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The Contents of Abstract in This Thesis:

The Malayan sun bear (Helarctos malayanus),the least studied animal of
the Ursidae family, is maily distributed in the tropical rainforests of Southeast
Asia. Studies of its habitat use in the wild are particularly rare and with
inconsistent results. The objective of this study was to ascertain the pattern of
habitat use of the Malayan sun bear in the Malaysian state of Sabah.

This investigation of sun bear habitat use was conducted through strip
transect between May 2006 and January 2007 in lowland rainforests of
Borneo, around the Danum Valley Field Center, in the Ulu Segama Forest
Reserve. The 200 km?2 study area was divided into 100 sampling units of 1
km-wide and 2 km-long grids. Within each sampling unit, a 10 m-wide and
400 m-long strip transect for a sign survey was then selected.

This research relied on an actual sample size of 94 strip transects for its
data analysis on the presence (including numerical data) or absence of bear. It
analyzed 15 factors, i.e. slope, elevation, distance to the river, distance to
active logging road, distance to inactive road, density of active logging road,
density of inactive road, index of trail, canopy cover, ground vegetation cover,
large tree density, forest type, dead wood density, termite nest density, density

of the genus of Ficus.

Bear presence was noted in 75 strip transects, i.e. 80% of all strip

transects; while bear absence characterized the remaining 19 strip transects,
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1.e. 20% of all strip transects. Of bear claw marks, 29% occurred on trees in
the primary forest, for an average density of claw mark on tree of 4.94
trees/ha; 71% occurred on trees in the logged forest, with an average density
of 8.77 trees/ha. For 60% of all transects, claw marks were concentrated on
one to three trees.

By differentiating between absence (n = 19) and presence (n = 75) of
bear claw marks in transects for the above-mentioned 15 factors, it revealed
that the transects for which there was presence of claw marks on trees were
the ones with fewer trails (Mann-Whitney U Test, p = 0.028), a lower large
tree density (p = 0.029), and with less primary forest (p = 0.008). The
Modified Ivlev’s Electivity Index revealed that the Malayan sun bear avoided
trails, had a preference for lower densities of large trees and for logged forest.
I then proceeded with a logistic regression model, with presence or absence of
Malayan sun bear, and the Omnibus test of model coefficients was significant
(p = 0.008), yet only forest type could be considered as significant
explanatory factor (p = 0.011). In a generalized linear model, with numerical
data of Malayan sun bear, the Likelihood Ratio Chi-square test of model
coefficients was not really significant (p=0.059), except for the forest type
variable which could be considered as a significant explanatory factor (p =
0.016).

The results indicat that the Malayan sun bear is not really a
forest-interior species. | suggest that, in addition to addressing the importance
of primary rainforests for conservation, with well designed logging practices
for quality secondary succession and with a limited impact from human

activity, logged forest could become an important habitat for wildlife.

Keywords: Ursidae, habitat selection, logging, preference, strip transect sign
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and Greer, 1992) ° Ulu Segama # k3 % SR 4o Ak p 350 B 5 10 k3R
G A BRI e 0 - )]*ﬂufu FHPIRXy ERRANAFE > » L7
W Aesc 5% % (Hinz, 2008 ) -

WMEN R AR REAP R T R T o B RNV F KL G2
PR m»—&w% 100mm % % > F 2> o B EA R AiF o2
Pp Bt 305 %Rl =0T 8 (Hing, 2008 ) &% » 1986 —2006 & & > &
Svﬁxr&‘«m)iﬁ%”\ 365 - EBMERFENIIR S THE X gy L4

L2068 K > SO TIORERA A B G 5 95% (F = ~BRp)) foT78% (T
- BLR) o THERE L 2825 mme 22006 F AT RFHEF > E R
B 53,083 mme 2 EE S 246X AT A TE B 4 21 X ¢ T & (Hinz,
2008 ) -

AT F EE S A chhiE e A RA R 2 b S g

B5 0 AL 120 fof SR B 2 340 [R5 T~ 75 MR AT 60 45
B f A0 A K > 125 15000 fEE skdde o B OF 1 B 4 EFAZE
200 f& ol (Hinz, 2008) > * SEF 487 & § + # 1= (general flowering)
7 % (Appanah, 1985) -

Ulu Segama &tk %E % ¢ 23 B % & (1) 2k 8 %#E % (Danum
Valley Conservation Area, DVCA )» p* 4 — B i:3 & # 4 438 km’ e 45
Hy (2) 2R HEFEFOB S S 36 9 9,728km’ o iz
AwRBP2Z ARG - BREEFF P < (Danum Valley Field Center, DVFC )

(B 2)> ﬁip POCREAEE b 0 £ 48 £ F (Lahat Datu) ¥ 83km o P 3%
FLFE BT AR F PRPECLETRITrAMERRE X o



BAFTRRPN o S RIT19782 1992 & FF e a3 iTE > B

FE 2542 1235 1986% 5 k& &) = ¥ &4k &k (Sabah Foresty
Department ) 12 +k;* (Forest Enactment Act 1986) » i35 ¥ i¥ # % %t

( Monocyclic Unit System , MUS ) » 7% 60& 5 — 5 3F 8 » & g £0 &
DBH * *60 cmsfkt A > @ F = 4 B/ 320 (9% 2 (Marsh, 1995) -
AR e T ﬁ?@ﬁ%}@ﬁit‘ DRI EM R R Y R g RURY &
# & o sl Ak (Johns, 1992) - Ahmad (2001) HE ¥ Rasifod &4k
Z B d R E R REER > E O SRR DBEEAA - FlRBEEE
sz g > 84 2 4 pift (Euphorbiaceae ) 51+ ﬁﬁé BN, A H F §
# % (Macaranga) {-% 4 % (Mallotus) &4 - Mr‘ b ERRB
R LT PR EAERES o R o B m*fﬂ"@llﬁ RagbFe <7
dof FLd 4 > 402 ) (Neofelisnebulosa) ~ = EEfcd B i § % %
(Newbery etal., 1992) « # ¢ » 2 )8 § # 5 X jz B 0 i (Meijaard,
1999) @ ¥ - f& % R 2 ﬁiﬁ( Python reticulatus )( Fredriksson, 2005 )-
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Jd

N

- R E

AFEE 32006 # 3 % 3 2007 & 1% B ot B M & A ¥
{%ﬁﬁﬁﬁgpi%i“%ﬁ%7?*%%%fﬁﬁ°ﬁiﬁﬁé*
B 10x20km & * A R > EHEBHFLF L ¢ 7 R4tk (9 40%5
ﬁ)ﬁﬁ@ﬁ(ﬁ&%)’ﬁfﬁpﬁ@ Fegpptieanzrly
RO RBPHESENT TR (FE3) 0 B EOERRERD A
KEL o gt ob s AP RHBIRIE Y L £ RS )Eé**ﬁiﬁﬂﬁ‘ =
SR AR 0 M BT fod i e SN PR enIF bR § A o

AT ART B g R Fl’t:lhz 200km mF-' Jf{?piéa\%\' 100 i &
ﬁézmﬁawﬁﬁﬁwlgkm)’wﬁmwwﬂhnéiﬁc°%wﬁ#
5o aRE e (2km’) ¥4 0 B 025 kmll fh o IR TR B i

‘\‘ j\ '7}— A’\% mi\'ﬁp}i ‘:}% g’{'ﬁp égi] *é'&’ V} ml;‘: l'j——
BLo 3 cNFARF A A e 5 AT 4w > P ERETARF gy F frdl
(AR F) CRAFE L FE R R BB IR E - - B Y

fieiT- ETARFAE A 100 GEFTARF -

EERBEFRARIOEHFR > ALARE L EERTART DR AR MK
% o7 2R (Garshelisetal., 1999) o & fr &g d & 4k > § R
10 meng A%%F » 11 = x*"/EH’“—‘kPEEﬁ«EﬁP’%E{ % e (Augeri,

mE ° d

Yo

2005) o AATF % B T AEF 10 mE e 400
*%ﬁi@ﬂ+mﬁﬁ%@oﬁgngu7
AL SmE R o £ A 25 mii- ek FA RS
BIFEH  BRSEL N T 6L FTHREFELUE AP AI5EE -

Iy
b
fi
7
gt
&
ke
o

73N A B
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B ANA AL T T R Ro 40N R R T R o F i

ABAF PR B EF Ty BEA- APIST A BRAE R



d 4§ ke 4 B f et grd (Nowak, 2005; Steinmetz and
Garshelis, 2008 ) - % £ $57 3 F‘ B RERRE M A P EEE R
LR BRI AR R R spm:'.ps;}w: ol 3B K fu et
RaRPIrs 2 aB 42 S8 2 35 ol & S5 aR iR
% o bl4cE g 78 (Sus barbatus) -~ & X@Tﬁr (Viverra tangalunga )

% j& (Mydaus javanensis ) f=% . ® (Manis javanica) » & F ¥ it » 7 B~
G AR 2 ekl s 9 IR forERE R B o A Wi I e j\ﬁu,,";ﬁg
i enf 8 R E* (Yasuma and Andau, 2000) ° F|pt » AFFF F kdkF BT
AR AR G ofs Nt BAL TR NEE, o RS HIETR R ER O E
Benikyp o AT T - - Pl N B 3RS R i1 bR 2
AR o

FOANT A RO (F ROR) 1o P E S
ERNC VL ORE S b EURE L LR = s B s

ek Whops NARPGETE BB G 15m~ EEATEH (LY b
YN E R ) o Rt N DBH - HEE (2B R RN T 2 & )ﬂff'ffﬁ@ ,

ME R B ARE

ThHz2_ vk j\pgz
% % (Geographic

FAEF R AL EAT 0 ke
2 BRIRB Y AR AL IR A L TG o F b
Information System, GIS) ~ {7 4p B B A > 3+ & I 7 BARM 2 £ 715 - &
BTG ARER A A2 AR ST G AW - 4 & (2003) B
LG4 B E S chde b A 45 > 112 Wong (2002) Fr Augeri (2005) 4
B Ag b R R ATRAGE Rjiend BE Y o 2R BB RBECGEE 40T

—r——zz‘)
F"‘FP
32 F 3

(- ) BAE T R* 7RIk e AR %% K (Suunto MC-2 Professional
Mirror Compass W/Clinometer) KplEE R (G R+ 46 §5°2003) -

(Z ) BHFE " R® 22k 3 p 2% 5 (Global Positioning System,
GPS) - 415. (GPSMAP 60CSx) - iR % 7 A% F ¥z 4 4B R -

(Z) BigindiThedg @ % R p 5 kd I rofn £ 2 WH% (Jambatan
Ukur dan Pemetaan Malasia, JUPEM ) ® (¥ GIS Bl & > 3+ 5 % i5 5


http://zh-yue.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Sus_barbatus&action=edit&redlink=1
http://zh-yue.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Viverra_tangalunga&action=edit&redlink=1
http://zh-yue.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Mydaus_javanensis&action=edit&redlink=1
http://zh-yue.wikipedia.org/wiki/%E7%A9%BF%E5%B1%B1%E7%94%B2

AR e BE B fortiTiEis (GER >5m) eNBGTERAE o AT Hcdy

‘FKUAI'CGIS92£ CHRET AT o

() 24 BoaTiede @ B* kp 8§ ke Locfrp 2 AmMnd v GIS

BIA B F AR d BB ok (2 Z R P anfostw
P AHREA 0 BR R R Y <3 3.5m) hEGaTER © T Hd
7‘5& ™ ArcGIS 9.2 & # ﬁﬁ%"’s&‘-hln\ﬁ“ B oo RIS R HR (TR X B
P pE RS A 5T BE % <250m ~ 251—500m ~ 501
—800m ~ 801 —1,600 m ~ > 1,600 m (Clark et al., 1993; Rudis and
Tansey, 1995; Powell et al., 1997; Reynolds-Hogland and Mitchell,

2007)

(I) HERBAE ¥ kp 5 kd Trcfppl 22 WRNATHGIS BE -

»
7

(_:

(,\

FRE RGN O R A > T FARR S e 285 500m 2
Flo f& F efiag £ R 0 X8 %ﬁiﬁfﬁ *EH o E kiR
(m,"ha)

) HE R T B B (25x10m) T (A) BHY AR
RISmF R ) AT REDNE o Ty T ARE dhiry
16 B ) Hed? 7 3587 Hg FTlicE 4o i (FLZ 5 AR Hig2 pst
% &R4ptk (£ ha)

) TEEBER R # P &R &K (Spherical densiometer model-C) ki
BoE5-B ) RRAPE-ZFEEPR L HEANTT BEE

) szo%\(z)m%— 0% ~ (3) 41%—60% - (4) 61% —80% ~ (5) 81%
—100% o £ M EFiEFT AT 16 LdpanlHE s T w5 EF

}i—fb‘-@"—i I‘L‘ ~ I_E'L o

)EHBER Y PARETG RPN EAZNE G Im TSR
F(25X10m) ehf A vt bl o B AR REFRERRE REF 6 o 7
A AR T T B EE (1) £20% (2) 21%—40% ~ (3) 41%—
60% ~ (4) 61%—80% ~ (5) 81%—100% o £ 11 & ik 5 4% % 16 4 #cdh

L iaE o TRi%w & mﬁ:ﬁz% B2 iNEE o



(1) «ﬁf?&: BB ke I A A SR P A DBH>60cm b oo 2t
EE B I T B DBH > 60 cm = fferfhiice 2K 18 4o 2 ’—"T#ﬁ 16 é_ﬁ.g{;}}%\
FLFETAAF DT T HEELZRAR (% ha) o

(1) Btss] 3 hdethk Ll & T4 B 5 2 g g (Marsh
and Greer, 1992) » A & R4othfrdd S 4ka ag ] o 975 T4 3
LE Rt LG 54k G b S E G R N A iz -
#E“ff AR e o

(L= ) HAMH Fiter? T 5785 KfLehBARAGH > 407
ST A2 %R 0k 15k E (Wongetal,,2002) © 5 %
A E B A A (DBH>30cm) it o> 2= 1 Rl E 4
A BArE AT o RIS A AT 16 L Hdp T A IR T AR e
A114% (m3,ha)

SO BRERACUEREH ATAF P B G i odkd 0 7
Tt A el do® 1A Bl AT S R EAREE L - 2
CHEEPR R E S - B0 RE LS F;%;%
Ar KRR EA s AR S X B SR D ks PSR LR
TR AN Ak ke ikx B (Gabrlella
Fredriksson, # A 33 ) o 358 & ] B ) 7 b fEsfo Rk 2 38

%:o;\lélmmﬁr}a 16 “ﬁtﬁxtﬁﬁrlb,g,i\% B A e R
hdg % (%, ha)

(_L

Jui
\—

ERBERR RS ARF ARG —‘F'fﬁ} #.% #4 (Moraceae )
¥53 %% (Ficus) a5 cndk F 2.5 ks £ & e a8 F Lk (McConkey
and Galetti, 1999; Wong et al., 2002; Meijaard et al., 2005 ) - &= 3
Frehr b TR NG SRR e KSR 162
Hodf 15 B TR TR (H 2 % ha)

- FRA

AIFh BT e B AL B (25%10m) G o] B @ ) -
TPy FIETART - 25 16 Ly > ARG A Timant i3 LR
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FEET AR T A AR E o “7F TAR* Microsoft Office Excel 2003
FPEAFHEFEE A ® % SPSS17.0 &~ R E % ﬁWmﬂifQﬁﬁy
d FEREFERRE - ZFERARLRR ATEED g

S 7 ’i’f‘-"?f«l %8 a4 ‘EE‘. ERE z\ﬁ“’s"i'"")"; s BTl ie JIL"’“}-‘EY'

BEEY @ F BRE N hA T o

(=) #&& i

AETABTEOTAR TG R E N 0 R RS SR
AR ek FTARF S E A BTG R o d 3 e TN B
Lilliefors & ¥ -k % 2_ Kolmogorov-Smirnov v+ & fo# i Q-Q Bl = >
FRAFLFHRE A BEFEAF T " B2 22— — &
R Uz (Mann-Whitney Utest) ¥t H T35@E 27 1 ko 2 £ A @
ARAFEY ARV REO- P KT R BAMARILTIAR
ﬂ?ﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁmﬁaﬁ EFLRY ﬁ’x*”'@& 2 R A fe
A FoerifEy H%E 32288 p %% 5381 KI% T RE EE
%ﬁ\ﬁ’éﬁﬁﬁg&fr%%& FRAED m“‘@»ﬁ‘-i@—v‘b%ﬁf’i°

(Z) B+ 58 ip i ( Modified Ivlev‘s Electivity Index » E;) (*it4% 5)

B s — B 4F L Uk 2 (Mann-Whitney U test) 3 i 3| & ¥ -k 2 o
4TS o - i’b R ErE S (Modified Ivlev’s Electivity Index - E;)
( Reynolds-Hogland and Mitchell, 2007 ) 4 47 & & j= %0 8 248 7|3 4
FERME P AT AP FREFFEDRTIER L YR T
(categorlcal variables ) - E;d Ivlev's Electivity Index % @ _m &k » 4F pe®_F
BIABFAN* (use) ant > M S L BRI g IEHaug
B B3R o eT

“E\L\

= [ 2x (use of habitat i —availability of habitati) ],[1+ (use of
habitat i + availability of habitat i) ]
A

Ei: & B R A 14 1 2@ o B E30f B> & 7w

12



Ei 20 BwpF o &7 B4 (Powell, 1997)
04 g F]3 e s

use of habitat i: &+ 4= & * 2. i $F % 7 A%F & 9753 B AKF P %A

4 g 3 ALl &
2 RFF a5

availability of habitat i:1 #g %] 7 A% % #& =975 % 4 L F)F 0 4
3

(=) Bk Eﬁf ( Logistic regression ) o/ & 4|4 73] ( Generalized linear

model )

PR AT LB A RRA L PRI A RERS A
# » x ¢ Logistic /v\]ﬁc P H - BIREFUEEFIALRRE,  KRiERED
FRRefE i > Fl G Bt iRt A B F RR B F1S dF 12 (Morrison
etal., 1998) - ‘?ﬁéﬂiﬂ’ﬁ?ﬂ;, I PER I VR A AR
( Maximum Likelihood Estimation, MLE ) # -3 iz I A E52005)
ﬂﬁ%ﬁ%@ﬁ%?zi&%ﬁ’ﬁw%ﬁﬁm>g‘ 5] ST o

N T T EN LES R

i %]
W~ B e mﬁﬁ,,wu,}ﬂ{@ ~ ;% (Enter) > @ & * ik %
fF A 47 (Stepwise regression) o 3 1 { § *eniE (TIEH R X 0 AT
i P39 Score ¥ ® B Wald e B8 F 2P F L 2 HEHRK
Feop % o BRI FA TS F oA ET R SR A 4 PR o @ &
A4 ¥t (Collinearity Diagnostics ) 3% 8 % % & (Tolerance ) fr% &
#8%k 1% (Variance Inflation Factor, VIF) k% - 2 LA 203 1 2
CRE Ty ST SR LT Y S IR T
2 FZFLROE KE 4“’1\'1‘1??,*; %ﬂﬁ”—*—‘ﬁ'ﬁfﬁgféf,ﬁ%i
AR ELE wwugfﬁ;ﬁw&{,dgﬁ@%ﬂMOM%ﬁ#ﬁﬁ.
B EE 2% Bc€ (Menard, 1995) -

TR TR gp R E W] F]
A
]

BB §F 4 47 B 2 Omnibuste T AF & 14 FoouofREE
$iEi- B RAT LICLIRISER TS o @ f R ik R LT M
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¥4 155 33 B] 2 Cox & Snell R® & frNagelkerke R® & e+ o] & 2] %7 > H #&
IE'—‘_BI‘J‘ O._L 1 Fﬁ &IE’ \‘}—’\ ) T\TE %Iﬁfrl; Ié‘mﬁ‘;g F/J-N_}fﬁi °
RETG LN R G BRI A 154 B FS 5 p R TA T

R & REHA o b il B ﬁ/&ﬁzﬁ;ﬂu v iR I chZ A \FT%IE'
L LA R BRI F T o d LN A F R
¥»> (Poisson) 4 F » #50d AFT 7 EH " ,L’F\ st (loglinear ) waq'
W7 o EERE AR e B £ + 2 & (Likelihood Ratio Chi-square )
WX SHR| M AEA T S Wald + 2 B TF LB F ik T g o

() B RjL7&F A A RERAR

B4 04 BE S RIF G LA ENT ARE 5 AFT T 02 400m S A 5 25%10
maERA (X 25mPl G ERE AR FEFAAY Y 25m-50m -
100 m ~ 150 m ~ 200 m ~ 250 m ~ 300 m ~ 350 m = 400 m & %] #4 i | 5] 4
i g o
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=N
- T B AR PR
(=) F4xF N A+

2006 & 5% 3 2007 & 1% > F]5 2007 & 1 % #5 b A 4 Hp
AR FEEOFTY L RER X6 ETART o HY 4 A ET AT TS
RETE DA LEL AR ARRSEERAELE SR (1X2km) 420
WF R AT AR B OE S BRITA A A AT E L 94 £ 7 AxF

TALE T AT o
(=) B kjgxshap

BO4iETARF Y > F TSEFTARF P G LN FARFFR
A S 80% 0 & g T 270 P MM TIE KRR AR S 7.18 4% /ha-
TARN P S AR B L N E S 11 B 13 s AR R
(60% n=75) (B 3)-

BT FART Y P ARG ERERS Kl o e - B
e B e 11 Bt i e 8 % (feeding site ) o izt 1 & § — -4 #°
PalBefsAh o Adthd e o ed IRBH A P8 KLl s Rp (%
CENNIAINE S E DRI SEY Sod- W I =) I SEA IR PAVAR
Flb o AT R s LS R iR SRR TS B ik

B SRS AR kf o R RARD39 EF AT P 0 26
EF R ONBE o TR 67% 5 B HRSS LT ARE o F B I A9 0EF AL NKE o GE
89% (B 4)- Je ke enfu MR 3 0 29% B TR 4tk (n=771# ) j:
NEEDR AR G 4944 /ha @ T1% R4 Sk fLNER A S 877
B ha 5 Rk R ET AL 183 (B 4)-

FEHEERFLHRT S 2 5 - &gt (Fagaceae) 5 B e %
Boggdy (EF H82F ) 003 B R R D NELS T o bldcd 13 0
FARF - FE S N (n=114) R RS > H ¢ 7 e gt
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BSH? 0 F 3ERL PEd -

Boriekien 270 L R AEY 0 AMEEE P 249 B i m aie b o

Hoo fiofg ot @ b AHARIE 1L5m e 2028 0 F 472G e ¥ 22

ﬁﬁw%%F’ B & Rt (9%=22/249) B¢ Ak 5 FE AR &

H «%’K—k? BERAOEM o3 2 S E 132cm B 0 E_Tem>

7 93%hjs NEEPF E A2 60em (B S) 5 B8 AR5 5 40

P BOEAE B35 1.8me AT jedkanfl AT o XA A 5
iZ e fu 3743, 2 enT 5 (platforms) e

T4 LN ER N L o A 2L 36 o B P A g

(Euphorbiaceae ) frti-4* (Lauraceae ) mﬁ:ﬂ 5o ouE 108 H=
A plept £ (Myrtaceae ) A % 5 8% H & fisge 355 2L
(Annonaceaec > n=5) ~ = HAf (Datlscaceae n=4) ~FHHF

( Dipterocarpaceae * n=4) ~ #f# (Meliaceae > n=4) ~ & g+
(Sapindaceac > n=4) -~ I 4% #* (Dilleniaceae > n=2) ~ * b + ¢
(Flacourtiaceae > n=2) ~ * §4* (Lecythidaceae * n=2) ~ #&iF #*
(Sterculiaceaec > n=2) ~ B ¥ ¥ f (Verbenaceae > n=2) -~ A4
(Anacardiaceae * n=1) ~ i # (Burseraceae>n=1) ~ ¢ & 54
(Myristicaceae * n=1) ~ 4% 7 #f* (Olacaceae *n=1) ~:iE & F
(Polygalaceae » n=1) fr% # (Theacecac > n=1) (B 6) ° ¥ 1Ly
I bR a & 27 # ¢ 35 Aporusa acuminatissima ~ Blumeodendron tok-brai
Mallotus pinangensis ~ Macaranga personii ~ Macaranga hypoleuca -
Koilodepas longifolium ~ Dehaasia caesia ~ Dehaasia gigantocarpa -~ Litsea
caulocarpa ~ Dehaasia micrantha ~ Quercus elmeri ~ Syzygium kunstleri ~
Eugenia chrysantha ~ Polyalthia sumatrana ~ Octomeles sumatrana ~ Shorea
pauciflora ~ Shorea macrophylla ~ Chisocheton sarawakensis ~ Paranephelium
xestophyllum ~ Dimocarpus longan ~ Dillenia excelsa ~ Ryparosa hulletii
Barringtonia lanceolata -~ Pterospermum stapfianum ~ Canarium
denticulatum ~ Ochanostachys amentaceae = Adisandra dumosa ( % 1)
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(Z) PLHEFRRREMR

R At e B ke A B IR &ﬂ_gW% I a2k
VRO AR W] T AR o By F)F B IR o NS R R AR E
BAHRS 1.8 (R4 493 4 ha~# 3+k 878 %  ha »p=0.006) -
AR o * ¢ Ry 2R ¢ R hEBTEERE (A W 5 R4k 438 ¥
B~ B3T3 E % p=0.021; B4tk 4.85 % s~ B3R 247 & 5
p<0.005) #iFfp et RAFRE v F S HF L B (R4-464.05 % /ha -
FHASH0404% ha > p<0.001)- * A% E R4 HRE L ESHS 15 B
(F4o1£28.03 % /ha~ 18.13 # ha» p<0.001) ~ 15~ 88## &k 4otk
W B4k s 161 (h45+639.23m’ ha~ % 5+ 24.25m° /ha > p=
0.003) ~# BB FR ERAIFFMFESHRE R (R4p1R4.09 T8 F B
FR438 B > p=0.045) fozbi® * ¢ HRE R R A S HF 38 B AN R4
+ (0.49m,ha~795m,ha>p<0.001) (% 2)

His FlF o fEH R A HRB R~ E LN BTIER R ¢ fRyg B AR
FREFR - L BRI AR ERAE - A RARIOE S HS A
BT ORMTAITEFELE (F2) BABEHRTRFLIF TR
HAPEFEGR CEFERATRLRARNG RIS R
Rd A GHE UG B 2t REA SRS FTIROPHEHERDT o

B SR - BOLRE o B0 5 B INEW RS A o RdetRag
RE < B REER - KT 32 40ma o KA H S RF IS g P A o
e R E SR RSO AR S o < P Ao e
Tifp o s - R € F 0 BRSO 20m e 3 B ARE A W R AR $T
Mo R R RFRS - RAHAFR R e g i Ml RIEEE
o BARF IR BERT P (HE3) F (A st 141 28 &
enst 2 4k R ER OB STk B f RAAF S o T ARG AE- AN
AL 0 PR E R e A AR RR AN B AURB ST TR JRAEE
A

ERTAFAGYE AT FAG RIS KL e apae
BT HEBERFREDS AP PR (F-8) fre E
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BEkjiie» 77 w{r FACEB-8 A ff a4 (¢ 7 BRI EF 4L

I E e RALD F Pl e EAE R S - p Frlipl
B R TR cpE RS e R RNRG % - £ Bk (Lutra
sumatrana) ~ & &% (Martes flavigula) ~ -k & (Cervus unicolor) ~ & &

(Tragulus napu ) ~ -] & & (Tragulus javanicus ) ~ 7 & ( Muntiacus
muntjak ) ~ & A (Muntiacus atherodes )~ 5 % j= ~ % % ¢ (Sus barbatus )
i= 12 ( Arctictis binturong )~ & & /;;T'Za”( Viverra tangalunga ) ~ g & ( Nycticebu
coucang )~ 7 & j% ( Macaca nemestrina )~ & ‘= ¥ j& ( Presbytis rubicunda )
4 5 (Macaca fascicularis) ~ == 2% ~ & %+ & BFf& (Hylobates
muelleri) ~ %7 %~ (Prionailurus bengalensis) ~ % 7 (Hystrix brachyura) ~

‘®k f (Herpestes brachyurus) 4 & f&-] Alrf 5t & 5 & & o

‘,ﬁ? I Y TS ’)*]*u"ﬁa’bﬁv#” EFARSF PG T L R ek

'JF:I » g At (Viverridae) # 4 5 % L (n=534 % )~ &=t 5-kA (n=
262)~ 3¢5k (n= 107)~ L (n=66)~3 ¥ iz G %~ 8A (n=24)-
B E (n=5) 2L BE (n=4) 5% (n=1)-&E e (n=1)
fegrm (n=1)( f’fﬁ?'?4>° FHRRS B EFRGLTLA S TR
"""*“:E‘Iflﬂ"”‘/w\?%ﬁz‘ S fAheg R e kR B KBRS
Lk s R EG R RAfr S EE NS 0 MR A At

AEEER (n=5) WSS ¥ AR AR R BE F I RE T
e Sthg o bR Al (n=1) (Mg d) -

Pfﬂﬁﬁéﬁ?ﬁ%F’uiaﬁﬁﬁﬂ?*%%%ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁ
Yk el ik S S U B - T s S L Ry
"’ﬁ’:ﬂ“‘?—»kpvg FRAL > B AR BEHANEL T R A

2 P AL ‘J*L—“«wafiép—.ﬂ R
¥ES B A F o  FEE S (n>30) REAFERER
. ’%éﬁpﬁ“ﬁaﬁw“ﬂl LA i St R L ERE <3

o


http://zh-yue.wikipedia.org/wiki/%E5%A9%86%E7%BE%85%E6%B4%B2%E4%BE%8F%E5%84%92%E8%B1%A1
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Innoprise-FACE Foundation Rainforest Rehabilitation Project, INFAPRO ) *
TR w0 AEASL LA IFAR 0 ¢ ARG HHRETH X2
HEF S D I 2 1 i e 5 B??ij—‘ﬁ# FIRTIRAR €1 27
PoendRig o U w $SRH 3B B 4R F

£
#

B kALK ER

BB FETAENS  FERFEG TS B RERFEG 9B
R s N R L NRART AR 2 1598 24 i FlS T IeE AT 47
EOFRIAFFIFEREFALR o TAAF Y G LB EREEFR
M (p=0.028) » H TE e & ] & i M IRST AT (s v
5 120% /haqr4.73 & /ha) ; ~ BF% & &G j NENDT ARG ¢ P AR
K (p=0.029) » i H Hcyhdp £ #] > A 5 5 20.83 # ha fr 27.78 &/
ha 5 RdptfrdE B4 E W 1o 2 17 5 4o i dicle KO RPF > 5 s NTeD
TARG Ty s 165> HEP BFHeH S a & NET AR
Tiodcdy s 1320 2 B¢ ABF R Rtk (p=0.008) (% 3)

BE R Rdothenh EAp R A H B B (£ 2) R 2 &% ARt
ﬁﬁﬂﬁ#’&ai%l¢mxyﬁ$%&5HﬁUWWﬁﬁaw&xwﬂ4~
90% ) > ¥ B FiT G H i R T R EF R (35% ~ 10%) o K3 fE R e
&g’i?ﬁumt%’@%ﬁéﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁﬁ#ﬁaﬁafwg@m
fo AR A B0 T1% > 87% (B 8) -

FARH AF G e T NMERIE B R BFE R~ BRI TR
B ¢ ARG BTREAE ~ LR Y P AR TR - R Y Y R R A
ARFPHERAE CBANPFR CFARRER R ANAE S REBA
FraECE#BREFIZ Y ALEFMAMN (£ 3)

B A A AR oA traE s 2 FS {1 E R (B
BALE Rjcenipdrkim o B 30 —0.1~0.12. FF > 31 4428 T 251
PR (£4)° 8 kgt € 1% g e (Ei= —0.06) > @ im¥FiLl3 ¥
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i oees (£=0.04) 5 #5023 A % (2.5—21.674% /ha) dg 4
«@ém%%&(E 0.04) A @A HBRE? £&8F (21.68—60%% ha)
%5 (E, = —0.07 > —0.03) (%4)-

2B kR 2 R

@R EFEA AT 94 B o frE T ARF F IR TG SR FS

(W@M%:;m-—6&M’B‘5§.=1’p=00HJ &qzﬁ (%5) o
§9 6050 T2 B Bg ¥ 144 = (Omnibus Tests of Model Coefficients ) =+ = i
5270722 Z8-k® (pd B=1>p=0.008) > Z\»TFSEETFJE—; Z_ R
Ui RIERE(R S)ofp BB ok R F 2 B IR R & TeCox & Snell
R® & frNagelkerke R® & 4 &] 5 0.072 fv 0.114 » £ 7 73 15 B4 » th3
BFF e AT L35 N meaB m s (£ 5) o E 2
Hoenkg F (4.2 Scoret {mb‘iﬁﬁtr’*,‘*%%ﬁ—r Fl+ P oo Arg 14 p gIE 4
i F1F+ A Z TR F KR (p<0.05) » #n v Pt AF 1" 3G K
Feldm (£ 6) o

.

ERP UL BT AT hp %r‘]mﬁ,bfg*‘"'ﬁ‘t%“OZO(z\ 7) 0 #T
PR SUERN AT 7 ¢ B R Rt L R a4 o B SR fos
P H P G BOTEER T L AR (023) BB A MBA -2
BEPARERE B R BRY P P RITIER D REBRAE S FHRER
FR-BYPHRETR CEZPERHHAR - FERSTER - HERE
FREFR S AHRB R AN -

BOARPHAEME S+ S @ 5 24373 BT R A
BME-KE (pd A=15p = 0.059) > & 7 i fFHS 2 FHHS G f i
FAETRE (A 5)RTF 1538 F)F ¢ > 7 5 Aetkagwlid 1A ¥ -k B (Wald
+ 2 E =14069 pd B =1>p=0.016) > 7 i 5 fFRHA 0TS
(%5)

BB kAT AR A

= 400m9{%’?3¥3¢’4\?~4 ST AP EE S AR FH TR
ALHERE =T > WRIDG NS SRS D Eﬁ%ﬁf [l 3
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B i 100m P R FIfieanTiofd s 041 AAMEL 400mB AR
52 51%; §AEHFIHECER L 200m P R D] LT o S A
0637 R&M % 799% : FRABRFE LR L 300m BF > B D] ehT
ok % 074 R A& L 939 (B 7)o

21



T 3t
- et

AL R SR T E RS KD B RN A
PReif BB F 50 IR R Aot 1 E R A A B S B (2
4) e @_ﬁ_%‘}' F’Fﬁ'éf\’f‘riﬁ Rk F I BT T (L R ; &
MR- 2 T (A 5) o REPE R REL USRS U
AP 2 EFFY e B FlS g A hEREMR(FLRE] 023
FT) i s AT F A A LB ITE R TRkl E
s REARBE A S F IR ER OER o

— A SARE RS KR RS AR BFRBE o RE LG
RS etk e e dtdote o BIEZF 5 TP B 0 F I B R
3o H 3R BRSO RS AT 8 1 1B S N B theE
BFZ I JPOFLFRNIARGH b PRAFA LY 2
FEBAFRE KT AR AiRE DR 0 A 2L 544 (Wilson and
Johns, 1982) ; A m » 3 AT HF WS R s RF B R &R Ao 2 1
RF%¥ﬁiﬂ(&mmﬂmij BB BRI EE O A RIS

PR Ay FRE R F B OAERAE S BB
ﬂﬁﬁﬁ?—@ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ(MWmJ%ﬁ

Augeri (2005) 35 B & ji £ F B B4 R ikt 55 R
(Interior forest-dependent species ) » H B R ergef® ¥ H {4 2 & 2 0
ABEEHT O 92.7% DA IR A K A ml%m@%wﬁ’vﬁﬂ
P2 FG R A GRS R DS oR T L 2 TRE

LERGIBELSHTERRBEET N ERONAHA LIS Lot
B LR RF - TR oA AR BB AN IR 2
fiw o B4 Wilson and Johns (1982) B R 4r 2 & 2 g ST 7 % 5
B 3SEN Gk A I FEEF RRAGFROEF ) F BRI
BES o ARE I RFT R el SRR RGBS ¢ F 1428 &0
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AR o TR RZ T EHRATFERER > SN AZFRBERET R
Ko BB SR BB R o

GB KT LT HAIRE KL § BT KRG PR S AR
(Normua etal.,2004) - ¥ fo&# 7 49 I #% % < Wong et al. (2004) ~
TR ARTEHRE TH RhEEFRY > = &7 AF S HRLFd
BT - R RN R SR R etk BRT LB S o h ]
IR A BRI AT F RS KR DT AR 5 65%A F
PSR @ 2GR A SR B TS A2 5 o

ERL R RIS B ARk i 2 A4 R
T AL g T AR R KL S e § R RE R L J e
oo g gl £ 4 2 pc (Ursus americanus ) 4] * (Mattson, 1990 ; Litvaitis,
2001) - AERA RFACBARR chfthd > 2R L hE R % S ik
Fl e B iR E 7R3 m“Ff:%c spa4 4 2% (Young and Beecham,
1986 )

B# R a4k ~ B - (general flowering, GF) S % o IEFEIR %

F'“Fr,ﬁ«2,1_103c7$”’?4’—“’?4#3—"}’\?%}’:'&]3\ T e FFRE -
% A H FAT% A A & 5 P & (Janzen, 1974; Appanah, 1985 ; Sakai,

2002) > Ahmad (2001) #HR A AT HRFTZEABRTEESHET > A3 f
BEH AR R At o R B G Aol o g B R
YR B k@S 0 HP AL L B IR S HO Rtk {5 B A
( Pioneer tree species ) ° fipdt F i pfd42 > 12 < gt (Euphorbiaceae )
ﬁi%%%%W@ﬁ%&;oﬁp{ﬁkﬁﬂakﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ’
Munshi-South etal. (2007) %7 b &g W B XA KA > FRE S ﬂ‘
Hf"fg‘%%ﬂ MEIRIR S5 8 ﬂ‘x;ﬂ;tj ke ) e ’3"'% & e F‘ Z
1.6 &% (4 2) 4p 62 - Augeri (2005) % & hjiz ‘" AFRFA? > G 76.6%F8 A
jie T PR REF AT T N Fp s HEHRFEFAAERS T A
A B R EBSHRT TR CNADEERE RF2 - o

S B Aot Bt 2 E T 07 R B - % (Taylor,
1982) » @ 2 v PN G i BT LR RISIRA L TR > @ I5IRA
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T P LT a8 4eF & (Primack and Lee, 1991) - B @ e 5 # 7 4y
N W Bt d o5 4 %% (Camponotus) shiSikF 3 £ 4 iﬁL%& ( Federle
etal, 1998 )o B # 3 A 7 1Rk H 1§ Kju 7 zﬁfg 8 * iz3E g ik Wong et al.
(2002) » @ 24 €17 i fp BiEd o AT G 0k Brefl CAT SR en
10 fh = gefHEH ¥ - 25 - LR BEY - 2 EP BTG ERE
T8 ORGEFI e B OP o LTS A aEg s B RS
TRE O RHEB RT

- ~H b p RRB TR
(- ) ~H3BAR

AETHFRT S R B3R KA 224 Shacigs kB hiF
S e s MR LB e (4 4) - 4 R B
#.7_(>60cm  Marsh, 1995) » #&igd B2 R MA®RB Y ;FK
BB A B HERIAT A LIRS HROEMERE LR > A E Rk
ﬁ; WdF A R oo d 'r/\%;_tfﬁ"ﬁ ¥ /)Z”ﬁ RO E AR e ‘}l gL
BETZ ac fARRS KA E AR B ok hdF 0 ¥ 5 (N £ #ﬁéﬁi&im@:
£ F & e

Wongetal. (2002) A @ #3555 20 Bd 3= 08 ks R4 %

(bedding sites ) ¥ > 85%:1E T4z 70cm (& 3 E o dhfid) o &
fé;v%%??’mg‘*ﬁ% FhsEaA i kTR A RLERMEBELARLE
GLE o T S G o spiehd & E M A7 <t (DBH=86—257cm)
SEFant bl LI G Z R ant B F (80% 0 A AT X Aok 5
LERhREn=12) o BT 8 X el Efof 2 FIERL GO
(Weaver and Pelton, 1994) o A8 7 §003 & DI js N5 &g 0 RE 2
FE*7 o ¥ < BHenE R F Ko Aol 8 s e x4 E o

() »¥# /4R

¢RI L endy Y 2 s (Ursus thibetanus ) i 3835 3% @ #* - 3% 20 & &0
T e o AP EFiRITEOE e ¥ AV RIEROLERE (BT
FIW)o g F A% A AE S 1 (BRW #4540 2003) 5 Kk
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TR AR RDERER AL HRRN DT TAAFTZEANIR
(116—611m) j& F*vw & #riedk§ ks s 32 Fp (0—2,800m > %
rl)e AP T RSETAHAZRE LT ;’Eﬁ‘ NRFenF AxF 2/ (£ 3)>
2 RAeRArE SR B (2 2) 3R HFDLE AP REFR A
ﬁ%LZ%ai%ﬂmﬁ%lm@’ﬁ’*%ﬁ4ﬁﬂwizﬁﬁﬁ%
B err R g 0 ARV R EREE ki HEr EH T R T
3 o %% Izumiyama and Shiraishi (2004) *tp A8 7 I # 2 s
600—3,000 m 2 FF et U Ho30 0 FRL L E€EFFT @ 0F oA DR
BEAROBEREREALETFIZARAERFEMEFFIUIF > HE %

SIPES 7 o850 - Yongetal (2004) @ B¥>t 55 (Ailuropoda
melanoleuca)sites @ * F3 » FHRBFR > FIZi 2 FES 7 FARET
??mﬂ#wAEZ%’mgﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁmﬁﬁ e A G E L GIS &
1"?5‘\'45{, < (Tremarctos ornatus ) =g i # %3‘—‘ » Cuesta (2003) 23 5 P
fo g EEANT AR LR AT S PR {ofi B R P

(=) i ped

Akhtar etal. (2004) #& B % HEiz (Melursus ursinus) =g 41
oo B AL Dt AP ek R F IRk (¢ 7 AR AENICE &
Baeniion) $ B EFhip bt 0 B¢ 75%0E ) A3k 500m L e
P S R F L R OR TR R G P S KR dev MR ok A
T2 3R o AP BT RN EEHL Y g B e 1Y (£ 3) o
BHBEREEY FR O E NI R SmUP e RBETEERYE5% (R
ﬁ&gmmw®0w4+%Amﬁ%ﬂﬁ’fmﬁggxpﬂvﬁﬁmo
3T ok £ 224 % €5 A A &tk (Hing, 2008) %3 0 4 ¥ th
B R Apun o B A VAV ER SRR NATRE T EME A
NPk o RAF T R U GIS B ch~ 7 5 iRy B2 = 2R
BB kiR ko

(e) ZREFRE /IR

it g s AW PR ¢ 2 %K%F*#mf%%ﬁgﬁﬁ‘ AR IR
TS PRI HEREST RS DS g REr A L S 2
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Lo RREMREANE C GA ¥ B A& (2003) FRE M D6
FART LGP D g 0 G ﬂ"’?éﬂv";pééﬂ oo B2k 5 i@ﬂ:), g &% 4
MtEde & § 154 (Fredriksson etal., 2006) - 254 5 44 % F A 6 A H 4
GRS RUL E e e S T P e
*%Eif‘”mWﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁ+vﬂwa,‘5%ﬁﬁﬁaﬁﬁw
W T B A B RS ES A E B 2 BT S kS

?IJ # Eﬂ%’/fgg o
(1) t=+~HH

*“ﬁk?z BRjchk i ERDar Kk g
Fl* AL a5 8 (Wongetal 2002) - sz & B 3
ﬁﬁ%ﬂ~w%%%%’*ﬂﬁﬁwﬁ# S
AERF G R R R E B F AP o Fletdaip4p £ BFE o g
FHH AR AER PSS KR 7T o 22 S kg "Jf ”&%LFMEQ% °

(#) 9 Rk BAR

F-Fapkih—dik oo A EHIERRATI 2T LR
BEfeRFA Y - BEERD A9 k% % (Jones and Prasetyo, 2002 ) 4p
fooo 3247 3 B ILHE B ALY i E ‘f‘-‘ R REARE Y o dRR A & L5
R AREOT R RetR > BRI RERTEA L o on R A B iFL
A ARt iz- B *F;L gk TERIEED 0 FLES
Hiohdetkenm R RERS T - % (£ 2)

Pan 2 B ke ra ¥ o RfASE Ty fL o i”ri—' Boe drehd ik
I FREE 0 A AT AAES R (FRAE2000) v k/E
WEAFERP AP WA G B RS K (Mastotermltldae) .

1% 4+ (Hodotermitidae ) ~ 4 ¢ #%4* (Kalotermitidae) ~ # & #x4*
(Rhmotermltldae) # v iiﬁi ( Serritermitidae ) frv ¥k 4L ( Termitidae)
(£ 4 % >2000) - 17 85%¢d ik h v ik fL (Kambhampati and

Eggleton, 2000) >t o iﬁfﬂ%%@ Fhag el by AFe By o0
A ene ke Ay g T eni A8 (4 Apicotermes )0 24 G - fE
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0RO R e AR AE ] chkk & (4o Microcerotermes turneri) o # e £
vodke T oA fd 3E Y ﬁv@’gﬁ;ﬁﬁ; » g @éﬁé.&ﬁ;# TR f Efod E
@ 3 #77 I (Noirot and Darlington, 2000 ) © F v #{e i 8 % foi 4
B F it 42 § 90 RV M AR G T T DR ER A g kT

R AR b R TR A AeEE (E44 % 0 2000) 0

Wongetal. (2002) f§ e f Flerir B kjiEd (n=56) » 7
- X gRG 6 kR iﬁ‘ﬁé@piﬁ Af 0 A ed K> A AT F IR
4 5 Kt L8 ®%® > o sk kTSR F > 975 105 B 8 ®Fep
48% - W™ 5 *k FCE; #-Gabriella M. Fredriksson #% Erik Meijaard 3* ¥ p* >
Fusaare LT i bkis £85 ki€ & 5aH Kk (Meijaard et al.,
2005) - # 7 A B BRSO i pE o PR E‘%t%j\pw“ér‘l g% b e bk
o B THg ket od NP m A PG X INA G0 kA L E
WLE RSO AP F RN Y R R Y Rk gL B - e
ATILAF Y AR AR N G AT A R Eand MRk 0 VARG B R
jo ¥ JU* ¢ (available) B & o 8228 B Koy € 24 T hd ik o 2 d W
Ly ] @ PREE I T iﬁ“ﬁ'%}i@ﬁé@ﬁ o F|p s AFY

BEETIRL AT AL ACHFRI IR I EFNLE NV R EADR
R E IRl S 1 I T o 2 5 3R %3? Luﬁb%‘ Ca m’fé‘k‘?‘gf”F%E ’ x
T RE R ADTR A mR R RS KR Y g
SN e

(=) #FREBERA

H PR L & R 7 4 48 (keystone species ) » F] 5 %
FEFIEAFEGESFOELR 5 Lk (Janzen, 1979) > ¢ 24 BV 8 %
jioo R A HES > EMG PR E AL - R AAESD
BEHY > 57 ALY 7 (Lambert and Marshall, 1991 ) - 2= 3 —% ROl )
LRI RS EEERFAY - RAFRBESF ST o

FHELHTRAPARBOER AL KL E R PSR R
( McConkey and Galetti, 1999; Wong et al., 2002; Meijaard et al., 2005;
Fredkriksson etal. 2006 ) » £ H g A iz ¥ 85 % 7 g & kg
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(Wongetal,2005) A3 #% 2B HEFRLE kjipdp 3
Po¥ WP Fend & S 3L A ¥ R4 % (Wong et
al., 2002) - Bargalietal. (2004) “fr R TR > B HEFRE PR BRE
PrE®G AW GRS APRrENTR G KR A H LA
A kiR 2 b BT F oo

AL ERE RJLDEE SR PR RS e LR HARN (&

3 MHEFDERR LS BEHRTEEFLR o AL HHRT AR T
IR PRBEF A F Jhr F I RTH . &R ﬁ**i&n%ﬁihp i

i R (2.19vs.2.95 % /ha) o Fhg ¥ A BmiE—Ftk? Sk AR B
PFEEEESGRE R ARETA %ﬁ_@ﬁt EECAAN R LA I
BB B S SR FT T ko bbby Airg TARF P R F IR I K&
FRBIEY > 43%F % 0 RAriL g ez ie f MR o R BER HeiE
fBEpic s o 2 K7 418 800 /&2 + (Harrison, 2005) > & K i ¥ iy 1 25
8% A fEAE o v de Wong (4 A d30) A7 B ki A0 &% 55 P
o BRERG DR PR PEY o B P HEREN S P iR

RV R sy st bt 41t M GBS 5 {2 -

*l'

-3

(~) Bt

ARG EFERa N R E 2T AE (1) 2P R g
BN A G Kjrend BEY P (Wong etal., 2002; Fredrlksson etal.,

2006) H&E23 8% 5 3Tehiedr e 28 PEB I ML FAL Y B

FAHBM mF LA TR mNTF o

AR ONRHF L TR R enji R ST A e (SRR - BT )
AFTRETRES R AgE PR REVRNG Mo 3 F B RAT
(= " ) engc N o Wongetal. (2006) 7w 3+ AUlu Segama 2
ETRMFREBARTO0I28F km’ o e ¥4 7 i L IR RS2
LR AP R £ é‘i*“" ) LON AR T PR PR I RCE 0 LR
o MRIFI B ® 0 RS o B G A FAp N RV R At
ME T E PREARPT & € 74 5 & (Gabriella Fredriksson > 4 i
) H 2T A A 10 # 800 b (Augeri, 2005) © 28T RIRA R L
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PR > 4o 115 B & 4 PR e BIE g o FIRR 2 LB T F
ELEgg s

AETALEFFRT BE 3% MEDBH 2 60cm oo &
# & 442~ £+ (DBH > 60 cm) §E¥L“ RS IR L T e Bt
Hehde g« - Rdetkd 18 B2 5 iz igh s Br gL LR R AR O
EIE o RAFFT PG HIRERS ?iy,: AR STREPT L o Ron
PR EHE e L& 2 h8 K 41 £ T 5 hiF & (Meijaard, 1999 )
BA - BEALZ LRI T d R B8 AL @A T & F A
’"W?ﬁﬂﬁw*-*%’ml‘*ﬁwﬂﬂka%%fwmﬁﬁw’EWﬁ%
LiFE» Y o

S ARFETRE
(=) #H

Mattson (1990) %5 = R4 enjis 4 § 1 §F A 2 fﬁ?ﬁiifﬁﬁ”?vié“‘ =)
Hif o e A PSRN o B RN T ARY SR & R A kR
PRI HE DR TIORESERRE TR 0 oD e ~%ﬁ&%%
JrimdF il s c AFETRBFPHE ARG D - AL
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¢ ¥t i

~ ¢ f+ (Euphorbiaceae ) Aporusa acuminatissima; Blumeodendron tok-brai; Mallotus pinangensis;
Macaranga personii; Macaranga hypoleuca; Koilodepas longifolium;
Macaranga sp.

4+ (Lauraceae) Dehaasia caesia; Dehaasia gigantocarpa; Litsea caulocarpa; Dehaasia
micrantha; Litsea sp.; Cryptocarya sp ; Dehaasia sp.

# i 4 (Fagaceae) Quercus elmeri; Lithocarpus sp.; Synpetalandra borneensis
¥t &4 (Myrtaceae)  Syzygium kunstleri; Eugenia chrysantha; Eugenia sp.

% #1=#* (Annonaceae) Polyalthia sumatrana; Polyalthia sp.

w fch f4 (Datiscaceae) Octomeles sumatrana

¢ %% % (Dipterocarpaceae ) Shorea pauciflora; Shorea macrophylla; Shorea sp.

i # (Meliaceae ) Chisocheton sarawakensis; Dysoxylum sp.; Aglaia sp.

£ &+ #* (Sapindaceae ) Paranephelium xestophyllum; Dimocarpus longan; Nephelium sp.
I 4&% #* (Dilleniaceae ) Dillenia excelsa

< kb + #(Flacourtiaceae ) Ryparosa hulletii

3 &f* (Lecythidaceae) Barringtonia lanceolata; Barringtonia sp.

151 #+ (Sterculiaceae)  Pterospermum stapfianum; Heritiera sp.

B #LE #* (Verbenaceae ) Callicarpa sp.

iR #H# (Anacardiaceae) Buchanania sp.

#EHf#* (Burseraceae)  Canarium denticulatum

75 4+ (Melastomataceae ) Pternandra sp.

¥ & & f*(Myristicaceae ) Horsfieldia sp.
4 7 #f* (Olacaceae)  Ochanostachys amentaceae

i & 4% (Polygalaceae)  Xanthophyllum sp.

% #* (Theaceae) Adinandra dumosa
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% (ToE

-

L RESIS B4 ﬁrﬁfﬁ‘ Fi
' (n=39) (n=155) (gE)
jookprm A ($%ha) 4.93+5.38 8.78+7.10 0.006**
g (R) 18.18+9.92 17.89+7.15 0.976
AFEB AR (m) 273.50+103.31 250.69+73.09 0.447
B BGTERS (m) 410.51+310.17 392.25+334.14  0.653
B P R BT EER (5 8°) 4.38+0.99 3.73+1.42 0.021%
B2 P R TR (5 5°)  4.85+0.54 2.47+1.26 0.005%*
% 7 g %A (m ha) 0.49£1.77 2.68+5.53 0.062
2 ¢ kg %A (m,ha) 0.20£1.26 7.95£7.92  <0.001%*
#H g dptk (£ ha) 4.05+9.80 0.40+1.25  <0.001**
=hkBPFRE (%5 5.00:£0.00 4.95+0.23 0.14
PARRER (255 4.09+0.66 4.38+0.59 0.045*
< %A (% ,ha) 28.03+£11.65  18.13+10.68  <0.001%**
A HA (m’ha) 39.23+29.00  24.25+23.93  0.003**
vk %A (B, ha) 22.98+20.08  32.50+32.90 0.200
B EBAE (%, ha) 2.18+2.70 2.95+£22.85 0.522
e 2s R (£ ha) 19.35£22.10  33.13+20.78
EEwg R (£ ha) 9.18+0.35 14.78+9.55
#E %A (L8 ha) 0.45+1.28 0.90+2.05

“Mann-Whitney U Test : *p<0.05> **p <001 ;¥ f*HH L FR - F 5 LFRAIH L DR =
‘F'f d 3 AP U] BEEF s RA RIS T RADIHER L > AR AT .
DAk FEAEA T % 500 (1) <250 m~(2) 251 —500 m~(3) 501 — 800 m~(4) 801 — 1600 m~(5) > 1600
m o

CLREG AT A G AT % (1) 20%- (2) 21%—40%~ (3) 41%— 60% ~ (4) 61% — 80% ~
(5) 81%— 100% ©
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L3 sekRE 24 BEREIS KEAPAT AT L > A4 B FS 2 4
(TR y)

FoREFART AL FTARY BRI FM

2R A (n=75) (n=19)  (#r)"
A HRRE 1.65+0.48 1.32+0.48 0.008%**
g (&) 17.84+8.29 18.73+8.82 0.591
BB A (m) 260.23+80.94 259.84+110.82  0.371
BRI B ITIEYRE (m) 426.95+346.57 292.75£171.80  0.186
g h ¢ R BTEERE (% %) 3.92+1.34 4.32+1.06 0.131
srzbig r PoHRaE BGTERES (25%°)  3.33£1.65 3.95+1.61 0.052
#* ¢ kg %A (m ha) 2.09+4.91 0.52+1.75 0.283
i @ kg %A (m/ha) 5.27+7.54 2.63+5.30 0.150
#iE 4% (£, ha) 1.20+4.85 4.73+10.83 0.028*
FEEPFR (389 4.96+1.97 5.00+0.00 0.378
PARRER (£59) 4.27+0.70 4.11+0.81 0.420
< H% A (%, ha) 20.83+£11.40  27.78+13.35 0.029%
BARA (m’ ha) 28.75+27.39  37.28+25.17 0.091
vikE R A (L3 ha) 22.98+20.08  32.50+32.90 0.414
B ER A ($% ha) 2.58+3.28 2.90+4.35 0.968

Rtk 2 BB DA I fr2 T bl B Tk pE o

® Mann-Whitney U Test : * p<0.05 » ** p<0.01 «

e FEHEA T % (1) <250 m~(2) 251—500 m~(3) 501 —800 m~ (4) 801 — 1600 m ~ (5) > 1600 m -
MERFRAF A AT s (1) £20% > (2) 21%—40% ~ (3) 41%—60% ~ (4) 61%—80% ~ (5)
81%—100% °
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EH i (Modified Electivity Ivlev's Index » Ei) *
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£ % TAAT R 7T HE E
(n=94) (n=75)
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i
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o S Sl B 4otk 39 26 —0.08
# 54 55 49 0.06

% & 72 61 0.04
7 21 14 —0.05

<R R (B ha) 1 (2.5-21.67) 51 46 0.07
¥ (21.68-40.83) 34 23 —0.07

% (40.84-60.00) 9 6 —0.03
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5~ FARF AT F eSS Kt Nma (A) B ﬁ]%ﬁ;;“ ( Logistic
regressionmodel ) » ™2 %2 (B) B & M+ $5% (Generalized linear model )
RN RRER T MER O FEEFL LB TIEE £

(A) Logistic regression model

FrpF b L .
¢ d a2 M
T A B S.E. Wald e pd B HFlH
Fetrag wl” 1.4069 0.5499  6.544 1 0.011
(S —0.703 0.805 0.785 1 0.375

FERE 5 2 Omnibus ¥ 7>+ > 5 =7.072°p d B =1>
FpERL p=0.008- 7 ¥ -
Cox & Snell R>=0.072
Nagelkerke R*> =0.114
Tl e 2 fF R A b fpdnlct B o0 1R R stk 2 A B4
P h ORI ARG E

¢ TR

(B) Generalized linear Model (Poisson loglinear )

Fr~p ¥ Wald Chi-Square , -

. d B REH
7 A (Typel) * ! s
s wl? 1.4069 1 0.016
¥ #K —0.703 1 0.375

RN 2 i e Likelihood Ratio Chi-square # Z_iE =24.373 >
BT Ad B=15p = 0.059

CoEl 1 o2 it s H J-'\:’fg:}%ﬁ'{‘:‘;"‘_%: sl & Rdetk o 2 R EAE Sk
" SEAF R TE (D)
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F06~ F firm ity ARY il F AT RS L i e AR T (B4
&) 0 i F A~ 2 S8z Score e T F 1A &

R ORI R R LA Score” pd R EFHE
3B 0.131 1 0.717
ARE R 0.128 1 0.721
R BT R 3.238 1 0.072
B PR BOITEE 1.149 1 0.284
®H PR B A 0.838 1 0.360
i P R R A 0.000 1 0.985
g P R BT EEAE 1.149 1 0.284
#H i g 1% 1.496 1 0.221
FhEFR 0.711 1 0.399
R R ER 0.099 1 0.753
< A% R 1.703 1 0.192
R 1 E 0.273 1 0.601
vk %A 3.743 1 0.053
AP HES TR 0.554 1 0.457

ERIP T BT
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278 keI N 2Rt 4
2 g Tl LR OREEWIRT R
B ARaE | 0.230 4.343
# R 0.513 1.949
AR R 0.788 1.269
SRR BT EEAR 0.725 1.379
i P R BT REM 0.527 1.898
b % P R BGTEER 0.231 4335
e HRERA 0.648 1.543
i * ¢ R B A 0.495 2.020
¥ i 4p 0.738 1.354
FREFR 0.755 1.325
L RER 0.625 1.599
xR R 0.470 2.127
A R 0.837 1.194
Bk B R 0.611 1.638
L2PERBRAE 0.683 1.464
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e 1S B2 F BB R A R ARPRZRE

AR R (m)P 58 T LA
0—2,500 Thailand ( Lekagul and McNeely, 1977 )
0—1,350 Malaysia , Sabah ( Davies and Payne, 1982 )
02,300 Borneo (Payne etal., 1985 )
0—2,800 Indonesia ( Santiapillai and Santiapillai,
1988)

0—2,143" Indonesia, Sumatra and ( Augeri, 2005)

Borneo
951—2,131 Myanmar ( Saw, 2006 )
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5F 3 9 8k~ delsl o) Al U F e (Lekagul and McNeely,
A o 1977)

( Tweedie and Woods,

%?‘ﬁ#@‘%ﬁ\é%%¢ﬂ#ﬁﬁﬁowm)

4 AR K G g~ ) Ao ps o (Payne, 1985)

%'ﬁ ﬁj‘]'mg%ﬁ\ ‘B“niﬁ‘ybiﬂ‘\i‘*‘r

Domico, 1988
B~ L ARG P ES A SR o ( )
5

ﬁ( HBER) DR N R A E H A
’ I T e Nowak, 1991
N N I T I (Nowak, 1991 )
59 0k~ R - B 0 R riiug o (BiF% > 1994)

59 (AR5 HF LB S B HEET ) o (McConkey, 1999)
100 4 % F 54 TR~ B4 B B~ B 6 4
i—ij’:ﬁﬁ N i?%‘\ iﬁi > é-ég:'ff’;’i lb Euﬁ o
%?(%*%%ﬂﬁiﬁ%éﬁﬁ%%?>~
(R M-I * S “—'ﬁ%ﬁ‘ A% (Wongetal., 2002 )
HEp  REFERS sl REE

( Sam, 1999 )

150 6% F ~ 7~ 0 sk~ {oje 4 E % o (Fredriksson, 2006 )

68



3P REALTARF L H Sk (n=55) s ha faF L

#FEER T AR b

1978 57,74,78,79,80

1981 29,47,46,48,52,34,77

1983 49,67,72

1987 55,59,94

1988 27,76,73,75,56,66,19,13,64,18,53,39,9
1989 15,50,70,71,25,60,51,65,23,90

1990 61,68,69

1991 16,54,85,86,87,88,92

1992 24,58,95,96
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T e
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S S LI ALK R R

ARBET A B SRR I L A D LR B R e R
FiARH IR > (Halletal, 1997) 0 2 7 303012 » g4m

SRR A AT Y LR AR hoT

e

4 (Habitat )i 42 -2 $ 8 2 3 {cR A7 OFW T R 15 2 {cz F(Hall
etal., 1997) - 287 7 A0 8 K A § T enjs RAP T L Higp &

ik £ o

4 f1* (Habitatuse) : - Sdpddr wd #riames - @ % (i) 4)
Tk (¢ 5P fosd i) e X (Halletal, 1997)  A47 7 245
B R s R N R R B R PP B TR

8 ¥ 4 * (& (Habitat availability ) © 288 BEE 7 - 75 @ f9 & #3%
Bodrig ¥ ity Wik e AR Y Y o BB UluSegama F ik ik % 300 AL
BTl ek o

4 i # (Habitat selection ) : ¥ # 12 45 %% 4 #2457 ] * 5 (availability )
o A% (use) iz 7 S bIpF > rA 4 IR % o f2d EH L d
PEES TR Y E 2L guE4z (Johnson, 1980) kg @ B3t % -
R = erie = 3% #% (First-order selection ) #7 7 (Johnson, 1980 ) - » ,Th%!\;;u ;
AFL LA FES BRI 2 N A R B Ok

HH L BR IR SR - R e SR

&4 4+ (Habitat preference ) : g ot o T X pffin™ > &40 3 &
BEP N EF L NE S A5 RF R F L T BT e F G
4% 1+ (Johnson, 1980; Thomas and Taylor, 1990 ) o * = F 14 4&% J1 % b
i # 4p ik (Modified Ivlev’s Electivity Index, E;) %35 8 R js$7 2 &
F]+ AT RERE 0 ipr A - AP EFREE EF R -

24 0 (Habitatloss) : W4 &4 Fdnp Reidd = 24 A faea g ik
FoERFAEPEER Y L A FREE (Groometal., 2006 )
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No. 12, Jalan Tan Chay Yan, 84500 Panchor, Muar, Johor,
Malaysia.

iz 45 : ade323@yahoo.com.tw ; adaaddee@gmail.com
4 11980 & 2% 19 p
FOR s P F (B RF L E P H)

R o~ B ER 5T RET 2

Pl B LA R84 5 f T AT 0
AR D A f R R pARRE P ERS SRAARTLERER
BE+ ) RALL X % -
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