SRR N e a

FR 2~

WY BEE B

A EFIRLEFSRAFTLELFE
Life History Traits of Taiwan Bulbul (Pycnonotus taivanus

Styan) in Breeding Season in Taitung Orchard

it
o+
|

¥

-

PER R -



Bis g K2
FBXFRELAERE
MM : o G R G 1

3 _HKEE =z
B &z % X é‘ﬁiﬁﬁaz&wg FEAIAF SN

] o d %+ %®a%x
ke r 2R va86n 4 Wi . &

AxERAREAG: 17 VW
;?;{_L__ = :l 7&
(2R EHEHE%)

TR

Ta ¥

?f

i I
wx 2w+ mam: & | g 70 &

B Is R AE

Ml AR—A 8P oF R ER R EXAMMOLTREME S RENAE -
2ARBAEBHEE  HEEARHSEMNSE S R meE .




PEfE A s R

FEMEMEERIRAENE BIIEFAE L eHEw A
Ml ___Ats BEFE — BG4 tRoies -
TR _SRREANL ERGRAEL TR

FANEEEHFHER R EAE - 8T TR :
A8 |TEE g2 f

[l M |ssEss

O eI Tl
R - RSB DIRGE - SERR S A R T A B
TR T CRGHENS - R - SRR LA A GEE A E
i - R - TEREFUEN -

FIR BTN SRS R T AR i E AR T R

Z—+ HTER R IR B L -
OBAEE
TR —FERLE |TEROE | SEEROH
v

LHEBMNEHEMITLRRER LML AT - EAEHZHITH
BERRAETHA - RFRAA ST Y SITASH

ARHRH S EN - LRFEREE L2 W% £ 08 AAR
EEHEHE -
- 21
ey . 0 (=7 EEL)
WREEL: g4 15 K GRAEER)
B 8 930080 (BT

H  H:heERE Y, & J B > B

1 EEEE (B http: Swww lib.nttuedu twitheses! T M BERErEOSITAESs 0.
2 BEES-BRY-28EeRAR A ESREE T EomsietnEEenih o rEe
=ik PR L R -
20050600



X

BRBEd | GARFUBHA PR EEF HiE2 L A E S ap 3o

AR P EIER CFR O FF ARBOA LI AF 13 s b
dOAAATEE R ] X B A R | R LR e B, |

PR R Y L AP E L EE P AR ELPHEAE

AEpETEL ARl po L RREe P8 FF ke
RoORAK FER o

WHAGPRFRMHFEAfeits 2 g AL PEHRH[F - c L5 gL FX

P PR EHAE A AR H R B PR LR

DA enfhe e b AT B TR o B BRI A T e el i el

Bleos ROfAetr FERET T EL ~KiFp~ 2] 5% g8 s R R o
RHELP RE L #Ee F o4 BHL 2 BE - 2 B3

Frf 2 hfg sl et ’EFM%\%‘MJ‘Ji Hu %522 {2 p i PP o
BHH AN FaUp a5 PR TO BARBELE ) LA
R#H F oK 2+ -;3‘_-;‘3’_13% TRERALBAG RAFELI AW O E L F o
B RERBFN BT .ii%ﬁiﬂ#ﬁ”,%? ARG B REK

E3EN

—=

Lo d TehiF o B SR WA R ¢ F 0 AR bR A RAETIRE B

FARA G EE DG WA R K 0 R~ A e |



PR

% Ef s (Pycnonotus taivanus Styan) 3t & #0435 2 %5 A A
THEHeARERES AR ESFFRET RS 22 F L p 2005
E#37 322006 F 8" AL HRENELTT BB ALIR -

RAFZHEI T A8 g o A2 BFI2F > TiE
L 30+05 ® (n=177) 2 a2 P X FIRF A% £ & (X?=3.97,
P=0137) - %A 5Z 2 F P F HFELTLIH5 279102509 & 5 21.44 +
102mm - 3% % 1582+ 047 mm > = E3m BAEF S HAF L 6
B oo Frz2 Trawmit X% 67.9% > TioE S E #ci: 20 + 13 &
(n=177) Tiors & 5 31.0% > T30F Sy » L85 08+1.2 &
(N=135) o JEF-H 3 24 5 s 2 B # F 5 21.1% - L 329mer
# 5 106+09 % (n=60) > Tio57 £ 5 102+ 1.1 % (n=48) o

S A (kP v Ko R K5 R THEFE) kT
FaFiR  EALTHFRYZELC3AE MO L824 4

et KA s KRG R LK R R R YA B



ARG FEFRNG HFLE A 86 K e RpskAT
SFFRENEFLRE a5 o 0 R Fhk R g SR K

ANER 1 SRS S0 S Sk W ECT LS S Rl g

AP EEFR T X 47 £ (X*=3.02,P=0.082) %
% B (X°=0.60, P=0.437) 2 %7 % 7 | ¥ & (X°=0.90, P=0.637)
WRMFLR - XA o BEFP AT RS FF (X=31.41, P<0.0001)
A RAEA REYF (X=12.98, P=0.002) 3F HFLE > A A

& R B

\"‘5\-

mAEEFLR fe 313 SEF K Bood em fE M ehdB g o

=}

>

preb s B LT L S ERB LR AT P EDY - RO AR

|

MEL48% > 7 AL PR AS A KBS T EEMG - L8 A Y
WRALHFE G AFRRDEE
CRBEFES AFFRE TR AL H I 20% 0 2H T5E

gl
&

Phcs 34 > WAL EHETREESS P NS RT RFELARZ

—Lme > BRAEANEPEFTEAPE BD e S FREANERS B
A AKEAPE N RS R AED TG TRl C 21w e B sy
i HEDHEFSEEF AP LEF LR FHAE -

Matd P RS- RAELLT - RAESH -~ Lt 2B FE



Life History Traits of Taiwan Bulbul (Pycnonotus taivanus
Styan) in Breeding Season in Taitung Orchard

Chun-Jung Su

Abstract

Taiwan bulbul (Pycnonotus taivanus Styan) is an endemic and
conserved species in Taiwan. This study was conducted to investigate their
life history traits during breeding season in Taitung orchard environment.
A total of 177 nests were monitored in the breeding seasons of 2005 and
2006. The breeding season stretched from March to mid-August. The
average clutch size was 3.0 + 0.5 eggs (range: 2-4 eggs), and they had no
significant difference between orchards (P=0.137). The mean egg mass
was 2.79 + 0.25 g, the mean egg length was 21.44 + 1.02 mm, and egg
width was 15.82 + 0.47 mm. Both egg mass and egg size in early-period
were significantly higher than those in later-period of breeding seaeon.
The hatching success rate was 67.9%, and the average brood size per nest
was 2.0 + 1.3 (n=177). The average number of young fledged per nest

was 0.8 + 1.2 (n=135), and nestling success was 31.0%. Breeding success



was 21.1%. Incubation period was 10.6 + 0.9 days (n=60), and nestling
period stage was 10.2 + 1.1 days (n=48). The characteristics of nest
structure had no significant difference between orchards (P>0.05). Six of
13 nest-site characteristics were significantly different between orchards
(P<0.05). The hatching success had no significant difference between
years (P=0.082), between orchards (P=0.437), and between different
periods of breeding season (P=0.637). However, the nestling success was
decreasing with increasing nest number in different years, different
orchards and different periods of breeding season. Besides, there was
positive correlationship between average number of young fledged per
nest and nest height above ground. We suggest that the main factors
determining the reproductive success of Taiwan bulbul including food

competitions and predation.

Keywords : Pycnonotus taivanus, Breeding ecology, Reproductive

success, Nest characteristic, Life history trait.
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7t & 75 (breeding success) A L Pl 2 24 RS E S BIEE o 2 K
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A S % | i -l e

() & i R & ARl £
LIS L RFEE L (B0m) . 17K G R K
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1 ke # i (R 3)
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(4) 57 KU PIEp ORI L FEAE o

2. K i+
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(4) #F7 =% 45 4% (Nest position index to canopy ) : -t < 3| &
P E R B RN ph s b WK B R L E b E
fih o fBgh i K phet B S 4pikE (R 4) -

(5) % #ea #7 (Distance to main trunk) : & §E3 7 5K T R o
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T BT REYE o

(7) &+ #F3z & g4 (Distance between supporting branches ) @ & & #3iz
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K$ L FER e p o
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W % Fe282+0249g (n=181) &€& ; v % Fle277+0.26 g (n=343)
g (W 11) -

FEARFAZTIRFEDPETS 3 EFLE (One-way ANOVA Fp,521=14.85 >
P<0.0001) (% 1)> m %755 #H:286+021g (n=88) & ; L& Farl)
¢12.67+0.229g (n=85) fiic (B 12)-

LA R R TEAFMaEEF LR (One-way ANOVA Fp,5:=0.79 »
P=0.456) (% 1) % P#cl § 2 571284 +0.29 g (n=40) # & ;1§ 3

“re12.78+0.259(n=420) v 1 § 4 “r72.79+0.239 (n=64) $d= (B 13) -

(=) &=
LA ETEEFLPE (ttest t=-0.67 » P=0.501) (# 1) » 2006 # %
21.45+1.03mm (n=413); 2005 & % 21.38+0.96 mm (n=111) (® 10) -
LA REFIRREFE LR (ttest t=-1.73 > P=0.085) (# 1) -~ & #
% F % 2154 +0.97 mm (n=181); 4v @ % F % 21.38 + 1.03 mm (n=343) ( §
11) -
FEAR AT I REY TG EFLE (One-way ANOVA Fz521=19.6 -

P<0.0001) (% 1)> % 7# %5 #HH21.91+095mm (n=88) # £ ; %7 Fut

13



89 £120.98 + 0.86 mm (n=85) #i'e (H 12) -
FE LA R G PET HELE (One-way ANOVA Fosp=11.11
P<0.0001) (% 1) M % P#icl % 2 P 122144120 mm (n=40) # & ; 1 §

4 °r:121.28+0.89mm (n=64) #-E (B 13)-

(z) &%

R AR ETFaF LR (ttest t=0.88 - P=0.382) (% 1) - 2005 & %
15.85+ 0.45mm (n=111); 2006 # % 15.81+0.48 mm (n=413) (® 10)

FRATRSFF T EEFLE (ttest t=-1.22 - P=0.224) (% 1)

+ % F L 15.85+0.44mm(n=181); %9 % F 5 15.80 + 0.49 mm (n=343) ( B
11) -

FRARAZ I RPN G EFLE (One-way ANOVA Fy,521=3.66 »
P=0.027) (£ 1) "% w5 % #1589+ 0.39 mmg (n=88) £ ; %7 5ot
#pe115.70 £ 0.46 mm (n=85) & (B 12) -

R AR rEF akFE L2 (One-way ANOVA F,,521=0.77 » P=0.465 )
(%2 1) Fr#cl 47 % 15861048 mm (n=64);1 % 2 “ 2 15.75+0.46

mm (n=40) (B 13) -

PN X D XY S8 SN S N SV Y] ?;ﬁ,—_;\;ﬁ;&:

(,_ ) xspgf_;u _‘$

14



LA ERME Lt 5274 R H P > Spagd) 358 G AL > Rl
% 67.9% o

ik A & B EAF LB (Chi-square Test X?=3.02, d.f.=1, P=0.082)
(% 1) 14 2005 & 5174.8% (n=37) # & ** 2006 & 7166.1% (n=140)( & 14) -

ek A2 % FIRFL EA ¥ L P (Chi-square Test X?=0.60, d.f.=1,
P=0.437) (% 1) m3w % F569.1% (n=115) #& % ; > L7 % F 65.8%

(n=62) #w i< (B 15)-

LK AR EA P RE 2 T A ¥ LR (Chi-square Test X°=0.90,
d.f.=2,P=0.637) (% 1) m %% 5 #568.9% (n=33) H &>t %A FaLdp
63.5% (n=28) (& 16)«

Witk bR e f PHc RS BE¥ £ & (Chi-square Test X°=11.36, d.f.=2,
P=0.003)(% 1) > = § 4 71 750%(n=64) g ; * § 2 “r145.0% (n=40)

s (B17) -

=) As ¥
hA EWE 177 § ¢ £35 358 LARE R AFT o Ti0F gL
20+13 4 -
Tyok Sk et k&2 2005 & 2.2 + 1.3 & (n=37) # % » 2006
£520+£138 (n=140) #° (% 2)-
TioE L et b RFIF I S HH21413 8 (n=115) 4 5+

SR RFES19+13 8 (n=62) (% 2)-

15



Tins SMEKLE AT I REY NERSTY Ph21+13 & (n=116)
B ENVaERHH19+12 8 (n=33) (£ 2)-
Lok S LAt bR rRF LR 4%°:530+16 & (n=16) R §

1% 2%%:509+1.0 & (n=20) #> (4 2)-

B ERAE L3308 LAES S HAEE S Sl 111 & BapE S
31.0% -
Tiod ik A2 A EMELPE (Chisquare Test X?=2.03, d.f.=1,
P=0.154 )(# 1) iz 12 2005 # =1 37.4%( n=83 )iz % *+ 2006 & 1 29.1%( n=275 )
(Rl 14)-
Tyogp ik A2 B R FIFG ¥ £ B (Chi-square Test X*=31.41, d.f.=1,
P<0.0001)( % 1) > 2 L7 % F550.4% (n=119)# F ;49 % Fl e 21.3%
(n=239) #x (B 15)-
Tyogp ik ARAE L PP or L 4 BEF £ B (Chi-square Test X°=12.98,
d.f.=2,P=0.002) (% 1)> %5 % % # 5 40.3% (Nn=62) % ** %5 g8 11 11.1%
(n=54) (B 16)-
Tyagg kA2 b P P E A% £ B (Chi-square Test X°=3.89, d.f.=2,

P=0.143)(#% 1)> 11 1% 2°r133.3% (n=18) §** 1 § 4 “r118.8% (n=48)

(W 17)e

16



(z) &&= 5k

hd ERaE I35 E ¢ X 111 B2 L A M H Tiak S 4 E il
08+12 & o

TIHE ERpE Y st FERaiE¥F A2 (Wilcoxon rank-sum Test
Z=0.91, d.f=1,P=0.361) (% 1)> 14 2005 #1.0+14 & (n=30) # % ** 2006
£:08+12 % (n=105) (% 2)-

Tias Lai Bt P EFIRFF FLE (Wilcoxon rank-sum Test
Z=3.78, d.f.=1, P=0.0002) (% 1) M s & ® ¥ F14+13 & (n=44) 35>
e 5 Fles06+118 (n=91) (% 2)-

Tioa LRELERLE AT I R k¥ LR (Kruskal-Wallis Test
X?=5.66, d.f.=2, P=0.059) (% 1)> e 1 ¥ £ 5 ¥ 510+1.3 & (n=25) F *
B EP503+09 8 (n=20) & (£ 2)-

TioE L@y 2 EHch? g PP F LR (Kruskal-Wallis Test
X?=0.41,d.f=2,P=0.817) (% 1) 1 % 3°09+12 8 (n=111) # 3 **
1%2°F5106+088 (n=11) (£ 2)-

(7 ) Bassxk

LA ERHE LR R A H YL H s 118 FaA (4
riow p B/ ) S 21.1% -
BHAHBF AN EFR EAEF LR (Chi-square Test X°=0.67, d.f.=1,

J =

P=0.414 )(# 1)> e 12 2005 # £134.4%( n=29 )#x % >+ 2006 # 1 25.4%(n=105)

17



(Rl 14)-

LAAIPBF AT R EFIFG EF LE (Chisquare Test X*=10.60, d.f.=1,
P=0.001) (% 1)> 7 2 &7 % F455% (n=44) #F > 49 % F 25 18.7%
(n=90) (W 15) -

BALH I AR AT FEY TG BEEL B (Chi-square Test X*=6.85,

oY

I

d.f=2,P=0.033) (% 1)> m % %% #36.8% (n=25) # g > H A F oL
9.8% (n=20) $& i< (B 16) -

LaAHFA P orEF P & F LR (Chi-square Test X?=0.66, d.f.=2,
P=0.719)( % 1)> 11 1 § 3 °re128.8%(n=111)# % 1 § 4 =1 17.3%(n=13)

it (B17)-

I ETHREF TR

(- ) “mer gy
Bt E R Eamerd) 7 9~13 % > 355 10.6+0.9 % (n=60) -
Tiogird) A2 B E R aiF L8R (Wilcoxon rank-sum Test Z=1.49,
d.f=1, P=0.137) (% 1) 12 2005 & ¢7111.3 + 1.2 = (n=4) # £ ** 2006 & 5
10.6+0.9 = (n=56) (® 18) -
Tiomerd) A2 B X B RE E ¥ LB (Wilcoxon rank-sum Test  Z=-0.92,
df=1,P=0.360) (% 1) 459 ¥ F % 10.7+09 = (n=36); ~ L » % F 5 105

+09 =% (n=24) (®19)-
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Tiawmeir) LR AEA D ERG EF LR (Kruskal-Wallis Test
X?=7.34,d.f=2,P=0.025) (% 1) "% m %% H511.3+08 = (n=12) £
2wE? Hen105+08 % (n=39) (K 20) -

Ty dp b2 e § PE ot B ¥ £ B (Kruskal-Wallis Test  X*=1.00,
d.f.=2, P=0.0002) (% 1)> M §dc1l § 21119+ 04 % (n=6) f £+ 1

% 49°:198+03% (n=5) (M 21)-

(=) 7 ey
LA ERBESTHPNT 8~12% > T4 102411 % (n=48) -

THT P AT FEF a2 F LR (Wilcoxon rank-sum Test Z=-0.52,
d.f=1,P=0.601) (% 1)-2006 # 5 10.3+1.1 = (n=36);2005 # % 10.0+1.2
% (n=12) (® 18) -

TETHED AT FSFF aEF LR (Wilcoxon rank-sum Test Z=-0.59,
df=1,P=0557)(% 1) 2L ® %¥F 5 104+11 =% (n=26);# v % F 5 10.1
+11=x (n=22) (B 19)-

THTHRYP AL AT I FEYF T2k F LR (Kruskal-Wallis Test
X?=1.64,d.f.=2,P=0.440) (% 1)> M ¥ Eat 5110+ 14 % (n=2) £ *
TLaFzP PHanl101+11=x (n=35) (B 20)-

Ty At kR PHR s A F L P (Kruskal-Wallis Test  X?=3.71,
df=2, P=0.156) (% 1)> MG “"# 1% 4111+ 1.2 = (n=4) H £ F

il R 290 95410 % (n=4) (F21)-
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AN RMPL PR BLE = R T

b ERFEMBEBRNEFESEY 0 A3 E G 52T R £ ¢ 1 160 3 k-t
PR AR Y o= AW R TR L (B A PHN32.1% ; @ ) e E A #ic i 358
80 5 247 L HBEFHF= KNP RFA L BT G E B 69.0% o

H¥ > % 2005 £ 73 28 B R-AHrEAEY 2 KRR RFF AL BHERE
‘Pic (111 B ) 9 252% ; 3 52 S 45 el s = &2 P RF2 L > B35 & 97
it i h B (83 &) 5162.7% - 2006 & 7 141 B F-pBAriEAEY 4= & A PR F)
PR MR ERAE PR (416 ) 033.9% ; F 195 SRS apE T KA PR
F1 A Lo ih3%E ATl S E §cen70.9% - 2005 £ 2 2006 & = i3 % & g g 4 mer
Apefedph o= 2 AP RFF L HEIA16 5] 2 P R F1H L ik 79.8% A it
B Y = (h8T7% A 5 FEE A T2% % EFEiE Ak 31%% i E ik 1.2%

(#3)-

Rl

BEEADE G5 LR SRR G - KT 69+ 08 cn

(n=137)~ % ¢t r 2119+ 12 cm (n=137)~ % % 10.0+ 1.8 cm (n=137) % &%

)
o

50+0.7 cm (n=137) - g EREAD L ttest i Tk ARFIFOEREF L
B(£4) 0 akS RHnE P 0 /270808 om (n=44) ¥ v e 122415 cm
(n=44) 2 §£ 3% 10.1+1.6 cm (n=44) < 3t4va % F » L/F 0 % F551+07

cm (n=93) <543 %F (& 4)o

20



N

b ERAFEESOLTT BEP G 67 K A FIR 40 K AN
026 S B Rt 023 K fedete g 19 K A F 94 b 404 (Clerodendrum
paniculatum L.) % =% (Syzygium jambos (L.) Alston) F R & &1 & » 2 @ 54
Aad) ~ i e 5 R0 88296 (£ 5)c A 135 BE P EAHEE L 47 2%
B i 162 Tioftg 5 27+07 2 ¢ (n=135)- T = F & 5 170.3+53.7
cm (n=135) B ¥ L =32 £ 5 1025+38.0cm (n=135) - & 7 &:i7¥ 2 jF
H19+26cem(n=135) » fH% = ¥ 4p#-77.7£24.5(n=135) - & §E1 §7 91.1+68.1
cm (n=135) > L& iT 3 A 50.1+23.7cm (n=135) - & #FizFir4 12.3+4.9cm

(n=135) > A #F L efcizficp 3.0+£0.842 (n=135) » A F L iz o ff{-4.1
+3.3cm? (n=135) » & Aea R #1312 11549 (n=135) - i ped & 4% 30.9 +
51.4 cm® (n=135) - ¥ % B cE4t % & 1036.7 + 21935 4%/ 2F (n=135) - §E
Ba % £ 2 R 416+24.8m (n=135) (% 6) -

HECHENI3 BRI ERP BT ttest %k S -BR BB B EF32 £ -
BB dp i SHHOS R SRR R AL RTERBRES T AR

FRFaMEL8  Hu-FREMFLE (£6)-
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- S BEESHEHIAL

Hsu and Lin (1997) A2 LA £~ i 7AFA2 &GRSR ATy > &
2 & ek AR (Casuarina equisetifolia L) ~ 2§ # 7% % (Calophylium inophyllum
L.) ~ 4 & £+ (Acacia confuse Merr.) ~ 5 # = (Lantana camara L.) =& f& +
(Stachytarpheta jamaicensis (L.) Vahl.) % > #7133 e 13 g SF5 S Y > 3 B
Z75% 3 5 W B4 FE S ¥ (2005) AT R R BlA AR el HIE TR A
e dkRlF 26 fAu b e A o Ho@ = %4 (Mangifera indica L.) ~ 41E £
(Heritiera littoralis Dryand.) ~ 454 (Garcinia suubelliptica Merr.) ~ 2 4t ~ 3 #f
(Ficus microcarpa L.f) ~ 3§ #/% % -~ 2 ¥ (Antidesma pentandrum Merr.) ~ §
(Hibiscus tiliaceus L.)% = s%4*48 ¢ (Drypetes littoralis (C.B.Rob.) Merr.) & ik 7
79.8% BT A FAERAL LB ARE B L T AL AE THHE L
A RS AL ESFRET CFREFSRL XY 7T S RALTEE H
PR B e ped X R 882% 0 FI BT I 2 B R AR K

HHEFRERL S AR AT A S

e T I

EESEEAET FHTIFFAI ) TARLAL 25 47 ALY Y

e P e gp o 2 (5T 7 % F A ok (Hsuand Lin 1997 )e & 5 K BA % FIR B o

22



GEEAEAEEI Y LA TRALAL T o WA Bt 56 7 T
5oRTHI8NY ARACEFS LMY B AEILEL R Lo
HEGLBY o

th (1984) # 31§ ST n2 AR E 3~5 ) F P EHE 0 & T~8 7 EpnI i
) § AR L e K E B350 4 0 RE 0 H P E B frigir s
NIRALREES e 4~6 T R A kg 0 (1984) AP Y BT 4~6 7
AEEA R AT LB NG HEL o

A (1984) RIEFF AT EE OB PR EF R EfSHT AP
0

ML E RN A ad B F] cRF HROTEYRIRT B FE] S
PFRVARER A RTEESNAREIErFAE -

ERR N RE S

(- ) B § ri

“Hsuand Lin (1997) B R A2 34 BEEN Y » 2 5Pk
B 3~4 B2 HY B 3Py ficit 66% 0 & § 4 Fani ek 23% 0 T 5
FrHcE 33 o AT AEERSLTT BE K PR R 2~4 B2 F o 2
F g 2P eni etk 10% > & § 3 Peni itk 80% 0 F § 4 P ehi fic b 9% 0 T
g PHc: 30 B o

BERE G RATa RIEARE L afamkT o 4k% AT B % e “Pi#c(Lack

1947) > IR Gd X2 (8% > UGS S % 5 Hahg Pl s BB RO

23



- (Lack 1948) - 2B & Z S d A3 | & AN PRIDUE § 3 Fh
o Tiog gl AN 3 ALY F 3 GRS KB S HaEE

Yoo b (R22) Flot > SEShB g § Pz x § 37 e

() K3\ ForkL By

TR AT ZFHRET FEKEIRER CRATA FFHEET
oS PO BE R 4P o B A T EAE K 2 2 AT RTE A T R A
OB S A% FIR A Pt Hsu and Lin (1997) &7 =4 +hz 4
T TEEALES T ABART A HREF AR LT 2

FOPHCRLM > XX R F R BT A 3% L By PRI

T RERS R PHEAE R 3 frend-k s A F 4 P i & Hsu and Lin (1997) -
Williams (2001) # % 2 5 #54 A F R &5 L™ > 2§ P g Kok
A2 R G Pds (trade-off) 23 W LS K2 B AN - B APM

gt RS LR rERTN AR LR AR -
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(Z) $REF FFEHLBF
LAFLY  BTAL S FEREA LR AE S BT

B o RE R LRl S A TR kP o RE R

P TR RAZTEDA TR FFIREZIFENS LB PRTF] AF Y4
HAIRTREGHRFTREL M - 7T AR AF S LD Kk FAF

R BAPHP AR > f p ATt fd R B RY Mo
ToE-AEARVEERF S E O FILRAFNAEATRES RS D
FoApHa RRAFY PN AP 2R L ERFEHEFRS > B
BB BN BUTHIF T ROEL AR F -2 [ THTEL SR

PE TR AR R R P RRM AR F]

N N TN T LT T TR

EEaz il Ar bk EaR (B 14)- 2k %FF (B 15) 2 2 b $mEp
E (R 16) MEFFLE  LRRLFERAAAF AN ZF BT 0 4r
PG OEF L BB e A T 2 - RN ARR o it S LB e L g K g
PR BTG ARG 2 Bl AR L B 2RI T 2 P4

B rBc RV AL B S H LS EEY R SHRE YR NED

2%

~x\~*l
st
l

P=1)

A A SN miFEER . B R o

be N BERZ 2§ EHY s TR TR
PRESERAIFERRER AT R % AT S Fohl M

EHPIEF T 50D R F > o BRERASF R 20%2 20 PBLE" B
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5 FEsv 43.8% (t 1984)--] £ & (Alauda gulgula) 40.6% ( % 1986 )- fr & (Passer
montanus) 75% (fr 1986 ) ~ &pk % /4 (Alcippe morrisonia) 63.8% (& 1996) ~ &
¥ ¢ & (Garrulax morrisonianus) 81.3% (7 1998 ) ~ 2= % 4tz § (Aplonis
panayensis) 51.6% (+r 2001) % # 3 (Hirundo rustica) 63.4% (¥ 2004 ) #p#2
THPRERS BT ARSFTH RGBT 2 a0 PR TR AR
EREsPamy - A 5T - AEATEESFIRTERIFZE o U7

EFHEE F1R A ] R

(=) BEpFHE 84 Fihaiks
Martin(1987) B 32 & F-i~ [ frdn G T2 A M A 3 dp ) - s chjd g
CEEEE A LS E P E S L RIDIEAT Y ] chd-- Amundsen
(1995) # 7|2 g (Pagodroma nivea) =3+ /| 22 kit 2~4 % i £ R &
2 %5 T ARREcnS IV BE % o Perring (1996) » R E2 £ A4 P R
ERaEd o g 2t REH/BGFASHFENERATNT R EE
TS g T ey R E M 0 @ < g (Parus major) fTA T R
SRR el L F o BRSNS B o K R B AT &

]f]"\a"l }:g'v'_ﬁﬁ-ﬁﬂk AV \%ﬂﬂ'\ amﬂrﬁ_ﬁ";\ \#g'__gc__’frﬁ‘;gg\l 4.3‘#’

ES) A SR 2 L R N R ] Ry g%k - R fap B
W a5 TRk TR AREREES R DT E 2 VR RRPER
”fﬁ-lL"‘: N —)r’ ?7:5’7_ = mz\ﬁ{‘o

Martin (1987) + # IS+ R R " CF R AT LR " LY 54
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AEHEFEME TN AT AT YOS S PL L ERE VT A TR
P WEAEL SIS B B FAF P AR S Ak S oo L
Fehd ko d 22006 & 2 30 K FEFFANLEN RS > ML DS F

PR B0 bt UPEABERA TN R LSRR T TR TR

Ik

L EFLEF TR > REXN LR NG E A L AK I G

Boom ERAL 5 BB o

(=) BEESMLE R R FlIE

| (2005) 2B A B7 P F NP FEFSRAEFH 1 & R Fl5 A
ERE -FFES G ARRI BRI Z AL FTHE (Sl TR
FREER ) 2L R ERBREFREFTMRERSDRF A, L LY 7>
S CFPRFFALAARESCALGFFEIGFZIBRT] HREAS XFE
FahRxRF (F23) (F24)> & K3 R F% 7 4 5 F% k5% » 4
B AP RFALGEF 95%; @A a %[?]B,%?Aé?]—,%:}g?ﬁéS%L”’iﬁ
FoeEY A 0 A% oikdn @ 3% HARDE AP RF]F LIE88% - d it
Fard S FEEESEERSCRFIAR L AP RFF L - Sockman (1997 ) #-
FHFEEFEREGTF APLOFTNME 0P AT - FLFT L NRE L S
B a 0 AR F R Sockman 07 2 K7 PR F] 2 R b P 25 A dn
o it Ry TR G AFEE VB P AS R FIRB Y 0 T ARE
R FIUAER S At BlE g A B 5 95%fr 91% 0 7 i > G L G g K

%,E’-}V’»l%%7r’ ’q.d]ll'L’ 7}:\?"4]a|*54 jer: #‘b %E'/(%_/F
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(Z) e sER

NP

WERAEE TG RIEAD A R FIF AR F LR > F§ DK

=

PEERAH BT AR FF e 5K R FPTIOE =3 R 5 213

v"‘

i 4
cm: #n R FTiok =B ARG 1406 cmo A K G P LR LiE- H#a
% F]¥2 Hsu and Lin (1997) {=%| (2005) e =% & ~ T3 3cir T o4 &
il i FRTHOFLRLLEFELCFIRALFIPE - R R
Lg% (R 25)-

HWrvie b RE > X fedn 9 Eag 2 B84 pra & gk ¥ (Ricklefs 1969a)
Wilson and Cooper(1998)4F # ¢ % % 4x £ 38 (Empidonax virescens) i i+ al
Mo A gmaaise 4% 0 HRALHF L f 14 o Sockman(1997)#-5 £

EHA R Y STZSBRKR% FRAL RN T S LI R 6

)‘m
B

WA B ALTE AEAY 2 o d R PRSI EP EERAN
oo AT G k0 - TR i a = 4 (Ettel et al 1998 ; Hannon and
Cotterill 1998) @ 5 & RaHeh=tlicf 5 ~FEH - R hp# s A3
%R Ecdr 8 Sﬂk,. =~ (Dearborn 1999) - Hsu and Lin (1997) ¢ ¥ & &

LR EFRAPLFHE A DT R Ly S iR S g (felis
catus) f-+ "> & (Callosciurus erythraeus) s ¢t & $fa e dv v % Fl» 5 - 20
FEEEE V> A esrFl ik 0¥ (Lanius cristatus) vk & T2 3§
R ABELE2Z Ao e il > WREFGFAELE »= nFE2 18

T AR TR G

FEAM A PS L FEFRAPL BN RE D F A NEN §
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A D R A TRE RS

N
¢
Ry
i
/ﬂ
i
g
Ex
7&-
3
3
K2
<l
B
5
)
Wy
4k
e

e iAERmaFmne o K PER A FEFTENLE T o

AN e T g2 B T @

Bd £ B Eaamirdp i 11~12 % > Tiawmirdy 5 114 % 5 7 % L 9~
10 = (Hsuand Lin 1997 ) # %7 7 & ¥ s cgerdp 5 9~13 % » T 3=a%ger iy % 10.6
X W AR 8~12 % o

Martin (1987)3p & miri bkt HE L KM E > BV RO L o8k &
(75 PF R e 1 TE > U ) R R SgreEerdp  Sanz (1996) BT
%8 (Ficedulahypoleuca) a7 r & L E T > * EE B miri2 WRILE AP
g LA > TR EELHE > Y FE

Ricklefs (1969b) 4% #1 &% SEFF B L EA R ML Lo 8 - BlaLL

ﬂ

Fo M BoPoerug A E 5 w7 §8 - Williams (1980 ) #F # + p% %8 ( Stercorarrus skua
lonnbergi) jE& e & en g Frrmit Dk enf s > HA £ g P m g fﬁ—’@? i
o AT ERESALIFFPHRNUE  PERREY FERE T D F PR

PREREDTHEPRTE; A AR AT S RERE DT R L R A TG
B g cny fiip e o

EREmrHIcTRYP DT F 0 fF AR BRI E L RER D

e

0 0 AT ZELHEHAE T TR T AR AEERE > FI A

G T I LR R FIS G F R -
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BoJhrEFALREA LAV RLIRRFEARADERSKE S S F T
R AL e Lo EA L RZAT RFREDE B RES FRE S )

SFT ARG B R EAHE T IRE PN L B H

3

% ]f] .F %m L\l HT

T OER MM PR L B IRl I

*
=
g
2
am
=
£
i
Lk
3
K
>
W
3

|>‘_

-

Fema X me e PEREARERHMLAFAEIAF AL - &

Fyice X FRE
v ?ﬁfaﬂpk%ﬁﬁmaﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬂ‘i,g$ G4 R 1R E (-
4 ’%§§§4¥i#’§:ﬂ“xﬁ,r§ o ERFASHTIPRRM

FRALPE WO R EAEREFEL 0 AAKE BAEHH o m oL

-

FAFCH 2006 # R E S A 49 0 o ARk AR ¢ ff 5 13,267 201 0 A Biw (4
A BiEe fFF 5,041 20F ~ e 141 2F 2 A4 113 20F 0 H E 2B R ARAE
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