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; ( Najanaja) . 1 <0.4 m\0.4~1.0 m
( Buteobuteo) . ( Milvusmigrans) ( Falcosub— >1.0m 3 ;
buteo) 26 * . ( Cinnamo— 9)
mumburmanii) . ( Ficusmicrocarpa) . .
( F. concinna) . ( Osmanthusfragrans) <10 m.10 ~ 100 m
( Archontophoenixalexandrae) >100m 3
( Celtistetrandra) . ( Broussonetia— 10)
papyrifera) . ( Pinusmassoniana) . ( Cinna- 1.3 m <0.1 m,
momumcamphora) . ( Rosa laevigata) . 0.1~0.4m >0.4m 3
( LiquidambaformosanaHance) — ** . 11) : ;
2 2.2
2.1 / (s°/
012 2 -4 m) . §/m=0 S /m=1
; S*/m > 1
( 6:00~9:00.  12:00 ~14:00. m = /N i
17:00 ~ 19: 00) = (A - (2 /N /N =
x X v
20 m x20 m ( )iN
T23
1 ) ) 25 ) ) Kolmogorov-Smirnov Z-est
). 70 e
88 )
Vanderloeg  Scavia W, E,
1) . 4 <30% 30% ~50% - o
50% ~80% « >80% ;
2) . 3 . N W, = (r/p)/ X (r/p) E = (W, -
3) 1/n) (W, + 1/n)
GPS <10 m.10~100 m >10m W, E, )
3 n (i =123 n);p,
4) . i :
<4 4-~40 >40 3 r; i
5) . L _1<E <1 E >0
<10 .10 ~100 > 100 3 E =1 VE, <0 c=-1
6) E, =0 0
3 N N ;
7) 1
<l m.1~4m >4 m 3
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1
. Microsoft
Excel 2003 SPSS 11.5 for Windows 0.9 0.99 1.1
ol 3.2
11 7
3 N N
AY N Y 4
3.1 > >
1 3.3
11
S*/m >1 2.
2
Pi r; W, E; :
X* P(a=0.05)
( >80%) 0.194 8 0.393 9 0.5320 0.220 5 P
(50% ~80%) 0.4156 0.545 5 0.345 3 0.056 7 R
20. 684 0.001
(30% ~50%) 0.259 17 0.121 2 0.1228 -0.047 4 R
( <30%) 0.155 8 0.000 0 0.0000 -0.0625 R
0.4156 0.606 1 0.534 8 0.174 9 P
0.389 6 0.424 2 0.399 3 0.048 4 R 15.474 0.001
0.168 8 0.030 3 0.0658 -0.1068 NP
>100 m 0.103 9 0.181 8 0.416 4 0.062 3 R
10 ~100 m 0.844 2 0.757 6 0.2135 -0.0655 R 23.053 0.007
<10 m 0.077 9 0.121 2 0.370 1 0.0259 R
>40 0.013 0 0.030 3 0.543 6 0.184 4 P
4 ~40 0.571 4 0.727 3 0.2965 -0.0232 R 2.211 0.031
<4 0.441 6 0.303 0 0.1599 -0.0855 R
>100 0.233 8 0.000 0 0.0000 -0.1111 NP
10 ~ 100 0.610 4 0.818 2 0.501 3 0.140 2 P 13.579 0.001
<10 0.181 8 0.242 4 0.498 7 0.137 6 P
0.259 7 0.545 5 0.605 6 0.255 6 P
0.376 6 0.5152 0.394 4 0.044 5 R 19.263 0.001
0.389 6 0.000 0 0.0000 -0.1111 NP
>4 m 0.142 9 0.030 3 0.0858 -0.1038 NP
1~4m 0.376 6 0.3333 0.3579 0.016 9 R 11.211 0.038
<lm 0.506 5 0.697 0 0.556 4 0.198 4 P
>1m 0.259 7 0.606 1 0.633 1 0.289 7 P
0.4~1m 0.506 5 0.212'1 0.1136 -0.098 2 R 32.053 0.001
<0.4m 0.259 7 0.242 4 0.2532 -0.0470 R
>100 m 0.026 0 0.000 0 0.0000 -0.1111 NP
10 ~100 m 0.493 5 0.666 7 0.634 6 0.291 6 P 2.684 0.100
<10 m 0.506 5 0.393 9 0.365 4 0.022 4 R
>0.4 m 0.077 9 0.000 0 0.0000 -0.1111 NP
0.1~0.4m 0.649 4 0.484 8 0.2792 -0.0332 R 4.041 0.019
<0.1m 0.298 7 0.575 8 0.720 8 0.408 4 P
0.740 3 0.818 2 0.5159 0.1551 P
0.0519 0.000 0 0.0000 -0.1111 NP 10.737 0.025
0.233 8 0.242 4 0.484 1 0.123 2 P
* P NP AR R
11 10 ~100 m 71.43%;; 4 ~
88.57% 57.14%; 40 68.57%; 10 ~ 100
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77.14%:
51.43%: 1 m 56.71%: 3 4
1 m 57.14%: 3 1
10 ~100 m 62.86%: 4
0.1m 54.29%: 1 0. 342% 4
77.14%. 1"
~ 25
3
1% /% /% /%
1 2.755 25.049 25.049 2.755 25.049 25.049
2 2.066 18.782 43.831 2.066 18.782 43.831
3 1.793 16.304 60. 135 1.793 16.304 60. 135
4 1.123 10.207 70. 342 1.123 10.207 70. 342
5 0.853 7.757 78.099
6 0.725 6.588 84.687
7 0.593 5.389 90.076
8 0.480 4.368 94. 444
9 0.255 2.319 96.763
10 0.190 1.729 98.492
11 0.166 1.508 100. 000
( 4) . . . . .
2. 719 N
25.049% . .
A 0.791 0.649 -0.638 -0.641 4
-0.657 5
1 2 3 4
0.797 -0.175 0.113 0.324
2.066 0.649 0.083  0.536 0.365
18. 782% . . 0.023 -0.307 0.679 -0.173
A -0.101 -0.779 0.002 0.285
~0.779 0.823 0. 731 -0.641 0.045 0.177 0.553
0.459 0.196 -0.641 -0.330
0.150 0.823 0.072 0.193
-0.638 -0.055 -0.429 0.263
1.793
0.202 -0.264 -0.337 0.517
16. 304% .
A 0. 679 ~0.641 -0.657 -0.043 0.494 -0.201
-0.207 0.731 0.208 0.258
1.123 4
10.207%.
A 0.517
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The Primarily Analyses Habitat Preference of Common
Coucal in Spring

YUAN Baodong
( College Life Sciences Shangqiu Normal University Shangqiu Henan 476000 China)

Abstract: The habitat preference of Common coucal ( Ceniropussinensis) was investigated from February to April
2012 in Yizhou Guangxi China. In field eleven ecological factors were measured in 70 used quadrats( 20 m X
20 m) and 88 control quadrats respectively. Vanderloeg and Scavia habitat selection index show that: the well cano—
py density the well shelter of wind the distance from water about 10 to 100 m the tree density about 4 to 40 ind. /
plot the shrub density about 10 to 100 ind. /plot the distance to tree less than 1 m the distance to shrub more than
1 m the diameter of tree less than 0.4 m the human disturbance distance about 10 to 100 m and the well food rich—
ness were preferred in spring. The total eigenvalue contribution of the four factors was 70.342% . The first principal
component belonging to safety factor was a major factor affecting spring habitat selection of Commoncoucal. How to
reduce the human disturbanc was the key factor for increasing population number and distribution region.

Key words: Common coucal; habitat selection; principal composition analysis
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The Nest-Site Selection of White-Rumped Munia Lonchura
striatain Jiangxi Province China

SHAO Mingqin XU Ning WU Juan CHEN Bin
( College of Life Science Jiangxi Normal University Nanchang Jiangxi 330022 China)

Abstract: In December 2015 and March 2016 nest-site selection of White-rumped Munia Lonchura striata was in—
vestigated in Nanchang City and Yichun City Jiangxi Province. The principal composition analysis indicated that the
main factors affecting the nest-site selection of White-trumped Munia were nest-iree food abundance water nest se—
curity and nest concealment. Comparisons between the nest-site and control plots revealed significant differences in—
nest-iree height and canopybreadth. This study indicated that the Whiterumped Munia preferred higher tree and
wide canopyas nest-site which was related with higher security requirement for nest.

Key words: Lonchura striata; nest-site choice; principal composition analysis



