFRFE B P USRI R e i A S 2 SR E, S b/l 666303)
2 (R EFR R R, 65 100049)

THE: BT POAE EAE R T A RS 48 o A MR B A ) ZR T PR BN A8 A DA R 2 AR 7,
BT FAE S B SN Z b o Ha 7 A2 45 W45 (1 3l A5 AR A0 B AR EVA (1 RS0 M DL R B TR 1 3h 25748 A it
FEAMLFE HAT 5 255 o AW 7t LI 45 (Ficus benjamina) 44 /NETRETE B 700 52, 43 5926 PE SRR ZN (1) T2 A1 R 78
KA TS /IR R R RS B LRI T A ZR M /N 1 B A A8 A DA S SR AT X 2% ) S 50 () G ) % LA
TR RBEPERBEVE PR R . S5 RN WS SR A MR S /N g Eupristina. koningsbergeri BT 5 LG 1 = T
T2, RN AR S T2, MR T RIS R 2 N (2R 15F0 /N, WY ZR14%H) . MKW
—ER N TR LA RAE S ERE, 2N /N 38 I AR 45 /N RS R & & R AR . 7R
7=, JLAE RN IF] I R B (T-220.95, W ZR0.47)% T2, METEMEFERE(T-2323.24, 2640 B EH T
T RUT 2R/ NG T A RSP ) D% RN ZR 5y A0 2R 22 1, o 1) R R P I s B O 2 3 1 P TR K
KRR MW/ BB, AL, A, R AR

Seasonal dynamics of fig wasp community and interaction networksin
Ficus benjamina

Yiyi Dong"?, Yangiong Peng’, Bo Wang"

1 Key Laboratory of Tropical Forest Ecology, Xishuangbanna Tropical Botanical Garden, Chinese Academy of Sciences,
Mengla, Yunnan 666303
2 University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049

Abstract: Species form complex interactive networks within communities, which often experience seasona
species oscillations or species composition shifts. However, the variation that occurs within such networksis
poorly understood. Studying seasonal changes of ecological networks may reveal the mechanisms that
maintain the stability of a community. In this study, we collected fig wasps from Ficus benjamina during the
dry and rainy seasons in Xishuangbanna to understand how fig wasp communities may shift seasonally. We
compared fig wasp abundance, species composition, and metrics of coexistence networks (e.g. network
diameter, connectance, nestedness, and community temperature) between the rainy season and the dry
season. The pollinating wasp, Eupristina koningsbergeri was the most abundant species in both rainy season
and dry season. There were more non-pollinating fig wasp species during the dry season (15 fig wasp
species) than the rainy season (14 fig wasp species). A higher number of non-pollinating fig wasps can be
detrimental to fig-pollinator wasp mutualisms because they reduce both fig seed production and pollinator
abundance. Additionally, the dry season experiences higher species connectivity (0.95 in dry season, 0.47 in
rainy season), higher network temperature (23.24 in dry season, 2.64 in rainy season) than the rainy season,
which indicate more complex inter-specific interactions, and a higher level of disturbance of fig wasp
community in the dry season.

Key words: fig—fig wasp; insect community; ecological network; seasonal variation; species interaction

RER I RO A T ARE IR B AP 2%, IXRERI AR 2% S 1 AR S R R,

Wik H 35: 2019-09-19; #2532 H : 2020-01-13
FEEIH: K E AR #5462 (31570418; 31770463). 2 R 44 43 (2016FBOS0) Al o [E ) 27 f — = T1.” ¥ K (2017X TBG-TO1)
* J@IfE# Author for correspondence. E-mail: wangbo@xthbg.ac.cn
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FELES R RS B R fili(Hagen et al, 2012).
R34 ® 2% (mutualistic networks) £ %} 3T 99 2%
(antagonistic networks) e P Ff 32 (1) A 25 X 2 2R Y
(Olesen, et al, 2012). 47t WX 45 E0 45 4% 4 1 £ 4 ) A
15 T2 EE M 2% (Henri & Veen, 2011; Jacob et a,
2011); EH|SL AR X 2 B HE AR U7 A6 (T ) Y
#% (Memmott, 1999) . fE 4 F+HiAii 2 I 45 (Donatti et
al, 2011; Schleuning et al, 2011)F12F - AE 35 4%
(Guimardes et al, 2007). XERBAE T HATAS
B2 T MIUE R0

W 2% 1) B2 AR 2 B2 15 R (node) A4 (link) . 7E
AW, AT AT RGN A, FhEE.
FhHl. TheeHI SO #E75 (Hagen et al, 2012). 4%
G5 R TR LI A A5 ) MR A DA B e
3 A (W.Box 1), Horb— S8l fE 45 bR 55 W0 2% 1) 52 2%
& FaE VA BEIE 7 98 B FE MK & (Williams &
Martinez, 2000; Berlow et al, 2009) . [¥ % [F] i} 30 HY
—BER] ] ) A MR, T8 R TR
(fractal-like manner) (Olesen et a, 2007; Stouffer &
Bascompte, 2010). i, &M a] LI o fil i &4
BE, ZETRR FRARLA T R SR A ] FLAR G &

(Woodward et al, 2012). HkEPERBIILE K15
B T8 2 50 VE 1 4% 45 749 I FE (Lewinsohn et al,
2006; Olesen et a, 2007). £ —/MKEMMLF, K
by Fofr 18] 1) 3% 2 % 2 Ak 0 b 1) 3 2 14 T 4E (Bas-
compte et a, 2003). RHLERGA TR T,
WES A m e, B2 S AL T2 AERR
/b (Olesen et al, 2007). HRE PN A H BN
J& HAHHEF i) (Lewinsohn et al, 2005), {H /&t 77E7E
Jf(Olesen et al, 2007; Fortuna et a, 2010).
VIRI 2 5 B L PR LR DA K 22 B B R 1]
AR — N FARIE R, W A PR TR 4 1 2R A
RRAECY i AR B TR SE) (Krishnag,
et al, 2008). fFEE K VTR N ZE T 1
U, — L A R, 15 5 — L
TR R, o ATAT B S5 R IR 25 TP AR AT e A 356 214
FhEAEMZS, S ECHEE— 0 PR R /N R E]
R AF (Santos et al, 2014). Al F /9 2% %o} BEv&
1Tor0T, BENEMRE— AN PRI EAESC R MBI
AL R R AR ZS RGO AR I ma N AR AT AR A
PR B AR R OGS . RIS
GVERER /N FLAE R, RIS R 2 R RS A

Box 1 M4E 4 HAARIE

W % K oIs(size): WM& 6948,

BB 2 R 1A G R AR K

{EH0-1, 0f 7 ZAREL, LAT R AHRE,
Rk Z R e B AL,
B R

B 0 R K R ARy A,
BEEAFEIEIR E (temperature, T): 55 RALM 49 B K

A (node): W& eqh &, TARMA, FE. FHE.
2 (edge): EHEMAT SHEL, BT A AEFEA.

&

4 (connectance): & M - Mt 2 18] 2 IR S RS X e & a0 T AR AR A pu ), BMESEE £ O0-L, AR R

HHEG A T EEBERGSA, FRIVEFELSA.

A 12 (diameter): M % PAEZ AT LA RAIES, PR KAAARA W %0 HZ,

343442 K & (average path length): W4 FALZ A AF 52 18] 0938 B 64T 35948,

HmAs ik £ (weighted nestedness metric based on overlap and decreasing fill, WNODF): # &7 ZAERE 4y £ 43547, IR

ek (modularity): 2 % F 4% 50 K (P 5 £ E) KI5, MB T 0K (F 5 LA RME 34 TR 5%

2B R % J(global clustering coefficient): AR B M 4 i & K E X R 6958, LARAE M, FIET EA W %0 F
FEIRE RO T RIR AR B 208 R IR A PR T Rae) ARG . MAREBREZEH

DM G TAREENAOBREI RO IBBEIREL, A TRIEBRZNL
Frle, TAE GG KSR 52 BRI 6 BE S - A s M b R Ak B M BE R A R B AR T=0, M A X A4 £ T=100, M

RAEMMET . — BB R AR, RTHEART. BHNRERRBETH TR,

mh
S
|
X
4]

fxms
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MNGERRBE TR K. REMSAT. XEIERAE /N
g R L T S (BB B = TE T s P B T s T
A RHEAE) AT R CHE OF 7 T AR R 7 O )
T6F 55 ) R 25 A2 25 (REK O 7= T At /N e 44 1)
TE W [ Z RN, EATE T A FE 759 (Herre,
1999; Kerdelhué et a, 2000). A, —AMA/IMERE
SELTE T 2 AR N DL 2208 IR I B 4 T A
WS B RETE, A2 FT E HURh () A Y 45 1) AR
B ASREARART BE 2 T B AE AR —H /N i 1 R S AR
KER, HESEELRE /MG K4, 3E 5 m ) HAh
B IRB KT IR 2H ik (Jevanandam et al, 2013).

AW TR A T PRGN 6 1 X 3 4% (Ficus
benjamina) A% /INEERE TR DAL Rk, DUAR T I A AR
INERETR P B S AT N 4% I ZE T BN A AR A,
IR T BEVE P b =F & P R A7 I 24 25 ) 2 T 1
R RIS IR 0 i B ()R
TEIE D) PP A SO & B AR AE BRI ZE T B0 ?
()M /N A7 X 4% (18 25 1k RO 4240 2 75 A7 7 BH 2
IZETT A2 ()P I =5 BN X 248 45 1) 2 ] By
BRI OREL?

1 MR5HEE

11 H=EUR

W TR AT T 25 B 48 175 DU B I YA (2
21°08'—22°35' N, 99°56'-101°50' E). % [X )& T #
2R WA S5, AR RROE, TR
N21.8°C, —FhEKERESE, RIEFKE. &
JEE RV B () A8 A v 4 — 44 R 2= (6-10H ) F T2
(11H EF4ESH) Gk, 1963). K H = F IH WK
A O NEA S 2 S B 1 Q) N S 2 VI R R v
(http://bnf.cern.ac.cn/) (1) 24 2.7k . 2002—20184: [H]
2= B K B 719 £ 2.81 mm, 5% 2537 +
1.08°C, /% ~82.08 + 4.37%, TZ= M4 /KE H3.97
+ 5.10 mm, J5% N20.69 + 3.14°C, {B/F NT5.73 +
8.46% (M{E AR HEFE).
12 EMIEREENER%

HFEMHAEFRE T ZRHEE, MR, R
SRR, RREART 2R BB (. ZEA SCERIRGE,
HEMHE_E RS/ TS H N g sk 4 L 8
J& 18 Fh, FAtIR MR 2 14 B, BT
NEFR G B S RGO WM 1 (AR5 4,
2006; Fkit, 2010).

13 HmX&E

20184, FRAVAE AT A 1T U XU AN e
R B VR M B O X AR N . AR
D BRRFEA FUSCER R AR, AR b RS2 30 HEAE A
PRSI CREE AR B, B R 3) 7 (Al S i = . A
PRI TT, BT 120H R4S, £/ g
R NRN G, WA /N, RAFTHA KL
B FAIRE R o 20024 2 A AR /NI A 7 A R B
1 #1155 55 (2006) (1R A, SRFEZ=TT . J71E K/ Ng oy
Hy TR 5 ARSI AR [ o
14 BNERNEER AT

A5 FH A4 W1 3 14048 (VT B9 ISZ SB-HG785940) 5+ 4
ANFE RN IR/ NgEREAT 3 25 S R auTH BUE (BT A
2545, 2006, TR, 2010).

15 BIRDH
151 ARERFEFEMEE NERETZIMAERRE
EELLE

AT AR 25 ST 20024 Xof 2 AR /)N e
WSS IR, Forb 908 SRR ok B AR UCR A,
30/ SR AU R E EHI5F 45 (2006) o THRLTE I FE K
ANELETZEM ZE YR LE B R AR 73 B
(analysis of similarity, ANOSIM )5 3 i #4515 /)N i
REVEAAE AR ZES YA A RO & B A B3 2%
F . ANOSIM 73 Hr 4 ] 1 A1 2 K i & #4556 (per-
mutation), s 2 A T — AN FH AL PR A 55 4 1)
ZE B TR LS. hAb, FEVA TR AR JE B R
Bray-Curtis ¥ & 1 17 7 999 /X & # £ % (Clarke,
1993).

152 AEFTE/NEHFMEZAIELE

7N WG S A I 24 3 KT W] DA TR TR AR S 7S /)N i
ORI AN LA OC 2 o B SR WA /NG TR ¥ e e 46 100/ 1
TR (0" BRI AAEAE, “ 1" RoRIMAFAE), #E—
NG OILAE B el — oy W 2%, e @ RIE &
igraph LA /1N G il T £10 418 45 R o - 22 1) 1) 2%
Blo W2 R AT B R R B TR BOKF, &%
121 (edge) FIALE (weight)fR 3 1 P [a] () iE B 505
A I FEAL T RS ZETT (  28 K /N (size) . & JRSER
RH. &R (Wasserman & Faust, 1995). 4[4 75
FE(T) (Atmar & Patterson, 1993; Almeida-Neto et a,
2007) LA K fin AL ik & 4 (weight nestedness metric
based on overlap and decreasing fill, WNODF).

KHIR 3.5.2 (R Development Core Team, 2018)
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R1 FERRM M X EHEE NEDFFEZEGIE £ FOEE, N = 120), Hrho0ME REIER B AR, 30MERHIERE

B #1352 (2006)

Table1l Species abundance and composition of fig wasps in Ficus benjamina in Xishuangbanna (mean = SD, N = 120). Of the 120

figs, 90 were from our study, the other 30 were from Bai (2006).

¥i/Mi& Fig wasp Al e E TR H KT T2 Dry season 2= Rainy season
prsdileig gl lere F# ¥ Richness F4rH %  FEJE Richness FisH %
Eupristina koningsber geri fE¥# Pollinator 129.01 + 83.22 7224 308.39 + 183.62 93.18
Acophila sp. 1 W Galler 0.32+1.17 0.18 0.09 + 0.44 0.03
Ormyrus sp. 1 24E#H Parasitoid 046+ 1.54 0.26 0.01+0.09 <0.01
Philotrypesis sp. 1 24E# Parasitoid 6.14 + 10.40 3.44 17.95 + 25.62 5.42
Philotrypesis sp. 2 ¥ Parasitoid 1.37+3.04 0.77 112+ 454 0.34
Philotrypesis sp. 3 ¥ Paraditoid 1.29+ 4.69 0.72 - -
Philotrypesis tridentate FHE#H Parasitoid 7.11+8.96 3.98 0.14 + 1.06 0.04
Sycobia sp. 1 s Galer 2,67+ 4.59 1.50 014+ 0.63 0.04
Sycobia sp. 2 EEE Galer 143+3.73 0.80 0.01+ 0.09 <0.01
Sycobia sp. 3 i Galler 1514271 0.85 0.25+1.39 0.08
Sycophilasp. 1 2%E# Parasitoid 157 +352 0.88 0.27 +1.05 0.08
Sycoscapter sp. 1 4% Parasitoid 12.62 + 26.64 7.06 0.46 + 2.10 0.14
Walkerella benjamini G Galer 12.14+ 10.21 6.80 1.90+5.43 0.57
Walkerella sp. 1 G Galer 0.78+1.42 0.43 0.19+1.10 0.06
Walkerella sp. 2 EEE Galer 0.19+0.77 0.11 0.04 £ 0.30 0.01

[ 4% 144 f Ffvegan. bipartite (Dormann et al, 2009).
agricolae. dplyr. ggplot2. qgraph. igraph. reshape?
Fipsyshs, LAEATE0HE 5047 -

21 AEFEFHEMEENEEEYMEARRES
EEEER

T 7R LY B B 15F0 /N, T ZRUSCAE 21 1480 (I
F1). (£ ZE A U FIPhilotrypesis sp. 3iX Fiar A4
i . ANOSIMAS I 45 J S 7R T 25 A1 Y 25 2 A AR /)N
WEHER L OR A T WE (R = 0.28, P< 0.01),
T 28 R 2= AL R 4 /N i & LG 4 i R 72.24% F
93.18%, AEfLFnta /N LuAs) 53 71 R127.76%F16.82%.
AL it s Wal kerella. benjamini 76 FZE 1/l 2=
EL 45143531 }96.80%110.57%. 7 2E i Philotrypesis sp.
VET MMM G AR K, 751 93.44%
HI5.42%; 11 27 16 P, tridentate?t T-Z=(3.98%) I il
5 b5 7 T B2 (0.04%); & %54 1§ Sycoscapter sp.
7E T2 5 E (7.06%) tH 75 T M 22(0.14%)

T ML K M /NEEE. koningsbergeri /£ 2= F
P 5 B d X $)129.00 H (N = 120), £ 211
308.39K, MANZENEE % R E(Jf = 120, P<

0.001). Philotrypesissp. 1M1 EHEWNFEEL T
FZ%(df = 120, P < 0.001). ifij Sycoscapter sp. 1 (df =
120, P <0.001). Walkerella benjamini (df = 120, P <
0.001)F1P. tridentate (df = 120, P < 0.001) (¥ &,
ETEEELZ TWEED.
22 AEFETENERFMERILLE

I B Sk SR N BT RS /N R AT SR AR
W2 il R I (K12), T/ MERER 5157
TR, 100551, EHEHCN0.95, P AKEN
1.05, & RERREN0.96. INEH/MERE 514
AR, 435, EREHUN0AT, PR KIER
1.53, &R EAKRHCN0.61. LRI KE KR
TT2(1.53>1.05). fEHRNETTMLEH, TR/
WEE FHE Vi 5 RS /N I (R AN 19 R0 IR IE B K v 914, 1T
R 25 2 TR /N e (B AN 49 90 IR R O 213 Horp
FER /N HE RS i 2 (T2 14, WZE: 13).

NG TE VA T A R IR AR T 2R (23.24) | T 2B
(2.64) . T Z=F1 FY 2= A AE /N e B 7% 1) I AL ik 2 1
WNODF#{# 43 51l 33.57/1131.78. F I T-ZH5 /Mg
HETE S M ZEAH AT E, (BT 20 /N 78 (1) 1k
BYER T AR /NG % BB A
W9 26 48 b 1) L 25 SR (B3R W, R MV MRl
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Fig. 1 Histogram of the fig wasp abundance of Ficus benjamina in Xishuangbanna. Two sample t-test was used to compared fig
wasp abundance between rainy and dry seasons. Bars and errors represent mean + SD. *** P < 0.001; NS, Not significant.

FZ Dry season FUZE Rainy season
Ormyrus sp. 1 Philotrypesis tridentata
O
Philotrypesis sp. 3
@) Walkerella sp. 2 )
. Sycobia sp. 2
o

Sycescapter sp. 1
O

Philotrypesis-tridentata ia spxd P
o Sycobia sp. 1 ~Walkerella sp. 2 sycot” o Wagcerella benjamini Sycobia sp. 3
Philo trypce)sis wo @ o Walker.ella sp--1 Eupristina. koningsbergeri»@
Eupristina koningsbergeri
o e O O \
Walkerella benjamini O_ Philotrypesis\sp} % Philotrypesis 3p. 1
Syeophila sp.1 @)
O O Sycophilasp. 1T @
Philotrypesis sp. 1 0 Sycoscapter sp. 1 Acophila sp. 1

Sycobia.sp: 3
o @
Walkerella sp-1 Sycobia sp. 2

.Acophila sp. 1 Ormyrus sp. 1O

©® &4 Pollinator @ &L Galler O AF4:# Parasitoid

E2 BEXRAMXENFHEHEENEEEENMEERNLE . ToBeRRAENERRKTE, WHTEE R RIME R
RS .

Fig. 2 The weighted co-occurrence networks of the wasp community of Ficus benjamina in Xishuangbanna. The nodes are colored
by presumable trophic level, the width of each edge is proportiona to the co-occur frequency of species.

JE(df =3, P<O0. 05) W24 P 25 (df = 3, P < 0.05)F1 MR EME(df = 3, P = 0. 3) MM EHZ(df = 3, P =
ZEIERH(f = 3, P<0.05) ¥ K TR ZE, MEE  0.0NEMNNTTERALEER.
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I F2& Dry season T2 Rainy season
Ns |
a0}
E 30 i Hk
g
k)
25 -
s 20f
5 NS
£
= 10k
I
I
*3%k K%
ok i N T
e Fs Fo T &
& & @o é}‘;? & .\%@

W EHEHF Measurement of metrics

E3 AR X TR ZETHE/NERE DL F R EIEHR
RILEER . EBUGIG IR T BRI ETLESR, R ER
RELNREZTHME + FEE. ** P<001; * P<0.05 NS%
TEE,

Fig. 3 Fig wasp community co-occurrence network metrics
between the dry and the rainy seasons in Xishuangbanna. The
difference between the dry season and the rainy season were
compared with t-test, the bars and error lines are mean + SD.
WNODF, Weight nestedness metric based on overlap and
decreasing fill. ** P < 0.01; * P < 0.05; NS, Not significant.

AW T T AN [ 2 77 3 I B Sk SR A R /)
WEEIEAF W 28 1O Z ORIV (2 T a2k . SRR
B, PR R R /NI ) o B A2 X B 2 v
T2, BT/ MERRIRE 2 TR Z.
/NI SR A X 25 1) o3 A ik — 0 3R WY T 2= R R LR
R FEANRN A (SR S T . BLESERY
R, TEM/NMERVEZ BN TIER, (HAEH
T B R DG R AN O R M2 4. A
MR AR AN A RGEHE S MR,
T2 A% /0N e BB R 3R 1) 8 ot £ A 0 0
ARE I ) LA IE AR 5C R AR AHI ) o

e M FE R /MR RS TR A A
A At (/MR IR, /£ FE
FEAF S HURIRER, JFORRAERY, BT DR/ i
LT REI 2 8] A7 3 0 MEAE 8 M Y BT (Wang e

al, 2013). AEAL Ry i LI (191 e A% o Walkerel la)&
3 e ) A SR AN 7 B T MEAE TP, AN 9 RE
fEHr . e SER NS METE TR, S
7 GRS 1A% oy s /)N 0 T BEAE B B 2 (R I ) 2548
AT BREIMERE 7 5, BEAK T 7 B3R (#5555, 2006;
F A%, 2010; Cardona & Kattan, 2019). Sycosc-
apter f1Philotrypesis/g [ AE AL Ky /N g 2 27 JE 2R el &
TAINE . EATTRERE IR T AR /N A
HAN, 57 ERGFEFRIFSHEF LT (B FSF
&, 2006). AFAEME—A LGB N T 3, fE— AL
BN, AR FRE R B,
(EPEPN 2t SRR ki sl Vi S ]
HHEENAMHRKR, REEEMELE IR
IZN A48 1k (Shi et al, 2011). B4k, B %4214 Sycop-
hila sp. 1. Ormyrus sp. 1f1Sycoscapter sp. 1AE¥ 517~
T HAdIE B P A T N, H R B RRLL
HRORT AR, FEEEM M EEm D> . B,
Aefefpiti BReg . 2525 RN 2 25 AR W P A7 A SRR 1
/N R RF (1) 8 35 o 1 B A7 THT R ) (K erdel hué: &
Rasplus, 1996; Weiblen, 2002; Cook & Rasplus, 2003;
Kong et a, 2016),

MM NER R AT ZENWNEAG RE
AR IR B B R ZE e ARk M /NI 11 B B E R 2=
BEZT T, JFHMAZT RS NE
P, X5 2 AT FTROE 45 R — (B RS EE,
2006; FIhEE, 2010). IXBE 7 TE B AR /NG

VR, AR AR /NI T REAE SRR B A,

FEAL R #5 /I e 1 75 ZEAR RS B A /N e 4 5 FLAE AR
R HEA . WEH R (R H K E )
ABEANE TARE R /Mg BT PP T

ARBVRE, NI BB A /I 1 B e T2 5 /D,

N 156.82%. fEMIZE, MR FEEHTFER,
KA MFBEAFE R AT IR M. 4K 4L
AEAE R NELE RS BN, H O RE R 5 i R
AR KBS R R KT 10 H R R T
HELR, B AR NME I L 22D, S
TREER D FLARER I NME R TR, K
AEBATESNE, H R E R A 4 B3b X B BL(E
g, 2010). BEAk, SRAFE A BBl A B AT RAE £
RS MER RS . TSR
I FEHE /NI RV (R 0 R 2H P8 UL S ) R R 21
R4k, FRATTHEDN /N REVE 7T BEAF AL 20 A1 X 3B (1 3h
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A, BERTEE T iz R N, AT REAFTEAS
/NI R B FETR (meta-community) (May et al, 2007).

NP2 () ff BE SRR, T2 TR AR /N I 7
(17 4 o 2HL RS A7 ) 4% 40 46 B vy (000 9 9 D P N 0
o mRE IR R R L T BRI T T,
TETE TR B R /D AT R B PT REMERR K . BEVA N
BUREBMHEEMANFENTER G REZER, (BT
MUBETE, PSR /NG R IE 3 200 R s R B
Yo TR /ANMER S thE T NEE, PR
TR AR R N AR RN B A R
fbo BEAh, TERERES. WAMMKERBZ T
P2, IX R BT 25 /NP T [A) A7 76 B8 22 1 DR B
Tt 56 55 J% (Jacquiet et al, 2016). iR BERIZES
AR SR M A /N 5 B S MIRIRE T
FEIAE /NG V5 2H i (Zhang et al, 2006; Jevanandam
et al, 2013), FiMmEZM L8 SHURHIE . R, S A% A
TR T B S8 T A/IMER SR . PRI IEAE
RINZT BB

M /INGETEVR (M 2271 1 Bl A AR A S R AR W R 7
(L R B 7 25 ) R /N e AV v A v ) ) R B A
FAYIA 5% o (RN 45 (100 5 i b (1) dnde B 2.
Vo UL P AN R B VR A8 ) SR AR TR /NG RE VR I 25 T 2
FFERRRE M, AR TE A MR R B VR BN 4 52 2 1
(R o DRI, &f & ] BAE AN EEAE P R 7 X X 4%
AR BERAT A, A BT FRATTE L b B A A
LREER . A J FE ARG E R — 25 AR o
BT 75 RN 2 43 B BRAS AN 5 1 B B3

BUA: RSHREHR A SRR T e th8h.
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Appendix 1  List of fig wasps and their morphological characteristics of Ficus benjamina in Xishuangbanna

B g I FFAE

Family/sub-family Species Identification notes

Agaoninae/Agaoninae  Eupristina UHE s A R 7 O SR R K BE R BEMSTCI Female, body black, ovipositor
koningsbergeri length shorter than body length; male, no wings

Pteromalidae/ Sycobia sp. 1 WA A G SL AR FE R Female, body brown; male, with longitudinal

Epichrysomallina carina on head

Pteromalidae/ Sycobia sp. 2 U B A3, BT 2540, MENE AT Female, body yellow, stripes of the

Epichrysomallina gaster; male, with wings

Pteromalidae/ Sycobia sp. 3 WMEREIR AR 5, SR T (0 MEdSATI Female, body dark grey and head yellow;

Epichrysomallina male, with wings

Pteromalidae/ Acophila sp. 1 WEE 7k 2 B, PO S B K AT, Ml M B 4 Female, body black,

Epichrysomallina

Pteromalidae/
Sycoryctinae

Pteromalidae/
Sycoryctinae
Pteromalidae/
Sycoryctinae
Pteromalidae/
Sycoryctinae
Pteromalidae/
Sycoryctinae

Pteromalidae/
Otitesellinae

Pteromalidae/
Otitesellinae

Pteromalidae/
Otitesellinae

Eurytomidae

Ormyridae

Philotrypesis
tridentate
Philotrypesis sp. 1
Philotrypesis sp. 2

Philotrypesis sp. 3

Sycoscapter sp. 1
Walkerella
benjamini
Walkerella sp. 1
Walkerella sp. 2

Sycophila sp. 1

Ormyrus sp. 1

ovipositor length shorter than body length; male, antenna yellow

MR 6, (ARTVBUR, FEUPAREL HES G Female, body yellow, stout and
robust, ovipositor length shorter than body length; male, no wings

WG A SR, PR B B A K 26% % Female, body black, ovipositor length more
than 2 times of body length

WA T R, 7 R T O R AL S 4K 48K Female, body yellow, the length
of anteriorly bulging of ovipositor sheath equal to body length

Wi B AN Y BB ¢4 Female, body black; male, body blackish

W R SRR, BN AR R K B K MEME T Female, body black green,
ovipositor length longer than body length; male, no wings

W A SR 4t PR ON 8% 4, MEME L Female, body metallic green,
ovipositor length shorter than body length; male, no wings

BB R PR AT AR W €, PEBRER AT ARG Female, body black and metallic
blue, ovipositor posture prolapse; male, no wings

W e A v PR, PR NS A SR HEE G Female, body blackish,
ovipositor length shorter than body length; male, no wings

UERE AR B, T SRR, MM Female, body yellow, black spots on the
wings; male, with wings

MM AR % 1, 7 DR A BUA K AL, I3 Female, body metallic green,

ovipositor length shorter than body length; male, with wings
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R ILIRIEIKE B REFTE 7T RS
THRE 2% /8 3k 18 B RV 25 18) RUE a4

REEX K P EEH
(A2 R 225 B R R 2 5 K L9005, T30 210095)

WEE: B K2 FEMERI IR 2 FEVE RS R I, 2 T A Z P A B0IR . 4878 2 R 4R AR fb
MU E 2R SR /KA BB 28 2 BRI ) B8 2 REMER IR RORE FE 0 A o, S L RBE AR MEAR IR e = RN
WFIE. A CHE T 201320184 7F 2 B iV VLA 30 500-3,900 mikk ik 1 15 3L 149N It AL i K A B2 e o 8 7 Hicdls,
I FH 2R M B IR BT A R PR 28 LU 1 R 38 RUBE (e o RUBE) FIAR [ X 3B (200 m 150 m 200 m. 250 mifg4k B)
IR 2 R EFR B (WPl B H8 2. SimpsonZ2 FE I FE HURI R85 51 )2 T ) AN Th 8 22 FE M FR B (REIR - Th Rk 2 FF
PEFE S (dbFD). Rao— VU5 $(RaoQ) FI Th B 141 51 FE 4R B (FEVE) RIHE IR IS IR - 45 R W, 72 RN, Wk =F & i
T E AN dbFDAR B/ g 4k 60 B 35 0 . 25 1 A RFAE, SimpsonZ FE 4R 4. RaoQIREL. Wy 5 BE4REUFIFEVElR E0R
VAR P S U sl SRR D B o TR X, BB XIS B B RN, MRl R R AR AR R AN
I ERL R S IS )R, (ELIbFDFa B g 4k 23 A P U B 6 A8 S B 3 ka3 Simpson 22 £ P 1 2URT RaoQA B AL FA 1
FE H 35 UL R 34 AR SR 38 A AR, B8 5 B 48 SO G b0 FE I 2 3 o AR AE, {ELFEvefs 32 W35 1 n
WIS o 45 0, TR Ay 282 AR VEAR BOR D % 22 AR MR AR BOT I B0 FE o0 A7 A7 A8 Jo s R IX Sl U BE () 2= ) 22 5%, (1
X3 RT3 MR SR BB iy 0 FEE ) 18 A7 AE — o R FE 1 — Bk

KRR AEVIZRENE; DHRETRIR; WEIAERRE, RERREE, ISR, IR, ARV A

The spatial scale dependency of elevational patter ns of taxonomic and
functional diversity in aquatic insectsin the Lancang River, Yunnan,
China

Huiyu Wei, Kai Chen’, Beixin Wang

Laboratory of Insect Taxonomy & Aquatic Insects, Department of Entomology, College of Plant Protection, Nanjing
Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095

Abstract: Elevational patterns of taxonomic and functional diversity are important aspects of biodiversity
maintenance and changes. However, the spatial scale dependency of elevational patterns on taxonomic and
functional diversity of aguatic insect assemblages remains unclear. Using data collected from 149 stream
sites along elevational gradients ranging between 500-3,900 m during 2013-2018 in the upper basin of
Lancang River in Yunnan Province, China, we examined how elevational patterns of taxonomic and
functional diversity of aguatic insect assemblages differed across local and regional scales among multiple
elevational bands (i.e., 100, 150, 200, and 250 m). We used linear or quadratic regression models to explore
the elevational patterns of taxonomic richness index, Simpson diversity index, evenness index, dendrogram-
based functional diversity index (dbFD), Rao's Quadratic index (RaoQ), and functional evenness index
(FEve). At the local scale, taxonomic richness index and dbFD index show no significant elevational
patterns; while Simpson diversity index, RaoQ index, evenness index, and FEve index show either U-shaped
or monotonically decreasing trends along elevation gradients. At the regional scale with increasing elevation,
taxonomic richness index decreases (NS) while dbFD index changes from U-shaped to a monotonically
decreasing trend along the elevational gradient. Both Simpson diversity index and RaoQ index change from a
significant U-shaped to no significant regional elevational patterns. Taxonomic evenness index and FEve

WS H 91 2019-11-08; 452 H #i: 2020-02-10
EEEIH K AR5 42 (51509159) Al v s i A B A BHIT AL 5% % 4 i 4E 42 (K'Y Z201820)
* JEiE# Author for correspondence. E-mail: kai.chen@njau.edu.cn
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index have no significant relationship with and significantly increased with regional elevations, respectively.
Our results show that aquatic insect taxonomic and functional diversity are scale dependent across elevations.
However, we observed a degree of consistency in elevational patterns for each taxonomic and functional
diversity index across elevational bands at regional scales.

Key words. biodiversity; functional traits; elevation gradients; local scale; regiond scale; stream; biogeography

R IEER G T 2 MIABE 7 (Wi . P

B 25 s 258 (Gaston, 2000; J 5 S8 AT FE ==,

2004), RFIYIRE R YRS BRI 2 RS
(4% =5 ) = 2[R 3K (Sundqist et al, 2013; /5 i i 55
2014). Vi Z B R A B TR Ak
A 22 PR TR B JFG 4 5 AR A AL ] (2= 15 e R0
227, 2013; Laiolo et al, 2018) . /F T A [A] 45 [A] )N &
(151 a5 B R0 [X 450 22 B A 785 2 3o R R 4 i) P 0 45
Rl 25, 3t [F wk @ 7 W Fh s g 35 06 5 1) 20 A5 e 1E
(Laiolo et al, 2017), ¥ Z FEPE A R ALt ] R
AEAE 23 1) R A #i 1%: (Rahbek,, 2005). 732842 k1t A1
IhRE 2 A R R 2 RE M B A R Rt
SEREARH N, WIRTEE YRR SRR 2 FE
fECRIE KA, 2015); ThiE 2% FE 5L T Thag MR 3
TR B ZH R A ot A 2 e R ) 7 SR R R B FL AR
B IREERE (Villéger et al, 2010). LA HF 75T 4 Fh
2 FE VU 3RS R 1 72 ) RBE ARG 14 473 TH R = RN
FIAR; [RINHR 2 73 2R 2 AN D e 2 FE VR
Tofs P55 2 A ) 2 (D ROPE 22 S ke, R A THD R AR A P 2 4
PER RO R B A A .
KAEBREMRAESRG A EEELSRE
fI2H 2K (Covich et al, 1999; Mermillod-Blondin,
2011), X E SRR ST P FE ¥ i 3 U (Do-
het et al, 2015), AJZE4 it 23 ] FREEAE R /K
EBRGMENES. CHEMREH, KAERRS
2 R GHRAK R TE SR S0 RN X SR B T B A B
I 15754 (Fureder et al, 2006; Wang et al, 2011; de Me-
ndoza et al, 2017) 1 5.1 i i (Jacobsen, 2004; Castro
et al, 2019)%) 17, Jacobsen (2004) & LI i A HE )
W=F & P IR B AR 11 20 A A% J= 52 IR =) 30 X 3
REZERME. HRiCE S R IRE T KERRT)
RE 2 FEVE (AR 5, L afferty™ 2 B4 3 11 koK
A B I RE B RS U R R R AR AL IR R D

@ Lafferty MH (2018) Changes in Taxonomic and Functional Diversity of
Aquatic Macroinvertebrates Along a Gradient of Stream Size and Flow
Stability in the Northeastern Colorado Rocky Mountains. Master thesis,
Colorado State University, Colorado.

MR EE 2 IEMRK R HHTIKIFShZ XK 4
E HU0p SR 2 FEE AN Th RE 2 R PR HES50OR% JR) 1) JR) AN
DX 450 RUBE 2 1) 22 R AR R 7

R VLRI R 2 B, AR E,
re S AR 2 BEVERE TT B RO IX (E 1155, 2013,
FE395%, 2018), T i A a) RS RS i 2+ k
WS R A E R X IR AT AUl R G5 T I
YOI 25 B B K A B R, SRR LR
ANIX 3 RURE B 70 9 22 B % A0 T RE 25 R 1 48 B0 9K
A% 5, PRI 2 B (A R T /KA B U Rl 2 A RS
WEARIE P 1) 73 AT A, DA VK 2R B L
PERT TS B A R, IR K A B i A
(i 2% )RR A0 S5 PT 9 B 5 — s i

1 MRIERE

11 ARXEsER

TRV VLI 38 2 e B ER b 17 g A BRI E VA
M 2 PR GBS B e 11, 421910 km (M i
25 2012), R EHEIE6,500 m (FH#EAE, 2006),
TR VLI 7555 1,200-2,000 m (BFH%%, 2016). i
W R LA T R HARk, X2 RE, A2
P (TIN5, 2013). ZIENEE A . WA A
Rt P e A, AR B K BE MR T ) 3R B
H T FEESA (T = BFk—F, 2004). ks b2
TR R A, B IX N D, R
DIARHBEA R ;A RN D4R, EZE DB LA
N T 250+ (320 4%, 2006).

Z: i Jacobsen (2004)1¥1 7715, VRIEIRILEEE2—4
TR B RAES6. 53TN40/MRE 1, FE149 MR kE
A1), T20134E3H . 20164E3H AI10H . 20184
10H M ZEHT J5 M 7K SO R L 3047 AU BF AR R
£, BT RAE LR Bl T-500-3,900 m, KA¥:
RS 7 5 AE AT DX 5k 11 R S AR A R B R 2
B ESITEEREN, BRI, A FR SR
SRFE LR O R BT 2H R A At PR 5
ARV EE M Z TG,

RS
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98°E 100° E 102° E

SKAf S L Sampling sites
o 22 Second order
= 34 Third order
A AR Fourth order
— i River
/]

¥§K Elevation (m) '
N i
= High: 6494

28°N

26°N

24°N

22°N

200 km S8,

0 50 100

Bl RELIREAREERERRERMS S
Fig. 1 Locations of sampling sites in the Lancang River in
Yunnan Province, China

®1 TRIZERFHERME R AIEEFHR

12 KERHWRESEE

HRHE 2 A2 BERAE TR, 7E100 mid (193 9t Tl Bt
PR 48 A7 352 28 7R 1 HH B LGB 43 R O %R, (DAY
W (B %30 cm. 60H fL1%) K4 /K4 B Hi(Hughes &
Peck, 2008). /M RFLREESL0METT, TRE M
NINRE ARG, {$H60 8 40 #1562, A4
Mraf ORI e . SEIe Bk S R UK
A B HFTE ME, RIECAE RS TR S E
ZATREM AR KRBT, JEE ONEY, b, U
WH. 3 EHRXGH H R0 8 E 2R
1.3 HUEESHT
131 FTEIRE

T 2 A A B 2 B bR R SO IR 55 F &
(http://www.resdc.cn) T 2k & 930 mi) & s A AR
AI(DEM) %3, BT ArcGIS 10. 28 44%1 fir A B 4h 3k
PSR IE AT IE . JRATRE, BIEANRAFE &
(AR IXIRUEE, Rl 4Nk B, 4y
521100 m (EI500-599 m. 600699 m, LAItHE),
150 m (E1500-649 m. 650799 m, LA:2E4fE), 200 m
(HP500-699 m. 700-899 m, LAutHE), 250 m (HP
500-749 m. 750-999 m, LAIHIHE) Ay ALK 24k
B (Gill et al, 2014; Carvajal-Quintero et al, 2015;

Tablel Summary of environmental variables across sampling sites collected from second-, third-, and fourth-order streams

AEIARE 275 Second order

3% Third order

4%% Fourth order

Environmental variables

FRME £ dRiEE TEHE

FIME £ ARk ViR

FRME £ dRiEE VI

Mean + SD Range Mean + SD Range Mean + SD Range
#34% Elevation (m) 1,392 + 719 528-3,146 1,451+ 721 502-3,935 1,311 + 569 595-2,899
JKIE Water temperature ('C)"  15.46 + 4.69 1.10-26.10 16.63 + 5.05 6.80-28.00 19.33+4.30 10.30-26.00
R EEH S 8.61 + 16.20 0.00-100.00  7.62+10.79 0.00-60.00 14.09 + 16.69 0.00-70.00
Percent of sand (%)
WS EH 3249+ 24.41 0.00-100.00  30.15+ 20.38 5.08-87.93 36.71+18.25 2.78-85.00
Percent of gravel (%)
oA & ER S 42.82 + 21.40 0.00-81.82 4552 +17.98 0.00-72.37 39.10+ 19.30 0.00-68.06
Percent of cobbles (%)
KEREEHE 16.08 + 14.53 0.00-55.00 16.71 + 14.25 0.00-60.00 1010+ 11.17 0.00-45.71
Percent of boulders (%)
ARl i o Ll 1.61+4.73 0.00-32.01 0.91+ 151 0.00-8.44 3.11+3.49 0.02-15.90
Percent of agricultural land (%)
AR b o5 L 82.32+17.73 21.58-100.00 85.89+12.33 41.38-100.00 83.77 +11.27 54.20-96.86

Percent of forest land (%)

* P<0.05.
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Laiolo et a, 2018; Castro et a, 2019).
132 ZHEMEETE

73 o v SR AN DX IR RE K A B SRRV 1) 20
REZPNEMIhREZ FEVESREL, AR50 2 RETE R
GRS HAT 0T AL FEEFR B RN 5 R
LRSS SR AR MERBOITA RO KA B A
BONHER BN R, 5 XIORUE 2 B R

(D7 EZ MR

I3 K2 REVE 1R R T REVE 20 SRR AL 58 BE T
Ir A AN G KA R E(S) . Simpson
Z ARV B (D) P A 25 5] T HR B (0) 5 6 AR AE SR
DX IR IR 7y R 2 BEVERFAE . WA =F 5 T4
KEDHETE AL R S B, Simpson 2 FE MR 2
(Simpson, 1949)F14#¥45] FE#8 % (Pielou, 1966)it
CR/AS /Il

S
D= -3 /N)N? (1)
i=1

J:_Z(Ni/N)In(Ni/N) 2
In(S)
X, SHKA: R R4, NOWEBIAN IR AR,
NAZKAE B A s B
(2ThRe 2 AE TR
RN BT ORI AR g s . E IR
Sk SERME . AR STHEERAMA RN SE TN IR 8
25 i 7 AR JE 1) 328 452 TR RN S L AR D IR (Diing et
a, 2017; ZEfEA4E, 2018). 2 ME Colzani%s (2013)f#
B EE L, 20 3. AR TIRE, K FT
AYERERI > RFL25A B HCKII(R2), F T2t
PR AT . BT AR R R EZE DR
FCHR BRI 3RE (Morse et a, 1994; Usseglio-Polatera
et al, 2000; Poff et al, 2006; Ding et al, 2017).
Th 6 2 B VR H8 R AE TV 4 Tl ) A8 14 R 2L B
ANZER A (Villéger et al, 2008), 7 3CikH BL R34
BHC (LMK B DhiE 2 #1445 2 (dendrogram-based
functional diversity, doFD). HR 4k I 8 MR A 1 74 122
FEVEPERBOIR B, AR B BT A 43 3K BE LS ATED Ry
dbFDFE%L; ZAaEss & TR B BEVR AL A
Ihfie MR # 5 (Petchey & Gaston, 2002), i i 5
VIRRLE MR 23 (R 44T, A7 B PP R I B AR BE
(Petchey & Gaston, 2002), 5#fh% & o %(Gonzd ez-
Mayaet d, 2016). (2) Reo—#/}i§#i4(Rao’s Quadratic,

<2 KERBRIIBEMR LRI R H KA
Table2 Functional trait states and scores of aguatic insects
RIS Trait state It{E Score
HMEBRARAUIR L Exoskeleton or external protection
HRZ# Soft-bodied forms
RiMEAL Lightly sclerotized
B R Heavily sclerotized
1A% Body shape
k™ Streamlined
e Not streamlined
I 75 38 Respiration
fABENRIY Tegument
HEREIL Gills
AR SR SE)
Air (spiracles, tracheae, plastrons)
B3] Trophic habit
#£&% Collector-gatherer
& Collector-filterer
#ill & Scraper
fi&# Predator
#i&# Shredder
Fvitt Rheophily
YIRRAL Only depositional
VIR BRI ph R A Depositional and erosional
Mkil% Erosiona
AETE I M Habit
#E7\F Burrowers
e Climbers
HEE Sprawlers
fE4 Clingers
Wevk#H Swimmers
WAT# Skaters
AME KN Body size
/I Small (<9 mm)
14§ Medium (9-16 mm)
X Large (> 16 mm)

a B~ W N P

w N -

o 0o b~ W N P

N

RaoQ). RaoQIRHELL & 1 Wyl % 2 FE A Fh ] (1)
BN Dy Re 22 S, K PR AN B ATLIGE B AN AR 1] (1 1 bR
P12 1 (Laliberté & Legendre, 2010); RaoQ7i %1
AT AL A Simpson 2 FE 48 2U7E D) e 2 FE R4 FE 8
J& (Shimatani, 2001), 4 frA )Ff ) JC 3 22 R
SimpsonZ - PEFR HUE BIAER T RaoQIE £kt 18 211
B Kiti(de Bello et al, 2006). (3)ThhELI2IE Tk
(functional evenness, FEve). FEvetE 30l & 1 ¥ i
IRAE AR 23 8] 1R 20 A AR, (L o R R b 1 R
{193 A #4515 (Mason et al, 2005); FEvets 35 Fh
5 BEFR B, 5 20 ol AT R P IR N 23 R 48 i

RS
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87 FH 42 1 R AR AR 0 B A S A L R R X
o RBE 2 FEE RS i R B B A R, R R R
1 J BRIV 507 22 A5 P i 5O0T ST IR I e B, X IR
FEE g R Ry B IX 3k RUPE 22 PR 48 500 X 3k B
RS R R . 3% R R IR R $L(Akaike's Information
Criterion, AICc)/N HFk 5 i 2 (P < 0.1) A Yy
LA R (Yamaoka et al, 1978; Mayor et a
2017). AT EIAE R L AR (generalized linear
models, GLM)4L& X 380 R 2 #F M 15 Hon) g 4k B
SRR AR P 357 8] R B8R0 SF 2 28 1 i o,
LR 43 B IX 380 HR B R A 5 B AR 26 FE A6 FEE 0 A2 )
ZREEI RS R s . Forb, SRR i B R
ANUFIR B BRAE R LB, i P38 2% [A] PR B R iR
B BT ALK L L 75 25 28 (Euclidean distance) i)
VIE, SFIE FE AR B I s R 2 B2
. ff FHPoisson & 73 K2 FEEAREL, (&
oy A& Dhfe 2 AEvERR B (Jyvagiarvi et d, 2018).
MGLM & B E /KT (P < 0.05)i, 5B ik B A )
P ISE IR o S Rl AW IR S TEE PO A = o
feEo e B3, B E 2Rk ER TS
20T, ZGLM 2B AR Z /K (P > 0.05), i
DL BRI Z AR EOE B s, S R s =
FEPEFR B T 3A& SR 0 HT

KHIR 3.6.1% vegantli it 1 [ diversity i £ i
YR ZREVERE %, i FDI)RE A (1 doFD iR £ it
IR 2 HEERR L I MuMInT R it S AICe
1, N Hggplot2fe FF iz,

21 k&R BYIFRLER
LKA R R 27751 K ¥, sRJE10H 102
Bl Hdb, XU H (238515 2K #o0) . B9 H (168}
504725 T) B H (20F487r 2K Hot) it H (13
RE465r 25 0 R it H (12F1465) KB t) NEFE
FER R IR A SERE, 2l 5 SR G H 1) 18.4%.
18.1%. 17.3%. 16.6%7f116.6%. T 2—-A%iE /K
A B VR S5 M TR B 3 2 S (ISR )
22 DEZHMBRISRSHIEE
XIREES, AF & B4R o g4k BLR )
SRFE ST E R . T2 8] B B R T~ 38 45 FE 1 i) [ 5%

R (M 552). BT 2R 2 A E0h, 1 Simpson
20 B 1 5 R e A S 35 R0 43 X 3R B B B
MR ATRHE, BT 22K 2 R BTE A [F X R
R IR R B A A AP AR — B (323, K2). Wi
& E AR ETE BT A A5 ) R 38 0 Y 2 ) AR o) A R
fiE, HEHRAE 5 RS R (1 55 U 2, AR 4 Sy X 3
FUBE AN 5 s i % . SimpsonZ B PEFE AL
TE JR 3 AN X I (55250 mifg 4 BE) S Wi 4 mh 15 AR
IR U” B, TE IR 4 J5 3 R
PR BB AR, BRRE H BLFE1,500-2,500 mifk i
P BEE 25 AR K, SimpsonZs REVESEH S K
1) ) 52 3 20 BB FRA . WA IS 20 BEFRBUE R R
JE N B HROBR B AR A 22 B L R 2 B R R R
M X 38R R AR R B3 AR A .
23 INEESHMIBEUBIR YIRS

XIRE T, B DR 2 rEvEfaion g ik Bex
FE R LR ST 3525 (8] P B8R 2 26 5 3 O W 25 i)
LR Z (M5 2) . ATA Dhae 2 FEPETR B s Jm 78
JR R AN X 45k R A A7 AT 2 e v, (BT DB R
P B DR IR P A A A E — B (3RS,
FE12)o JR 0 dbFDFE HVH I Hhbh P R I A W 2
(1 B 8 326 M 5 A DX 8 RO BE X ROBh FE AR AR AE
A NG AR, Bl R B 3G N, ER T R i
I U BLOC RER N BRI IR % . RaoQ
i B v g SO B E e 3 RURE ) SRR R B, AR AL
79100 mAT150 mifE4i iy X RBE I . 35 U Y
F]200 mAI250 mifgdR X 3R AN B 25 U AL
. FEVEIBEUTE AT 25 (0] R I PR B 1) R I 2
Oy AREAE, T8 530 R U R 2 I B A 328 sk
A, RTE BT X 38R R VR HROR P R T F R
A

TR KA BBV 2 PRI RO R BT A
ZAEPAE R — R R L MM (BinWang et al,
2011; Castro et al, 2019). B FHERIAMA K I
AR5 i (B Vamosi et al, 2007; Cressa et a, 2008)%%
JiiHl, XTREVE o R 2 REE R I B8 2 AR IR A A b
JRIIR 2 1) 2 S T Z IR AN IGR . T IREE 2%
X 2 () RS MR B2, A BT S S T b )RR R 4
P B Je s MR FE R A ST, MR AR I
17 B P 22 K () T8 1A 48 R L 1) 2 43 2 2
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(Rahbek, 2005) . A8 704 25 B TR VLK A B
TV 77 25 2 FEVEFN D) e 2 R VR FR0 J5) 1 25 ) 22
SR, KA BB 2 RV TR BB RS SR R
Je # FH DX 358 R PE A 7E 2 1] 4 8t 14 (Jacobsen,  2004;
Rahbek, 2005); 7EXIHEE N, 72K 2 FEMEFD)RE

ZHEVEFR B RS SR AP AE — B FE B 1 — Bk

Ja 0 ROBE 7K AR B A b 3 B i HORh g AR B
JEE T6 &5 35 i 3 5% £ (Flowers, 1991), 1H [X 38 K 4
ol =F & FEE i O 328 DRk 1 A% )R R AE TR /K AR B
rh 5 i (Jacobsen, 2003; Carcamo et al, 2019).

=3 TREIZTERE TKE RBEESHMIRR SERNEEM R E)IEE
Table3 Linear and quadratic model fitting relationships of diversity indices and elevation at different spatial scales

FRRE SRS

LMERA Linear model (L)

ZRIANERER Quadratic model (Q) AR Y

R R DR E RS WEE P RURM WER P ARRN e
Adjusted R? AlCc Adjusted R? AlCc

JAERRE Local scale
YFhE: & B4 Species richness index <0.001 0.418 1,2182 0.01 0.166 1,217.2 NS
SimpsonZ FEPEFE £ Simpson diversity index 0.04 0.010 -1366 0.05 0.001 -137.4 Q
Y5 Fa 4L Species evennessindex 0.06 0.001 -1526 0.07 0.002 -152.0 L
R E S s 2 RE MRS 3 <0.001 0.633 3640  <0.001 0.477 364.7 NS
Dendrogram-based functiona diversity index (dbFD)
Rao — X% Rao’'s Quadratic index (RaoQ) 0.02 0.057 5164 0.02 0.074 -516.0 L
et 5) 5% Functional evennessindex (FEve)  0.01 0.079 —2848 001 0.136 —283.7 L

Xk )X )& Regional scale

100 m WiFh=F % 5% Species richnessindex <0.001 068 2187  <0.001 050 2193 NS
SimpsonZ FEPEFE %L Simpson diversity index 0.20 0015 -56.6 028 0011 -583 Q
YR 5 FE 6% Species evennessindex <0.001 0450 -532 0.1 0.355 -529 NS
REAR B T e 2 1 14 4 0.52 <0.00170.6 0.57 <0.001 68.7 Q
Dendrogram-based functional diversity index (dbFD)
Rao — X% Rao’s Quadratic index (RaoQ) 0.10 0.064 1205 0.24 0.020 -123.6 Q
IhREH S EEHE % Functional evennessindex (FEve)  0.19 0017 -73.6 017 0.048 722 L

150 m WFhE: & EE R Species richness index <0.001 0.33 1434  <0.001 053 1450 NS
SimpsonZ FEPEFE$L Simpson diversity index 0.10 0.116 -359 029 0035 —39.1 Q
IFh 5] BE % Species evenness index <0.001 0512 400 016 0112 428 NS
AR BT e 2 R R4 0.76 <0.00127.9 0.82 <0.001 23.8 Q
Dendrogram-based functional diversity index (dbFD)
Rao— X541 Rao’'s Quadratic index (RaoQ) <0.001 0351 820  0.20 0.081 -851 Q
e 51 4540 Functional evennessindex (FEve) 0.18 0.052 -55.2 0.12 0.153 532 L

200 m WFhE & E R % Species richness index <0.001 077 1161  <0.001 092 1180 NS
SimpsonZ FEPEFR#L Simpson diversity index 0.22 0.059 278 034 0.051 -29.1 Q
YFhIs 5] BEFE £ Species evennessindex 0.02 0.285 —30.2 0.14 0191 -31.1 NS
REAR BT e 2 FEE R4 0.75 <0.00126.4 0.80 <0.001 24.2 Q
Dendrogram-based functional diversity index (dbFD)
Rao 553 Rao’s Quadratic index (RaoQ) 0.06 0208 629 022 0114 -645 NS
e 51 454 Functional evennessindex (FEve)  0.31 0.027 424 025 0.099 -40.4 L

250m YiFh=E s ¥4 Speciesrichnessindex <0.001 0.66 86.4 <0.001 091 884 NS
SimpsonZ FEPE4E4 Simpson diversity index <0.001 0455 -180  0.07 0311 -185 NS
YIFhI5I 5] E RS Species evenness index <0.001 0964 -21.1  0.02 0381 -21.7 NS
WEIR B ThRE 22 RE 1 H % 0.82 <0.00120.1 0.82 <0.001 20.6 L
Dendrogram-based functional diversity index (dbFD)
Rao /X154 Rao’s Quadratic index (RaoQ) <0.001 0773 —49.9 004 0351 -50.7 NS
LIfEH 5 B 5% Functional evennessindex (FEve)  0.26 0.062 358 0.9 0181 -339 L

NSHTRTC 5 5 AR

NS indicates non-significant model selected.
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Fig. 2 The relationship between taxonomic and functional diversity indices and elevation at local and regional (elevational band
across 100 m, 150 m, 200 m, and 250 m) scales. Black solid line indicates highly significant (P < 0.01) and significant (P < 0.05)
linear or quadratic relationships, grey solid line indicates marginaly significant (P < 0.1) linear or quadratic relationships, and black
dotted line indicates non-significant (P > 0.1) linear or quadratic relationships.

A WEFER I I F w FE AN T REF & FEAFAE — € e

A1 dbFD 5 BUR 25 11 5 e I 2R WAV 5] ) b D e T

FE A %% &R (Bl Edie et a, 2018), 4¥fh 48 & REE{K(Nataiaet al, 2019). AHF 5 KM A+ 5
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J& 48 2N dbFD 48 £ 7E J= 3 RURE Vg OB BE 43 ) 22
PLFG* U BURIAS S5 35 (1) SR et 3 e 3, (HLRE X 3R]
FEE g Ay o5 BE T BG 0, R =F & FE 48 2 A dbFD 4
B0 DXl R BE WA ey S BRI ek # s AT K
YV X IR (AR i K A B RSB T RE U R
FERRAR, B X3 RBE N AN [R) Py S 5 R A ST 1 AR
AThfE(Mouchet et al, 2010). 4Fl ZH i S e 1
X ek B2 (P A 50 A0 = e F2 (B 4« AR B 57 )
AHHAE FH 45 5 (Szava-Kovats et al, 2013). Yk
o6 B FE iy, XHOR B R /KR (Vinson &  Hawkins,
2003) F [ 7K (5K 5t H2 45, 2015) % A & 28 22 4L
(Wang et al, 2011), 35S IEAEH S EUE BASAL
P, TR A ) R A % (R 5 AL (Poff et al,
2006), 5l X I R =F & A dbFD 4 B i bk
[ERIFGES . HERHRET, BRAES R
(10 25 A 5 5 o A (O JER T 7K ST SR A AR PR 3R
JFAE)(Li FQ et al, 2012; Li ZF et a, 2019), AJREFE—
SEFEFEHU T XS AR A AL B s, R SR 3R
&P = & A dbFDFE AU g A% =y 3 20
RETET.

JE TR AR B 2 RV RO R I B A
/b J Simpson% ke FTRaoQFE %, B A2k T
A A ARIE; fnCarvajal-Quintero(2015) % % & i
Ly Jok £ 2 22 R PERIT 50 R B, 250-500 mX 38
SimpsonZ B 1 i BUE BRI kA . AR B
SimpsonZ £ g BUR RaoQA R A1 i) X 455 X R 4 bt
JR I FE R ) —EE; R, Bl X R
WL EEIE N, WG R AR N AN B, X R —E
PET] BE SR IE T Simpson 2 #1445 £ 5 RaoQf s 21 15
AH%5% £ (Wong & Dowd, 2015). #Rifii, SimpsonZ k
PEFEBUE SR 0 RUBE MR =) B o i 35, RaoQFE %L
JUIZEL00 il £ty X 3R 52 T 908 25 Y g 4R o3 A A%
JR, IX R e W] REVR T4 2R Z AR VE AN D RE 2 FE 1
Fit BT PR 858 D] - J A P R A (] R B ) e . 22
P (McConkey & O'Farrill, 2015). #11Tinoco%:(2018)
BT, FOWRE N 16 5 () RaoQi Howt £ 1b A
FH A5 Ak B BBURE 2 v T Simpson 2 AR PEFR B Xk
IR BN KBE, SimpsonZ #4445 £ HIRa0Q
i H 35 6 ) B B (A JER BT 4 i) R K AR BE AL A 855
(Ui A R0 B 2 2 e 0% 2, H 4% (] BE 25 [R] B
F2 5 RaoQHE £ 7 8] 43 A 1) HH 22 A 3 (Wang et
2018; Li ZF et al, 2019).

AR IR BRI 5 FE AR BRI IR &
PRI Y B (Mgjias, 2011), FEve B4t 2
WA R, PIREE BT R R EFEve 59
Tt 357 57 5 48 B0 2 0 3 1E A 9% 9% R P B0( B 4
2018); {HWang%¥ (2011) #F 7T & B Jai 34 ] E T JEC A
IR SRR B 2L BT . X
BORE T FEVE B BRI B35 1 s g e %, (1
YIRN 5] FE PR R R I B35 R Ak Jy, %
B 7K 2B B T 8 2H RRCTE DX 330 3 B 1) 40 A 35 50 2
FERCRARL . FEveti £ & A HIRTE O 48 A7
B[R] 3 AT A SRR E, B BR w5 3R B A PR PR 55 1%
YRR B 78 73 (Mason et al, 2005). £1BE % ki
FE BT, MR g FRR R 0, SEUE A WRE
TEMEZSAT Ik, PR TE o 38 FRUPBE 1 7K AR B H 2 ]
IIAR ST FE RS IR, (H DXIREE N R R 5
JRAORFHSE N7 4y, R IX 48k R FEvels B i ik
LR BN SR

KRHFFRE RSN T 2 BEENE FKERR
YIFh ZREVERIE AR R, SRBHKAERRSRL
FEPERIT) B8 2 FF M Mg R0 J3 77 25 1) ROBE ARk
TEAN [ 23 (8] R L R E 1 2 8 A4 & i FE AE
BRI B (WA g8 . B BOVE T ARl ELVE T 46)
(McGill, 2010; McGill et al, 2015), J& M4 fh £ ke
PEMGHRAE o) 25 (B R BRI ) vT RE SR IR, E—2D 0
Hr AR 2 () R T 4 28 2 R A ) e 22 B 1 g 1k
BRI R 2R, R E AR IR 2 B BRI
AW 20 R I AR A 0o S 1) I A
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Appendix 2 The P values of generalized linear models (GLMs) regressing taxonomic and functional diversity indices against
sampling site numbers, average Euclidean distances, and average latitude across elevational bands at regional scales

ZFEEREEL
Diversity index 100 m 150 m 200 m 250 m
RZ R Taxonomic diversity index
YiFh=E & FEF8%0 Species richness index <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
SimpsonZ £ $E4L Simpson diversity index 0.99 0.99 0.94 0.98
Wi 51 FEFE%L Species evenness index 0.99 0.96 0.95 0.99
IhREZ REMEFEE Functional diversity index
FEIR B e 2 R840 Dendrogram-based functional diversity
index (dbED) 0.06 0.49 0.49 0.53
Rao X FE %L Rao’s Quadratic index (RaoQ) 0.08 0.06 0.09 0.49
Thaetd S 840 Functional evenness index (FEve) 0.06 0.08 0.06 0.08
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1 (v [ R 2 v e BT 0 P A PR AR M BN S A AR SRR )M 510301)
2 (b EB A B F AR SR TR BB B JURE, T/ 510301)
3 (h R 2 B B R AR M S iR, RS = 572000)
4 (A P IRE E M BOR SR =, #l = 572000)
5 (hEF 2R K%, JE5 100049)

E: Gl a e MR g it E, RA4SMMiE S R Re MR E I EEE N, Ko Tigfa
P AN R RO BT TS ORI R E B HAT, BEE T ARG E, ISR > SRR R R, HERE
HHIKRE R RS TR IV 2 Torh S0 44 1 b E S A R I e i, X LR MRl 8 A i 44 75 ok
PR3, BELAS 7 S R S A T 5 PR AR . ik, ASCHSCEE 1 v RS RE A IS A SRR DR, SR SRR
PSR 2 KRR R, BRINFRYI A, R EERE A YA 4 3%, It b B g A S Y R 0 o S04 AT
GiMMER A 44 . SRR, o B ISR I I R 1681 77)R 4458 . 5 (h E B R Eh P 1] - 3 )
- A H SR S AL, BRI KBTI TR, RS R RS K HiE2eE, REUR, AIF
3J&; Ry B URTG 2018, AL E 3R, & IF200, Hrdn 4305 MM A . JF HLRIEH 187N I R A4 . it
b, BTG A S o R AR RIS R 4, SCRWMEET TR .

R EREAIME, Ak PE; B R

A revised taxonomy for Chinese hermatypic corals

Lintao Huang**®, Hui Huang"***, Lei Jiang™?

1 Key Laboratory of Tropical Marine Bio-resources and Ecology, South China Sea Ingtitute of Oceanology, Chinese
Academy of Sciences, Guangzhou 510301

2 Innovation Academy of South China Sea Ecology and Environmental Engineering, Chinese Academy of Sciences,
Guangzhou 510301

3 Tropical Marine Biological Research Sation in Hainan, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Sanya, Hainan 572000

4 Hainan Key Laboratory of Tropical Marine Biotechnology, Sanya, Hainan 572000

5 University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049

Abstract: Asthe major reef framework builder, hermatypic corals play a key role in maintaining the stability
and function of coral reef ecosystems. Understanding the taxonomy of hermatypic corals is critical to
furthering research and conservation of reef corals and the ecosystem they construct. The application of
molecular and small-scale morphological analyses has identified synonymous species and have challenged
the traditional taxonomy of hermatypic corals, which was based merely on skeletal morphology. Moreover,
many newly recorded species appeared without Chinese scientific names. These aforementioned issues
hinder the progress of research and conservation of hermatypic corals in China. Here, we present a
comprehensive species list of all hermatypic corals reported in China by collecting historical records,
incorporating revised systematics, confirming synonymous species, and updating Chinese scientific names.
Our results show that there are 445 known species of hermatypic corals in China, belonging to 16 families
and 77 genera. Compared to Fauna Sinica - Coelenterata - Anthozoa - Scleractinia - Hermatypic Coral, we
added 291 species, revised 13 species, synonymized 20 species, and designated Chinese name to 305 species.
We added 26, revised 1 and synonymized 3 genera, and we added 7 and revised 5 families. Though we
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identified 187 synonymous species from historical records, there are still several discrepancies in the current
taxonomy. We discuss these discrepancies and explain our classification rationale herein.
Key words. hermatypic coral; checklist; China; biodiversity

i 1 £ 3 34 (hermaty pi ¢/reef-buil ding coral)J& T
RN T T RN SO B N A E,
RVERE J& Bl S0 (aragonite) i 28 B TR R 45 A 8%
TEREATI B A 2 SR R o I 2, TR AR
LA T A ) AR SRR AR R 20 R o S A T
B0 3 5 AN A T i TR A1 2 o U B i
BT S DA B A S5 R R S 7 A2 B K DT iR

o EE AT Az, AR T ARAT
PR RS 55 60 5 R R0 2 B
BT X T EE AW I 7 2K 0 R AL,
5 R AR AT AR S (1975) X g T v K A B 2 SRR AE
HATHIRGER, FHRIE 1 B G A S 3% 34)8
F2AN WV J& 1) 1100 FN5ANME b . T Ji5 4B 4= 4K (2001)
RIEBINZEHER R, w7 (PEIE B
01 R B S REA Y — 1, H
Hfie 7 R EDE AT 14854)8 1740 . B,

B R & TR A IR 4 7> R AT R Ge0t 7T (Da,

1988; Hoeksema & Dai, 1991; Dai & Lin, 1992;
Wallace & Dai, 1997), 1E20095E4i% (&5 41 T3]
B, WER G B LA B, RIDHE S AR
VORI 4 () 121 65)8 281 R A Hi i (Dai & Horng,
20093, b).

IEREAM I KRG LA, Ebr EsIT
GK T2 Wells (1956) 13 115 8% [ F /N2 R B
RIIRBI B R, A RGO 55 55T H,
P T A BE TR A R I R A B 2 7 SRR R
H 33 FH(Wells, 1956) . fifi 5 br A< KA 39 ik S 1
T I B AT 2 S 5 R Y 2 28 ] 2R 4 (Veron
& Pichon, 1976). /&, Veron (1995)7£Wells (1956)
SR RGN b, MR AR AR B B S S
PRTEAS X IE AT I EA 1 73 Ak R AT T IR, %497
FAh RZ1F3) TFATHVZIAA . Chen%s (1995)F H
1% WE AR DNATIT 7 125 e A1 30 350 V88 A 0o 7% 1) 45 SR S
T Veron (1995)#& tH ¥ Kk &, (hEZh &
Farsh ]S 30 s A - S - TR ) SR
Zor R R . BRI, SR B2 R AN R 5 /2 1
T TEA 2 H(Carlon & Budd, 2002), DA K ik 1%

TE 1 A IS e 1) T 25 RO I R, 45 0
Rk ZAKIAAEAE R R, IRAER, 7T A Ao
TB 25 2 A5 36 1 A B 300 P b 23 26 b 19 32 1 X4 Veron
(1995) 173 2tk R 1 Phhli(Fukami et al, 2008;
Kitahara et al, 2016). (&4 MIIED BB 51
T 75 45 4 & Veron (1995) 117k R¥2H T #7324
k% (Dai & Horng, 2009a, b). 4R HH ML A
o FLEYF L AR, Kitahara(2016)42 H T 4
W KR, ZEREE T 2N, JER
WORMS (World Register of Marine Species, http://
www.marinespecies.org) ¥ A (Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020),

I PAY 2 2 0 3 1l B ) 2 S A AR A T A7 AE
BRESR, HitZXHCPEWE B mshy -
AR I - E A I A R, AR
Rk (BEATNE) haRER, EF/DH
3TN 51K FWORM S48 44 R AT M) M iE «
TS ME) 7 KA R AR, A1 [ 1 e T3 A
KA E HIUREL. 3, G o
Hdr 4R AL, BRI S ChEZY
BT AN T B G R B ) >k
744 (AR HK, 2001), (AT AR A (b
AT WG E, 2008). (H EE YRR
HorAn) (#5E1E, 2008) M (&G AHHIE) (Da &
Horng, 2009a, b)&5 () 3044, H 2 HILLUKRG
FRAAr 24 SCE A IR o IR BE S H G R A
s A AR R AN TGN, TR AL T VR R
WA, HEARHE PR BRI REAR] T
] 3 A A BRI RO I FE A AS U . DRI, A SR s e
FIHR Iy 2RAR R BT E, BRNRYIR A, TR
o G AR A A AL o, O b B A T
PR RS A AT e — FTE I 44

11 SPEEEAHEFY] L% E B93REL
it 1o Wi £ 19604 LA K H [ 32 il A 3 30 420 b
BRI T SCRR PR B ad s, R [ G Rl A S 3 1)
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W9 H o
1.2 SEEZRIEHIA

CARI 5 4 B 30 BBt v ] adt i A 3 3 7 24k
RATHN . Bl Bt 3 2R FKitahara’ (2016)
M OGS SF R AR AN 3 7 AR 2 A5 B AR AR 1 48T
R, BT 70 R S T 1) R A
HIEAAAE D5 S8, DRI R 78 2 I H At AH 56 SOk
R S B 73 KB oV B I Dl o RT3 il B Al
B JC 2> 2K 5, JE AR 3 391 (Acropora) A1 [ £L 3
) J& (1sopora) ™ ¥ Fh 1) 73 K2 [ Pr_ )iz A AT 1)
Saghorn Corals of the World (Wallace, 1999) 2 F:
Ja W9t (Wallace et al, 2012) 417, A 2 i 15 &}
(Fungiidae) (1)) 4 ) 2 B [E s _E 772 W\ AT 1) Hoek-
semalt) fiff 7t il S 1347 (Hoeksema, 1989; Hoeksema &
Dai, 1991; Gittenberger et al, 2011), it e £ 3}
M oo B 43 2R 3 2 2 Corals of the World
(Veron, 2000).
13 EYIRENIFE

FEh G A TR0 g B RO BRA b, AR ET
()73 AR RIEAT AW e 20 8, R AR
SE I P Fh, HR¥EScleractinia of Eastern Australia
(Veron & Pichon, 1976, 1980; Veron et a, 1977; Veron,
1982; Veron & Wallace, 1984). (7 [E sh¥ & i 5h
YOIl I AN A H s A D) (BEA
B A0 A A % SCRR AL R R AT AR (AR A K,
2001; Dai & Horng, 2009a, b; Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020), JF [ Ah 4 BRAA I DD SR R, e A
[FY) 54
14 BREMTHHXEGH

(o E S & - ah P - 30 ) de 2 - 3 5
F -3 AEE A IR ) A7 AE 1 % 23 250 o i SO A ARAR TR
FERZHK, 2001). # & 53 KB oo SCAFRAAFAE,
Mz (EEAMIE) (Da & Horng, 20093, b).
(b E A MR S 0 A ) (34551, 2008) A1 (1
R A 4 35 ) (N F T, 2008) HH A7 TE 1) H S 44 FR
GEERLT O LE TR a4 .

2 HR5WE

21 HEEHAMEAREN TTEE
S AT UMD, X v (3 Al B O sk
JRBTTCREAT IR, TEAARHE I ORI LB 3% L

211 BRRLAESEMITTIAEE

Romano il Palumbi  (1996) i i £k ki {4 16S
rDNA ¥ i 1fE 1 3 5 43 S 1R 5 (robust) AT & 4%
(complex) AN . L H IR SR AR IR AE, A
S AL E i, BEARIE R BCIREFISOIR, S
) B AR B AN BRI, 38 TR R 2 Y
RELAASE Ry, HIN 3R A0l o B BN 2 1 25
4 o Bl J5 Fukami 55 (2008) 2 - 3 ifl £ 3 8] (1) 2/~ 2 pr
A 5 DRLRT 1> A% 8 DR 9 B ORGSO RF 1 1%093 9807 e
(EEAMME) PN R 7 2K77 A (Da &
Horng, 2009a, b). Pt = [ iy i il 4 S A
R RAT Ry TR T OAEMI, £a%
YRR Ko il 7R 5 (R EZE - Eh
YD1 I AN T SRR ) AL, R
TR TCHIE TR, RSN EL .

(1) 3 438 vb 3 5 £} (Psammocori dae) A 7 3 24 7k
(Coscinaraeidae) . 7>t 3] J& (Psammocora) 1117 i 1
J& (Coscinaraea) 7t (' [E 204 & - s M sh 4 171 - 3 3
BN AT E R A s TR R
(Siderastreidae), 1M J& I R 40 K & 7 Ml N iX 9 &
Ak IR R AE B AL 04k, DR VD 33 e
i ST JeB 42 T I v R AN 0 3 5 R (Benzoni - et
a, 2007, 2012b), A4 RGN

(2) 357 4 XU 3 54 A} (Di pl oastraei dae) Fi1 [7] J2 3t
%} (Plesiastreidae), 22 H i S 1L (Faviidae) .
FUR I SR AE 2 BRI R (Fukami et al,
2008), [ 1t Huang®s (2014b) % e iE47 1%, B %
SR, FZRR T AR ] JE (Diploastrea) s [F]
£ 3] JF (Plesiastrea) £ /) &£ 3} 3] J& (Leptastrea) LA
A0 B AR IR IE NG B (Merulinidae); XA
R e T ) o U SR (R A I e A S SRk b
AN FE SR BRY, 0/ B 3 & K] 43 AL v TG e
VO A TE £ 52 258 (incertae sedis)(Kitahara et al,
2016), A& sLIN] IR %

()35 184 IR 3 359 A1 (L obophyl liidae), 2% 5 45 -
I 3 A4 (M ussi dae) A1 i IR i 39 Ak (Pectiniidag) . AR 4
Fukami % (2008) 73 th 2 AIXVII-XX, (&7 A
WY | ka4 IR RN (Da & Horng, 2009b),
Hrpdh 7 (hEBE - sh T ]- 9 e - A
IR H A SR ) bR e S B R B A e DA S AR
TR I 280 Ak f 3] - 3 59 J8 (Echinophiyilia) £ 4 L 3 54
J& (Oxypora), TATRIIRFUIR I (Pectinia)
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RHAE 3 3 (Mycedi um) F1 %% -3 35 J& (Physophyllia)
DA AN AR R (Arrigoni et al, 2014a; Kitahara
et a, 2016), HHUJH T FE 3 SR ARR 305 R
AR AN Z I

(4) 37184 2 - HH AL (Euphylliidae), 28 5 T 7 3
1 #l (Caryophylliidae) F1 AL 42 3l 3 £ (Oculinidae) »
R E B &R mah ] - e Bl S
MEAINEAD AN AT ECHIE R, TR R A
PRI T &AL . Corals of the World B\ 7]
-3 5 £} (Euphyllidae), {AF: T 4 H1b 7 —A>F 8k
“i”(Veron, 2000). Budd®(2012)%5& T 2= 5+
AW AE R, MY 4R Fukami 45 (2008) 73 Hi 2 51 V
Bt IR, KR EE- T3
BN A H SR P a1
VIR IE N F A, FEEUE T T A SRR AT B 55
N SINCIRE AT

(5)Hr 1% 28 B H IR} (Oul astreidae) . S 2 1
(Oulastrea) B 4R 7F Kitahara:(2016) ) 43 4k R %l
AAKTE, {HVeron (2013)%F 28 B 5 J& AN B i i)

REMBIEL, NNEAERS EOa s gdR bkl 7,

WORMSHHIATTiZ AL, BIHAEIX B4R AT 53 .
212 BR7EMITIHE

ETOHEMR, A4x5 (MEZIE-EWS)
YOI AN T H G R AL, G
WA B oy KBy e 26)E, &I13)E, LE1E.

OFrEELI R . (R E- Y
1B 2 - B E s A ) R e AN AT [
LI E, 2 CEEAMBIE) WK E LI JE A
JEMIMEE Ry B k. HETAA, AL E 2
BA A=A s, B Z5E 77 S HE g R
(brooders) 11y I Ak & 1 3 B J&@ 1) +F 51 24 (broadcast
spawners). ZERIARFIRZIE K 1 R G R G 53 A HiE i
7 EIFLI R L R A I R A A A ) A . WP
AN AT [ FLITI J MRE A S B S v o e, B b g ST
i J% (Wallace et al, 2007, 2012).

(2)#r31A FL I )& (Bernardpora) . X+ (i [E
N E -] AN A I B - G R
) MR Poritidae) ¥, AR - AE WS A0
& 2 10 7 v, Kitano 55 (2014) ¥ 71X FL 3 34 =
(Alveopora) 5 3| & £ it 34 B} (Acroporidae) W, # it
(1) 2 G0 S5 2H 2245 S IUE SE 1 /AL B s e T
JEE £ B ARLX — W A5 (Richards et a, 2019), X 7R

INANIZIA%E . [F]I) Kitano% (2014) 7E o pr i R 3, 17
IX £ L3 (Goniopora stutchburyi) 5 1% J& A il [X
ECK, ek RN AFLI S

(3) 47 484 51 2L 3 4 ) (Astrea) . #0045 76 3 9 )
(Paragoniastrea) 1§11 15 4 i 1] J& (Par amontastr aea),
A o1 W% 510 ) & (Favia) o 4t 22 3t 3 J& (Dipsastr-
aed). & TR E BN S5 A R E AN SE IR P B14E
Huang5 (2014b) ¥ JZ 4R T3 iR, i SLIEIARL . A
PRI 35 A AR - 3 390 R} (Trachy phylliidae) T & &
oy KM TCHAT TRORARE . 725 B b R I e L
& (Favia) rl i) 43 AW AN S8, BRI TE PR HEAN
BV RE— KPS o i i e 5330 180 ) 1 452 =X
Madrepora fragum Esper, 17954 K PG EKRE, #fE
KVGVERRE (R B Favialx AN 8 44, TR B — A
FERBANE B E, Az ALT il ChEz)
WA E - A A A G R A S D)
w1 S B R AT AR B E . A, HuangSs
(2014b) I 73T 5 Gt 2% U 48 A1 SRR S50k (1 B 25 i
) J& (Barabattoia) ) Fi & I AN LRI &, K51
i 3 J& (Goniastrea) H 1138 43 9 A )= 21 fiss 2 3 1) I
(Coelastrea) il #% & I 1 & . J& A 25 3 3 =8
(Montastraea) F[1 5 —K -7 (1) 40 M ) 45 45 43 381 £
S JE (Favites) [ I & 5 25 0 B &, 1
I 25 T 35 )& (Montastrea) [t J& 44 1 4% 38 - A Monta-
straea I\ E N KU FESHE . B 5, FIFTEA 85
TN 525 G B UE S M5 16 30 390 8 b 4 40 A0 3
FEIN 35 8, I 7] IR 4DURR 4% 3 31 J8 (Paraclavarina)
A IF N I 3 JE (Merulina)(Huang et al, 2014a),
KAFRN R G5 R, TR 3044 Bl JE 4 AR
LIEE

(4):Fr B4 2 I3 )& (Danafungia) . 2 Bt 54
J&& (Lobactis) 1l f5 2 i} 1) Je& (Pleuractis), & I3
i3 J& (Diaseris) 3 [ 1f 3 1] J& (Cycloseris) . Hoek-
sema (1989)FI) FH 3l 54 1 % &5 #a Xk A1 2 3 B R H) B
AT A, (HCh E Y E- s 3 )
A H s A I A A AT A e, R
gHVeronFliPichon (1980)iA 1] [ )5 Wells (1956)H 41
Z W3 & (Fungia) 116/ T J& 37 4 e A 2 B R
(Heliofungia) Fi1F 5/ 7 J AU 55 (45 bk, 2001).
M), Gittenbergerss(2011) | H £ ki A4l (COI)
Ht 53 (8] B& X (1 TS) Fe 21 %6 A Z S B B Fh gk AT 1
SR BRI, F R A Z M E
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WJESe T N JE, BFERA Z W E . o 23 e A
A Z e . IR A Z I e & IF 2
A7 3t 35 8 (Lithophyllia), 1t At 47 2 S 30 &) b
(RS 5 I  J& & RN R D & . A 44 RNzt
FLEEIR, PS4 b g A4 VR AH R AR AL .

(5) 3 184 [] - 24 35 J& (Homophyllia) A1 /) #8 H- 3
T J& (Micromussa), ! Jf & it 3t 1 J& (Symphyllia) 2]
IR 3 5 J (Lobophyllia) . VeronAlPichon (1980)iA
S 38 (Lithophyllia) « 7] -5 B4 J8 1L & it
1} J& (Parascol ymia) #fs & il 3} 1 J& (Scol ymia) 1] [7] 47)
R4, 185 KA BuddE (2012) SOk i 5 5 o B
=K B P b AR 4 380 (5] et 0 38 g A0 0L 2 3 2 )
Vg w1 K P VEAR R OR B AR 1B T, IRRZE
H I AMussinaeft. 52K XK Mussinaeft 4 2 4 T

BN I B Bl (Hoeksema & Cairns, 2020). Bt )5,

Arrigoni 25 (2014b) 5 ¥ 55, 3 31 )& (Australomussa) &
TN JE, I PR H AT Fukami 45 (2008) 73t
) 2 9 XV =X 20 177 445 4L 2] 31 588 i U9 N oK 3
#EF. 15, Huang% (2016) i 4 8 I T4 24 o+
AR R T ORI L ) M Rh AT TR R,
LI - I3 Je RO R B 3 e 1 A O 3 e
RINEJE H, FEH 0 3 5 (Acanthastrea) (15 77
/RN E DN i 3 8 Y N S AT
TR b SC 44 bl & A4 AR RN AR A . BE S AT 75N
JE 2 i 3 (Acanthastrea. hillae) 2 £ U 5 (A
bowerbanki) (1) [FIY) 5 44, HH T H 5 U2 S J )
T RhA 2 5, BOR A [F 335 JE (Arrigoni et
a, 2016), AT\ LI,

(63718 Sr -3 3 )& (Fimbriaphyllia), & 3 T
it (Acrhelia) 21| 25 72 3 4 J& (Gal axea) » X+ -3
1} )& (Euphyllia) By ¥ Fl it 47 73 1 7 ) 3 A e R 4
KE, KIEAET Hm 3 8 Fimbriaphylliall J&
IR R I 5 %8 HAR R ) 22 5%, R KIE A
FRIE . SR 3R 3 S HAE T 7 AL e 4,
(Al B A BT I B TF v g0 3 B ) (Luzon et Al
2017). spb, Tk b E s - s i sh 1)
ISR - TR s A T A T )
& (AR 1=HK, 2001), 1HFE 5 I F0ER O AT T00AS 3 8
J& &t N 2 % i 3 )& (Veron, 2013; Hoeksema &
Cairns, 2020). A4 AN BRI, Tl ) oo 44 B
J& AR RLAE A o

(7) 8 % 31 - 3 3 )& (Echinophyilia) £ 2 7L 3t 34

J& (Oxypora) & 7> ¥ . Huang?% (2016) 1 73 1-ilE ¥
FOR, i IR AN AL B e S A M e e U e T
REAEAE A, PRUOAARYE DR IR TR A5 SRR AE A R —
HHATX 9y, AN TEIEA RS, AKX H
AN JEH AR AT % . B 5 Arrigoni 5 (2019) (1) i
FFM, £ I (Echinophyllia echinata) 52
LI e i, MoK RIS PR
FLI 5 (Oxypora glabra) th K 5 5 -3 55 & 58 £z
T RN T e I R, b O R 7 e 3 AT A )
9o RATFRNE LR, P2 bR A E
FHRLAEAL

e AR, F I A I B R g EH R T
CHE B &R mah - I - A S i
A RIdKAISNE, A4 T IHE SR
I, TR LB R 1.
22 EYIRBHE

8 3 f H ] i A S S R0 g E A
T, LN I8TA R R4, Hh83 2t
T B R e R I o TR I At
B[R4 S 44 D Aokt R UL P 3R 2
23 HEESHEAMHSIMROEREP &S HE

IR RS R R4 55, #%2019
FERR E D S IE R A I 24N R B 16F1 77 445FH
FEXS T R EZh W& a1 - 305 s 2
H &R 5, Fhgsr 280 0B g 201 F, A2
H13F, &H20%. PG TR A&, AT
CHE B E- RG-S
WEA B | By 4305 MR S 4, 4R
V] 35 fE Ay Y B A o 4 3 L P SR 3
24 FiY
241 DERIEW

DR A TV 5 40 AL, Budd5 (2012) 4 44 3
1 H A8 8 I s B A AR R, FRERR M
WAL )R, Forh sk B4 R A8 3 54 (Blast-
omussa). /NEIE R SR SR JE A0 [E) AL R
b8 J& Benzoni 45 (2014) 1A A % i1 3 3] J& (Physogyra)
AN LI 59 (Plerogyra) 7 4325 1 R 48 -3 5 )
FHIE, R EATNRERBEF . R R, (&
AR &) % T Fukami % (2008) 4 M 45 R, B
e P iR S S e I i AN T D B
J& I I AN B R A\ L (Dal &
Horng, 2009b), {H i & i [F I 8 5 Hfh = )8
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Z A FAERBCR I T EE B (Benzoni et al, 2014), #i
FROph A ) 2 B3 e B A () A I A A4 U e
B JE k6 I B R RN v B B R o b B R e
(Kitahara et al, 2016), AL UL FkE =J@EnE -
AHIE HLDC) T3 A B ) FCAh 2, Rt R ke B
JALET R teAh, NEIREJE B AT SR N AR
5E, 1H 2 BT A1 H A R E #0A BUK % 5+ (Benzoni et
al, 2012a), AR ] BE AL HTF

Xt T )5 22 i 3 J& (Pachyseris), Kitahara®:(2012)
I FH AR o J5 22 335 (Pachyseris speciosa)fF A5 22 3
)& AR AT COILEE R RGEK B o fr it KW, 1%
J&& 7T e 5N L IR — L), WORM'S
BT M UK R 22 3 3] & 3\ COK € (Hoeksema &
Cairns, 2020). A3, Fifi 5 7EKitahara:(2016)F2 fiL 1)
I3 AR R R IB ¥ %8 VA 75 B IR (Agariciidee) 1,
RIHAE X BUA P R 56, 8 BN E L.

75 70 I35 & (Coel oseris) B J& T B I AL, (H 2
2 & A B IR HA D AR AR R R TR 5 %2
Tt HT MM B DR P A1) B0 T N Rk, DR R
EIRNE M FL, AH A 5B 2% (Kitahara et dl,
2012). [ Kitahara: (2016) 7 &4 % J8 1 )3
JBHEAT UL . 1T WORMSHE [H A 7T 78 Vb 3 3 J )5
J& T E ) #H(Hoeksema & Cairns, 2020), #iA<C
NG

Bernard (1896) 1 X & i ik 18 1 F¥ 4R I 3] )
(Turbinaria) {158 Fh, AHES 731 78 A R H AR A7
TEVF 2 BT PR A R 1 i O 245 % 2 7 1 [ — 4
Bl TSR E RN ZE L 13-1510F

R (Veron & Pichon, 1980; Veron, 1995; Cairns et al,

1999; Cairns, 2001). i+ 347 AR FUd H A KA
A4, A AR A B IR B IR IE X 1% 1 7 R BEAT A
B, D] BRI S W A 20 SR T A AE 1) R (4R
124K, 2001) . B8 - 1 R s 171 - 3 -
W H &AM RkiE Tz 128, HE A
A AR 2 A F A A 1 R 7 44 (I =2), 53
A7 ST B AT J M A 73 9% A7 5E (Cairns, 2001)
Wi o S & JE R ah 1] - i 30 d - A B 3

F -GRS3 ) Xt o0 SRAFBE R RN BEAT T IR IEFIA,

T IR B X e
242 HFHEIEIY

EL AR [ B bt 3 il B B 1) 0 AR R IR
TSR, BAYE S PR AELE 73 28 I 4

(1) T3 243 3 (Montipora truncata) FL 47 2 [fi
FHE I P2 SCEETEASRHAE, AR 5w 3
H(Montipora vietnamensis) A [a] —#)Ff; 5 10 3% 4
B 197SAE AR ARAE U R RS RE A ) Ay
2 (AR AREE, 1975), 1 Bk e 3 7 B ) A Veron T
20004 1ECorals of the WorldH 7y 44 (Veron, 2000),
R Brah P dn 235, 1E RGN AR, HRHA AT
BT M

(2)7)> /1 FL3H 4 (Goniopora minor) ZEWoRMS
#%1\ 4 4 Goniopora pedunculataft] [7] ) 5 44 (Hoe-
ksema & Cairns, 2020). {H /& Veron (1982)ik Ay,
Goniopora pedunculataffi i br A B4 £ %k, RE
Edwardsfl Haime T 18484 F| H 7 — IMr AR T
iz, AH IR IR R A 5P (Veron, 1982). #H %,
/N AR FLIBEEA A A 452 205 AR . i Veron (1982) A H] /)y
£ FLIM 34 177 77 FH Goniopora peduncul ataiX — iy 44 i
B35 L 4 7R (Veron, 1982). (&S ALY TR
A% fr 4 (Dai & Horng, 2009a), AT AA LA S R
WORMSHIEIT .

(3) # K #F J& H 3] (Pocillopora eydouxi) 7
WORMS | #% 1\ >+ Pocillopora grandi i [7] 4 5 44
(Hoeksema & Cairns, 2020). {H FH T i & 4 F AT
1z, PILETE B 7 N )iz A n] (Veron & Pichon,
1976; Schmidt-Roach et al, 2014) . { 1 [ zh 4 & - i
ST SIS R o B s A R R A
VeronflPichon (1976) 1M x5\ AT 22 [CAF T T3, v
PAASH K 2 BWORM SHIME T

(4)#fF K VD3 (Psammocor a haimiana) £ {
- RERHEN ]I AN o A 3
) AN A I 2T v 3 B (Psammocor a haimeana)
AR RPES (4812 4K, 2001) . 1HBenzoni%s(2010):iE T
XA bR A AT 2 I, T2 F IR (0 8 % V0 3
(Psammocora digitata)(Veron & Pichon, 1976; Veron,
2000; Dai & Horng, 2009b) L 5k /2 i (S YD 3 B, 1)
V2 AR 1 1L 21 YD 3 3 (Veron & Pichon, 1976; Veron,
2000; Dai & Horng, 2009b) A1 4 ¥b 5 35 (Psam-
mocora superficialis) — ¥ [A] A X = ¥ 3 # (P.
profundacella) () [F1¥) 5 44, FFAESE AT TN A HF S
BER o XHHRTE VD 33 A5 bR AR AT e A 20 R,
HEaREsy 5 RIIIIFAEZER, 5T rDNA
HMICOI [ R 7 41 43 M IR KIS P B AFAE 2 7 o
s RVNCIE =PI S B SE MR VALY U O =i
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Hrithid(Benzoni et al, 2010). X T A [ 0 I g
5, TR ERA EZ5% (R EEYE- Y
1 B30 2 - S ) H s R D . (S I T
&) MiCorals of the World, T LK I3 23 % BT
M ZL YDA T R = VDI 0 5 44, Pl
R TE VD BRI it B S . B i TR Vb 3
TUIE A 5] T $E9d 5% (Benzoni et al, 2010).

R 7 KA IR R, i T A A A AR KR B
GIER, PEA A S A o 0 s A KR
PABGAIE . 5 4 HK RM SE 4% PE (Hong Kong Register of
Marine Species, http://www.marinespecies.org/hkrms/)
b 31 Jé 2 Bl 3 (Catal aphyllia jardinel) gl 7K
JEH AR, H I I8 e At STk i 8 AR [ A ) o
Ao PRI B R IX YR 51N w4
GUEZE L L

LR, W — AR50 T HEM SRS FRAE
o HT, IR I B AR ) 2 S AR AR AT B 1) Bt
— o AW FUIE IS [ P A SRR TR AT B, 48
N T BRI G R A I 20 AR R R B R T A A
RERZIBZER, X TRMRAUR, HET
hacsa A, IR R SR A A %, AT
ONIE A S A R T 5T 45 DR SR B

A S I AR S i o, FE4ERR AT
R GUAE RN DR R AR 25 R 55 Dh R i b R A R
YRR . SR, BEE NS S A5 321 1 X EE R,
TR AT I B IR TR M o DRI, R I S R
PEABUIR -5 AR AIBIETE,  [3] IR0 56 7 3 e A 3 5
W5, WA AR BN, & Sas G 4
T T P PR 355

Bog: Radt b B A R AR PTIRI A
5 IR AE A S RARA AL 2 I T A AT T K
A6 LFF L F GG H B, BRIV, FF
3R XA B # XAS AR 45 5, Bt 4%
B I K R B, Bl FASE R4
EREI; Bt Rt i F Lot h .
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Appendix 1 Hermatypic corals taxonomic adjustment for families and genera
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Appendix 1 Hermatypic corals taxonomic adjustment for families and genera
AR{HR, 2001
Veron, 2000 Zou. 2001 Dai & Horng, 2009a, b Kitahara et al, 2016 HFAHIKR This study
ou,

H KA Complex

H A Complex

FHHKF Complex

JEFAMBIRL Acroporidae

JEFIBIRL Acroporidae

JEFAMBIRL Acroporidae

JEFMBIBL Acroporidae

FEFAMBIRL Acroporidae

B Montipora

F R JE Montipora

R B Montipora

F R JE Montipora

B Montipora

SEFLINJE Astreopora

JEFLINJE Astreopora

SEFLINJE Astreopora

JEFLINJE Astreopora

SEFLINAJE Astreopora

fBURE B Anacropora

1B RE f )& Anacropora

fBURE B Anacropora

1BRE 1 1) Anacropora

fBRE 1B Anacropora

JEfAJE Acropora

JE AR Acropora

JE IR Acropora

JESF )R Acropora

JESIM)E Acropora

[F LI Isopora

FEFLIWH)E 1sopora

FFLI ) 1sopora

EM A Euphyllidae

TEIRHH
Caryophylliidae

Jeidsk No record

EMIMBIA Euphyllidae

EMIHHR Euphylliidae

EMMEIA} Euphylliidae

HEAEIHERL Oculinidae

MAEIHEHRL Oculinidae

ZI R Galaxea

ZHILIHJE Galaxea

ZIWHE Galaxea

TR Acrhelia

TR Acrhelia

ZILMBJE Galaxea

ZI R Galaxea

HEYEJE Simplastrea

Jeit % No record

Jeids® No record

Jeid % No record

HEWHJE Simplastrea

B Agariciidae

BEEAL Agariciidae

B Agariciidae

BEEAL Agariciidae

BEIHR Agariciidae

Jeid% No record

YEMHIPL Siderastreidae

Jeidsk No record

BEMIHAL Siderastreidae BB Siderastreidae | LEHWHFL Siderastreidae | ZEMHFL Siderastreidae

Jeid % No record
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RIMBFRL Poritidae

EMHIP Poritidae

RIMBFFRL Poritidae

EMHIP Poritidae

EHMBP Poritidae

AR
Dendrophylliidae

AR
Dendrophylliidae

AR
Dendrophylliidae

AR
Dendrophylliidae

AR
Dendrophylliidae

FEi2 @ Turbinaria

FEsg I g Turbinaria

FEi2 e Turbinaria

FEsgIEI)E Turbinaria

FEi2 Bt & Turbinaria

2B Robust

RSB Robust

RKE Robust

BB

Astrocoeniidae

ERIHA

Astrocoeniidae

ERIHA

Astrocoeniidae

EFsmR

Astrocoeniidae

FEREE R Stylocoeniella

KRR Stylocoeniella

KRR Stylocoeniella

FEREEJE Stylocoeniella

2R Palauastrea

Jeid 3% No record

Jeids% No record

Jeid % No record

i 2 M)E Palauastrea

e B Madracis

eI JE Madracis

75 JE Madracis

IR Pocilloporidae

HIEMBIRL Pocilloporidae

IR Pocilloporidae

HIEIMBIRL Pocilloporidae

WML Pocilloporidae

FHEEEIMEAJE Stylocoeniella

e/ IR Madracis

Jeids® No record

MIEHH)E Pocillopora

MIEHE)E Pocillopora

M H)E Pocillopora

MIEHE)E Pocillopora

MIEHEE Pocillopora

HefLHIEJE Seriatopora

HEFLYIEJE Seriatopora

HefLHIEJE Seriatopora

HEFLYIE & Seriatopora

HEFLYIEJE Seriatopora

AR JE  Stylophora

AR JE  Stylophora

AR JE  Stylophora

AR JE  Stylophora

FEIRI I fE  Stylophora

Oulastreidae

TEMIIFL Coscinaraeidae

TPl Coscinaraeidae

YWIEIRE Psammocoridae

YIFL Psammocoridae

AZMBIP Fungiidae

AZIMIAL Fungiidae

AZMBIP Fungiidae

AZIMIAL Fungiidae

AZIMBIA Fungiidae
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Jeidsk No record

il g e e

Trachyphylliidae

Eily g F
Agathiphylliidae

FAM I JE Trachyphyllia

Jeid% No record

Jeid 3% No record

R

Diploastraeidae

XE SR

Diploastraeidae

A FEAL Mussidae

A Mussidae

RSB

Lobophylliidae

HR SR

Lobophylliidae

PRI B A
Lobophylliidae

TREIHE Acanthastrea

HEHHE Acanthastrea

TREIEJE Acanthastrea

[ -3 #5)E  Homophyllia

[ -3 J#  Homophyllia

HEIHE Acanthastrea

WEINHIE Acanthastrea

/NFE I & Micromussa

Jeid3% No record

Jeid 3% No record

/NEEH-H )8 Micromussa

/NFEH-H ) Micromussa

HoRIEAJE Lobophyllia

HRIEAJE Lobophyllia

HoRIEAJE Lobophyllia

G-I JE  Symphyllia

A E Symphyllia

G-I JE  Symphyllia

R INEIE Australomussa

Jeid 3% No record

WERINEHIE Australomussa

H )& Scolymia

Jeid% No record

# Y JE Scolymia

HRIEAJE Lobophyllia

HRIHA)E  Lobophyllia

Jeid 3% No record

[ - J A& Homophyllia

[ H- 38 )& Homophyllia

HRGHIIE Cynarina

Jeid3% No record

HRGHIIE Cynarina

HRUGHIE Cynarina

U E Cynarina

JEREH R Blastomussa

Jeid3% No record

FURIMEERL Pectiniidae

HURIHEIRL Pectiniidae

HH-BE & Echinophyllia

Hl-BES & Echinophyllia

HH-HEJE  Echinophyllia

Hlr-3EA & Echinophyllia

Sl 3t JE - Echinophyllia

RALIIHJE Oxypora

RALINEJE Oxypora

RALINHJE Oxypora

RALINEJE Oxypora

RILHNE)E Oxypora

HH-BE & Echinophyllia

&SR Faviidae

HREMEIR Merulinidae

BIhHEIRL Merulinidae

FHENE Mycedium

Jeidsk No record

FHEMEE Mycedium

FHETEE Mycedium

FHEINEE Mycedium

FeiR I & Pectinia

R I & Pectinia

FeiR I & Pectinia

R I & Pectinia

FiR I8 Pectinia

3
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BAMBIAL Merulinidae BEIEIAL Merulinidae
HIEINEAE Hydnophora HIIRINEEE Hydnophora HIEINEAE Hydnophora JHIHRIEAE Hydnophora HIRAINEE Hydnophora
HRRIIE Merulina HRIHIHE Merulina HRRIIE Merulina

AR I ] BRI E Merulina AL E Merulina
Jeid% No record Jeid 3% No record

Paraclavarina

LN JE  Scapophyllia ZEnTE R Scapophyllia LN E  Scapophyllia TR Scapophyllia IR Scapophyllia

i EMBIRL Faviidae % SIHRL Faviidae

JE1t 3% No record

itk No record

Jeid3% No record

Jeid3% No record

itk No record

Jeid% No record

FHAHHIEE Trachyphyllia | AHH3IHIJE Trachyphyllia
Jeid% No record Jeid 3% No record Jeid% No record

FIEMHIFL Plesiastreidae | FEMHIRL Plesiastreidae | FEFBIFL Plesiastreidae

Incertae sedis Incertae sedis

JERE IR Blastomussa | EFEHIEE Blastomussa | AR#EM-H#IJE Blastomussa

4
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BHREIIFUNAF 73 FA F RIEIAT W A L B IR SR AL AR R R RS A B Veron 2000+ 1 [R) 6k £ J 2 FRL A6,
A TR R R PR H A 7 S R AR DL

S 3R
Dai CF, Horng S (2009a) Scleractinia Fauna of Taiwan. I. The Complex Group. Taiwan University, Taipei.

Dai CF, Horng S (2009b) Scleractinia Fauna of Taiwan. II. The Robust Group. Taiwan University, Taipei.
Kitahara MV, Fukami H, Benzoni F, Huang DW (2016) The New Systematics of Scleractinia: Integrating Molecular and Morphological
Evidence. In: The Cnidaria, Past, Present and Future (eds Goffredo S, Dubinsky Z), pp. 41-59. Springer, Berlin.

Veron JEN (2000) Corals of the World. Australian Institute of Marine Science, Townsville.

Zou RL (2001) Fauna Sinica - Coelenterata - Anthozoa - Scleractinia - Hermatypic Coral. Science Press, Beijing. (in Chinese) [4F{~

FR2001) HE SV R Eh T S0 - A ) G R . R, dE
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Mizk2 ShEEEATHEEYSRXRE

Appendix 2 Comparison of synonyms of Chinese hermatypic corals

I[HF14 Old species

names

BRI 4 New species

names

IR Fh KI5 Sk Original description

SRR Basis of

record

Acanthastrea faviaformis

Acanthastrea hillae
Acanthastrea

lordhowensis
Acrhelia horrescens

Acropora aff. Guppyi
Acropora affinis
Acropora armata

Acropora azurea
Acropora brueggemanni
Acropora complanata
Acropora conferta

Acropora corymbosa

Acropora crateriformis
Acropora cuneata
Acropora danai
Acropora decipiens

Acropora
deliculatadelicatula
Acropora dissimilis

Acropora exquisita

Acropora formosa

Acropora haimei

Acropora navini

Acropora nobilis
Acropora pacifica

Acropora palifera

Acropora plana

Dipsastraea matthaii
Homophyllia bowerbanki

Micomussa lordhowensis

Galaxea horrescens

Acropora humilis
Acropora florida
Acropora cytherea

Acropora nana
Isopora brueggemanni
Acropora clathrata
Acropora hyacinthus

Acropora cytherea

Isopora crateriformis
Isopora cuneata
Acropora abrotanoides

Acropora robusta

Acropora selago

Acropora valida

Acropora muricata

Acropora muricata

Acropora yongei

Acropora longicyathus

Acropora intermedia
Acropora robusta

Isopora palifera

Acropora tenuis

Zhao et al, 2017
Dai & Horng, 2009b

Mk TH A4, 2005

AR4-HK, 2001

JL.B.4 5 5 R A, 1960
ARAZAREE, 1975
TBEERNARAHK, 1996; 4R1-HK, 2001
Dai & Horng, 2009a; & F K, 2017

AR4-HK, 2001

Yang & Dai, 1981
AR AREE, 1975; T B ZERARIH,
1996
Al HRZE, 1975, 2001
BHESE, 2011

FHESE 2011
Dai & Horng, 2009a, b

ARAHREE, 1975

AR MRS, 1975

AR HREE, 1975; ZEBUTEE, 2004
Dai & Horng, 2009a; Zhao et al, 2017
Dai, 1991; 4F5{7#K, 2001; SEhFE%E,

2011; ¥IESE, 2012a

S KA, 1975, 2001; F2302%, 2010

Zhao et al, 2013
Zhao et al, 2013, 2017

ARAZHREE, 1975; Zhao et al, 2017

AR47HK, 2001
THIELE, 2011

Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Arrigoni et al, 2016

Arrigoni et al, 2016

Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
AR{ZAK, 2001
Wallace, 1999
AR{ZAR, 2001
Wallace, 1999
Wallace et al, 2007; Dai
& Horng, 2009a
Wallace, 1999
Wallace, 1999; 4F{= 4K,
2001
Wallace, 1999
Wallace et al, 2007
Wallace et al, 2007; Dai
& Horng, 2009a
Wallace, 1999
Wallace, 1999; ZB{=#k,
2001

Wallace, 1999

Wallace, 1999
Wallace, 1999

Wallace, 1999

Wallace, 1999; 4F{= 4K,
2001
Wallace et al, 2012
Wallace, 1999
Wallace, 1999; 4F{=#K,
2001
Wallace et al, 2007

Wallace, 1999
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Acropora prostrata

Acropora pyramidalis

Acropora rosaria
Acropora stellulata
Acropora surculosa

Acropora syringodes

Acropora tizardi

Alveopora irregularis

Alveopora polyformis

Anacropora matthaii

Australomussa
rowleyensis

Barabattoia amicorum

Barabattoia mirabilis

Caulastrea tumida

Caulastrea curvata

Caulastrea echinulata

Caulastrea furcata

Coeloria daedalea
Coeloria stricta
Cycloseris patelliformis
Diaseris fragilis
Dipsastraea danae
Echinophyllia echinata
Euphyllia ancora
Euphyllia divisa
Euphyllia paraancora
Favia danae
Favia danai

Favia favus

Acropora millepora

Acropora digitifera

Acropora loripes
Acropora pruinosa

Acropora hyacinthus

Acropora longicyathus

Acropora cerealis

Goniopora stokesi

Goniopora polyformis

Anacropora matthai

Lobophyllia rowleyensis
Dipsastraea amicorum

Dipsastraea amicorum

Caulastraea tumida

Caulastraea curvata

Caulastraea echinulata

Caulastraea furcata

Platygyra daedalea
Platygyra sinensis
Cycloseris fragilis
Cycloseris fragilis
Dipsastraea danai
Oxypora echinata

Fimbriaphyllia ancora
Fimbriaphyllia divisa
Fimbriaphyllia paraancora
Dipsastraea danai
Dipsastraea danai

Dipsastraea favus

ARAZARER, 1975; FECEE 2010
OB BERAE, 1960

AR47HK, 2001; FEHEZE, 2011; Zhao et
al, 2013,2017; & T K, 2017
S 2012b

AR MRS, 1975

Yang & Dai, 1981
ARAAREE, 1975

Zou et al, 1992; 4B8{=#k, 2001

FEPRAE, 2011

Dai, 1991; #E X, 2004, 2007

Dai & Horng, 2009b
FEHESE 2011, 2012¢

Yang & Dai, 1981

Dai & Horng, 2009b

HHESE 2013

Dai & Horng, 2009b

4[4~ %K, 2001; Dai & Horng, 2009b; %
55, 2013
J.B.AY 5 5 REE, 1960
J.B.AY 5 5 REE, 1960
HoR[E, 2008
ARAZHK, 2001
Duprey et al, 2016
Dai & Horng, 2009b
Dai & Horng, 2009a
#E R, 2003, 2004, 2007
Dai & Horng, 2009a
Zhao et al, 2017

THIESE, 2018
AR47HK, 2001

Wallace, 1999
Wallace, 1999; 4B{=#K,
2001

Wallace, 1999

JESCH R iR
Wallace, 1999; 4{{= 4K,
2001
Wallace, 1999
A84-HK, 2001
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020

Arrigoni et al, 2014

Huang et al, 2014b
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
ARA=AK, 2001
ARA=AK, 2001
Hoeksema, 1989
Hoeksema, 1989
Huang et al, 2014b
Arrigoni et al, 2019
Luzon et al, 2017
Luzon et al, 2017
Luzon et al, 2017
Huang et al, 2014b
Huang et al, 2014b
Huang et al, 2014b
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Favia helianthoides
Favia laxa
Favia lizardensis
Favia maritima
Favia matthaii

Favia maxima
Favia palauensis

Favia pallida
Favia rotumana
Favia rotundata
Favia speciosa
Favia stelligera

Favia veroni

Favia viethamensis

Favites aspera
Favites micropentagona
Favites russelli

Favites virens

Favites yamanarii

Fungia concinna
Fungia costulata
Fungia cyclolites
Fungia danai
Fungia echinata
Fungia fragilis
Fungia granulosa
Fungia gravis
Fungia horrida
Fungia moluccensis
Fungia paumotensis
Fungia repanda
Fungia scabra
Fungia scruposa
Fungia scutaria
Fungia sinensis
Fungia taiwanensis
Fungia tenuis

Fungia valida

Dipsastraea helianthoides
Dipsastraea laxa
Dipsastraea lizardensis
Dipsastraea maritima
Dipsastraea matthaii

Dipsastraea maxima
Coelastrea palauensis

Dipsastraea pallida
Dipsastraea rotumana
Favites rotundata
Dipsastraea speciosa
Goniastrea stelligera
Dipsastraea veroni
Dipsastraea viethamensis

Coelastrea aspera
Favites micropentagonus
Paragoniastrea russelli

Favites abdita

Favites chinensis

Lithophyllon concinna
Cycloseris costulata
Cycloseris cyclolites
Danafungia horrida

Ctenactis echinata
Cycloseris fragilis
Pleuractis granulosa
Pleuractis gravis
Danafungia horrida

Pleuractis moluccensis

Pleuractis paumotensis

Lithophyllon repanda
Pleuractis granulosa
Danafungia scruposa

Lobactis scutaria
Cycloseris sinensis
Pleuractis taiwanensis
Cycloseris tenuis

Danafungia horrida

BRT5W4, 2005
Dai & Horng, 2009b
Dai & Horng, 2009b
Dai & Horng, 2009b
Dai & Horng, 2009b
Dai & Horng, 2009b

AR47HK, 2001

Dai & Horng, 2009b
ZR47#K, 2001; Dai & Horng, 2009b
Dai & Horng, 2009b
4[4~ #K, 2001; Dai & Horng, 2009b
Dai & Horng, 2009b
Dai & Horng, 2009b
Dai & Horng, 2009b
Yang & Dai, 1981

W5, 2005
Dai & Horng, 2009b

Yang & Dai, 1981

Yang & Dai, 1981

Dai & Horng, 2009b
Dai & Horng, 2009b
Dai & Horng, 2009b
HIESE, 2011, 2013, 2018
ARAZHEK, 2001
Dai & Horng, 2009b
Dai & Horng, 2009b
Dai & Horng, 2009b
Dai & Horng, 2009b
Dai & Horng, 2009b
484~ #k, 2001; Dai & Horng, 2009b
Dai & Horng, 2009b
TRIESE, 2011
Dai & Horng, 2009b
4[4~ #K, 2001; Dai & Horng, 2009b
Dai & Horng, 2009b
Dai & Horng, 2009b
Dai & Horng, 2009b
HEE, 2008; #E R, 2012

Huang et al, 2014b
Huang et al, 2014b
Huang et al, 2014b
Huang et al, 2014b
Huang et al, 2014b
Huang et al, 2014b
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Huang et al, 2014b
Huang et al, 2014b
Huang et al, 2014b
Huang et al, 2014b
Huang et al, 2014b
Huang et al, 2014b
Huang et al, 2014b
Huang et al, 2014b
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Huang et al, 2014a
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Gittenberger et al, 2011
Gittenberger et al, 2011
Gittenberger et al, 2011
Gittenberger et al, 2011
Hoeksema, 1989
Gittenberger et al, 2011
Gittenberger et al, 2011
Gittenberger et al, 2011
Gittenberger et al, 2011
Gittenberger et al, 2011
Gittenberger et al, 2011
Gittenberger et al, 2011
Hoeksema, 1989
Gittenberger et al, 2011
Gittenberger et al, 2011
Gittenberger et al, 2011
Gittenberger et al, 2011
Gittenberger et al, 2011
Gittenberger et al, 2011
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Fungia vaughani

Galaxea aspera

Galaxea lamarcki

Galaxea musicalis

Goniastrea aspera

Goniastrea australensis

Goniastrea benhami
Goniastrea deformis
Goniastrea halicora

Goniastrea palauensis
Goniastrea parvistella

Goniastrea speciosa
Goniastrea yamanarii

Goniastrea yamanarii

profunda
Goniopora duofasciata

Goniopora stutchburyi

Goniopora wotouensis

Halomitra philippinensis

Hydnophora contignatio

Leptastrea

ehrenbergiana

Leptoria gracilis

Leptoseris tenuis

Lithophyllon edwardsi
Lithophyllon mokai

Lobophyllia costata

Lobophyllia pachysepta

Merulina laxa

Cycloseris vaughani

Galaxea fascicularis

Galaxea astreata

Galaxea astreata
Coelastrea aspera
Paragoniastrea
australensis
Paragoniastrea
australensis

Paragoniastrea deformis
Favites halicora

Coelastrea palauensis
Goniastrea edwardsi

Dipsastraea speciosa

Favites chinensis

Favites chinensis

Goniopora planulata
Bernardpora stutchburyi

Bernardpora stutchburyi

Halomitra pileus

Hydnophora exesa

Leptastrea purpurea
Leptoria phrygia

Leptoseris hawaiiensis

Lithophyllon undulatum
Cycloseris mokai
Lobophyllia hemprichii

Acanthastrea pachysepta

Hydnophora rigida

Dai & Horng, 2009b

AR{-HREE, 1975; Zou et al, 1988; ZEF

T4, 2004
ARATHREE, 1975, T-BEEFNARIMK,
1996
Yang & Dai, 1981
484~ #K, 2001; Dai & Horng, 2009b

Dai & Horng, 2009b

Yang & Dai, 1981
#.E R, 2003, 2004; Hsich, 2008
J.B.9H 5 TR, 1960

484~ #K, 2001; Dai & Horng, 2009b
Yang & Dai, 1981
F RS, 2017

AR MR, 1975, 2001

AR A-HREE, 1975, 2001

AR4-HK, 2001

4[4~ #K, 2001; Dai & Horng, 2009a

FKICHRAIARA=AHK, 1987; Chen et al,
2009

Yang & Dai, 1981

AR47HK, 2001

J.B.4H SR 1960
A X, 2007

Zhao et al, 2017

AR47AHK, 2001

Dai & Horng, 2009b
AR HREE, 1975; T BEEFNARIMK,
1996

Dai & Horng, 2009a, b; #HEZE 2018

ARAHREE, 1975

Gittenberger et al, 2011

AR47HK, 2001

AR47HK, 2001

Dai & Horng, 2009a
Huang et al, 2014b

Huang et al, 2014a

Huang et al, 2014a

Huang et al, 2014a
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Huang et al, 2014b
Dai & Horng, 2009b
Huang et al, 2014b
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Kitano et al, 2014

AR47HK, 2001

Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Dai & Horng, 2009b
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Gittenberger et al, 2011

AR47HK, 2001

Huang et al, 2016
ARAHK, 2001
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Merulina vaughani

Micromussa minuta

Montastrea annuligera
Montastrea colemani
Montastrea curta
Montastrea
magnistellata
Montastrea

valenciennesi

Montipora composita

Montipora cristagalli

Montipora divaricata
Montipora fruticosa

Montipora hirsuta

Montipora lichen
Montipora ramosa
Montipora sinensis
Montipora socialis

Montipora solanderi

Montipora striata
Montipora trabeculata
Montipora vietnamensis
Mycedium tenuicostatum
Oxypora glabra
Paraclavarina
triangularis
Parahalomitra robusta

Pavona lata
Pavona liliacea

Pavona minikoiensis
Pavona Polyastra

obtusata

Merulina ampliata

Acanthastrea minuta

Astrea annuligera
Favites colemani

Astrea curta

Favites magnistellata

Favites valenciennesi

Montipora

aequituberculata

Montipora circumvallata

Montipora digitata
Montipora digitata

Montipora hispida

Porites lichen
Montipora angulata
Montipora monasteriata
Montipora foveolata
Montipora stellata

Montipora stellata
Montipora efflorescens
Montipora truncata

Mycedium elephantotus
Echinophyllia glabra

Merulina triangularis

Sandalolitha robusta

Pavona decussata
Pavona clavus
Pavona varians

Pavona venosa

Yang & Dai, 1981

% 54, 2005; BRARAR, 2006

Dai & Horng, 2009b
Zhao et al, 2013
HEHESE 2018

Dai & Horng, 2009b

Dai & Horng, 2009b

Yang & Dai, 1981

ARAZAREE, 1975; T B ZERAL MK,
1996

Yang & Dai, 1981
ARA-IREE, 1975

Zhao et al, 2017

Dai, 1991

Zhao et al, 2017
ARAZAREE, 1975, T BEANARHK,
1996; Chen et al, 2009
Yang & Dai, 1981

AR47HK, 2001

ARZMRAE, 1975
AR HRAE, 1975
RXFEETEE, 2009
Yang & Dai, 1981
Dai & Horng, 2009b

THIESE, 2018

AR MR, 1975
MRS, 2011

HE X, 2003
T B EERIARIAK, 1996

Yang & Dai, 1981

10

Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Huang et al, 2014b
Huang et al, 2014b
Huang et al, 2014b

Huang et al, 2014b

Huang et al, 2014b

Dai & Horng, 2009a

ZR47HK, 2001

Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
ARAHK, 2001
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Dai & Horng, 2009a

AR47HK, 2001

Dai & Horng, 2009a
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020

A= 4K, 2001

A= 4K, 2001

A= HK, 2001
Dai & Horng, 2009b
Arrigoni et al, 2019

Huang et al, 2014a

A84-HK, 2001
A84-HK, 2001

Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020

AR47HK, 2001

Dai & Horng, 2009a
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Pavona praetorta

Pectinia ayleni

Platygyra astreiformis

Platygyra phrygia

Platygyra rustica

Plesiastrea curta
Pocillopora brevicornis

Pocillopora danae

Podabacia elegans

Porites andrewsi

Porites cocosensis

Porites iwayamaensis

Porites tenuis

Porites tuberculosa

Psammocora contigua
pulchra
Psammocora digitata

Psammocora divaricata
Psammocora exesa

Psammocora haimeana
Psammocora

superficialis
Psammocora vaughani

Scolymia vitiensis
Seriatopora angulata
Stylophora armata
Stylophora elongata
Stylophora mordax

Symphyllia agaricia

Symphyllia gigantea

Pavona cactus

Physophyllia ayleni

Platygyra daedalea

Leptoria phrygia

Platygyra daedalea

Astrea curta
Pocillopora damicornis

Pocillopora verrucosa

Lithophyllon undulatum

Porites cylindrica

Porites lutea

Porites rus

Porites lutea

Montipora tuberculosa

Psammocora contigua

Psammocora haimiana

Psammocora contigua
Coscinaraea exesa
Psammocora profundacella

Psammocora profundacella

Psammocora nierstraszi

Lobophyllia vitiensis
Seriatopora hystrix
Stylocoeniella armata
Stylophora pistillata
Stylophora pistillata

Lobophyllia agaricia

Oulophyllia crispa

ARA-IREE, 1975

THRELE, 2018

R, 2008

AR MR, 1975

Yang & Dai, 1981; Zou et al, 1992;
Chen et al, 2009

AR474K, 2001
ZEFT 25, 2004
ARAHREE, 1975

J.B.44 255 K% 1960; Yang & Dai,

1981; Zou et al, 1992
ZR4ZHK, 2001; Zhao et al, 2017

Zhao et al, 2013
Yang & Dai, 1981

Dai, 1991; #Hi1&, 2008; #E X, 2012

Dai & Fan, 1996; Zhao et al, 2013

ARA-MREE, 1975

Dai & Horng, 2009b
FHULEE, 2004

2L, 2018
484~ #K, 2001; Dai & Horng, 2009b

484~ #K, 2001; Dai & Horng, 2009b

Zhao et al, 2017

Dai & Horng, 2009b
2= HT %, 2004
Yang & Dai, 1981
A.B.AH Y 5K, 1960
B2 R, 2007
4= #k, 2001; Dai & Horng, 2009b

SRR 2, 2015

11

4R{=HK, 2001; Dai &
Horng, 2009a
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Hoeksema & Cairns,

2020
AR47HK, 2001

Huang et al, 2014b
AR47HK, 2001
AR84-HK, 2001

Dai & Horng, 2009b

Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
WRHEE
Dai & Horng, 2009b
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Hoeksema & Cairns,

2020
ZR47HK, 2001

Benzoni et al, 2010
AR{ZAR, 2001
Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Benzoni et al, 2010

Benzoni et al, 2010

Hoeksema & Cairns,
2020
Huang et al, 2016
ARAHK, 2001
ARAZAK, 2001
ARAZAK, 2001
Dai & Horng, 2009b
Huang et al, 2016

Hoeksema & Cairns,

2020



Symphyllia nobilis
Symphyllia radians
Symphyllia recta
Symphyllia

valenciennesii

Synaraea undulata

Turbinaria contorta

Turbinaria elegans

Lobophyllia recta
Lobophyllia radians
Lobophyllia recta

Lobophyllia valenciennesii

Porites rus
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Mi3R3 EEHEAMEYIER

Appendix 3 Checklist of Chinese hermatypic corals
1.E 388 Complex

LLEAMBA Acroporidae

1.1.1 EAH)E Acropora

FEREMAMI Acropora abrotanoides (Lamarck, 1816)
R A Acropora aculeus (Dana, 1846)

S B f AW Acropora acuminata (Verrill, 1864)

) JE f 3 Acropora aduncata Zou, 1984

TEWIEE a3 Acropora anthocercis (Brook, 1893)
A a3 Acropora aspera (Dana, 1846)

fai % RE f 3 Acropora austera (Dana, 1846)

B A3 Acropora batunai Wallace, 1997
) F 3 Acropora carduus (Dana, 1846)

% A Acropora caroliniana Nemenzo, 1976

A RE I Acropora cerealis (Dana, 1846)

75 %% JE A Acropora clathrata (Brook, 1891)
TRAERE A Acropora cytherea (Dana, 1846)

W JEE I Acropora dendrum (Bassett-Smith, 1890)
YHE R I Acropora derawanensis Wallace, 1997
eI Acropora digitifera (Dana, 1846)

7 X AW Acropora divaricata (Dana, 1846)
K AT Acropora donei Veron & Wallace, 1984
i f 3 Acropora echinata (Dana, 1846)

S MM Acropora elseyi (Brook, 1892)

1EREFA M Acropora florida (Dana, 1846)

ZERLRE I Acropora gemmifera (Brook, 1892)
M # I 3) Acropora glauca (Brook, 1893)
Bk M 33 Acropora grandis (Brook, 1892)
Hokr B A B Acropora granulosa (Milne Edwards, 1860)
HRE A Acropora horrida (Dana, 1846)
FHEF A I Acropora humilis (Dana, 1846)
WUAE T A3 Acropora hyacinthus (Dana, 1846)
R JE AT Acropora insignis Nemenzo, 1967

rF 8] E A M Acropora intermedia (Brook, 1891)

A JE AT Acropora jacquelineae Wallace, 1994

H 4 J8 #3135 Acropora japonica Veron, 2000
FEORIE A Acropora kirstyae Veron & Wallace, 1984
FHE AW Acropora latistella (Brook, 1892)
BB E A Acropora listeri (Brook, 1893)

5 A Acropora lokani Wallace, 1994

KR A Acropora longicyathus (Milne Edwards, 1860)
ZARE I Acropora loripes (Brook, 1892)

W RE A B Acropora lutkeni Crossland, 1952
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E\JE F2 35 Acropora microclados (Ehrenberg, 1834)
/NI FEE A - Acropora microphthalma (Verrill, 1869)
2 fLIE A Acropora millepora (Ehrenberg, 1834)
EHERE A Acropora monticulosa (Briiggemann, 1879)
KN MAME Acropora muricata (Linnaeus, 1758)
AR RE I Acropora nana (Studer, 1879)

BJERE MY Acropora nasuta (Dana, 1846)

5 RE MY Acropora palmerae Wells, 1954

[ 4% FE /1 I EA - Acropora paniculata Verrill, 1902
FLIETE MMM Acropora papillare Latypov, 1992
233 Acropora polystoma (Brook, 1891)

¥6 RE A EY Acropora pruinosa (Brook, 1893)

FENREE I Acropora pulchra (Brook, 1891)

T EIFE E AR B Acropora retusa (Dana, 1846)
RS2 MM Acropora robusta (Dana, 1846)

5= EE R JEE f 3l Acropora samoensis (Brook, 1891)
%i/NREMIIE Acropora sarmentosa (Brook, 1892)
TR E I Acropora secale (Studer, 1878)
AN Acropora selago (Studer, 1879)

b B Acropora solitaryensis Veron & Wallace, 1984
R M Acropora spathulata (Brook, 1891)
FruEfE MM Acropora speciosa (Quelch, 1886)
FilH e M Acropora spicifera (Dana, 1846)

S BU% MW Acropora striata (Verrill, 1866)

WA FE MBI Acropora subglabra (Brook, 1891)
HALREAME Acropora subulata (Dana, 1846)
/NEEFMES Acropora tenella (Brook, 1892)
AU Acropora tenuis (Dana, 1846)

Rt R A M Acropora tumida (Verrill, 1866)
A8 I Acropora valenciennesi (Milne Edwards, 1860)
SR RE MBI Acropora valida (Dana, 1846)
LI Acropora vaughani Wells, 1954

/NAJE M Acropora verweyi Veron & Wallace, 1984
B RE A Acropora willisae Veron & Wallace, 1984
IR AWM Acropora yongei Veron & Wallace, 1984
1.1.2 BREAMIE  Anacropora

& DB B A IES Anacropora forbesi Ridley, 1884
HIARFEMIME Anacropora matthai Pillai, 1973
RHEEE MM Anacropora tapera Zou, Song & Ma, 1975
1.1.3 FFLMEE 1sopora

FARL FIFLIH 1sopora brueggemanni (Brook, 1893)
MARFIFLIBE Isopora crateriformis (Gardiner, 1898)
ML R FLH I 1sopora cuneata (Dana, 1846)
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M EFLI M 1sopora palifera (Lamarck, 1816)
1.1.4 5XELIIE  Alveopora

Rl bRA% 7 FLI 3 Alveopora allingi Hoffmeister, 1925
R IR/CALIE Alveopora catalai Wells, 1968
LI Alveopora excelsa Verrill, 1864
WAL Alveopora fenestrata (Lamarck, 1816)
KIFLIE Alveopora gigas Veron, 1985

H A7 FLHI Alveopora japonica Eguchi, 1965

R4 7CFLI I Alveopora spongiosa Dana, 1846

SEHg AL Alveopora tizardi Bassett-Smith, 1890
M AL Alveopora verrilliana Dana, 1846
1.1.5 EFLMEIRE Astreopora

SR EFLII Astreopora cucullata Lamberts, 1980
M 2 FLI B Astreopora expansa (Briiggemann, 1877)
e 2 FLIE Astreopora gracilis Bernard, 1896
B2 LI Astreopora incrustans Bernard, 1896
AR E FLI M Astreopora listeri Bernard, 1896

% S fLIH Astreopora myriophthalma (Lamarck, 1816)
H 2 FLIH#H Astreopora ocellata Bernard, 1896
WK B FLIE Astreopora randalli Lamberts, 1980
3R FLIIH Astreopora suggesta Wells, 1954
1.1.6 EHIWEE Montipora

S5t R A 351
TR 35 T 2
LR A )
L e
Ail 25 AR 3 )
PR35 i 24
T B A
FEAT )
BE 22 3 )
R

B T 2]
SR I )
FE T I )
% I I 5

Montipora aenigmatica Bernard, 1897
Montipora aequituberculata Bernard, 1897
Montipora altasepta Nemenzo, 1967
Montipora angulata (Lamarck, 1816)
Montipora cactus Bernard, 1897

Montipora caliculata (Dana, 1846)
Montipora carinata Nemenzo, 1967
Montipora cebuensis Nemenzo, 1976
Montipora circumvallata (Ehrenberg, 1834)
Montipora danae Milne Edwards & Haime, 1851
Montipora digitata (Dana, 1846)

Montipora edwardsi Bernard, 1897
Montipora efflorescens Bernard, 1897
Montipora ehrenbergi Verrill, 1872

3% MY Montipora florida Nemenzo, 1967
IR M Montipora foliosa (Pallas, 1766)
5 I Montipora foveolata (Dana, 1846)
Je 3 H Montipora fragilis Quelch, 1886

ifs 55 % A5 Montipora friabilis Bernard, 1897
REESIZ 7RI Montipora gaimardi Bernard, 1897
FH LI Montipora grisea Bernard, 1897
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£2300) 35 7535 Montipora hispida (Dana, 1846)

BRI A3 Montipora hoffmeisteri Wells, 1954
JERRE I Montipora incrassata (Dana, 1846)

AR TR Montipora informis Bernard, 1897

% M35 43 Montipora maeandrina (Ehrenberg, 1834)
Ly REFIE Montipora marshallensis Wells, 1954

Z LM Montipora millepora Crossland, 1952
TR Montipora mollis Bernard, 1897
R Montipora monasteriata (Forskal, 1775)
O Montipora nodosa (Dana, 1846)

FJE S Montipora patula Verrill, 1870

FIE M Montipora peltiformis Bernard, 1897
LRI Montipora porites Veron, 2000

T5 I Montipora samarensis Nemenzo, 1967

4R35 Montipora spongodes Bernard, 1897
WAL Montipora spumosa (Lamarck, 1816)
B2 Montipora stellata Bernard, 1897
BB Montipora taiwanensis Veron, 2000

B IVE3# Montipora truncata Zou, Song & Ma, 1975
#5957 Montipora tuberculosa (Lamarck, 1816)

I K % M # Montipora turgescens Bernard, 1897

5% 748 Montipora turtlensis Veron & Wallace, 1984
WIS Montipora undata Bernard, 1897

kDR 3 75 3 )
e S A )

Montipora venosa (Ehrenberg, 1834)
Montipora verrucosa (Lamarck, 1816)

1.2 EHIF} Poritidae

1.2.1 AFLMBRE Goniopora

FEIE M AL Goniopora columna Dana, 1846

KA LI Goniopora djiboutiensis Vaughan, 1907

K AL Goniopora fruticosa Saville-Kent, 1891

0 FLIHH Goniopora gracilis (Milne Edwards & Haime, 1849)
Bk A LI Goniopora lobata Milne Edwards, 1860
/NAFLIES Goniopora minor Crossland, 1952

AR TL A FLI Goniopora norfolkensis Veron & Pichon, 1982
W= fFLIEN Goniopora pandoraensis Veron & Pichon, 1982
B2 FLI M Goniopora pendulus Veron, 1985

Ji~F 1 fLH# Goniopora planulata (Ehrenberg, 1834)

£ I M FLIE Goniopora polyformis (Zou, 1980)

RO H A FLI ] Goniopora somaliensis Vaughan, 1907
IR A FLIM ] Goniopora stokesi Milne Edwards & Haime, 1851
4075/ LI Goniopora tenella (Quelch, 1886)

LI Goniopora tenuidens (Quelch, 1886)

214 M FLII Goniopora cellulosa Veron, 1990
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1.2.2 {HFLEE  Bernardpora

Hr A FLHH Bernardpora stutchburyi (Wells, 1955)
1.2.3 =R Porites

PEIEII Porites annae Crossland, 1952

IR Porites aranetai Nemenzo, 1955
WiISIEE Porites attenuata Nemenzo, 1955
HIMVEDI Porites australiensis Vaughan, 1918
JRAEIEINE Porites compressa Dana, 1846
SRR Porites cumulatus Nemenzo, 1955
ZMFEIEIEY Porites cylindrica Dana, 1846
ATV Porites deformis Nemenzo, 1955
ATV Porites eridani Umbgrove, 1940

2 IKJEIS Porites evermanni Vaughan, 1907
JKFIEME Porites horizontalata Hoffmeister, 1925
FAEINIY Porites latistellata Quelch, 1886
HiARVEIIS Porites lichen (Dana, 1846)

FLEII Porites lobata Dana, 1846

VBRI Porites lutea Milne Edwards & Haime, 1851
AR EE B Porites matthaii Wells, 1954

Mg FCVEIIH Porites mayeri Vaughan, 1918
EHEVEI Y Porites monticulosa Dana, 1846
TLIEIES Porites murrayensis Vaughan, 1918
FEAREIMI Porites negrosensis Veron, 1990

KB IEIES Porites nigrescens Dana, 1846
4BV Porites okinawensis Veron, 1990

W EHEIS Porites pukoensis Vaughan, 1907
KIGIEIIH Porites rus (Forskal, 1775)

RSy Porites solida (Forskal, 1775)
PHRISIEI I Porites stephensoni Crossland, 1952
ZEEM ] Porites tuberculosus Veron, 2000

TR RIEIE Porites vaughani Crossland, 1952

1.3 EMBIR} Agariciidae

1.3.1 FEY A Coeloseris

PUvbIE Coeloseris mayeri Vaughan, 1918

1.3.2 INfEZNEJE Gardineroseris

InfESM ] Gardineroseris planulata (Dana, 1846)
1.3.3 HEWIE Leptoseris

TR 25 Leptoseris explanata Yabe & Sugiyama, 1941
HR 23 Leptoseris foliosa Dinesen, 1980

R ZMH# Leptoseris gardineri (van der Horst, 1922)
B R EEME Leptoseris hawaiiensis Vaughan, 1907
FEARTEEMI Leptoseris incrustans (Quelch, 1886)
FVOHEZ I Leptoseris kalayaanensis Licuanan & Alino, 2009
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KT EIMAW Leptoseris mycetoseroides Wells, 1954

45 2 Leptoseris papyracea (Dana, 1846)

MY 34 23 Leptoseris scabra Vaughan, 1907

BT EME Leptoseris tubulifera Vaughan, 1907

iEM- M Leptoseris yabei (Pillai & Scheer, 1976)
1.3.4 E2WH#E Pachyseris

RS 22315 Pachyseris foliosa Veron, 1990
29 E LY Pachyseris gemmae Nemenzo, 1955
- JE 223 W) Pachyseris involuta Studer, 1878

4 e )E 42 W Pachyseris rugosa (Lamarck, 1801)
PRk R 22913 Pachyseris speciosa (Dana, 1846)

1.3.5 -8B Pavona

B4 P Pavona cactus (Forskal, 1775)

K H ST Pavona clavus (Dana, 1846)

E 4P Pavona danai Milne Edwards, 1860
S Pavona decussata (Dana, 1846)
SCIRAEFF R Pavona divaricata (Lamarck, 1816)
JEHCH: P Pavona duerdeni Vaughan, 1907
T4 Pavona explanulata (Lamarck, 1816)
4L ST Pavona frondifera (Lamarck, 1816)

5 B4 P Pavona maldivensis (Gardiner, 1905)
/NP E Pavona minuta Wells, 1954

53 FHE Pavona varians (Verrill, 1864)
B4 FF ) Pavona venosa (Ehrenberg, 1834)

1.4 EMHA  Euphylliidae

1.4.1 ErHEE Euphyllia

A B Euphyllia cristata Chevalier, 1971
ZREINIHE Euphyllia fimbriata (Spengler, 1799)
B Euphyllia glabrescens (Chamisso & Eysenhardt, 1821)
PG B Euphyllia paraglabrescens Veron, 1990
1.4.2 gUHIEJE Fimbriaphyllia

B4 3 Fimbriaphyllia ancora (Veron & Pichon, 1980)
TEBEC ) Fimbriaphyllia divisa (Veron & Pichon, 1980)
WE R0 Fimbriaphyllia paraancora (Veron, 1990)
1.4.3 ZBIHE Galaxea

MBI Galaxea astreata (Lamarck, 1816)
MBI Galaxea fascicularis (Linnaeus, 1767)
IR ZE A Galaxea horrescens (Dana, 1846)

K ZE M Galaxea longisepta Fenner & Veron, 2000
/N B Galaxea paucisepta Claereboudt, 1990
1.4.4 HEWHE Simplastrea

WA R I Simplastrea vesicularis Umbgrove, 1939
1.5 ZLEWEIAL Siderastreidae
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1.5.1 ZREHE Siderastrea

RAA% 2k I Siderastrea savignyana Milne Edwards & Haime, 1850
1.5.2 BEEWHEIE Pseudosiderastrea

ek 3 Pseudosiderastrea tayamai Yabe & Sugiyama, 1935
1.6 A&} Dendrophylliidae

1.6.1 FEIEIEIE Turbinaria

HIERE 2 Turbinaria auricularis Bernard, 1896
JR=FFE 2B Turbinaria crater (Pallas, 1766)

S FE R Turbinaria frondens (Dana, 1846)

MIFLFE 423 Turbinaria immersa Yabe & Sugiyama, 1941
AL BEAZH N Turbinaria irregularis Bernard, 1896
4EITFEREIH Turbinaria mesenterina (Lamarck, 1816)
JETEFERZ A Turbinaria peltata (Esper, 1794)

' BE BB Turbinaria reniformis Bernard, 1896
/NEFEIZIE Turbinaria stellulata (Lamarck, 1816)
EIEFER2I ) Turbinaria undata Bernard, 1896
FRFEAZHIE Turbinaria agaricia Bernard, 1896
212525 Robust

2.1 EFEWHIB Astrocoeniidae

2.1.1 #FEAHE Stylocoeniella

H B R Stylocoeniella armata (Ehrenberg, 1834)
RIRHT AR Stylocoeniella cocosensis Veron, 1990
BRI Stylocoeniella guentheri (Bassett-Smith, 1890)
2.1.2 FEAHBE Madracis

T ICAES I Madracis kirbyi Veron & Pichon, 1976

2.1.3 BEMBBE Palauastrea

21 B Palauastrea ramosa Yabe & Sugiyama, 1941
2.2 MIEHHIB} Pocilloporidae

2.2.1 MFEHHIE Pocillopora

Z [RMIEHE Pocillopora ankeli Scheer & Pillai, 1974
FEFIMTEIME Pocillopora damicornis (Linnaeus, 1758)

B IRMEIE Pocillopora eydouxi Milne Edwards, 1860
% M3 Pocillopora meandrina Dana, 1846
POIRMIEIES Pocillopora verrucosa (Ellis & Solander, 1786)
fH KA Pocillopora woodjonesi Vaughan, 1918
2.2.2 H:FLBIE Seriatopora

WAL Seriatopora caliendrum Ehrenberg, 1834
FiHEFLIE Seriatopora hystrix Dana, 1846

EHFLIE Seriatopora stellata Quelch, 1886

2.2.3 #RIAHE Stylophora

HRFEIRIE Stylophora danae Milne Edwards & Haime, 1850
FEIRIH Stylophora pistillata Esper, 1797

TEHIFARMH Stylophora subseriata (Ehrenberg, 1834)
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2.3 AZHHAL Fungiidae

2.3.1 REYIBAE Cycloseris

BRI Cycloseris costulata (Ortmann, 1889)

B GF I Cycloseris cyclolites (Lamarck, 1815)

TR Cycloseris fragilis (Alcock, 1893)
EER R IEGE Cycloseris mokai (Hoeksema, 1989)

R [E [ PH ) Cycloseris sinensis Milne Edwards & Haime, 1851
N B3 Cycloseris tenuis (Dana, 1846)

R ECE B3 Cycloseris vaughani (Boschma, 1923)

2.3.2 AMHREE Lithophyllon

FEA TS Lithophyllon concinna (Verrill, 1864)

T Lithophyllon repanda (Dana, 1846)

R AT Lithophyllon scabra (Déderlein, 1901)
WA Lithophyllon undulatum Rehberg, 1892

2.3.3 JAZHEAE Danafungia

ZJil A 2 Danafungia horrida (Dana, 1846)

il A Z W Danafungia scruposa (Klunzinger, 1879)

234 AZHBE Fungia

£ Z W Fungia fungites (Linnaeus, 1758)

2.3.5 HHZHH)R Lobactis

PEFIH Z 3] Lobactis scutaria (Lamarck, 1801)

2.3.6 MAEZIMEE Pleuractis

Wk AT 2 M3 Pleuractis granulosa (Klunzinger, 1879)
VTEM A Z W Pleuractis gravis (Nemenzo, 1955)

BERE A Z 3 E) Pleuractis moluccensis (Van der Horst, 1919)
PWERH A Z ] Pleuractis paumotensis (Stutchbury, 1833)
EEMAZ M Pleuractis taiwanensis (Hoeksema & Dai, 1991)
2.3.7 MAZMIR Ctenactis

Bk 2 Ctenactis crassa (Dana, 1846)

WA Z M Ctenactis echinata (Pallas, 1766)

2.3.8 SeAHHE Herpolitha

2219 Herpolitha limax (Esper, 1797)

2.3.9 ZHIEHE Polyphyllia

Z -3 Polyphyllia talpina (Lamarck, 1801)

2.3.10 BHMME Sandalolitha

Ha B TEIM I Sandalolitha dentata Quelch, 1884

et B Sandalolitha robusta (Quelch, 1886)

2.3.11 MERIEIE Halomitra

/NIECIR I E Halomitra pileus (Linnaeus, 1758)

2.3.12 EWIEIE Podabacia

FI M Podabacia crustacea (Pallas, 1766)

2.3.13 |AZIMIE Heliofungia

A Z W Heliofungia actiniformis (Quoy & Gaimard, 1833)
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2.4 YH#IREL Psammocoridae

2.4.1 YWHEE Psammocora

Mt AR I Psammocora contigua (Esper, 1794)

fe VP Psammocora digitata Milne Edwards & Haime, 1851
3 IRV Psammocora haimiana Milne Edwards & Haime, 1851
ANEEAF VO RS Psammocora nierstraszi Van der Horst, 1921
IREVPIEY Psammocora profundacella Gardiner, 1898

2.5 GEMBIBL Coscinaraeidae

2.5.1 fEI3IE Coscinaraea

FEFE S Coscinaraea columna (Dana, 1846)

FHREGTH I Coscinaraea crassa Veron & Pichon, 1980

i fiIE] Coscinaraea exesa (Dana, 1846)

I JHIE Coscinaraea marshae Wells, 1962

BRI Coscinaraea monile (Forskal, 1775)

2.6 EEWHF Oulastreidae

2.6.1 BEMHE Oulastrea

2RI Oulastrea crispata (Lamarck, 1816)

2.7 HORMEIARL Lobophylliidae

2.7.1 /NFEHIEJE  Micromussa

RE/NFEH ] Micromussa amakusensis (Veron, 1990)

ZE B /NFEH- BB Micromussa lordhowensis (Veron & Pichon, 1982)
B /NRE I Micromussa regularis (Veron, 2000)

2.7.2 FMHE#H)E Homophyllia

T E I3 Homophyllia australis (Milne Edwards & Haime, 1848)
AL KA Homophyllia bowerbanki (Milne Edwards & Haime, 1857)
2.7.3 BREMHE Acanthastrea

FRI AN Acanthastrea brevis Milne Edwards & Haime, 1849
PRI Acanthastrea echinata (Dana, 1846)

AT Acanthastrea hemprichii (Ehrenberg, 1834)
/NERE I Acanthastrea minuta Moll & Best, 1984

JE U2 I Acanthastrea pachysepta (Chevalier, 1975)

5 4% o 2 B Acanthastrea rotundoflora Chevalier, 1975
JRUOBEIN ] Acanthastrea subechinata Veron, 2000

2.7.4 RIM-IH)E Echinophyllia

ARG S Echinophyllia aspera (Ellis & Solander, 1786)
/N3RS Echinophyllia echinoporoides Veron & Pichon, 1980
PRI ES Echinophyllia glabra (Nemenzo, 1959)
BIZSHIH-HEE Echinophyllia orpheensis Veron & Pichon, 1980
“FREF|M S Echinophyllia patula (Hodgson & Ross, 1982)
2.7.5 RILIBE Oxypora

AL Oxypora crassispinosa Nemenzo, 1979

Z WL Oxypora echinata (Saville Kent, 1871)
WAL Oxypora lacera (Verrill, 1864)

24



WEMREE, SEHE, VLE. P ESAE LI E . AR, 2020, 28 (4): 515-523. http://www.biodiversity-science.net/CN/10.17520/biods.

2019384

2.7.6 SRSHBE Cynarina
BGHEN Cynarina lacrymalis (Milne Edwards & Haime, 1848)

2.7.7 HARIEAE Lobophyllia

B DR 3 36
= 5 AR )
P2 RN
AR H- R A2
ey PR R I 351
EAURIN b
7k G AR A 28
A5 S AR A
H AR I
GIPNUEIN B
% 5 IR 3 5
HeA DR 3 )
JE G HIR S

Lobophyllia agaricia (Milne Edwards & Haime, 1849)
Lobophyllia corymbosa (Forskal, 1775)

Lobophyllia diminuta Veron, 1985

Lobophyllia flabelliformis Veron, 2000

Lobophyllia hassi (Pillai & Scheer, 1976)

Lobophyllia hataii Yabe, Sugiyama & Eguchi, 1936
Lobophyllia hemprichii (Ehrenberg, 1834)
Lobophyllia radians (Milne Edwards & Haime, 1849)
Lobophyllia recta (Dana, 1846)

Lobophyllia robusta Yabe & Sugiyama, 1936
Lobophyllia rowleyensis (Veron, 1985)

Lobophyllia valenciennesii (Milne Edwards & Haime, 1849)
Lobophyllia vitiensis (Briiggemann, 1877)

2.8 AR Merulinidae
2.8.1 #AZFEIMHE Paramontastraea

U $01 163 3 3 351

Paramontastraea salebrosa (Nemenzo, 1959)

2.8.2 HIFLIEHIE Echinopora

AL

Echinopora gemmacea (Lamarck, 1816)

T FLI Echinopora horrida Dana, 1846

V) LI 35
Te 5 ) FL 3 )

Echinopora lamellosa (Esper, 1795)

Echinopora mammiformis (Nemenzo, 1959)

KFEERFLH Echinopora pacifica Veron, 1990

7% [ FL )

Echinopora taylorae (Veron, 2000)

2.8.3 RIEHHE Cyphastrea
Rl i vG 3) E2 3 3 Cyphastrea agassizi (Vaughan, 1907)

ik 2% ) 22 3 )
BNt
H A ) 2 3 35
ZINEH ) 2 3 3
IR 71 22 3 1)
A A7 ) 2 B )
2 2 3 2

=
[SEN

=
[SEN

Cyphastrea chalcidicum (Forskal, 1775)
Cyphastrea decadia Moll & Best, 1984
Cyphastrea japonica Yabe & Sugiyama, 1932
Cyphastrea microphthalma (Lamarck, 1816)
Cyphastrea ocellina (Dana, 1846)
Cyphastrea serailia (Forskal, 1775)
Cyphastrea zhongjianensis Zou, 1980

2.8.4 #EIEWBWE Paragoniastrea

I A AE IS Paragoniastrea australensis (Milne Edwards & Haime, 1857)

AWM Paragoniastrea deformis (Veron, 1990)
B EZ LM Paragoniastrea russelli (Wells, 1954)
2.8.5 FHEMHR Goniastrea

SIRA e )

Goniastrea edwardsi Chevalier, 1971

Bl 3516 H - Goniastrea favulus (Dana, 1846)

/RS AE B 3

Goniastrea minuta Veron, 2000
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FIRZ51E 3 W) Goniastrea pectinata (Ehrenberg, 1834)
RRRZGIEIMEN Goniastrea retiformis (Lamarck, 1816)

WHIZE LM Goniastrea stelligera (Dana, 1846)

2.8.6 HAIMHE Merulina

Ve I Merulina ampliata (Ellis & Solander, 1786)

A IEY Merulina scabricula Dana, 1846

=AM Merulina triangularis (Veron & Pichon, 1980)
2.8.7 EMHE Scapophyllia

I Scapophyllia cylindrica Milne Edwards & Haime, 1849
2.8.8 HIAHHIE Hydnophora

J& 4R3I Hydnophora bonsai Veron, 1990

JE kAR Hydnophora exesa (Pallas, 1766)

KHARIE Hydnophora grandis Gardiner, 1904

/NI Hydnophora microconos (Lamarck, 1816)
i #% 3 Hydnophora rigida (Dana, 1846)

2.8.9 FEMHE Astrea

fa7 7 [ AL 3 Astrea annuligera Milne Edwards & Haime, 1849
il [ 2 35 Astrea curta Dana, 1846

2.8.10 MR Trachyphyllia

T ECHL -3 #H Trachyphyllia geoffroyi (Audouin, 1826)

2.8.11 FEEHE Coelastrea

FURE s I Coelastrea aspera (Verrill, 1866)

EEiE A Coelastrea palauensis (Yabe & Sugiyama, 1936)
2.8.12 #EWMHE Dipsastraea

V5 AW Dipsastraea amicorum (Milne Edwards & Haime, 1849)
KA A Dipsastraea danai (Milne Edwards & Haime, 1857)
HomT AW Dipsastraea favus (Forskal, 1775)

i) H 244 I8 Dipsastraea helianthoides (Wells, 1954)

AL I Dipsastraea laxa (Klunzinger, 1879)

Wi 55 5L AL Dipsastraea lizardensis (Veron, Pichon & Wijsman-Best, 1977)
HFPESL B Dipsastraea maritima (Nemenzo, 1971)

FU LMW Dipsastraea matthaii (Vaughan, 1918)
KA Dipsastraea maxima (Veron, Pichon & Wijsman-Best, 1977)
[ 4045 S ) Dipsastraea pallida (Dana, 1846)

%R B Dipsastraea rotumana (Gardiner, 1899)

FrESL M Dipsastraea speciosa (Dana, 1846)

£ KA A Dipsastraea veroni (Moll & Best, 1984)
HF AL 2 MM Dipsastraea vietnamensis (Veron, 2000)

2.8.13 IR Leptoria

AF Bz Leptoria irregularis Veron, 1990
#1075 W I Leptoria phrygia (Ellis & Solander, 1786)
2.8.14 RBMHE Platygyra

R4 Platygyra acuta Veron, 2000
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AR i i B Platygyra carnosa Veron, 2000

L h w3 Platygyra contorta Veron, 1990

A% i Platygyra crosslandi (Matthai, 1928)

RIS i Platygyra daedalea (Ellis & Solander, 1786)
it E Platygyra lamellina (Ehrenberg, 1834)

/N i E Platygyra pini Chevalier, 1975

HiER i Platygyra ryukyuensis Yabe & Sugiyama, 1935

Fh A ik ES - Platygyra sinensis (Milne Edwards & Haime, 1849)
/N B Platygyra verweyi Wijsman-Best, 1976

JVEE L i34 Platygyra yaeyamaensis (Eguchi & Shirai, 1977)
2.8.15 MAERMHE Favites

TR g IR FY Favites abdita (Ellis & Solander, 1786)
RS Favites acuticollis (Ortmann, 1889)

rh A SN Favites chinensis (Verrill, 1866)

7 B 52 A % S Favites colemani (Veron, 2000)

B i S Favites complanata (Ehrenberg, 1834)

275 S Favites flexuosa (Dana, 1846)

HEfL A I Favites halicora (Ehrenberg, 1834)

KA S Favites magnistellata (Milne Edwards & Haime, 1849)
/NI fa i IR Favites micropentagonus Veron, 2000

i 2755 ik S Favites paraflexuosus Veron, 2000

TL0 4% SIWE Favites pentagona (Esper, 1795)

[ g S5 B Favites rotundata Veron, Pichon & Wijsman-Best, 1977
TR A i S Favites stylifera Yabe & Sugiyama, 1937

B8 M EIRES Favites valenciennesii (Milne Edwards & Haime, 1849)
B A g I FS Favites vasta (Klunzinger, 1879)

2.8.16 HZMMIE Oulophyllia

T RE-ZU) Oulophyllia bennettae (Veron, Pichon & Wijsman-Best, 1977)
HME LM Oulophyllia crispa (Lamarck, 1816)

SEi 4 # Oulophyllia levis (Nemenzo, 1959)

2.8.17 TEMHE Caulastraea

T2 Caulastraea curvata Wijsman-Best, 1972

FRE T2 IMMW Caulastraea echinulata (Milne Edwards & Haime, 1849)
YT 2 Caulastraea furcata Dana, 1846

R TR I Caulastraea tumida Matthai, 1928

2.8.18 HURIME Pectinia

AR Pectinia alcicornis (Saville Kent, 1871)

B MUK Pectinia lactuca (Pallas, 1766)

HPFFURINM Pectinia paeonia (Dana, 1846)

2.8.19 FIEIME Mycedium

% ERIEMB Mycedium elephantotus (Pallas, 1766)

M AHEI# Mycedium mancaoi Nemenzo, 1979

ANRIHAEIIS Mycedium robokaki Moll & Best, 1984
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2.8.20 EHIHIE Physophyllia

Y M-I Physophyllia ayleni (Wells, 1934)

2.8.21 /MEJFMEIE Boninastrea

/N JFIRES Boninastrea boninensis Yabe & Sugiyama, 1935

2.9 FEMBFL Plesiastreidae

2.9.1 FEMB)E Plesiastrea

Z fLIA I Plesiastrea versipora (Lamarck, 1816)

2.10 N EHHIF} Diploastraeidae

2.10.1 XXEMHE Diploastrea

[FIXUEHHH Diploastrea heliopora (Lamarck, 1816)

2.11 REHKEE Incertae sedis

2.11.1 /NEMHE Leptastrea

tbigi/ N H# Leptastrea bewickensis Veron, Pichon & Best, 1977
FZ/NEHM Leptastrea bottae (Milne Edwards & Haime, 1849)
ALNEWE Leptastrea inaequalis Klunzinger, 1879
HIT/NE I Leptastrea pruinosa Crossland, 1952

LNEIE Leptastrea purpurea (Dana, 1846)

/N2 Leptastrea transversa Klunzinger, 1879

2.11.2 WEIHE Plerogyra

I3k FENI Plerogyra simplex Rehberg, 1892

JWFEIH Plerogyra sinuosa (Dana, 1846)

2.11.3 BHEIME Physogyra

BITwIE Physogyra lichtensteini (Milne Edwards & Haime, 1851)
2.11.4 EFEHHEE Blastomussa

LA AE - Blastomussa merleti (Wells, 1961)

BUR RS Blastomussa wellsi Wijsman-Best, 1973
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Evaluation of theidentification ability of eight commonly used plant
identification application softwaresin China

Zhanhui Xu*, Shiyao Liu®, Ying Zhao', Wengin Tu', Zhaofeng Chang', Entao Zhang®, Jing Guo®, Di Zheng',
Jun Geng', Gaoying Gu', Chunpeng Guo', Lulu Guo®, Jing Wang', Chunyang Xu*, Chuan Peng', Teng Yang®,
Mengqi Cui*, Weicheng Sun', Jiantan Zhang', Haotian Liu*, Chaoqun Ba!, Heqi Wang', Jingchao Jial,
Jinzhou WU, Cui Xiao?, Keping Ma®

1 University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049

2 Sate Key Laboratory of Vegetation and Environmental Change, Institute od Botany, Chinese Academy of Sciences,
Beijing 100093

Abstract: Smart phone and artificial intelligence technology development has led to various plant
recognition softwares on mobile applications. These applications have gradually entered all aspects of public
life, popular science activities, and scientific research activities. Presently, there are many plant recognition
apps in China, which have varying development purposes and application scopes. Among these differences
include variation in software concerns, database sources, algorithms, and hardware which could implicate
large discrepancies between apps, making it important to analyze and evauate the accuracy, scope of
application and potential use of each software. In this paper, eight apps were selected to identify 400
accurately identified plant photos, 100 photos being chosen from arid and semi-arid zones, temperate zones,
tropical zones, and subtropical zones, respectively. In total, these photos belong to 122 families, 164 genera
and 340 species, covering five growth forms of trees, shrubs, herbs, herbaceous vines and woody vines, as
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well as 23 national protected plant species. Accurate identification of species, genera and families was scored
4, 2 and 1 points, respectively. The software recognition ability was sorted according to total scores, and the
results are as follows: HuaBangZhu, Baidu-Shitu, HuaBanLv, XingSe, Huahui-Shibie, Zhiwu-Shibie,

Faxian-Shihua, Flower Recognition.

Key words: Plant recognition software; HuaBangZhu; Baidu-Shitu; HuaBanLv; XingSe; Huahui-Shibie;

Zhiwu-Shibie; Faxian-Shihua; Flower recognition
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R (AR ) BAFE AT RET A . B —Fh L
W RS ST RS S, A TR PME.
AFERIRE S . P E AR MR, T B
BUBR R 40 % T Bk SR %

HELA AR 0 T A 9 SR A 5 0 i R 2 T
FMEE TR, R, REANREEREHA
W7 b i 3s, MELEE b 3RECRH (5 B A
BRI, T I LI I 1 BB 21 Bt T R
I R A B B2 AR R BB M EE TR, Y

@© Wik (2015) & TiPadt- & HURARRE R AR AR B0 S5 SE B it
AR, sk, JEs.

TR AT AR S A 52 sk g T AR N T $ A
T RE. BRI BB ILREY), X AR A
P, JUHRE X ERBE KR, T B A
JUIEBARR RS I

HHR ISR 7 R A ARF A EE AR . H
HIFEEMF . AR FEIR, AREA KSR, B
WL RICA SR i R B A AR (TR AR,
2013). SHUL[FERF, AMFHEEAEAZ R 2% TR H
TR T HARME 251 G it A:, We-bird (https://

ebird.org/lhome), inaturalist (https.//www.inaturaist.org/),

tela botanica (https://www.tela-botanica.org/), X4k
DABEF R -0 I A H 3T K Happ. #10
xeno canto (https://www.xeno-canto.org/) Flispot (https:
IIwww.ispotnature.org/)ix i A k) sk U 4145 3% 24 F A
YR m M 2g 4k X, H R R AT IR(Joly et dl,
2016). YIS AT LM —ANFITT 1A, YY)
W BT A B R R O A ) v Jo AR ) 2
K, R E B2 AR AR ), KE A N
)L A TR, 23 ACREad Ae s s i B A F
FHZHK, EHAFEATE, ST SRR
O, RABHERAEH . A IREL TEf A,
414 EREITHEREA

FE20174F AL R Bl kiRt b, RZERAE-B A
CREHE+AT R R HOARAE R MR AT L S R 2R D)
FE U B, RAE AR R R R B, B
TN E T R RIRRE TEAER AN, X T2 R
5 X PL SRR MO (1) — 22 TAE N RS Re = A A0 B .

X T AR AR Sk, Ji I R AR B T AR
EYI IR B S A XEEE R, a3l
I FE G AR el RIS S . X T Ak
e 0EEoRUE, T AR AR, B
By VMAS BOTHR T el ARl B AR i R ARAMY
AT DL AR B e, 38 W] DA ERORT B AL R AR
A, 5 B B AR S — TE B (EM, 2017). A
EE RN ARG B JEtEkE, IR D6
BRI AR £ .
42 RARHLRES RNILIER

T LATUR, YRR A 2 Ay, HTh
RERE AT e 2 0 2 S T & A &R
PERE IR T R R R & A%, R
DhRg MRACH RS, WEIEZH . WE Al

HARER*®
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Tl R CLge 5 5T A RN 44 AR ) A 5 AR
B, JEE I T EEAERET P, B IRIRTE . 4
SR DL BE S e = KT RE. [E S iNaturalist
TER AN FTE 5 RS RRCA, |z 8B R &
HIPLAE R, CHOEY 2 HEEE BT
AHTA.

AR A R A Th REIE FT LS BT 0, 18 o8
FIME . GO R T AN ) 1 X (B PR3 ) F1 L T i
(UIHEIARAS 55 5E  Tekn #0825 58 ) AR AR SR
HEAMEY G4, SRR A 51 5 F P (i
[ B 27 52 B W AR P BF 72T % 1) Biotracks), 5 3%
M AR B, TF R 436 2B R B B
(hn b E AL Besh Yot Fe i AEE”) . AR E,
RO A H TR o I U T RE, 5 B AR R AR o s
A FE AR O, FTE IR T X2, BifE A E
LRI AR, A S, AT BAER
A FAEY), WANSRNRFNSE . B YR Bt
Thae At sl 4zl IR AR R RE, BATHT LMESRE
o T RS E R, JEN R R
A= AR 1 DR
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Appendix 1  Comparison of the main characteristics of eight commonly used plant identification application
softwares in China under evaluation

App TR BT ZRTR T Kt AR AL
App name Resources based Algorithm Hardware Concerns No. of species identified
TEEAR HERFEG BT AT+ E RO EE B HEREB A RALEFAE 11,000%#
HuaBanLv A W TS 4%
Tt P EF AP AIR LR AT RS d FrEEY 4,000F
XingSe /NG|
TEH =+ PEB A EEDTT RS LR AT RS & [EE RAIF
HuaBangZhu AT
HERE PEBEEEDT AN ERE  HRMATTZOEE REK Fr RAIF
Baidu-Shitu Vel + KR B (S B +5 R E VR (B B

I I B2 U5
TEGRTE AN o B b HE—5 AT RS 4 eI RAIF
Flower recognition
TR ARFA Bk AT RS P ED RRIF
Zhiwu-Shibie
TETFR G o] 2 B3 Y5 B HIE—5 AT RS TETF RAIF
Huahui-Shibie
RIRTE o 4 B B HIE—8 Al eI PN
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Appendix 3 Alist of plants corresponding to the photographs used for the evaluation

Yo R 7E NS 5T 3

— FRETFEKX

L3RI Ephedraceae

1.JK3%)@ Ephedra

1WA #k# Ephedra glauca http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/i5 4% R & (5R3Z) (Ephedra glauca)
DSC_0065.jpg

2 R FR#E Ephedra przewalskii http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/fESR fk & (Ephedra przewalskii) R+
R.jpg
3.5k Ephedra sinica http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/E fk & (Ephedra sinica) R+E

DSC_0044.jpg

2. HEl Salicaceae

1.#4J& Ephedra

1.## Populus euphratica http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/&f4% (Populus euphratica) EX+E.jpg

2.JK#H# Populus pruinosa http://Aww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/Jx#H4% (Populus pruinosa) .jpg

3.3 %l Polygonaceae

1.KZEJE Atraphaxis

1LKHARZE Atraphaxis virgata http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ <4k K3E  (Atraphaxis virgata) EX+E.jpg

45118} Caryophyllaceae

1M J& Acanthophyllum

1.1/ Acanthophyllum pungens http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/#Iit (Acanthophyllum pungens) Ez+
K.ipg

2.8 FEJE Silene

1. K FLE# Silene conoidea http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/>K ELf#E (Silene conoidea), #ri@®k%h&.jpg

5.%F} Chenopodiaceae

1AKIEE  Anabasis

1AM EAE Anabasis brevifolia http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ 52 MH B AN, (Anabasis brevifolia) B+
R.ipg

2.0¢ 4538 )J% Ceratoides

1.5¢44%2 Ceratoides latens http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/B 45 22 (Ceratoides latens ) ER+ERE
DSC_0013.jpg

3R Ceratocarpus

1./ %% Ceratocarpus arenarius http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/f 5232 (Ceratocarpus arenarius) R+R

DSC_0038.jpg

4.%iJ& Chenopodium

1.3k7£%2 Chenopodium foliosum http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/Ek#£ 22 (Chenopodium foliosum) EX+E
DSC_2612.jpg

5.#:E %) Halogeton

1.£54E % Halogeton glomeratus http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/#i A & (Halogeton glomeratus) Ex+

E DSC_0157.jpg

6./212 )8 Haloxylon




WRE, XiFse, ¥E, RXE, BRiE KEE B FE, KR MaE WM, MWK, T %E
B, 9, 288, B IMER, Kelix, XkER, BE Tl B8 XM B8R IRFE BN
8 MF AR MR BIRE TR, £ Z M, 2020, 28 (4):524-533. http://www.biodiversity-
science.net/CN/10.17520/biods.2019272

L2

1M Haloxylon aphyllum

HE A 7E NS R 5T B i ik
http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ Zcit #2428  (8RSE) (Haloxylon aphyllum) -
F=5H.jpg

2.[ARH# Haloxylon persicum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ G442 (Haloxylon persicum) 3L, g

&I E pg

7. XEEHE lljinia

1. XEEZE Iljinia regelii

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ XA %2 Clljinia regelii) Bt [K.jpg

8.:h A ¥ )& Salicornia

1.3 % Salicornia europaea

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/&: £ % (Salicornia europaea) Bt [X.jpg

9.4 EXJE Salsola

1.8 % 3% Salsola brachiata

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ &% & E 3£ (Salsola brachiata) Ek+E.jpg

2.3 BEEE Salsola foliosa

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/3Z SR 3EE 3 (Salsola foliosa) ER+E.jpg

6. EEAl Ranunculaceae

1LARERJE Ceratocephala

1/ REHE Ceratocephala testiculata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ SR EH (Ceratocephala testiculata) R+
R DSC_0184.jpg

255 )R Clematis

LHFHEHRLSE Clematis tangutica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/H &%k 3% (Clematis tangutica) EXx+E
DSC_0058.jpg

7.8 58F} Papaveraceae

123 )E Glaucium

15225 Glaucium squamigerum

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/&$ SR /522 5 (Glaucium squamigerum) E&R+

K.rg

8.+ 4 #} Cruciferae

1L#E03EE Cardaria

ERFL3E Cardaria pubescens

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ E SR &£/~ (Cardaria pubescens) X+ R
DSC_0015.jpg

2.7%5% )8 Malcolmia

1.725% Malcolmia africana

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original 523 (Malcolmia africana), FiEZ &K
F.ipg

3FEJE Thlaspi
1.

#E Thlaspi arvense

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/#5& (Thlaspi arvense), Ex+R

DSC_0026.jpg

ik} Rosaceae

9.
1357 Hulthemia

1. 5357 Hulthemia berberifolia

http://Aww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ A+ & 7  (Hulthemia berberifolia), E&+
K.ipg

2.4546%i )&% Spiraea

142 kT 525 %4 Spiraea

hypericifolia

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/4: 22 ¥kt 4525 % (Spiraea hypericifolia) &
+ & DSC_0202.jpg

10.5#} Fabaceae

1355 HIE Alhagi




HRE XEX,

BE, RXE, BiRE, KEF FE S8, 8 BeE, Wz BEE T8 75

BR, B9, 2, £, IMER, KEltE, XIMEXR, B8R, T8HE Bl ReN BE O BER
8 MKE FAEMIR AR HIRAURE ST, M Z £, 2020, 28 (4):524-533. http://www.biodiversity-
science.net/CN/10.17520/biods.2019272

L2

R 72 NSHE R DT (1 ik

1.5%5¢ 3 Alhagi sparsifolia

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/3%3¢ %l (Alhagi sparsifolia) R+
IMG_8534.jpg

27043 @ Ammopiptanthus

1.70%&7 Ammopiptanthus mongolicus

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/;h & & (Ammopiptanthus mongolicus) E&

+E& DSC_0083.jpg

2/MP&FE Ammopiptanthus nanus

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/7]\ib &3  (Ammopiptanthus nanus) X+ R

DSC_0002.jpg

3.7 EJ&® Astragalus

1KB3EHE Astragalus macrotrichus

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ K< E ¥ & ZE (Astragalus macrotrichus) F&

+K.jpg

24137 E Astragalus lehmannianus

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/#&3E &EZE (Astragalus lehmannianus) E&+

K.rg

4. 2 J& Eremosparton

1.#EME R G Eremosparton

songoricum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ A& /R IoH = (Eremosparton songoricum)

B+ R DSC_0062.jpg

5.47%% L8 Caragana

L4735 )L Caragana
acanthophylla

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/F|i+4838 )L (Caragana acanthophylla) E&+
R DSC_0123.jpg

6. H®EJ& Glycyrrhiza

1MEHE Glycyrrhiza aspera

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original A HE (Glycyrrhiza aspera) ER+E.jpg

2K FHE Glycyrrhiza inflata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/[flit R HE  (Glycyrrhiza inflata) FR+ER

DSC_0072.jpg

3.H ¥ Glycyrrhiza uralensis

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ 4%  (Glycyrrhiza uralensis), #iEE T
£.pg

74840 J% Halimodendron

1.%4#%431] Halimodendron halodendron

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/$2%4%] (Halimodendron halodendron ) E&

TR.pg

8.4 ER Hedysarum

LKA #E Hedysarum scoparium

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ 44 5 &2  (Hedysarum scoparium) E&+

K.rg

9.7 5T J& Sphaerophysa

1.7%5 4§ Sphaerophysa salsula

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/Z 5% 5  (Sphaerophysa salsula) R+
DSC_0084.jpg

11.32%E %} Zygophyllaceae

1.A%JJE Nitraria

LIS A3 Nitraria sphaerocarpa

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original /8 5 (93] (Nitraria sphaerocarpa) B[
DSC_0046.jpg

2 B4 Nitraria tangutorum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ E 45 H % (Nitraria tangutorum ) Er+ER
DSC_0054.jpg

2.9% e %R Peganum

1.3%5¢¥% Peganum harmala

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/3g5¢ % (Peganum harmala) R+ER
DSC_0066.jpg
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R 72 NSHE R DT (1 ik

3.EHEMEE Zygophyllum

138 Zygophyllum fabago

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/S¢ F 3  (Zygophyllum fabago) Ex=+E.jpg

2. K% E Zygophyllum potaninii

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ X % F8 E  (Zygophyllum potaninii ) E&x+
f& DSC_0077.jpg

12,3 pF} Linaceae

L& Linum

LERR Linum usitatissimum

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/AL #&  (Linum usitatissimum ) -FZ=5.jpg

13.5A%IFFl Elaeagnaceae

1LEA%IT )& Elaeagnus

1RV H Elaeagnus oxycarpa

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/2L 8 7b 7 (Elaeagnus oxycarpa) Ex+E.jpg

2.V k)& Hippophae

1.5k Hippophae rhamnoides

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/7b#k (Hippophae rhamnoides) Ez+E.jpg

14 HAEF} Cistaceae

1.3-HAEJE Helianthemum

1.2-H4t Helianthemum songaricum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/3: H # (Helianthemum songaricum) E&+

R, #EFEEjpg

15 8% #M1F} Tamaricaceae

1BEHIE Tamarix

1LAEHEEEHI Tamarix laxa

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ 485824 (Tamarix laxa) R+ R
DSC_0014.jpg

2. 40FEREA Tamarix leptostachys

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/4iFE4Z4J (Tamarix leptostachys) ER+R
DSC_0013.jpg

3.Z ki B4H) Tamarix ramosissima

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ 4 #2490 (Tamarix ramosissima) E&+

K.rg

16.4{fH%} Cynomoriaceae

1.48{FHJ& Cynomorium

1.48%FH Cynomorium songaricum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/$j{f8 (Cynomorium songaricum) Ex+R

DSC_0018.jpg

175375k} Malvaceae

1 K¥EJE Hibiscus

1EPP5/RE Hibiscus trionum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ZF 7 JIL & (Hibiscus trionum) ER+E
DSC_0043.jpg

18. A7 SR} Plumbaginaceae

1AM JE Limonium

LFERAMILE Limonium chrysocomum

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/#& 4 #FME  (Limonium chrysocomum) E&

+ & DSC_0083.jpg

2395 E Plumbagella

139 %E% Plumbagella micrantha

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/383E & (Plumbagella micrantha), #rigs
EARFFipg

3.9¢ & Goniolimon

1.3E75 ¥ Goniolimon speciosum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/SE F &  (Goniolimon speciosum) R+ER

DSC_0167.jpg
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19.9¢7T 8k A} Apocynaceae

1.EMJE Poacynum

1. K™k Poacynum hendersonii

http://Aww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ XA+ E & (Poacynum hendersonii) E&+
K.ipg

20.Jiefe#} Convolvulaceae

1.Jigf6J& Convolvulus

1. JiEft. Convolvulus arvensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/Hjgf£ (Convolvulus arvensis) Ex+EK.jpg

2. %% FJ&% Cuscuta

1.8 /%21 Cuscuta australis

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/Bg 7% 22 F (Cuscuta australis) FR+ERE
DSC_0034.jpg

2148 %k} Boraginaceae

13 JE Arnebia

LIRTEHELEE Arnebia guttata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ZE £ & %5 &  (Arnebia guttata) Ex+E.jpg

2. {5 % )& Echium
1.

W% Echium vulgare

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/#5 %] (Echium vulgare) X+

DSC_0004.jpg

B KHMHLGIHE)E Lindelofia

LEKAHFIEE Lindelofia stylosa

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ K 4= Tx & (Lindelofia stylosa) E&+
R.ipg

4RI Nonea

LMEIR L Nonea caspica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original {ERIR X E  (Nonea caspica) R+ R
DSC_0130.jpg

22 &%} Labiatae

1.70%8)% Eremostachys

170 Eremostachys moluccelloides

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/; 3 (Eremostachys moluccelloides) E&—+

K.rg

2.REHE Salvia

138 E S Salvia deserta

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original /5= R /& (Salvia deserta) Er+ R
DSC_0138.jpg

3.3 % JE Scutellaria

1.ZEIR#% Scutellaria galericulata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ZeiA # 2%~ (Scutellaria galericulata) EX+E

DSC_0041.jpg

45551 )® Ziziphora

1/Ngr¥s1E Ziziphora tenuior

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original//Ngi ¥ 4¢  (Ziziphora tenuior), HraEF 4N

H.ipg

23.50F} Solanaceae

1.%6)% Solanum

1.4 3% Solanum villosum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/£. 4 £ %% (Solanum villosum) Et=+:[R.jpg

2. FKAlFJ& Hyoscyamus

1.RKAlF Hyoscyamus niger

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ X1l F (Hyoscyamus niger) Ex=+E.jpg

3 MR Lycium
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LT EMIM Lycium barbarum

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ = E #54C  (Lycium barbarum) ER+R
DSC_0275.jpg

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ 2R 442 (Lycium ruthenicum) ER+E
DSC_0008.jpg

4./8% % Physochlaina

1.3 Physochlaina physaloides

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original ;8 &  (Physochlaina physaloides) E&x+
K jpg

24.% %%l Scrophulariaceae

1.EELEE Verbascum

17185 /R BEEE4E Verbascum

songaricum

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ A& /R E &

+ & DSC_0112.jpg

(Verbascum songaricum) E&

25.5124%} Orobanchaceae

1.#f51¢)8 Phacellanthus

1EAE M Cistanche tubulosa

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ &£ A A2 (Cistanche tubulosa) &R+

K.rg

26. 1%l Plantaginaceae

1.%50 )& Plantago

1/N%HT Plantago minuta

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/7/\2 5] (Plantago minuta), #7358 B8
£.jpy

27.%i%} Compositae

1LTH %)% Acroptilon

1.T53F1%4 Acroptilon repens

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/Tin 3% (Acroptilon repens) EX+R.jpg

2..F3E )8 Arctium

1.%:3L4:3 Arctium tomentosum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/FE 3L 43  (Arctium tomentosum) R+ER
DSC_0119.jpg

3.K% %)% Centaurea

1A %45 Centaurea iberica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original /4t il K 44§ Centaurea iberica.jpg

4. %5 )8 Cichorium

1.3 E Cichorium intybus

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/4 5 (Cichorium intybus) B+ [
DSC_025.jpg

5.Jfl3k34 )@ Cousinia

1.415k%5 Cousinia affinis

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/#l3k% (Cousinia affinis) ER+R
DSC_0009.jpg

6.1k B Echinops

1. K# 3k Echinops talassicus

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ X # K3k (Echinops talassicus) ER+E.jpg

2. K1 #k Echinops tjanschanicus

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/k LLI 5 % 3k (Echinops tjanschanicus), #fr
SETEIZR jpg

e

Sonchus

7 E R
175 E 3% Sonchus oleraceus

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/FEE 3 (Sonchus oleraceus) FR+ERE

DSC_0047.jpg

8. 57 %jJE Heteracia

1.5%%%§ Heteracia szovitsi

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/$Fi5%g (Heteracia szovitsii), 5% & 5 .jpg
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9. K##%iJ& Onopordum

1. K34 Onopordum acanthium

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ X8 %] (Onopordum acanthium) Ex+

K.rg

28.F1& %} Liliaceae

1L.ZJ& Allium

1.85M-4E Allium caeruleum

http://Aww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/#ZA+3E  (Allium caeruleum) ER+R
DSC_0087.jpg

2.7b7% Allium mongolicum

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/;h & (Allium mongolicum) , #rig&3a

£.pg

3.%%4E Allium subtilissimum

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/Z324E (Allium subtilissimum), ¥EEFRE

£.pg

2.K114J& Asparagus

1.XEBER T4 Asparagus gobicus

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/; 82k [ 1% (Asparagus gobicus) R+
K.ipg

3MEHE Eremurus

1AL Eremurus inderiensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original 4% /2 & (Eremurus inderiensis), Ek+
R.jpg

44847 )E Tulipa

15347 Tulipa heteropetala

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/F ¥k H8 4% (Tulipa heteropetala) FR+R
DSC_0273.jpg

29. A5 Amaryllidaceae

1.5 %8 Ixiolirion

1.5 5% Ixiolirion tataricum

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/&E 7 (Ixiolirion tataricum) R+R

DSC_0286.jpg

30.95 %%} Cyperaceae

1.ZE% & Carex

12 E T Carex physodes

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ZE SR Z & (Carex physodes) ER+E.jpg

31.KA%} Gramineae

1L E)E Aegilops

1454i5% Aegilops tauschii

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ 55 % (Aegilops tauschii), #ris &

£.pg

2.=TEER Aristida

1P B =1 Aristida pennata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ 3 E =% (Aristida pennata) ,Ex+E
DSC_0183.jpg

3% JE Chloris

1.J%JEH Chloris virgata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ £ E (Chloris virgata) #iEEEE.jpg

4. 5 E 5/ Eremopyrum

1OLFESZEEL Eremopyrum

bonaepartis

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ St FE 2 Z & (Eremopyrum bonaepartis) F&
+E& DSC_0006.jpg

2.5 3% Eremopyrum triticeum

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/1d/original/ 2 & & (Eremopyrum triticeum) ¥iEE R
£.jpg

= B
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17K E} Parkeriaceae

1.7KBk)& Ceratopteris

1.7KBk Ceratopteris thalictroides

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/2 [F 5% — ¢ {#H Hi¥/K ik Ceratopteris
thalictroides.JPG

2K EF} Polypodiaceae

1.2 J& Microsorum

1YL 2B Microsorum fortunei

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/{ L4 22 % Microsorium fortunei

P1260590.JPG

2 JLE A B Microsorum fortunei

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original /{174 /£ % Microsorium fortunei.JPG

3.%F%} Moraceae

1.5 fMMWJE Cecropia

1.5#aM Cecropia peltata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/ 5 fi # Cecropia peltata U
P2120297.JPG

2.#%)8 Ficus

1.5 1L Ficus altissima

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/ &4 P1300652.JPG

2. 344 Ficus benjamina

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/ZE: 5  Ficus benjamina.JPG

3.KFIA Ficus fistulosa

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/7K [F] A& Ficus fistulosa.JPG

3R R Malaisia

1.4+ Malaisia scandens

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/ZF- /7 % Malaisia scandens P2040126.JPG

425 F R Nyctaginaceae

LE AR Commicarpus

LA AEZARE Commicarpus

lantsangensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/+ #2445 Commicarpus lantsangensis

P1290253.JPG

2. IR S Commicarpus

lantsangensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/+ A4k i 2 Commicarpus lantsangensis

P1290253.JPG

5.7%%%| Basellaceae

1.9%%%)% Basella

1.7%%% Basella alba

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/7% %% Basella alba.JPG

6. /efii#E %} Dipterocarpaceae

1.3 2 )8 Hopea

1.3 Hopea hainanensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original /4 22 Hopea hainanensis P1230517.JPG

7.8 RL Guttiferae

1.4TJE5%)& Calophyllum

1.41JE 5 Calophyllum inophyllum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/8 41/ 5% Calophyllum inophyllum

P1210685.JPG

8. 258 F} Papaveraceae

LHEI 3 JE Argemone

1.%] 225 Argemone mexicana

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/%j % 5 Argemone mexicana P2041302.JPG

9.1 R} Capparaceae

1.A7£3%)8 CleomeCrassulaceae

1.A7E3E Cleome gynandra

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/ 4 1£ 2% Cleome gynandra.JPG

10.5 AR} Moringaceae
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1.3AKJE Moringa

LA BEM Moringa drouhardii

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/ % iE# Moringa drouhardii P1300518.JPG

11. 9%} Fabaceae

1E5XE Albizia

1. ¥4 Albizia chinensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/15 4 Albizia chinensis P2130570.JPG

2.:481¢ )% Calliandra

1.k224¢ Calliandra haematocephala

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/ 4 224t DSC_5582.JPG

3.4 )% Entada

145 M Entada phaseoloides

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/f% /% Entada phaseoloides XN ARIE &

P2060274.JPG

AJiH )& Erythrina

1LY EHfi#A Erythrina crista-galli

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/12 %5 #I4H Erythrina crista-galli.JPG

2. FLEHIHA Erythrina mitis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/20 L ¥ #I4ii Erythrina mitis P2120403.JPG

5. K¥J& Indigofera

1IEE AL Indigofera hirsuta

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/29 i#E A Indigofera hirsuta
P1290309.JPG

2.5 Indigofera suffruticosa

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/27 %7 #5# Indigofera suffruticosa

P2040078.JPG

6. KH T JE Maackia

1.K3# 5 Macroptilium atropurpureum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/ X 3% & Macroptiliumatropurpureum.JPG

TSR Millettia

1LJERETHE Millettia pachycarpa

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/ /5 5 2 F % Millettia pachycarpa.JPG

8. % ZiHJ& Mimosa

1.EFE& 25 Mimosa invisa

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/E2 75 4 26 % Mimosa invisa P1290112.JPG

9. cMifE)E Saraca

1.1 Saraca dives

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/14 Jotift Saraca dives P2070202.JPG

2. 5MiAE Saraca dives

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/14 JE1i{t Saraca dives.JPG

12 %R} Oxalidaceae

1.FA#E)E Averrhoa

1.BHKk Averrhoa carambola

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/FH#% Averrhoa carambola P1260081.JPG

13. KE&Fl Euphorbiaceae

1.K#%J® Euphorbia

1.5 7 Euphorbia royleana

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/18 %i L ## Euphorbia royleana.JPG

2§ )8 Excoecaria

1.41 95 H:4¢ Excoecaria

cochinchinensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/9 4175 4:1E Excoecaria cochinchinensis.JPG

2415 H:4E Excoecaria

cochinchinensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/9 £L7 4 Excoecaria cochinchinensis.JPG

35 Hevea

1M Hevea brasiliensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/#5 X #4  Hevea brasiliensis  P1260203.JPG

14. 2%k} Rutaceae

1./NZEARJE Micromelum
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1.K% Micromelum falcatum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/26 K& Micromelum falcatum.JPG

2LEEJE Murraya

1JLE# Murraya exotica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/ /L . & DSC_5256.JPG

2 JLE A& Murraya exotica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/JL L & Murraya exotica P2060013.JPG

15. %M &L Anacardiaceae

LA R)E Mangifera

LA Mangifera indica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/f- % Mangifera indica P1310876.JPG

2403 Mangifera indica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/25 #-3£ Mangifera indica 2.JPG

3.4 Mangifera indica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/25 15 Mangifera indica 1.JPG

16. 764 7#} Sapindaceae

1.{801h%% )8 Cardiospermum

1.{5/#h%% Cardiospermum halicacabum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/30 {#|#1#% Candiospermum halicacabum

2.JPG

2.f#}# Cardiospermum halicacabum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/30 {#|#1#% Candiospermum halicacabum

1.JPG

17.03#i %} Salvadoraceae

LREHJ® Azima

1% #] Azima sarmentosa

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/7 #IIZK#i Azima sarmentosa P2100602.JPG

18.42L K%} Bixaceae

L4KJE Bixa

1.42I.K Bixa orellana

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/4L. K Bixa orellana P1230761.JPG

19.Bk 448 F} Myrtaceae

Li#tk/E Syzygium

17638 Bk Syzygium samarangense

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/3 3Bk Syzygium samarangense

P1250760.JPG

2.7k Syzygium samarangense

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/3 #3HiBk Syzygium samarangense

P2020308.JPG

3.7k Syzygium samarangense

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/i:# Bk DSC_5207.JPG

20.FH SR Melastomataceae

1574718 Melastoma

1.E% Melastoma sanguineum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/23 % Melastoma sanguineum

P1240838.JPG

2153k} Malvaceae

1A Hibiscus

1.4# Hibiscus rosa-sinensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/4 DSC_5492.JPG

2.4 #5148 Sida rhombifolia

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/ 1 75 #& 1t %% Sida rhombifolia.JPG

22.KH3%} Bombacaceae

1.K#7)& Bombax

1.K#3 Bombax ceiba

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/13 A#f Bombax ceiba.JPG

2.%F WJE Ceiba

1.7 D1 Ceiba pentandra

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/5 7 Ul Ceiba pentandra.JPG

2.# Il Ceiba pentandra

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/5 7 Ul Ceiba pentandra P1300696.JPG
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3.# Il Ceiba pentandra

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/# Il Ceiba pentandra  P1300696.JPG

23 #EMA%} Sterculiaceae

1Al R R JE Cola

15e5EA SRR Cola nitida

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/4 Y52l ik 4 Cola nitida.JPG

2.9~ F /&% Melochia

1.5 #F Melochia corchorifolia

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/ 2 #2 ¥ Melochia corchorifolia.JPG

3.3E¥JE Sterculia

153¢ % Sterculia lanceolata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original {E3£#% Sterculia lanceolata P2050245.JPG

24 58 4:F 8L Myrsinaceae

12448 Ardisia

1.5 R4 Ardisia villosa

http://iwww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/Z T~ 4. Ardisia villosa P2050129.JPG

25.FLA%16 %} Ericaceae

1.#:H%)8# Rhododendron

1.2 1¢4tE% Rhododendron cavaleriei

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/6 % {£F1H% Rhododendron cavaleriei

P1240776.JPG

26.416,1H %L Plumbaginaceae

1.A16/1E Plumbago

1.47¢++ Plumbago zeylanica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/ 1 #£ £} Plumbago zeylanica.JPG

27.L#5%l Sapotaceae

1.8k FJ& Manilkara

LD Manilkara zapota

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/ \:t> 2R Manilkara zapota.JPG

27. 41 HkRl Apocynaceae

1.3 )E Allamanda

1.4 4% Allamanda violacea

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/16 £5I{¢ Allamanda violacea

P2020939.JPG

2.8k F - Allemanda cathartica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/21 %k #1# Allemanda cathartica.JPG

23885111 @ Alstonia

1.¥ERA Allamanda violacea

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original /X #  Alstonia scholaris  P1300723.JPG

3.4 FEAJE Rauvolfia

1.3 ¥ K Rauvolfia verticillata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/Z 25 A Rauvolfia verticillata P1240492.JPG

28. 4 EEF] Asclepiadaceae

1.4:41)\J& Calotropis

1.2E /K Calotropis gigantea

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/4f- /1 K Calotropis gigantea.JPG

29.7 %R} Rubiaceae

1.0nE)E Coffea

1. Kk Coffea liberica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/17 KALINMEE Coffea liberica.JPG

2,715 )8 Psychotria

1.JL75 Psychotria rubra

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/24 /175 Psychotria rubra.JPG

3. EfE )& Richardia

1.Z8E % Richardia brasiliensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/s& 5/ 7% Richardia brasiliensis.JPG

2.8 575 Richardia brasiliensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/s& 5/ 7% Richardia brasiliensis (2).JPG
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30./itfE R} Convolvulaceae

1.%Z)E Ipomoea

1.ZE3¢ Ipomoea aquatica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/ZE=% Ipomoea aquatica.JPG

2. &ML Mina

1.4:f14¢ Mina lobata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/4: fi1 1t. DSC_5667.JPG

315 AL Verbenaceae

1.X7 /8 Clerodendrum

100k # Clerodendrum

quadriloculare

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/28 i -k #% Clerodendrum quadriloculare

P2031092.JPG

2558 J@ Duranta

145 Duranta erecta

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/ %58 Duranta erecta P2050293.JPG

32 J5JEE} Labiatae

1.V9ks % & Stachytarpheta

1fB S ¥EE Stachytarpheta

jamaicensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/{5 & #f % Stachytarpheta jamaicensis.JPG

33k} Bignoniaceae

LM & Crescentia

L # Crescentia cujete

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original /& 7 # Crescentia cujete %k
P1250335.JPG

2. J®  Parmentiera

LUk Parmentiera cerifera

http://ww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/ii k444 Parmentiera cereifera P2070278.JPG

3JaNLEE Pyrostegia

1H44€ Pyrostegia venusta

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/19 }if:7¥ Pyrostegia venusta.JPG

4.KJEM )@ Spathodea

1.k JE# Spathodea campanulata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/11 ‘K 4## Spathodea campanulata.JPG

5.8 AKJE Tabebuia

LB XA A Tabebuia chrysantha

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/10 316X Tabebuia chrysantha.JPG

34.84 KR} Acanthaceae

117458 Asystasia

1/hfE s+ 754 Asystasia gangetica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original//NE Ta -+ Ji 5 Asystasia
gangeticaP1290071.JPG

2fF3%)& Dicliptera

1L.ENESATSE Dicliptera bupleuroides

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/E[1 £ ¥ T 3% Dicliptera bupleuroides
P2050098.JPG

3. X A1t%i & Diflugossa

1.X4¢ % Diflugossa colorata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/ X £ L Diflugossa colorata.JPG

4. E4¢ B JE Eranthemum

1.=4£% Eranthemum pulchellum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/={£ ¥ Eranthemum pulchellum P2020967
6.JPG

2. E L% Eranthemum pulchellum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/= {1t ¥ DSC_5776.JPG

5.1Z4-J& Thunbergia

1AM h#E 4 Thunbergia laurifolia

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/A: i 111 &4 Thunbergia laurifolia.JPG
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35. 514 Al Goodeniaceae

1.5 4 J& Scaevola

1.%#34 Scaevola sericea

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/ %4 Scaevola sericea.JPG

36.%4§% Compositae

1.3477 /&% Erechtites

LI 457 Erechtites

valerianaefolia

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original /Il ¥ 1% /T Erechtites valerianaefolia

P2041476.JPG

2. 55 8 Wedelia

1. =202 Wedelia trilobata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/ = 24174t %% Wedelia trilobata P1300592.JPG

37576 %)&@ Wollastonia

1.254£% Wollastonia

bifloraWollastonia biflora

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/ZE1£ % Melanthera biflora.JPG

377K %%l Hydrocharitaceae

1K %R )& Ottelia

1.7K3%4¢ Ottelia cordata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/l [E 5 — 2k {# 3 HE4/K 4% Ottelia cordata
P1311321 (1).JPG

2.7K3Z4¢ Ottelia cordata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/l 7KZZ4£ Ottelia cordata P1311321 (2).JPG

37. MR AL Commelinaceae

1. mATHEE Tradescantia

1.5 41H§ Tradescantia zebrina

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/ i 714§ DSC_5376.JPG

2.5 41 #§ Tradescantia zebrina

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/ i 77 #§ Tradescantia zebrina.JPG

38.K:4EEL Palmae

1.5 £4%8 Bismarckia

1.%7 £4% Bismarckia nobilis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/# A% P2010147.JPG

2.3 ¥% )& Livistona

1.782% Livistona chinensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/f#i % Livistona chinensis P1310988.JPG

3KEJE Nypa

17KH Nypa fructicans

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/7Kflf Nypa fructicans P2041652.JPG

4. T8 Roystonea

1. X KR Roystonea regia

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/22 T A% Roystonea regia.JPG

5 KM R Wodyetia

1.J0ZH Wodyetia bifurcata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/AT 2 ff Wodyetia bifurcata.JPG

30.7% Al Pandanaceae

1.8298% )& Pandanus

1405 g2 524 Pandanus utilis

http://Aww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/£L | # 24 Pandanus utilis P2010027.JPG

2.4 FE M Pandanus utilis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/4l/original/ £ 4 # 544 P2010027.JPG

=, BRIFX

1L.H ARl Gleicheniaceae

1K A J& Hicriopteris

1.2 F Diplopterygium glaucum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Diplopterygium glaucum_ 5 A _#iyT b FH il _
[%H 2008-05-14 17-03-46.jpg
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2.2 9 Diplopterygium glaucum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Diplopterygium glaucum_ 5 A _ T FH il _
[%H 2008-05-14 17-03-36.jpg

2. t“HJ& Dicranopteris

1.7%# Dicranopteris pedata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Dicranopteris pedata_#_#iyL i H [
# 2008-05-14 17-03-21.jpg

2.8%ER A} Dryopteridaceae

1.EMEBRJE Arachniodes

15 E I H % Arachniodes amabilis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Arachniodes amabilis_#} 75 & M B k_HriL
FH 1l1_F%4% 2008-05-12 17-04-44.jpg

2.0k & M-FRH Arachniodes aristata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Arachniodes aristata_#i S & H-E 5% _#rvL &
HH (B 2008-05-15 17-41-55.jpg

3k EM-FR Arachniodes aristata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Arachniodes aristata_#i S & H-E 5% _#rvL &
HH (B4 2008-05-16 10-25-02.jpg

2. 55 J& Cyrtomium

LHPI B A Cyrtomium balansae

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Cyrtomium balansae_ P 3% Ax T il HH 1L
_ B 2008-05-16 10-06-56.jpg

24P B A% Cyrtomium balansae

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Cyrtomium balansae_ P 5% Ax T il HH 1L
_BE# 2008-05-16 10-06-21.jpg

34 B A Cyrtomium balansae

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Cyrtomium balansae_ P 5% Ax T i HH 1L
_BE# 2008-05-16 10-06-02.jpg

AP B A% Cyrtomium balansae

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Cyrtomium balansae_ P 5% Ax T il HH 1L
_BE# 2008-05-16 10-05-30.jpg

3.5 %R} Elaphoglossaceae

1.5 )& Elaphoglossum

1.4ER B Elaphoglossum yoshinagae

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Elaphoglossum yoshinagae £ 5 kL
Wi H il 2008-05-13 15-37-38.jpg

2.4EFE R Elaphoglossum yoshinagae

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Elaphoglossum yoshinagae £ 5 jk_#riL
Wi H il_[%A 2008-05-13 15-37-23.jpg

4. AL Vittariaceae

1. 1455 J& Haplopteris

1. 1545 Haplopteris flexuosa

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Haplopteris flexuosa_ 3 #ryL vy H i
[%: M 2008-05-16 09-46-49.jpg

54477k Ginkgoaceae

L8 Ginkgo

1487 Ginkgo biloba

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Ginkgo biloba 4R i i H th_FRAt
2008-05-15 18-26-18.jpg

6.MEAFl Betulaceae

1¥GEAJE Carpinus

1IEHEAHA Carpinus turczaninowii

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Carpinus turczaninowii_#& B4 _#ii il H il
_ M 2008-05-14 09-12-42.jpg

7.57%3}%} Fagaceae

1.%¢J& Castanea
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1.2 Castanea mollissima

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Castanea mollissima_ZE_#iT il H il [ A
2008-05-12 18-19-15.jpg

2.5& Castanea mollissima

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Castanea mollissima_ZE_#iT il H th_ [ A
2008-05-14 07-59-35.jpg

3.5 3L Castanea seguinii

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Castanea seguinii > 5% _#iiL il H L[4
2008-05-14 16-44-50.jpg

2.7 & Cyclobalanopsis

1.7% X Cyclobalanopsis glauca

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Cyclobalanopsis glauca_# X _ iyl iy B 1l _

[%: M2 2008-05-15 15-55-16.jpg

2.7 Cyclobalanopsis glauca

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Cyclobalanopsis glauca_# & _#iyL iy B 1l _

[% M2 2008-05-15 15-55-40.jpg

3.7K#H X J& Cyclobalanopsis

1.7K75 X Fagus longipetiolata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Fagus longipetiolata_7K & iyl iy B 1L B4
# 2008-05-14 08-08-54.jpg

8.3 %l Moraceae

1.¥J& Ficus

1. RAUER Ficus erecta

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Ficus erecta FAIR _#WiiT vy FH 1L _ [
2008-05-16 09-58-21.jpg

2. KA Ficus erecta

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Ficus erecta FAI R _#WiiT vy FH 1L _ B
2008-05-16 09-58-41.jpg

9.5 /Bl Urticaceae

14K HJE Gonostegia

15K Gonostegia hirta

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Gonostegia hirta_#5 K [T iy FH LM
2008-05-13 17-08-37.jpg

10.15 4%} Calycanthaceae

1148 Chimonanthus

1.4 ## 45 Chimonanthus salicifolius

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Chimonanthus salicifolius_ A L
FH 1l1_F%4% 2008-05-15 14-58-14.jpg

11./0NBERL Berberidaceae

1.9 )& Dysosma

1)\ 3% Dysosma versipellis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Dysosma versipellis_/\ 3% T iy FH L[
H: 2008-05-14 17-40-56.jpg

2.)\ffi3% Dysosma versipellis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Dysosma versipellis_/\ 3% #friT i FH L[
H: 2008-05-14 17-40-58.jpg

12.55 28} Menispermaceae

1.KFicl )@ Cocculus

1.KFAE Cocculus orbiculatus

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Cocculus orbiculatus_A By & #il v B il _
[%H 2008-05-13 10-47-37.jpg

13. =A%} Saururaceae

1LEGRJE Houttuynia

1.HE3¢ Houttuynia cordata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Houttuynia cordata_#g=%_ Wil H il [F4t
2008-05-12 17-56-25.jpg
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14 55k EL Actinidiaceae

LEREREE Actinidia

1/NH MR Actinidia lanceolata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Actinidia lanceolata_/INH-Biibk_#riL & H
ti_Bf# 2008-05-15 14-26-14.jpg

15. 9% 5244 F} Aristolochiaceae

1.594% % Aristolochia

1 E 55044 Aristolochia tubiflora

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Aristolochia tubiflora_% £ 5 7844 HriL &

tli_[%A¥ 2008-05-12 17-13-15.jpg

2413 J& Asarum

1.48BH4H3E Asarum magnificum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Asarum magnificum 5 BH 40 Wyl v il
[%:4 2008-05-12 17-33-14.jpg

16.1L1 % F} Theaceae

14K Eurya

144245 Eurya muricata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Eurya muricata_#% 2544 T H L _ Bk
2008-05-14 13-34-30.jpg

2. /%HiJ& Adinandra

1.%4i Adinandra millettii

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Adinandra millettii 7 _ Wiy vt B 1L _ B
2008-05-13 09-33-07.jpg

3.1LZKJE Camellia

LHLLLILAE Camellia

chekiangoleosa

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Camellia chekiangoleosa_ L 2111145 il
Wi H ili_[A 2008-05-14 09-22-32.jpg

2.5% Camellia sinensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Camellia sinensis_Z%_#iyL iy HH il _ [
2008-05-14 16-55-27.jpg

17.+71eEl Cruciferae

1.2% & Brassica

1.RKIMHEE Brassica napus

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Brassica napus_ K= WivT i FH L[t
2008-05-13 09-55-40.jpg

188 B} Saxifragaceae

1.455k)@ Hydrangea

1.+ EZER Hydrangea chinensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Hydrangea chinensis_ = [E £ 1k _#7T. H 1L
_ B 2008-05-12 17-23-20.jpg

2.7 [EZEEk Hydrangea chinensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Hydrangea chinensis_ = [E £ 1k _#7T. H 1L
_BE# 2008-05-13 16-04-21.jpg

3. EZEER Hydrangea chinensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Hydrangea chinensis_ = [E £5 1k _#7T. H 1L
_ B 2008-05-13 16-04-28.jpg

4 [E 5k Hydrangea chinensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Hydrangea chinensis_ = [E £ 5k _#7T. H 1L
_ B 2008-05-13 16-04-38.jpg

5.7 [E %58k Hydrangea chinensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Hydrangea chinensis_ = [E £ Bk _#7T. H 1L
_BE# 2008-05-14 09-38-00.jpg

19.3% %%l Rosaceae

1.#)% Cerasus
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1LHFIE Bk Cerasus schneideriana

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Cerasus schneideriana_# [ FEBk #7711 H
1 [# 2008-05-13 11-44-26.jpg

20.5.%} Fabaceae

1AX1t)& Lysidice

1.4%4¢ Lysidice rhodostegia

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/{ {1t Lysidice rhodostegia.jpg

21. R} Aceraceae

1AJE Acer

LFEAMHE Acer amplum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Acer amplum_ [ H-H_#ivL i B B
2008-05-14 15-00-26.jpg

2.5 H Acer cordatum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Acer cordatum %5 SEH_HriT iy FH LM
2008-05-14 17-07-56.jpg

3EMEM Acer davidii

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Acer davidii_ 75k _HFT i FH LM
2008-05-14 14-27-39.jpg

AF5TNE Acer elegantulum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Acer elegantulum_5 TN Ag_#TT  H (LB
2008-05-13 08-43-49.jpg

579 )T Acer palmatum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Acer palmatum_XS JTCHE iy il B L F4me
2008-05-16 11-06-17.jpg

22.47%L Aquifoliaceae

148 llex

1. KM% llex latifolia

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/llex latifolia_ K M-4&35 _HiT o H 1L _PRE
2008-05-16 09-29-39.jpg

2. K45 llex latifolia

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/llex latifolia_kM-4¢75 Wil H Ll _[FRat
2008-05-16 09-30-04.jpg

2 KA llex litseifolia

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/llex litseifolia_ A3 475 HivL w HI L _BEM
2008-05-14 17-10-43.jpg

23. 2%} Celastraceae

1. ¥R Celastrus

1AM FUE#E Celastrus oblanceifolius

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Celastrus oblanceifolius_7 MR WE g WL i
HH (B 2008-05-14 11-19-32.jpg

2448 AL Staphyleaceae

1.¥7#5#5 % Euscaphis

1.97754% Euscaphis japonica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Euscaphis japonica ¥ #5# #iiT i H L%
H: 2008-05-13 09-47-53.jpg

25.4: %5~ %L Chloranthaceae

1.45E>% )8 Chloranthus

1.J22% Chloranthus serratus

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Chloranthus serratus_J% & _# L i H il
2008-05-12 17-08-46.jpg

26. KX &l Flacourtiaceae

Ll FJ& 1desia

114#F Idesia polycarpa

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Idesia polycarpa_ (L F_#yL i B il
2008-05-13 15-01-37.jpg
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2.1L4fF 1desia polycarpa

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/ldesia polycarpa_ 1Ll -F_#T i HI LA
2008-05-13 15-01-40.jpg

3.1LAfF 1desia polycarpa

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/ldesia polycarpa_ 1Ll 1T i HI LB
2008-05-13 15-02-12.jpg

27 /N AR} Haloragidaceae

1/h AL JE Haloragis

1/ A% Haloragis micrantha

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Gonocarpus micranthus_/ Il &L 7 H

tli_[%A¥ 2008-05-14 13-57-38.jpg

28. 14 H-#F} Clethraceae

1F8M# & Clethra

1.EKFErA Clethra barbinervis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Clethra barbinervis_5e fikta M #7iT & H il

_ A4 2008-05-14 13-14-34.jpg

29, Jz A%l Daphniphyllaceae

1.2 A& Daphniphyllum

1221k Daphniphyllum macropodum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Daphniphyllum macropodum_2Z iEA_#iiL

i1 H LM 2008-05-14 13-17-45.jpg

2.F2 7 #4 Daphniphyllum oldhami

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Daphniphyllum oldhami__ i1 i FH Ll R4
2008-05-15 16-43-46.jpg

30./\fA#El Alangiaceae

1.)\f#JE Alangium

1.\ Alangium chinense

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Alangium chinense_/\ FAR_#HL T H L[
# 2008-05-13 15-50-46.jpg

3152k} Rhamnaceae

1.2 )L4%J& Berchemia

1.21¢/7)LZ% Berchemia floribunda

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Berchemia floribunda_22 1£/2) JL4%_#iL i H
tli_[%AH 2008-05-13 08-52-03.jpg

32 %1%} Vitaceae

LU %8 Ampelopsis

1) %besE % Ampelopsis cantoniensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Ampelopsis cantoniensis_J™~ < lg: i 4 _ L
i1 H LM 2008-05-13 08-22-49.jpg

2.[4%% Ampelopsis japonica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Ampelopsis japonica_ A% #iriT i HH L[4
H: 2008-05-14 07-24-28.jpg

2.530% )% Cayratia

1./1£ % %% Cayratia corniculata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Cayratia corniculata_ffi £ & &% _#riL i H
tli_ R4 2008-05-13 16-14-10.jpg

3343kl Elagocarpaceae

1FL35)E Elaeocarpus

1.7R4Ef3E Elaeocarpus chinensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Elaeocarpus chinensis_FH A4+ 5E 7L i H
tli_[%A¥ 2008-05-13 10-38-25.jpg

348 & 4%l Myrsinaceae

LE&4)® Ardisia
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1. M [k R T+ Embelia rudis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Embelia rudis_ /¥ bk B2 i1 T it B L[
# 2008-05-13 10-39-38.jpg

35. 2 B &FL Styracaceae

L7558 J& Alniphyllum

175 Alniphyllum fortunei

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Alniphyllum fortunei_ 754 M L FH il _
[%: M2 2008-05-14 15-38-43.jpg

36. KHEE} Oleaceae

1.8 )% Fraxinus

1L MiA Fraxinus insularis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Fraxinus insularis_i&5 AL H il FREA
2008-05-14 12-53-01.jpg

hbr b e

2. K F(4{¢ Jasminum sambac

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Z< i 4t Jasminum sambac.jpg

2. K% )& Jasminum

LXEMER Ehretia macrophylla

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Ehretia macrophylla KBRSy B L[
H 2008-05-12 17-16-33.jpg

37 EE Rl Gesneriaceae

1M ESJE Briggsia

LT A EE Briggsia chienii

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Briggsia chienii_#i ekl 4 & & _ Wil H L
_BEM 2008-05-13 11-16-17.jpg

2JEHEEJE Chirita

1 MJEHEEE Chirita pinnatifida

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Chirita pinnatifida M2 EHEE WL & H
tli_[%A 2008-05-13 15-38-50.jpg

3845 4EF} Campanulaceae

172 J& Adenophora

1.3%J€ Adenophora trachelioides

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Adenophora trachelioides_Jg_ Wil H il
_[#4K 2008-05-16 10-57-31.jpg

2.% % J& Codonopsis

1.5£%. Codonopsis lanceolata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Codonopsis lanceolata 2 _#yL 7 H L&
# 2008-05-13 17-17-56.jpg

39.% %} Compositae

1. FHZ5)8 Adenostemma

1. FH%§ Adenostemma lavenia

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Adenostemma lavenia_ T FH 3§ _#ivL i L _
[%H 2008-05-12 17-04-21.jpg

2.4 )LXJ& Ainsliaea

LR HE 4 JLX Ainsliaea

macroclinidioides

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Ainsliaea macroclinidioides_T B 1114 JL R _

WPV LA 2008-05-14 07-30-36.jpg

3.5 )& Artemisia

1.#4E Artemisia eriopoda

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Artemisia eriopoda_Fg 4t vl w7 H LRk
# 2008-05-15 16-23-32.jpg

42558 Aster

1.=/k%%E Aster ageratoides

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Aster ageratoides_ = k% sa_HriL i LRk
# 2008-05-12 17-33-37.jpg

5.4 J& Cirsium
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1.#] Cirsium japonicum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Cirsium japonicum_#i_#ivT il H 1l _[F4m
2008-05-12 16-44-19.jpg

6.%715 5 J® Crassocephalum

1.¥¥75¥ Crassocephalum crepidioides

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Crassocephalum crepidioides T #iiL

HH (B4 2008-05-15 17-00-27.jpg

7.5 /R3¢ Crepidiastrum

1.3 03¢ Crepidiastrum denticulatum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Crepidiastrum denticulatum_#% JIZE_ WL iy

HH il 2008-05-12 17-00-37.jpg

8. Ki%J& Erigeron

1.—4E3% Erigeron annuus

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Erigeron annuus_—4E 3% #iL T H LR
2008-05-12 17- 13-27.jpg

2.—4E¥ Erigeron annuus

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Erigeron annuus_—4E 3% #iiL T H LR
2008-05-12 17-29-37.jpg

40. 7 &R} Liliaceae

LR LESE Aletris

125 )LZE Aletris spicata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Aletris spicata_#f2% JL3%_ HFT v FH L[
2008-05-14 09-33-09.jpg

2. B8 Hemerocallis

1.Z % Hemerocallis fulva

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Hemerocallis fulva_es 55 T iy FH 1L [AMe
2008-05-14 11-49-03.jpg

41.27%F} Dioscoreaceae

1.27i/& Dioscorea

1.HA% 77 Dioscorea japonica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Dioscorea japonica H A% #5i #ryL & H il _
[%: M2 2008--05-15 15-32-14.jpg

2. HAEH; Dioscorea japonica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Dioscorea japonica H A% #i #riL & H il _
[% M 2008-05-13 16-32-32.jpg

42 K EFl Araceae

1. 578 Acorus

14483 Acorus gramineus

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Acorus gramineus_4: 4% #iL T H L[
# 2008-05-15 14-32-22.jpg

2. KM EJ&E Arisaema

147 &% Arisaema bockii

S

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Arisaema bockii_] & 3% _#L vy H il
2008-05-16 10-09-28.jpg

2. —fi4F5 & Arisaema erubescens

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Arisaema erubescens_— 4= g £ _#i L i H
tli_B&AM 2008-05-14 11-21-53.jpg

43.Z%} Zingiberaceae

1128 Alpinia

1.1112% Alpinia japonica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Alpinia japonica_ 11132 L FH il _BRA
2008-05-13 08-32-24.jpg

2.1112 Alpinia japonica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Alpinia japonica_1l13% L H il _BR
2008-05-13 08-35-27.jpg

44.>%F} Orchidaceae
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1.3k# )8 Cephalanthera

1.4:>% Cephalanthera falcata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Cephalanthera falcata_4>>%_ #iiT. v FH L%
H: 2008-05-14 09-23-25.jpg

2.4:*% Cephalanthera falcata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Cephalanthera falcata_4>>% L7 H il Rk
# 2008-05-14 09-23-28.jpg

2.2%J& Cymbidium

1.%24¢>% Cymbidium floribundum

http://ww.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/3c/original/Cymbidium floribundum_Z f£ 2% #y L H
tli_[%AH 2008-05-15 17-52-42.jpg

m. EHFX

1.fa%} Pinaceae

1AK)E Abies

1.5.74%% Abies nephrolepis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ &4 4% (2).JPG

2. 5442 Abies nephrolepis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ 57412 0882722.JPG

2. K28 Picea

11742 Picea jezoensis var.

microsperma

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/f 6% 1% 2940.JPG

2.fafif 742 Picea jezoensis var.

microsperma

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/f 6% 1% 1989.JPG

3448 Pinus

1K AR Pinus sylvestris var.

sylvestriformis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/{ [1#2 DSC_0094.JPG

2.41F Pinus koraiensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/4[ ¥ DSC_4347.JPG

3.4LF Pinus koraiensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ 2T 4 J& % 0812513.JPG

4 JEFA SR Larix

LIZMFA Larix gmelinii

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original /7% ¥4 P6140760.JPG

2.9 MF5  Larix gmelinii

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/75 M4 (22).JPG

2. MRl Betulaceae

1A8AKJE Alnus

1.Z:4bF8A Alnus mandshurica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ 4 ki K DSC_6028.JPG

2 MEARJE Betula

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ 24 Betula dahurica 0206.JPG

2.fE#E Betula ermanii var. ermanii

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original Az FHE R HERAFE 2000m 7959.0PG

3.[A#E Betula platyphylla

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ -1 4% Betula platyphylla Betula szechuanica

DSC_2730.JPG

3.7%3}%} Fagaceae

1.8k Quercus

1.5 #k Quercus mongolica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/Z i #k F#-F 4548.JPG

4 ¥iEl Ulmaceae

1.41)% Ulmus

1.4 Ulmus davidiana var. japonica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original /% #1.JPG

2.4 Ulmus davidiana var. japonica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/#& 4 Ulmus davidiana var japonica

DSCN0098.JPG
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3.4 Ulmus davidiana var. japonica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/# 4 Ulmus davidiana var japonica

DSCN0097.JPG

4. 2 Ulmus laciniata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/Z4 1 DSC_0178.jpg

4 471F} Caryophyllaceae

1228 Stellaria

1. X 55 %2% Stellaria dichotoma

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ X 5 %2 DSC_2335.JPG

5. K%l Magnoliaceae

1.FHW&TJ& Schisandra

1.FH%-F Schisandra chinensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ Tk T-.JPG

6. EEAl Ranunculaceae

1.4 =468 Adonis

14> %1% Adonis amurensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original il 4= 3% 1£ (2).JPG

2L #H M43 Adonis pseudoamurensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/iT 7% il 4 3.JPG

2AR%E)E Anemone

150 ZH4R5%1¢ Anemone obtusiloba

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original Al #4434 1¢ SC_3209.JPG

38530 E Aquilegia

1K A2 Aquilegia flabellata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ & 1 #% 2} % Aquilegia flabellata
DSC_6290.JPG

2. K A#L3 Aquilegia flabellata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ & 1 #% 2} 3% Aquilegia flabellata
DSC_5997.0PG

3K A#LZ Aquilegia flabellata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ & 1 #% 2} 3% Aquilegia flabellata
DSC_5984.0PG

4.5 Caltha

1P Caltha palustris

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/% i & (9).JPG

5.8 2k5%)E Clematis

LAk LR5% Clematis acerifolia

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original A 42 28 3%.JPG

7HERERL Actinidiaceae

LEREREE Actinidia

1A FRERE Actinidia kolomikta

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original A Ak bk (1).JPG

8. B3R} Papaveraceae

1.1 4¢J& Hylomecon

171t Hylomecon japonica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/fii & 1. (2).JPG

2. %58 % Papaver

15U 23 Papaver alpinum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original /=i 11 2 3 Papaver alpinum DSC_7247.JPG

2.7 1L 2A3E Papaver alpinum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/f=i 11 2 3 Papaver alpinum DSC_7248.JPG

9.+ 4 #} Cruciferae

1.5¥J7 )8 Torularia

LIS SR ¢ Torularia humilis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/i| J 5+.JPG

10.5 K%} Crassulaceae

1.4 K J& Rhodiola

1.E 45K Rhodiola cretinii subsp.

sino-alpina

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/f; L 2L 5 K DSC_6100.JPG
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2.7 W4 5K Rhodiola cretinii subsp.

sino-alpina

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/f; L £L 5 K DSC_6106.JPG

3./ L4 5K Rhodiola cretinii subsp.

sino-alpina

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/f; L 2L 5 K DSC_6477.JPG

4.4 5K Rhodiola cretinii subsp. sino-

alpina

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/4L 5t K. DSC_2842.JPG

2.5 KJE Sedum

1.2%3¢ Sedum aizoon

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/% =% DSC_2533.JPG

118 H %A} Saxifragaceae

1.£JEJE Chrysosplenium

1.HE4E Chrysosplenium

serreanum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ 7. & 4: i DSC_3325.JPG

275 FJ& Ribes

LHRZEEE T Ribes burejense

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/#il i 75 ¥ DSC_2365.JPG

12.3% 7% F} Rosaceae

1Ab%AJE Dryas

1A% K Dryas octopetala

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/fili %z A& Dryas octopetala P7011199.JPG

2fliZzA Dryas octopetala

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original il Z & DSC_5843.JPG

34ll% K Dryas octopetala

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/fili % A.JPG

2. %% J® Fragaria

1.WF %% Fragaria vesca

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/f % %¢.JPG

3. %W K& Potentilla

1LARFEME Potentilla glabra

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original /4R 2 #f DSC_5663.JPG

43579 )% Rosa

1.5#7% Rosa acicularis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/#il#% 7% DSC_6790.JPG

20137 Rosa acicularis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/#i| 37 Rosa acicularis P6140724.JPG

3.9 Rosa bella

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/3 # 7 DSC_2406.JPG

5.{¢#kJE Sorbus

1AEMM Sorbus pohuashanensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/{E k4 DSC_0162.JPG

6.4 J& Rubus

L.l F Rubus crataegifolius

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ 1L # H- 244 F.JPG

13.5.#} Fabaceae

1. 580 J& Maackia

1B Maackia amurensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/E {4 DSC_6656.JPG

14 Rl Aceraceae

1AJE Acer

1.7% A Acer barbinerve

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original /#%E M (3).JPG

2.5 KM, Acer mono

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ . A #k DSC_0604.JPG

3. Bk Acer pseudosieboldianum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original /i 4. JPG

4 iRk Acer pseudosieboldianum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original /£ 7  DSC_3855.JPG

54644, Acer ukurunduense

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ 7E A1 (2).JPG

15. 7%} Celastraceae
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1.7 )& Euonymus

1J8 % 7 Euonymus verrucosus

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original f&i # 7 (11).JPG

16.FLNA Araliaceae

1.fiJinJ& Acanthopanax

LN Acanthopanax senticosus

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/#| T (16).JPG

17 AL Tiliaceae

LBHE Tilia

144 Tilia amurensis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ 44 DSC_8542.JPG

18 ERH LA} Pyrolaceae

1LJEHE )R Pyrola

1476 BB Pyrola incarnata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ L 1¢ & B %.jpg

2411 5L Pyrola incarnata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/£L1¢ fEE i . DSC_2602.jpg

2 fBUKE2%)® Cheilotheca

LERREK 2 Cheilotheca humilis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/Ek SR K i 22.JPG

19415168} Ericaceae

1A% E Ledum

147 Ledum palustre

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/f1 7% DSC_5233.JPG

2.kAE32JE Phyllodoce

1.#4TE2E Phyllodoce caerulea

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/fA & 2.JPG

2.#AEF Phyllodoce caerulea

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/#A £ 32 J& 5k 9853.JPG

2.k:A% )8 Rhododendron

1.4F A% Rhododendron aureum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/4- fZ#-ES JEHE 1€ 9840.JPG

2.4 JZ¥:AY Rhododendron aureum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/4- S #EES FE#ERL &R 281.JPG

3. M #:AY Rhododendron bracteatum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/&z -1 §%.JPG

4 &M H:E8 Rhododendron bracteatum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/&s AL RS R 1€ PRI 243.0PG

5.8 1 Rhododendron micranthum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ff Ll . DSC_2418.JPG

3L @ Vaccinium

1.5 8k Vaccinium uliginosum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ 7 Y # k5 .JPG

2.2 kA% Vaccinium uliginosum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ 7 i #%4% DSC_5937.JPG

3.2 kA Vaccinium uliginosum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ 7 i #%4% DSC_5796.JPG

4. 21k Vaccinium uliginosum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ 7% i #%4% DSC_6813.JPG

20.fkFAHL Primulaceae

1154548 Cortusa

1154 % Cortusa matthioli

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original {5k % DSC_2655.jpg

2 RFAL)E Primula

1LARAELE Primula maximowiczii

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ i fl§ 1. DSC_2680.jpg

20.JEHHF} Gentianaceae

1.J0fH)E Gentiana

LKA Gentiana jamesii

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/¥ (4 1L 1 1H.JPG

2.ME%J& Menyanthes

1HEZE Menyanthes trifoliata

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/HE=.JPG

21 KH#EEL Oleaceae
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1.#%J8 Fraxinus

17K Hi#l Fraxinus mandschurica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original//K i #il DSC_6627.JPG

22 45 R Asclepiadaceae

1. #8488 8 Cynanchum

147 R Cynanchum inamoenum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/77 R j§ DSC_2449.JPG

234E#F} Polemoniaceae

1.4£# )& Polemonium

1.4£7% Polemonium coeruleum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/{£ &..JPG

24 %8 %R} Boraginaceae

1) S5 JE Myosotis

1.7)%%E Myosotis silvatica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/Z) ‘= ¥. DSC_2795.jpg

25.% %} Scrophulariaceae

12%44)8 Veronica

1K {44 Veronica stelleri var.
longistyla

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ & FH %2 2.44.JPG

26.5124%} Orobanchaceae

1.3%fE1¢)8 Phacellanthus

1.3 41t Phacellanthus tubiflorus

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ 3% f& 1£.JPG

27.%§%} Compositae

1.%4)% Dendranthema

1./ L% Dendranthema oreastrum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original//)N111% DSC_6195.JPG

2./hL% Dendranthema oreastrum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original//J 1 % .JPG

2458 Ligularia

13455 E Ligularia intermedia

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original /5t &1 2% & DSC_2357.JPG

2. 751 A ZEE Ligularia sibirica

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/Fa{F1 F . 52 & DSC_3779.jpg

30431 %)R Petasites

1.42}3% Petasites japonicus

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/#% 2} 52.JPG

4 XE%HJE Saussurea

1.0 X E% Saussurea tomentosa

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/fil% X-E % Saussurea tomentosa

DSC_5607.JPG

2.5 XT3 Saussurea tomentosa

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/fil% X -E % Saussurea tomentosa

DSC_6509.JPG

5.7 % J& Tussilago

1.7 4% Tussilago farfara

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/7Zk 4.JPG

28.2. 4%} Caprifoliaceae

1.2.4J& Lonicera

1K [ 24 Lonicera ruprechtiana

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original & (4 2.4 FE#ER S 0812111.0PG

29. 1 &R} Liliaceae

1% )& Convallaria

1%~ Convallaria majalis

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original /% > .JPG

2. JIBL)E Fritillaria

1.%:M JUEE Fritillaria maximowiczii

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/4& " I &} JPG
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3.H&JE Lilium

1P E 4 Lilium concolor var.

pulchellum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ i F & DSC_2457.jpg

4 JEHRS LR Trillium

1L EATELERREL Trillium kamtschaticum

1€

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ [ 1¢ ZE#4 5. IPG

5387 )&% Veratrum

1R Veratrum nigrum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/Z2 7 .JPG

30. K A%l Araceae

1.A43k2 )& Typhonium

1. f73% Typhonium giganteum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ il £ 5%. jpg

31.2%%} Orchidaceae

1.¥1>%)& Cypripedium

1. K1EK12% Cypripedium macranthum

http://www.nsii.org.cn/nsiiresources/media/photo/testPhoto/2x/original/ K16 4.JPG




BT

LW BEME 2020, 28 (4): 534-535
Biodiversity Science

doi: 10.17520/biods.2020178
http://www.biodiversity-science.net

HT A TS e

1 (PFEEVDEFLE) NL=ESE

R

(TR A A Bl 2 2 B R G A 5 A W) 2 R SRR =, Bl 310058)

Brief review and implications of A Chronicle of Plant Taxonomy in China

Yunpeng Zhao'

Laboratory of Systematic and Evolutionary Botany and Biodiversity, College of Life Sciences, Zhegjiang University,

Hangzhou 310058

e Eg, HERl B, e, SRR
(David E. Boufford)L A4 5 1) o EAEY) 7 K542
H) — P R R R H R AT 20204 TR 2UH AR
RAT o« APBULmAELL 7 008k T h EAEY) 22
TE1753-20174F- 2644 18] 1) F £ R SR TIA%, H4EHEY)
SRF R EEWANN, EEE R, B
T T A E R, SEMES EBREEY S
2, LR EEREED . &T3kesen, Hif
IE3C55108, JF & Bl S AP 13501, FHAL LR &
PRI o AT SISk o B A 4 2K 27 5 540 N
70N 4% 7, oA F XN 46107, A%
7404, HH S TN B 6634, 7 S IR I A
6534 . AFh e S B\ Z B TAER 4 dh, 2
L& T R R S 70 982 SCRE ) —
B IR R -

BRI AR I 22 R T — e 0 IR E HE Y AR
ARG Y SN L GBS HilX
VIR FE S 32 B3 R AR L S A G S N
=, Feolie G0, HASR NI T R 2 R EAE, H
RAPHERXRZG TR T H EEY) 5 KT
P LRSS AR, R B A mE AR A B B B S
AEVE T e T AR R T s Al g .
W, BENNABA U TR A

-, BORIJIRA . VEYE. R RS, T
T 53 25 SCHR YR Bk bR, amid iR BB,
FAE F2IEEITVE, HIRARAL ST A, B,
SRZIMEZ KK, RGO TR TR M4
[ R4, 1MHIZI B ADF TR, s 2=
IR LI RS 0, 19134 B 22

* J@iIfE# Author for correspondence. E-mail: ypzhao@zju.edu.cn

I JE R AR 1, 19184 B 2 3 [ (1) X1 g 5 (]
BRI LS. RealEA—RIE, KBS
MR BB ORI IR ESAR AT & I A2 L9 55 41 B
177, Rl AR E R =R R AR ARG L B EA
e PIsBRE W TFBUEAN I 5t
T, TEN R, AR,

5, UIEE T b E AR 7 2 R v o
HEAT N BRI 732555 2 ULT534F (HEA)
FhAE) MR AR S, HRAE AT, HE bR
AR CHANE AN 2, W1751-17524E MRz
" Peter OsbeckfE) MM Bl R AR, 1740175745 H
fet:-Pére dincarvillefE b 5N THIRAE. B
A A RER 17014, CunninghamE# TR L
R, Forb 14y bR A J5 SR 4 Robert Browndi i€
Hamamelis chinensis (K% < Loropetalum chinense (R.
Br.) Oliv)fI&4. HarHr A E A T HE2 0
B R AR T LM T 19044F6 H 18 H % H VU 1 JE
L) G AR B (Acacia confuse Merr)brAs, BIfET
WHEFERRF(EE ZEERRZ)ED IR A ZE
(SMMU-BH). 19164, #4255 fERhodorak & &
& (Ranunculus) B3 8, /2 28— B B 7 28
S A E AR R B ) 7 2R O, bR
EEEW KA — T 1R e B ) IS

W=, W) 7Y RN R IR H ik
2. EME Y I R T R TR AR B A
5, RN A 19164 Bk S8 AT EH S B 2 2E 43 il (e
1919 et Se Ak P [E . BLFEIX 30L& S A AE NI
—HLSRATE AT T R E R 2K R, T H AN
FICRGEEEADH (FFE) hhE: -« LikEEm



a4l A B ChEEY > RELH) K)LaE%E 535

FRFEM AR RERES TR TEYY R ERE
W [ ) 2 R AR T M S5O, ka7
E A RFEFRAA AR LB 775 B EE e
FATE P %8, 19354, HEIFM T RAAEEE,
I 0 408 2452 A 24 B 1) ] ST o L K 2 R MR T AT
U TR AEZEH S £, 1981411 H 26 H,
[l 45 Bt 2 23 03 o e AR L 2 6 4% 7 oSOR i it
AN, AR5 285 S M R 2R b
YRR B G, P EMOL R 226 5 B AR
Fi8, AL ES B, Rk s, Rk
B, o B R B Aol - SR 5T Bl £ ik
BB 2= IMEESR, DY 1K %207 SR . 19854F11 H
B HEA LAY 2 Tl Bk, IR B 2 (U
TR HER) . BTN PMEEP %), 19854
12H, gL Emahutash, KA rEy s
VI FEN LG L4 R B i Fi . b
K& LR AR . IR — B2 0 =
A N B IR

S0, SR RERGR, AndmE et . B
Fel 2 s b A A I N AR, 395 E X
WA RTE RV S M) 7 2SO e ) — 1B
A B RIS, MR B aA D, HIE
A gmF AR T ], RIRAPE. #H)E B
WA R B A E MR S E A TS
TG T o 2R PRI R BT F AP ASUR T AR
WA S A N AT

B, PUESCH R, BISCHFK, BT T E
B, WY K TEREE. NIRRRNAEE
vh [ R o3 2 0t 25 . IAE R SRS 7 B ST R
E RO ) 42 BR . KEIIRRIBAAMMUEE T 8RR
X, BT T RIESER .

SN, ST SOR AR . DRI AL,
FOR T e, TRl (B f B 0 TR R
T SRR A5 R PR Ay 25 (v, )] R e 7
58 fEgmHE 0% F S I3 A6~ % 5
AT AT T REBEME. RAEEIERA
(Ginkgo biloba) 1 2 {7 5 AR A, 38 25 BA 4
A=) FCREE T S A VESE N, AR A 2
T K4 \Pére Emile LicentffAH 6%kl %52 7 %
5 BME 5

SEAHE, RPET. AR AT R R IEA T
PER, AN P58 8 2 B 15 )5 1 X — KBk k. 40
FELAAN N, JrE5] £

55—, QG ANAL. — U Jy E E
HRrgEAEA, W7 L voR B IR, fha bl K&
EERYEY, RRAE RGETR, UE AT R
RS IR H (2017487 A 31 H) 2 Ja I ¥ B 48
BT, VU AT g — 25 SR b B2 A
AL RIE . IREFREE A T2 H 5NSIL. CVH,
BHL-China. IPNIZEE M 0Hs 221 SCik . brAs. A
ZERE B, AR S T . (HR
LI H bR HAR D, PMUFRERFNS ), BH
DS S IS N (NS &S

B, SR 2 e LR SR A 4y R s
G SR 2 W RS AE, £
FARERREE . AMURT BLPE OB R, § K, [A]
WA AN BT TR, o — BRI TORHR R

5=, B A HAL ) FERZ IR A B EORHE
fHe BERBEHT. K%, oy AT HE S
(R AH OG5 2 B AE N 52 o] AR 79 28 2% SR,
W A2 AL RS S BT sl . 22Rb s ARARTE
(ZE) 5L, BEnas 7 A A v, R R A A
PRIF AR BAL R S TR, IR LA B =L
WS AR AR EMRAE. ERNALS NGRS
BRI ARG . UG FIASIT . A 18
FAEK . FEMIBEMEE, S¥E E R
7. ZorE N ARG ASCAAL A& TAEsE A
CIN S GUESS-CIELY 8

S0, Bihic AP EOR 2B B AR R
P, toan, TR MBS B g S 5T 2K
SEFT AR A AR S, R SRR
Bt R R RIE N A, EVHRRIRZ R, 1
E%RIREEL, RAHSFEMN TR, AMUEI
FERA AR, BEYFERAARYIE . =T AR
T2, AUEFZ AR, B EEOR DO, K 7R R o
R EIH

MEA AR PR A TS BRSNS, FARSE
HRAE . FRRAUET R RS, A RS I SEIA
ESH s, a&d %, FmNE, JBiE
N"Z R, SRR AL, BiFRS T A
AREFR FHORAHT . B2 KRN EAEAL .

BUs: RSt A RAAM AT AT D S0P AR R
A, R R K R 4 AR A AL K %) F U
EOE=3

BT



BT

EMIZREME 2020, 28 (4): 536-537
Biodiversity Science

doi: 10.17520/biods.2019326
http://www.biodiversity-science.net

Hr A5 e

HEAGABGE 13

CAPITAL
ooooooooo

AYCEF BIERE. e (EERG5E
MRS T F) (TEEB). (flAEE RGN ETE
F3) (Guide to Corporate Ecosystem Vauation, CEV)
SN OO, ERCARRRZ R & Aok T7 8
WHEZ G —HESE, LUARRAE B R ERZ R SR
FRE SN A5 I A7 I N 2R EL R T o HESE 2 — A
A5 WA B A P IR EAG RS, FH R AR B
PR (identify) . 11 & (measure) Fl i 5 (value) X [ 4R
TR AN P RA . AU a s T AE KB AL 1
AT TR R, N sk fil e et 3 k.
AHESGEAEAH [R5 40 B2 Hh A0 SR M e () B AR
) A AR S BT, I LA R T RAE
SEME € BB AL E I IE AV, VR UL B 2258
FA A BRI R A A1) LR S8 AR A BR ) T 7 H

O000: O0000E2%L: B3
o ARB BRI M oA 4 EdEAT B AR A E Y
v R, 85 QAT R [ AR BE A S R TR E A 3R
BRSRERAE, JFROLEERE TR, 2R 2 m 5 48
BRI N2 BB RS H T HART
A)E X, BPLHA R AE 08 ™= A5 o AR 2 2R
25 U I Bk B ] P AR RIS W] AR ) AR B TR AR
. HARAREARZE AR X B4R RS A1 H
IRBHIRAF B ARSI E T BT AR .

OO000: 00000WEPE2-4, Xl E
() G EEATSE BT bR AE AT R E . AR B — &R

FUJ7 %, BIINLERE H AR T2 (B R A8 59,

(BREXNER) N
(Natural Capital Codlition 2, #XPH 1¥)

20140, 000 OO O (Natural Capital Coalition, NCO)OD OO OO OO
000D O0O0d (The Economics of Ecosystems and Biodiversity, TEEB)O [
doooooooOooooooooooqueNooooooooooa
0 O (World Business Council for Sustainable Development, WBCSD)O O O
ooo, oooooo2ooooooooooooooobo, ooooa
i NATURAL 000o0o0ooonOo, 02016000000 Natura Capital Protocol, 00 O O
3 O0o0o0ooooo, jobooooooooozooo/ooooooon
ooo, 0013200

VAL m SAMERE 0 2 A, B0 R
DRI 515 AR /D H50e) AT 78 5 0T VRAG
70, ] B, R A el AR B8k s AR O B B T
EIERE, RUERAF=H I, AR A 7 %5 Bk
TR B B T AN B R FIAR R B 2 4 2 AR B RL
2 AL AN E W

TR HEHE T VT Al L SRS AL (1) 2 b KU AL
(R ZHT I L R BRI KALUAE 5 T 3); (2)
FU A £ 106 77 S (U o S A 88 T - 00 A 25 XU A
% (3) VA R 2 FH 5 77 (1 B A o A 52 Al v sl 2 )
R, VAR AT ); () A R A B 5 Ml (4
M F AR B IR B AR S T E) LA DA
SANAT FEACIR R . #h 23 AR (B) S5tk P A1 8 vy i (T
RATHR R 5] 5 E AU A 95, IR AL RE T
B, Rk P i SO B 1) = 2R, BIXT A &
SO O 2 8 5 e AL AR R

O0000: 000000OW8PEE-7. K
N7 P ES)Fa & AR A= A& E 2R BE s
FN(R), B TES AT & AR S
T 5w RE, EHEENGR, S0 TR#H
SEURAN AR R AR E BT B NP IERE), Bl
S YR S N, B SR S b i R A A
Hi N [%30%. 2548 FH Sk (B 2 Y 1)l 208 7 v
CERRT) VG B R B A SRS G R (eSS
1B E BN AL 2 A (G i 451 75 52 32 (R B2 7 9%
F)o SRt {E 755 il e VA AE . R AN (AR T



41 B CHATEARBGER) A 537

A . SE PR S S L B R
XS, B OB A E%, REEM

B FIE 3 BB 2 HE M 0 Aris, B AL A (8 e 4

(V)T 3 A & BN A% I A2 7= R 0 HLas A
T AR AR . POBAT i A T 3 FVE; (2)
BT A B AR ARTE: B A5 3 AN (3) T 2
BRIZERENE RATRAEMBRR R (4)
WAL, @ MEMETT G, A5 E s, &afh
BTN E, AP RER . BoARR.
O0000: 0000085 SES9. A B#

B ANIGUE A E A5 R T SEdE, vl R SRR B S,

IHs B PR B AS RN B B B AR Al A ST s
D3t G ot AR AT A A A AL S5 TR, 75 6 PP T
BRI, SO M e A B DAL 5% Pl S A A £
BORAZA BB K, JCHRAED KB4 BE
NI GRS, 55 e A PR OR ST (0 £ 1
TREPIES). KA AR B 1 At 5 48
A I 52 M AT AR 23 OB L R e A G T 7t R 2 K

R RRAS A R, P 52 T b R SR M (1) N AR A 953 2
PR, S R A Ml AR 4 B85 SRR IR Ao 2 A 415 i
BN BCEHR9)-

B2, ZBCE R EIFMFE 1 BLRTA ST
Lo B R RTT AL E P 1 85 9 RV R AZ o )
RIZEM 2 FEIE S B AR B IRAN AR 25 B 7 A R L8 AH B
WAFINER R BARBEAMENEATH A L 3
AT, SRAN T I B RAF B E) BT i B (T E
) AR BRIA, SR 1 AN RS TR 2 A 5% 5 xt
AR M, AN TSSO B IR 2 1 HAR R
A e HARRIE R aetg il 577 A Ak 2 T
T ah AR 55 LA 2 i (A2 S R G IR 55 R T R 4
Bt BRAR — B A7 B (PR 2 FEVE R A7 R 2 ), JF
R TR IKE A T e R B AL AL Al (S
IR BIARE NS ARSI, o 1 ke
RARETHE, BUTCVRE L 00 B 2 R ORI AR 5

(CESAEXAN S 5RO BEEH)

BT



	swdyx2019-023.pdf
	中国阿勒泰地区鸟类物种编目、丰富度 格局和区系组成
	1 (中国科学院动物研究所动物生态与保护生物学重点实验室, 北京 100101)
	2 (中国科学院大学, 北京 100049)
	3 (新疆卡拉麦里山有蹄类自然保护区, 新疆阿勒泰 836500)
	4 (新疆大学资源与环境科学学院, 乌鲁木齐 830046)

	Avian species census, richness patterns and faunal composition in the Altay Region, China
	2.1  野外调查与文献检索
	2.2  鸟类物种统计和区系成分分析
	2.3  鸟类丰富度分布格局预测
	2.3.1  物种分布数据收集和处理
	2.3.2  环境变量选取
	2.3.3  模型的选择和使用
	2.3.4  鸟类物种丰富度分布格局建立

	3.1  鸟类物种统计
	3.2  鸟类区系成分
	3.3  鸟类物种丰富度分布格局
	3.3.1  不同生境类型中鸟类物种丰富度
	3.3.2  基于MaxEnt模型的鸟类物种丰富度分布格局

	4.1  鸟类物种丰富度
	4.2  鸟类区系特征

	1  研究区域概况
	2  研究方法
	3  结果
	4  讨论

	swdyx2019-090.pdf
	阿尔泰山前荒漠两种沙蜥体况指数特征 及其与生态因子的关系
	1 (中国科学院动物研究所动物生态与保护生物学重点实验室, 北京 100101)
	2 (南京师范大学生命科学学院江苏省生物多样性与生物技术重点实验室, 南京 210023)
	3 (中南林业科技大学野生动植物保护研究所, 长沙 410004)
	4 (中国科学院大学, 北京 100049)
	5 (中国环境科学研究院生物多样性研究中心, 北京 100012)
	6 (新疆卡拉麦里山有蹄类自然保护区阿勒泰管理站, 新疆阿勒泰 836500)

	The relationship between body condition index and ecological factors in two Phrynocephalus species in the piedmont desert of Altai Mountains
	1.1  研究区域概况
	1.2  研究材料
	1.3  数据处理
	2.1  奇台沙蜥与旱地沙蜥的体况指数
	2.2  体况指数的影响因素
	3.1  体况指数的两性差异
	3.2  体况指数的年龄、月份差异
	3.3  体况指数的影响因素

	1  研究方法
	2  结果
	3  讨论

	swdyx2019-071.pdf
	新疆阿勒泰地区额尔齐斯河和乌伦古河流域 鱼类多样性演变和流域健康评价
	1 (上海海洋大学水产与生命学院, 上海 201306) 2 (中国科学院动物研究所, 北京 100101) 3 (中国水产科学研究院, 北京 100039) 4 (天津自然博物馆, 天津 300201)

	Species diversity of freshwater fish and assessment on watershed health in the Irtysh River and Ulungur River basins in Xinjiang, China
	1.1  调查点
	1.2  鱼类标本采集
	1.3  鱼类标本鉴定
	1.4  数据分析
	1.5  历史数据统计
	1.6  F-IBI体系的构建
	1.6.1  参照点位选择
	1.6.2  生物指标筛选
	1.6.3  生物指标赋值
	1.6.4  F-IBI评价标准的确立

	2.1  鱼类多样性
	2.2  优势种和多样性指数
	2.3  生物完整性评价结果
	2.3.1  参数指标筛选结果
	2.3.2  鱼类完整性评价标准和评价结果

	3.1  阿勒泰地区鱼类多样性现状
	3.1.1  鱼类区系组成简单, 多样性较为稳定
	3.1.2  额尔齐斯河鱼类多样性高于乌伦古河
	3.1.3  特有种和珍稀种占比高
	3.1.4  外来种占比高

	3.2  F-IBI体系评价分析
	3.3  影响阿勒泰地区鱼类多样性变化的因素
	3.3.1  水利水电工程的建设
	3.3.2  外来种的影响
	3.3.3  渔业活动
	3.4  保护建议
	(1)优化水库调度、建设过鱼设施
	(2)合理发展渔业、控制外来物种
	(3)进行合理增殖放流
	(4)建立鱼类自然保护区


	1  材料与方法
	2  结果
	3  讨论

	swdyx2020-184.pdf
	新疆阿尔泰山喀纳斯河谷鸟兽物种的 红外相机监测
	1 (山西农业大学林学院, 山西晋中 030801)
	2 (中国科学院动物研究所动物生态与保护生物学重点实验室, 北京 100101)
	3 (中国科学院大学, 北京 100049)
	4 (新疆喀纳斯国家级自然保护区, 新疆阿勒泰 836600)
	5 (新疆卡拉麦里山有蹄类自然保护区, 新疆阿勒泰 836500)
	6 (新疆大学资源与环境科学学院, 乌鲁木齐 830046)

	Camera-trapping survey on mammals and birds in the Kanas River Valley of Altai Mountains, Xinjiang, China
	1.1  红外相机布设
	1.2  数据处理与分析

	1  研究方法
	2  结果
	3  讨论

	swdyx2019-100.pdf
	阿尔泰山中蒙边境地区的雪豹及其保护意义
	1 (北京林业大学生态与自然保护学院, 北京 100083)
	2 (中国科学院动物研究所, 北京 100101)
	3 (新疆卡拉麦里山有蹄类野生动物自然保护区管理中心, 乌鲁木齐 830000)
	4 (中国科学院大学生命科学学院, 北京 100049)

	The snow leopard in Altai Mountains, near the Sino-Mongolia border, and its conservation significance
	1  雪豹在中国的分布北界
	2  物种分布区极点的意义
	3  该分布点对雪豹保护的意义

	swdyx2019-356.pdf
	哀牢山亚热带中山湿性常绿阔叶林树种 beta多样性格局形成的驱动力
	1 (中国科学院西双版纳热带植物园热带森林生态学重点实验室, 昆明 650223)
	2 (中国科学院大学, 北京 100049)
	3 (中国科学院哀牢山亚热带森林生态系统研究站, 云南景东 676209)
	4 (中国科学院西双版纳热带雨林生态系统研究站, 云南勐腊 666303)

	Driving forces underlying the beta diversity of tree species in subtropical mid-mountain moist evergreen broad-leaved forests in Ailao Mountains
	1.1  研究区概况
	1.2  样地概述
	1.3  环境因子与空间结构变量
	1.4  beta多样性及其两个组分的计算
	1.5  beta多样性及其两个组分的冗余分析和方差分解
	2.1  beta多样性及其两个组分的贡献
	2.2  beta多样性及其两个组分的驱动力
	3.1  beta多样性及其两个组分的取样尺度依赖性
	3.2  驱动beta多样性及其两个组分形成的生态过程及其尺度依赖性

	1  材料与方法
	2  结果
	3  讨论

	swdyx2019-403.pdf
	桂西南喀斯特季节性雨林叶凋落量的时空动态
	1 (广西壮族自治区中国科学院广西植物研究所广西喀斯特植物保育与恢复生态学重点实验室, 广西桂林 541006)
	2 (广西师范大学生命科学学院, 广西桂林 541006)
	3 (广西友谊关森林生态系统国家定位观测研究站, 广西凭祥 532699)
	4 (广西弄岗国家级自然保护区管理中心, 广西龙州 532400)

	Spatio-temporal dynamics of leaf litter in a karst seasonal rainforest in southwest Guangxi
	1.1  研究地概况
	1.2  研究方法
	1.2.1  凋落物收集器布设方案
	1.2.2  凋落物采样设计

	1.3  数据分析
	2.1  叶凋落量年际动态
	2.2  叶凋落量季节性动态
	2.3  叶凋落量动态变化的驱动因子

	1  材料与方法
	2  结果
	3  讨论

	swdyx2019-283.pdf
	水杉原生种群结构及空间分布格局
	1 (湖北民族大学林学园艺学院, 湖北恩施 445000)
	2 (生物资源保护与利用湖北省重点实验室, 湖北恩施 445000)
	3 (湖北省星斗山国家级自然保护区管理局, 湖北恩施 445000)

	Structure and spatial distribution pattern of a native Metasequoia glyptostroboides population in Hubei
	2.1  野外调查
	2.2  种群径级和高度级划分
	2.3  点格局分析方法
	2.4  零模型检验
	3.1  种群生存现状
	3.2  种群结构分析
	3.2.1  径级结构
	3.2.2  高度级结构

	3.3  空间格局分析
	3.3.1  水杉原生种群空间分布格局
	3,100–5,000 m尺度上受到了明显的异质生境作用。3.3.2  不同龄级空间分布格局
	3.3.3  不同龄级空间关联性分析

	4.1  水杉原生种群的生存现状
	4.2  水杉原生种群结构特征
	4.3  水杉原生种群空间分布格局分析

	1  研究区域概况
	2  研究方法
	3  结果
	4  讨论
	5  结论

	swdyx2019-290.pdf
	唐鱼养殖种群与广州附近4个野生种群的遗传关系
	1 (广东省水产健康安全养殖重点实验室, 广东省水产优质环保养殖工程技术研究中心,  广州市亚热带生物多样性与环境生物监测重点实验室, 华南师范大学生命科学学院, 广州 510631)
	2 (佛山南海狮山石门高级中学, 广东佛山 528225)
	3 (广州金域医学检验中心有限公司, 广州 510330)

	Genetic relationships of hatchery populations and wild populations of Tanichthys albonubes near Guangzhou
	1.1  样品和数据采集
	1.2  数据分析
	2.1  遗传距离
	2.2  系统发育树和单倍型网络图
	2.3  种群结构
	2.4  基因流
	3.1  唐鱼养殖种群的来源
	3.2  清远种群来源于养殖种群
	3.3  对唐鱼保护和管理的启示

	1  材料与方法
	2  结果
	3  讨论

	swdyx2019-351.pdf
	黔西北石漠化地区两栖动物多样性及其生境选择
	(贵州师范大学喀斯特研究院, 国家喀斯特石漠化防治工程技术研究中心, 中国南方喀斯特生态环境学科创新引智基地,  贵州省喀斯特山地生态环境省部共建国家重点实验培育基地, 贵阳 550001)

	Diversity and habitat selection of amphibians in rocky desertification area in northwestern Guizhou
	School of Karst Science, Guizhou Normal University, State Engineering Technology Institute for Karst Rocky Desertification Control, Overseas Expertise Introduction Center for Discipline Innovation, State Key Laboratory Incubation Base for Karst Mounta...
	2.3  数据处理
	3.1  两栖动物物种组成
	3.2  两栖动物多样性
	3.3  两栖动物群落相似性
	3.4  两栖动物分布与生境选择
	4.1  喀斯特石漠化地区两栖动物物种组成对比
	4.2  喀斯特石漠化地区两栖动物生境选择差异性
	4.3  喀斯特石漠化地区两栖动物生存现状及保护建议

	3  结果
	4  讨论

	swdyx2019-294.pdf
	垂叶榕榕小蜂群落及种间互作网络季节动态
	1 (中国科学院西双版纳热带植物园热带森林生态学重点实验室, 云南勐腊 666303)
	2 (中国科学院大学, 北京 100049)

	Seasonal dynamics of fig wasp community and interaction networks in Ficus benjamina
	1.1  样点概况
	1.2  垂叶榕及其榕小蜂群落
	1.3  样品采集
	1.4  榕小蜂的群落调查
	1.5  数据分析
	1.5.1  不同季节垂叶榕榕小蜂群落物种组成及丰富度比较
	1.5.2  不同季节榕小蜂共存网络的比较

	2.1  不同季节垂叶榕榕小蜂群落物种组成及丰富度比较
	2.2  不同季节榕小蜂共存网络的比较

	1  材料与方法
	2  结果
	3  讨论

	swdyx2019-359.pdf
	澜沧江流域水生昆虫群落分类多样性和 功能多样性海拔格局的空间尺度依赖性
	(南京农业大学植物保护学院昆虫系昆虫分类与水生昆虫实验室, 南京 210095)

	The spatial scale dependency of elevational patterns of taxonomic and functional diversity in aquatic insects in the Lancang River, Yunnan, China
	1.1  研究区域概况
	1.2  水生昆虫的采集与鉴定
	1.3  数据分析
	1.3.1  空间尺度
	1.3.2  多样性指数计算
	1.3.3  多样性海拔格局分析

	2.1  水生昆虫物种组成
	2.2  分类多样性指数的海拔分布格局
	2.3  功能多样性指数海拔分布格局

	1  材料与方法
	2  结果
	3  讨论
	P
	P

	swdyx2019-384.pdf
	中国造礁石珊瑚分类厘定
	1 (中国科学院南海海洋研究所热带海洋生物资源与生态重点实验室, 广州 510301)
	2 (中国科学院南海生态环境工程创新研究院, 广州 510301)
	3 (中国科学院海南热带海洋生物实验站, 海南三亚 572000)
	4 (海南省热带海洋生物技术重点实验室, 海南三亚 572000)
	5 (中国科学院大学, 北京 100049)

	A revised taxonomy for Chinese hermatypic corals
	1.1  中国造礁石珊瑚物种初步编目的获取
	1.2  分类体系的确认
	1.3  同物异名的筛查
	1.4  各分类阶元的中文名命名
	2.1  中国造礁石珊瑚科属阶元调整
	2.1.1  科级及以上分类阶元调整
	2.1.2  属级分类阶元调整

	2.2  同物异名筛查
	2.3  中国造礁石珊瑚物种表的形成及中文名命名
	2.4  争议
	2.4.1  分类体系的争议
	2.4.2  物种的争议


	1  方法
	2  结果与讨论
	3  结语

	swdyx2019-272.pdf
	国内8款常用植物识别软件的识别能力评价
	1 (中国科学院大学, 北京 100049)
	2 (中国科学院植物研究所植被与环境变化国家重点实验室, 北京 100093)

	Evaluation of the identification ability of eight commonly used plant identification application softwares in China
	1.1  数据来源
	1.2  研究方法
	1.3  分析方法
	2.1  总得分排序
	2.2  对不同气候区图片的识别结果
	2.3  对于不同生长型的识别结果
	2.4  对国家级保护植物的识别结果
	3.1  识别结果分析
	3.2  植物识别app的局限性
	4.1  识别软件可应用的领域
	4.1.1  教学
	4.1.2  科研
	4.1.3  公众科学与科学普及
	4.1.4  园林设计方面的应用

	4.2  识别软件发展趋势及优化途径

	1  数据来源与方法
	2  结果
	3  讨论
	4  展望

	swdyx2020-178.pdf
	读《中国植物分类学纪事》的几点思考
	(浙江大学生命科学学院植物系统进化与生物多样性实验室, 杭州 310058)

	Brief review and implications of A Chronicle of Plant Taxonomy in China

	swdyx2019-326.pdf
	《自然资本议定书》介绍 (Natural Capital Coalition 著, 赵阳 译)




