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% 2-1 8 4584 4/1)

e 111#12°
g7 Ve o7 $l %23 % 3% 5 % BF A Wi 3 B # B B

— ~ Family Anatidae Fvg AL

1. Anas acuta X kvg 14 10 14 1.51% £ /&

2. Anas falcata | -kvg 3 2 3 0.32% 2 /%

3. Anas strepera 7 g 13 13 1.40% /&

4, Mareca penelope 7 SR vg 26 46 33 46 4.95% 2 /%

5. Spatula clypeata g 35 31 12 35 3.77% 2 /&
— ~ Family Podicipedidae /& %8 4+

1. Podiceps ruficollis 35 20 25 35 3.77% AN
— ~ Family Ardeidae R

1. Ardea cinerea jouyi 2 3 | 3 0.32% /%

2. Bubulcus ibis coromandus 9 5 5 9 097%: /% F.% ~% ~&/%

3. Egretta alba 107 35 26 107; 11.52% /%

4. Egretta intermedia 7 2 2 7 0.75% 2 /%

5. Egretta garzetta 58 30 14 58 6.24% g /&

6. Ixobrychus cinnamomeus 1 1 0.11% g/* &
VY~ Family Threskiornithidae & 4+
I 1. Plataea minor 43 143 50 143; 15.39% N
71~ Family Accipitridae B AL ‘
11 1. Elanus caeruleus 1 1 1 0.11% g/ &
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% 2-1 B8R 5034 4/2)

s 111#127*
gz PR 1l =% 2 %1% 3%k x & obidy o3 o~ B B PR

75 ~ Family Chardriidae

1. Charadrius alexandrinus LR 45 35 86 86 9.26% W ¥y

2. Charadrius dubius | IR TR 3 3 0.32% A

3. Pluvialis fulva £ g 10 4 10 1.08% .
1=~ Family Scolopacidae

1. Calidris alpina 2 'k 38 4 3 54 54 5.81% /K

2. Calidris ruficollis =2897% 38 2 2 0.22% I/

3. Tringa glareola Eraig 2 1 2 0.22% PO/

4. Tringa hypoleucos 38 1 2 1 2 0.22% 2 /48

5. Tringa nebularia + & 38 17 14 8 17 1.83% /4

6. Tringa stagnatilis | F X 38 1 1 0.11% /%

7. Tringa totanus # X 38 8 7 7 8 0.86% 2/
J\_~ Family Recurvirostridae £ %rgg#*

1. Himantopus himantopus B e 24 20 15 24 2.58% x /&

2. Recurvirostra avosetta F o 10 28 16 28 3.01% 2/
J1. ~ Family Laridae

1. Sterna hybrida 2 %3 18 20 17 20 2.15% 2~/

2. Sterna caspia 25 EW 45 87 61 87 9.36% 2/ %
-+~ Family Columbidae

1. Columba livia 75 48 28 20 15 28 3.01% R/

2. Streptopelia chinensis TR Sp o g 2 2 0.22% ¥/%

3. Streptopelia tranquebarica i g 3 2 3 0.32% ¥/%
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#2-1 5p ang4/3)

i 111#127
L P ? 1215 2Xi% 3%k X @ A Wb N RS

—+— ~ Family Rallidae A FL A

. Gallinual chloropus ZF K 5 4 5 0.54% /%
-+~ Family Alcedinidae FEAL

. Alecedo atthis ®E 5 1 2 5 0.54% ¥ /%

=~ Family Hirundidae &AL

. Hirundo rustica gutturalis P 1 1 0.11% W g /8

. Hirundo tahitica P 2 2 3 3 0.32% F/%

. Riparia paludicola SRR 2 2 0.22% /%
—+PY - Family Musciapidae B

. Copsychus saularis 848 1 1 0.11% xR/E
—+7 ~ Family Cisticolidae Sk f AL

. Prinia inornata A Ep A4S B 10 2 3 10 1.08% FL/¥
75~ Family Estrildidae fr =g

. Lonchura punctulata m g 6 5 7 7 0.75% gy
—++= - Family Passeridae i g AL

. Passer montanus ik 8 12 16 29 29 3.12% T/%
—+/\ ~ Family Sturnidae N F L

. Acridotheres javanicus v kN 6 7 5 7 0.75% ko /

. Acridotheres tristis o B 2 4 1 4 0.43% ok /
—+71 ~ Family Dicruridae R fL

. Dicrurus macroceru - 1 2 2 0.22% FL/¥
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% 2-1 S 4 %4 (4/4)

i 111£12%
gz PrE FLAH 23 % 3% B X glF A viE 3 - B o B
—- ~ Family Corvidae 76 fL
1. Dendrocitta formosae pran-) 1 1 1 0.11% /3
£ 2 20414478 (E=:8) 596, 624 524 929 100 % .40
Simpson’ s dominance index (C) B% & 007 *:24 7 & .3
Shannon Index (H ) s 2 & 3000 %:] 1
Pielou’ s evenness index (E) #3#7& 079 iE:5 #:0
(SR) &7 1449 | %0 Fi:3
Number of Species #&#ic 37 35 33 44 o %4 X518

Ll TR RREANT A S LR ey I E 6 S T 2074 d 5
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% 3-1 & RIGFED H N2/

5 111127 i
gt P g Rleb ] LRI P PEREE T ORI L A
— ~ Bacillariophyta FR®
1. Achnanthes brevipes Eind Bk 549.02; 1387.50 125.87F  2062.38 26.63%
2. Amphora coffeaeformis P e A BB R 27.87 27.87 0.36%
3. Amphora costata vt R R 94.75 48.10 47.20 190.05 2.45%
4, Amphora laevis Tk ER % 78.03 5.24 83.28 1.08%
5. Amphora ovalis “FAEER 348.36 66.60 414.96 5.36%
6. Bacillaria paradoxa H B AR 64.10 125.80 70.80 260.70 3.37%
7. Cocconeis placentula m [F] 9P 3 395.74 5.24 400.98 5.18%
8. Gyrosigma balticum D O R DR I 2.62 2.62 0.03%
9. Melosira nummuloides BAUR ® 4% 34.09 34.09 0.44%
10. Navicula cryptocephala g 4 A% 58.52 103.60 162.12 2.09%
11. Navicula sp. 4 A5 % 148.00 148.00 1.91%
12. Nitzschia constricata EHEE 8.36 8.36 0.11%
13. Nitzschia fonticola e i A5 % 13.93 13.93 0.18%
14. Nitzschia granulata R E AR 11.15 40.70 51.85 0.67%
15. Nitzschia palea FAE R 797.05 599.40 112.76;  1509.20 19.48%
16. Nitzschia prolongata wE FA % 19.51 19.51 0.25%
17. Nitzschia sigma TR A R 111.00 31.47 142.47 1.84%
18. Nitzschia sp. F A5 % 189.51 192.40 70.80 452.71 5.84%
19. Pleurosigma sp. £l R 8.36 14.80 7.87 31.03 0.40%
20. Synedra ulna LR AR R 808.20 725.20 188.80; 1722.200 22.23%
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% 3-1 2RI EFRDN AL (2/2)

'R 111#127% it
gL L Rl I B B B 3 A P e
— ~ Bacillariophyta P EP
21. Thalassiosira leptopus 7] & 7 48 % 7.40 7.40 0.10%
£+ (H i+ 10° cell/ sz) 3472.46.  3570.50 702.76: 7745.7146 100%
Shannon Index (H ) s 8 & 2.07 1.83 2.03
M hin 0.91 1.47 0.53
RERE SR PRBR PRAR YRS
Number of Species #&#«c 16 13 12 21
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