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Fig.l1 Study Sites for Amphibian in Rural Shanghai
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LB NONIHEAT B SRR m SR B AR SRR, MO R AR B E . ADC=100%4) P20, 50%<<ADC<100%
SRR i ADC<50%%Z%‘TE§}?ﬁ:22]O PR 22 5 FH 25 ke Rom o BdE b BRI 55 F Kolmogorov—Smirnov A& 56 #E4T IEAS AT A 56
K One—way ANOVA 73#155 A A AL B PSR O RN 2 W B2, 2 B2 DL S B A FEHEAT LA, HSD At IR EAT P L. s A
PEE LA A BT 225 M Bl HEAT B AR e e, IEATF & S HUG I 2R IS UG R U7k . ASCh R T =RA 5
V¥ Y35 i e T S {0 A0 e o 28 1) L SR Mann—Whi tney U RGS6 . X 30 AN FERE 2 A0 T WG S 20 AR LU (0 7F 90 R L2 DR
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R E RN 4.6040. 16 Fh/FELk, WIERIPIHEYIR £ E RER 4. 3040 26 B /FELk, = RABRHMEYA T E R LR EEZE
5t (df=2, F=2. 585, P=0. 094) . = A B WIAISREE BEHET D AR DO WD MRAh, =R B3 1 PG 25 B 22 57 . 3 (df=2, F=7.619,
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Tab.l Community Structure and Population Density of Amphibian in Three Typical Habitats of Rural Shanghai

i 2l A 5 BE (/)

A PFEER SRR /mY) T It SR C2yeallp e ch R A e
F. multistriata P. plancyi P. nigromaculata B. gargarizans M. fissipes
K R .. 279.20=35.04° 69.40+21.29° 50.40=10.00™ 25.40+8.95 48.00£11.29*
(59.10%) (14.69%) (10.67%) (5.38%) (10.16%)
it FEOBEE e 54.60+7.17° 97.98+30.99% 30.00=3.11° 31.00£7.70° 12.60=4.39°
(23.72%) (44.31%) (13.03%) (13.47%) (5.47%)
S 50:036 3500.3050% 57.60+12.20° 203.60=46.51° 75.20+17.82° 27.60+7.66° 12.80=6.70°
' (15.29%) (54.03%) (19.96%) (7.32%) (3.40%)

¥ =3 EprinF B R SR E 7 B (P<0.05): F—47 ERriwlY B 7 b &L B s e A e S ERR EUE 1 E st

o Z S A B 5 A RIS RIS B AT b, BRI SR AE B R R ROHEF O R DD MM, A AR SRR
PPtk R RS B B 3 v T ML AR B (Z= - 3. 780, n=20, P<0.001) 5 RS (2= - 3. 781, n=20, P<0.001), Witk 5ty
PR R TG R F 72 ¢ (7= - 0. 454, n=20, P=0.650). SZMFEEE =450 B IHT Jy: RO R H, =28
A B S 2R B R R B B S S 25 B (dF=2, F=4.109, P=0.028). Z LB RN A 85 ) & 2 Rtk Fh e s i 2
EETACH (P=0. 028) , AR HE 6 4 2% 0008 ek b 1 25 1F S5 4 PRI O S5 38 1k 25 57 (P=0. 784, P=0. 113) . HEPTMIFEEEAE =515
HORREE R BEROHET e IR HE bR, bR A 5 TR B A e )P R R K T AR (Z= - 2. 648, n=20, P=0.008), mi&kH
BN R (R B 25 I 5 kKb (Z= - 1,705, n=20 , P=0 .089) FIME(Z =-1.324 , n=20 , P=0.186) LR EM%ER. th
AR E = KA B P R EES E IOHET Y AR AR T, (B = SRAE 57 v ) b S i R R e 8 1 T B 3 25 5 (d =2, F=0. 120,
P=0.887) . QUM IESE = A BE b P2 BE IO HE 7 s AR D M3 > PR, = 2 AR 58 (0 U0 000 ek o T 2 1 2 S M 2 S (df=2,
F=6.505, P=0.005). 2% = LB, A B ABE RS0t (1 Fp e 25 FE 35 v T AR B (P=0. 011) Mk A=5% (P=0. 012) o tudfk
A 5 55 AR A S5 1 S e ) R 2 TG R 35 2 R (P=1. 000) (R 1)«

3.2 b s X PR A A 5 i 4

B e AE AR P E B A S B T S A ARG 1. 33%, ELTE 10 AR FRE SR . T ZE AR Hb AT b 8 S B 1 R AR
BT SBUR 13, 95%F0 14. 72%, FFFE 10 ANFRHURT 9 ANMBIERE SR WRSUEEETE 10 SRR AR AN, HiFEE
RO o B AR 00 65. 40%. TTANAE 7 ANPRELEE SR 6 AN SRR SUC SR B S0 i, H AR o S R A A 17, 1T R
17.44% (8 2, £ 2) o UEHIAR FH A5 R PRt e 5 1 S A e e B P AT S b o 2 MBI AR 5 P SR B M HORE o  E 0y
54.29%, HEATA M AR5 R A A 10 3% T A= SBRIMR M A 358 1) 4 2R DN RGO AN o5 31 T R B BT 18, 51% R 27. 20%, H 4
LRAMFE R 10 S (AR EHRIAR MR s 9 A REBE DN AR 7 T F FORE A A e, (R A 5% b i SR B I B0 | S S 4
48. 33%, TLEAR FADRR S o B B 5 R B B Ty 32, 39%F0 19. 28% (K 2, 2% 2) o SR NIRE IE: 55 50 B ) e 2 2 b a4 154
WIS R RAEREIRTE 20 M AR SR ERE I0R, HAE SRR A EON S, ACH L PRELFI I R ) S AR R A S )
AT RSB 30. 24%, 36. 90%F 32. 86% (B 2, 3K 2) . HHARMEIRTE =K B Hh IR IR ER



Tab.2 Population Densities of Amphibian in 30 Study Sites

7 SR B 5 B /hm
MRS ik e sl ol S B R i i bbb
F_multistriata P plancyi P nigromaculata M. fissipes B. gargarizans

wH1 76.50=6.99 20 50=+3.68 7.50+1.50 5.50=3 .40 1.50+0.96
2 127.50=15.25 20 50=6.08 11.00=3.32 7.00=3 41 0.50+0.50
FeH3 92 50+6.95 47.00+£7.55 16.50=4.34 34.00+9.02 2.00+1.15
o4 31.50=10.56 6.50=1.26 10.50=2 .63 14.50+6.85 0.50+0.50
S 66.50=7.93 1.50=0.96 8.50+3.50 12.50+6.28 0.50+0.50
126 77.00=18.86 5.50£2.00 20.50=4 .03 192.00+6.02 10.50+6.85
7 55.00+£1021 0 4.50+2.63 7.50=4.11 3.50+2.87
{2 HS 34 .50=525 0.50=0.50 40.50=1.71 5.00=3.79 16.50=6.13
P9 71.50=17.00 34.00=15.03 11.50=1.50 7.50=4.79 19.50=2 36
FH10 65.50+2097 19.50+6.80 5.00£2.65 750470 8.50+3.10
Fhih1 13 50=4 99 550275 450£1.71 5.00=3.00 9.00+£3.79
Fih2 24.50+11.03 54.00=14 90 450287 10.00+6.00 3.50+1.71
FEHh3 7.50=3.30 20 50=6.08 10.50=4 03 0 12.00=4.24
Fhitha 10.50+3.77 0.50=0.50 000443 0 15.00=3.42
S 12.50=3.30 68.00=2137 8.00=£2.16 0.50=0.50 4.00+1.63
#ithe 4.00+2.16 44 00=11.69 0.50+£3.59 5.50+2.75 0.50+0.50
FRi7 16.50=4.19 11.50+6.13 7.00+£3.00 6.00=1.15 T7.00+4.50
Hihe 15.00=2.38 0 11.00=3.11 4.00=0.82 19.50+7.32
Fitho 13.00=3.70 5.00=3.00 5.00+3 31 0 4.50=2.06
o 19.00=493 37.00=192.67 8.00=4 90 0.50=0.50 2.50+1.26
ithiEl 13.00=2 89 50.50+£0 .50 13.50=7.55 17.50+13.25 9.00+4 .20
i 19.50=8.02 63.50=6.70 4550+£15.26 1.50=1.50 2.00=1.41
i3 4.00+231 21.50+8 54 12.00=2.94 0 0
fthii4 26.00=6.78 2350624 22.00+10.52 400=1.15 350171
fhis 3.00<1.00 30.00=£5.10 1.50=0.96 400=2 31 11.50+2.00
fhiEe 0 113.00+3923 14.00=4.08 0 200=1.41
g7 16.50=7.14 17.00+8.18 19.00=4.04 1.50=0.96 9.50+2.22
HE 28.50=0 54 21.00+£5.32 41.00=1328 3.50=2.36 3.25+2 36
fthiko 14.00=2.94 124.50+17.08 7.50£1.26 1] 4.50+2 87
10 10 50=7 59 54.50=14.75 12.00=3 .65 1] 20.50=6.34
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Fig.3 Clustering Results of Amphibian Community in 30 Study Sites
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XS E S 2 AT R WA R (24, 25]
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B A e T AR PR A A, 2 B T RO e A < R (MR e A K2 SR e 5 ) Tt A, AEFRATA R 2 ot A B e e M
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AT FORARER 50 X = SR T A 5 R 30 NIE B AR B OB FERE kG0 0 1 =28, B R it AR 5 5 R A B ) 7 A
B AL, A AR S5 A PR S A AR R ST o T RT A FR T b 5 0 0 Bl 2R S A R SE D9 AR B, X PR A B K 2B A
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Mo BIANBIERE SR (T128) . TR bl T3 AV O TR RS B K AR 7 3 e R, BONIE B T S R AR A 5
ERABT ST TR, T DR AN K 3 A SR o AR PR AR S ORAE R — 2R (1 39), EEEHT
TR AN 1 B ¥R e ) 50 DA R PR 1 22 P /N T b A TR AR R A, 3K AT RE A DR DA I AN AR R s 0 R AT - St T 7
WP T AR [14] o BEANRATA IS —2 (1 39 TRt B SR BON B 2%, B bt A 8y, RES it i A 855
AN A A8 o SR UL T PIAT S AR VR 5 K AN OS2 B A BE SRR, W FERE RO R E SRR, SR B 7 A0S L4 A # mT
RES X IS A P AL 50 (24, 28, 29], IXABTEZEIRATAN B IR AR TE 4 RUBE A5 B8] 108 PR SR v 25 K F 52
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